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Abstract

The ALICE experiment at the LHC has studieqyJdroduction at mid-rapidity in pp collisions at
\/S =7 TeV through its electron pair decay on a data sample qooreting to an integrated lu-
minosity Liy = 5.6nb1. The fraction of Jy from the decay of long-lived beauty hadrons was
determined for Jp candidates with transverse momentygt> 1.3 GeVk and rapidity|y| < 0.9.
The cross section for promptyl/mesons, i.e. directly produced/dand prompt decays of heavier
charmonium states such as #€2S) and xc resonances, i8pomptyy (Pt > 1.3 GeV/c, |y| < 0.9)

= 8.3+ 0.8(stat) + 1.1(syst) '3 (systpol.) ub. The cross section for the production of b-hadrons
decaying to Jp with p; > 1.3 GeVk and|y| < 0.9 is 03y ng (Pt > 1.3 GeV/c, |y| < 0.9) = 1.46

+ 0.38 (stat.)" 335 (syst.)ub. The results are compared to QCD model predictions. Thpesbé
the p; andy distributions of b-quarks predicted by perturbative QCDdelccalculations are used to
extrapolate the measured cross section to derive thealr total cross section andrgdy at mid-
rapidity.

*See AppendikA for the list of collaboration members
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1 Introduction

The production of both charmonium mesons and beauty-flagbbadrons, referred to as b-hadrons or
hg in this paper, in hadronic interactions represents a chgilhgy testing ground for models based on
Quantum ChromoDynamics (QCD).

The mechanisms of g/ production operate at the boundary of the perturbative anmdperturbative
regimes of QCD. At hadron colliders,/foroduction was extensively studied at the Tevatfon [1-4] an
RHIC [5]. Measurements in the new energy domain of the Largdrbh Collider (LHC) can contribute
to a deeper understanding of the physics of the hadropriotuptocesses. The first LHC experimen-
tal results on the J/ transverse momentunpy) differential cross sections [[6=10] are well described
by various theoretical approachés][11-14]. Among thosaltsegshe ALICE Collaboration reported the
measurement of the rapidity)(and transverse momentum dependence of inclusiyepddduction in
proton—proton (pp) collisions afs= 7 TeV [9]. The inclusive Jp yield is composed of three contribu-
tions: prompt W produced directly in the proton-proton collision, prompp produced indirectly (via
the decay of heavier charmonium states suclyceend ¢(2S)), and non-prompt J/ from the decay of
b-hadrons. Other LHC experiments have separated the pamdpton-prompt ## component [6-8,10].
However, at mid-rapidity, only the higpr part of the differential d,,,/dp; distribution was measured
(pt > 6.5 GeVk), i.e. a small fraction (few percent) of thg-integrated cross section.

The measurement of the production of b-hadrons in pp cofissat the LHC provides a way to test, in a
new energy domain, calculations of QCD processes baseddadtorization approach. In this scheme,
the cross sections are computed as a convolution of therpdistribution functions of the incoming
protons, the partonic hard scattering cross sections, lenftagmentation functions. Measurements of
cross sections for beauty quark production in high-ene@grdnic interactions have been done in the
past at p'p colliders at center-of-mass energies from 630[C#(16] to 1.96 TeV[[2, 17=19] and in p-
nucleus collisions with beam energies from 800 to 920 GeV.[Z8e LHC experiments have reported
measurements of b-hadron production in pp collisiongst 7 TeV by studying either exclusive decays
of B mesons[[21=23] or semi-inclusive decays of b-hadroh8 [60[ 24, 25]. At mid-rapidity, the mea-
surements are available only foy of the b-hadrons larger thata 5 GeVEk, whereas the low, region

of the differential b-hadron cross sections, where the lfilthe b-hadrons is produced, has not been
studied.

In this paper, the measurement of the fraction gf ffom the decay of b-hadrons in pp collisions at
\/s= 17 TeV for Jiy in the ranges B < p; < 10 GeVEt and|y| < 0.9 is determined. This information

is combined with the previous inclusiveydtross section measurement reported by ALICE [9]. Prompt
J/y and b-hadron cross sections are thus determined at miditsagiown to the lowespy reach at the
LHC energy.

2 Experiment and data analysis

The ALICE experiment[[26] consists of a central barrel, covg the pseudorapidity regiom| < 0.9,

and a muon spectrometer with4 < n < —2.5 coverage. The results presented in this paper were
obtained with the central barrel tracking detectors, irtipalar the Inner Tracking System (IT$) [26,27]
and the Time Projection Chamber (TPC)|[28]. The ITS, whichsists of two innermost Silicon Pixel
Detector (SPD), two Silicon Drift Detector (SDD), and twoteuSilicon Strip Detector (SSD) layers,
provides up to six space points (hits) for each track. The T&&large cylindrical drift detector with

an active volume that extends over the ranges<85< 247 cm and-250< z < 250 cm in the radial
and longitudinal (beam) directions, respectively. The T@ides up to 159 space points per track and
charged particle identification via specific energy lods (dk) measurement.

