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Abstract The modification of the production of J/ψ ,
ψ(2S), and Υ (nS) (n = 1, 2, 3) in p+Pb collisions with
respect to their production in pp collisions has been stud-
ied. The p+Pb and pp datasets used in this paper correspond
to integrated luminosities of 28 nb−1 and 25 pb−1 respec-
tively, collected in 2013 and 2015 by the ATLAS detector at
the LHC, both at a centre-of-mass energy per nucleon pair
of 5.02 TeV. The quarkonium states are reconstructed in the
dimuon decay channel. The yields of J/ψ and ψ(2S) are
separated into prompt and non-prompt sources. The mea-
sured quarkonium differential cross sections are presented
as a function of rapidity and transverse momentum, as is the
nuclear modification factor, RpPb for J/ψ and Υ (nS). No
significant modification of the J/ψ production is observed
while Υ (nS) production is found to be suppressed at low
transverse momentum in p+Pb collisions relative to pp col-
lisions. The production of excited charmonium and bottomo-
nium states is found to be suppressed relative to that of the
ground states in central p+Pb collisions.

1 Introduction

The study of heavy quarkonium bound states (cc̄ and bb̄) in
ultra-relativistic heavy-ion collisions [1,2] has been a subject
of intense theoretical and experimental efforts since it was
initially proposed by Matsui and Satz [3] as a probe to study
a deconfined quark–gluon plasma (QGP) created in nucleus–
nucleus (A+A) collisions. In order to understand quarkonium
yields in A+A collisions it is necessary to disentangle effects
due to interaction between quarkonium and the QGP medium
from those that can be ascribed to cold nuclear matter (CNM).
In proton (deuteron)–nucleus collisions, p(d)+A, the forma-
tion of a large region of deconfined and hot QGP matter was
not expected to occur. Therefore, the observed suppression of
quarkonium yields in these systems with respect to pp colli-
sions [4–7] has traditionally been attributed to CNM effects.

⋆ e-mail: atlas.publications@cern.ch

Among the CNM effects, three primary initial-state
effects are: modifications of the nuclear parton distribu-
tion functions [8–11], parton saturation effects in the inci-
dent nucleus [12], and parton energy loss through interac-
tions with the nuclear medium [13,14]. On the other hand,
the absorption of the heavy quark–antiquark pair through
interactions with the co-moving nuclear medium [15–18] is
considered to be a final-state effect. In proton–lead (p+Pb)
collisions, the modification of quarkonium production with
respect to that in pp collisions may be quantified by the
nuclear modification factor, RpPb, which is defined as the
ratio of the quarkonium production cross section in p+Pb
collisions to the cross section measured in pp collisions at
the same centre-of-mass energy, scaled by the number of
nucleons in the lead nucleus:

RpPb =
1

208

σ
O(nS)

p+Pb

σ
O(nS)
pp

,

where O(nS) represents one of five measured quarkonium
states, J/ψ , ψ(2S), Υ (1S), Υ (2S) and Υ (3S). Several
measurements of CNM effects in quarkonium production
were performed with p+Pb data collected in 2013 at the
LHC at a centre-of-mass energy per nucleon pair √

s
NN

=
5.02 TeV. Measurements of the J/ψ nuclear modification
factor and forward (p beam direction) to backward (Pb beam
direction) cross-section ratio by the ALICE [19,20] and
LHCb [21] experiments show strong suppression at large
rapidity and low transverse momentum. However, no strong
modification of J/ψ production is observed at small rapidi-
ties and high transverse momentum by the ATLAS [22] or
CMS [23] experiments indicating that the CNM effects have
strong rapidity and/or transverse momentum dependence.
The CNM effects in excited quarkonium states with respect
to the ground state can be quantified by the double ratio,
ρ
O(nS)/O(1S)

pPb , defined as:

ρ
O(nS)/O(1S)

pPb =
RpPb(O(nS))

RpPb(O(1S))
=

σ
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p+Pb

σ
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/
σ
O(nS)
pp
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,
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where n = 2 for charmonium and n = 2 or 3 for bottomo-
nium. In the double ratio, most sources of detector systematic
uncertainty cancel out, and measurements of this quantity by
different experiments can easily be compared. The initial-
state effects are expected to be largely cancelled out in double
ratio due to the same modifications affecting partons before
the formation of the quarkonium state, so measuring the rel-
ative suppression of different quarkonium states should help
in understanding the properties of the final-state effects sep-
arately from the initial ones. The PHENIX experiment at
RHIC has presented measurements of ψ(2S) suppression at
mid-rapidity for d+Au interactions at √

s
NN

= 200 GeV,
showing that the charmonium double ratio is smaller than
unity, and decreases from peripheral to central collisions [24].
At the LHC, inclusive J/ψ [19] and ψ(2S) [25] produc-
tion has been measured by the ALICE experiment in p+Pb
collisions at √

s
NN

= 5.02 TeV at forward rapidity. Those
measurements show a significantly larger suppression of the
ψ(2S) compared to that measured for J/ψ .

The Υ (nS) (n = 2, 3) to Υ (1S) double ratios are both
found to be less than unity by the CMS experiment in p+Pb
collisions at √

s
NN

= 5.02 TeV [26]. A double ratio which is
smaller than unity suggests the presence of final-state inter-
actions that affect the excited states more strongly than the
ground state, since initial-state effects are expected to can-
cel. The CMS p+Pb results indicate that the CNM effect
partially contributes to the strong relative suppression found
in previous CMS measurements [27–29] of Pb+Pb collisions
at √

s
NN

= 2.76 TeV.
In this paper, four classes of experimental measurements

are presented. The first class of measurements is differen-
tial production cross sections of J/ψ , ψ(2S), and Υ (nS)

(n = 1, 2, 3) in pp collisions at
√

s = 5.02 TeV and p+Pb
collisions at √

s
NN

= 5.02 TeV. The second is the centre-of-
mass rapidity dependence and transverse momentum depen-
dence of J/ψ and Υ (1S) nuclear modification factors, RpPb.
The third is the evolution of the quarkonium yields with
p+Pb collision centrality [30] studied using ratios of the
yields of quarkonia to that of Z bosons and the correlation
between quarkonium yields and event activity, where both
are normalised by their average values over all events. The
fourth is the charmonium and bottomonium double ratios,
ρ
O(nS)/O(1S)

pPb , presented as a function of centre-of-mass rapid-
ity and centrality.

2 ATLAS detector

The ATLAS experiment [31] at the LHC is a multi-purpose
detector with a forward-backward symmetric cylindrical
geometry and a nearly 4π coverage in solid angle.1 It con-

1 ATLAS uses a right-handed coordinate system with its origin at the
nominal interaction point (IP) in the centre of the detector and the z

sists of an inner tracking detector (ID) surrounded by a thin
superconducting solenoid providing a 2 T axial magnetic
field, electromagnetic and hadron calorimeters, and a muon
spectrometer (MS). The ID covers the pseudorapidity range
|η| < 2.5. It consists of silicon pixel, silicon micro-strip, and
gaseous transition radiation tracking detectors. A new inner-
most insertable B-layer [32,33] installed during the first LHC
long shutdown (2013 to 2015) has been operating as a part
of the silicon pixel detector since 2015. The calorimeter sys-
tem covers the pseudorapidity range |η| < 4.9. Within the
region |η| < 3.2, electromagnetic calorimetry is provided by
barrel and endcap high-granularity lead/liquid-argon (LAr)
electromagnetic calorimeters, with an additional thin LAr
presampler covering |η| < 1.8 to correct for energy loss in
material upstream of the calorimeters. Hadronic calorimetry
is provided by a steel/scintillator tile calorimeter, segmented
into three barrel structures within |η| < 1.7, and two cop-
per/LAr hadronic endcap calorimeters. The solid angle cover-
age is completed with forward copper/LAr and tungsten/LAr
calorimeter (FCal) modules optimised for electromagnetic
and hadronic measurements respectively. The MS comprises
separate trigger and high-precision tracking chambers mea-
suring the deflection of muons in a magnetic field generated
by superconducting air-core toroids. Monitored drift tubes
and cathode strip chambers are designed to provide precise
position measurements in the bending plane in the range
|η| < 2.7. Resistive plate chambers (RPCs) and thin gap
chambers (TGCs) with a coarse position resolution but a fast
response time are used primarily to trigger on muons in the
ranges |η| < 1.05 and 1.05 < |η| < 2.4 respectively.

The ATLAS trigger system [34,35] is separated into
two levels: the hardware-based level-1 (L1) trigger and the
software-based high level trigger (HLT), which reduce the
proton–proton/lead collision rate to several-hundred Hz of
events of interest for data recording to mass storage. The L1
muon trigger requires coincidences between hits on different
RPC or TGC planes, which are used as a seed for the HLT
algorithms. The HLT uses dedicated algorithms to incorpo-
rate information from both the MS and the ID, achieving
position and momentum resolution close to that provided
by the offline muon reconstruction, as shown in Ref. [34].
During the first LHC long shutdown additional RPCs were
installed to cover the acceptance holes at the bottom of the
MS and additional TGC coincidence logic was implemented
for the region 1.3 < |η| < 1.9 to reduce backgrounds. More

Footnote 1 continued
-axis along the beam pipe. The x-axis points from the IP to the centre
of the LHC ring, and the y-axis points upward. Cylindrical coordinates
(r, φ) are used in the transverse plane, φ being the azimuthal angle
around the beam pipe. The pseudorapidity is defined in terms of the
polar angle θ as η = − ln tan(θ/2) and the transverse momentum pT
is defined as pT = p sin θ . Angular distance is measured in units of

�R ≡
√

(�η)
2 + (�φ)

2.
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details about the improvement in the trigger system during
the long shutdown can be found in Ref. [35].

3 Datasets and Monte Carlo samples

This analysis includes data from p+Pb collisions recorded at
the LHC in 2013 and pp collisions recorded in 2015, both at
a centre-of-mass energy of 5.02 TeV per nucleon pair. These
data samples correspond to a total integrated luminosity of
28 nb−1 and 25 pb−1 for p+Pb and pp collisions respectively.

The p+Pb collisions result from the interactions of a pro-
ton beam with an energy of 4 TeV and a lead beam with an
energy of 1.58 TeV per nucleon. The usual rapidity, y, in the
laboratory frame is defined as y = 0.5 ln[(E+pz)/(E−pz)],
where E and pz refer to energy and longitudinal momen-
tum respectively. In the p+Pb collision configuration, the
proton–nucleon centre-of-mass rapidity, y

∗, had a shift of
�y = 0.465 with respect to y in the laboratory frame. After
60% of the data were recorded the directions of the proton
and lead beams were reversed. In this paper, all data from
both periods are presented in y

∗, using an additional conven-
tion that the proton beam always travels in the direction of
positive y

∗.
Monte Carlo (MC) simulations [36] of p+Pb and pp colli-

sion events are used to study muon trigger and reconstruction
efficiencies, and quarkonium signal yields extraction. Events
were generated using Pythia 8 [37] with the CTEQ61L [38]
parton distribution functions. In each event, one of the five
quarkonium states, J/ψ , ψ(2S), and Υ (nS) (n = 1, 2, 3),
was produced unpolarised, as motivated by previous mea-
surements at the LHC energy [39–41], and forced to decay
via the dimuon channel. The response of the ATLAS detec-
tor was simulated using Geant 4 [42]. The simulated events
were reconstructed with the same algorithms used for data.

4 Event selection

Candidate events in p+Pb collisions were collected with a
dimuon trigger which requires one muon to pass the identifi-
cation requirement at L1. In addition, the L1 muon candidate
must be confirmed in the HLT as a muon with pT > 2 GeV,
and at least one more muon candidate with pT > 2 GeV must
be found in a search over the full MS system. In pp collisions
the candidate events were collected with a different dimuon
trigger which requires at least two L1 muon candidates with
pT > 4 GeV. Subsequently in the HLT, the two L1 candi-
dates must be confirmed as muons from a common vertex
with opposite-sign charges.

In the offline analysis, events are required to have at least
one reconstructed primary vertex with at least four tracks
and at least two muons originating from a common vertex,

each with pT > 4 GeV and matching an HLT muon candi-
date associated with the event trigger. The selected muons are
required to be Combined [43] and Tight [44] in p+Pb and pp

collisions respectively, where Combined implies that a muon
results from a track in the ID which can be combined with one
in the MS, and Tight requires a strict compatibility between
the two segments. To ensure high-quality triggering and accu-
rate track measurement, each muon track is further restricted
to |η| < 2.4. Pairs of muon candidates satisfying these qual-
ity requirements, and with opposite charges, are selected as
quarkonia candidate pairs. All candidate pairs that satisfy the
criteria discussed above, including those events with addi-
tional interactions in the same bunch crossing (known as
“pile-up” events), are used for the cross-section measure-
ments.

In order to characterise the p+Pb collision geometry, each
event is assigned to a centrality class based on the total
transverse energy measured in the FCal on the Pb-going
side (backwards). Collisions with more (fewer) participat-
ing nucleons are referred to as central (peripheral). Follow-
ing Ref. [30], the centrality classes used for this analysis, in
order from most central to most peripheral, are 0–5, 5–10,
10–20, 20–30, 30–40, 40–60, and 60–90%.

