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M. Sumihama , M. Takizawa , K. Tanida , F. Tenchini , R. Tiwary , K. Trabelsi , Y. Unno , S. Uno ,

P. Urquijo , Y. Usov , S. E. Vahsen , K. E. Varvell , A. Vossen , M.-Z. Wang , X. L. Wang , E. Won ,

B. D. Yabsley , W. Yan , S. B. Yang , J. H. Yin , L. Yuan , Z. P. Zhang , V. Zhilich , and V. Zhukova

(The Belle Collaboration)

We measure the complete set of angular coefficients Ji for exclusive B̄ → D∗ℓν̄ℓ decays (ℓ = e, µ).
Our analysis uses the full 711 fb−1 Belle data set with hadronic tag-side reconstruction. The results
allow us to extract the form factors describing the B → D∗ transition and the Cabibbo-Kobayashi-
Maskawa matrix element |Vcb|. Using recent lattice QCD calculations for the hadronic form factors,
we find |Vcb| = (41.0± 0.7)× 103 using the BGL parameterization, compatible with determinations
from inclusive semileptonic decays. We search for lepton flavor universality violation as a function
of the hadronic recoil parameter w, and investigate the differences of the electron and muon angular
distributions. We find no deviation from Standard Model expectations.

In this Letter, we present the first determination of
the full set of angular coefficients describing the full dif-
ferential decay rate of exclusive semileptonic B̄ → D∗ℓν̄ℓ
(ℓ = e, µ) decays. Our analysis uses the complete Belle
data set, with an integrated luminosity of 711 fb−1 at
the Υ(4S) resonance. The data set was recorded at the
KEKB e+e− collider [1] by the Belle detector. Belle is
a large-solid-angle magnetic spectrometer. A detailed
description of its performance and subdetectors can be
found in Ref. [2]. We use hadronic tagging to recon-
struct the accompanying B meson. The measured an-
gular coefficients allow us to determine the form factors
that describe the non-perturbative dynamics describing
the B → D∗ transition and consequently, in conjunction
with information from Lattice QCD (LQCD), to extract
the Cabibbo-Kobayashi-Maskawa (CKM) matrix element
|Vcb|. The angular coefficients are also sensitive to be-
yond Standard Model (SM) effects and are used to test
lepton flavor universality. Our measurement is based on
the same dataset analyzed in a previous publication [3],
which focused on partial branching fractions in bins of

the hadronic recoil parameter

w =
m2

B +m2
D∗ − q2

2mBmD∗
, (1)

with the B (D∗) mass mB (mD∗) and the momentum-
transfer squared to the lepton-neutrino system q2, and
the decay angles θℓ, θV , and χ. The decay angles are
defined as follows: θℓ is the angle between the lepton and
the direction opposite the B meson in the virtual W -
boson rest frame, θV is the angle between the D meson
and the direction opposite the B meson in the D∗ rest
frame, and χ is the angle between the two decay planes
spanned by the W+ − ℓ and D∗ − D systems in the B
meson rest frame. The analysis strategy closely follows
the methodology outlined in Ref. [3], with modifications
to facilitate the measurement of angular coefficients as a
function of w.

The four-dimensional differential decay rate for B̄ →
D∗ℓν̄ℓ can be expressed in terms of 12 functions Ji =
Ji(w), which only depend on w, as
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dΓ(B̄ → D∗ℓν̄ℓ)

dw dcos θℓ dcos θV dχ
=
2G2

Fη
2
EW|Vcb|2m4

BmD∗

2π4
×

(
J1s sin

2 θV + J1c cos
2 θV

+ (J2s sin
2 θV + J2c cos

2 θV) cos 2θℓ + J3 sin
2 θV sin2 θℓ cos 2χ

+ J4 sin 2θV sin 2θℓ cosχ+ J5 sin 2θV sin θℓ cosχ+ (J6s sin
2 θV + J6c cos

2 θV) cos θℓ

+ J7 sin 2θV sin θℓ sinχ+ J8 sin 2θV sin 2θℓ sinχ+ J9 sin
2 θV sin2 θℓ sin 2χ

)
. (2)

The expression depends on Fermi’s coupling constantGF,
the electroweak correction ηEW [4], the CKM matrix el-
ement Vcb, and the masses of B (mB) and D∗ (mD∗)
mesons.

We determine the angular coefficients in bins of w, J̄i =∫
∆w

Ji(w)dw, from experimental data with the definition
from Ref. [5]:

J̄i =
1

Ni

8∑
j=1

4∑
k,l=1

ηχi,jη
θℓ
i,kη

θV
i,l Rjkl . (3)

The normalization factorNi stems from trigonometric in-
tegrals. The angles θℓ, θV , and χ are divided into bins of
size π/4. The weight factors ηαi,n with α ∈ {χ, θℓ, θV } are
given in Ref. [5] and the product of these factors define
a specific phase-space bin where signal is extracted. The
factor Rjkl represents the partial rate in the correspond-
ing phase-space bin jkl. We combine phase-space bins
with identical products of the weights ηαi,n during signal
extraction, resulting in yields of total 36 merged bins to
obtain 12 Ji coefficients using Eq. (3) in each bin of w. In
the limit of massless charged leptons, the angular coeffi-
cient J6c vanishes. Furthermore, the angular coefficients
J7, J8, and J9 are zero within the SM of particle physics,
only contributing to scenarios involving new physics.

We reconstruct two B meson candidates, a tag B and a
signal B. Signal B meson candidates are reconstructed as
follows: We consider both charged and neutral B mesons
with the decay chains B0 → D∗+ℓνℓ, D∗+ → D0π+,
D∗+ → D+π0, and B− → D∗0ℓνℓ with D∗0 → D0π0 [6].

To select charged tracks, we apply the following crite-
ria: dr < 2 cm and |dz| < 4 cm, where dr is the impact
parameter perpendicular to the beam-axis and with re-
spect to the interaction point and dz is the z coordinate
along the beam-axis of the impact parameter. Tracks
are also required to have transverse momenta pT >
0.1GeV/c. In addition, we utilize particle identification
subsystems to identify electrons, muons, charged pions,
kaons, and protons. Electron (muon) tracks are required
to have momenta in the lab frame pLab > 0.3GeV/c
(pLab > 0.6GeV/c). The momenta of particles identified
as electrons are corrected for bremsstrahlung by includ-
ing photons within a 2◦ cone defined around the electron
momentum at the point of closest approach to the inter-
action point (IP).

Photon selection criteria are based on their energies:

Eγ > 100MeV for the forward endcap (12◦ < θ < 31◦),
150MeV for the backward endcap (132◦ < θ < 157◦),
and 50MeV for the barrel region (32◦ < θ < 129◦) of the
calorimeter. π0 candidates are formed from pairs of pho-
tons with invariant mass within the range of 104MeV/c2

to 165MeV/c2. The difference between the reconstructed
π0 mass and the nominal mass (mπ0 = 135MeV/c2 [7])
must be smaller than three times the estimated mass res-
olution.