The event sample, corresponding t6 8 10° minimum bias events and an integrated luminokity =
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5.6nb1, event selection and track quality cuts used for the measemeof the inclusive § production

at mid-rapidity [9] were also adopted in this analysis. Inticalar, an event with a reconstructed vertex
positionz, was accepted ifz,| < 10 cm. The tracks were required to have a minimpyof 1 GeVk, a
minimum number of 70 TPC space pointsy4aper space point of the momentum fit lower than 4, and
to point back to the interaction vertex within 1 cm in the se@rse plane. At least one hit in either of the
two layers of the SPD was required. For tracks passing thésten, the average number of hits in the
six ITS layers was 4.5-4.7, depending on the data takinggeihe electron identification was based
on the specific energy loss in the TPC:80 inclusion cut around the Bethe-Bloch fit for electrons
and £3.50 (£30) exclusion cut for pions (protons) were employed [9]. Hiatlectron or positron
candidates compatible, together with an opposite changdidate, with being products gfconversions
(the invariant mass of the pair being smaller than 100 Mé&were removed, in order to reduce the
combinatorial background. It was verified, using a Montel@simulation, that this procedure does not
affect the J@ signal. In this analysis, opposite-sign (OS) electronpwiere divided in three “types”:
type “first-first” (FF) corresponds to the case when both the electron and thegoiave hits in the
first pixel layer, type “first-second’HS) are those pairs where one of them has a hit in the first layer an
the other does not, while for the type “second-secor&B) feither of them has a hit in the first layer.
The candidates of typ8S, which correspond to about 10% of the total, were discardestd the worse
spatial resolution of the associated decay vertex.

A detailed description of the track and vertex reconstarcfrocedures can be found in [29]. The pri-
mary vertex was determined via an analyteminimization method in which tracks are approximated as
straight lines after propagation to their common point okeist approach. The vertex fit was constrained
in the transverse plane using the information on the pasitiod spread of the luminous region. The
latter was determined from the distribution of primary &t reconstructed over the run. Typically, the
transverse position of the vertex has a resolution thatesfigm 40um in low-multiplicity events with
less than 10 charged patrticles per unit of rapidity to ab@utith in events with a multiplicity of about
40. For each # candidate a specific primary vertex was also calculated lojuding the Jy decay
tracks, in order to estimate a systematic uncertaintyedl&d the evaluation of the primary vertex in the
case of events with non-prompt/d/as discussed in sectibh 3. The decay vertex of fiecdhdidate was
computed with the same analyti@ minimization as for the primary vertex, using the two deaagks
only and without the constraint of the luminous region.

The measurement of the fraction of theyJyfield coming from b-hadron decay$g, relies on the dis-
crimination of JIy mesons produced at a distance from the pp collision vertdre signed projection
of the J{p flight distance onto its transverse momentum veqﬁ;yr‘{’ , was constructed according to the
formula

Ly=L-5*/p", 1)

whereL is the vector from the primary vertex to theydtecay vertex. The variable, referred to
as “pseudoproper decay length” in the following, was intreed to separate promptydfrom those
produced by the decay of b-hadrﬂns
C-Ly-m
x= 5 2
P

wheremy,,, is the (world average) @/ mass([30].

For events with very low # p;, the non-negligible amount off/with large opening angle between its
flight direction and that of the b-hadron impairs the sepamnagbility. Monte Carlo simulation shows

1 The variablex, which was introduced i [1], mimics a similar variable ugedb-hadron lifetime measurements where

b-hadrons are reconstructed exclusively and thereforendes andp; of the b-hadron can be used in place of those of thg J/

L C-Lyy'Mp-had
to getCT = m/ = g%)—hadroi o
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that the detector resolution allows the determination effthction of J{J from the decay of b-hadrons
for events with 3 p; greater than 1.3 Ge¥/

An unbinned 2-dimensional likelihood fit was used to deteerthe ratio of the non-prompt to inclu-
sive JIy production and the ratio of ¢/ signal candidates (the sum of both prompt and non-prompt
components) to the total number of candidatieg, by maximizing the quantity

InL = ilnF(x, Moo ), (3)

wheremg: ¢ is the invariant mass of the electron pair avib the total number of candidates in the range
2.4 <Mgie < 4.0 GeVE?. The expression foF (X,Mere ) iS

F(X,Mere-) = fsig- Fsig(X) - Msig(Me+e- ) + (1 — fsig) - Fakg(X) - Mekg(Me+e- ), (4)

whereFsjg(X) andFgig(X) are Probability Density Functions (PDFs) describing theup®proper decay
length distribution for signal and background candidatespectivelyMsjg(Me+e- ) andMgyg(Me+e- ) are
the PDFs describing the dielectron invariant mass digiohs for the signal and background, respec-
tively. A Crystal Ball function|[[31] is used for the former @an exponential function for the latter. The
signal PDF is given by