5 Analysis

5.1 Cross-section determination

The double-differential cross section multiplied by the
dimuon decay branching fraction is calculated for each mea-
surement interval as:

d2
σO(nS)

d pTdy
∗ × B(O(nS) → μ

+
μ

−
) =

NO(nS)

�pT × �y × L
, (1)

where L is the integrated luminosity, �pT and �y are
the interval sizes in terms of dimuon transverse momen-
tum and centre-of-mass rapidity respectively, and NO(nS)

is the observed quarkonium yield in the kinematic interval
under study, extracted from fits and corrected for acceptance,
trigger and reconstruction efficiencies. The total correction
weight assigned to each selected dimuon candidate is given
by:

w
−1
total = A(O(nS)) · εreco · εtrig, (2)

where A(O(nS)) is the acceptance of the dimuon system
for one of the five quarkonium states, εreco is the dimuon
reconstruction efficiency and εtrig is the trigger efficiency.
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5.2 Acceptance

The acceptance of quarkonium decays into muon pairs is
defined as the probability of both muons from the decay
falling in the fiducial region (pT(μ

±
) > 4 GeV, |η(μ

±
)| <

2.4). The acceptance depends on transverse momentum,
rapidity, invariant mass and the spin-alignment of the quarko-
nium state. The invariant mass of each state is taken to
be the generator-level mass. Previous measurements in pp

collisions [39–41] indicate that decays of quarkonia pro-
duced at LHC energies are consistent with the assumption
that they are unpolarised. Based on this assumption, and
with a further assumption that the nuclear medium does not
modify the average polarisation of produced quarkonia, all
quarkonium states in both the p+Pb and pp collisions are
considered to be produced unpolarised in this paper. The
acceptance,A(O(nS)), for each of J/ψ , ψ(2S), and Υ (nS)

(n = 1, 2, 3) as a function of quarkonium transverse momen-
tum and |y| is calculated using generator-level MC, apply-
ing cuts on the pT and η of the muons to emulate the fidu-
cial volume as described in Refs. [45,46]. The reconstructed
dimuon transverse momentum, p

μμ
T , is used for obtaining

the acceptance correction for a given event. However, the
reconstructed dimuon transverse momentum and the quarko-
nium transverse momentum could be different due to final-
state radiation from muons. Corrections for final-state radia-
tion are obtained by comparing acceptances calculated from
generator-level muons with those after full detector simu-
lation. The final-state radiation corrections as a function of
p

μμ
T are applied to the acceptance corrections. The correc-

tion factors are different for charmonium and bottomonium
states but are the same for ground and excited states. Finally,
the same correction factors are used in pp and p+Pb data.

5.3 Muon reconstruction and trigger efficiency

The single muon reconstruction efficiency in p+Pb data is
determined directly from data using J/ψ → μ

+
μ

− tag-
and-probe method as used in Refs. [22,43], in which the tag
muon is required to match with the trigger used to select the
sample such that the probe muon is unbiased from the sample
selection trigger, and the purity of the probe is guaranteed
by background subtraction based on J/ψ → μ

+
μ

− decay.
The dimuon trigger efficiency in p+Pb data is factorised into
single-muon trigger efficiencies for reconstructed muons at
the L1 and HLT, with the correlation between the L1 and
HLT trigger algorithms taken into account. The single-muon
trigger efficiencies are obtained from data, based on J/ψ →
μ

+
μ

− tag-and-probe method as described in Ref. [22], in
intervals of pT(μ) and q × η(μ), where q is the charge of
the muon.

For the pp data, the same J/ψ → μ
+
μ

− tag-and-probe
technique as for p+Pb data is used to determine single muon

reconstruction and trigger efficiencies. The dimuon trigger
efficiency in the pp data consists of two components. The
first part represents the trigger efficiency for a single muon
in intervals of pT(μ) and q × η(μ). The second part is a
dimuon correction term to account for reductions in the trig-
ger efficiency due to close-by muon pairs identified as single
muon candidates at L1. The dimuon correction term, which
is determined separately for charmonium and bottomonium
candidates, also accounts for inefficiency due to the vertex-
quality requirement and opposite-sign charge requirement
on the two online candidates. The efficiency and the dimuon
correction term obtained from the MC simulation are used
to correct data in order to suppress the statistical fluctua-
tions of measured corrections. The measured average single-
muon trigger efficiency is about 80% (95%) in the range
|η(μ)| < 1.05 (1.05 < |η(μ)| < 2.4). In addition to the
main corrections derived from simulation, data-to-simulation
scale factors, which are simple linear factors to account for
the differences between data and MC simulation, are also
applied. The resulting scale factor is found to be about 92%
in the range |η(μ)| < 1.05 and about 98% in the range
1.05 < |η(μ)| < 2.4 without apparent pT dependence in
both η regions.

5.4 Yield extraction

Charmonium

The charmonium yield determination decomposes the yields
into two sources of muon pairs referred to as “prompt” and
“non-prompt”. The prompt J/ψ and ψ(2S) signal originates
from the strong production of short-lived particles, including
feed-down from other short-lived charmonium states, while
non-prompt refers to J/ψ and ψ(2S) mesons which are the
decay products of b-hadrons. To distinguish between these
prompt and non-prompt processes, the pseudo-proper life-
time, τμμ = (Lxymμμ)/p

μμ
T , is used. The transverse dis-

placement, Lxy , is the distance of the dimuon secondary ver-
tex from the primary vertex along the dimuon momentum
direction in the transverse plane. Two-dimensional unbinned
maximum-likelihood fits, as used in a previous ATLAS mea-
surement [47], are performed on weighted distributions of
the dimuon invariant mass (mμμ) and pseudo-proper life-
time (τμμ) to extract prompt and non-prompt signal yields,
in intervals of p

μμ
T , rapidity and centrality. The event weight

is given by Eq. (2). To obtain the acceptance corrections, J/ψ

acceptance is applied to events with mμμ < 3.2 GeV, ψ(2S)

acceptance is applied to events with mμμ > 3.5 GeV and a
linear interpolation of the two acceptances is used for events
with 3.2 < mμμ < 3.5 GeV. Each interval of p

μμ
T , rapidity

and centrality is fitted independently in the RooFit frame-
work [48]. The two-dimensional probability density function
(PDF) in mμμ and τμμ for the fit model is defined as:
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Table 1 Probability density functions for individual components in the
central fit model used to extract the prompt and non-prompt contribu-
tions for charmonium signals and backgrounds. The composite PDF

terms are defined as follows: C B Crystal Ball; G Gaussian; E Expo-
nential; F constant distribution; δ delta function. The parameter ωi is
the fraction of CB component in signal

i Type Source fi (mμμ) hi (τμμ)

1 J/ψ Prompt ω1C B1(mμμ) + (1 − ω1)G1(mμμ) δ(τμμ)

2 J/ψ Non-prompt ω1C B1(mμμ) + (1 − ω1)G1(mμμ) E1(τμμ)

3 ψ(2S) Prompt ω2C B2(mμμ) + (1 − ω2)G2(mμμ) δ(τμμ)

4 ψ(2S) Non-prompt ω2C B2(mμμ) + (1 − ω2)G2(mμμ) E2(τμμ)

5 Background Prompt F δ(τμμ)

6 Background Non-prompt E3(mμμ) E4(τμμ)

7 Background Non-prompt E5(mμμ) E6(|τμμ|)

PDF(mμμ, τμμ) =
7

∑

i=1

κi fi (mμμ) · hi (τμμ) ⊗ g(τμμ),

where ⊗ implies a convolution, κi is the normalisation factor
of each component and g(τμμ) is a double Gaussian τμμ res-
olution function. The two Gaussian components share a fixed
mean at τμμ = 0. One of the two widths in the resolution
function is free, while the other width is fixed at the first one
multiplied by a constant factor, determined from MC simula-
tion. The relative fraction of the two Gaussian components is
a free parameter. The details of the seven components in the
nominal fit model are summarised in Table 1 and described
below.

The signal charmonium line shape in mμμ is described
by the sum of a Crystal Ball shape (CB) [49] and a single
Gaussian function with a common mean. The width param-
eter in the CB function is free, while the Gaussian width is
fixed with respect to the CB width by a constant factor moti-
vated by the ratio of muon transverse momentum resolutions
in different parts of the detector. The rest of the parameters
in the CB function are fixed to values obtained from MC
simulation. The mean and width of the ψ(2S) are fixed to
those of the J/ψ multiplied by a factor equal to the ratio of
the measured masses of the ψ(2S) and the J/ψ [50]. The
relative fraction of the CB and Gaussian components is con-
sidered to be a free parameter, but one that is common to both
the J/ψ and ψ(2S). The prompt charmonium line shapes in
τμμ are described by a δ function convolved with the resolu-
tion function g(τμμ), whereas the non-prompt charmonium
signals have pseudo-proper lifetime line shapes given by an
exponential function convolved with g(τμμ).

The background contribution contains one prompt com-
ponent and two non-prompt components. The prompt back-
ground is given by a δ function convolved with g(τμμ) in
τμμ and a constant distribution in mμμ. One of the non-
prompt background contributions is described by a single-
sided exponential function convolved with g(τμμ) (for pos-
itive τμμ only), and the other non-prompt background con-

tribution is described by a double-sided exponential func-
tion convolved with g(τμμ) accounting for misreconstructed
or combinatoric dimuon pairs. The two non-prompt back-
grounds are parameterised as two independent exponential
functions in mμμ.

There are in total seventeen free parameters in the char-
monium fit model. The normalisation factor κi of each com-
ponent is extracted from each fit. From these parameters, and
the weighted sum of events, all measured values are calcu-
lated. Figure 1 shows examples of charmonium fit projections
onto invariant mass and pseudo-proper lifetime axes. The fit
projections are shown for the total prompt signal, total non-
prompt signal and total background contributions.

Bottomonium

The yields of bottomonium states are obtained by performing
unbinned maximum likelihood fits of the weighted invariant
mass distribution, in intervals of p

μμ
T , rapidity and centrality.

Due to overlaps between the invariant mass peaks of differ-
ent bottomonium states, the linear acceptance interpolation
used for the charmonium states is not appropriate to the bot-
tomonium states. Instead, each interval is fitted three times
to extract the corrected yields of the three different bottomo-
nium states, each time with the acceptance weight of one of
the three states assigned to all candidates. Each of the fits in
each interval of p

μμ
T , rapidity and centrality is independent

of all the others.
The bottomonium signal invariant mass model is essen-

tially the same as the charmonium model. The mean and
width of the Υ (1S) is free, while the means and widths of
Υ (2S) and Υ (3S) are fixed with respect to parameters of
Υ (1S) with a constant scaling factor equal to the Υ (nS)

to Υ (1S) mass ratio taken from Ref. [50]. The bottomo-
nium background parameterisation varies with p

μμ
T . At low

p
μμ
T (p

μμ
T < 6 GeV), and for all rapidity intervals, an error

function multiplied by an exponential function is used to
model the mμμ turn-on effects due to decreasing acceptance
with decreasing invariant mass, which originates from the pT
selection applied to each muon. At low p

μμ
T , the background
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Fig. 1 Projections of the charmonium fit results onto dimuon invariant
mass mμμ (left) and pseudo-proper lifetime τμμ (right) for pp collisions
at

√
s = 5.02 TeV (top) for the kinematic ranges 10 < p

μμ
T < 11 GeV

and |y| < 2.0, and p+Pb collisions at √
s

NN
= 5.02 TeV (bottom) for

the kinematic ranges 10 < p
μμ
T < 11 GeV and −2.0 < y

∗
< 1.5. The

goodnesses of the invariant mass fits with ndof = 63 and the pseudo-
proper lifetime fits with ndof = 153 are also presented

model’s parameters are constrained by using a background
control sample. The control sample is selected from dimuon
events in which at least one of the muons has a transverse
impact parameter with respect to the primary vertex larger
than 0.2 mm. This criterion causes the control sample to be
dominated by muon pairs from the decay of b-hadrons. For
candidates with higher p

μμ
T , a second-order polynomial is

used to describe the background contribution. At low p
μμ
T ,

the background model is first fitted to the control sample,
then the parameters of the error function are fixed at their fit-
ted values, and finally the full fit model with the constrained
background is applied to the data sample. Some selected bot-
tomonium fits are shown in Fig. 2.

6 Systematic uncertainties

The sources of systematic uncertainty in the quarkonium
yields include acceptance, muon reconstruction and trigger
efficiency corrections, the fit model parameterisation and bin
migration corrections and the luminosity. For the ratio mea-
surements the systematic uncertainties are assessed in the

same manner as for the yields, except that in the ratios the
correlated systematic uncertainties, such as the luminosity
uncertainty, cancel out.

Luminosity

The uncertainty in integrated luminosity is 2.7% (5.4%) for
2013 p+Pb (2015 pp) data-taking. The luminosity calibra-
tion is based on data from dedicated beam-separation scans,
also known as van der Meer scans, as described in Ref. [51].

Acceptance

A systematic uncertainty for the final-state radiation correc-
tions is assigned to cover the differences between correction
factors obtained for ground and excited states of quarkonium
and for different rapidity slices. The systematic uncertainties
fully cancel out in ratio measurements in the same datasets
and between different datasets.

Muon reconstruction and trigger efficiencies in p+Pb colli-

sions

The dominant source of uncertainty in the muon reconstruc-
tion and trigger efficiency in p+Pb collisions is statistical.
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Fig. 2 Bottomonium fit results in dimuon invariant mass mμμ for pp

collisions at
√

s = 5.02 TeV (top) and p+Pb collisions at √
s

NN
=

5.02 TeV (bottom) for one typical low p
μμ
T interval of 1.5 < p

μμ
T <

3 GeV (left) and one high p
μμ
T interval of 14 < p

μμ
T < 20 GeV (right).