K0
S mesons are reconstructed from oppositely charged

track pairs within a reconstructed invariant mass window
of 398MeV/c2 to 598MeV/c2 and selected with a mul-
tivate method. For details on the multivariate method
used, see Ref. [8]. The reconstructed K0

S mass has to dif-
fer from the nominal value (mK0

S
= 498MeV/c2 [7]) by

less than 3σ of the estimated mass resolution.

We reconstruct the following decays of the D mesons:
D+ → K−π+π+, D+ → K−π+π+π0, D+ →
K−π+π+π+π−, D+ → K0

Sπ
+, D+ → K0

Sπ
+π0, D+ →

K0
Sπ

+π+π−, D+ → K0
SK

+, D+ → K+K−π+, D0 →
K−π+, D0 → K−π+π0, D0 → K−π+π+π−, D0 →
K−π+π+π−π0, D0 → K0

Sπ
0, D0 → K0

Sπ
+π−, D0 →

K0
Sπ

+π−π0, and D0 → K−K+. We apply a decay-
channel-optimized mass window selection to theD meson
candidates. The π0 daughters from D meson candidates
are required to have center-of-mass momenta pCMS

π0 >
0.2GeV/c, except for the decay D0 → K−π+π+π−π0

where this criterion is not applied. To reduce combina-
torial background, the reconstructed D mesons within
an event are ranked based on the absolute difference
between the reconstructed mass and the nominal mass
(mD+ = 1.870GeV/c2, mD0 = 1.865GeV/c2 [7]), and
up to ten candidates with the smallest mass difference
are selected.

D∗ mesons are reconstructed in three decay channels:
D∗0 → D0π0

slow, D
∗+ → D+π0

slow, and D∗+ → D0π+
slow.

Charged slow pions must have a center-of-mass momen-
tum below 0.4GeV/c, and the mass difference between
the reconstructed massesMX of theD∗ andD candidates
∆M = MD∗ −MD has to be smaller than 0.155GeV/c2

(0.160GeV/c2) for D∗+ (D∗0) mesons.

Signal-B meson candidates are reconstructed by com-
bining selected D∗ candidates and a lepton candidate.
The loose selection 1GeV/c2 < MD∗ℓ < 6GeV/c2 is ap-
plied to reduce combinatorial background.

We perform global-decay-chain vertex fitting using
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TreeFitter [9]. Events that cannot be successfully fitted
are rejected.

Tag-B meson candidates are reconstructed using the
Full Event Interpretation (FEI) [10] algorithm. The
algorithm fully reconstructs B mesons in 36 B-decay
modes. Selection criteria include the requirementM tag

bc =√
s/2− p⃗ 2

tag > 5.27GeV/c2 , ∆Etag = Etag −
√
s/2 ∈

[−0.15, 0.10]GeV, where ptag = (Etag, p⃗tag) is the 4-
momentum of the Btag meson in the center-of-mass
frame, and the probability of the classifier for the tag-
candidate PFEI > 10−3. We form an Υ(4S) candidate
from combinations of tag- and signal-B mesons, requir-
ing that there are no additional charged particles in the
event. The reconstructed invariant mass of the Υ(4S)
candidate is limited to MΥ(4S) ∈ [7.0, 13.0],GeV/c2.

Non-resonant e+e− interactions are suppressed using
event shape variables: The magnitude of the thrust of
the full event [11], the angle between the thrust axis
of the tag-B and the beamline, the angle between the
thrust axes of the two B mesons [11], the reduced Fox-
Wolfram moment R2 [11], the modified Fox-Wolfram mo-
ments [12], and the CLEO Cones [13]. These variables
are combined using a multivariate classifier based on gra-
dient boosted decision trees [14].

The average number of Υ(4S) candidates is 4.3. In
events with more than one candidate we retain only the
candidate with the lowest EECL, the sum of unassigned
photon clusters in the full event reconstruction. If multi-
ple candidates remain, the one with the smallest |∆Etag|
is chosen. If a conclusive selection cannot be made, a
random candidate is selected.

The angular coefficients are extracted in four bins of w.
In each w bin, we determine the signal yield in bins of the
decay angles θℓ, θV , and χ, defined in Equation 3. The
signal yield in the bins of 36 angles × 4 w bins × 4 de-
cay modes is determined using the M2

miss distribution,

where M2
miss = (pe+e− − ptag − pD∗ − pℓ)

2
. A binned

maximum likelihood fit is performed using Monte-Carlo
(MC) simulations to determine template shapes for signal
and background events. Nuisance parameters account for
systematic effects on the shapes of the templates in the
fit. The M2

miss distribution is binned into five bins to
reduce dependence on the modelling of the M2

miss res-
olution. The statistical correlation of the partial rates
in different phase-space regions projected onto M2

miss is
determined by bootstrapping.

The determined signal yields are transformed into par-
tial rates ∆Γ/∆x through a process of unfolding, utiliz-
ing the matrix inversion method, and subsequent correc-
tion for efficiency. A more detailed description of the
individual steps can be found in Ref. [3]. Unfolding is
necessary to correct for resolution effects causing migra-
tion of signal events into different regions of phase-space.
Systematic uncertainties in the migration matrix and ef-
ficiency correction are accounted for by reweighting the
simulated events. The most significant source of system-
atic uncertainty is from the limited available MC sam-

ple size used to derive migration matrices and efficiency
corrections. Smaller uncertainties arise from D decay
branching fractions [7], assumptions about B → D∗ℓν̄ℓ
form factors [15], the impact of the FEI on the measured
shapes, lepton identification efficiency, and the efficien-
cies for reconstructing tracks, neutral pions, slow pions,
and K0

S mesons.
Subsequently, the angular coefficients J̄i are calculated

from the ∆Γ/∆x using Eq. (3). Due to the challenges in
calibrating the absolute efficiency of the FEI, we quote
normalized angular coefficients Ĵi = Ji/N , with N =
8
9π

∑wbins
i=0 3J̄

(i)
1c + 6J̄

(i)
1s − J̄

(i)
2c − 2J̄

(i)
2s summing over the

four w bins.
The analysis is validated using Asimov data and

pseudo-experiments, for which we see no biases in cen-
tral values or uncertainties. The measured normalized
angular coefficients Ĵi as a function of w are displayed in
Fig. 1.
We calculate the average of the Ĵi determined in the

four decay modes, taking into account the correlations
and uncertainties. We fit the CLN [16] and BGL [17, 18]
form factor parameterizations to the averaged central
values of the normalized measured angular coefficients
within the SM (i.e. J7,8,9 = 0) and neglecting electron
and muon masses (so that J6c = 0). Beyond zero-recoil
lattice calculations by the MILC [19], HPQCD [20], and
JLQCD [21] groups are included in the fit to constrain
the form factors. To obtain |Vcb| from the normalized an-
gular coefficients, we use the absolute branching fraction
of B(B̄0 → D∗+ℓν̄ℓ) = (5.03 ± 0.10)%. This value is ob-
tained from the branching fractions B(B− → D∗0ℓν̄ℓ) =
(5.58 ± 0.22)%, B(B̄0 → D∗+ℓν̄ℓ) = (4.97 ± 0.12)% [22]
and the lifetimes τB̄0 = 1.520 ps and τB− = 1.638 ps [7],
assuming isospin symmetry.