Fsig(X) = g - Fa(X) + (1 — fg) - Foromp(X), ()

where Fyrompi(X) and Fg(x) are the PDFs for prompt and non-prompiyJfespectively, andy is the
fraction of reconstructed non-prompt/d/

o NJ/lﬂ(th
N3/« g + Noromptyy

fa (6)
which can differ (see below) frorfg due to different acceptance and reconstruction efficiefipyampt
and non-prompt 4. The distribution of non-prompt ¢/ is the convolution of the distribution of J{U
from b-hadron events(g (x), and the experimental resolution &nRype(X), Which depends on the type
of candidate kF or FS),

Fa(X) = X8(X) @ Rype(X —X). ()

Promptly produced §/ mesons decay at the primary vertex, and their pseudopramarydength distri-
bution is thus simply described Bype(X):

Forompt(X) = 8(X) @ Rype(X —X) = Reype(X). (8)

The resolution function is described by the sum of two Gaussiand a power law function reflected
aboutx = 0 and was determined, as a function of geof the JIy, with a Monte Carlo simulation
study. In this simulation, which utilizes GEANTB [32] andcorporates a detailed description of the
detector material, geometry, and response, promptwiére generated with g distribution extrapo-
lated from CDF measurementis [1] ang distribution parameterization taken from Color Evapamati
Model (CEM) calculations [33]. Theseydtvere individually injected into proton—proton collisiossn-
ulated using the PYTHIA 6.4.21 event generator| [34, 35], eewbnstructed as for )/ candidates in
data. A data-driven method (discussed in sedfilon 3) wasdageloped and used to estimate the sys-
tematic uncertainty related to this procedure. The MontddCadistribution of J{y from the decay
of b-hadrons produced in proton-proton collisions simedatsing the PYTHIA 6.4.21 event genera-
tor [3435] with Perugia-0 tuning [36] was taken as the teateofor thex distribution of b-hadron events
in data, xg(x). A second template, used to estimate the systematic umtgrtevas obtained by de-
caying the simulated b-hadrons using the EvtGen packaded8@ describing the final state radiation
(“internal” bremsstrahlung) using PHOTOS [38] 39].
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Fig. 1: Invariant mass (left panel) and pseudoproper decay lengiht(panel) distributions of opposite sign
electron pairs foty; | < 0.9 andpf/w > 1.3 GeVkt with superimposed projections of the maximum likelihood fit
The latter distribution is limited to the )/ candidates under the mass peak, i.e. {822 m:. < 3.16 GeV£t?,
for display purposes only. The? values of these projections are reported for both distidimst

For the backgrouna distribution, Fgg(x), the functional form employed by CDEI[1] was used,
Faig(X) =(1— 1 — f — fsym)Rype(X)

_ f
+ Ee—%/)‘+9(xl)+f_ex/)\79(_)()+ﬂe—lf\/)‘sym ®Rtype(x’_x)’
)\+ A— sym

9)

wheref(x) is the step functionf, f_ and fsym are the fractions of three components with positive, neg-
ative and symmetric decay length exponential distribjorspectively. The effective parametars,

A_ andAsym, and optionally also the corresponding fractions, weremteined, prior to the likelihood fit
maximization, with a fit to the distribution in the sidebands of the dielectron invariargss distribu-
tion, defined as the regions 1.8—2.6 and 3.2-5.0 GeWhe introduction of these components is needed
because the background consists also of random combisatioelectrons from semi-leptonic decays
of charm and beauty hadrons, which tend to produce positixadues, as well as of other secondary or
mis-reconstructed tracks which contribute both to positind negative values. The first term in ef]] 9,
proportional toRype(X), describes the residual combinatorics of primary paicle

In figure[d the distributions of the invariant mass and theaigdeproper decay length, the latter restricted
to candidates with 2 < ms: < 3.16 GeVL?, for opposite-sign electron pairs with > 1.3 GeVkt
are shown with superimposed projections of the maximuniiliked fit result.