For all the shown fits, Υ (1S) acceptance weights are assigned. The
goodness of the bottomonium fit with ndof = 24 is also presented

Table 2 Summary of systematic uncertainties in the charmonium and
bottomonium ground-state and excited-state yields and their ratio. The
ranges of uncertainties indicate the minimum and maximum values

found in all kinematic slices. Symbol “−” in the ratio observable col-
umn indicates the uncertainty fully cancels out

Collision type Sources Ground-state yield [%] Excited-state yield [%] Ratio [%]

p+Pb collisions Luminosity 2.7 2.7 −
Acceptance 1–4 1–4 −
Muon reco. 1–2 1–2 < 1

Muon trigger 4–5 4–5 < 1

Charmonium fit 2–5 4–10 7–15

Bottomonium fit 2–15 2–15 5–12

pp collisions Luminosity 5.4 5.4 −
Acceptance 1–4 1–4 −
Muon reco. 1–5 1–5 < 1

Muon trigger 5–7 5–7 < 1

Charmonium fit 2–7 4–10 7–11

Bottomonium fit 1–15 2–15 5–12

Therefore, the uncertainty in each bin is treated as uncorre-
lated and the corresponding uncertainties are propagated to
the measured observables by using pseudo-experiments as
in previous ATLAS measurements [47]. For each pseudo-

experiment a new efficiency map is created by varying inde-
pendently the content of each bin according to a Gaussian
distribution. The mean and width parameters of the Gaus-
sian distribution are respectively the value and uncertainty of
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Fig. 3 The differential non-prompt production cross section times
dimuon branching fraction of J/ψ (left) and ψ(2S) (right) as a func-
tion of transverse momentum pT for three intervals of rapidity y in pp

collisions at 5.02 TeV. For each increasing rapidity slice, an additional
scaling factor of 10 is applied to the plotted points for visual clarity.
The horizontal position of each data point indicates the mean of the

weighted pT distribution. The horizontal bars represent the range of pT
for the bin, and the vertical error bars correspond to the combined statis-
tical and systematic uncertainties. The FONLL theory predictions (see
text) are also shown, and the error bands in the prediction correspond
to the combined factorisation scale, quark mass and parton distribution
functions uncertainties

the bin in the original map. In each pseudo-experiment, the
total weight is recalculated for each dimuon kinematic inter-
val of the analysis. A distribution of total weight is obtained
from repeating pseudo-experiments for 200 times, which is
sufficient to suppress the statistical fluctuation of the sample
used in each experiment. For each efficiency type, the RMS
of the total weight distributions is assigned as the systematic
uncertainty.

An additional uncertainty of 1% is applied to cover the
small muon reconstruction inefficiency in the inner detector
in p+Pb collisions. The dimuon trigger efficiency factori-
sation is tested in simulation, and a bias of at most 4% is
found in yield observables. The bias stems from the imper-
fect approximation of the correlation between trigger algo-
rithms at different levels in the dimuon trigger factorisation.
An additional correlated uncertainty of 4% is added to cover
this bias. This uncertainty is applied to quarkonium yields in
p+Pb collisions, but is assumed to cancel in ratios measured
in the same datasets.

Muon reconstruction and trigger efficiencies in pp collisions

For the pp measurements, the efficiency maps are determined
from MC simulation and corrected with measured data-to-
simulation scale factors as detailed in Ref. [44]. The sta-
tistical uncertainty associated with efficiency scale factor is

evaluated using random replicas of the efficiency maps as
for p+Pb and the different sources of uncertainty described
below are treated as correlated. The systematic uncertainty
in reconstruction efficiency is obtained by varying the signal
and background models in the fits used to extract the effi-
ciency in data, and taking the difference between the recon-
struction efficiency calculated using generator-level informa-
tion and the value obtained with the tag-and-probe method
in MC simulation. An additional 1% correlated uncertainty
is added to cover a systematic variation due to a small mis-
alignment in the ID. For the trigger efficiency, the following
variations of the analysis are studied and the effects are com-
bined in quadrature:
• variations of signal and background fit model used to

extract the data efficiency;
• variations of the matching criteria between a muon and

a trigger element;
• using dimuon correction terms determined at positive (or

negative) rapidity for whole rapidity range.

A test of the approximation of muon–muon correlation at
L1 in the pp dimuon trigger factorisation in MC simulation
results in a bias of at most 4%, which is the same size as the
factorisation bias of the p+Pb trigger but with totally differ-
ent origins. An additional 4% correlated uncertainty is added
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Fig. 4 The differential prompt production cross section times dimuon
branching fraction of J/ψ (left) and ψ(2S) (right) as a function of trans-
verse momentum pT for three intervals of rapidity y in pp collisions
at 5.02 TeV. For each increasing rapidity slice, an additional scaling
factor of 10 is applied to the plotted points for visual clarity. The hor-
izontal position of each data point indicates the mean of the weighted

pT distribution. The horizontal bars represent the range of pT for the
bin, and the vertical error bars correspond to the combined statistical
and systematic uncertainties. The NRQCD theory predictions (see text)
are also shown, and the error bands in the prediction correspond to the
combined scale, quark mass and LDMEs uncertainties

to quarkonium yields to cover the bias. This uncertainty can-
cels out in ratio observables that are measured in the same
datasets.

Bin migrations

Corrections due to bin migration factors were evaluated in
Refs. [46,47] and are determined to be less than 0.5% of the
measured values. For this reason, bin migration correction
factors and their uncertainties are neglected in this analysis.

Charmonium fit

The uncertainty from the signal and background line shapes
is estimated from variations of the fit model. To remove the
statistical component, each variation is repeated with pseudo-
experiments, generated using the bootstrap method [52].
First, for each toy sample, every event from the original data
is filled into the toy sample n times, where n is a random
integer obtained from a Poisson distribution with a mean of
one. Then the central model and a set of ‘variation’ mod-
els are fitted to the toy sample, and all measured quantities
are recalculated. The difference between the central model
and a given variation model is extracted and recorded. After
repeating the pseudo-experiment 100 times, the systematic
uncertainty due to the line shape is defined as the mean differ-
ence of a given variation model from the nominal model. Up

to ten variation models are considered for the charmonium
fit model, categorised into four groups:

• Signal tail due to final-state radiation Evaluated by
replacing the CB plus Gaussian model with a double
Gaussian function, and varying the tail parameters of the
CB model, which are originally fixed.

• Pseudo-proper lifetime resolution Evaluated by replac-
ing the double Gaussian function with a single Gaussian
function to model pseudo-proper lifetime resolution.

• Signal pseudo-proper lifetime shape Evaluated by using
a double exponential function to describe the pseudo-
proper lifetime distribution of the signal.

• Background mass shapes Evaluated by using a second-
order Chebyshev polynomial to describe the prompt, non-
prompt and double-sided background terms.

The total systematic uncertainty from the line shape fit
is determined by combining the maximum variation found
in each of the four groups in quadrature. In order to esti-
mate the possible bias introduced by the line shape assump-
tions in the nominal fit model parameterisation, the nominal
model is tested using the J/ψ → μ

+
μ

− MC sample in
which random numbers of prompt and non-prompt J/ψ are
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Fig. 5 The differential production cross section times dimuon branch-
ing fraction of Υ (1S) as a function of transverse momentum pT for
three intervals of rapidity y in pp collisions at 5.02 TeV. For each
increasing rapidity slice, an additional scaling factor of 10 is applied
to the plotted points for visual clarity. The horizontal position of each
data point indicates the mean of the weighted pT distribution. The hor-
izontal bars represent the range of pT for the bin, and the vertical error
bars correspond to the combined statistical and systematic uncertain-
ties. The NRQCD theory predictions (see text) are also shown, and the
error bands in the prediction correspond to the combined scale, quark
mass and LDMEs uncertainties

mixed. About 1% difference between the random input and
fit model output is found for the yield and non-prompt frac-
tion in the MC test. An additional systematic uncertainty of
1% is assigned to charmonium yields and non-prompt frac-
tions to cover the nominal fit model parameterisation bias.
This uncertainty cancels out in the ψ(2S) to J/ψ yield ratio.

Bottomonium fit

The systematic uncertainty from varying the fit model is esti-
mated based on the same method as used for the charmonium
fit uncertainty, and there are six variation models for bottomo-
nium categorised into three groups:

• Signal resolution Evaluated by replacing the CB plus
Gaussian model with a single CB function and a triple
Gaussian function, and varying the constant width scaling
term between the CB function and the Gaussian function.

• Signal tail due to final-state radiation Evaluated by
replacing the CB plus Gaussian model with a double

Gaussian function, and treating the tail parameters in the
CB function as free parameters.

• Background shapes Evaluated by replacing the low pT
background distribution with a fourth-order Chebyshev
polynomial, and replacing the high pT distribution by an
exponential function or a second-order Chebyshev poly-
nomial.

The total systematic uncertainty from the line shape fit is
given by combining the maximum variation found in each
of the three groups in quadrature. An additional systematic
uncertainty of 1.5% is assigned to Υ (1S) yields and 2% for
Υ (nS) yields and Υ (nS) to Υ (1S) ratios (n = 2, 3), in order
to cover the bias of the nominal model found in MC tests
similar to those for the charmonium fit model.

Table 2 summaries the systematic uncertainties in the
ground-state and excited-state yields and their ratio. The
dominant sources of systematic uncertainty for the yields
are the fit model and muon trigger efficiency. The ranges
of uncertainties shown in the table indicate the minimum
and maximum values found in all p

μμ
T , rapidity and central-

ity intervals. The large range of bottomonium fit systematic
uncertainty is due to the different modelling of the back-
ground at low p

μμ
T (p

μμ
T < 6 GeV) and high p

μμ
T . The sys-

tematic uncertainty from fit model variations is much larger
at low p

μμ
T than at high p

μμ
T . For the ratios measured in

the same datasets, most sources of systematic uncertainty
including the trigger efficiency largely cancel out.

The luminosity systematic uncertainties in pp and p+Pb
collisions are considered to be totally uncorrelated. The
acceptance systematic uncertainties in pp and p+Pb colli-
sions are fully correlated. The reconstruction efficiency sys-
tematic uncertainties are treated as uncorrelated due to differ-
ent muon selection criteria in pp and p+Pb collisions. The
uncertainties in the trigger efficiencies are also treated as
uncorrelated since different efficiency determination strate-
gies are used in pp and p+Pb collisions and the factorisa-
tion biases originate from different types of trigger corre-
lations. The fit model variation systematic uncertainties are
found to be partially correlated and their effects on RpPb and

ρ
O(nS)/O(1S)

pPb are determined by studying these ratios obtained
from simultaneous fits to pp and p+Pb collision data for each
variation.

7 Results

7.1 Production cross sections

Following the yield correction and signal extraction, the cross
sections of five quarkonium states are measured differentially
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Fig. 6 The differential production cross section times dimuon branch-
ing fraction of Υ (2S) (left) and Υ (3S) (right) as a function of trans-
verse momentum pT for three intervals of rapidity y in pp collisions
at 5.02 TeV. For each increasing rapidity slice, an additional scaling
factor of 10 is applied to the plotted points for visual clarity. The hor-
izontal position of each data point indicates the mean of the weighted

pT distribution. The horizontal bars represent the range of pT for the
bin, and the vertical error bars correspond to the combined statistical
and systematic uncertainties. The NRQCD theory predictions (see text)
are also shown, and the error bands in the prediction correspond to the
combined scale, quark mass and LDMEs uncertainties

in transverse momentum2 and rapidity, as described in Eq.
(1).

The results for non-prompt J/ψ and ψ(2S) cross sec-
tions in pp collisions at

√
s = 5.02 TeV compared to fixed-

order next-to-leading-logarithm (FONLL) predictions [53]
are shown in intervals of pT for different rapidity slices
in Fig. 3. The FONLL uncertainties include renormalisa-
tion and factorisation scale variations, charm quark mass
and parton distribution functions uncertainties as detailed in
Ref. [53]. The measured non-prompt charmonium produc-
tion cross sections agree with the FONLL predictions within
uncertainties over the measured pT range.

The measured prompt J/ψ and ψ(2S) cross sections in
pp collisions at

√
s = 5.02 TeV are shown in Fig. 4 in

pT and rapidity intervals, compared with non-relativistic
QCD (NRQCD) predictions. The theory predictions are
based on the long-distance matrix elements (LDMEs) from
Refs. [54,55], with uncertainties originating from the choice
of scale, charm quark mass and LDMEs (see Refs. [54,55] for
more details). Figures 5 and 6 show the production cross sec-
tion of Υ (nS) in pp collisions compared to similar NRQCD
model calculations [56]. As stated in Ref. [56], the LDMEs

2 The transverse momentum of the quarkonium state is denoted as pT
in the rest of the paper.

for bottomonium production are only extracted from fitting
experiment data at pT > 15 GeV. At lower pT, there might
be non-perturbative effects which break the NRQCD factor-
ization and perturbation expansion. As a consequence of its
construction, the bottomonium NRQCD model gives a rel-
atively good description of the measured Υ (nS) production
cross section at pT > 15 GeV, while overestimates the pro-
duction cross section at lower pT.

