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Abstract

The inclusive jet cross-section has been measured in proton-proton collisions at /s = 2.76 TeVin
a dataset corresponding to an integrated luminosity of 0.20 pb~! collected with the ATLAS detector at
the Large Hadron Collider in 2011. Jets are identified using the anti-k; algorithm with two radius pa-
rameters of 0.4 and 0.6. The inclusive jet double-differential cross-section is presented as a function of
the jet transverse momentum pr and jet rapidity y, covering a range of 20 < pr < 430 GeVand |y| < 4.4.
The ratio of the cross-section to the inclusive jet cross-section measurement at +/s = 7 TeV, published
by the ATLAS Collaboration, is calculated as a function of both transverse momentum and the di-
mensionless quantity xr = 2pr/+/s, in bins of jet rapidity. The systematic uncertainties on the ratios
are significantly reduced due to the cancellation of correlated uncertainties in the two measurements.
Results are compared to the prediction from next-to-leading order perturbative QCD calculations cor-
rected for non-perturbative effects, and next-to-leading order Monte Carlo simulation. Furthermore,
the ATLAS jet cross-section measurements at /s = 2.76 TeVand +/s = 7 TeV are analysed within
a framework of next-to-leading order perturbative QCD calculations to determine parton distribution
functions of the proton, taking into account the correlations between the measurements.
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Abstract The inclusive jet cross-section has been measureésts the validity of perturbative QCD (pQCD) down to the
in proton-proton collisions at/s = 2.76 TeV in a dataset shortest accessible distances.
corresponding to an integrated luminosity 2@ pb* col- The inclusive jet cross-section has been measured at high
lected with the ATLAS detector at the Large Hadron Col-energy in proton-antiproton pp) collisions with
lider in 2011. Jets are identified using the dgtalgorithm /s = 546 GeV and 630 GeV at the SPS[1-5], and with
with two radius parameters ofDand 06. The inclusive jet +/s= 546 GeV, 630 GeV, 1.8 TeV and 1.96 TeV at the Teva-
double-diferential cross-section is presented as a functiotron [6-+22].
of the jet transverse momentupt and jet rapidityy, cov- The Large Hadron Collider (LHC) [23] at CERN allows
ering a range of 20 pr < 430 GeV andy| < 4.4. The the production of jets with transverse momenta in the TeV
ratio of the cross-section to the inclusive jet cross-secti regime, colliding protons on protong|f) with a centre-of-
measurement ai/s = 7 TeV, published by the ATLAS Col- mass energy of currently up t§'s = 8 TeV. The ATLAS
laboration, is calculated as a function of both transverge m Collaboration has presented early measurements of the in-
mentum and the dimensionless quantiy = 2pr/+/s, in  clusive jet cross-section af's = 7 TeV based on a dataset
bins of jet rapidity. The systematic uncertainties on the rawith an integrated luminosity of 17 nbfor jets with a trans-
tios are significantly reduced due to the cancellation of corverse momentum of 6 pr < 600 GeV and a rapid-
related uncertainties in the two measurements. Results ang@ of ly| < 2.8 [24], as well as for the entire dataset of
compared to the prediction from next-to-leading order per37 pbr! taken in 2010 for jets with 2& py < 1500 GeV
turbative QCD calculations corrected for non-perturkmtiv and|y| < 4.4 [25]. The CMS Collaboration has presented
effects, and next-to-leading order Monte Carlo simulationresults in the kinematic range of 18 pr < 1100 GeV
Furthermore, the ATLAS jet cross-section measurements and|y| < 3 in a dataset of 34 pb [26], in the range of
VS = 276 TeV and+/s = 7 TeV are analysed within a 35< pr < 150 GeV and 2 < |y| < 4.7 using 31 pb! [27],
framework of next-to-leading order perturbative QCD calcu and for 01 < pr < 2 TeV andjy| < 2.5 using 50 fo~! [28].
lations to determine parton distribution functions of the-p  These data are found to be generally well described by next-
ton, taking into account the correlations between the meae-leading order (NLO) pQCD calculations, corrected for
surements. non-perturbative ffects from hadronisation and the under-
. lying event.
Keywords QCD- jet- LHC At the start of the 2011 data taking period of the LHC,
the ATLAS experiment collectedpp collision data at
1 Introduction \/s = 2.76 TeV corresponding to an integrated luminos-
ity of 0.20 pbrl. Having a centre-of-mass energy close to
Collimated jets of hadrons are a dominant feature of highthe highest energies reached pp collisions, the dataset
energy particle interactions. In Quantum Chromodynamicgrovides a connection from LHC measurements to previ-
(QCD) they can be interpreted in terms of the fragmentatio®us measurements at the Tevatron. Moreover, measurements

of quarks and gluons produced in a scattering process. The 1Rapidity is defined ag = 05IN[(E + p,)/(E — p,)] where E

inclusive jet production cross-section provides infori@@t  genotes the energy am is the component of the momentum along
on the strong coupling and the structure of the proton, anthe beam direction.
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with the same detector atftBrent centre-of-mass energies momentumpr in bins of rapidityy. The kinematic range of
provide stringent tests of the theory, since the dominasi sy the measurement is 20 pt < 430 GeV andy| < 4.4.
tematic uncertainties are correlated. These correlatans The jet cross-section is also measured as a function of
be explored in a common fit to the measurementsfi¢rdi the dimensionless quantityr. For a pure 2— 2 central
ent /s or in ratios of the inclusive jet doubleftiérential  scattering of the partongr gives the momentum fraction of
cross-sections. Hence, uncertainties can be significaatly the initial-state partons with respect to the parent proton
duced. Such ratios were reported by previous experiments,
UA2 [2], UA1 [4], CDF [7,9] and DO[[12].

In this paper the inclusive jet doublefiéirential cross- 2.2 Ratio of jet cross-sections afi@irent centre-of-mass
section is measured for 20 pr < 430 GeV and rapidities energies
of ly| < 4.4 at /s = 2.76 TeV. Moreover, the ratio to the
previously measured cross-sectionvi = 7 TeV [28] is  The inclusive jet double-flierential cross-section can be re-
determined as a function @fr and as a function of the di- lated to the invariant cross-section according to
mensionless quantitgr = 2pr/ /s [29]. For the ratio mea- 5 )
sured as a function g¥r, many experimental systematic un- Ed_o' - 1 de (1)
certainties cancel, while for the ratio measured as afancti  dp®  2zpr dprdy’

of xr, theoretical uncertainties are reduced. This allows a .
: . whereE and p denote the energy and momentum of the jet,
precise test of NLO pQCD calculations.

h i fth ) foll he definiti frespectively. The dimensionless scale-invariant cressien
The outline of the paper is as follows. The definition o F(y, x7) can be defined a5[33];

the jet cross-section is given in the next section, followed
a brief description of the ATLAS detector in Sedt. 3 and the B P e
data taking in Seck]4. The Monte Carlo simulation, the theF (4. Xr, Vo) = pTEd_p3 =
oretical predictions and the uncertainties on the premlicti

are described in Secfs. 5 dnd 6, followed by the event seleta the simple quark-parton modél [34,3%],does not de-
tion in Sect[¥ and the jet reconstruction and calibration irpend on the centre-of-mass energy, as follows from dimen-
Sect[B. The unfolding of detectoffects and the treatment sional analysis. In QCD, however, severéieets lead to a

of systematic uncertainties are discussed in Sects. Band Molation of the scaling behaviour, introducingsa (or +/s)
followed by the results of the inclusive jet cross-sectibn adependence t6. The main &ects are the scale dependence
v/s=2.76 TeV in Sec{Il1. The results of the ratio measureof the parton distribution functions (PDFs) and the strong
ment, including the discussion of its uncertainties, ae pr coupling constants.

sented in Secf.12. In SeEt]13 the results of an NLO pQCD The cross-section ratio of the invariant jet cross-section
fit to these data are discussed. The conclusion is given imeasured at/s = 2.76 TeV to the one measured gfs =
Sect[T#. 7 TeV is then denoted by:

s d’o
2rdprdy ~ 87 Tdxrdy’

(@)

F(y, xr, 2.76 TeV)
F(y’ X7, 7 TeV) .

p(y. Xr) = (3)

2 Definition of the measured variables
The violation of they/sscaling leads to a deviation pfy, x7)

from one p(y, x7) is calculated by measuring the bin-averaged
inclusive jet double-dferential cross-sections at the two centre-
of-mass energies in the samgranges:

2.1 Inclusive single-jet cross-section

Jets are identified using the afti-algorithm [30] imple-
mented in the kstJer [31,[32] software package. Two dif-
ferent values of the radius parameRr= 0.4 andR = 0.6, 276 TeV\® o(y, xr, 2.76 TeV)
are used. Inputs to the jet algorithm can be partons in they x7) = ( 7 Tev\/) : oy, xr, 7 TeV)
NLO pQCD calculation, stable particles after the hadroni- o
sation process in the Monte Carlo simulation, or energy dewhereo-(y, xr, v/S) corresponds to the measured averaged
posits in the calorimeter in data. cross-sectiod?o/dprdy in a bin {/, pr = Vs x7/2), andxy
Throughout this paper, the jet cross-section refers to this chosen to be at the bin centre. Here, phédinning for the
cross-section of jets built from stable particles, defingd b inclusive jet cross-section af's = 2.76 TeV is chosen such
having a proper mean lifetime of > 10 mm. Muons and that it corresponds to the same ranges obtained from the
neutrinos from decaying hadrons are included in this definipr bins of the jet cross-section measuremenyat= 7 TeV.

(4)

tion. The bin boundaries are listed[in Appendik A.
The inclusive jet double-étierential cross-section, The ratio of inclusive double-fferential cross-sections

d?c/dprdy, is measured as a function of the jet transversés also measured as a function pf, where the samer



binning is used for both centre-of-mass energies. This rati4 Data taking
is denoted by

o(y, pr,2.76 TeV)
o(y, pr.7 TeV) ’

The proton-proton collision data ay's = 2.76 TeV were
(5) collected at the start of the 2011 data taking period of the
LHC. The total integrated luminosity of the collected data i
whereo(y, pr, V3) is the measured averaged cross-sectio.20 pb*. The proton bunches were grouped in nine bunch
d?0/dprdy in a bin ¢, pr) at a centre-of-mass energy¢B.  trains. The time interval between two consecutive bunches
Since the uncertainty due to the jet energy scale is the domwas 525 ns. The average number of interactions per bunch
nant experimental uncertainty at a giver the experimen-  crossing is found to bg = 0.24. All events used in this

tal systematic uncertainty is significantly reduced byrgki analysis were collected with good operational status of the
the cross-section ratio in the sampgbins. relevant detector components for jet measurements.

The data aty/s = 7 TeV have a total integrated luminos-
ity of 37 pbrt. Further details are given in Ref, [25].

oy, pr) =

3 The ATLAS detector

The ATLAS detector consists of a tracking system (inner . .
. . - 5 Monte Carlo simulation
detector) in a 2T axial magnetic field up to a pseudora-

p|d|tyﬁ of || = 2.5, sampling electromagnetic and hadronlcEventS used in the simulation of the detector response are

_calcmmleters UF:_ tqf).ﬂ I; 4'9’.3‘”3 t;nuon c{wambfetrs 'nda'; az- produced by the ¥ruia 6.423 generator [37], using the MRST
imuthalmagnetic Tield provided by a system ot loroldaimags 7 ) o+ pprs [38]. The generator utilises leading-order

?Oejia'zlgg\t;;]lsl?gg’f”ptlon of the ATLAS detector can be(LO) pQCD matrix elements for 2» 2 processes, along

; . o . with a leading-logarithmigr-ordered parton shower [39],
The inner detector consists of layers of silicon pixel de- : . . . . .
. ) . o o an underlying event simulation with multiple parton intera
tectors, silicon microstrip detectors and transition atidn . - . o
) . . ) . . tions [40], and the Lund string model for hadronisation [41]
tracking detectors. It is used in this analysis to identdnc ; - .
. o . : The event generation uses the ATLAS Minimum Bias Tune 1
didate collision events by constructing vertices fromksac - .
: . I%AMBTl) set of parameter$ [42]. Additional proton-proton
Jets are reconstructed using the energy deposits in the calp_,. . L . ;
collisions occurring in the same bunch crossing have not

rimeter, whose granularity and material varies as a functio . : :
_ . been simulated because the average number of interactions
of . The electromagnetic calorimeter uses lead as an ab- o
er beam crossing is so small.

sorber, liquid argon (LAr) as the active medium and has z;l? The Geant software toolkit[43] within the ATLAS sim-

fine granularity. It consists of a barrgh( < 1.475) and an ulation framework[44] simulates the propagation of the-gen

gndpgp (]3.75< Il < 3.-2).reg|0n..The.hadronlc calgnmeter erated particles through the ATLAS detector and their inter
is divided into three distinct regions: a barrel regipp & . . .
actions with the detector material.

0.8) and an extended barrel region§&< || < 1.7) instru- I . . .
mented with a stegcintillating-tile modules, and an end- . The HERW“.HJr 251 [4“)’.4‘)] generator is use_d in addi-
tion to Prraia in the evaluation of non-perturbativéfects

i .2) usi A les.
cap region (5 < [yl < 32) using coppgLAr modules in the theory prediction. It is based on the22 LO pQCD

Finally, the forward calorimeter (8 < | < 4.9) is instru- matrix elements and a leading-logarithmic angular-ordiere
mented with coppékAr and tungstefL Ar modules to pro- ) ) X
PP# gsterl P arton shower [47]. The cluster model [48] is used for the

vide electromagnetic and hadronic energy measuremenl%, o . . o
. adronisation, and an underlying event simulation is based
respectively.