The value of the fit paramete, provides the fraction of non-prompty/which were reconstructed.
In principle prompt and non-prompty/can have different acceptance times efficien&y () values.
This can happen because of two effects: the A x € depends on the of the J{y and prompt and
non-prompt 3 have differentp; distributions within the considerep range;(ii) at a givenp;, prompt
and non-prompt @ can have different polarization and, therefore, a diffeteptance. The fraction
of non-prompt 3, corrected for these effects, was obtained as

/ -1
fB:<1+1;fB- (Axe)s > | (10)

g (AXE)prompt

where (A x €)g and (A x &) prompt are the average acceptance times efficiency values, in tisidered
p: range and for the assumed polarization state, of non-pramghprompt Jf, respectively. The accep-
tance times efficiencyX(x €) varies very smoothly withp; and, for unpolarized §/ in the p; range from
1.3 to 10 GeW¢, has a minimum of 8% at 2 GeWAnd a broad maximum of 12% at 7 Ge\9]. As a
consequence, thé x €) values of prompt and non-prompyddiffer by about 3% only in this integrated
p; range.
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The central values of the resulting cross sections are duagsuming both prompt and non-prompp J/

to be unpolarized and the variations due to different assiompare estimated as a separate systematic
uncertainty. The polarization of §J/ from b-hadron decays is expected to be much smaller than for
prompt Jiy due to the averaging effect caused by the admixture of vaaalusive B— J/( + X decay
channels. In fact, the sizeable polarization, which is plese when the polarization axis refers to the
B-meson direction [40], is strongly smeared when calcdlatih respect to the direction of the daughter
JIY [7], as indeed observed by CDE [2]. Therefore, these vanatiwill be calculated in the two cases
of prompt Ji with fully transverse { = 1) or longitudinal f = —1) polarization, in the Collins-Soper
(CS) and helicity (HE) reference fran&$he non-prompt component being left unpolarized.

Despite the small §/ candidate yield, amounting to about 400 counts, the datalsacould be divided
into four p¢ bins (1.3-3, 3-5, 5-7 and 7-10 Ge)//and the fractionfg was evaluated in each of them
with the same technique. At loy the statistics is higher, but the resolution is worse andsitpeal over
background,S/B, is smaller (i.e.fsiq is smaller). At highp, the statistics is smaller, but the resolution
improves and the background becomes negligible. In figuhe 2istributions of the invariant mass and
of the pseudoproper decay length are shown in diffepeiins with superimposed results of the fits.

3 Systematic uncertainties

The different contributions to the systematic uncertamtaffecting the measurement of the fraction of
J/y from the decay of b-hadrons are discussed in the followiefgrring to the integrateg; range, and
summarized in tablgl 1.

— Resolution function. The resolution function was determined from a Monte Carnousation, as
discussed above. The fits were repeated by artificially ipoujfthe resolution function, according

to the formula
1 X
Rt,ype(x) - 1+5Rtype 1+0)°

where d is a constant representing the desired relative variatioth@ RMS of the resolution
function. Studies on track distance of closest approactheégptimary interaction vertex in the
bending planedp) show that thep; dependence of thdy resolution as measured in the data is
reproduced within about 10% by the Monte Carlo simulatid®j [But with a systematically worse
resolution in data. For thg variable a similar direct comparison to data is not strdayiatard,
however, the residual discrepancy is not expected to ber&ngn that observed fak.

The variations offg obtained in the likelihood fit results by varyinly from —5% to +10% are
+8% and —15%, respectively, and they were assumed as themstet uncertainty due to this
contribution.

An alternative, data-driven, approach was also considerae x distribution of the signal, com-
posed of prompt and non-promptid/was obtained by subtracting tialistribution of the back-
ground, measured in the sidebands of the invariant masgdt&bn. This distribution is then fitted
by fixing the ratio of prompt to non-promptyl/to that obtained from the likelihood fit and leaving
free the parameters of the resolution function. The RMS effitted resolution function is found
to be 8% larger than the one determined using the Monte Cianlgiation, hence within the range
of variation assumed fab.

— Pseudoproper decay length distribution of background.The shape of the combinatorial back-
ground was determined from a fit to thdistribution of candidates in the sidebands of the invarian
mass distribution. By varying the fit parameters within tlegrors an envelope of distributions was

2The polar angle distribution of theyl/decay leptons is given byNydcosd = 1+ A cos 6.
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Fig. 2: Invariant mass (left panels) and pseudoproper decay ldngtit panels) distributions in differeng; bins
with superimposed projections of the maximum likelihoodTite x2 values of these projections are also reported
for all distributions.

obtained, whose extremes were used in the likelihood fitacgbf the most probable distribution.
The variations in the result of the fit were determined andpéelb as systematic uncertainties.
Also, it was verified that the distribution obtained for like-sign (LS) candidates, wiltivariant
mass in the range from 2.92 to 3.16 Ge¥/tomplementary to the sidebands, is best fitted by a
distribution which falls within the envelope of the OS distitions. Finally, the likelihood fit was
repeated by relaxing, one at a time, the parameters of tratifunal form (eq[P) and it was found
that the values ofg were within the estimated uncertainties. The estimatetesyatic uncertainty

is 6%.

— Pseudoproper decay length distribution of b-hadronsThe fits were also done using as template
for thex distribution of b-hadronsyg (x), that obtained by the EvtGen packagel[37], and describing
the final state radiation using PHOTQS][38,39]. The centrhles of the fits differ by a few percent
at most and the resulting systematic uncertainty is 3%.

