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Precision measurement of the mass difference between light nuclei and
anti-nuclei with the ALICE experiment at the LHC
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Abstract

We report on a measurement of the difference ∆µ = ∆(m/|z|) between the mass-over-charge ra-
tio of deuteron (d) and anti-deuteron (d), and 3He and 3He nuclei, carried out with ALICE (A
Large Ion Collider Experiment) in Pb–Pb collisions at a centre-of-mass energy per nucleon pair√

sNN = 2.76 TeV. Our measurement yields ∆µdd̄/µd = [0.9± 0.5(stat.)± 1.4(syst.)]× 10−4 and
∆µ3He3He/µ3He = [−1.2±0.9(stat.)±1.0(syst.)]×10−3. Combining these results with existing mea-
surements of the masses of the (anti-) nucleons, the relative binding energy differences are extracted,
∆εdd̄/εd = −0.04± 0.05(stat.)± 0.12(syst.) and ∆ε3He3He/ε3He = 0.24± 0.16(stat.)± 0.18(syst.).
These results test, to an unprecedented precision, the CPT invariance in the sector of light nuclei.
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1 Introduction

In ultra relativistic heavy-ion collisions a large amount of energy is deposited in a small volume, allowing
for the creation of the Quark Gluon Plasma [1], a phase of matter in which quarks and gluons, normally
confined within hadrons, are liberated. After its production, the created system expands and cools down,
and the transition into a hadron gas occurs. In the final state of this process a large and similar amount
of light nuclei and anti-nuclei is observed [2]. Their yields have been measured at the Relativistic Heavy
Ion Collider (RHIC) by the STAR [3] and PHENIX [4] experiments and at the Large Hadron Collider
(LHC) by the ALICE [5] experiment. To date, the heaviest anti-nucleus observed [2] is 4He (anti-α).
For lighter nuclei and anti-nuclei, which are more copiously produced, a detailed comparison of their
properties, such as mass and electric charge, is possible. This comparison represents an interesting test
of CPT symmetry [6, 7], which implies that all physics laws are the same under the simultaneous rever-
sal of charge(s) (charge conjugation C), reflection of spatial coordinates (parity transformation P) and
time inversion (T). Currently, the confirmation of CPT invariance is tested experimentally for elementary
fermions [8, 9] and bosons [10], and for Quantum Electrodynamics (QED) [11, 12] and Quantum Chro-
modynamics (QCD) systems [13–17] (a particular example for the latter being the measurements carried
out on neutral kaon decays [18]), with different levels of precision, spanning over several orders of mag-
nitude. The comparison of the mass and the electric charge of a matter particle with the corresponding
anti-matter particle, extended from (anti-)baryons to (anti-)nuclei, allows one to probe any difference in
the interactions between nucleons and anti-nucleons contributing to the (anti-)nuclei masses. This force
is a remnant of the underlying strong interaction among quarks and gluons that can be described by
effective theories [19], but not yet directly derived from QCD.

In this note we report the measurements of the difference of the mass-over-charge ratio for deuteron (d)
and anti-deuteron (d), and for 3He and 3He nuclei carried out with the ALICE detector in Pb–Pb col-
lisions at

√
sNN = 2.76 TeV. These measurements are also used to extract the relative binding energy

differences between each nuclear species and its anti-matter counterpart. Section 2 describes the ex-
perimental apparatus, the data analysis and the systematic uncertainties. We present the results and the
comparison with the published measurements in Section 3. The summary and conclusions are reported
in Section 4.