The ATLAS trigger system is composed of three consec?"” the eikonal model[49].

utive levels: level 1, level 2 and the event filter, with pregy

sively increasing computing time per event, finer grantyari

and access to more detector systems. For jet triggering, tfe Theoretical predictions

relevant systems are the minimum bias trigger scintilgator

(MBTS), located in front of the endcap cryostats covering®-1 NLO pQCD prediction

2.1 < |pl < 3.8, as well as calorimeter triggers for cen- o )

tral jets, coveringn| < 3.2, and for forward jets, covering The NLO pQCD predictions are calculated using the NLO-
3.1 < |5l < 4.9, respectively. JET++ 4.1.2 [50] program. For fast and flexible calcula-
- tions with various PDFs and factorisation and renormalisa-
2ATLAS uses a right-handed coordinate system with its origin  tion scales, the APRIzb software [51] is interfaced with

the nominal interaction point (IP) in the centre of the deieand the o .
z-axis along the beam pipe. Thxeaxis points from the IP to the centre NLOJET++. The renormalisation scalgg, and the factorl

of the LHC ring, and the-axis points upward. The pseudorapidity is Sation scaleyg, are chosen for each event@s = ur =
defined in terms of the polar angleasy = - Intan@/2). PT*(yi), wherep?®(y;) is the maximum jet transverse mo-
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mentum found in a rapidity big;. If jets are presentin dif- NLO pQCD cross-section is then multiplied by the corre-
ferent rapidity bins, several scales within the event aeglus sponding correction for non-perturbativBexts. The base-
The default calculation uses the CTL0|[52] PDF set. Preline correction factors are obtained fromatiia 6.425 [37]
dictions using the PDF sets MSTW 2008[53], NNPDF 2.1with the AUET2B CTEQG6L1 tune [61]. The uncertainty is
(100) [54.55], HERAPDF 1.5 [56]and ABM 11 NLOhf =  estimated as the envelope of the correction factors olataine
5) [57] are also made for comparison. The valuedgris  from a series of dierent generators and tunesrtRia 6.425
taken from the corresponding PDF set. using the tunes AUET2B LO**[[61], AUET2 LO**[[62],
Three sources of uncertainty in the NLO pQCD calcu-AMBT2B CTEQ6L1 [61], AMBT1 [42], Perugia 2010 [63]
lation are considered, namely the uncertainty on the PDBnd Perugia 2011 [63];yRu1a 8.150 [64] with tune 4C[61];
sets, the choice of factorisation and renormalisatiorescal and Hrwic++ 2.5.1 [45] with tune UE7000-Z_[61]. The
and the uncertainty on the value of the strong coupling conAMBT2B CTEQ6L1 and AMBT1 tunes, which are
stant,as. The PDF uncertainty is defined at 68% confidencebased on observables sensitive to the modelling of minimum
level (CL) and evaluated following the prescriptions givenbias interactions, are included to provide a systemayicall
for each PDF set and the PDF4LHC recommendations [58Hifferent estimate of the underlying event activity.
The uncertainty on the scale choice is evaluated by vary- The NLO pQCD prediction for the cross-section ratio
ing the renormalisation scale and the factorisation scgle balso needs corrections for non-perturbatiffees. The same
a factor of two with respect to the original choice in the cal-procedure is used to evaluate non-perturbative correstion
culation. The considered variations are for the cross-section ay/s = 7 TeV using the same series of
generator tunes. A ratio of correctionsvié = 2.76 TeV and
(fue- Tur) =(0.5,0.5), (0.5,1), (1,0.5), (6) 4/s =7 TeV is calculated for each generator tune. As for the
(1,2), (2,1), (2,2), cross-section, i 6.425 with the AUET2B CTEQ6L1
tune is used as the central value of the correction factor for
the cross-section ratio and the envelope of the correcion f
tors from the other tunes is taken as an uncertainty.

wheref,, andf,. are factors for the variation of renormal-
isation and factorisation scales, henge= f,, - p® and
ur = f,. - pf®. The envelope of the resulting variations
is taken as the scale uncertainty. The uncertainty reflect-
ing theas measurement precision is evaluated following the6.3 Predictions from NLO matrix elements with
recommendation of the CTEQ group_[59], by calculatingparton-shower Monte Carlo simulation
the cross-section using a series of PDFs which are derived
with various fixedas values. Electroweak corrections are The measured jet cross-section is also compared to predic-
not included in the theory predictions. Thfest is found tions from RwuEG jet pair production, revision 2169 [65,
to be O(10%) at highpr, and negligible at smalpr for  166]. Pownkc is an NLO generator that uses thew?iec Box
\Vs=7TeV [60]. 1.0 package [67=69], which can be interfaced tfhedéent
The theoretical predictions for the cross-section ratiodvlonte Carlo programs to simulate the parton shower, the
at the two diferent energieso(y, xr) or p(y, pr), are also hadronisation and the underlying event. This simulation us
obtained from the NLO pQCD calculations. The evaluationing a matched parton shower is expected to produce a more
of the prediction aty/s = 7 TeV is given in Ref.[[25], and accurate theoretical prediction. However, ambiguitieth
the procedure is identical to the one used {@&= 2.76 Tev  matching procedure, non-optimal tuning of parton
in the present analysis. Hence, the uncertainty on theigatio Shower-parameters, and the fact that it is a hybrid between
determined using the same variation in each component & NLO matrix element calculation and the currently avail-
the considered uncertainties simultaneously for bgg= able LO parton-shower generators may introduce additional
2.76 TeV and+/s = 7 TeV cross-section predictions. theoretical uncertainties.
In the PwaEea algorithm, each event is built by first pro-
ducing a QCD 2— 2 partonic scattering. The renormali-
6.2 Non-perturbative corrections sation and factorisation scales for the fixed-order NLO pre-
diction are set to be equal to the transverse momentum of
The fixed-order NLO pQCD calculations, described inthe outgoing partonsp.Er“””. In addition to the hard scat-
Sect[6.1, predict the parton-level cross-section, wHiclukl  ter, Pwrec also generates the hardest partonic emission in
be corrected for non-perturbativéects before comparison the event. The event is evolved to the particle level using
with the measurement at particle level. The corrections ara parton-shower event generator, where the radiative emis-
derived using LO Monte Carlo event generators complesions in the parton showers are limited by the matching
mented by the leading-logarithmic parton shower by evalscaleuy provided by Bwuec. The simulation of parton show-
uating the bin-wise ratio of the cross-section with and with ers uses Pruia with the ATLAS underlying event tunes,
out hadronisation and the underlying event. Each bin of thUET2B [61] and Perugia 2011 [63]. The tunes are derived



from the standalone versions of these event generatots, wib.5 Prediction for the cross-section ratio
no optimisation for the Bvuec predictions. The CT10 PDF
set is used in bothdvuec and Rrhia. Figs[3(a)F(d) show the uncertainty on the NLO pQCD cal-
To avoid fluctuations in the final observables after theculation of p(y, xt) in representative rapidity bins f& =
showering process, theo®uec event generation is perfor- 0.6. They are significantly reduced to a level of a few per-
med using a new opti@rlhat became available recenfly [66]. cent in the central rapidity region compared to the uncer-
For pr < 100 GeV, this new prediction fiers byO(10%) tainties on the cross-sections shown in Elg. 1. The dominant
from the RPwnec prediction at+/s = 7 TeV from the pre- uncertainty at lowpr is the uncertainty on the renormali-
vious analysis, which followed a fiierent approacH [25]. sation and factorisation scale choice, while at hghthe
The uncertainty from the renormalisation and factorisatio uncertainty due to the PDF contributes again significantly.
scales for the BvuEec prediction is expected to be similar to The NLO pQCD calculation ob(y, pr) has an uncertainty
that obtained with NLOJE¥+. The matching scale can po- of less than:5% for pr up to 200 GeV in the central rapidity
tentially have a large impact on the cross-section praaticti region, as shown in Fi§. 3(d). The uncertainty increases for
at particle level, fiecting the parton shower, initial-state ra- higher pr of the jet due mostly to the uncertainties on the
diation and multiple interactions, but a procedure to estén PDFs, which are below 10% for central jets. In the forward
this uncertainty is currently not well defined. Therefore noregion, it reaches up to 80% in the highpstbins, as shown
uncertainties are shown for thewes curves. in Figs.[3(€) and 3(}). The corresponding uncertainties for
jets withR = 0.4 are similar, except for a larger contribution
o due to the scale choice in the uncertaintyodm pr).
6.4 Prediction for the inclusive jet cross-section at Non-perturbative corrections gy, xr) have a diferent
Vs=276TeV xt dependence for jets witR = 0.4 andR = 0.6, as shown

in Figs. an . The behaviour ofy, x7) is driven
The evaluated relative uncertainties of the NLO pQCD calby thge ﬂctioﬁ%ﬂ? the cross-sectioﬁ(zi; l) 276 TeV

culation for the inclusive jet cross-sections = 2.76 TeV since p% T _ (7/2.76) p%76 T in the samexr bins (see

are shoyvp in Fig]l as a function of the fgtfor r_e[_)resen_ta- [Appendix A) and since the non-perturbative correction-s al
tive rapidity bins an®R® = 0.6. In the central rapidity region, ' <t in the higher region. For jets wittR = 0.4, the

the uncertainties are about 5% for < 100 GeV, increasing ., rection is—10% in the lowes; bin. ForR = 0.6, the
to about 15% in thi highest jgt bin. In the most for\:)vard correction in this region is in the opposite direction, &as-
region, they are 10% in the lowest bin and up t0 80%in g the prediction by-10%. The uncertainty in the lowest
the highespr bin. In the highempr region, the upper bound ', “pin o1 hoth radius parameters is +10%. The non-

on the uncertainty is driven by the PDF uncertainty, Wh"eperturbative corrections to(y, pr) are shown in Figg_4(c)
the lower bound and the uncertainty at lgw are domi- and[4(d), where a similapr éependence foR = 0.4 and
nated by the scale choice. The uncertainties¥er 0.4 are p_ g is: found. They amount te10% for jets WitrR. - 04
similar. and—25% for jets withR = 0.6 in the lowestpr bins. This

The corrgct!on factors for pon-perturbativﬁge:ts a-nd. is due to the correction factors for the NLO pQCD predic-
their uncertainties are shown in FIg. 2 for the inclusive jetj,, 4 V& = 7 TeV [25] being larger than those afs =

cross-section ay/s = 2.76 TeV in the central rapidity bin. 5 76 ey Corrections obtained fromyRua with various
For jets withR = 0.4, the correction is aboutl0% in the  ,,o5 generally agree within 5% for central jets, while the

lowestpr bin, while for jets withR = 0.6, itis about+20% o _perturbative corrections fromekivic++ deviate from

as a result of the interplay of the hadronisation and the Uny,q gnes of the B tunes by more than 10% in the lowest
derlying event for the dierent jet sizes. In the higpr re- bin

gion, the corrections are almost unity for both jet radius pa
rameters, and the uncertainty is at the leveta%o.

7 Event selection

Events are selected online using various trigger defirgtion

3The origin of these fluctuations are rare event topologiggion according to thepr and the rapidity of the jets[70]. In the

emissionsy — qg and gluon splittingy — qg, related to the fact lowestpr region pr < 35 GeV forjy| < 2.1, pr < 30 GeV
that by default Bwiec Box 1.0 does not consider the corresponding for 2.1 < |y| < 2.8, pr < 28 GeV for 28 < |y| < 3.6, and
configurations with opposite ordering of tipe for the final state par-  pr < 26 GeV for 36 < |y| < 4.4), a trigger requiring at
ton: g — ggq andg — qg. These processes can be activated in re- T TG - .
vision 2169 using the &vuec option doublefsr=1, which dfers an !east two hlt_s in the MBTS is usgd. For the hlglpeweglqn,
improved handling of the suppression of these events. Metsild are  J€t-based triggers are used, which select events thatioonta

given in Ref. [66]. a jet with sufficient transverse energy at the electromagnetic
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Fig. 1 The uncertainty in the NLO pQCD prediction of the inclusie¢ gross-section at/s = 2.76 TeV, calculated using NLOJEF with the
CT10 PDF set, for anti jets withR = 0.6 shown in three representative rapidity bins as a functiedhegjet pr. In addition to the total uncertainty,
the uncertainties from the scale choice, the PDF set andribvggscoupling constants, are shown separately.
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Fig. 2 Non-perturbative correction factors for the inclusive gedss-section for anti jets with (a)R = 0.4 and (b)R = 0.6 in the jet rapidity
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AUET2B CTEQG6L1 tune (full-square) are used for the NLO pQGBdiction in this measurement, with the uncertainty intéideby the shaded
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scald. The dficiency of the jet-based triggers is determinedwell-reconstructed event vertex, which must have at least

using the MBTS, and the one for MBTS using the indepenthree associated tracks with a minimymof 150 MeV.
dent trigger from the Zero Degree Calorimeter|[71]. Only
triggers that are- 99% dficient for a given jefpr value are
used. In the region.8 < |y| < 3.6, both a central and a 8 Jet reconstruction and calibration

forward jet trigger are used

in combination to reach fiin e

ciency of> 99%. Events are required to have at least ond he reconstruction procedure and the calibration factars f
the jet cross-section measurement\d = 2.76 TeV are
nearly identical to those used for the measuremenfat

7 TeV with 2010 datd [25]; the few exceptions are explicitly

“The electromagnetic scale

is the basic calorimeter sigredes

for the ATLAS calorimeter. It has been established using-tileam
measurements for electrons and muons to give the corrguinss for
the energy deposited in electromagnetic showers, but & doecorrect
for the lower response of the calorimeter to hadrons.

specified below.