— Invariant mass distributions. The likelihood method was used in this analysis to fit simulta
neously the invariant mass distribution, which is sensitiy the ratio of signal to all candidates
(fsig), and thex distribution, which determines the ratio of non-prompt ignal candidatesfg).
The statistical uncertainties on these quantities wereetbiee evaluated together, including the
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effects of correlations. However, the choice of the funttiescribing the invariant mass distri-
bution, as well as the procedure, can introduce systematiertainties in the evaluation dg.
Different approaches were therefore considef@dhe functional form describing the background
was changed into an exponential plus a constant and the éateq(ii) the background was de-
scribed using the LS distribution and the signal was obthine subtracting the LS from the OS
distributions. The signal and the background shapes weeerdimed withy? minimizations. Both
functional forms, exponential and exponential plus a amstvere considered for the background.
The likelihood fit was then performed again to determfiggland fsig); (iii) the same procedure
as in(ii) was used, but additionallysig was estimateé priori using a bin counting method][9]
instead of the integrals of the best fit functions. The maxmiikelihood fit was performed with
fsig fixed to this new value(iv) and(v) the same procedures as(ii) and(iii) were used but with
the background described by a track rotation (TR) method [9]

Half of the difference between the maximum and minimégnalues obtained with the different
methods was assumed as systematic uncertainty. It amauait®tt 6%.

— Primary vertex. The effect of excluding the decay tracks of thgy #andidate in the computation
of the primary vertex was studied with the Monte Carlo sirtiala on the one hand, for the prompt
JIy, thex resolution function is degraded, due to the fact that twanpttracks are not used in the
computation of the vertex, which is thus determined witls lescuracy. The effect on the resolution
is p; dependent, with the RMS of thedistribution of prompt 1y increasing by 15% at loye; and
by 7% at highp;. On the other hand, for non-prompt/J& bias on thex determination should be
reduced. The bias consists in an average shift of the priwventgx towards the secondary decay
vertex of the b-hadrons, which is reflected in a shift of themef thex distribution by about 41m
for the pi-integrated distribution. However, the shift jis and “type” dependent. In some cases
the bias is observed in the opposite direction and is enldblogeemoving the decay tracks of the
candidate. This can happen since b-quarks are always @dda@airs. If a charged track from
the fragmentation of the second b-quark also enters thetmuee, it can pull the primary vertex
position towards the opposite direction. In the end, treefthe primary vertex was computed
without removing the decay tracks of the candidates. Tanedgé the systematic uncertainty, the
analysis was repeated by eitH@ removing the decay tracks in the computation of the primary
vertex and using the corresponding worse resolution fondti the fit or (ii) keeping those tracks
and introducing amd hoc shift in the distribution of the(g (x), equal to that observed in the Monte
Carlo simulation for non-prompt . The contribution to the systematic uncertainty is about 5%

— MC p; spectrum. The ratio%t in eq.[10 was computed using MC simulations: promgt J/
were generated with thg distribution extrapolated from CDF measuremenis [1] amdyttistri-
bution parameterized from CEM[33]; b-hadrons were gererasing the PYTHIA 6.4.21[34,35]
event generator with Perugia-0 tunirig [36]. By varying tiveragep; of the JI distributions
within a factor 2, a 1.5% variation in the acceptance wasinbtaboth for prompt and non-prompt
Jiy. Such a small value is a consequence of the wealependence of the acceptance. For the
measurement integrated ov@r(p;> 1.3 GeVk), theA x € values of prompt and non-prompt/d/
differ by about 3% only. The uncertainty due to Monte Canialistributions is thus estimated to
be 1%. When estimatinés in p; bins, this uncertainty is negligible.

— Polarization. The variations offg obtained assuming different polarization scenarios fer th
prompt component only were evaluated, as discussed inosé¢gtiand are reported in tadlé 1.
The maximum variations are quoted as separate errors.

The study of systematic uncertainties was repeated as &doraf p;. In table[1 the results are sum-
marized for the integrateg, range @; > 1.3 GeVk) and for the lowest (1.3-3 GeWd)/ and highest
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Table 1: Systematic uncertainties (in percent) on the measurenfehedraction of Jiy from the decay of b-
hadrons,fg. The variations offg are also reported, with respect to the case of both promphaneprompt 3y
unpolarized, when assuming the prompt component with gdegarization.

Source Systematic uncertainty (%)
p: integrated| lowestp; bin | highestp; bin
Resolution function +8, —15 +15, =25 +2, -3
x distribution of background +6 +13 +1
x distribution of b-hadrons +3 +3 +2
Me: o distributions +6 +11 +4
Primary vertex +4, -5 +4 +4, -8
MC p; spectrum +1 0 0
Total +12,-18 +23, -30 +6, -9
Polarization (prompt J)
Csp=-1 +13 +22 +5
CSQA=+1) -10 -19 -3
HEQA =-1) +17 +19 +11
HE A =+1) -14 -16 -8

(7-10 GeVe) p; bins. All systematic uncertainties increase with decreapj, except the one related to
the primary vertex measurement.