2 Experimental setup and data analysis

The measurements reported in this paper are based on the high-precision tracking and identification
capabilities of the ALICE experiment [20] at the LHC. The main detectors used are the ITS [21] (Inner
Tracking System), the TPC [22] (Time Projection Chamber), and the TOF [23] (Time Of Flight detector).
All three detectors are located inside a solenoidal magnet that produces a magnetic field of 0.5 T directed
along the beamline. The ITS, installed around the vacuum beam pipe, has an inner and outer radii of
3.9 cm and 43 cm respectively. It consists of six cylindrical layers: innermost two Silicon Pixel Detectors
(SPD), two Silicon Drift Detectors (SDD) in the middle, and outermost two Silicon Strip Detectors
(SSD). The ITS is used for track reconstruction of charged particles and provides precise determination
of the interaction-vertex position, with resolution better than 20 µm in central Pb–Pb collisions [21]. The
TPC surrounds the ITS; it has an inner radius of 85 cm, an external radius of 247 cm and a length along
the beam direction close to 500 cm. The TPC has a 90 m3 drift volume filled with Ne–CO2 mixture and is
divided into two halves by a central membrane, constituting a high-voltage cathode. The TPC end-plates
are equipped with Multi-Wire proportional chambers (MWPC). It is the main charged-particle tracking
detector of ALICE and provides also the specific energy loss measurement (dE/dx) with a resolution
better than 7% in Pb–Pb collisions [20]. The TOF detector is a large-area array of Multigap Resistive
Plate Chambers (MRPC), positioned at 370–399 cm from the beam axis and covering the full azimuth
and the pseudorapidity range |η | < 0.9. It provides the measurement of the time of flight (tTOF) of
particles with a resolution of 80 ps in Pb–Pb collisions [20].
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The analysis is performed using the Pb–Pb data sample collected in 2011, which corresponds to the
largest fraction of heavy-ion collisions collected by ALICE so far, at

√
sNN = 2.76 TeV. During the

Pb–Pb 2011 run, in order to enrich the selection of central and semi-central collisions1 and, at the same
time, to collect a sample of minimum-bias events for a reference, data were taken using several triggers in
parallel. The centrality triggers exploit the amplitude measured by the V0 detectors [25], two scintillator
arrays placed around the beam-pipe on either side of the interaction point, covering the pseudorapity
ranges −3.7 < η <−1.7 and 2.8 < η < 5.1. The minimum-bias trigger requires at least one hit in the
SPD and in both V0 detectors. To maximize the number of light (anti-)nuclei available for the analysis,
all the physics triggers are accepted and only events tagged as beam–gas interactions [25] are rejected.
An additional cut on the distance between the reconstructed primary vertex and the nominal interaction
point (10 cm) is used to further reduce the beam-induced background. The final sample consists of about
67 million events. In these events, tracks are selected applying following criteria: a track is required
to have at least two associated hits in the ITS (including at least one in the SPD) and at least 70 space
points (clusters) in the TPC out of a maximum of 159. The track-fit quality is assured requiring the χ2

contribution per space point to be less than 4. To exclude the secondary nuclei produced in the detector
material, cuts on Distance of Closest Approach of a track to the reconstructed interaction vertex along
the beam direction (DCAz) and in the transverse plane (DCAxy) of 3.2 cm and 0.1 cm, respectively, are
used. A stronger cut on DCAxy than on DCAz was found more effective in reducing contamination from
secondaries as discussed below. All tracks that are not matched with a TOF hit are rejected.

Figure 1 shows the TPC dE/dx as a function of rigidity (p/z, where p is the momentum and z the electric
charge in units of the elementary charge e) for reconstructed charged-particle tracks, together with the
parametrization of the Bethe-Block curves for various particle hypothesis. The main contribution to
the background is caused by tracks associated to an incorrect TOF hit. This background is reduced
by requiring the track dE/dx to be within two standard deviations from the expectation for a given
particle type. The dE/dx standard deviation is determined from the measured dE/dx distribution at
the corresponding rigidity. The TPC dE/dx selection strongly suppresses this background for rigidities
below p/|z| < 2.0 GeV/c for deuterons and protons (down to 4% and 2%, respectively), and for all
rigidities for 3He (down to 1%).

At low rigidity a significant amount of the selected nuclei is created in secondary interactions in the
detector material and not in the Pb–Pb interactions. Figure 2 shows the DCAxy distribution in selected
rigidity intervals. While the distribution of anti-nuclei is centred around the primary vertex position and
almost fully contained within |DCAxy|< 0.1 cm, the distribution for nuclei exhibits in addition a nearly
flat background due to secondary tracks. Restricting the analysis to the deuterons and 3He nuclei with a
rigidity above 1.5 GeV/c and 1 GeV/c, respectively, the contamination from secondary nuclei is reduced
to a level below 3%.