Jets are reconstructed with the algtialgorithm using

as input objects topological clustefs [[72] 73] of energy de-
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posits in the calorimeter, calibrated at the electromdgnet responding jet kinematic region are considered in this-anal
scale. The four-momenta of the reconstructed jets are coysis. Jets are furthermore required to pass jet qualitycsele
rected event-by-event using the actual vertex positioretA j tions to reject fake jets reconstructed from non-collisian
energy scale (JES) correction is then applied to correct fonals, such as beam-related background, cosmic rays or de-
detector &ects such as energy loss in dead material in frontector noise. The applied selections were established with
of the calorimeter or between calorimeter segments, and tile /s = 7 TeV data in 201G[25,73] and are validated in the
compensate for the lower calorimeter response to hadrongs = 2.76 TeV data by studying distributions of the selec-
than to electrons or photoris [72]73]. Due to the low numtion variables with techniques similar to those in Ref. [73]
ber of interactions per bunch crossing, dfset correction The rate of fake jets after the jet selection is negligible.
accounting for additional energy depositions from mudipl
interactions in the same bunch crossing, so-called pilésup
not applied in this measurement.

The dficiency of the jet quality selection is measured
using a tag-and-probe methad [73]. The largesfficiency
is found to be below 4% for jets withr = 20 GeV. Within

The estimation of the uncertainty in the jet energy meathe statistical uncertainty, the measuréitéency is in good
surement uses single-hadron calorimeter response measuagreement with thefciency previously measured fafs =
ments [74] and systematic Monte Carlo simulation varia-7 TeV data in 2010. Because of the larger number of events
tions. An uncertainty of about®% in the central calorime- in the 2010 data at/s = 7 TeV, the jet selectionficiency
ter region over a wide momentum range of 60 pr <  from the 2010 data is taken.
800 GeV is obtained [ [73]. For jets with lowgx and for

. e Various types of validity and consistency checks have
forward jets the uncertainties are larger.

been performed on the data, such as testing the expected in-
All reconstructed jets wittpr > 20 GeV,|y| < 4.4 and  variance of the jet cross-section as a functiorppbr the
a positive decision from the trigger that is used in the corstability of the jet yield over time. No statistically sidini
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cant variations are detected. The basic kinematic vasgable

For the unfolding, the Iterative, Dynamically Stabilised

are described by the Monte Carlo simulation within the sys{IDS) Bayesian unfolding method [75] is used. The method

tematic uncertainties.

9 Unfolding of detector efects

Corrections for the detector iffeciencies and resolutions
are performed to extract the particle-level cross-section
based on a transfer matrix that relates theof the jet at

particle-level and the reconstruction-level.

takes into account the migrations of events across the bins
and uses data-driven regularisation. It is performed sepa-
rately for each rapidity bin, since migrations acr@ssbins

are significant. The migrations across rapidity bins, which
are much smaller, are taken into account using the bin-by-
bin unfolding.

The Monte Carlo simulation to derive the transfer ma-
trix is described in Seck]5. The Monte Carlo samples are
reweighted on a jet-by-jet basis as a function ofgetind ra-
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pidity. The reweighting factors are obtained from the rafio the nominal unfolding result are considered as an additiona
calculated cross-sections using the MSTW 2008 NLO PDFRincertainty on the unfolding procedure.
set [63] with respect to the MRST 2007 LO* PDF <etl[38].  The statistical uncertainties are propagated through the
This improves the description of the jpt distribution in  unfolding by performing pseudo-experiments. An ensem-
data. Additionally, a jet selection similar to the jet qisali  ble of pseudo-experiments is created in which each bin of
criteria in data is applied to jets with lowr in the Monte  the transfer matrix is varied according to its statisticad u
Carlo simulation apy| ~ 1. certainty from the Monte Carlo samples. A separate set of

The transfer matrix for the jgir is derived by matching pseudo-experiments is performed in which the data spec-
a particle-level jet to a reconstructed jet based on a gedmet trum is fluctuated according to the statistical uncertatiaity
cal criterion, in which a particle-level jet and a reconstedl  ing the correlation between jets produced in the same event
jet should be closest to each other within aradiug’of 0.3  into account. The unfolding is then applied to each pseudo-
in the @, ¢)-plane. The spectra of unmatched particle-levelexperiment, and the resulting ensembles are used to calcu-
and reconstructed jets are used to provide the matching efte the covariance matrix of the corrected spectrum, from
ficiencies, obtained from the number of the matched jets diwhich the uncertainties are obtained.
vided by the number of all jets including unmatched jets, The unfolding procedure is repeated for the propagation
both for particle-level jets¢", and for reconstructed jets, of the uncertainties on the jet energy and angle measure-
greco ments, as described in the next section.

The data are unfolded to particle level using a three-step
procedure, namely, correction for matchingfli@ency at
reconstructed level, unfolding for detectdfexts and then
correction for matching inficiency at particle level. The fi-
nal result is given by the equation:

Nipart _ Z N]recol EJ(ecoA”_ /Eipart’ @)
j

10 Systematic uncertainties on the cross-section
measurement

The following sources of systematic uncertainty are consid

ered in this measurement: the triggéfic@ency, jet recon-

struction and calibration, the unfolding procedure and the

wherei and j are the particle-level and reconstructed binluminosity measurement.

indices, respectively, ani?®" and N[ are the number of An uncertainty on the triggerfigciency of 1% is conser-

particle-level jets and the number of reconstructed jets ivatively chosen for most of the kinematic regidf & 2.8;

bin k. Ajj is an unfolding matrix, which gives the probabil- pr > 45GeV in 28 < |y| < 3.6; andpr > 30 GeV in

ity for a reconstructed-level jet with a certain reconstede 3.6 < |y| < 4.4). A 2% systematic uncertainty is assigned

level pr to have a given particle-levgdr. It is determined for jets with pr < 45 GeV in the region B < |y| < 3.6 or

using the IDS method. The number of iterations is chosemwith pr < 30 GeV in the region B < |y| < 4.4, as the trig-

such that the bias in the closure test (see below) is smaglers are used fopr close to the lowespr point with 99%

and at most at the percent level. In this measurement, this gficiency for these jets.

achieved after one iteration. The uncertainty on the jet reconstructidfi@ency is the
The precision of the unfolding technique has been studsame as in the previous measuremeni/at= 7 TeV [25]

ied using a data-driven closure test][75]. In this study theand is 2% forpr < 30 GeV and 1% fompr > 30 GeV. It

particle-levelpr spectrum in the Monte Carlo simulation is is evaluated using jets reconstructed from tracks [73]. The

reweighted and convolved through the folding matrix, whichuncertainty on the jet selectiofffieiency from the measure-

gives the probability for a particle-level jet with a certai ment at+/s = 7 TeV is applied in this measurement, but a

particle-levelpr to have a given reconstructed-leygl The  minimal uncertainty of % is retained. The latter accounts

weights are chosen such that significantly improved agredor the level of agreement of the central value in the compar-

ment between the resulting reconstructed spectrum and daton between the used jet selectidfiacéency and the mea-

is attained. The reconstructed spectrum in this reweightesured jet selectionficiency at+/s = 2.76 TeV.

Monte Carlo simulation is then unfolded using the same pro- The uncertainty due to the jet energy calibration is eval-

cedure as for the data. Comparison of the spectrum obtainegated using the same uncertainties on the sources as in the

from the unfolding with the original reweighted particle- previous measurement afs = 7 TeV [25]. Hfects from the

level spectrum provides an estimate of the bias, which isystematic uncertainty sources are propagated through the

interpreted as the systematic uncertainty. unfolding procedure to provide the uncertainties on the-mea
As an estimate of further systematic uncertainties, theured cross-sections. The JES uncertainty and its soukes a

unfolding procedure is repeated usingfelient transfer ma- described in detail in Ref._[73], where the total JES uncer-

trices created with tighter and looser matching criteria oftainty is found to be less than32s in the central calorime-

R = 0.2 andR = 0.4. The deviations of the results from ter region for jets with 66< pr < 800 GeV, and maximally
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14% for pr < 30 GeV in the most forward region. The JES tainties are of independent origins in the two datasetsgthe

applied to the reconstructed jets in the Monte Carlo simutuminosity uncertainties are treated as uncorrelated.

lation is varied separately for each JES uncertainty source The evaluated systematic uncertainties on the measured

both up and down by one standard deviation. The resultingross-section are added in quadrature and shown ifilFig. 5 for

pr spectra are unfolded using the nominal unfolding marepresentative rapidity bins aiRi= 0.6. Results for jets with

trix. The relative shifts with respect to the nominal uniedd R = 0.4 are similar. The systematic uncertainty on this mea-

spectrum are taken as uncertainties on the cross-section. surement is driven by the uncertainties on the JES. The very
The uncertainty on the jet energy resolution (JER) is asSt€ePly falling jetpr spectrum, especially for large rapid-

sighed by considering theftérence between data and Montelts transforms even relqtlvely modest unce_rtalntles an th

Carlo simulation in the estimated JER usiigsitu tech- transverse momentum into large changes in the measured

niques[[76]. The measured resolution uncertainty ranges fr differential cross-section. The uncertainty on the jet energy
20% to 10% for jets withirly] < 2.8 and with transverse resolution also has a sizabl&ext on the total systematic

momenta from 30 GeV to 500 GeV. Thdlgirence between uUncertainty of the measurement in the Ig#w bins. Other
data and MC is found to be within 10%. Théext of thisun-  Sources of uncertainty are found to have a smaller impact on
certainty on the cross-section measurement is evaluated Hje results.

smearing the energy of reconstructed jets in the Monte Carlo A total of 22 independent sources of systematic uncer-
simulation such that the resolution is worsened by the ond@inty have been considered. The correlations of the system
standard-deviation uncertainty. Then a new transfer matri&fic uncertainties acrogsr andy are examined and sum-

is constructed and used to unfold the data spectra. The relglarised in TablEl1. In the table, 88 independent nuisance pa-
tive difference between the cross-sections unfolded with thedmeters describe the correlations of systematic uncertai

modified transfer matrix and with the nominal one is takenfi€S Over the whole phase space. The system#gcteon the
as the uncertainty in the measurement. cross-section measurement associated with each nuisance

. oo : . parameter is treated as completely correlategqirandy.
The jet angular resolution is estimated in Monte Carlorpe (apje also shows the correlation with respect to the pre-

simulation from the polar angle between the recons;tructegious VS = 7 TeV measurement using 2010 data, which is
jet and its matched jet at particle level. A new transfer ma- ’

b X ) used in the extraction of the cross-section ratio in $edt. 12
trix with angular resolution degraded by 10% is used for the
data unfolding, and the relativeftérence from the nominal

unfolded result is assigned as the resulting uncertainty. o _
o ) 11 Inclusive jet cross-section aty's = 2.76 TeV
The uncertainties in the unfolding procedure are descri-

bed in Sec.9. The closure test and the variation of the matchye inclusive jet double-éierential cross-section is shown
ing criterion used to construct the transfer matrix are exam, Figs.[® andl7 for jets reconstructed with the dqtal-
ined. The impact of a possible mis-modelling of the et gorithm with R = 0.4 andR = 0.6, respectively. The mea-
spectrum in the Monte Carlo simulation is assessed in thg rement spans jet transverse momenta from 20 GeV to 430
closure test of the unfolding procedure. GeV in the rapidity region of| < 4.4, covering seven orders
The integrated luminosity is calculated by measugipg ~ of magnitude in cross-section. The results are compared to
interaction rates with several ATLAS devices. The absolutdNLO pQCD predictions calculated with NLOJEF using
calibration is derived from van der Meer scans1[77, 78]. Inthe CT10 PDF set. Corrections for non-perturbatife@s
total, four scan sessions were performed during the colledre applied.
tion of the dataset used in the jet cross-section measutesmen The ratio of the measured cross-sections to the NLO
reported here. The uncertainty in the luminosity determinapQCD predictions using the CT10 PDF set is presented in
tion arises from three main contributions: bunch-popatati Figs.[8 andD for jets witR = 0.4 andR = 0.6, respectively.
measurements, beam conditions during the luminosity califhe results are also compared to the predictions obtained
bration scans, and long-term consistency of tiEetent al-  using the PDF sets MSTW 2008, NNPDF 2.1, HERAPDF
gorithms used to measure the instantaneous luminosity dut-5 and ABM 11. The measurement is consistent with all the
ing data collection. The uncertainty on the luminosity foet  theory predictions using flerent PDF sets within their sys-
2.76 TeV dataset i£2.7%, dominated by the irreproducibil- tematic uncertainties for jets with both radius parameters
ity of beam conditions during the calibration scans. Thaltot However, the data for jets witR = 0.4 have a systemati-
systematic uncertainty for the 2010 dataset/at= 7 TeVis  cally lower cross-section than any of the theory predictjon
+3.4% [79], dominated by bunch-population measuremenwhile such a tendency is seen only in the forward rapidity
uncertainties. Because of significant improvements to theegions in the measurement for jets with= 0.6.
beam instrumentation implemented between the two run- The comparison of the data with thewiec prediction
ning periods, and because the dominant systematic uncdor antik; jets withR = 0.4 andR = 0.6 is shown in Figd. 110
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Fig. 5 The systematic uncertainty on the inclusive jet crossi@echeasurement for anki-jets withR = 0.6 in three representative rapidity bins,
as a function of the jepr. In addition to the total uncertainty, the uncertaintiesirthe jet energy scale (JES), the jet energy resolution(JER
the unfolding procedure and the other systematic soureesheown separately. The72 uncertainty from the luminosity measurement and the
statistical uncertainty are not shown.