4 Results

4.1 Fraction of J/y from the decay of b-hadrons

The fraction of Jpy from the decay of b-hadrons in the experimentally accesdilnlematic rangep; >
1.3 GeVkt and|y| < 0.9, which is referred to as “measured region” in the followirgy

fg = 0.149+ 0.037(stat)fg;g%g(syst)fgigéig:ij)n (systpol.).

The fractions measured in thpg bins are reported in tablé 2 and shown in figure 3. In the figheedata
symbols are placed at the average value ofghdistribution of each bin. The average was computed
using the above mentioned Monte Carlo distributions: the lmsed on the CDF extrapolation [33] and
that using PYTHIA [[34, 35] with Perugia-0 tuning_[36] for pnpt and non-prompt {§/, respectively,
weighted by the measurefy. In figure[3 the results of the ATLAS[8] and CMS&[10] experingn
measured at mid-rapidity for the same colliding system #&e shown. The ALICE results extend the
mid-rapidity measurements down to lgw

4.2 Prompt J/ production

By combining the measurement of the inclusivgy &toss section, which was determined as described
in [9], and thefg value, the prompt J/ cross section was obtained:

Oprompt Jy = (1_ fB) : GJ/!,U- (11)

The numerical values of the inclusivae/dtross section in th@ ranges used for this analysis are sum-
marized in tablé2. In the measured region the integratedscsection iS0,ompt yy (Yl < 0.9, pt >

1.3GeV/c) =8.3+0.8(stat) + 1.1(syst)j:imii)l ub. The systematic uncertainties related to the un-

known polarization are quoted for the reference frame whieeg are the largest.

2
The differential distributioncmd"'sti”c‘js}” is shown as a function g in figure[d andw""a+"t” is plotted in

figure[3. The numerical values are summarized in thble 2. wdig the statistical and all systematic
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Fig. 3: The fraction of Ji from the decay of b-hadrons as a functionppfof J/iy compared with results from
ATLAS [8] and CMS [10] in pp collisions a{/s =7 TeV.

errors are added in quadrature for better visibility, whilefigure[3 the error bar shows the quadratic
sum of statistical and systematic errors, except for thé&o3systematic uncertainty on luminosity and
the 1% on the branching rati®R), which are added in quadrature and shown as box. The resdtgn

in figures[4 and15 assume unpolarizeq production. Systematic uncertainties due to the unknown
JIY polarization are not shown. Results by the CMS [6, 10], LHZband ATLAS [8] Collaborations
are shown for comparison. Also for these data the unceiaimue to luminosity and to thBR are
shown separately (boxes) in figure 5, while the error barsessmt the statistical and the other sources
of systematic uncertainties added in quadrature.

The ALICE dzap“’#"gw measurement at mid-rapidity (left panel of figlie 4) is coenpéntary to the data
of CMS, available foy| < 0.9 andp; > 8 GeVk, and ATLAS, which covers the regidg| < 0.75 and

p: > 7 GeVk. In the right panel of figur€l4, the ALICE results are compai@dext-to-leading order
(NLO) non-relativistic QCD (NRQCD) theoretical calculatis by M. Butenschdn and B.A. Kniehl[12]
and Y.-Q. Ma et al.[[13]. Both calculations include colanglet (CS), color-octet (CO), and heavier
charmonium feed-down contributions. For one of the two ne@®!. Butenschon and B.A. Kniehl)
the partial results with only the CS contribution are alsovgh. The comparison suggests that the CO
processes are indispensable to describe the data also gd;.loWhe results are also compared to the
model of V.A. Saleev et al[ [14], which includes the conttibn of partonic sub-processes involving
t-channel parton exchanges and provides a prediction doywn-t 0.

The ALICE result forw‘”#‘“” (figure[), which equals

dTprompt gy

dy

was obtained by subtracting from the inclusivey &toss section measured fpy> 0 that of J{y coming
from b-hadron decays. The latter was determined, as disduaghe next section, by extrapolating the
cross section from the measured region dowpto- O using an implementation of pQCD calculations
at fixed order with next-to leading-log resummation (FONL#Y]. The extrapolation uncertainty is
negligible with respect to the other systematic unceri@sntin figure b the CMS and LHCb results for

—5.89+ O.60(stat)fgjgg(syst)fgjgf(extr.)fégggﬂij)n ub,
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Table 2: The fraction of Jy from the decay of b-hadrons and cross sections. Some of thigilmations to the
systematic uncertainty do not dependmnthus affecting only the overall normalization, and theg separately
quoted (correl.). The contributions which dependmneven when they are correlated bin by bin, were included
among the non-correlated systematic errors. The valuép:pfvere computed using Monte Carlo distributions
(see text for details).