The fit is performed by minimizing the χ2 function
defined as

χ2 =
(
Ĵm
i − Ĵp

i (x⃗)
)
C−1

exp

(
Ĵm
i − Ĵp

i (x⃗)
)T

+ (Γm − Γp(Vcb, x⃗))
2/σ(Γm)2

+ (hLQCD
X − hp

X(x⃗))C−1
LQCD(h

LQCD
X − hp

X(x⃗)) , (4)

which compares the measured (predicted) normalized an-

gular coefficients ∆Ĵ
m(p)
i in bins of w. The quantity

Γm(p) represents the predicted (externally measured) ab-
solute rate. The predicted rate is a function of the form
factor coefficients x⃗ and |Vcb|, taking mB = 5.28GeV/c2,
mD∗ = 2.01GeV/c2, and me = mµ = 0. The parameters
hA1

, R1, R2 are used for the predicted (LQCD) form fac-

tors h
p(LQCD)
X and the form factors are evaluated at the w

values provided by the lattice QCD predictions [19–21].
The three available lattice QCD predictions are used si-
multaneously. The covariance matrix Cexp (CLQCD) cor-
responds to the experimental (lattice) data. We perform
a nested hypothesis test [23] to determine the number of
BGL coefficients required to describe the data, resulting
in the choice a = 3, b = 3, c = 2, which are the num-
ber of free expansion coefficients for the BGL g, f , F
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FIG. 1. The data points correspond to the averaged central values of the four measured normalized angular coefficients described
in the text, with the uncertainties including statistical and systematic uncertainties. The vertical dotted lines indicate the
binning in w. The blue (orange) curves correspond to the BGL332 (CLN) fit described in the text, with the 1σ uncertainty
band. The angular coefficients J6c, J7, J8, J9 are not fitted, and expected to be zero in the SM.

form factors, respectively. The p-values for the BGL332

and CLN fits are 0.75 and 0.39, respectively. The fitted
angular coefficients are shown in Fig. 1. The resulting
form factors, together with the lattice data used in the
fit, are shown in Fig. 2 [24]. We find consistent values
for the CKM matrix element |Vcb| for both form factor
parameterizations:

|Vcb| = (41.0± 0.3± 0.4± 0.5)× 10−3 (BGL332) ,

|Vcb| = (40.9± 0.3± 0.4± 0.4)× 10−3 (CLN) ,

where the first uncertainty is from the measured data,
the second uncertainty is from the external branching
fraction, and the third uncertainty is from the LQCD
inputs.

The lepton forward-backward asymmetry AFB and
the D∗ longitudinal polarization fraction FL(D

∗) are
straightforwardly calculated [25] from the measured an-
gular coefficients within their corresponding w bins. The
Si observables in Ref. [26] are directly proportional to

the angular coefficients Si ∝ Ĵi and are discussed further
in the supplemental material. These observables can be
used to test lepton flavor universality between electrons
and muons via, e.g. ∆AFB = Aµ

FB − Ae
FB to search for

new physics effects. We observe no significant deviation
from the SM expectation and quantify the compatibility
of each observable with the SM expectation in Table I.
The corresponding lepton flavor universality observables
are displayed in Fig. 3.

TABLE I. Compatibility of the lepton flavor universality ob-
servables with the SM expectation. The ∆X = Xµ − Xe

are the observables testing the lepton flavor universal by cal-
culating the difference between the decays with muons and
electrons.

Observable χ2 / ndf p-value
∆AFB 1.7 / 4 0.79
∆FL(D

∗) 2.3 / 4 0.67

∆Ĵ1s 5.3 / 4 0.26

∆Ĵ1c 4.2 / 4 0.38

∆Ĵ2s 4.6 / 4 0.33

∆Ĵ2c 5.0 / 4 0.28

∆Ĵ3 7.4 / 4 0.12

∆Ĵ4 2.5 / 4 0.64

∆Ĵ5 4.8 / 4 0.31

∆Ĵ6s 2.1 / 4 0.72

∆Ĵ6c 1.1 / 4 0.89

∆Ĵ7 1.6 / 4 0.81

∆Ĵ8 3.3 / 4 0.51

∆Ĵ9 4.6 / 4 0.33

∆Ĵi 41 / 48 0.76

In summary, we present the first complete measure-
ment of the angular coefficients Ĵi in bins of w describ-
ing the full differential decay distribution of B̄ → D∗ℓν̄ℓ
(ℓ = e, µ), probing both B̄0 and B− modes. In total, we
measure the partial rates in 4× 144 distinct phase-space
regions to extract the 4× 12 Ĵi coefficients, with full sta-
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tistical and systematic correlations, allowing the simulta-
neous analysis of all measured angular coefficients. The
measured coefficients encode the full angular information
of the B̄ → D∗ℓν̄ℓ decay, providing a more comprehen-
sive set of observables than the one-dimensional partial
rates of w, cos θℓ, cos θV , and χ measured in Refs. [3, 15].

The measured angular coefficients are analyzed to de-
termine |Vcb| using the beyond zero-recoil lattice calcu-
lations by the MILC, HPQCD, and JLQCD collabora-
tions and the world average of the B̄ → D∗ℓν̄ℓ branch-
ing fraction and B-meson lifetimes. We find |Vcb| =
(41.0 ± 0.7) × 10−3 in the BGL parameterization. The
origin of the upward shift of |Vcb| with respect to Ref. [3]
is caused by the shift of F(1) = 0.895± 0.007 in the av-
erage of the new lattice results, and the smaller slope of
the form factor compared to previous results. The re-
sulting p-value of the fit is 75% and the value of |Vcb| is
in agreement with the fit of the one-dimensional partial
rates determined from the same data set. The obtained
values of |Vcb| are compatible with the determinations
using the CLN parameterization. These results are also
in agreement with the two currently most precise deter-
minations of |Vcb| from inclusive B → Xcℓν̄ℓ measure-
ments relying on heavy quark effective theory [27, 28].
Our results are in agreement with those determined from

partial rates [3], which uses the same dataset. A sum-
mary of our measurement of |Vcb|, together with other
determinations, is shown in Fig. 4.