andI1 as a function of the jgt in bins of rapidity. In gen-  from the unfolding procedure are conservatively considere
eral, the BwuEc prediction is found to be in good agreementas uncorrelated between the two measurements at the dif-
with the data. Especially in the forward region, the shape oferent energies. The measurement\i = 7 TeV has an
the data is very well reproduced by thevRiec prediction, additional uncertainty due to pile-uffects in the jet energy
while small diterences are observed in the central regioncalibration. Itis added to the uncertainty in the crossieac
As seen in the previous measurement@ = 7 TeV [25], ratio. The uncertainties in the luminosity measuremergs ar
the Perugia 2011 tune gives a consistently larger predictioalso treated as uncorrelated (see $edt. 10), resultingun a |
than the default Prua tune AUET2B, which is generally in - minosity uncertainty of 8%. The uncertainty on the mo-
closer agreement with data. In contrast to the NLO pQCDnentum of the proton beam, based on the LHC magnetic
prediction with corrections for non-perturbativiexts, the maodel, is at the level of.@% [80] and highly correlated be-
Powneg prediction agrees well with data for both radius pa-tween diferent centre-of-mass energies; hence, it is negligi-
rametersR = 0.4 andR = 0.6. This might be attributed ble for the ratio.
to the matched parton shower approach froswic (see The experimental systematic uncertainties on both
Sect[6.8). o(y, xt) andp(y, pr) are shown in Fid. 12 for representative
rapidity bins for jets withR = 0.6. Forp(y, Xr) the uncer-
_ _ tainties are 5%—20% for the central jets ar}ff;* for the
12 Cross-section ratio of ys = 2.76 TeVto Vs=7TeV  forward jets. For jets witlR = 0.4, uncertainties are similar,
except for central jets with loypr where the uncertainty is
within £15%. A significant reduction of the uncertainty is

. . . . obtained fop(y, pr), being well below 5% in the central re-
As indicated in Tabl€l1, the systematic uncertainties on th ion. In the forward region, the uncertaintyig0% for jets

mea;urement due to jet reconstruction and calibration ar ith R = 0.6, andj%goo/%forjets WithR = 0.4.
considered as fully correlated between the measurements 0

at /s = 2.76 TeV and+/s = 7 TeV. For each correlated
systematic sourcs, the relative uncertaintypg /o on the

12.1 Experimental systematic uncertainty

. T 12.2 Results
cross-section ratio is calculated as
dps  1+0370T Figured_IB anfl14 show the extracted cross-section ratio of
o 1+ ST L (8)  the inclusive jet cross-section measuredyat = 2.76 TeV

to the one measured afs = 7 TeV, as a function okr,
wheresZ® ™ ands’ ™ are relative uncertainties caused by for jets withR = 0.4 andR = 0.6, respectively. The mea-
a sources in the cross-section measurements/@= 2.76  sured cross-section ratio is found to h& ¥ p(y, 1) < 1.5
TeV and+/s = 7 TeV, respectively. Systematic uncertaintiesfor both radius parameters. This approximately constant be
that are uncorrelated between the two centre-of-mass endraviour reflects both the asymptotic freedom of QCD and
gies are added in quadrature. The uncertainties on the trigvolution of the gluon distribution in the proton as a func-
ger dficiency and the jet selectiorffieiency, and the ones tion of the QCD scale. The measurement shows a slightly
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Table 1 Description of the bin-to-bin uncertainty correlation hetmeasurement of the inclusive jet cross-sectiogfst 2.76 TeV. Each number
corresponds to a nuisance parameter for which the corrdsgpuncertainty is fully correlated in ther of the jet. Bins with the same nuisance
parameter are treated as fully correlated, while bins wiffecent nuisance parameters are uncorrelated. Numberssigaext to be the same
as in the previous publication [25]. The sources labelled;bgre sources uncorrelated s andy of the jet. The correlation with the previous
cross-section measurementyi$ = 7 TeV [28] is indicated in the last column, where full cortéda is indicated by a Y and no correlation by a N.
The description of the JES uncertainty sources can be fouRefs. [73,74]. JES14 is a source due to the pile-up coaeetnd is not considered
in this measurement. The sources JES6 and JES15 were meggtider in the previous measurement and the sum of the tvwestaities added
in quadrature is fully correlated with the JES6 in the pragimeasurement, indicated by the symbol “*” in the table. filisance parameter label
31 is skipped in order to be able to keep the same numbers fi@sponding nuisance parameters in the two jet crossesesteasurements. The
values for the nuisance parameters are given in Talile$ 4-45.

Uncertainty source ly| bins Correlation
0-0.3 0.3-08 0.8-12 1221 21-28 2836 3.6-L.4to 7 TeV
Trigger dficiency Uy Uy Uy Uy Uy Uy Uy N
Jet reconstructionfg 83 83 83 83 84 85 8 Y
Jet selectionfé. Uo Uo Uz Uz Uy Uy Uz N
JES1: Noise thresholds 1 1 2 3 4 5 6 Y
JES2: Theory UE 7 7 8 9 10 11 12 Y
JES3: Theory showering 13 13 14 15 16 17 1 Y
JES4: Non-closure 19 19 20 21 22 23 2 Y
JES5: Dead material 25 25 26 27 28 29 3 Y
JES6: Forward JES generatofs 88 88 88 88 88 88 8 *
JES7:E/presponse 32 32 33 34 35 36 3 Y
JESS8:E/p selection 38 38 39 40 41 42 4 Y
JES9: EM+ neutrals 44 44 45 46 47 48 4 Y
JES10: HADE-scale 50 50 51 52 53 54 5 Y
JES11: Highpr 56 56 57 58 59 60 6 Y
JES12:E/p bias 62 62 63 64 65 66 6 Y
JES13: Test-beam bias 68 68 69 70 71 72 7 Y
JES15: Forward JES detecto 89 89 89 89 89 89 8 *
Jet energy resolution 76 76 77 78 79 80 8 Y
Jet angle resolution 82 82 82 82 82 82 8 Y
Unfolding: Closure test 74 74 74 74 74 74 7 N
Unfolding: Jet matching 75 75 75 75 75 75 7 N
Luminosity 87 87 87 87 87 87 8 N
differentxr dependence for jets witR = 0.4 andR = 0.6, The systematic uncertainty on the measurement is sig-

which may be attributed to flerentx; dependencies of non- nificantly reduced and is generally smaller than the theory
perturbative corrections for the two radius parameters, aluncertainties. The measurement is also compared to the pre-
ready seen in FigEl 4 (a) afd. 4 (b). The measurement is thelictions using dferent PDF sets, namely MSTW2008,
compared to the NLO pQCD prediction, to which correc-NNPDF 2.1, HERAPDF 1.5 and ABM 11. In general, the
tions for non-perturbativeffects are applied, obtained using measured points are slightly higher than the predictions in
the CT10 PDF set. Itis in good agreement with the predicthe central rapidity regions and are lower in the forward
tion. rapidity regions. The deviation is more pronounced for the
Figure$ 1b and 16 show the same cross-section ratio corediction using the ABM 11 PDF set in the barrel region,
pared to predictions fromdwuec with the CT10 PDF set. which yields a diterent shape with respect to the other PDF
The tunes AUET2B and Perugia 2011 give very similar presets.
dictions in general, and also agree well with the pQCD pre- The very small systematic uncertainty in thé&, pr)
diction with non-perturbative corrections applied. measurement suggests that the measured jet cross-sedction a
Figure$1V and18 show the cross-section ratio as a funafs = 2.76 TeV may contribute to constrain the PDF uncer-
tion of the jetpr, plotted as the double ratio with respect
to the NLO pQCD prediction using the CT10 PDF set withcoherent treatment in the two measurements at tfiereint beam en-

non-perturbative corrections applied, for aktjets withR = €rgies, shifting the measured cross-sectionvat= 7 TeV from the
04 andR=0 6@ ppbllshed result within its uncertainty. The shifts areabie in the
) ) bin 0.8 < |y| < 1.2 only. For jets withR = 0.4 (R = 0.6), they are
- 13% (10%) in the 20< pr < 30 GeV bin, and 5% (26%) in the
5As written in Sect[D, the measurementi$ = 2.76 TeV uses 30 < pr < 45 GeV bin. In the rapidity range < |y| < 2.1, the shift
a quality selection for jets with lover in Monte Carlo simulation at  is 1.8% (19%) at 20< pr < 30 GeV. These bins in the/s = 7 TeV
Inl ~ 1, which is a diferent treatment than was done for the publishedmeasurement only enter in the extractionpf, pr) and not in that of
measurement ak/s = 7 TeV [25]. The ratio is extracted using the p(y, xt).
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Fig. 6 Inclusive jet double-dferential cross-section as a function of thepetin bins of rapidity, for antik jets withR = 0.4. For presentation,
the cross-section is multiplied by the factors indicatethinlegend. The shaded area indicates the experimentahsytit uncertainties. The data
are compared to NLO pQCD predictions calculated using NLTGJEwith the CT10 PDF set, to which non-perturbative correctibave been
applied. The hashed area indicates the predictions withuheertainties. The 2.7% uncertainty from the luminosityasurements is not shown.

tainties in a global PDF fit in the pQCD framework by cor- F»(x, Q%) at HERA [86]. However, the gluon momentum
rectly taking the correlation of systematic uncertainties distribution xg(x, Q) at x values above .01 has not been
the previousys = 7 TeV measurement into account. Suchas precisely determined in deep-inelastic scattering.iifhe
an NLO pQCD analysis is described in Séci. 13. clusive jetpr spectrum at low and moderapg is sensitive

A comparison of the jet cross-section ratio as a functiorto the gluon distribution function.
of pr to the Rwsc prediction is made in Figs. 19 addi20.  pe systematic uncertainty on the jet cross-section at

Differences between the tunes qsgdthﬂ for the parto.n Vs = 2.76 TeV is strongly correlated with the ATLAS jet
shower are very small, and QeV|at|ons are seen onIy.m th@ross-section measured® = 7 TeV, as described in Segt. 8.
forward region for largepr. Like the NLO pQCD predic-  rqafore, increased sensitivity to the PDFs is expectahwh
tion with non-perturbative corrections, thewRies predic- these two jet cross-section datasets are analysed together

tion has a dferent ”e,“‘?' in the central rapidity region with with proper treatment of correlation between the measure-
respect to data, deviating by more than 10%. However, hents

follows the data very well in the forward region. . . ) o
A combined NLO pQCD analysis of the inclusive jet

cross-section ipp collisions at+/s =2.76 TeV together with
the ATLAS inclusive jet cross-section ipp collisions at

4/s =7 TeV [25] and HERA | datd [86] is presented here. The
Knowledge of the PDFs of the proton comes mainly fromanalysis is performed using the HERAFitter package [86—
deep-inelastic lepton-proton scattering experimentscov [88], which uses the light-quark cfiient functions calcu-
ing a broad range of momentum-transfer squapé@nd of lated to NLO as implemented in QCDNUM [89] and the
Bjorkenx. The PDFs are determined from data using pQCLCheavy-quark cocient functions from the variable-flavour
in the DGLAP formalism[[81—85]. The quark distributions number scheme (VFNS) [90,91] for the PDF evolution, as
in the regionx < 0.01 are in general well constrained by well as MINUIT [92] for minimisation ofy?. The data are
the precise measurement of the proton structure functiooompared to the theory using thé function defined in

13 NLO pQCD analysis of HERA and ATLAS jet data
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CT10 PDF set corrected for non-perturbativieets. The ratio is shown as a function of the petin bins of jet rapidity, for anti jets with
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Fig. 11 Ratio of the measured inclusive jet doubldfeliential cross-section to the NLO pQCD prediction cal@davith NLOJETF-+ with the
CT10 PDF set corrected for non-perturbatiféeets. The ratio is shown as a function of the getin bins of jet rapidity, for antik jets with
R = 0.6. The figure also shows predictions fromwRiec using Rrrria for the simulation of the parton shower and hadronisatidh thie AUET2B
tune and the Perugia 2011 tune. Only the statistical uringrtes shown on the &wvrec predictions. Statistically insignificant data points agk
pr are omitted. The 2.7% uncertainty from the luminosity measents is not shown.

Refs. [93595]. The heavy quark masses are chosen to hers,A andB, of irandd are set equal such thaill = xd at

me = 1.4 GeV andm, = 4.75 GeV [53]. The strong cou- x — 0. An extraterm for the valence distributioB) is ob-
pling constant is fixed tas(Mz) = 0.1176, as in Ref[[86]. served to improve the fit quality significantly. The strange-
A minimum Q? cut of szm = 3.5 Ge\® is imposed on the quark distribution is constrained to a certain fractiofbads
HERA data to avoid the non-perturbative region. The prexs = fsxD, wherefs = 0.31 is chosen in this analysis. The
diction for the ATLAS jet data is obtained from the NLO gluon distribution uses the so-called flexible form, sugegs
PQCD calculation to which the non-perturbative correctionby MSTW analyses, witle; = 25 [53]. This value of th€,

is applied as described in Sdct. 6. Due to the large values glarameter ensures that the additional term contributesvat |
the non-perturbative corrections and their large unaertai x only. With all these additional constraints applied, the fit
ties at lowpy of the jet, all the bins withpr < 45 GeV are  has 13 free parameters to describe the parton densities.
excluded from the analysis.