The results for prompt and non-prompt production cross
sections of J/ψ and ψ(2S) in p+Pb collisions at √

s
NN

=
5.02 TeV are shown in intervals of pT in Fig. 7. The results
for prompt and non-prompt production cross sections of J/ψ

and ψ(2S) in p+Pb collisions in intervals of y
∗ are shown in

Fig. 8. Compared to the previous ATLAS measurement [22],
improved muon trigger corrections which are smaller by 6%
in central value and 4% in uncertainty and a more compre-
hensive fit model involving a wider mass range are used in the
J/ψ cross-section measurements. The measured J/ψ cross
sections are consistent with previous results within uncertain-
ties. The measured differential production cross section of
Υ (nS) in p+Pb collisions is shown in Fig. 9. Due to difficul-
ties in separating Υ (2S) and Υ (3S) at forward and backward
y
∗ intervals in p+Pb collisions, they are combined to obtain

stable rapidity dependence of the production cross section.
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weighted y
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∗ for the bin

7.2 Nuclear modification factor

The pT dependence of RpPb for the prompt and non-prompt
J/ψ is shown in Fig. 10. Taking into account the corre-
lated and uncorrelated uncertainties, both the prompt and
non-prompt J/ψ RpPb are consistent with unity across the
pT range from 8 to 40 GeV. The rapidity dependence of
prompt and non-prompt J/ψ RpPb is shown in Fig. 11.
No significant rapidity dependence is observed. The pT and
rapidity dependence of Υ (1S) RpPb is shown in Fig. 12.
The Υ (1S) production in p+Pb collisions is found to be
suppressed compared to pp collisions at low pT (pT <

15 GeV), and increases with pT. Low pT Υ (1S) can probe
smaller Bjorken-x region compared to J/ψ measured in
8 < pT < 40 GeV [57], so the observed suppression of
Υ (1S) production at low pT may come from the reduc-

tion of hard-scattering cross sections due to stronger nPDF
shadowing at smaller Bjorken-x. No significant rapidity
dependence is observed, which qualitatively agrees with a
prediction of weak rapidity dependence for central rapidi-
ties.

The Z boson does not interact with the nuclear medium
via the strong interaction, so it is considered a good reference
process in p+Pb collisions for studying the centrality depen-
dence of quarkonium production in a model-independent
way. The quarkonium yield is compared to the Z boson yield
from Ref. [58] in intervals of centrality. The ratio of quarko-
nium to the Z boson yield is defined as:

R
Z
pPb(O(nS)) =

N
cent
O(nS)/N

cent
Z

N
0−90%
O(nS) /N

0−90%
Z
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Fig. 10 The nuclear modification factor, RpPb, as a function of trans-
verse momentum pT for prompt J/ψ (left) and non-prompt J/ψ (right).
The horizontal position of each data point indicates the mean of the
weighted pT distribution. The vertical error bars correspond to the sta-
tistical uncertainties. The vertical sizes of coloured boxes around the

data points represent the uncorrelated systematic uncertainties, and the
horizontal sizes of coloured boxes represent the pT bin sizes. The ver-
tical sizes of the leftmost grey boxes around RpPb = 1 represent the
correlated systematic uncertainty

where N
cent
O(nS) (N

cent
Z ) is the corrected quarkonium (Z boson)

yield for one centrality class. The resulting R
Z
pPb(O(nS)) is

shown in Fig. 13 for the different quarkonium states in inter-
vals of centrality. In each centrality interval, R

Z
pPb(O(nS))

is normalised to the ratio integrated in the centrality range
0–90% such that the normalised yield ratio is independent of
production cross sections of the different quarkonium states.
The prompt and non-prompt J/ψ are found to behave in a
way very similar to the Z boson. The Z boson production is
found to scale with the number of binary collisions in p+Pb
collisions after applying the centrality bias correction fac-
tor [58,59]. The centrality bias correction factor proposed

in Ref. [59] does not depend on the physics process, so the
measured R

Z
pPb(J/ψ) suggests that centrality-bias-corrected

J/ψ production also scales with the number of binary colli-
sions. The measured R

Z
pPb(Υ (1S)) is consistent with being

a constant except for the measurement in the most periph-
eral (60–90%) p+Pb collisions, which is about two to three
standard deviations away from the value observed in more
central collisions. The current precision of R

Z
pPb(ψ(2S))does

not allow conclusions to be drawn about the centrality depen-
dence of prompt ψ(2S) production with respect to Z bosons.

Quarkonium self-normalised yields, O(nS)/〈O(nS)〉, are
defined as the per-event yields of quarkonium in each cen-
trality class normalised by the yield in the 0–90% centrality
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interval. The correlation of quarkonium production with the
underlying event is traced by comparing the self-normalised
quarkonium yields with the respective self-normalised event
activity. The event activity is characterised by the total
transverse energy deposition in the backward FCal (3.1 <

|η| < 4.9), �E
Backwards
T , on the Pb-going side, and it

is determined in a minimum-bias data sample as used in
Ref. [30]. The self-normalised quantitiesO(nS)/〈O(nS)〉 and
�E

Backwards
T /〈�E

Backwards
T 〉 are defined as:

O(nS)

〈O(nS)〉
≡

N
cent
O(nS)/N

cent
evt

N
0−90%
O(nS) /N

0−90%
evt

,

�E
Backwards
T

〈�E
Backwards
T 〉

=
〈�E

Backwards
T 〉 cent

〈�E
Backwards
T 〉 0−90%

,

where N
cent
evt is the number of events in the minimum-

bias sample for one centrality class. The measured self-
normalised yields for prompt J/ψ , non-prompt J/ψ and
Υ (1S) in p+Pb collisions are shown in Fig. 14 in com-
parison with the same observable for Υ (1S) in a previous
CMS measurement [26]. The event activity is determined
in the range 4.0 < |η| < 5.2 in CMS. The Υ (1S) self-
normalised yields from ATLAS and CMS show a consis-
tent trend. In the events with the highest event activity, a
two-standard-deviation departure from the linear trend is
observed. Since the same centrality dependence is found
for ground-state quarkonium states and Z bosons as seen
in Fig. 13, the deviation at highest event activity may sug-
gest that the �E

Backwards
T characterised event activity is not
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a robust scale parameter, but a more complicated geometry
model is needed for instance as discussed in Ref. [58].

7.3 Double ratio

The promptψ(2S) to J/ψ production double ratio,ρψ(2S)/J/ψ

pPb ,

is shown in Fig. 15 in intervals of y
∗. A decreasing trend
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Fig. 15 The prompt charmonium production double ratio, ρψ(2S)/J/ψ

pPb ,

as a function of the centre-of-mass rapidity, y
∗. The vertical error bars

correspond to the statistical uncertainties. The horizontal position of
each data point indicates the mean of the weighted y

∗ distribution.
The vertical sizes of coloured boxes around the data points represent
the uncorrelated systematic uncertainties, and horizontal sizes of the
coloured boxes represent the bin sizes
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Fig. 16 The bottomonium double ratio, ρΥ (nS)/Υ (1S)

pPb , integrated in the

whole measured pT and y
∗ range. The vertical error bars correspond to

the statistical uncertainties. The vertical sizes of boxes around the data
points represent the systematic uncertainties

with one-standard-deviation significance of the double ratio
is observed from backward to forward centre-of-mass rapid-
ity. The pT and y

∗ integrated bottomonium double ratios,
ρ

Υ (nS)/Υ (1S)

pPb (n = 2, 3) are shown in Fig. 16. Both the inte-

grated ρ
Υ (2S)/Υ (1S)

pPb and ρ
Υ (3S)/Υ (1S)

pPb are found to be less
than unity by two standard deviations, and they are consis-
tent with each other within the uncertainties. The double
ratio as a function of centrality is shown in Fig. 17. Both
ρ

ψ(2S)/J/ψ

pPb and ρ
Υ (2S)/Υ (1S)

pPb are found to decrease slightly
with increasing centrality at the significance level of one-
standard-deviation, while conclusions about ρΥ (3S)/Υ (1S)

pPb are
precluded by the size of the statistical uncertainties.
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Fig. 17 The prompt charmonium double ratio, ρ
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the bottomonium double ratio, ρ
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pPb , (right) as a function of
event centrality in p+Pb collisions . The vertical error bars correspond
to the statistical uncertainties, and the vertical sizes of coloured boxes

around the data points represent the uncorrelated systematic uncertain-
ties in p+Pb collisions. The vertical size of the leftmost yellow box
around ρ
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pPb = 1 represents the total uncertainty of the pp ref-
erence which is the same for all centralities

8 Summary

The double-differential production cross sections of five
quarkonium states, J/ψ , ψ(2S), Υ (nS) (n = 1, 2, 3) are
measured using using p+Pb (pp) collision data correspond-
ing to an integrated luminosity of 28 nb−1 (25 pb−1) at a
centre-of-mass energy per nucleon pair of 5.02 TeV col-
lected by the ATLAS experiment at the LHC. The mea-
sured prompt charmonium production cross section in the
range of 8 < pT < 40 GeV is found to be compatible
with non-relativistic QCD predictions, while only the bot-
tomonium results at pT > 15 GeV can be described by the
non-relativistic QCD predictions. The measured non-prompt
production cross sections of J/ψ and ψ(2S) in pp collisions
are found to be consistent with fixed-order next-to-leading-
logarithm calculations.

The nuclear modification factors of prompt and non-
prompt J/ψ in p+Pb collisions, RpPb, measured for 8 <

pT < 40 GeV are found to be consistent with unity, and
no apparent dependence on pT or rapidity is observed in
the measured range, which indicates weak modification of
J/ψ production due to cold nuclear matter effects at cen-
tral rapidity and high pT. The RpPb for Υ (1S) is measured
for pT < 40 GeV and is found to be smaller than unity at
pT < 15 GeV, increasing with pT and becoming compatible
with unity at high pT. The observed suppression of Υ (1S)

production in p+Pb collisions at low pT suggests that the
nuclear parton distribution functions are modified relative to
those of the nucleon. No apparent rapidity dependence of
Υ (1S) RpPb is observed. The production ratios of prompt
and non-prompt J/ψ to Z boson are found to be constant in
bins of centrality. As the Z boson production in p+Pb colli-
sions was found to scale with the number of binary collisions
after applying centrality bias correction factors, the same

conclusion can be drawn for J/ψ production in p+Pb col-
lisions. The self-normalised yields of ground-state quarko-
nium states in p+Pb collisions are found to correlate linearly
with self-normalised event activity expected for events with
the highest event activity where the self-normalised yields
show two-standard-deviation departure from the linear cor-
relation trend.

The prompt charmonium double ratio is found to decrease
slightly from the backward to the forward centre-of-mass
rapidity. The prompt ψ(2S) production is suppressed with
respect to prompt J/ψ production in p+Pb collisions with
a significance of one standard deviation. The production of
excited bottomonium states, Υ (2S) and Υ (3S), is found to
be suppressed with respect to Υ (1S) in the integrated kine-
matic ranges of pT < 40 GeV and −2 < y

∗
< 1.5 in p+Pb

collisions with significance at the level of two standard devi-
ations. Both the prompt ψ(2S) to J/ψ and Υ (2S) to Υ (1S)

double ratios show decreasing behaviour in more central col-
lisions. The decreasing trends from peripheral to central are
at the significance level of one standard deviation. A stronger
cold nuclear matter effect is observed in excited quarkonium
states compared to that in ground states.

This work expands the kinematic range of measured char-
monium and bottomonium cross sections in pp and p+Pb
collisions. It thus serves as an additional dataset for con-
straining different models of cold nuclear matter effects and
quantifying heavy quarkonium production. In particular, the
behaviour of the ground-state yields as a function of central-
ity is found to match that of Z bosons, while excited states
are relatively suppressed in more central collisions.

Acknowledgements We thank CERN for the very successful oper-
ation of the LHC, as well as the support staff from our institutions
without whom ATLAS could not be operated efficiently. We acknowl-
edge the support of ANPCyT, Argentina; YerPhI, Armenia; ARC,

123



Eur. Phys. J. C (2018) 78 :171 Page 17 of 32 171

Australia; BMWFW and FWF, Austria; ANAS, Azerbaijan; SSTC,
Belarus; CNPq and FAPESP, Brazil; NSERC, NRC and CFI, Canada;
CERN; CONICYT, Chile; CAS, MOST and NSFC, China; COLCIEN-
CIAS, Colombia; MSMT CR, MPO CR and VSC CR, Czech Repub-
lic; DNRF and DNSRC, Denmark; IN2P3-CNRS, CEA-DRF/IRFU,
France; SRNSF, Georgia; BMBF, HGF, and MPG, Germany; GSRT,
Greece; RGC, Hong Kong SAR, China; ISF, I-CORE and Benoziyo
Center, Israel; INFN, Italy; MEXT and JSPS, Japan; CNRST, Morocco;
NWO, Netherlands; RCN, Norway; MNiSW and NCN, Poland; FCT,
Portugal; MNE/IFA, Romania; MES of Russia and NRC KI, Russian
Federation; JINR; MESTD, Serbia; MSSR, Slovakia; ARRS and MIZŠ,
Slovenia; DST/NRF, South Africa; MINECO, Spain; SRC and Wal-
lenberg Foundation, Sweden; SERI, SNSF and Cantons of Bern and
Geneva, Switzerland; MOST, Taiwan; TAEK, Turkey; STFC, United
Kingdom; DOE and NSF, United States of America. In addition, indi-
vidual groups and members have received support from BCKDF, the
Canada Council, CANARIE, CRC, Compute Canada, FQRNT, and
the Ontario Innovation Trust, Canada; EPLANET, ERC, ERDF, FP7,
Horizon 2020 and Marie Skłodowska-Curie Actions, European Union;
Investissements d’Avenir Labex and Idex, ANR, Région Auvergne and
Fondation Partager le Savoir, France; DFG and AvH Foundation, Ger-
many; Herakleitos, Thales and Aristeia programmes co-financed by
EU-ESF and the Greek NSRF; BSF, GIF and Minerva, Israel; BRF,
Norway; CERCA Programme Generalitat de Catalunya, Generalitat
Valenciana, Spain; the Royal Society and Leverhulme Trust, United
Kingdom. The crucial computing support from all WLCG partners is
acknowledged gratefully, in particular from CERN, the ATLAS Tier-1
facilities at TRIUMF (Canada), NDGF (Denmark, Norway, Sweden),
CC-IN2P3 (France), KIT/GridKA (Germany), INFN-CNAF (Italy),
NL-T1 (Netherlands), PIC (Spain), ASGC (Taiwan), RAL (UK) and
BNL (USA), the Tier-2 facilities worldwide and large non-WLCG
resource providers. Major contributors of computing resources are listed
in Ref. [60].