During the propagation through the detector material, the velocity of charged particles decreases, due to
the energy losses. Therefore, the TOF measurement determines the velocity averaged along the trajec-
tory, rather than that at the production vertex. However, the track reconstruction, exploiting the Kalman
filter [26], corrects for the energy losses and provides the track rigidity measurement at the interaction
vertex. Therefore, the reconstructed rigidity is adjusted to the mean one, by means of a correction cal-
culated via a Monte Carlo simulation based on GEANT3 package [27], where the energy losses are
accounted for. The size of these corrections for deuteron and 3He is illustrated in Fig. 3, depicting the
ratio of the mean to initial rigidities as a function of the velocity βγ = p/mc at the interaction vertex,
where m denotes the particle mass. The corresponding parameterizations are obtained for (anti-)deuteron
and (anti-)3He. The same procedure is also applied for lighter (anti-)particles.

1 In heavy-ion collisions the centrality is a key parameter in the study of the properties of QCD matter because it is directly
related to the initial overlap region of the colliding nuclei. The centrality is usually defined [24] by the event multiplicity which
is strongly correlated to the the impact parameter of the two nuclei in the transverse plane to the beam direction.
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The combined ITS and TPC tracking information is used to determine the track length (L) extrapolated
up to the TOF detector. The squared mass-over-charge ratio is then calculated as

µ
2
TOF ≡ (m/z)2

TOF = (p/z)2
[( tTOF

L

)2
− 1

c2

]
. (1)

The choice of this variable is motivated by the fact that µ2
TOF is a linear function of the squared time of

flight, thus preserving the Gaussian distribution of the measured quantity. For each of the particle species,
the mass is extracted by fitting the mass-squared distributions in narrow p/|z| and η intervals, using
Gaussian function with an exponential tail that reflects the time signal distribution of the TOF detector.
Examples of the mass-squared distributions for (anti-)protons, (anti-)deuterons and (anti-)3He candidates
are reported in Fig. 4 in selected rigidity intervals.

Using mass differences, rather than masses themselves, allows to reduce the systematic uncertainties
related to tracking, spatial alignment (affecting the measurement of the track momentum and length)
and time calibration. Despite that, residual effects are still present, due to imperfections in the detector
alignment and the description of the magnetic field, which can lead to position-dependent systematic
uncertainties. According to Eq. 1 the µ2

TOF is calculated using the measurements of three variables: the
time of flight (tTOF), the rigidity (p/z), and the track length (L). The systematic uncertainty due to the
uncertainty on tTOF is practically eliminated in the mass difference. The dominant contribution to the
uncertainty of the mass difference is caused by uncertainty in p/z measurement and its influence on L
(the correlated part of the length measurement error) can reach up to 1%. However, these contributions
are practically mass independent, therefore they are to the large extent suppressed by rescaling the masses
obtained for (anti-)deuteron and (anti-)3He with the ratio of PDG-to-measured values of masses [28] for
(anti-)proton (µTOF

p(p̄) ), i.e.

µA(Ā) = µ
TOF
A(Ā)×

µPDG
p(p̄)

µTOF
p(p̄)

, (2)

where (Ā)A stays for (anti-)deuteron and (anti-)3He. The remaining mass-dependent part and the con-
tribution from uncertainty on the L measurement is expected to be symmetric for positive and negative
particles when inverting the magnetic field. To estimate the corresponding systematic effect on the mass-
over-charge ratio difference and keep this effect under control, both nuclei and anti-nuclei measurements
are performed with similar statistics for two opposite magnetic field configurations and then averaged
over the rigidity and rapidity interval. Their half difference is taken as the estimate of this systematic
uncertainty.