The DGLAP evolution equations yield the PDFs at any
value of Q?, given that they are parameterised as function
of xataninitial scaIng. In the present analysis, this scale is
chosen to b&3 = 1.9 Ge\? such that it is belowng. PDFs
are parameterised at the evolution starting sQ%Iering a
HERAPDF-inspired ansatz as in Ref. [96]:

To see the impact of the ATLAS jet data on the PDFs,
a fit only to the HERA dataset is performed first. Then, the
it parameters are fixed and thé value between jet data
and the fit prediction is calculated using experimental un-
certainties only. The data are included taking into account
bin-to-bin correlations. Finally, fits to HERA ATLAS jet
data are performed fdR = 0.4 andR = 0.6 jet sizes inde-
XUy(X) = Ay, xB (1 — )% (1 + Ey, x3), pendently, since correlations of uncertainties betweea-me
Xy(X) = Ag xB% (1 — x)C, surements baseq on twdfeirent jet r.adius parameters have
xJ(x) _ AGXEI(1 - ) nqt l_)een determined. The correlations of systematic uncer-

’ tainties between the/s =7 TeV and+/s =2.76 TeV datasets

xD(¥) = Asx®(1 - X, are treated as described in S&cil. 12. The PDF uncertainties
Xg(x) = Agx® (1 - )% = A X% (1-X)% . (9) are determined using the Hessian method[97, 98].
HereU = U whereasD = d + 5 The parameters,, and The consistency of the PDF fit withftierent datasets in

Aq, are fixed using the quark counting rule afydusing the  terms of they? values is given iff Appendix|B. Very good fit
momentum sum rule. The normalisation and slope parameguality is found for both radius parameters. Tifevalues
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Fig. 12 The systematic uncertainty on the cross-section rgti@sxr) andp(y, pr), for antik; jets withR = 0.6 in three representative rapidity
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also show the pull of ATLAS jet data for both jet radius pa-  In the fits using the HERA data and both of the AT-
rameters, while the description of the HERA data is almost.AS jet datasets at the fiiérent centre-of-mass energies,
undtected. the shifts of jet-related systematic uncertainties medell
by 88 nuisance parameters contribute 19 (12) units in to-
tal to the correlated components of th&for the fit using
The fits determine shifts for the correlated systematiR = 0.4 (R = 0.6). A few shifts of jet systematic uncer-
uncertainties in the data, which are applied to the theoryainties are found to be flerent between th® = 0.4 and
predictions. Typically these shifts are smaller than half &R = 0.6 fits, e.g. the jet energy resolution in forward rapid-
standard deviation and comparable in size for the fits to th@y bins differs by~ 0.5¢. In order to evaluate the impact
two different jet radius parameters. Largeffeliences are of the larger shifts on the fit parameters, a special fit is per-
found for the normalisation parameters in the fit using th&ormed in which several systematic uncertainties with the
Vs =276 TeV jet data, being.0% forR = 0.4 and-2.4% |argest shifts are treated as uncorrelated. In these $fies;ia
for R = 0.6, respectively, in spite of the fact that the inte- the PDF parameters in Eg. 9 are found to be compatible with
grated luminosity is the same in the two cases and thus 100%e results of the default fits.
correlated. Since this correlation is not implemented & th
fitting method, the dferences between the data and theory In the following, the results for the fit using jet data with
prediction for jets withR = 0.4 andR = 0.6 (see Secf.11) R = 0.6 are presented. The results = 0.4 are compat-
are compensated using shifts of the nuisance parameters. ible. The results of the fits to HERA data and to the com-
terestingly, the gluon PDFs obtained from the two fits arebined data from HERA and ATLAS jet measurements are
very similar. Additional studies where the normalisatien i presented in Fig. 21, which shows the momentum distribu-
fixed in the fit show that the impact of thefidirence in nor- tion of the gluonxg and sea quarksS = 2(xu + xd + Xxs)
malisation on the parton distributions is small. at the scal€)? = 1.9 Ge\2. The gluon momentum distribu-
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Fig. 13 Ratio of the inclusive jet cross-section g6 = 2.76 TeV to the one at/s = 7 TeV as a function oky in bins of jet rapidity, for antk, jets
with R = 0.4. The theoretical prediction is calculated at next-tatieg order with the CT10 PDF set and corrected for non-plestive efects.
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tion tends to be harder after the inclusion of the jet data thadata at+/s = 2.76 TeV and /s = 7 TeV, together with

that obtained from HERA data alone. Furthermore, the unHERA | data. By including the ATLAS jet data, a harder

certainty inxg is reduced if the ATLAS jet data are included gluon distribution and a softer sea-quark distributionhia t

in the fit. Being smaller in the higlkregion, the sea quark high Bjorkenx region are obtained with respect to the fit of

momentum distribution tends to be softer with the ATLASHERA data only. Furthermore, it is shown that the full po-

jet data used in the fit. This reduction of the central valugential of the ATLAS jet data for PDF fits can be exploited

results in a larger relative uncertainty g8. further when the information about the correlations betwee
The fit is also performed for HERA data in combination the measurements afs = 2.76 TeV and+/s = 7 TeV is

with the ATLAS jet data aty's= 2.76 TeV and+y/s= 7 TeV  used.

separately (see Fig.R1). It is found that the impact on the

gluon momentum distribution is largely reduced. Hence, the

full potential of the ATLAS jet data for PDF fits can be ex- Acknowledgements
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Appendix A: Bin boundaries of the measured
cross-section

Table 2 Bin boundaries in the variabler used in the extraction of
p(y, x7), the cross-section ratio as a functiomgfat different centre-
of-mass energies. Also shown are the correspondingjetalues at
each centre-of-mass energy.

X7 pr [GeV] pr [GeV]
aty/s=7TeV at+s=276TeV

0.0171 60 23.65
0.0229 80 31.54
0.0314 110 43.37
0.0457 160 63.08
0.0600 210 82.80
0.0743 260 102.5
0.0886 310 122.2
0.1143 400 157.7
0.1429 500 197.1
0.1714 600 236.5
0.2286 800 315.4
0.2857 1000 394.2
0.3429 1200 473.1

The bin boundaries of the cross-section measurement are
given in Tabld 2 for ther binning, and for thepr binning
at both centre-of-mass energiegs = 7 TeV and /s =
2.76 TeV.
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Appendix B: Tables of y? values for the PDF fit

Table[3 shows thg? values for the PDF fits with various
combinations of HERA and ATLAS jet data forftBrent
radius parameteiR of the antik; algorithm.
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Table 3 Agreement of the PDF fit with fierent datasets in terms of th&values, using various combinations of input datasets ®fithHHERA is
used as baseline and in combination with ATLAS jet data froengingle-jet double-flierential cross-section measurements/at= 2.76 TeV and

v/s = 7 TeV for antik; jets with two radius parameter®,= 0.4 andR = 0.6. When both ATLAS jet datasets afs = 2.76 TeV andvs = 7 TeV

are used, all correlations between the measurements ane itato account. Thg? value of the fit with respect to the individual datasets tste
is given separately for the uncorrelated and the correlatedponents ag?,.,, and y2,,, where the shifts of the systematic uncertainties are
summed in quadrature for each category. In general, a vasgl fipquality is found. Comparison gf? values of the fit using HERA data only
with fits including both HERA and ATLAS jet data shows the pfllATLAS jet data for both jet radius parameters, while theatiption of the
HERA data is almost urfeected. For examplg;2,.,, of the HERA dataset worsens only slightly by 8 units from 5864 when the ATLAS jet
data forR = 0.6 is included in the fit, whilg2,..,improved from 33 (50) to 29 (40) for theZb TeV (7 TeV) jet data. There is also an improvement
from 22 to 12 iny 2, for jets.

input datasets | test dataset Xlncor X% Npoints
HERA 556 3.0 592
ATLAS jets 276 TeV,R= 0.4 29 21 40
HERA ATLAS jets 7 TeV,R= 0.4 44 76
ATLAS jets 276 TeV,R= 0.6 33 29 40
ATLAS jets 7 TeV,R= 0.6 50 76
HERA 562 3.6 592
HERA ATLAS jets 276 TeV,R=0.4 27 19 40
ATLAS jets 276 TeV,R=0.4 | ATLAS jets 7 TeV,R=0.4 33 76
ATLAS jets 7 TeV,R= 0.4 ATLAS jets 276 TeV,R = 0.6 29 13 40
ATLAS jets 7 TeV,R= 0.6 41 76
HERA HERA 557 3.1 592
ATLAS jets 276 TeV,R=0.4 | ATLAS jets 276 TeV,R=0.4 20 7.4 40
HERA HERA 559 3.4 592
ATLAS jets 7 TeV,R=0.4 ATLAS jets 7 TeV,R= 0.4 28 14 76
HERA 564 4.0 592
HERA ATLAS jets 276 TeV,R = 0.6 jets 29 12 40
ATLAS jets 276 TeV,R= 0.6 | ATLAS jets 7 TeV,R= 0.6 40 76
ATLAS jets 7 TeV,R= 0.6 ATLAS jets 276 TeV,R= 0.4 26 18 40
ATLAS jets 7 TeV,R= 0.4 32 76
HERA HERA 558 3.2 592
ATLAS jets 276 TeV,R= 0.6 | ATLAS jets 276 TeV,R= 0.6 21 4.9 40
HERA HERA 560 3.6 592
ATLAS jets 7 TeV,R= 0.6 ATLAS jets 7 TeV,R= 0.6 34 9.4 76
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Appendix C: Tables of the measured jet cross-sections
and cross-section ratios

The measured inclusive single-jet cross-sections are rshow
in Tables[4EID and Tablés]{I317 for jets with= 0.4
andR = 0.6, respectively. Tablds 1824 ahd P5-31 show
the measured cross-section rapy, x7), for R = 0.4 and

R = 0.6, and TableE32=38 and Tables B9-45 show the mea-
sured cross-section ratio(y, pr), for R = 0.4 andR = 0.6,
respectively.
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Table 4 Measured jet cross section for aktijets withR = 0.4 in the rapidity binly| < 0.3. NPCorr stands for multiplicative non-perturbative
correctionsg is the cross section anfd; is the statistical uncertainty; andu; correspond to the correlated and uncorrelated systenmatieru
tainties given in %. They are described in Tdble 1, wherey; denotes a nuisance parameter. For each table entry, thenoeitaf shifting the
corresponding nuisance parameter by one standard deviagoor down, is shown as superscript or subscript, resgdgtin some bins these
shifts may lead to cross-section variations in the sametitire The 2.7% uncertainty from the luminosity measurenienot in the table.

(GpeTV) N (nGev) TR T B T TR ™% T3 ™ T30 T T YOG, T8, 174, TR T8, g g
20-30 o.sﬁgﬂ 1308e03 1.7 *13 *12 478 +72 +49 0o +18 +58 +45 ~00 +00 +13 ~00 0.0 +46 701 F01 203 +20 10 05
3045 091000 1945002 29 *48 +96 467 412 +18 0o +33 +44 451 00 +00 +44 -00 00 .35 01 100 01 10 +10 05
45-60 o.9§gzgg 3317601 26 *15 76 +42 +56 405 g0 +32 +24 +43 +03 +O1 +50 00 00 +14 401 202 201 +10 +10 205
60-80 0.953:82 7.315¢00 1.1 (08 +88 +24 +38 +10 o0 +31 +18 +46 +0F +01 +47 101 00 +04 201 202 200 10 10 405
80-110 09?3182 1378000 1.7 ;05 +82 +45 +10 +22 o +36 +14 +p4 +10 +01 +25 01 00 +13 701 02 %00 +10 +10 05
110-160 0.9800; 1987e01 32701 +37 +38 436 +07 g +31 +10 +57 +17 +01 -02 +14 00 113 201 03 00 £10 10 05
160-210 o.9§gzgg 2552e-02 86739 +43 +25 131 +12 o0 +29 408 472 +28 +08 -3 +5C 00 +15 202 406 +00 +10 +10 405
210-260 0.9§g:82 4231603 19,700 +39 +82 428 +18 oo +30 +08 +11 +40 +03 ~01 +12 00 701 01 +06 +00 +10 +10 05
260-310 0.9§gzgg 1196e-03 39.799 33 41 +20 +19 o0 +29 +06 +71 +47 +03 ~0.0 478 00 +01 +0.1 +06 +00 +10 +10 05
310-400 098000 4272004 45.;09 139 24 +10 423 g +22 +04 487 457 104 00 +99 (0 406 301 +04 00 +10 +10 +05
400-500 0980 70s9e0s 115780 +Hf *07 28 37 00 23 47 4G 77 493 68 1} 00 +10 203 205 200 +10 410 205

Table 5 Measured jet cross section for aktijets withR = 0.4 in the rapidity bin (8 < |y| < 0.8. See caption of Tablg 4 for details.