Open Access This article is distributed under the terms of the Creative
Commons Attribution 4.0 International License (http://creativecomm
ons.org/licenses/by/4.0/), which permits unrestricted use, distribution,
and reproduction in any medium, provided you give appropriate credit
to the original author(s) and the source, provide a link to the Creative
Commons license, and indicate if changes were made.
Funded by SCOAP3.

References

1. J. Lansberg et al., Perspectives on heavy-quarkonium production
at the LHC. arXiv:0807.3666 [hep-ph]

2. N. Brambilla et al., Heavy quarkonium: progress, puzzles, and
opportunities. Eur. Phys. J. C 71, 1534 (2011). arXiv:1010.5827
[hep-ph]

3. T. Matsui, H. Satz, J/ψ suppression by quark-gluon plasma for-
mation. Phys. Lett. B 178, 416 (1986)

4. NA50 Collaboration, B. Alessandro et al., Charmonium production
and nuclear absorption in p-A interactions at 450 GeV. Eur. Phys.
J. C 33, 31 (2004)

5. PHENIX Collaboration, S.S. Adler et al., J/ψ production and
nuclear effects for d+Au and p+p collisions at

√
sNN = 200 GeV.

Phys. Rev. Lett. 96, 012304, (2006). arXiv:nucl-ex/0507032
6. PHENIX Collaboration, A. Adare et al., Cold Nuclear Mat-

ter Effects on J/ψ as Constrained by Deuteron-Gold Measure-
ments at

√
sNN = 200 GeV. Phys. Rev. C 77, 024912, (2008).

arXiv:0903.4845 [nucl-ex], Erratum: Phys. Rev. C 79, 059901
(2009)

7. PHENIX Collaboration, A. Adare et al., Cold Nuclear Matter
Effects on J/ψ Yields as a Function of Rapidity and Nuclear
Geometry in d+A Collisions at

√
sNN = 200 GeV. Phys. Rev.

Lett. 107, 142301 (2011). arXiv:1010.1246 [nucl-ex]
8. J.W. Cronin et al., Production of hadrons at large transverse

momentum at 200, 300, and 400 GeV. Phys. Rev. D 11, 3105 (1975)
9. B. Kopeliovich, A. Tarasov, J. Hüfner, Coherence phenomena in

charmonium production off nuclei at the energies of RHIC and
LHC. Nucl. Phys. A 696, 669 (2001). arXiv:hep-ph/0104256

10. R. Vogt, Shadowing and absorption effects on J/ψ pro-
duction in dA collisions. Phys. Rev. C 71, 054902 (2005).
arXiv:hep-ph/0411378

11. R.E. Nelson, R. Vogt, A.D. Frawley, Narrowing the uncertainty on
the total charm cross section and its effect on the J/ψ cross section.
Phys. Rev. C 87, 014908 (2013). arXiv:1210.4610 [hep-ph]

12. H. Fujii, K. Watanabe, Heavy quark pair production in high-
energy pA collisions: Quarkonium. Nucl. Phys. A 915, 1 (2013).
arXiv:1304.2221 [hep-ph]

13. S. Gavin, J. Milana, Energy loss at large xF in nuclear collisions.
Phys. Rev. Lett. 68, 1834 (1992)

14. F. Arleo, S. Peigné, Heavy-quarkonium suppression in p-A colli-
sions from parton energy loss in cold QCD matter. JHEP 03, 122
(2013). arXiv:1212.0434 [hep-ph]

15. A. Capella, J.A. Casado, C. Pajares, A.V. Ramallo, J. Tran Thanh
Van, Nuclear effects in J/ψ suppression. Phys. Lett. B 206, 354
(1988)

16. D. Kharzeev, H. Satz, Charmonium composition and nuclear sup-
pression. Phys. Lett. B 366, 316 (1996). arXiv:hep-ph/9508276

17. R. Vogt, J/ψ production and suppression. Phys. Rept. 310, 197
(1999)

18. E.G. Ferreiro, Charmonium dissociation and recombination at
LHC: revisiting comovers. Phys. Lett. B 731, 57 (2014).
arXiv:1210.3209 [hep-ph]

19. ALICE Collaboration, B. Abelev et al., J/ψ production and nuclear
effects in p-Pb collisions at

√
sNN = 5.02 TeV. JHEP 02, 073,

(2014). arXiv:1308.6726 [nucl-ex]
20. ALICE Collaboration, J. Adam et al., Rapidity and transverse-

momentum dependence of the inclusive J/ψ nuclear modifica-
tion factor in p-Pb collisions at

√
sNN = 5.02 TeV. JHEP 06, 055

(2015). arXiv:1503.07179 [nucl-ex]
21. LHCb Collaboration, R. Aaij et al., Study of J/ψ production and

cold nuclear matter effects in pPb collisions at
√

sNN = 5 TeV.
JHEP 02, 072 (2014). arXiv:1308.6729 [nucl-ex]

22. ATLAS Collaboration, Measurement of differential J/ψ produc-
tion cross-sections and forward-backward ratios in p + Pb colli-
sions with the ATLAS detector. Phys. Rev. C 92, 034904 (2015).
arXiv:1505.08141 [hep-ex]

23. CMS Collaboration, Measurement of prompt and nonprompt J/ψ

production in pp and pPb collisions at
√

sNN = 5.02 TeV. Eur.
Phys. J. C 77, 269 (2017). arXiv:1702.01462 [nucl-ex]

24. PHENIX Collaboration, A. Adare et al., Nuclear Modification of
ψ

′
, χc, and J/ψ Production in d+Au Collisions at

√
sNN = 200

GeV. Phys. Rev. Lett. 111, 202301, (2013). arXiv:1305.5516 [nucl-
ex]

25. ALICE Collaboration, B. Abelev et al., Suppression of (2S) pro-
duction in p-Pb collisions at

√
sNN = 5.02 TeV. JHEP 12, 073

(2014). arXiv:1405.3796 [nucl-ex]
26. CMS Collaboration, Event activity dependence of ϒ(nS) produc-

tion in
√

sNN = 5.02 TeV pPb and
√

s = 2.76 TeV pp collisions.
JHEP 04, 103 (2014). arXiv:1312.6300 [nucl-ex]

27. CMS Collaboration, Indications of suppression of excited ϒ states
in PbPb collisions at

√
sNN = 2.76 TeV. Phys. Rev. Lett. 107,

052302 (2011). arXiv:1105.4894 [nucl-ex]
28. CMS Collaboration, Observation of sequential ϒ suppression

in PbPb collisions. Phys. Rev. Lett. 109, 222301 (2012).
arXiv:1208.2826 [nucl-ex]

123

http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://arxiv.org/abs/0807.3666
http://arxiv.org/abs/1010.5827
http://arxiv.org/abs/nucl-ex/0507032
http://arxiv.org/abs/0903.4845
http://arxiv.org/abs/1010.1246
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0104256
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0411378
http://arxiv.org/abs/1210.4610
http://arxiv.org/abs/1304.2221
http://arxiv.org/abs/1212.0434
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9508276
http://arxiv.org/abs/1210.3209
http://arxiv.org/abs/1308.6726
http://arxiv.org/abs/1503.07179
http://arxiv.org/abs/1308.6729
http://arxiv.org/abs/1505.08141
http://arxiv.org/abs/1702.01462
http://arxiv.org/abs/1305.5516
http://arxiv.org/abs/1405.3796
http://arxiv.org/abs/1312.6300
http://arxiv.org/abs/1105.4894
http://arxiv.org/abs/1208.2826


171 Page 18 of 32 Eur. Phys. J. C (2018) 78 :171

29. CMS Collaboration, Suppression of ϒ(1S), ϒ(2S) and ϒ(3S)
quarkonium states in PbPb collisions at

√
sNN = 2.76 TeV. Phys.

Lett. B 770, 357 (2017). arXiv:1611.01510 [nucl-ex]
30. ATLAS Collaboration, Measurement of the centrality dependence

of the charged-particle pseudorapidity distribution in proton-lead
collisions at

√
sNN = 5.02 TeV with the ATLAS detector. Eur.

Phys. J. C 76, 199 (2016). arXiv:1508.00848 [hep-ex]
31. ATLAS Collaboration, The ATLAS Experiment at the CERN Large

Hadron Collider. JINST 3, S08003 (2008)
32. ATLAS Collaboration, ATLAS Insertable B-Layer Technical

Design Report, ATLAS-TDR-19, 2010. https://cds.cern.ch/record/
1291633

33. ATLAS Insertable B-Layer Technical Design Report Adden-
dum, ATLAS-TDR-19-ADD-1, 2012. https://cds.cern.ch/record/
1451888

34. ATLAS Collaboration, Performance of the ATLAS muon trigger
in pp collisions at

√
s = 8 TeV. Eur. Phys. J. C 75, 120 (2015).

arXiv:1408.3179 [hep-ex]
35. ATLAS Collaboration, Performance of the ATLAS Trigger System

in 2015. Eur. Phys. J. C 77, 317 (2017). arXiv:1611.09661 [hep-ex]
36. ATLAS Collaboration, The ATLAS Simulation Infrastructure. Eur.

Phys. J. C 70, 823 (2010). arXiv:1005.4568 [physics.ins-det]
37. T. Sjostrand, S. Mrenna, P. Skands., A Brief Introduction

to PYTHIA 8.1. Comput. Phys. Commun. 178, 852 (2008).
arXiv:0710.3820 [hep-ph]

38. J. Pumplin et al., New generation of parton distributions with
uncertainties from global QCD analysis. JHEP 07, 012 (2002).
arXiv:hep-ph/0201195

39. CMS Collaboration, Measurement of the ϒ(1S), ϒ(2S) and ϒ(3S)
Polarizations in pp Collisions at

√
s = 7 TeV. Phys. Rev. Lett. 110,

081802 (2013). arXiv:1209.2922 [hep-ex]
40. CMS Collaboration, Measurement of the prompt J/ψ and (2S)

polarizations in pp collisions at
√

s = 7 TeV. Phys. Lett. B 727,
381 (2013). arXiv:1307.6070 [hep-ex]

41. LHCb Collaboration, R. Aaij et al., Measurement of J/ψ polar-
ization in pp collisions at

√
s = 7 TeV. Eur. Phys. J. C 73, 2631

(2013). arXiv:1307.6379 [hep-ex]
42. S. Agostinelli et al., GEANT4: a simulation toolkit. Nucl. Instrum.

Meth. A 506, 250 (2003)
43. ATLAS Collaboration, Measurement of the muon reconstruction

performance of the ATLAS detector using 2011 and 2012 LHC
proton–proton collision data. Eur. Phys. J. C 74, 3130 (2014).
arXiv:1407.3935 [hep-ex]

44. ATLAS Collaboration, Muon reconstruction performance of the
ATLAS detector in proton–proton collision data at

√
s = 13 TeV.

Eur. Phys. J. C 76, 292 (2016). arXiv:1603.05598 [hep-ex]

45. ATLAS Collaboration, Measurement of the differential cross-
sections of inclusive, prompt and non-prompt J/ψ production in
proton-proton collisions at

√
s = 7 TeV. Nucl. Phys. B 850, 387

(2011). arXiv:1104.3038 [hep-ex]
46. ATLAS Collaboration, Measurement of Upsilon production in 7

TeV pp collisions at ATLAS. Phys. Rev. D 87, 052004 (2013).
arXiv:1211.7255 [hep-ex]

47. ATLAS Collaboration, Measurement of the differential cross-
sections of prompt and non-prompt production of J/ψ and (2S) in
pp collisions at

√
s = 7 and 8 TeV with the ATLAS detector. Eur.

Phys. J. C 76, 283 (2016). arXiv:1512.03657 [hep-ex]
48. W. Verkerke, D. Kirkby, The RooFit toolkit for data modeling.

arXiv:physics/0306116 [physics.data-an]
49. M. Oreglia, A Study of the Reactions ψ

′ → γ γψ , (1980). https://
www.slac.stanford.edu/cgi-wrap/getdoc/slac-r-236.pdf

50. Particle Data Group C. Patrignani et al., Review of Particle Physics.
Chin. Phys. C 40, 100001 (2016)

51. ATLAS Collaboration, Luminosity determination in pp collisions
at

√
s = 8 TeV using the ATLAS detector at the LHC. Eur. Phys.