The uncertainty related to the mean rigidity estimation is conservatively evaluated by removing the cor-
rections shown in Fig. 3. While this contribution is significant for the (anti-)3He, it is found negligible,
relative to the statistical uncertainty, for the (anti-)deuteron. This can be explained considering that the
distortions of the rigidity distributions are more significant for heavier nuclei, due to their higher energy
losses. The systematic uncertainty due to the fit procedure of the squared mass-over-charge distributions
is evaluated by changing the range and the shape of the background function. TPC dE/dx cuts are var-
ied between one and four standard deviations to probe the sensitivity of the fit results on the residual
background. Finally, the tracking quality selection on the distance of closest approach of tracks to the
vertex is varied to evaluate the influence of secondary particles on the measurement: a significant effect
is found at low rigidity for the deuteron where a higher contamination from secondaries (close to 3%)
is present. The impact of all sources of systematic uncertainties is shown in Fig. 5 where the observed
maximal deviations are reported. These maximal deviations (∆) are expressed as standard deviations
(∆/
√

12, assuming for them a flat probability distribution) and used as the systematic uncertainties that
are reported in Table 1.
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∆µdd/µd ∆µ3He3He/µ3HeSystematic uncertainty
(×10−4) (×10−3)

p/|z| 1.5 GeV/c 4.0 GeV/c 1.0 GeV/c 3.0 GeV/c

Tracking and alignment ± 0.7 negligible

Mean rigidity correction negligible ± 0.7

Fit procedure ± 0.3 ± 1 ± 0.5

TPC dE/dx selection ± 0.7 ± 0.4 ± 2.5

Secondaries ± 1 ± 0.2 ± 0.1

Table 1: Main systematic uncertainties on ∆µ/µ . See text for more details.

3 Results

The mass-over-charge ratio differences between nuclei and anti-nuclei for deuteron and 3He are evaluated
as a function of the rigidity of the tracks, and shown in Fig. 6 together with the final result and the one
and two standard deviation uncertainty bands. It is computed as weighted average of the measurements
obtained in each rigidity interval. Their statistical and uncorrelated systematic uncertainties are used
as the weights. The final systematic uncertainty is then the sum in quadrature of the correlated and
uncorrelated systematic uncertainties. The measured mass-over-charge ratio differences are

∆µdd = [1.7±0.9(stat.)±2.6(syst.)]×10−4 GeV/c2 , (3)

∆µ3He3He = [−1.7±1.2(stat.)±1.4(syst.)]×10−3 GeV/c2 , (4)

corresponding to

∆µdd
µd

= [0.9±0.5(stat.)±1.4(syst.)]×10−4 , (5)

∆µ3He3He
µ3He

= [−1.2±0.9(stat.)±1.0(syst.)]×10−3 , (6)

where µd and µ3He are the values recommended by CODATA [29]. The mass-over-charge differences are
compatible with zero within the estimated uncertainties, in agreement with CPT invariance expectations.
These results (Fig. 7, left) represent the highest precision direct measurements of mass differences in
the sector of nuclei and they improve by one to two orders of magnitude analogous results originally
obtained more than 40 years ago [30–32]. At 90% confidence level the results correspond to

|∆µdd|
µd

< 2.4×10−4 (CL = 90%) , (7)

|∆µ3He3He|
µ3He

< 2.1×10−3 (CL = 90%) . (8)

The result for the (anti-)deuteron is reported in Fig. 8 (in red), which summarizes the best CPT invariance
tests obtained to date for particles, nuclei and atoms [9, 10, 12–14, 28, 33]. These measurements can be
used to constrain, for different interactions, the parameters of effective field theories with explicit CPT
violating terms to the Standard Model Lagrangian, such as the Standard Model Extension [34] (SME).

Given that zd̄ = zd and z3He = z3He as for the proton and anti-proton [13, 14], the mass-over-charge
differences in Eq. 3 and Eq. 4 and the measurement of the mass differences between proton and anti-
proton [13, 14] and between neutron and anti-neutron [15, 16] are used to derive the relative binding
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energy differences between the two studied particle species. We obtain

∆εdd̄
εd

=−0.04±0.05 (stat.)±0.12 (syst.) , (9)

∆ε3He3He
ε3He

= 0.24±0.16 (stat.)±0.18 (syst.) , (10)

where εA = Zmp +(A− Z)mn−mA, being mp and mn the proton and the neutron mass values recom-
mended by PDG [28] and mA the mass value of the nucleus with atomic number Z and mass num-
ber A, recommended by CODATA [29]. The binding energy is more explicitly connected with pos-
sible violations of the CPT symmetry in the (anti-)nucleon interaction than the one connected to the
(anti-)nucleon masses, the latter being constrained with a precision of 7× 10−10 for the proton/anti-
proton system [13, 14]. The results improve (Fig. 7, right) by a factor two the constraints on CPT
invariance inferred by existing measurements [35, 36] in the (anti-)deuteron system. The binding energy
difference is determined for the first time in the case of (anti-)3He, with a relative precision comparable
to the one obtained in the (anti-)deuteron system.