The measured angular coefficients are tested for lepton
flavor universality violation, and no deviation from the
SM expectation is observed. The numerical values, and
full covariance matrices of the measured observables have
been made available on HEPData.
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Supplemental Material

I. DEFINITIONS OF THE ANGULAR COEFFICIENTS

In the SM the angular coefficients for B → D∗ℓν̄ℓ with D∗ → Dπ can be written in terms of the helicity amplitudes:

J1s = F

(
1

2
(H2

+ +H2
−)(m

2
ℓ + 3q2)

)
,

J1c = F
(
2(2m2

ℓH
2
t +H2

0 (m
2
ℓ + q2))

)
,

J2s = F

(
1

2
(H2

+ +H2
−)(q

2 −m2
ℓ)

)
,

J2c = F
(
2H2

0 (m
2
ℓ − q2)

)
,

J3 = F
(
2H+H−(m

2
ℓ − q2)

)
,

J4 = −F
(
H0(H+ +H−)(m

2
ℓ − q2)

)
,

J5 = F
(
−2(H+ +H−)Htm

2
ℓ − 2H0(H+ −H−)q

2
)
,

J6s = −F
(
2(H2

+ −H2
−)q

2
)
,

J6c = −F
(
−8H0Htm

2
ℓ

)
,

J7 = 0 ,

J8 = 0 ,

J9 = 0 ,

(5)

with F = (2/m3
B)(3pD∗)/(128× 24m2

B).

II. RELATIONS BETWEEN COMMON OBSERVABLES AND ANGULAR COEFFICIENTS

The forward-backward asymmetry and the longitudinal polarization fractions are

AFB =
3

2

(J6c + 2J6s)

3J1c − J2c + 2(3J1s − J2s)
, (6)

FL(D
∗) =

(3J1c − J2c)

3J1c − J2c + 2(3J1s − J2s)
, (7)

(8)

where the denominator is only a normalization factor.

The Si observables in the text are directly proportional to the angular coefficients Si ∝ Ĵi. The relations are

S3 =
1

π

4J3
3J1c − J2c + 2(3J1s − J2s)

, (9)

S5 =
3J5

3J1c − J2c + 2(3J1s − J2s)
, (10)

S7 =
3J7

3J1c − J2c + 2(3J1s − J2s)
, (11)

S9 =
1

π

4J9
3J1c − J2c + 2(3J1s − J2s)

, (12)

(13)

where the denominator is only a normalization factor. Thus Si ∝ Ji. The numerical values are shown in Tab. ??.
The correlations are provided in the HEPData repository.
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TABLE II. Observables calculated from the average Ji of the four measured decay modes.

w bin AFB FL(D
∗) S3 S5 S7 S9

1.00 < w < 1.15 0.23± 0.03 0.29± 0.04 −0.11± 0.02 0.07± 0.05 0.02± 0.05 0.05± 0.02
1.15 < w < 1.25 0.30± 0.03 0.45± 0.04 −0.06± 0.02 0.23± 0.04 0.08± 0.04 0.01± 0.02
1.25 < w < 1.35 0.29± 0.03 0.47± 0.03 −0.03± 0.02 0.26± 0.04 −0.06± 0.04 −0.02± 0.02
1.35 < w < 1.50 0.16± 0.03 0.70± 0.03 −0.01± 0.02 0.20± 0.03 0.07± 0.03 −0.01± 0.02

III. SYTEMATICS

The uncertainties of the angular coefficients are shown for their individual components in Tab. ??. The dominant
systematic uncertainty is the limited MC statistics.

IV. |Vcb| FITTING DETAILS

We translate the available beyond zero-recoil lattice QCD prediction for the B → D∗ form factors into the hA1
,

R1, and R2 representation using the relations

R1 =
hV

hA1

, R2 =
hA3 + rD∗hA2

hA1

(14)

with r∗ = mD∗/mB , and

hA1 =
f

mB

√
r∗(w + 1)

, hV = gmB

√
r∗ ,

hA1 (w − r∗ − (w − 1)R2) =
F1

m2
B

√
r∗(w + 1)

,

(15)

The coefficients for the fit described in the main text are shown in Table VII for the BGL fit, and Table VIII for
the CLN fit. We also investigate the B0 and B+ decay modes independently. We find consistent values for |Vcb|:
|Vcb|B

0

CLN = 40.9 ± 0.7, |Vcb|B
0

BGL = 40.8 ± 0.7, |Vcb|B
+

CLN = 41.3 ± 0.7, |Vcb|B
+

BGL = 41.3 ± 0.7. Here, we have used the
same number of BGL coefficients as the nominal fit.
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TABLE III. Uncertainties in % for the B̄0 → D∗eν̄e channel

total M2
miss fit Unfolding and Acceptance

FF(B → D∗ℓν) B(D → X) MC stat. ϵ(πslow) ϵ(LID) ϵ(π0) ϵ(Tracking) ϵ(K0
S) FEI Shape

Ji w bin
J1s [1.00, 1.15) 23.21 22.32 0.87 0.87 6.18 0.84 0.16 0.18 0.08 0.01 0.42

[1.15, 1.25) 14.53 14.02 0.53 0.15 3.72 0.23 0.11 0.11 0.00 0.01 0.48
[1.25, 1.35) 11.65 11.17 1.23 0.39 3.04 0.29 0.06 0.10 0.02 0.01 0.09
[1.35, 1.51) 10.34 9.97 1.09 0.42 2.46 0.22 0.07 0.08 0.02 0.01 0.27

J1c [1.00, 1.15) 40.45 38.54 1.01 0.51 12.18 0.77 0.20 0.00 0.01 0.02 0.66
[1.15, 1.25) 27.00 26.14 1.26 0.23 6.58 0.30 0.09 0.17 0.01 0.04 0.73
[1.25, 1.35) 22.34 21.74 1.20 0.25 4.96 0.23 0.23 0.01 0.03 0.00 0.25
[1.35, 1.51) 23.25 22.52 2.23 0.53 5.29 0.44 0.47 0.08 0.07 0.01 0.12

J2s [1.00, 1.15) 41.57 39.97 0.60 0.66 11.38 0.16 0.25 0.07 0.04 0.02 0.34
[1.15, 1.25) 25.08 24.16 1.02 0.34 6.62 0.11 0.06 0.08 0.03 0.02 0.11
[1.25, 1.35) 19.69 18.79 1.31 0.29 5.72 0.12 0.08 0.05 0.01 0.01 0.36
[1.35, 1.51) 18.96 18.38 1.54 0.14 4.40 0.07 0.08 0.02 0.01 0.01 0.14

J2c [1.00, 1.15) 70.83 67.77 1.19 0.95 20.51 0.35 0.07 0.04 0.03 0.02 1.11
[1.15, 1.25) 46.84 44.80 1.95 0.68 13.51 0.24 0.11 0.09 0.06 0.03 0.17
[1.25, 1.35) 39.22 38.15 1.41 0.65 8.92 0.35 0.19 0.01 0.00 0.03 0.58
[1.35, 1.51) 45.04 43.74 1.92 0.58 10.46 0.44 0.74 0.06 0.02 0.02 1.23