J. C 76, 653 (2016). arXiv:1608.03953 [hep-ex]
52. D.D. Boos, Introduction to the bootstrap world. Stat. Sci. 18, 168

(2003)
53. M. Cacciari et al., Theoretical predictions for charm and bottom

production at the LHC. JHEP 10, 137 (2012). arXiv:1205.6344
[hep-ph]

54. Y. Ma, K. Wang, K. Chao, J/ψ(ψ
′
) production at the Tevatron

and LHC at O(α
4
s v

4
) in nonrelativistic QCD. Phys. Rev. Lett. 106,

042002 (2011). arXiv:1009.3655 [hep-ph]
55. H. Shao et al., Yields and polarizations of prompt J/ψ and

ψ(2S ) production in hadronic collisions. JHEP 05, 103 (2015).
arXiv:1411.3300 [hep-ph]

56. H. Han et al., ϒ(nS) and χb(nP) production at hadron collid-
ers in nonrelativistic QCD. Phys. Rev. D 94, 014028 (2016).
arXiv:1410.8537 [hep-ph]

57. J.L. Albacete et al., Predictions for p+Pb Collisions at√
sNN = 5.02 TeV. Int. J. Mod. Phys. E22, 1330007 (2013).

arXiv:1301.3395 [hep-ph]
58. ATLAS Collaboration, Z boson production in p + Pb collisions at√

sNN = 5.02 TeV measured with the ATLAS detector. Phys. Rev.
C 92, 044915 (2015). arXiv:1507.06232 [hep-ex]

59. D.V. Perepelitsa, P.A. Steinberg, Calculation of centrality bias fac-
tors in p+A collisions based on a positive correlation of hard process
yields with underlying event activity. arXiv:1412.0976 [nucl-ex]

60. ATLAS Collaboration, ATLAS Computing Acknowledgements
2016-2017, ATL-GEN-PUB-2016-002. https://cds.cern.ch/record/
2202407

123

http://arxiv.org/abs/1611.01510
http://arxiv.org/abs/1508.00848
https://cds.cern.ch/record/1291633
https://cds.cern.ch/record/1291633
https://cds.cern.ch/record/1451888
https://cds.cern.ch/record/1451888
http://arxiv.org/abs/1408.3179
http://arxiv.org/abs/1611.09661
http://arxiv.org/abs/1005.4568
http://arxiv.org/abs/0710.3820
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0201195
http://arxiv.org/abs/1209.2922
http://arxiv.org/abs/1307.6070
http://arxiv.org/abs/1307.6379
http://arxiv.org/abs/1407.3935
http://arxiv.org/abs/1603.05598
http://arxiv.org/abs/1104.3038
http://arxiv.org/abs/1211.7255
http://arxiv.org/abs/1512.03657
http://arxiv.org/abs/physics/0306116
https://www.slac.stanford.edu/cgi-wrap/getdoc/slac-r-236.pdf
https://www.slac.stanford.edu/cgi-wrap/getdoc/slac-r-236.pdf
http://arxiv.org/abs/1608.03953
http://arxiv.org/abs/1205.6344
http://arxiv.org/abs/1009.3655
http://arxiv.org/abs/1411.3300
http://arxiv.org/abs/1410.8537
http://arxiv.org/abs/1301.3395
http://arxiv.org/abs/1507.06232
http://arxiv.org/abs/1412.0976
https://cds.cern.ch/record/2202407
https://cds.cern.ch/record/2202407


Eur. Phys. J. C (2018) 78 :171 Page 19 of 32 171

ATLAS Collaboration

M. Aaboud137d, G. Aad88, B. Abbott115, J. Abdallah8, O. Abdinov12,*, B. Abeloos119, S. H. Abidi161, O. S. AbouZeid139,
N. L. Abraham151, H. Abramowicz155, H. Abreu154, R. Abreu118, Y. Abulaiti148a,148b, B. S. Acharya167a,167b,a,
S. Adachi157, L. Adamczyk41a, J. Adelman110, M. Adersberger102, T. Adye133, A. A. Affolder139, T. Agatonovic-Jovin14,
C. Agheorghiesei28c, J. A. Aguilar-Saavedra128a,128f, S. P. Ahlen24, F. Ahmadov68,b, G. Aielli135a,135b, S. Akatsuka71,
H. Akerstedt148a,148b, T. P. A. Åkesson84, A. V. Akimov98, G. L. Alberghi22a,22b, J. Albert172, M. J. Alconada Verzini74,
M. Aleksa32, I. N. Aleksandrov68, C. Alexa28b, G. Alexander155, T. Alexopoulos10, M. Alhroob115, B. Ali130,
M. Aliev76a,76b, G. Alimonti94a, J. Alison33, S. P. Alkire38, B. M. M. Allbrooke151, B. W. Allen118, P. P. Allport19,
A. Aloisio106a,106b, A. Alonso39, F. Alonso74, C. Alpigiani140, A. A. Alshehri56, M. I. Alstaty88, B. Alvarez Gonzalez32,
D. Álvarez Piqueras170, M. G. Alviggi106a,106b, B. T. Amadio16, Y. Amaral Coutinho26a, C. Amelung25, D. Amidei92,
S. P. Amor Dos Santos128a,128c, A. Amorim128a,128b, S. Amoroso32, G. Amundsen25, C. Anastopoulos141, L. S. Ancu52,
N. Andari19, T. Andeen11, C. F. Anders60b, J. K. Anders77, K. J. Anderson33, A. Andreazza94a,94b, V. Andrei60a,
S. Angelidakis9, I. Angelozzi109, A. Angerami38, A. V. Anisenkov111,c, N. Anjos13, A. Annovi126a,126b, C. Antel60a,
M. Antonelli50, A. Antonov100,*, D. J. Antrim166, F. Anulli134a, M. Aoki69, L. Aperio Bella32, G. Arabidze93,
Y. Arai69, J. P. Araque128a, V. Araujo Ferraz26a, A. T. H. Arce48, R. E. Ardell80, F. A. Arduh74, J-F. Arguin97,
S. Argyropoulos66, M. Arik20a, A. J. Armbruster32, L. J. Armitage79, O. Arnaez161, H. Arnold51, M. Arratia30, O. Arslan23,
A. Artamonov99, G. Artoni122, S. Artz86, S. Asai157, N. Asbah45, A. Ashkenazi155, L. Asquith151, K. Assamagan27,
R. Astalos146a, M. Atkinson169, N. B. Atlay143, K. Augsten130, G. Avolio32, B. Axen16, M. K. Ayoub119, G. Azuelos97,d,
A. E. Baas60a, M. J. Baca19, H. Bachacou138, K. Bachas76a,76b, M. Backes122, M. Backhaus32, P. Bagnaia134a,134b,
H. Bahrasemani144, J. T. Baines133, M. Bajic39, O. K. Baker179, E. M. Baldin111,c, P. Balek175, F. Balli138, W. K. Balunas124,
E. Banas42, Sw. Banerjee176,e, A. A. E. Bannoura178, L. Barak32, E. L. Barberio91, D. Barberis53a,53b, M. Barbero88,
T. Barillari103, M-S. Barisits32, J. T. Barkeloo118, T. Barklow145, N. Barlow30, S. L. Barnes36c, B. M. Barnett133,
R. M. Barnett16, Z. Barnovska-Blenessy36a, A. Baroncelli136a, G. Barone25, A. J. Barr122, L. Barranco Navarro170,
F. Barreiro85, J. Barreiro Guimarães da Costa35a, R. Bartoldus145, A. E. Barton75, P. Bartos146a, A. Basalaev125,
A. Bassalat119,f, R. L. Bates56, S. J. Batista161, J. R. Batley30, M. Battaglia139, M. Bauce134a,134b, F. Bauer138,
H. S. Bawa145,g, J. B. Beacham113, M. D. Beattie75, T. Beau83, P. H. Beauchemin165, P. Bechtle23, H. P. Beck18,h,
K. Becker122, M. Becker86, M. Beckingham173, C. Becot112, A. J. Beddall20d, A. Beddall20b, V. A. Bednyakov68,
M. Bedognetti109, C. P. Bee150, T. A. Beermann32, M. Begalli26a, M. Begel27, J. K. Behr45, A. S. Bell81, G. Bella155,
L. Bellagamba22a, A. Bellerive31, M. Bellomo154, K. Belotskiy100, O. Beltramello32, N. L. Belyaev100, O. Benary155,*,
D. Benchekroun137a, M. Bender102, K. Bendtz148a,148b, N. Benekos10, Y. Benhammou155, E. Benhar Noccioli179,
J. Benitez66, D. P. Benjamin48, M. Benoit52, J. R. Bensinger25, S. Bentvelsen109, L. Beresford122, M. Beretta50,
D. Berge109, E. Bergeaas Kuutmann168, N. Berger5, J. Beringer16, S. Berlendis58, N. R. Bernard89, G. Bernardi83,
C. Bernius145, F. U. Bernlochner23, T. Berry80, P. Berta131, C. Bertella35a, G. Bertoli148a,148b, F. Bertolucci126a,126b,
I. A. Bertram75, C. Bertsche45, D. Bertsche115, G. J. Besjes39, O. Bessidskaia Bylund148a,148b, M. Bessner45, N. Besson138,
C. Betancourt51, A. Bethani87, S. Bethke103, A. J. Bevan79, R. M. Bianchi127, O. Biebel102, D. Biedermann17, R. Bielski87,
N. V. Biesuz126a,126b, M. Biglietti136a, J. Bilbao De Mendizabal52, T. R. V. Billoud97, H. Bilokon50, M. Bindi57,
A. Bingul20b, C. Bini134a,134b, S. Biondi22a,22b, T. Bisanz57, C. Bittrich47, D. M. Bjergaard48, C. W. Black152, J. E. Black145,
K. M. Black24, D. Blackburn140, R. E. Blair6, T. Blazek146a, I. Bloch45, C. Blocker25, A. Blue56, W. Blum86,*,
U. Blumenschein79, S. Blunier34a, G. J. Bobbink109, V. S. Bobrovnikov111,c, S. S. Bocchetta84, A. Bocci48, C. Bock102,
M. Boehler51, D. Boerner178, D. Bogavac102, A. G. Bogdanchikov111, C. Bohm148a, V. Boisvert80, P. Bokan168,i, T. Bold41a,
A. S. Boldyrev101, A. E. Bolz60b, M. Bomben83, M. Bona79, M. Boonekamp138, A. Borisov132, G. Borissov75, J. Bortfeldt32,
D. Bortoletto122, V. Bortolotto62a, D. Boscherini22a, M. Bosman13, J. D. Bossio Sola29, J. Boudreau127, J. Bouffard2,
E. V. Bouhova-Thacker75, D. Boumediene37, C. Bourdarios119, S. K. Boutle56, A. Boveia113, J. Boyd32, I. R. Boyko68,
J. Bracinik19, A. Brandt8, G. Brandt57, O. Brandt60a, U. Bratzler158, B. Brau89, J. E. Brau118, W. D. Breaden Madden56,
K. Brendlinger45, A. J. Brennan91, L. Brenner109, R. Brenner168, S. Bressler175, D. L. Briglin19, T. M. Bristow49,
D. Britton56, D. Britzger45, F. M. Brochu30, I. Brock23, R. Brock93, G. Brooijmans38, T. Brooks80, W. K. Brooks34b,
J. Brosamer16, E. Brost110, J. H Broughton19, P. A. Bruckman de Renstrom42, D. Bruncko146b, A. Bruni22a, G. Bruni22a,
L. S. Bruni109, BH Brunt30, M. Bruschi22a, N. Bruscino23, P. Bryant33, L. Bryngemark45, T. Buanes15, Q. Buat144,
P. Buchholz143, A. G. Buckley56, I. A. Budagov68, F. Buehrer51, M. K. Bugge121, O. Bulekov100, D. Bullock8,