4 Conclusions

The production of (anti-)nuclei in relativistic heavy-ion collisions at the LHC represents a unique oppor-
tunity to test the CPT invariance of nucleon–nucleon interaction using light nuclei. We have measured
the mass-over-charge ratio differences for deuteron and 3He, improving by one to two orders of magni-
tude previous results obtained more than 40 years ago [30–32]. Our results are also expressed in terms of
binding energy differences. The value obtained for the (anti-)deuteron improves by a factor two the con-
straints on CPT invariance inferred by existing measurements [35, 36], while in the case of (anti-)3He it
has been determined for the first time, with a relative precision comparable to the one obtained in the
(anti-)deuteron system. Remarkably, these improvements are reached in an experiment not specifically
dedicated to test the CPT invariance in nuclear systems.

In the forthcoming years the increase in luminosity and centre-of-mass energy at the LHC will allow one
to improve the sensitivity of these measurements, and possibly to extend the study to (anti-)4He. Indeed,
the statistics is expected to be about three times larger in the coming data-taking period (Run-II) and up
to three orders of magnitude larger in the following one (Run-III), scheduled for 2020. The increase in
statistical precision will allow for better TPC dE/dx calibration. The detector alignment will be sub-
stantially refined and an improvement in the tracking performance is expected from the completion of
the azimuthal coverage of the transition radiation detector of the experiment. Also, the remaining uncer-
tainty on the secondary nuclei contamination should significantly decrease, thanks to the installation of
an upgraded ITS [37] for the Run-III period.
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(PDG average [28]), W+−W− (CDF90 [10]), π+− π− (AYRES71 [33]), K0−K0 (PDG average [28]), pro-
ton and anti-proton (HORI11 [13, 14]), deuteron and anti-deuteron (our result) and the charge of anti-hydrogen
(AMOLE14 [12]).
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R. Sahoo48 , S. Sahoo60 , P.K. Sahu60 , J. Saini130 , S. Sakai71 , M.A. Saleh133 , C.A. Salgado17 , J. Salzwedel20 ,



Precision measurement of the mass difference between light nuclei and anti-nuclei . . . 19