J3 [1.00, 1.15) 52.83 51.04 1.10 0.32 13.56 0.19 0.09 0.00 0.02 0.05 1.02
[1.15, 1.25) 29.46 28.49 1.15 0.38 7.33 0.21 0.07 0.06 0.01 0.02 0.99
[1.25, 1.35) 24.57 23.76 1.47 0.43 6.00 0.13 0.15 0.11 0.00 0.01 0.85
[1.35, 1.51) 23.50 22.84 1.77 0.33 5.20 0.07 0.04 0.05 0.01 0.01 0.12

J4 [1.00, 1.15) 55.54 53.48 0.39 0.49 14.93 0.32 0.11 0.06 0.00 0.02 1.18
[1.15, 1.25) 30.94 29.98 0.65 0.39 7.58 0.30 0.07 0.08 0.00 0.01 0.88
[1.25, 1.35) 24.83 23.97 0.72 0.35 6.44 0.26 0.17 0.02 0.04 0.01 0.22
[1.35, 1.51) 25.86 25.07 1.37 0.71 5.96 0.37 0.08 0.20 0.03 0.01 1.48

J5 [1.00, 1.15) 43.22 41.89 1.31 0.43 10.54 0.43 0.19 0.03 0.01 0.02 0.06
[1.15, 1.25) 25.23 24.38 1.32 0.31 6.35 0.12 0.27 0.02 0.01 0.01 0.42
[1.25, 1.35) 20.16 19.32 1.23 0.30 5.57 0.12 0.16 0.00 0.03 0.01 0.39
[1.35, 1.51) 18.13 17.56 1.72 0.54 4.10 0.32 0.14 0.07 0.04 0.01 0.52

J6s [1.00, 1.15) 40.96 39.58 1.76 0.84 10.30 0.59 0.28 0.22 0.05 0.02 0.66
[1.15, 1.25) 24.63 23.90 1.31 0.22 5.67 0.24 0.47 0.08 0.01 0.02 1.03
[1.25, 1.35) 20.01 19.15 1.38 0.46 5.51 0.32 0.54 0.16 0.05 0.01 0.78
[1.35, 1.51) 21.57 20.91 1.44 0.44 5.08 0.18 0.50 0.05 0.03 0.03 0.07

J6c [1.00, 1.15) 66.26 63.94 0.74 0.52 17.36 0.29 0.19 0.20 0.00 0.02 0.37
[1.15, 1.25) 46.82 45.56 0.87 0.85 10.59 0.20 0.90 0.42 0.03 0.03 1.34
[1.25, 1.35) 43.08 41.63 1.10 0.38 10.86 0.26 1.44 0.09 0.04 0.02 1.18
[1.35, 1.51) 52.87 51.48 1.07 0.37 11.69 0.16 2.48 0.03 0.02 0.04 0.47

J7 [1.00, 1.15) 43.07 41.77 0.17 0.46 10.48 0.09 0.07 0.15 0.01 0.01 0.65
[1.15, 1.25) 24.53 23.81 0.33 0.20 5.88 0.12 0.05 0.05 0.02 0.01 0.23
[1.25, 1.35) 19.79 19.21 0.15 0.22 4.64 0.09 0.02 0.02 0.01 0.02 1.09
[1.35, 1.51) 17.80 17.31 0.18 0.16 4.16 0.08 0.01 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.11

J8 [1.00, 1.15) 54.76 52.77 0.17 0.68 14.61 0.15 0.03 0.06 0.04 0.01 0.50
[1.15, 1.25) 31.10 29.86 0.18 0.30 8.68 0.14 0.06 0.07 0.00 0.03 0.02
[1.25, 1.35) 24.98 23.99 0.24 0.42 6.92 0.13 0.09 0.06 0.04 0.01 0.53
[1.35, 1.51) 26.06 25.23 0.31 0.37 6.52 0.14 0.05 0.09 0.03 0.01 0.03

J9 [1.00, 1.15) 55.59 54.12 0.59 0.84 12.64 0.63 0.04 0.31 0.00 0.05 0.41
[1.15, 1.25) 30.19 29.00 0.22 0.26 8.38 0.10 0.02 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.33
[1.25, 1.35) 25.00 24.22 0.10 0.23 6.17 0.10 0.01 0.09 0.01 0.02 0.31
[1.35, 1.51) 23.36 22.94 0.12 0.21 4.37 0.05 0.06 0.03 0.02 0.01 0.24
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TABLE IV. Uncertainties in % for the B̄0 → D∗µν̄µ channel

total M2
miss fit Unfolding and Acceptance

FF(B → D∗ℓν) B(D → X) MC stat. ϵ(πslow) ϵ(LID) ϵ(π0) ϵ(Tracking) ϵ(K0
S) FEI Shape

Ji w bin
J1s [1.00, 1.15) 23.53 22.42 1.19 1.32 6.82 0.99 0.05 0.28 0.12 0.03 0.57

[1.15, 1.25) 13.42 12.81 0.62 0.13 3.93 0.20 0.05 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.02
[1.25, 1.35) 10.89 10.38 1.17 0.43 3.04 0.29 0.14 0.10 0.04 0.01 0.00
[1.35, 1.51) 10.26 9.85 1.19 0.20 2.56 0.20 0.09 0.02 0.02 0.01 0.22

J1c [1.00, 1.15) 35.81 34.39 0.84 0.30 9.92 0.90 0.23 0.06 0.01 0.01 0.16
[1.15, 1.25) 20.48 19.63 1.06 0.26 5.72 0.22 0.02 0.05 0.01 0.01 0.19
[1.25, 1.35) 20.05 19.27 1.06 0.24 5.41 0.20 0.12 0.07 0.03 0.00 0.03
[1.35, 1.51) 28.93 27.76 2.40 1.16 7.64 0.65 0.25 0.40 0.08 0.03 0.07

J2s [1.00, 1.15) 43.84 42.06 0.64 0.60 12.32 0.63 0.18 0.03 0.07 0.03 0.22
[1.15, 1.25) 23.59 22.61 0.96 0.20 6.62 0.11 0.11 0.02 0.03 0.01 0.24
[1.25, 1.35) 18.82 17.91 1.06 0.23 5.65 0.14 0.19 0.03 0.02 0.01 0.14
[1.35, 1.51) 19.83 19.08 1.74 0.17 5.13 0.11 0.04 0.07 0.02 0.01 0.12