Pt (pt) Measured Systematic uncertainties
(GeV/c) (GeV/c) quantity Correl.  Non-correl.  Extrap. Polariz., CS  PolarizE
fg (%)
1.3-3.0 2.02 @+7.4 0 +2.1,-2.8 0 +2.0,-1.7 +1.7,-1.5
3.0-5.0 3.65 13+38 0 +15,-21 O +1.3,-1.0 +2.1,-3.0
5.0-7.0 5.75 22472 0 +1.6,-2.1 0 +0.2,-0.2 +3.5,-2.6
7.0-10.0 8.06 30+138 O +1.8,-2.8 0 +1.5,-0.9 +3.4,-2.5
pt>13 285 149+3.7 0 +1.8,-2.7 0 +1.9,-1.5 +2.5,-2.1
pt >0 241 143+3.6 0 +1.8,-2.6 +0.2,-0.5 +2.4,-1.6 +2.5,-1.9
b
o0y, /dydp (GQV/C>
1.3-3.0 2.02 1788210 465 +250 0 +400,-320  +330, -280
3.0-5.0 3.65 715125  +25 +90 0 +50, —60 +170, 90
5.0-7.0 5.74 40570 +15 +45 0 +1, -3 +50, —50
7.0-10.0 8.06 68 25 +2 +12 0 +2,-3 +5, -6
2 b
d Gprompt.yt,u/dydpt (%m)
1.3-3.0 2.02 160& 230 +60 +230 0 +400, -320  +330, —280
3.0-5.0 3.65 626:110 +20 +80 0 +50, —60 +170, —90
5.0-70 5.74 318:60 +10 +35 0 +1,-3 +50, -50
7.0-10.0 8.03 46-18 +1 +8 0 +2, -3 +5, —6
Tprompt Jy (IY3/y| < 0.9)  (ub)
pt >1.3 2.81 83+0.8 +11 0 +1.0,-1.2 +1.5,-1.4
pt >0 2.37 106+1.1 +16 +0.06, -0.02 +1.6,-1.7 +1.9,-1.8
O3/y<hg (IY3/yl <0.9) (ub)
pt >1.3 3.07 146+0.38 +0.26, —0.32 0 0 0
pt >0 2.62 177+0.46 +0.32,-0.39 +0.02,-0.06 0 0
dop/dy] yl<og (Hb)
43+11 +9, -10 +0.6,-1.5 0 0
Oy (D)
282+ 74 +58, —68 +8, -7 0 0

the rapidity bins where th@; coverage extends down to zero were selected. For CMS, tlie Vai

1.6 < |y| < 2.4 was obtained by integrating the publish@dflqomptw/dptdy data [6]. The ALICE data
point at mid-rapidity complements the other LHC measurégmehprompt J@ production cross section
as a function of rapidity. It is worth noting that the uncertees of the data sets of the three experiments
are uncorrelated, except for that (negligible) of B, while within the same experiment most of the
systematic uncertainties are correlated. The predictiaihe® model by V.A. Saleev et al. [14] at mid-
rapidity providesda‘”ﬁTmptW = 7.8:%; ub, which, within the large band of theoretical uncertaigties in
agreement with our measurement.

4.3 Beauty hadron production

The cross section of / from b-hadrons decay was obtained@gy. n, = fs - 03/. In the measured
region it is
Oy ng (Pt > 1.3GeV/c, |y| < 0.9) = 1.46+ 0.38(stat) g 55(syst) ub.

This measurement can be compared to theoretical calcutabiased on the factorization approach. In
particular, the prediction of the FONLL[41], which des@tbwell the beauty production at Tevatron en-
ergy, provides([42] B3'533 ub, in good agreement with the measurement. For this calcal&@BEQ6.6
parton distribution functiond [43] were used and the theécak uncertainty was obtained by varying
the factorization and renormalization scalgs,and g, independently in the rangesso< pg/m; < 2,
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Fig. 4: W as a function ofy compared to results from ATLAS][8] and CMS[10] at mid-rapydieft panel)

and to theoretical calculations [12+14] (right panel). Emeor bars represent the quadratic sum of the statistical
and systematic uncertainties.

0.5 < ur/m < 2, with the constraint ® < ur/ug < 2, wherem, =/ p? + mg The beauty quark mass
was varied within 6 < m, < 5.0 GeVKZ.