S. Sambyal89 , V. Samsonov84 , X. Sanchez Castro54 , L. Šándor58 , A. Sandoval63 , M. Sano126 , G. Santagati29 ,
D. Sarkar130 , E. Scapparone104 , F. Scarlassara30 , R.P. Scharenberg94 , C. Schiaua77 , R. Schicker92 ,
C. Schmidt96 , H.R. Schmidt35 , S. Schuchmann52 , J. Schukraft36 , M. Schulc39 , T. Schuster135 , Y. Schutz112 ,36 ,
K. Schwarz96 , K. Schweda96 , G. Scioli28 , E. Scomparin110 , R. Scott123 , K.S. Seeder118 , J.E. Seger85 ,
Y. Sekiguchi125 , I. Selyuzhenkov96 ,96 , K. Senosi64 , J. Seo66 ,95 , E. Serradilla10 ,63 , A. Sevcenco61 ,
A. Shabanov55 , A. Shabetai112 , O. Shadura3 , R. Shahoyan36 , A. Shangaraev111 , A. Sharma89 ,
N. Sharma60 ,123 , K. Shigaki46 , K. Shtejer9 ,27 , Y. Sibiriak99 , S. Siddhanta105 , K.M. Sielewicz36 ,
T. Siemiarczuk76 , D. Silvermyr83 ,34 , C. Silvestre70 , G. Simatovic127 , G. Simonetti36 , R. Singaraju130 ,
R. Singh89 ,78 , S. Singha78 ,130 , V. Singhal130 , B.C. Sinha130 , T. Sinha100 , B. Sitar38 , M. Sitta32 , T.B. Skaali22 ,
M. Slupecki121 , N. Smirnov135 , R.J.M. Snellings56 , T.W. Snellman121 , C. Søgaard34 , R. Soltz74 , J. Song95 ,
M. Song136 , Z. Song7 , F. Soramel30 , S. Sorensen123 , M. Spacek39 , E. Spiriti71 , I. Sputowska115 ,
M. Spyropoulou-Stassinaki87 , B.K. Srivastava94 , J. Stachel92 , I. Stan61 , G. Stefanek76 , M. Steinpreis20 ,
E. Stenlund34 , G. Steyn64 , J.H. Stiller92 , D. Stocco112 , P. Strmen38 , A.A.P. Suaide118 , T. Sugitate46 ,
C. Suire50 , M. Suleymanov16 , R. Sultanov57 , M. Šumbera82 , T.J.M. Symons73 , A. Szabo38 , A. Szanto de
Toledo118 ,i, I. Szarka38 , A. Szczepankiewicz36 , M. Szymanski132 , J. Takahashi119 , N. Tanaka126 ,
M.A. Tangaro33 , J.D. Tapia Takaki,ii,50 , A. Tarantola Peloni52 , M. Tariq19 , M.G. Tarzila77 , A. Tauro36 ,
G. Tejeda Muñoz2 , A. Telesca36 , K. Terasaki125 , C. Terrevoli30 ,25 , B. Teyssier128 , J. Thäder96 ,73 ,
D. Thomas56 ,116 , R. Tieulent128 , A.R. Timmins120 , A. Toia52 , S. Trogolo110 , V. Trubnikov3 , W.H. Trzaska121 ,
T. Tsuji125 , A. Tumkin98 , R. Turrisi107 , T.S. Tveter22 , K. Ullaland18 , A. Uras128 ,128 , G.L. Usai25 ,
A. Utrobicic127 , M. Vajzer82 , M. Vala58 , L. Valencia Palomo69 , S. Vallero27 , J. Van Der Maarel56 , J.W. Van
Hoorne36 , M. van Leeuwen56 , T. Vanat82 , P. Vande Vyvre36 , D. Varga134 , A. Vargas2 , M. Vargyas121 ,
R. Varma47 , M. Vasileiou87 , A. Vasiliev99 , A. Vauthier70 , V. Vechernin129 , A.M. Veen56 , M. Veldhoen56 ,
A. Velure18 , M. Venaruzzo72 , E. Vercellin27 , S. Vergara Limón2 , R. Vernet8 , M. Verweij133 , L. Vickovic114 ,
G. Viesti30 ,i, J. Viinikainen121 , Z. Vilakazi124 , O. Villalobos Baillie101 , A. Vinogradov99 , L. Vinogradov129 ,
Y. Vinogradov98 , T. Virgili31 , V. Vislavicius34 , Y.P. Viyogi130 , A. Vodopyanov65 , M.A. Völkl92 , K. Voloshin57 ,
S.A. Voloshin133 , G. Volpe36 ,134 , B. von Haller36 , I. Vorobyev91 , D. Vranic96 ,36 , J. Vrláková40 ,
B. Vulpescu69 , A. Vyushin98 , B. Wagner18 , J. Wagner96 , H. Wang56 , M. Wang7 ,112 , Y. Wang92 ,
D. Watanabe126 , M. Weber36 ,120 , S.G. Weber96 , J.P. Wessels53 , U. Westerhoff53 , J. Wiechula35 , J. Wikne22 ,
M. Wilde53 , G. Wilk76 , J. Wilkinson92 , M.C.S. Williams104 , B. Windelband92 , M. Winn92 , C.G. Yaldo133 ,
Y. Yamaguchi125 , H. Yang56 ,56 , P. Yang7 , S. Yano46 , S. Yasnopolskiy99 , Z. Yin7 , H. Yokoyama126 ,
I.-K. Yoo95 , V. Yurchenko3 , I. Yushmanov99 , A. Zaborowska132 , V. Zaccolo79 , A. Zaman16 , C. Zampolli104 ,
H.J.C. Zanoli118 , S. Zaporozhets65 , A. Zarochentsev129 , P. Závada59 , N. Zaviyalov98 , H. Zbroszczyk132 ,
I.S. Zgura61 , M. Zhalov84 , H. Zhang7 , X. Zhang73 , Y. Zhang7 , C. Zhao22 , N. Zhigareva57 , D. Zhou7 ,
Y. Zhou56 , Z. Zhou18 , H. Zhu7 , J. Zhu7 ,112 , X. Zhu7 , A. Zichichi12 ,28 , A. Zimmermann92 ,
M.B. Zimmermann53 ,36 , G. Zinovjev3 , M. Zyzak42