123



171 Page 20 of 32 Eur. Phys. J. C (2018) 78 :171

H. Burckhart32, S. Burdin77, C. D. Burgard51, A. M. Burger5, B. Burghgrave110, K. Burka42, S. Burke133, I. Burmeister46,
J. T. P. Burr122, E. Busato37, D. Büscher51, V. Büscher86, P. Bussey56, J. M. Butler24, C. M. Buttar56, J. M. Butterworth81,
P. Butti32, W. Buttinger27, A. Buzatu35c, A. R. Buzykaev111,c, S. Cabrera Urbán170, D. Caforio130, V. M. Cairo40a,40b,
O. Cakir4a, N. Calace52, P. Calafiura16, A. Calandri88, G. Calderini83, P. Calfayan64, G. Callea40a,40b, L. P. Caloba26a,
S. Calvente Lopez85, D. Calvet37, S. Calvet37, T. P. Calvet88, R. Camacho Toro33, S. Camarda32, P. Camarri135a,135b,
D. Cameron121, R. Caminal Armadans169, C. Camincher58, S. Campana32, M. Campanelli81, A. Camplani94a,94b,
A. Campoverde143, V. Canale106a,106b, M. Cano Bret36c, J. Cantero116, T. Cao155, M. D. M. Capeans Garrido32,
I. Caprini28b, M. Caprini28b, M. Capua40a,40b, R. M. Carbone38, R. Cardarelli135a, F. Cardillo51, I. Carli131, T. Carli32,
G. Carlino106a, B. T. Carlson127, L. Carminati94a,94b, R. M. D. Carney148a,148b, S. Caron108, E. Carquin34b, S. Carrá94a,94b,
G. D. Carrillo-Montoya32, J. Carvalho128a,128c, D. Casadei19, M. P. Casado13,j, M. Casolino13, D. W. Casper166,
R. Castelijn109, V. Castillo Gimenez170, N. F. Castro128a,k, A. Catinaccio32, J. R. Catmore121, A. Cattai32, J. Caudron23,
V. Cavaliere169, E. Cavallaro13, D. Cavalli94a, M. Cavalli-Sforza13, V. Cavasinni126a,126b, E. Celebi20a, F. Ceradini136a,136b,
L. Cerda Alberich170, A. S. Cerqueira26b, A. Cerri151, L. Cerrito135a,135b, F. Cerutti16, A. Cervelli18, S. A. Cetin20c,
A. Chafaq137a, D. Chakraborty110, S. K. Chan59, W. S. Chan109, Y. L. Chan62a, P. Chang169, J. D. Chapman30,
D. G. Charlton19, C. C. Chau161, C. A. Chavez Barajas151, S. Che113, S. Cheatham167a,167c, A. Chegwidden93,
S. Chekanov6, S. V. Chekulaev163a, G. A. Chelkov68,l, M. A. Chelstowska32, C. Chen67, H. Chen27, S. Chen35b, S. Chen157,
X. Chen35c,m, Y. Chen70, H. C. Cheng92, H. J. Cheng35a,35d, Y. Cheng33, A. Cheplakov68, E. Cheremushkina132,
R. Cherkaoui El Moursli137e, V. Chernyatin27,*, E. Cheu7, L. Chevalier138, V. Chiarella50, G. Chiarelli126a,126b,
G. Chiodini76a, A. S. Chisholm32, A. Chitan28b, Y. H. Chiu172, M. V. Chizhov68, K. Choi64, A. R. Chomont37,
S. Chouridou156, V. Christodoulou81, D. Chromek-Burckhart32, M. C. Chu62a, J. Chudoba129, A. J. Chuinard90,
J. J. Chwastowski42, L. Chytka117, A. K. Ciftci4a, D. Cinca46, V. Cindro78, I. A. Cioara23, C. Ciocca22a,22b, A. Ciocio16,
F. Cirotto106a,106b, Z. H. Citron175, M. Citterio94a, M. Ciubancan28b, A. Clark52, B. L. Clark59, M. R. Clark38, P. J. Clark49,
R. N. Clarke16, C. Clement148a,148b, Y. Coadou88, M. Cobal167a,167c, A. Coccaro52, J. Cochran67, L. Colasurdo108,
B. Cole38, A. P. Colijn109, J. Collot58, T. Colombo166, P. Conde Muiño128a,128b, E. Coniavitis51, S. H. Connell147b,
I. A. Connelly87, S. Constantinescu28b, G. Conti32, F. Conventi106a,n, M. Cooke16, A. M. Cooper-Sarkar122, F. Cormier171,
K. J. R. Cormier161, M. Corradi134a,134b, F. Corriveau90,o, A. Cortes-Gonzalez32, G. Cortiana103, G. Costa94a,
M. J. Costa170, D. Costanzo141, G. Cottin30, G. Cowan80, B. E. Cox87, K. Cranmer112, S. J. Crawley56, R. A. Creager124,
G. Cree31, S. Crépé-Renaudin58, F. Crescioli83, W. A. Cribbs148a,148b, M. Cristinziani23, V. Croft108, G. Crosetti40a,40b,
A. Cueto85, T. Cuhadar Donszelmann141, A. R. Cukierman145, J. Cummings179, M. Curatolo50, J. Cúth86, H. Czirr143,
P. Czodrowski32, G. D’amen22a,22b, S. D’Auria56, M. D’Onofrio77, M. J. Da Cunha Sargedas De Sousa128a,128b,
C. Da Via87, W. Dabrowski41a, T. Dado146a, T. Dai92, O. Dale15, F. Dallaire97, C. Dallapiccola89, M. Dam39,
J. R. Dandoy124, N. P. Dang51, A. C. Daniells19, N. S. Dann87, M. Danninger171, M. Dano Hoffmann138, V. Dao150,
G. Darbo53a, S. Darmora8, J. Dassoulas3, A. Dattagupta118, T. Daubney45, W. Davey23, C. David45, T. Davidek131,
M. Davies155, P. Davison81, E. Dawe91, I. Dawson141, K. De8, R. de Asmundis106a, A. De Benedetti115, S. De Castro22a,22b,
S. De Cecco83, N. De Groot108, P. de Jong109, H. De la Torre93, F. De Lorenzi67, A. De Maria57, D. De Pedis134a,
A. De Salvo134a, U. De Sanctis135a,135b, A. De Santo151, K. De Vasconcelos Corga88, J. B. De Vivie De Regie119,
W. J. Dearnaley75, R. Debbe27, C. Debenedetti139, D. V. Dedovich68, N. Dehghanian3, I. Deigaard109, M. Del Gaudio40a,40b,
J. Del Peso85, T. Del Prete126a,126b, D. Delgove119, F. Deliot138, C. M. Delitzsch52, A. Dell’Acqua32, L. Dell’Asta24,
M. Dell’Orso126a,126b, M. Della Pietra106a,106b, D. della Volpe52, M. Delmastro5, C. Delporte119, P. A. Delsart58,
D. A. DeMarco161, S. Demers179, M. Demichev68, A. Demilly83, S. P. Denisov132, D. Denysiuk138, D. Derendarz42,
J. E. Derkaoui137d, F. Derue83, P. Dervan77, K. Desch23, C. Deterre45, K. Dette46, M. R. Devesa29, P. O. Deviveiros32,
A. Dewhurst133, S. Dhaliwal25, F. A. Di Bello52, A. Di Ciaccio135a,135b, L. Di Ciaccio5, W. K. Di Clemente124,
C. Di Donato106a,106b, A. Di Girolamo32, B. Di Girolamo32, B. Di Micco136a,136b, R. Di Nardo32, K. F. Di Petrillo59,
A. Di Simone51, R. Di Sipio161, D. Di Valentino31, C. Diaconu88, M. Diamond161, F. A. Dias49, M. A. Diaz34a,
E. B. Diehl92, J. Dietrich17, S. Díez Cornell45, A. Dimitrievska14, J. Dingfelder23, P. Dita28b, S. Dita28b, F. Dittus32,
F. Djama88, T. Djobava54b, J. I. Djuvsland60a, M. A. B. do Vale26c, D. Dobos32, M. Dobre28b, C. Doglioni84, J. Dolejsi131,
Z. Dolezal131, M. Donadelli26d, S. Donati126a,126b, P. Dondero123a,123b, J. Donini37, J. Dopke133, A. Doria106a,
M. T. Dova74, A. T. Doyle56, E. Drechsler57, M. Dris10, Y. Du36b, J. Duarte-Campderros155, E. Duchovni175,
G. Duckeck102, A. Ducourthial83, O. A. Ducu97,p, D. Duda109, A. Dudarev32, A. Chr. Dudder86, E. M. Duffield16,
L. Duflot119, M. Dührssen32, M. Dumancic175, A. E. Dumitriu28b, A. K. Duncan56, M. Dunford60a, H. Duran Yildiz4a,

123



Eur. Phys. J. C (2018) 78 :171 Page 21 of 32 171

M. Düren55, A. Durglishvili54b, D. Duschinger47, B. Dutta45, M. Dyndal45, C. Eckardt45, K. M. Ecker103, R. C. Edgar92,
T. Eifert32, G. Eigen15, K. Einsweiler16, T. Ekelof168, M. El Kacimi137c, R. El Kosseifi88, V. Ellajosyula88, M. Ellert168,
S. Elles5, F. Ellinghaus178, A. A. Elliot172, N. Ellis32, J. Elmsheuser27, M. Elsing32, D. Emeliyanov133, Y. Enari157,
O. C. Endner86, J. S. Ennis173, J. Erdmann46, A. Ereditato18, G. Ernis178, M. Ernst27, S. Errede169, E. Ertel86,
M. Escalier119, C. Escobar127, B. Esposito50, O. Estrada Pastor170, A. I. Etienvre138, E. Etzion155, H. Evans64, A. Ezhilov125,
M. Ezzi137e, F. Fabbri22a,22b, L. Fabbri22a,22b, G. Facini33, R. M. Fakhrutdinov132, S. Falciano134a, R. J. Falla81,
J. Faltova32, Y. Fang35a, M. Fanti94a,94b, A. Farbin8, A. Farilla136a, C. Farina127, E. M. Farina123a,123b, T. Farooque93,
S. Farrell16, S. M. Farrington173, P. Farthouat32, F. Fassi137e, P. Fassnacht32, D. Fassouliotis9, M. Faucci Giannelli80,
A. Favareto53a,53b, W. J. Fawcett122, L. Fayard119, O. L. Fedin125,q, W. Fedorko171, S. Feigl121, L. Feligioni88,
C. Feng36b, E. J. Feng32, H. Feng92, M. J. Fenton56, A. B. Fenyuk132, L. Feremenga8, P. Fernandez Martinez170,
S. Fernandez Perez13, J. Ferrando45, A. Ferrari168, P. Ferrari109, R. Ferrari123a, D. E. Ferreira de Lima60b, A. Ferrer170,
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A. Rimoldi123a,123b, M. Rimoldi18, L. Rinaldi22a, B. Ristić52, E. Ritsch32, I. Riu13, F. Rizatdinova116, E. Rizvi79, C. Rizzi13,
R. T. Roberts87, S. H. Robertson90,o, A. Robichaud-Veronneau90, D. Robinson30, J. E. M. Robinson45, A. Robson56,
E. Rocco86, C. Roda126a,126b, Y. Rodina88,ao, S. Rodriguez Bosca170, A. Rodriguez Perez13, D. Rodriguez Rodriguez170,
S. Roe32, C. S. Rogan59, O. Røhne121, J. Roloff59, A. Romaniouk100, M. Romano22a,22b, S. M. Romano Saez37,
E. Romero Adam170, N. Rompotis77, M. Ronzani51, L. Roos83, S. Rosati134a, K. Rosbach51, P. Rose139, N.-A. Rosien57,
E. Rossi106a,106b, L. P. Rossi53a, J. H. N. Rosten30, R. Rosten140, M. Rotaru28b, I. Roth175, J. Rothberg140, D. Rousseau119,
A. Rozanov88, Y. Rozen154, X. Ruan147c, F. Rubbo145, F. Rühr51, A. Ruiz-Martinez31, Z. Rurikova51, N. A. Rusakovich68,
H. L. Russell90, J. P. Rutherfoord7, N. Ruthmann32, Y. F. Ryabov125, M. Rybar169, G. Rybkin119, S. Ryu6, A. Ryzhov132,
G. F. Rzehorz57, A. F. Saavedra152, G. Sabato109, S. Sacerdoti29, H.F-W. Sadrozinski139, R. Sadykov68, F. Safai Tehrani134a,
P. Saha110, M. Sahinsoy60a, M. Saimpert45, M. Saito157, T. Saito157, H. Sakamoto157, Y. Sakurai174, G. Salamanna136a,136b,
J. E. Salazar Loyola34b, D. Salek109, P. H. Sales De Bruin168, D. Salihagic103, A. Salnikov145, J. Salt170, D. Salvatore40a,40b,
F. Salvatore151, A. Salvucci62a,62b,62c, A. Salzburger32, D. Sammel51, D. Sampsonidis156, D. Sampsonidou156,