J2c [1.00, 1.15) 62.30 60.17 0.55 0.96 16.08 0.65 0.07 0.07 0.09 0.03 0.46
[1.15, 1.25) 37.32 36.30 1.84 0.27 8.49 0.21 0.27 0.07 0.07 0.03 0.20
[1.25, 1.35) 36.58 35.48 1.18 0.45 8.81 0.36 0.11 0.06 0.07 0.02 0.18
[1.35, 1.51) 55.71 53.90 2.11 0.51 13.78 0.29 0.14 0.16 0.05 0.02 1.91

J3 [1.00, 1.15) 49.51 47.65 1.20 1.12 13.25 0.42 0.15 0.45 0.03 0.02 1.49
[1.15, 1.25) 29.74 28.80 1.07 0.37 7.30 0.20 0.04 0.06 0.05 0.02 0.66
[1.25, 1.35) 23.65 22.81 1.52 0.36 5.99 0.20 0.03 0.05 0.03 0.01 0.64
[1.35, 1.51) 25.05 24.28 1.63 0.26 5.94 0.16 0.10 0.04 0.00 0.01 0.22

J4 [1.00, 1.15) 48.88 47.60 0.45 0.72 10.88 0.49 0.28 0.17 0.01 0.02 2.03
[1.15, 1.25) 29.96 28.90 0.98 0.53 7.82 0.26 0.10 0.15 0.03 0.01 0.07
[1.25, 1.35) 24.76 23.66 0.65 0.48 7.21 0.31 0.20 0.12 0.06 0.02 0.56
[1.35, 1.51) 28.43 27.52 1.09 0.59 6.99 0.35 0.20 0.17 0.04 0.01 0.60

J5 [1.00, 1.15) 40.88 39.50 1.39 0.53 10.41 0.37 0.06 0.01 0.01 0.03 0.62
[1.15, 1.25) 24.57 23.45 1.58 0.44 7.08 0.14 0.18 0.05 0.04 0.02 0.95
[1.25, 1.35) 19.77 18.83 1.37 0.34 5.84 0.36 0.08 0.09 0.03 0.02 0.39
[1.35, 1.51) 19.41 18.88 1.27 0.29 4.30 0.23 0.08 0.02 0.01 0.01 0.13

J6s [1.00, 1.15) 39.72 38.19 1.78 1.20 10.62 1.10 0.18 0.31 0.10 0.02 0.58
[1.15, 1.25) 25.38 24.34 1.18 0.28 7.07 0.21 0.03 0.02 0.00 0.01 0.66
[1.25, 1.35) 20.07 19.35 1.28 0.44 5.12 0.31 0.22 0.08 0.05 0.02 0.19
[1.35, 1.51) 24.35 23.79 1.60 0.64 4.90 0.20 0.14 0.07 0.03 0.00 0.02

J6c [1.00, 1.15) 65.84 63.82 0.73 0.50 16.13 0.48 0.04 0.25 0.00 0.02 0.13
[1.15, 1.25) 43.21 41.57 1.00 0.41 11.69 0.19 0.09 0.12 0.01 0.01 1.27
[1.25, 1.35) 41.82 40.79 1.12 0.21 9.12 0.18 0.07 0.02 0.06 0.02 0.43
[1.35, 1.51) 61.00 59.72 1.29 0.80 12.24 0.22 0.12 0.07 0.01 0.02 1.61

J7 [1.00, 1.15) 40.48 39.05 0.15 0.36 10.66 0.20 0.09 0.02 0.02 0.03 0.63
[1.15, 1.25) 23.87 23.12 0.20 0.18 5.81 0.12 0.11 0.03 0.03 0.01 1.26
[1.25, 1.35) 18.96 18.22 0.28 0.27 5.19 0.13 0.02 0.02 0.01 0.00 0.82
[1.35, 1.51) 19.06 18.51 0.13 0.10 4.52 0.07 0.05 0.04 0.00 0.01 0.39

J8 [1.00, 1.15) 50.17 48.05 0.26 0.50 14.37 0.53 0.08 0.19 0.01 0.02 1.25
[1.15, 1.25) 29.21 28.15 0.51 0.24 7.71 0.17 0.03 0.00 0.02 0.01 1.04
[1.25, 1.35) 23.51 22.59 0.23 0.31 6.41 0.10 0.02 0.12 0.00 0.01 1.09
[1.35, 1.51) 27.80 26.94 0.06 0.20 6.85 0.05 0.14 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.28

J9 [1.00, 1.15) 51.08 49.14 0.25 0.64 13.73 0.53 0.03 0.01 0.07 0.09 2.10
[1.15, 1.25) 29.01 28.04 0.58 0.33 7.36 0.16 0.03 0.11 0.01 0.02 0.60
[1.25, 1.35) 23.92 23.13 0.23 0.34 6.05 0.13 0.06 0.14 0.02 0.02 0.29
[1.35, 1.51) 24.85 24.09 0.04 0.25 6.10 0.11 0.02 0.00 0.02 0.01 0.15
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TABLE V. Uncertainties in % for the B̄+ → D∗eν̄e channel

total M2
miss fit Unfolding and Acceptance

FF(B → D∗ℓν) B(D → X) MC stat. ϵ(πslow) ϵ(LID) ϵ(π0) ϵ(Tracking) ϵ(K0
S) FEI Shape

Ji w bin
J1s [1.00, 1.15) 15.39 14.79 1.07 0.24 4.08 0.40 0.20 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.43

[1.15, 1.25) 12.77 12.35 0.56 0.15 3.17 0.44 0.04 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
[1.25, 1.35) 11.83 11.41 1.13 0.11 2.89 0.43 0.07 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.10
[1.35, 1.51) 13.19 12.88 0.96 0.15 2.62 0.35 0.07 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.40

J1c [1.00, 1.15) 29.25 28.28 0.91 0.21 7.20 1.00 0.17 0.04 0.00 0.01 1.34
[1.15, 1.25) 23.67 22.88 1.05 0.18 5.89 0.75 0.09 0.06 0.01 0.01 0.09
[1.25, 1.35) 19.28 18.82 1.03 0.18 3.99 0.42 0.22 0.06 0.01 0.01 0.32
[1.35, 1.51) 30.08 29.52 1.96 0.26 5.35 0.29 0.52 0.03 0.00 0.01 0.50

J2s [1.00, 1.15) 25.89 25.01 0.41 0.36 6.65 0.13 0.15 0.04 0.00 0.00 0.65
[1.15, 1.25) 22.28 21.59 0.98 0.42 5.39 0.11 0.09 0.03 0.01 0.00 0.02
[1.25, 1.35) 20.89 20.10 1.27 0.25 5.52 0.11 0.05 0.02 0.01 0.01 0.02
[1.35, 1.51) 25.60 25.06 1.33 0.29 4.95 0.15 0.11 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.97