Affiliation notes
i Deceased

ii Also at: University of Kansas, Lawrence, Kansas, United States

Collaboration Institutes
1 A.I. Alikhanyan National Science Laboratory (Yerevan Physics Institute) Foundation, Yerevan, Armenia
2 Benemérita Universidad Autónoma de Puebla, Puebla, Mexico
3 Bogolyubov Institute for Theoretical Physics, Kiev, Ukraine
4 Bose Institute, Department of Physics and Centre for Astroparticle Physics and Space Science (CAPSS),

Kolkata, India
5 Budker Institute for Nuclear Physics, Novosibirsk, Russia
6 California Polytechnic State University, San Luis Obispo, California, United States
7 Central China Normal University, Wuhan, China
8 Centre de Calcul de l’IN2P3, Villeurbanne, France
9 Centro de Aplicaciones Tecnológicas y Desarrollo Nuclear (CEADEN), Havana, Cuba

10 Centro de Investigaciones Energéticas Medioambientales y Tecnológicas (CIEMAT), Madrid, Spain
11 Centro de Investigación y de Estudios Avanzados (CINVESTAV), Mexico City and Mérida, Mexico
12 Centro Fermi - Museo Storico della Fisica e Centro Studi e Ricerche “Enrico Fermi”, Rome, Italy
13 Chicago State University, Chicago, Illinois, USA



20 ALICE Collaboration

14 China Institute of Atomic Energy, Beijing, China
15 Commissariat à l’Energie Atomique, IRFU, Saclay, France
16 COMSATS Institute of Information Technology (CIIT), Islamabad, Pakistan
17 Departamento de Física de Partículas and IGFAE, Universidad de Santiago de Compostela, Santiago de

Compostela, Spain
18 Department of Physics and Technology, University of Bergen, Bergen, Norway
19 Department of Physics, Aligarh Muslim University, Aligarh, India
20 Department of Physics, Ohio State University, Columbus, Ohio, United States
21 Department of Physics, Sejong University, Seoul, South Korea
22 Department of Physics, University of Oslo, Oslo, Norway
23 Dipartimento di Elettrotecnica ed Elettronica del Politecnico, Bari, Italy
24 Dipartimento di Fisica dell’Università ’La Sapienza’ and Sezione INFN Rome, Italy
25 Dipartimento di Fisica dell’Università and Sezione INFN, Cagliari, Italy
26 Dipartimento di Fisica dell’Università and Sezione INFN, Trieste, Italy
27 Dipartimento di Fisica dell’Università and Sezione INFN, Turin, Italy
28 Dipartimento di Fisica e Astronomia dell’Università and Sezione INFN, Bologna, Italy
29 Dipartimento di Fisica e Astronomia dell’Università and Sezione INFN, Catania, Italy
30 Dipartimento di Fisica e Astronomia dell’Università and Sezione INFN, Padova, Italy
31 Dipartimento di Fisica ‘E.R. Caianiello’ dell’Università and Gruppo Collegato INFN, Salerno, Italy
32 Dipartimento di Scienze e Innovazione Tecnologica dell’Università del Piemonte Orientale and Gruppo