(GpeTv) NPCorr (nu{éev) 5sot/'§\t yolm yg/o 7103& ng% yzg/n VSEA) 732% yss% 7114% 7500/n 755% 762% 768% 789 D/:76% 782% 774% 775% 783% “1% uz %
2030 osdgy; 1304003 14 3 *GR 3% *92 43«1 39 +48 4% 208 3D 37 188 183 =57 w00 w01 w02 20 410 w05
3045 oofggy 18s7e02 23 *47 13 188 198 23 <8} 438 33 150 40«0 38 <82 *B «26 701 00 w01 +10 410 -05
4560 053007 sosse0n 21 14 *BF 158 132 17«0 30 420 4T “01 100 37 *02 10 w06 202 202 201 410 410 s05
50-80 098000 cov1e00 09 (08 65 +48 +38 39 Q0 38 35 43 '3 83 189 38 168 +11 v04 202 200 210 410 105
80-110 09fgor 1357000 13 185 *8% 44 *33 *03 *88 30 *13 E3 *13 *38 83 *43 189 +11 w01 202 200 410 410 w05
110-160 09807 1se0e01 26705 B4 *43 +38 *5¢ *QD 37«8 *83 *18 “G} (B} *2Y *Gf +08 03 206 200 +10 +10 205
160-210 0805 212802 74300 *49 139 33 38 +f 24 *G8 “02 429 Q1 <00 72 +3§ .03 701 103 00 +10 +10 =05
210260 098007 a3aae0s 18080 *53 47 '3 28 +0 28 “07 *EL *41 *3F 189 132 189 w07 502 501 200 210 410 s05
200-510 0980y o730e04 3288 *48 39 12 39 +f 13 *68 152 *43 133 -8 *4h 1§ +11 %01 202 100 210 410 w05
310400 098007 a5oae0s 44788 *4R 3T 424 47 40 22 +G7 38 *05 43 <88 *13 *§§ w07 200 202 200 410 410 s05
400-500 o.9§8zgg 8801e-05 78. 00722 +10 +19 437 +0.0 +18 +04 41 +70 +02 00 *18 +00 .06 401 405 00 +10 410 +05

Table 6 Measured jet cross section for aktijets withR = 0.4 in the rapidity bin 8 < |y| < 1.2. See caption of Tablg 4 for details.

(GpeTV) Necer (nUgeV) 65021 R e e e e A A T T T R e ul% 2 %
20-30 o8y 11e03 16 '3 13T 98 Y 39 #8743 43 143 188 *38 3% 188 13§ w05 w12 %03 w01 420 410 w05
3045 osfooo 1ssvec2 27 *38 7 133 438 443 +74 438 430 449 <08 +38 *33 183 "4} »59 =01 %00 207 +10 w10 -0
4560 094007 2690001 24 *}§ *87 +04 14 +}8 107 +30 1F 448 G0 +0 37 B3 *3] 430 <05 405 01 +10 +10 205
60-80 08800 5937000 11 387 70 58 433 29 “37 39 “18 434 84 *B9 89 *37 *3§ w12 =01 205 w01 410 410 w0
80-110 0980C 1159000 16 185 ‘7 43 *33 03 +39 23 “12 493 112 40 (04 '43 30 428 203 405 400 410 410 s05
110-160 09850, 150se0L 3130F 68 *48 138 1§ 433 131 +f0 B4 27«01 (97 23 1] +30 500 14 200 410 410 05
100-210 09807 1714002 91788 *33 47 *38 3G 138 25«07 +7% 130 *} -8 '83 1§ 425 201 102 400 410 410 205
210260 09807 2282003 22388 *38 43 *38 24 *4 33 “0¢ 72 43 402 <08 *32 }E «03 =00 504 200 410 410 s05
260-310 05800 6512004 42700 *53 34 “13 138 52 20«07 136 35 02 00 *8 +}7 w20 01 206 100 410 +10 205
310400 0580 s2se05 124703 138 47 “12 *49 B8 3¢ *03 *H 178 02 Bl {133 w21 +02 w21 400 410 410 w05
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Table 7 Measured jet cross section for aktijets withR = 0.4 in the rapidity bin 12 < |y| < 2.1. See caption of Tabld 4 for details.

(GpeTv) npeorr (nugev) 55{){/:1 e R T e TR T T A e N L A R YL L ul% "2 %
2030 osdony saszece 12 3 185 4 3 4E 1§ 33 43 145 189 *85 38 185 189 w12 w06 501 w06 420 410 w05
3045 o0sdocy 1210002 21 43 3 78 *58 53 1] 33 *34 34 380 85 38 187 149 w65 w04 201 w01 410 410 w05
4500 oslgoe 2007001 19 1§ *87 13 -84 420 “f} 38 423 430 402 40D “30 03 438 417 %01 202 201 +10 410 05
60-80 09800c 4185000 09 188 188 150 '3 29 163 23 “13 148 103 B0 187 *3§ 43 413 %01 403 400 410 410 w05
s0-110 0sfgqy 7areor 13308 72 47 2 19 157 435 +f4 82 *1f *09 183 +49 143 «18 503 203 200 410 410 05
10-100 09805 sz0se02 28385 72 48 17 17 *48 139 53 *% 33 1% $1 'EZ '35 +23 *01 104 400 410 410 205
160-210 0980; 0146003 84380 1S 52 *1f 22 182 29 +06 28 135 +01 “00 4% *3Y w23 502 +11 200 410 410 +05
210-260 05800y 9051004 20,700 B3 250 *32 133 173 29«08 139 32 101 00 *8 +4% 04 01 412 200 410 410 105
260-310 0580y s9use0s 77.700 L 153 39 133 193 34«08 14 178 03 188 *17 143 +08 01 207 200 410 +10 105
310400 09807 2379005 122701 *99 +38 134 132 0 +30 08 4 30 “02 (B0 13 17§ +34 400 402 200 410 410 w05

Table 8 Measured jet cross section for aktijets withR = 0.4 in the rapidity bin 21 < |y| < 2.8. See caption of Tablg 4 for details.

(GpeTv) NPCorr (nu(éev) O‘s;/?t yé}u MO% ylg/ﬂ yz% yzg/o 73%/[’ 735% 74;% 747% 753% 759% 765% 771%789 .:/:79% 782% 774% 775%784% U1%Uz%
2030 osdory sasieoz 19 34 (BT 43 435 443 33 3} +30 +43 <88 +38 3% 138 *4F w18 w04 500 200 20 10 05
3045 osfogy 77e0s01 15 42 +f3 70 +48 27 +30 430 +36 430 <08 +38 *3] 187 48 =51 +08 203 201 410 210 05
4550 0sdgre 1oste0n 26 33 133 4T3 138 1RL 18 134 033 435 103 *B5 30 'B5 38 <03 w01 w04 400 410 410 05
60-80 098007 1804500 13 ;08 83 462 +16 132 411 +38 +20 460 107 +00 +09 +26 434 436 102 104 00 +10 +10 05
80-110 o.gégzgi 2.169e-01 2754 10 +74 +12 +1d 410 +82 +17 +87 +20 +01 04 +13 +28 127 308 205 100 10 £10 05
110-160 o.gﬁgzgg 1123002 86359 *1f +711 +19 +19 L 49 414 410 +30 +01 01 +10 +17 414 400 408 00 410 £10 05
160-210 o.gﬁgzg; 526504 39.700 +11 +76 +21 +33 +16 +80 +10 +14 66 +01 “00 +17 122 110 +09 +18 +00 +10 +10 +05
210-260 o.gﬁgig; 6.264e-05 113700 12 18 08 +43 +23 07 05 +17 +B9 00 00 3¢ +04 462 +31 +114 400 +10 +10 205

Table 9 Measured jet cross section for aktijets withR = 0.4 in the rapidity bin 2 < |y| < 3.6. See caption of Tablg 4 for details.

(Gp;'v) NPCorr (nlj{éev) O‘s;/?t y°5A) )’10% 713/0 729',0 yzsoz,/n 73%/[’ 736% 74%/0 ms% 754% yeo% 786% 772% 7890/38%/[’ 782% 774% 775% 785% “1% uz %
2030 0s8ggy d133e02 23 8 T4 B Fh 259+ 738 *32 83 108 38 *33 188 U3 +10 w01 w01 w04 w20 220 w05
3045 08800 2821000 23 43 HjS 5G <07 24«5} 438 39 B2 103 188 *4F 61 23 =58 w03 +05 405 410 220 w05
4560 0ofgos 225000 23 2L 1 Y 183 37 44 282 43E 481 102 G0 +41 13 1B0 w40 507 w22 200 410 410 05
co-80 oofooy 1770 3918 fE tBf 172 39 431058 038 B8 18 G130 *ET 15E 483 509 444 200 210 410 205
s0-110 osfooy asssecs 1508 M 459 9 43 48 90 47 49 47 103 (b *9f &3 w26 w18 w25 00 +10 210 -0
110-160 0.913:82 1507e-04 69.702 19 +011 +060 —12 +29 +13 -10 +025 05 -00 -0% +17 ~20 130 302 4265 00 +10 +10 +05

Table 10 Measured jet cross section for aktijets withR = 0.4 in the rapidity bin 3 < |y| < 4.4. See caption of Tabld 4 for details.
Py NPCorr o dstat Ye Y12 Y18 Y24 Y30 Y88 Y37 Y43 Y49 Y55 Y61 Y67 Y73 Y89 Y81 Y82 Y74 Y75 Yge U1 U2
(Gev) (bGev) % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
. 0.14 +23 +12 +21 +54 +74 +116 +35 +7.6 +7.9 00 +00 +46 -00 +21 .
20-30 0-750‘03 4651e01 58 *23 +12 +21 +54 +1d4 +116 +35 476 479 00 100 +38 00 +21 131 100 03 +15 420 220 05
. 0.14 +7.2 +28 +16 +37 +55 +218 +7.1 +69 +11 -00 -00 +7.6 +00 +32
30-45 0.75009 1330600 6.4 72 *28 +16 37 433 +218 +11 +69 1L 00 00 7 0D 432 417 +19 30 +19 +10 £10 205
= 0.14 " +0.9 +28 +17 +24 +37 +196 +75 +46 +15 -00 -00 +54 +20 +65
45-60 0.7§0_10 9.127e-03 18._5‘5 5 117 152 176 85 110 77 .13 _09 +00 -83 -27 -37 +17. £18 +151 02 +1.0 +1.0 05




Table 11 Measured jet cross section for aktijets withR = 0.6 in the rapidity biny| < 0.3. See caption of Tablg 4 for details.
(GpeTV) neeer (AGev) TR T B " TR %% T3 ™ T30 T T TOR0 TG, T8, 174, TR T8, g, g
2030 124095 2542008 14 *14 +11 420 410 473 g +21 +B1 451 00 +00 +17 -00 00 .53 =03 501 05 20 +10 05
30-45 igg; 3004002 24 *84 +12 +1L +8T +17 o0 +28 +33 +00 00 00 +40 ~00 00 436 701 200 401 10 +10 405
4560 108005 4742001 22 *13 417 +41 +39 +08 g +30 +20 +43 +01 400 +49 -00 00 157 300 401 101 10 +10 205
60-80 105383 1008e01 10 ;32 +70 +14 +41 +11 00 +35 17 +59 +05 +01 +50 ~01 00 703 701 01 %00 +10 +10 05
80-110 103007 1836000 15 (95 +73 +15 48 +13 g +37 +17 +56 +12 401 426 00 00 416 300 401 +00 +10 +10 205
110-160 108000 2553001 28701 49 +28 +31 +10 g0 +30 408 +59 +15 +01 -03 +12 (0 104 200 £02 00 £10 10 05
160-210 10538; 3.188e-02 7.9739 *89 +43 +20 +14 00 +39 02 +70 +28 +03 03 +54 00 09 201 404 +00 10 +10 405
210-260 103007 5418008 17.709 185 +45 +16 420 g +31 +06 475 +40 102 01 477 (0 410 102 +04 00 +10 +10 %05
260-310 105382 1502¢03 34..00 +29 28 14 126 00 128 408 +73 +4€ 02 09 8% 00 207 200 204 00 £10 210 205
310400 1080} 4135004 47.789 34 37 407 137 00 123 100 488 59 400 “00 10 0.0 701 01 03 00 +10 +10 405
400-500 103007 675205 120 0.0+46 +33 +09 439 g0 29 +06 +99 +80 06 -00 +12 0 117 101 04 00 10 +10 05

Table 12 Measured jet cross section for aktijets withR = 0.6 in the rapidity bin B < |y| < 0.8.

(GP;'V) NPCorr (nlj{éev) O‘s;/?t yolm yo7/n 719}0 71&) 72§/0 YB%A) 732% yss% 7114% 750% 756% 762% 768% 789 .:/:75% 782% 774% 775% 783% “1% uz %
2030 12400, 24es008 11 1 L 47 '8 53 00 23 +48 150 (06 B0 130 188 ‘G w6 w01 502 405 20 410 s05
s 1adgoq 9028002 19 8Y “if 300 180 27 10} #2833 37 <00 +0f 439 <02 18} +33 507 401 203 +10 410 05
4500 1ofey aszosor 18 12 1T 189 439 4§ (0 129 +18 148 “03 130 35 133 4 +11 %01 204 w01 210 410 w05
c0-80 104503 9701000 08 (12 “3f 37 430 +3¢ 4G9 432 16 +48 +92 08 +q7 *3} 4§ «12 200 +03 200 +10 +10 205
so-110 10800y 1791000 11 368 13 3} 438 24 400 3} +} 35 1} 1Qf 83 *44 09 +10 =01 204 200 210 410 w05
10160 1030, 23meo0r 23708 *B3 33 33 07 *3f 57 *93 33 *30 3} 81 *E8 83 08 =02 =08 200 +10 410 w05
160-210 1030, 262702 66308 133 38 33 1§ «f 28 +7 139 *38 +q} -8 *B4 4 «14 502 203 200 +10 410 205
210260 1080, sea0e0s 1708 *33 135 4R 57 488 52«08 177 37 135 89 '34 '8 05 w01 201 200 +10 410 w0
200810 10k 1182003 20500 “B9 139 129 +43 100 +33 108 29 153 +63 [§ 15 8 w06 +02 05 200 +10 410 u05
310400 10800, sssseos 45708 134 44 1 47 *8 23 *6F 137 “B4 "5 89 ' *§Y w01 w01 204 200 410 410 w05
400-500 10?38% 1351e-04 63. 00789 +48 +06 +32 +00 +19 405 +1L +75 +02 00 15 +00 112 400 207 00 +10 +10 =05

Table 13 Measured jet cross section for aktijets withR = 0.6 in the rapidity bin 8 < |y| < 1.2. See caption of Tablg 4 for details.