J2c [1.00, 1.15) 48.37 46.80 1.02 0.65 12.09 0.37 0.13 0.09 0.02 0.02 1.36
[1.15, 1.25) 41.41 40.49 1.61 0.64 8.49 0.22 0.25 0.09 0.02 0.01 0.07
[1.25, 1.35) 36.08 34.98 1.27 0.38 8.73 0.27 0.15 0.04 0.01 0.01 0.57
[1.35, 1.51) 60.89 59.81 2.49 0.68 10.97 0.38 0.73 0.01 0.06 0.02 1.68

J3 [1.00, 1.15) 34.53 33.69 1.14 0.40 7.45 0.26 0.27 0.00 0.02 0.01 0.53
[1.15, 1.25) 30.71 29.92 1.18 0.23 6.85 0.15 0.04 0.08 0.06 0.02 0.12
[1.25, 1.35) 28.58 27.75 1.39 0.22 6.69 0.08 0.07 0.15 0.04 0.00 0.16
[1.35, 1.51) 33.15 32.56 1.63 0.21 6.01 0.11 0.03 0.01 0.02 0.02 0.33

J4 [1.00, 1.15) 33.48 32.66 0.46 0.40 7.16 0.48 0.14 0.08 0.04 0.03 1.54
[1.15, 1.25) 30.59 29.82 0.68 0.58 6.72 0.23 0.03 0.09 0.06 0.01 0.19
[1.25, 1.35) 27.63 26.85 0.74 0.46 6.44 0.22 0.07 0.03 0.00 0.01 0.80
[1.35, 1.51) 36.23 35.39 1.24 0.49 7.54 0.12 0.39 0.08 0.01 0.00 1.00

J5 [1.00, 1.15) 27.28 26.47 1.43 0.13 6.43 0.21 0.12 0.00 0.02 0.01 0.12
[1.15, 1.25) 25.01 24.29 1.31 0.08 5.81 0.09 0.34 0.04 0.02 0.00 0.20
[1.25, 1.35) 22.30 21.63 1.21 0.31 5.27 0.17 0.20 0.03 0.01 0.00 0.18
[1.35, 1.51) 25.54 24.93 1.39 0.23 5.36 0.09 0.26 0.02 0.00 0.01 0.09

J6s [1.00, 1.15) 25.91 25.01 2.14 0.27 6.39 0.26 0.32 0.12 0.03 0.01 0.44
[1.15, 1.25) 23.67 22.81 1.27 0.17 6.16 0.39 0.58 0.01 0.02 0.01 0.42
[1.25, 1.35) 21.67 21.12 1.17 0.16 4.68 0.35 0.52 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.21
[1.35, 1.51) 28.27 27.62 1.34 0.35 5.79 0.19 0.58 0.00 0.04 0.02 0.49

J6c [1.00, 1.15) 49.20 47.55 0.92 0.49 12.57 0.79 0.19 0.19 0.05 0.01 0.60
[1.15, 1.25) 44.76 43.46 0.82 0.16 10.66 0.56 0.49 0.03 0.01 0.02 0.19
[1.25, 1.35) 41.60 40.50 1.11 0.27 9.34 0.34 1.11 0.09 0.02 0.01 0.21
[1.35, 1.51) 63.43 62.16 1.32 0.75 12.34 0.17 2.21 0.05 0.08 0.02 0.37

J7 [1.00, 1.15) 27.21 26.48 0.19 0.17 6.26 0.17 0.14 0.05 0.05 0.02 0.33
[1.15, 1.25) 24.31 23.60 0.28 0.39 5.80 0.11 0.08 0.05 0.03 0.01 0.21
[1.25, 1.35) 21.71 21.23 0.26 0.17 4.50 0.16 0.15 0.06 0.01 0.01 0.40
[1.35, 1.51) 25.07 24.56 0.53 0.16 4.97 0.16 0.15 0.04 0.00 0.02 0.17

J8 [1.00, 1.15) 34.28 33.26 0.20 0.43 8.21 0.19 0.05 0.09 0.03 0.03 0.85
[1.15, 1.25) 30.07 29.33 0.31 0.26 6.55 0.14 0.04 0.05 0.02 0.01 1.18
[1.25, 1.35) 27.11 26.49 0.08 0.44 5.71 0.20 0.11 0.00 0.02 0.01 0.61
[1.35, 1.51) 35.30 34.60 0.12 0.42 6.95 0.18 0.12 0.02 0.03 0.02 0.57

J9 [1.00, 1.15) 34.17 33.15 0.38 0.36 8.24 0.32 0.13 0.02 0.05 0.04 0.09
[1.15, 1.25) 30.88 30.02 0.14 0.14 7.22 0.19 0.03 0.06 0.01 0.01 0.65
[1.25, 1.35) 27.15 26.61 0.17 0.26 5.36 0.16 0.14 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.11
[1.35, 1.51) 32.87 32.29 0.29 0.27 6.14 0.11 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.02 0.31
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TABLE VI. Uncertainties in % for the B̄+ → D∗µν̄µ channel

total M2
miss fit Unfolding and Acceptance

FF(B → D∗ℓν) B(D → X) MC stat. ϵ(πslow) ϵ(LID) ϵ(π0) ϵ(Tracking) ϵ(K0
S) FEI Shape

Ji w bin
J1s [1.00, 1.15) 12.91 12.21 1.18 0.19 4.01 0.44 0.06 0.06 0.00 0.02 0.18

[1.15, 1.25) 12.93 12.42 0.62 0.15 3.49 0.45 0.02 0.01 0.02 0.01 0.05
[1.25, 1.35) 11.06 10.67 0.81 0.12 2.80 0.35 0.06 0.02 0.00 0.01 0.06
[1.35, 1.51) 13.91 13.48 1.07 0.32 3.15 0.35 0.02 0.05 0.01 0.01 0.72

J1c [1.00, 1.15) 23.29 22.32 0.99 0.37 6.51 0.89 0.05 0.09 0.02 0.01 0.04
[1.15, 1.25) 25.39 24.29 1.33 0.42 7.25 0.66 0.02 0.00 0.06 0.01 0.00
[1.25, 1.35) 21.98 21.18 0.92 0.14 5.75 0.44 0.14 0.02 0.01 0.01 0.18
[1.35, 1.51) 34.53 33.70 2.06 0.99 7.07 0.38 0.11 0.13 0.05 0.02 1.09

J2s [1.00, 1.15) 22.07 21.08 0.42 0.38 6.50 0.31 0.05 0.10 0.02 0.03 0.18
[1.15, 1.25) 21.25 20.38 1.00 0.19 5.92 0.18 0.05 0.00 0.00 0.02 0.31
[1.25, 1.35) 19.44 18.85 0.76 0.27 4.70 0.08 0.07 0.02 0.01 0.01 0.08
[1.35, 1.51) 25.89 25.05 1.50 0.48 6.31 0.11 0.02 0.02 0.00 0.02 0.70