Collegato INFN, Alessandria, Italy
33 Dipartimento Interateneo di Fisica ‘M. Merlin’ and Sezione INFN, Bari, Italy
34 Division of Experimental High Energy Physics, University of Lund, Lund, Sweden
35 Eberhard Karls Universität Tübingen, Tübingen, Germany
36 European Organization for Nuclear Research (CERN), Geneva, Switzerland
37 Faculty of Engineering, Bergen University College, Bergen, Norway
38 Faculty of Mathematics, Physics and Informatics, Comenius University, Bratislava, Slovakia
39 Faculty of Nuclear Sciences and Physical Engineering, Czech Technical University in Prague, Prague,

Czech Republic
40 Faculty of Science, P.J. Šafárik University, Košice, Slovakia
41 Faculty of Technology, Buskerud and Vestfold University College, Vestfold, Norway
42 Frankfurt Institute for Advanced Studies, Johann Wolfgang Goethe-Universität Frankfurt, Frankfurt,

Germany
43 Gangneung-Wonju National University, Gangneung, South Korea
44 Gauhati University, Department of Physics, Guwahati, India
45 Helsinki Institute of Physics (HIP), Helsinki, Finland
46 Hiroshima University, Hiroshima, Japan
47 Indian Institute of Technology Bombay (IIT), Mumbai, India
48 Indian Institute of Technology Indore, Indore (IITI), India
49 Inha University, Incheon, South Korea
50 Institut de Physique Nucléaire d’Orsay (IPNO), Université Paris-Sud, CNRS-IN2P3, Orsay, France
51 Institut für Informatik, Johann Wolfgang Goethe-Universität Frankfurt, Frankfurt, Germany
52 Institut für Kernphysik, Johann Wolfgang Goethe-Universität Frankfurt, Frankfurt, Germany
53 Institut für Kernphysik, Westfälische Wilhelms-Universität Münster, Münster, Germany
54 Institut Pluridisciplinaire Hubert Curien (IPHC), Université de Strasbourg, CNRS-IN2P3, Strasbourg,

France
55 Institute for Nuclear Research, Academy of Sciences, Moscow, Russia
56 Institute for Subatomic Physics of Utrecht University, Utrecht, Netherlands
57 Institute for Theoretical and Experimental Physics, Moscow, Russia
58 Institute of Experimental Physics, Slovak Academy of Sciences, Košice, Slovakia
59 Institute of Physics, Academy of Sciences of the Czech Republic, Prague, Czech Republic
60 Institute of Physics, Bhubaneswar, India
61 Institute of Space Science (ISS), Bucharest, Romania
62 Instituto de Ciencias Nucleares, Universidad Nacional Autónoma de México, Mexico City, Mexico
63 Instituto de Física, Universidad Nacional Autónoma de México, Mexico City, Mexico
64 iThemba LABS, National Research Foundation, Somerset West, South Africa



Precision measurement of the mass difference between light nuclei and anti-nuclei . . . 21

65 Joint Institute for Nuclear Research (JINR), Dubna, Russia
66 Konkuk University, Seoul, South Korea
67 Korea Institute of Science and Technology Information, Daejeon, South Korea
68 KTO Karatay University, Konya, Turkey
69 Laboratoire de Physique Corpusculaire (LPC), Clermont Université, Université Blaise Pascal,

CNRS–IN2P3, Clermont-Ferrand, France
70 Laboratoire de Physique Subatomique et de Cosmologie, Université Grenoble-Alpes, CNRS-IN2P3,

Grenoble, France
71 Laboratori Nazionali di Frascati, INFN, Frascati, Italy
72 Laboratori Nazionali di Legnaro, INFN, Legnaro, Italy
73 Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratory, Berkeley, California, United States
74 Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory, Livermore, California, United States
75 Moscow Engineering Physics Institute, Moscow, Russia
76 National Centre for Nuclear Studies, Warsaw, Poland
77 National Institute for Physics and Nuclear Engineering, Bucharest, Romania
78 National Institute of Science Education and Research, Bhubaneswar, India
79 Niels Bohr Institute, University of Copenhagen, Copenhagen, Denmark
80 Nikhef, National Institute for Subatomic Physics, Amsterdam, Netherlands
81 Nuclear Physics Group, STFC Daresbury Laboratory, Daresbury, United Kingdom
82 Nuclear Physics Institute, Academy of Sciences of the Czech Republic, Řež u Prahy, Czech Republic
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