The same FONLL calculations were used to extrapolate thescsection of non-prompt/down to
pr equal to zero. The extrapolation factor, which is equal 12752 was computed as the ratio of

the cross section fopf/‘p > 0 and|yy/y| < 0.9 to that in the measured regiopf/(w > 1.3 GeVk and
Yy wl < 0.9). Using the PYTHIA event generator with Perugia-O tuningtéad of FONLL provides
an extrapolation factor of.156. The measured cross section corresponds thus to ab#&ubBthe
pi-integrated cross section at mid-rapidity. Dividing by theidity rangeAy = 1.8 one obtains

do—J/l,U%hB

dy

In figure[® this measurement is plotted together with the LHi{}land CMS [6] data at forward rapidity.
For CMS the values for.2 < |y| < 1.6 and 16 < |y| < 2.4 were obtained by integrating the published
dzaJ/LL,H]B /dpdy data [6]; the value for 2 < |y| < 1.6 was also extrapolated fropf"" = 2.0 GeVk to

p: = 0, with the approach based on the FONLL calculations as uely described. The extrapolation
uncertainties are shown in figurk 6 as the slashed areas.efitr@lIdFONLL prediction and its uncertainty
band are also shown. A good agreement between data and thexogerved.

— 0.98+ 0.26(stat) 38 (syst) 992 (extr.) ub.

A similar procedure was used to derive tkﬁzdpjark-pair production cross section

h
doy;  doe™” y Oy (B > 1.3GeV/c, yyy| < 0.9) (12)
- h J ’
dy dy oj/z‘iyhB(pt/w > 1.3GeV/c, lyyy| < 0.9)

where the average branching fraction of inclusive b-haditenays to JJ measured at LER [44-146],
BR(h, — J/+ X) = (1.16+ 0.10)%, was used in the computation of/ﬁ‘fha. The extrapolation with
the FONLL calculations provides

di;b = 434 11(stat) 3o (syst) 92 (extr.) ub.
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Fig. 5: da""ﬁ%"" as a function ofy. The error bars represent the quadratic sum of the statistitd systematic
errors, while the systematic uncertainties on luminositygl Aranching ratio are shown as boxes around the data
points. The symbols are plotted at the center of each bin CIMi§ value was obtained by integrating the published
dzap,omptw/dptdy data measured for@8 < |y| < 2.4 [6]. The results obtained by LHCb|[7] and CMS are reflected
with respect toy = 0 (open symbols).

Using the PYTHIA event generator with Perugia-0 tuning fwilie EviGen package to describe the par-
ticle decays) instead of FONLL results in a central value @#44Q9) ub. A compilation of measure-
ments of d;/dy at mid-rapidity is plotted in figurEl7 as a function ¢f, with superimposed FONLL
predictions.

Finally, the total Ib cross section was obtained as

Oypeng (B > 1.3GeV/c, lyyy| < 0.9)
2. BR(h, — J/Y+X) ’

o (pp— bb+X) = asr (13)

whereay; is the ratio between the yield offl/mesons (from the decay of b-hadrons) in the full phase
space and the yield in the measured regdipn,| < 0.9 and pf/w > 1.3 GeVk. The FONLL calcula-
tions provideasr = 4.49"312 which producesr (pp — bb+X) = 282+ 74(stat) *25(syst) *§(extr.) ub.
The extrapolation factoes; was also estimated using PYTHIA with Perugia-0 tuning andhbto be
alYTHIA — 4.20. This measurement is in good agreement with those of thetLekperiment, namely
288+ 4(stat) +48(syst) ub and 284+ 20(stat) + 49(syst) ub, which were based on the measured

cross sections determined in the forward rapidity rangenfehadron decays int/ @X and BPuvX,
respectively[[7, 24].

5 Summary

Results on the production cross section of promgt dhd Jiy from the decay of b-hadrons at mid-
rapidity in pp collisions at/s= 7 TeV have been presented. The measured cross sections d&ve b
compared to theoretical predictions based on QCD and sefulin other experiments. Prompt/d/
production is well described by NLO NRQCD models that inelumblor-octet processes. The cross
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Fig. 6: Wﬁ’% as a function ofy. The error bars represent the quadratic sum of the statistitd systematic
errors, while the systematic uncertainties on luminositgt Aranching ratio are shown as boxes. The systematic
uncertainties on the extrapolation pp = 0 are indicated by the slashed areas. The CMS values weadebt

by integrating the publishedsz/wfromB/dptdy data measured for.2 < |y| < 1.6 and 16 < |y| < 2.4 [6]. The

results obtained in the forward region by LHCb [7] are refelotvith respect tg = 0 (open symbols). The FONLL
calculation[41],42] (and its uncertainty) is representgddlid (dashed) lines.

section of J@ from b-hadron decays is in good agreement with the FONLL iptieth, based on per-
turbative QCD. The ALICE results at mid-rapidity, coveriadower p; region down top; = 1.3 GeVL,
are complementary to those of the ATLAS and CMS experimeritsch are available for J/ p; above
6.5 GeVt. Using the shape of thg: andy distributions of b-quarks predicted by FONLL calculatipns
the mid-rapidity @ /dy and the total production cross section offairs were determined.
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