123



Eur. Phys. J. C (2018) 78 :171 Page 25 of 32 171

J. Sánchez170, V. Sanchez Martinez170, A. Sanchez Pineda167a,167c, H. Sandaker121, R. L. Sandbach79, C. O. Sander45,
M. Sandhoff178, C. Sandoval21, D. P. C. Sankey133, M. Sannino53a,53b, A. Sansoni50, C. Santoni37, R. Santonico135a,135b,
H. Santos128a, I. Santoyo Castillo151, A. Sapronov68, J. G. Saraiva128a,128d, B. Sarrazin23, O. Sasaki69, K. Sato164,
E. Sauvan5, G. Savage80, P. Savard161,d, N. Savic103, C. Sawyer133, L. Sawyer82,u, J. Saxon33, C. Sbarra22a, A. Sbrizzi22a,22b,
T. Scanlon81, D. A. Scannicchio166, M. Scarcella152, V. Scarfone40a,40b, J. Schaarschmidt140, P. Schacht103,
B. M. Schachtner102, D. Schaefer32, L. Schaefer124, R. Schaefer45, J. Schaeffer86, S. Schaepe23, S. Schaetzel60b,
U. Schäfer86, A. C. Schaffer119, D. Schaile102, R. D. Schamberger150, V. Scharf60a, V. A. Schegelsky125, D. Scheirich131,
M. Schernau166, C. Schiavi53a,53b, S. Schier139, L. K. Schildgen23, C. Schillo51, M. Schioppa40a,40b, S. Schlenker32,
K. R. Schmidt-Sommerfeld103, K. Schmieden32, C. Schmitt86, S. Schmitt45, S. Schmitz86, U. Schnoor51, L. Schoeffel138,
A. Schoening60b, B. D. Schoenrock93, E. Schopf23, M. Schott86, J. F. P. Schouwenberg108, J. Schovancova32, S. Schramm52,
N. Schuh86, A. Schulte86, M. J. Schultens23, H.-C. Schultz-Coulon60a, H. Schulz17, M. Schumacher51, B. A. Schumm139,
Ph. Schune138, A. Schwartzman145, T. A. Schwarz92, H. Schweiger87, Ph. Schwemling138, R. Schwienhorst93,
J. Schwindling138, A. Sciandra23, G. Sciolla25, F. Scuri126a,126b, F. Scutti91, J. Searcy92, P. Seema23, S. C. Seidel107,
A. Seiden139, J. M. Seixas26a, G. Sekhniaidze106a, K. Sekhon92, S. J. Sekula43, N. Semprini-Cesari22a,22b, S. Senkin37,
C. Serfon121, L. Serin119, L. Serkin167a,167b, M. Sessa136a,136b, R. Seuster172, H. Severini115, T. Sfiligoj78, F. Sforza32,
A. Sfyrla52, E. Shabalina57, N. W. Shaikh148a,148b, L. Y. Shan35a, R. Shang169, J. T. Shank24, M. Shapiro16, P. B. Shatalov99,
K. Shaw167a,167b, S. M. Shaw87, A. Shcherbakova148a,148b, C. Y. Shehu151, Y. Shen115, P. Sherwood81, L. Shi153,ap,
S. Shimizu70, C. O. Shimmin179, M. Shimojima104, I. P. J. Shipsey122, S. Shirabe73, M. Shiyakova68,aq, J. Shlomi175,
A. Shmeleva98, D. Shoaleh Saadi97, M. J. Shochet33, S. Shojaii94a, D. R. Shope115, S. Shrestha113, E. Shulga100,
M. A. Shupe7, P. Sicho129, A. M. Sickles169, P. E. Sidebo149, E. Sideras Haddad147c, O. Sidiropoulou177, D. Sidorov116,
A. Sidoti22a,22b, F. Siegert47, Dj. Sijacki14, J. Silva128a,128d, S. B. Silverstein148a, V. Simak130, L. Simic14, S. Simion119,
E. Simioni86, B. Simmons81, M. Simon86, P. Sinervo161, N. B. Sinev118, M. Sioli22a,22b, G. Siragusa177, I. Siral92,
S. Yu. Sivoklokov101, J. Sjölin148a,148b, M. B. Skinner75, P. Skubic115, M. Slater19, T. Slavicek130, M. Slawinska42,
K. Sliwa165, R. Slovak131, V. Smakhtin175, B. H. Smart5, J. Smiesko146a, N. Smirnov100, S. Yu. Smirnov100, Y. Smirnov100,
L. N. Smirnova101,ar, O. Smirnova84, J. W. Smith57, M. N. K. Smith38, R. W. Smith38, M. Smizanska75, K. Smolek130,
A. A. Snesarev98, I. M. Snyder118, S. Snyder27, R. Sobie172,o, F. Socher47, A. Soffer155, D. A. Soh153, G. Sokhrannyi78,
C. A. Solans Sanchez32, M. Solar130, E. Yu. Soldatov100, U. Soldevila170, A. A. Solodkov132, A. Soloshenko68,
O. V. Solovyanov132, V. Solovyev125, P. Sommer51, H. Son165, H. Y. Song36a,as, A. Sopczak130, D. Sosa60b,
C. L. Sotiropoulou126a,126b, R. Soualah167a,167c, A. M. Soukharev111,c, D. South45, B. C. Sowden80, S. Spagnolo76a,76b,
M. Spalla126a,126b, M. Spangenberg173, F. Spanò80, D. Sperlich17, F. Spettel103, T. M. Spieker60a, R. Spighi22a,
G. Spigo32, L. A. Spiller91, M. Spousta131, R. D. St. Denis56,*, A. Stabile94a, R. Stamen60a, S. Stamm17, E. Stanecka42,
R. W. Stanek6, C. Stanescu136a, M. M. Stanitzki45, S. Stapnes121, E. A. Starchenko132, G. H. Stark33, J. Stark58,
S. H Stark39, P. Staroba129, P. Starovoitov60a, S. Stärz32, R. Staszewski42, P. Steinberg27, B. Stelzer144, H. J. Stelzer32,
O. Stelzer-Chilton163a, H. Stenzel55, G. A. Stewart56, M. C. Stockton118, M. Stoebe90, G. Stoicea28b, P. Stolte57,
S. Stonjek103, A. R. Stradling8, A. Straessner47, M. E. Stramaglia18, J. Strandberg149, S. Strandberg148a,148b, A. Strandlie121,
M. Strauss115, P. Strizenec146b, R. Ströhmer177, D. M. Strom118, R. Stroynowski43, A. Strubig108, S. A. Stucci27, B. Stugu15,
N. A. Styles45, D. Su145, J. Su127, S. Suchek60a, Y. Sugaya120, M. Suk130, V. V. Sulin98, S. Sultansoy4c, T. Sumida71,
S. Sun59, X. Sun3, K. Suruliz151, C. J. E. Suster152, M. R. Sutton151, S. Suzuki69, M. Svatos129, M. Swiatlowski33,
S. P. Swift2, I. Sykora146a, T. Sykora131, D. Ta51, K. Tackmann45, J. Taenzer155, A. Taffard166, R. Tafirout163a,
N. Taiblum155, H. Takai27, R. Takashima72, T. Takeshita142, Y. Takubo69, M. Talby88, A. A. Talyshev111,c, J. Tanaka157,
M. Tanaka159, R. Tanaka119, S. Tanaka69, R. Tanioka70, B. B. Tannenwald113, S. Tapia Araya34b, S. Tapprogge86,
S. Tarem154, G. F. Tartarelli94a, P. Tas131, M. Tasevsky129, T. Tashiro71, E. Tassi40a,40b, A. Tavares Delgado128a,128b,
Y. Tayalati137e, A. C. Taylor107, G. N. Taylor91, P. T. E. Taylor91, W. Taylor163b, P. Teixeira-Dias80, D. Temple144,
H. Ten Kate32, P. K. Teng153, J. J. Teoh120, F. Tepel178, S. Terada69, K. Terashi157, J. Terron85, S. Terzo13, M. Testa50,
R. J. Teuscher161,o, T. Theveneaux-Pelzer88, J. P. Thomas19, J. Thomas-Wilsker80, P. D. Thompson19, A. S. Thompson56,
L. A. Thomsen179, E. Thomson124, M. J. Tibbetts16, R. E. Ticse Torres88, V. O. Tikhomirov98,at, Yu. A. Tikhonov111,c,
S. Timoshenko100, P. Tipton179, S. Tisserant88, K. Todome159, S. Todorova-Nova5, J. Tojo73, S. Tokár146a, K. Tokushuku69,
E. Tolley59, L. Tomlinson87, M. Tomoto105, L. Tompkins145,au, K. Toms107, B. Tong59, P. Tornambe51, E. Torrence118,
H. Torres144, E. Torró Pastor140, J. Toth88,av, F. Touchard88, D. R. Tovey141, C. J. Treado112, T. Trefzger177, F. Tresoldi151,
A. Tricoli27, I. M. Trigger163a, S. Trincaz-Duvoid83, M. F. Tripiana13, W. Trischuk161, B. Trocmé58, A. Trofymov45,

123



171 Page 26 of 32 Eur. Phys. J. C (2018) 78 :171

C. Troncon94a, M. Trottier-McDonald16, M. Trovatelli172, L. Truong167a,167c, M. Trzebinski42, A. Trzupek42,
K. W. Tsang62a, J.C-L. Tseng122, P. V. Tsiareshka95, G. Tsipolitis10, N. Tsirintanis9, S. Tsiskaridze13, V. Tsiskaridze51,
E. G. Tskhadadze54a, K. M. Tsui62a, I. I. Tsukerman99, V. Tsulaia16, S. Tsuno69, D. Tsybychev150, Y. Tu62b,
A. Tudorache28b, V. Tudorache28b, T. T. Tulbure28a, A. N. Tuna59, S. A. Tupputi22a,22b, S. Turchikhin68, D. Turgeman175,
I. Turk Cakir4b,aw, R. Turra94a, P. M. Tuts38, G. Ucchielli22a,22b, I. Ueda69, M. Ughetto148a,148b, F. Ukegawa164, G. Unal32,
A. Undrus27, G. Unel166, F. C. Ungaro91, Y. Unno69, C. Unverdorben102, J. Urban146b, P. Urquijo91, P. Urrejola86, G. Usai8,
J. Usui69, L. Vacavant88, V. Vacek130, B. Vachon90, C. Valderanis102, E. Valdes Santurio148a,148b, S. Valentinetti22a,22b,
A. Valero170, L. Valéry13, S. Valkar131, A. Vallier5, J. A. Valls Ferrer170, W. Van Den Wollenberg109, H. van der Graaf109,
P. van Gemmeren6, J. Van Nieuwkoop144, I. van Vulpen109, M. C. van Woerden109, M. Vanadia135a,135b, W. Vandelli32,
A. Vaniachine160, P. Vankov109, G. Vardanyan180, R. Vari134a, E. W. Varnes7, C. Varni53a,53b, T. Varol43, D. Varouchas119,
A. Vartapetian8, K. E. Varvell152, J. G. Vasquez179, G. A. Vasquez34b, F. Vazeille37, T. Vazquez Schroeder90,
J. Veatch57, V. Veeraraghavan7, L. M. Veloce161, F. Veloso128a,128c, S. Veneziano134a, A. Ventura76a,76b, M. Venturi172,
N. Venturi161, A. Venturini25, V. Vercesi123a, M. Verducci136a,136b, W. Verkerke109, J. C. Vermeulen109, M. C. Vetterli144,d,
N. Viaux Maira34b, O. Viazlo84, I. Vichou169,*, T. Vickey141, O. E. Vickey Boeriu141, G. H. A. Viehhauser122,
S. Viel16, L. Vigani122, M. Villa22a,22b, M. Villaplana Perez94a,94b, E. Vilucchi50, M. G. Vincter31, V. B. Vinogradov68,
A. Vishwakarma45, C. Vittori22a,22b, I. Vivarelli151, S. Vlachos10, M. Vlasak130, M. Vogel178, P. Vokac130, G. Volpi126a,126b,
H. von der Schmitt103, E. von Toerne23, V. Vorobel131, K. Vorobev100, M. Vos170, R. Voss32, J. H. Vossebeld77, N. Vranjes14,
M. Vranjes Milosavljevic14, V. Vrba130, M. Vreeswijk109, R. Vuillermet32, I. Vukotic33, P. Wagner23, W. Wagner178,
J. Wagner-Kuhr102, H. Wahlberg74, S. Wahrmund47, J. Wakabayashi105, J. Walder75, R. Walker102, W. Walkowiak143,
V. Wallangen148a,148b, C. Wang35b, C. Wang36b,ax, F. Wang176, H. Wang16, H. Wang3, J. Wang45, J. Wang152, Q. Wang115,
R. Wang6, S. M. Wang153, T. Wang38, W. Wang153,ay, W. Wang36a,as, Z. Wang36c, C. Wanotayaroj118, A. Warburton90,
C. P. Ward30, D. R. Wardrope81, A. Washbrook49, P. M. Watkins19, A. T. Watson19, M. F. Watson19, G. Watts140,
S. Watts87, B. M. Waugh81, A. F. Webb11, S. Webb86, M. S. Weber18, S. W. Weber177, S. A. Weber31, J. S. Webster6,
A. R. Weidberg122, B. Weinert64, J. Weingarten57, C. Weiser51, H. Weits109, P. S. Wells32, T. Wenaus27, T. Wengler32,
S. Wenig32, N. Wermes23, M. D. Werner67, P. Werner32, M. Wessels60a, K. Whalen118, N. L. Whallon140, A. M. Wharton75,
A. S. White92, A. White8, M. J. White1, R. White34b, D. Whiteson166, F. J. Wickens133, W. Wiedenmann176, M. Wielers133,
C. Wiglesworth39, L. A. M. Wiik-Fuchs23, A. Wildauer103, F. Wilk87, H. G. Wilkens32, H. H. Williams124, S. Williams109,
C. Willis93, S. Willocq89, J. A. Wilson19, I. Wingerter-Seez5, E. Winkels151, F. Winklmeier118, O. J. Winston151,
B. T. Winter23, M. Wittgen145, M. Wobisch82,u, T. M. H. Wolf109, R. Wolff88, M. W. Wolter42, H. Wolters128a,128c,
V. W. S. Wong171, S. D. Worm19, B. K. Wosiek42, J. Wotschack32, K. W. Wozniak42, M. Wu33, S. L. Wu176, X. Wu52,
Y. Wu92, T. R. Wyatt87, B. M. Wynne49, S. Xella39, Z. Xi92, L. Xia35c, D. Xu35a, L. Xu27, B. Yabsley152, S. Yacoob147a,
D. Yamaguchi159, Y. Yamaguchi120, A. Yamamoto69, S. Yamamoto157, T. Yamanaka157, K. Yamauchi105, Y. Yamazaki70,
Z. Yan24, H. Yang36c, H. Yang16, Y. Yang153, Z. Yang15, W-M. Yao16, Y. C. Yap83, Y. Yasu69, E. Yatsenko5,
K. H. Yau Wong23, J. Ye43, S. Ye27, I. Yeletskikh68, E. Yigitbasi24, E. Yildirim86, K. Yorita174, K. Yoshihara124,
C. Young145, C. J. S. Young32, D. R. Yu16, J. Yu8, J. Yu67, S. P. Y. Yuen23, I. Yusuff30,az, B. Zabinski42, G. Zacharis10,
R. Zaidan13, A. M. Zaitsev132,am, N. Zakharchuk45, J. Zalieckas15, A. Zaman150, S. Zambito59, D. Zanzi91, C. Zeitnitz178,
A. Zemla41a, J. C. Zeng169, Q. Zeng145, O. Zenin132, T. Ženiš146a, D. Zerwas119, D. Zhang92, F. Zhang176, G. Zhang36a,as,
H. Zhang35b, J. Zhang6, L. Zhang51, L. Zhang36a, M. Zhang169, P. Zhang35b, R. Zhang23, R. Zhang36a,ax, X. Zhang36b,
Y. Zhang35a,35d, Z. Zhang119, X. Zhao43, Y. Zhao36b,ba, Z. Zhao36a, A. Zhemchugov68, B. Zhou92, C. Zhou176, L. Zhou43,
M. Zhou35a,35d, M. Zhou150, N. Zhou35c, C. G. Zhu36b, H. Zhu35a, J. Zhu92, Y. Zhu36a, X. Zhuang35a, K. Zhukov98,
A. Zibell177, D. Zieminska64, N. I. Zimine68, C. Zimmermann86, S. Zimmermann51, Z. Zinonos103, M. Zinser86,
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