(GpeTw NPeer (nt;(;ew 'Ssﬂx/:t R e A T A A T T T e A A ul% 2 %
2030 12807, 2279003 13 ‘B8 i 10 47 438 38 43 43 188 83 133 89 133 +10 413 %03 204 220 410 105
345 113007 2857002 22 282 {34 430 39 *42 39 *37 35 <8 Q9 *38 185 43 +76 w00 201 202 410 410 w05
4560 10f00; 397re0n 21 38 (BB 173 428 38 438 31 439 LT “§1 +38 3% *3% 130 +25 w04 205 201 410 410 w05
60-80 10dg0, 8257600 10 713 67 +38 1§ +35 432 32 443 +50 +2 03 *B9 37 *38 +29 04 205 200 +10 +10 205
80-110 10850 1505000 14 0% “03 *33 43 20 34 431 43 54 13 #0881 4§ “11 +19 704 405 200 +10 410 205
10-160 1050y esseor 28381 *63 *30 13 *0 +33 422 08 “01 13 11 81 '8 134 +20 703 14 200 +10 410 w08
100-210 10805 207302 8388 3G 38 12y 17 133 34 499 189 430 41 (8§ 5} '68 +01 +03 202 200 410 410 105
210260 108007 259703 21388 *48 49 *38 37+ 35+ B2 *43 *Q% <89 *3h *§] w00 202 503 200 210 410 s05
260-310 102002 7.773e.04 39.700 +58 435 421 +41 448 422 405 +10 +53 401 -00 413 +09 .41 404 406 00 +10 +10 05
310400 1080 107704 83, 0% “09 *49 *0f 42 “5F 432 12 4 74«03 {1 *J2 9] =27 202 418 200 +10 410 205
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Table 14 Measured jet cross section for aktijets withR = 0.6 in the rapidity bin 12 < |y| < 2.1. See caption of Tablg 4 for details.

o Ostat  ¥3 Y9 Y15 Y21 Y27 Y88 Y34 Y40 Y46 Y52 Y58 Y64 Y70 Y89 Y78 Y82 Y74 Y75 ¥83 Ul U
b % % %h % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

(nhGeV) %

pPT NPCorr
(Gev)

20-30 1.2{3:22
30-45 1.1§3z82
4560 10700
60-80 104003
go-110 10300
110-160 1.030%2
160-210 1.0§g:8§
210-260 10305
260-310 105002
310-400 10302

+14
1775603 1.0 *1f

+8.4
2067602 18 *8%

+1.6
2838201 17 *18

-12
5.732e00 0.8 12

-04
9.314e-01 12,02

Y -00
1.041e-01 2659

1.057e-02 7.7-90
1.331e-03 21.700
8.750e-05 79

2.248e-05 1257

+10. +17 +14 +52 +14
-98 -13 -10 -47 -14
+11 +10. +49 +32 +15
-99 -92 -46 -27 -13
+90 +7.3 +34 +18 +82
-87 -72 -31 -18 -78
+72 +41 +16 +37 +52
-63 -35 -14 -34 -44
+68 +34 +11 +24 +42
-64 -31 -11 -24 -38
+69 +36 +14 +06 +4.6
-68 -38 -15 -08 -49
+50 +37 +13 +24 +6.1
-45 -38 -13 -23 -58
+50 +47 +06 +38 +7.1
-46 -41 -05 -35 -6.0
+85 +54 +13 +60 +87
-72 -46 -10 -52 -78
+74 +61 +12 +53 +89
-79 -63 -16 -56 -9.1

+

+4.8
-43

+38
-35

+

+

+

+

+

+

+

+
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9
8
3
1
+5.1
-5.0
2
6
8
5
9
9

+5.

+

+

+0.
+9.1
-86
+10.
-9.0
+14
-12
+15
-15

5.
4.
+5.
5.
6.
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+

+

+

+
MO NN ARG AW NN EE OO0 00 00 0O
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+

+

+

+
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Lo+ o+ o+

+

I
OO0 OO OO OO 00 OO OO NN WhH WW
OO OO OO 0O Rk AR ON O® O RO

+

27 +13 704 301 04 20 +10 05

8% 168 702 201 %02 +10 +10 405

jg-g 416 703 +03 01 +10 +10 +05

+29 425 703 203 200 +10 £10 %05

42 +22 701 +03 +00 +10 +10 =05

28 +16 700 +05 +00 10 +10 05

§ +48 120 702 +10 00 10 +10 =05

-46
+83 431 304 +11 +00 +10 +10 =05

1 -46

tgg +0.8 04 +10 +0.0 +10 +10 =05

+13 457 F10 £09 200 +10 +10 %05

Table 15 Measured jet cross section for aktijets

o dstat Y4 Y10

stal
(YGeV) % %

%

Y16 Y22 72
% %

%

8 788 735
% %

Y41 Y47 Y53 Y59 Y5 Y71 Y89 ¥79 Y82 Y74 Y75 Y84 U1 Uz
% % % % % % % % %N %N % %

PT NPCorr
(Gev)

2030 118043
3045 108000
4560 103007
c0-80 10400
g0-110 10300
110-160 103002
160-210 1.0§g:82
210-260 105000

+16
1.154e03 15 *1%

+8.4
1.225¢02 1.3 *83
+1.6
1.439¢-01 2.3 16

-11
2422600 1.3 110

- -03
2.803e-01 2.4 103

-0.0
1.515e-02 7.4 Y

0
- -0.0
6.440e-04 35. 100

- -0.0
6.303e-05 114_‘_0‘0

+12 +20 +64 +59 +26 +22 +54
-10 -14 -6.0 -50 -21 -26 -47
+11 +10. +6.0 +30 +23 +31 +36
-10 -96 -58 -29 -19 -31 -36
+10. +83 +39 +18 +14 +34 +21
-88 -73 -35 -20 -11 -31 -20
+84 +50 +22 +47 +94 +42 +20
-73 -44 -18 -43 -78 -39 -16
+97 +47 +08 +31 +84 +42 +14
-80 -43 -06 -28 -69 -39 -1
+11 +60 +11 +16 +94 +53 +19
-93 -53 -10 -12 -83 -49 -16
+6.7 +56 +16 +33 +11 +49 +12
-64 -48 -14 -36 -10 -40 -11
+12 +91 +17 +79 +24 +39 +0.6
-13 -12 -39 -10. -19 -63 -17

+54 -0
-51 +0

0.0
0.0
+54 +0.0
-54 +0.0
+54 +0.1
-48 -0.2
10
0.6
16

+6.3 +1.
-58 -0

+80 +1.
-70 -16

+11 +36
-9.7 -38

+14 +6.2
-12 3

+29 +13
-20 -13

+

+

+

+

L+ 1+

+

+

00 00 00 OO0 OO0 OO 0O OO
ok M M OF Rk RO OO oo

+

+

+

+

Lo+ o+

+

I
OO 0O 00 OO OF NN Ww Www
OO 0O ki Bh OF N® ©® NO

+

+ 1

+

+

+ +
95 PR OO OO OO

NO o© Bl kR OO

+
©orR
(=

+
B
o

-14

+38
-24

T2 £20. 707 +00 03 20 +10 05

48 457 F11 +03 +02 +10 +10 05

tgg +18 06 +05 +0.0 +10 +10 =05

29 +23 701 +05 +00 10 +10 05

23 +42 02 +06 00 10 +10 05

+23 139 307 +09 00 =10 +10 05

9 -21

24 441 711 +21 +00 +10 +10 =05

+14 11 401 ¥19 200 +10 £10 =05

Table 16 Measured jet cross section for aktijets withR = 0.6 in the rapidity bin 28 < |y| < 3.6. See caption of Tabld 4 for details.

(Gp;'v) NPCorr (nlj{éev) O‘s;/?t y°5A) Mo% 713/u 729',0 yzsoz,/n 73%/[’ 736% mz% ms% 754% yeo% 786% 772% 7890/38%/[’ 782% 774% 775% 785% “1% uz %
a0 118238 ssesecz 16 1] 1 8 17 *82 *38 37 3] '35 588 “89 *34 193 *I3 w21 04 =01 204 =20 420 05
30-45 1'058:5 4400601 20 *82 13 +12 <64 85 +43 +38 +42 +00 +00 +00 +45 01 477 410 400 405 %03 +10 +20 405
4560 108000 3267000 20 *18 +j3 3 138 130 430 455 438 BT <7 G0 36 43 3% =39 505 231 w01 +10 410 205
so-80 1ofq0 2ssseor 33328 47 '35 33 '3 20 U538 U871 108 160 'L ‘43 '87 460 w06 55 200 410 410 405
80-110 10300% 7530e.03 1208 12 +42 485 431 AT 41 412 411 +19 101 -0B 410 479 .43 424 323 100 10 +10 105
110160 103008 126804 71701 +11 +83 462 -19 423 431 085 +12 +48 -00 03 488 +48 .o5 306 4255 100 £10 +10 105

Table 17 Measured jet cross section for aktijets withR = 0.6 in the rapidity bin 3 < |y| < 4.4. See caption of Tab|

4 for details.

PT NPCorr
(GeV)

o Ostat Y Y12 Y18 Y24 730
% % % %N %

(NYGeV) %

Y88 Y37 Y43 Y49 Y55 Y6l Y67 Y73 Y89 ¥81 Y82 Y74 Y75 ¥ U1 U2
% % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

%

019
20-30 0.99 00

0.13
50.08

013
45-60 093,75

30-45 0.9

+26
8.729¢-01 4.6 18

+21
2220600 50 *21

- +0.2
1433¢-02 16.792

+19
-15

+29
-20

+39
-22

+31 +57
-19 -39

+26 +8.2
-19 -53

+15 +27
-21 -30

+92 493
-62 -54

+88 +159 +100 +9.8

-6.1 -56

+4.9 +85
-34 -59

-68 -76

+53 +109 +7.1 +45
82 -55 12 -72

+89
—6.7 +

+14 +
-11

0.0
0.0
0.0
-0.0
+13 -0.0
-17 -08

+

+

0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

+5.9
-4.3

+11
-82

+5.7
-75

15 425 325 +14 +06 +20 +20 =05

28 414 324 454 +15 +10 +10 205

38 426 7127 22 104 10 10 205
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Table 18 Measured jet cross section ratio in binsxgffor antik; jets withR = 0.4 in the rapidity biny| < 0.3. NPCorr stands for multiplicative
non-perturbative correctiong,is the measured cross section ratio aggl is the statistical uncertainty; andu; correspond to the correlated and
uncorrelated systematic uncertainties given in %. Theydegeribed in Tablgl1, wheidn y; denotes a nuisance parameteris the uncertainty
due to pile-up #ects in the cross section measurement/at= 7 TeV. For each table entry, the outcome of shifting the epwading nuisance
parameter by one standard deviation, up or down, is showomesscript or subscript, respectively. In some bins thagessnay lead to cross-
section variations in the same direction. The 4.3% unagytdiom the luminosity measurements is not in this table.

Table 19 Measured jet cross section ratioxp

details.