J2c [1.00, 1.15) 39.79 38.41 1.04 0.81 10.29 0.60 0.17 0.06 0.02 0.04 0.06
[1.15, 1.25) 41.77 39.77 2.01 0.34 12.60 0.16 0.20 0.03 0.04 0.04 0.18
[1.25, 1.35) 39.00 37.80 1.17 0.44 9.53 0.18 0.19 0.06 0.03 0.02 0.49
[1.35, 1.51) 64.25 62.65 2.16 1.30 13.89 0.35 0.38 0.11 0.04 0.03 1.94

J3 [1.00, 1.15) 29.51 28.33 1.32 0.35 8.08 0.30 0.11 0.08 0.06 0.01 0.99
[1.15, 1.25) 28.99 28.05 1.35 0.43 7.18 0.17 0.11 0.17 0.00 0.02 0.32
[1.25, 1.35) 27.11 26.23 1.30 0.27 6.63 0.16 0.03 0.06 0.01 0.01 1.13
[1.35, 1.51) 33.10 32.39 1.37 0.43 6.68 0.13 0.02 0.03 0.00 0.02 0.38

J4 [1.00, 1.15) 31.48 30.24 0.43 0.48 8.69 0.30 0.05 0.10 0.02 0.05 0.43
[1.15, 1.25) 29.33 28.26 1.06 0.44 7.75 0.34 0.03 0.04 0.03 0.02 0.06
[1.25, 1.35) 27.09 26.30 0.12 0.21 6.45 0.15 0.07 0.00 0.02 0.01 0.76
[1.35, 1.51) 37.61 36.63 0.93 0.37 8.46 0.21 0.10 0.00 0.01 0.02 0.25

J5 [1.00, 1.15) 25.19 24.01 1.43 0.46 7.45 0.18 0.08 0.10 0.00 0.03 0.40
[1.15, 1.25) 23.80 22.91 1.71 0.23 6.19 0.19 0.21 0.10 0.00 0.01 0.12
[1.25, 1.35) 22.01 21.29 0.95 0.23 5.47 0.12 0.02 0.04 0.00 0.01 0.48
[1.35, 1.51) 27.09 26.26 1.03 0.20 6.57 0.21 0.06 0.03 0.02 0.01 0.34

J6s [1.00, 1.15) 22.73 21.76 2.08 0.53 6.18 0.27 0.19 0.02 0.03 0.03 0.33
[1.15, 1.25) 21.92 21.04 1.28 0.39 5.99 0.44 0.06 0.06 0.01 0.02 0.14
[1.25, 1.35) 22.39 21.89 1.04 0.09 4.59 0.35 0.07 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.07
[1.35, 1.51) 29.98 29.42 1.42 0.19 5.58 0.27 0.02 0.07 0.01 0.01 0.21

J6c [1.00, 1.15) 42.62 41.23 0.68 0.97 10.71 0.55 0.05 0.02 0.06 0.02 0.69
[1.15, 1.25) 43.40 41.88 0.84 0.78 11.26 0.56 0.18 0.12 0.01 0.03 0.99
[1.25, 1.35) 46.03 45.08 0.93 0.26 9.26 0.50 0.09 0.13 0.01 0.03 0.42
[1.35, 1.51) 72.42 71.07 1.20 0.35 13.86 0.34 0.12 0.08 0.00 0.04 0.45

J7 [1.00, 1.15) 23.68 22.83 0.10 0.36 6.26 0.19 0.09 0.13 0.02 0.01 0.55
[1.15, 1.25) 22.11 21.44 0.27 0.13 5.31 0.11 0.02 0.01 0.04 0.02 0.76
[1.25, 1.35) 21.72 20.84 0.06 0.13 6.12 0.15 0.06 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.01
[1.35, 1.51) 25.41 24.70 0.46 0.31 5.93 0.16 0.02 0.03 0.03 0.01 0.06

J8 [1.00, 1.15) 29.02 28.33 0.18 0.34 6.26 0.22 0.09 0.00 0.04 0.01 0.35
[1.15, 1.25) 27.20 26.15 0.41 0.26 7.41 0.11 0.04 0.06 0.04 0.00 0.94
[1.25, 1.35) 27.14 26.35 0.14 0.19 6.50 0.13 0.08 0.02 0.03 0.01 0.31
[1.35, 1.51) 36.51 35.61 0.32 0.54 8.04 0.19 0.03 0.01 0.03 0.01 0.40

J9 [1.00, 1.15) 30.06 29.09 0.19 0.77 7.55 0.19 0.10 0.04 0.09 0.01 0.15
[1.15, 1.25) 28.55 27.41 0.27 0.20 7.94 0.20 0.05 0.09 0.01 0.02 0.75
[1.25, 1.35) 27.68 26.80 0.07 0.27 6.92 0.09 0.01 0.00 0.02 0.01 0.32
[1.35, 1.51) 32.80 32.17 0.14 0.26 6.40 0.11 0.05 0.04 0.02 0.01 0.29
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TABLE VII. The fitted coefficients for the BGL fit described in the text.

Value Correlation
a0 × 102 2.68± 0.06 1.00 0.03 -0.11 0.17 0.00 -0.02 0.08 -0.04 -0.19
a1 × 102 −2.65± 2.35 0.03 1.00 -0.67 -0.01 0.17 -0.03 0.09 -0.03 -0.10
a2 × 102 −145.18± 87.35 -0.11 -0.67 1.00 0.03 -0.02 -0.03 0.01 -0.05 -0.03
b0 × 102 1.30± 0.01 0.17 -0.01 0.03 1.00 -0.02 0.02 0.02 -0.03 -0.50
b1 × 102 1.30± 0.66 0.00 0.17 -0.02 -0.02 1.00 -0.66 0.59 -0.46 -0.28
b2 × 102 −11.50± 22.40 -0.02 -0.03 -0.03 0.02 -0.66 1.00 -0.45 0.40 -0.04
c1 × 102 −0.25± 0.16 0.08 0.09 0.01 0.02 0.59 -0.45 1.00 -0.82 -0.32
c2 × 102 0.78± 3.29 -0.04 -0.03 -0.05 -0.03 -0.46 0.40 -0.82 1.00 0.05
|Vcb| × 103 40.97± 0.67 -0.19 -0.10 -0.03 -0.50 -0.28 -0.04 -0.32 0.05 1.00

TABLE VIII. The fitted coefficients for the CLN fit described in the text.

Value Correlation
hA1(1) 0.90± 0.01 1.00 0.02 -0.18 -0.04 -0.50
ρ2 1.13± 0.04 0.02 1.00 0.05 -0.48 0.40
R1(1) 1.34± 0.03 -0.18 0.05 1.00 -0.10 -0.02
R2(1) 1.03± 0.03 -0.04 -0.48 -0.10 1.00 0.17
|Vcb| × 103 40.89± 0.66 -0.50 0.40 -0.02 0.17 1.00
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