S A I T B e e T e e e N I I I A
am-z29e02 08 1210 25168 3 37 78 *1F oo }f 39 43 13 09 2] *3f +50 =02 =01 204 200 214 132 203
(29319002 08h 00 1289 29 *35 2% 33 <78 -0% 00 380 *37 107 108 103 *18 *§§ +03 206 =00 +20 00 14 *GF w04
Gaa-asneoz 0dfo 1a0e 24 138 158 “53 118 103 00 88 4% 18 (38 183 +4 1} =02 =01 w01 201 00 114 132 w0s
(457-600 002 05003 1399 14 08 *30 298 409 83 00 *87 *09 17 (20 42 *37 T4Y w04 500 102 01 00 s14 X3Z w04
00749002 0dfcy 11 20 58 52 38 42«07 00 83 1T 39 (B2 <62 *31 S5 w12 200 403 200 00 s14 332 w03
(3-8 002 0507 1434 29 01 ] “63 18 33 00 19 *95 <87 38 <05 *Bh &F w06 =01 203 200 00 s14 %P2 w03
85114602 09F0; 1455 42388 “18 208 122 <1G 00 +}9 48 04 28 05 B} T44 w03 w01 02 200 00 +14 33T w03
aae-rameor o0 1468 85 88 137 43 172 03 00 12 19 83 3% 185 (81 34 w01 +00 205 200 00 s14 132 w02
ass-rryeor o, 1a6s 1688 +37 “83 1) 58 00 18 133 183 33 87 (88 34 =02 202 106 £00 00 214 *32 w02
7229001 050, 1557 20388 1§ *68 33 <04 00 1§ *3% 39 4] 87 188 3§ 703 =02 +04 200 00 s14 33T w02
(2s-205 001 0940, 1000 63303 47 28 *Q4 3¢ 00 14 *9 87 752 12 18§ 3§ =06 <00 +10 200 00 s14 %33 w0
@8s-343 001 0540y 4so7 121434 438 33 28«03 o0 17 498 B3 A7 <47 *G3 <BF wie +01 230 200 00 14 X2 w0

=3
=]

for antik; jets withR = 0.4 in the rapidity bin B < |y| < 0.8. See caption of Tab[e]L8 for

xT NPCorr  p dstat ¥1 Y7 713 Y19 725 7¥31 7¥32 Y38 Y44 Y50 Y56 Y62 Y68 Y76 Y82 Y74 Y75 783 Ul Uz U3

% % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %N % %N % % %
ar-za9e0z oo 12i8 19 115 43 138 27 499 G} (61 54 “81 88 89 *3% <1 %51 202 201 101 200 414 133 w04
(29319002 0dfog 1309 23 *43 54 *39 03 +54 G} 162 33 184 97 189 137 73§ w16 =01 201 403 00 s14 XPF w04
Gaaasneoz 0960 1318 19733 17 *23 403 401 G} «G4 12 <09 3% *83 +39 14 w06 =00 201 201 00 s14 XF w04
(s7-600 02 0So] 1401 11308 3T 1L 99 *0f *G3 “97 *0F <09 13 43 *33 747 w02 =04 203 w01 00 414 XPF w05
(600749 ¢02 0dF s 1463 16 02 22 40 31 208 *30 4T 3% HL 38 137 63 34 +14 700 =03 200 00 +14 X2 w03
(3-8 02 0500 1ea7 23 3 33 5 31 4G9 98 Q7 13 (32 83 183 <33 %03 =01 204 100 00 s1¢ 133 w03
@8s-114 002 0007 1408 3500 28 13 22 (17T 00 +09 Q8 07 (20 04 138 3] w01 =01 205 200 00 s14 X}F w03
(aa-rayeor oS00 1400 72 708 24 +43 28 (08 G0 17 B2 184 35 183 198 33 w02 =01 203 200 00 s14 XPF w03
(as-7neor oS00 1360 15308 1F +33 23 403 G0 43 403 184 1R <83 138 39 #10 =00 203 200 00 +14 XGF w03
an-229e01 0y 1os1 25388 18 112 43«67 *38 43 83 07 39 87 89 39 06 =01 =02 200 00 +14 XT w02
229280201 09, 2488 55. 8 98 122 160 115 07 112 120 137 100 138 09 =01 207 200 00 =14 157 s02
(286-343) e-01 0992 7014 69, +23 58 188 108 113 88 64 30 183 102 187 #12 01 223 00 00 x14 13 s01

Table 20 Measured jet cross section ratiox bin for

details.

antik; jets withR = 0.4 in the rapidity bin B < |y| < 1.2. See caption of Tab[e L8 for

xT NPCorr p dstat  ¥2 Y8 Y14 Y20 Y26 Y31 Y33 Y39 Y45 Y51 Y57 Y63 Y6Q Y77 Y82 Y74 Y75 Y83 Up Uz U3

% % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %N %N %N %N % %
7229002 0dfe 1158 23233 48 *37 03 *3 33 (64 57 “81 103 89 133 1] w1 =05 202 202 209 414 X8 w05
(2931902 00 1200 27 %43 57 +39 189 +52 43 100 17 182 718 183 139 733 w85 w01 202 205 00 +14 XPF w08
(ua-asnecz 0dho 1317 23 37 28 3L G4 109 *47 08 1% 200 145 *BF 34 145 +16 =01 02 w01 00 x14 X2 w07
(s7-000 02 0df 05 1406 13337 35 108 43 408 159 +07 13% <1} 12 1 '33 74 w04 =00 206 200 00 u14 133 w07
©00-743 02 0507 1485 20 08 20 *8 1Y (08 0% 12 42 31 138 167 1% 137 w01 202 207 200 00 s14 1T w07
(es-vs0ec2 08 1ar0 2881 433 33 17 43 -84 13 *3% 94 18 (8% <83 3% vo4 w04 w08 w00 00 14 4T 04
@8s-119 002 09000 1ea1 42 300 34 11 1Y 718 B3 *1 3% 3 13 84 188 35 wis =02 =10 200 00 414 XGF w05
(1a-1e9e01 0oy 1e91 08 308 *14 193 35 208 102 12 107 202 38 181 189 34 +20 +00 =02 =00 00 +14 %P2 w04
ass-rrneor o900 1214 18298 1y 59 38 (85 G5 97 1§} 88 38 6% 188 (1§ +14 =04 =04 200 00 414 13Y w05
ari-z29e01 of0) 1so4 0.0 25 133 52 450 103 58 G} 5] 39 <19 188 3§ w17 =00 202 w00 00 u14 1f7 w03
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Table 21 Measured jet cross section ratiosn bin for antik; jets withR = 0.4 in the rapidity bin 12 < |y| < 2.1. See caption of Tab[e]L8 for

details.

xT NPCorr p Ostat Y3 79 Y15 Y21 Y27 Y31 Y34 YAQ Y46 Y52 Y58 Y64 Y70 Y78 Y82 Y74 ¥75 ¥83 U1 Uz U

% % % % % % % % % % % % % %N % % %N N %N % %N %
am-229e02 0800 1238 18 °13 H43 35 147 130 183 08 138 09 103 139 32 (] +11 =05 401 04 200 u14 ‘P w05
(229-314)002 0905 1275 2.4 +43 +54 124 04 +10 +11 -08 420 03 11 +01 439 -42 55 .05 101 03 00 =14 0% s05
(3.14-457)e-02 0.4 :gg 1278 19 *23 +22 +39 07 +89 +05 413 04 15 +Q1 +28 ~48 502 700 203 400 00 +14 *32 s06
@st-s00 0z 08 1315 13367 38 11 104 *88 +33 19 +55 <93 29 07 84 741 +os =03 +05 200 00 14 *GF w05
©oo-7.49e02 0, 1353 16 02 38+ 105 205 *84 *55 53 91 34 163 8% 32 ~0s =01 =07 200 00 .14 *f7 .06
(ras-8se 00z 09 ) 1e1s 27 01 13 37 108 22 (50 99+ 57 38 07 83 133 +11 w01 w04 200 00 14 P w05
Gas-114 002 097 1403 30 08 *3% 19 93 29 (84 1Y+ 8% 35 133 8 33 +0s =01 401 200 00 14 ‘P w0
(@14-143 001 09905 1855 80 700 +25 23 -00 -02 401 421 408 405 14 405 -00 -20 15 101 206 00 00 14 05 s05
@es-17ne01 0805 1702 1938 34 439 (83 *88 G2 7 184 +G7 38 -84 (38 38 +a4 =00 +11 200 00 w14 *9F w05
@71-229)e01 0907 0483 70. 99 +18 +20 2% 19 +02 01 35 16 00 48 .01 101 407 100 00 =14 *}% .04
2020 eor osf0e 3790 122303 113 108 *14 *3 193 731 *93 734 1A 143 181 T3 w0 02 w14 w00 00 w14 %95 o4

Table 22 Measured jet cross section ratioxn bin for antik; jets withR = 0.4 in the rapidity bin 21

details.

< |yl < 2.8. See caption of Tab[e]L8 for

xT NPCorr p dstat v4 Y10 Y16 Y22 Y28 Y31 Y35 YAl Y47 Y53 Y59 Y65 Y71 Y79 782 Y74 Y75 Y84 Uy U U3

% % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
a7-229002 odoe 1242 26 *87 *33 39 *4% 3Y 38 <87 *33 <08 103 Q9 37 3T +10 =02 =02 203 w00 w14 T 06
@2s-319e02 00l 1296 17 *43 *BF 3¢ 439 3L 40 <83 73 103 110 10% “32 138 16 02 203 w01 00 w14 27 w09
Gas-asneoz 0dfgs 1246 26 33 38 438 4% 88 +f 487 18 199 C1f 49 *33 -85 +05 =02 +05 w01 00 w14 '3 .08
@s7-600e0z 0dfc) 1402 18708 +20 198 03 +03 432 48 +00 3} 30 03 *0F 133 +04 02 209 200 00 w14 7 10
60074902 0df0q 1350 34384 3T 409 102 43 50 433 Q3 (20 33 167 183 145 +06 =00 208 100 00 14 07 08
(3-8 002 0dhos 1427 66 08 138 37 (37 38 103 97 43 (1P 34 195 81 139 vos =02 411 200 00 w14 7 .08
@ss-114e0z 0600 a1 13308 *EF 35 103 <28 7 48 +1h 35 38 198 <89 143 42 +03 =07 200 00 w14 1 09
(14149201 0900 2075 36330 98 23 57 17 <89 +32 G138 148 197 138 18§ s04 =01 +14 w00 00 w14 ' u10
(143-1.71) e-01 0.9% :g; 13135 155792 +10 +94 —1d4 40 +17 +50 +10 +169 431 00 00 +18 376 +17 69 +00 00 x14 *02 +-01

Table 23 Measured jet cross section ratioxn bin for antik; jets withR = 0.4 in the rapidity bin 28

details.

xT NPCorr  p dstat ¥5 Y11 Y17 723 729 Y31 7¥36 Y42 Y48 Y54 Y60 Y66 Y72 Y80 Y82 Y74 Y75 Y85 Ul Uz U3

% % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
(71229002 0800 1147 32 12 119 49 HLL 13 79 108 430 408 (04 00 27 (21 =14 406 103 103 209 222 ‘0T 430
(229310002 0307 1106 42 *E8 *14 4T AT L4 53 102 423 03 13 101 +4 100 s16 102 108 107 00 22 ‘03 sa
Greasneoz 09f0T 1200 27730 49 52 204 10 2 37 1T 104 39 *08 *33 (87 417 409 413 202 00 416 '3 w28
@sr-eo0e02 0800 1213 63 1F 2 95 144 97 37 43 432 <19 3§ B3 3 (27 w27 w01 x36 205 00 s14 4P 33
(600743002 03900 0923 20. 40 169 18 70 (32 09 18 +04 109 81 102 108 189 475 123 +32 201 00 14 ‘08 s36
(ra3-886)e02 03907 3208 69. .38 89 (o4 (23 (18 oIS 4 34 ge (8 33 188 AT <15 513 208 101 00 s14 ‘08 463

Table 24 Measured jet cross section ratioxn bin for antik; jets withR = 0.4 in the rapidity bin 3

details.

< |yl < 4.4. See caption of Tab[e]L8 for

X7 NPCorr  p dstat ¥g Y12 Y18 Y24 Y30 Y31 Y37 Y43 Y49 Y55 Yel Y67 Y73 Y81 Y82 Y74 Y75 Yge U1 U2 U3

% % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %N % % % %N %
3:0.08 +11 +9.3 +43 +16 +09 +78 -13 +30 +04 -11 +01 +48 -47 _ +05

(L71-229)e-02 085, 1144 8o *flL 23 +43 +18 +03 +78 ~18 +30 +04 A1 101 +38 147 310 07 202 222 200 22 02 +64
$:0.09 +87 +11 +62 +19 +11 +144 —04 +35 +05 -25 +00 +7.4 -83 +05

(229314002 0800 1245 71 *87 L 62 +19 411 144 04 435 108 28 400 474 83 500 151 425 49 00 +14 05 477
+0.09 +58 +19. +19. -13 +22 +159 -01 +15 -15 -41 -00 +75 -14 +0.5

(8.14-4.57)e-02 0.8 59 1244 24. 50 g% 158 138 118 63 +30 +L1 196 +91 +00 -52 17 708 *09 +90 206 00 =14 T52 +95
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Table 25 Measured jet cross section ratioxdn bin for antik; jets withR = 0.6 in the rapidity biny| < 0.3. See caption of Tab[e]L8 for details.

xT NPCorr  p dstat 71 Y7 Y13 Y19 Y2531 Y32 Y38 Y44 Y50 Y56 Y62 Y68 Y76 Y82 Y74 Y75 Y83 U1 Uz U

% % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %N %N %
(712290002 10705 1519 20 *12 +40 +12 +61 426 g -08 +30 +04 04 00 -15 401 250 410 201 08 09 +14 *08 03
(229-314)e.02 10§ 1536 26 *8 +36 +78 437 408 g -02 +25 01 07 401 +18 405 17 404 200 207 00 14 *05 06
Gas-esneoz 1040 1530 21455 48 32 53 *09 00 103 17 B3 (49 18} 158 (5 +24 200 202 201 00 14 432 w04
@s7-600 0z 0540, 1533 13 15 39 33 28 <88 00 *87 *B8 <19 2 §3 *3 147 w11 203 w02 x01 00 14 *GF w0
G004 0z 0540, 1544 19 88 (G128 128 03 00 98 198 0% (4B 81 '35 3§ %00 +01 202 01 00 114 *32 w03
(as-s0 00z 054, 1532 26 81 195 *67 139 -0 00 18 4P 81 33 81 '85 83 =03 %00 103 203 00 414 '3 w03
@os-11e0z 100, 1512 98 08 *28 “68 *2T 12 00 14 *33 <89 3% <88 183 142 503 201 402 202 00 s14 33F w03
aie-1a9e01 1060 1503 77 188 #4538 424 47 oo +3E “0 187 22 162 B} 33 w01 w01 204 200 00 14 %33 w02
aas-rrneor 1o 1sss 14388 +38 37 43 14 00 99+t B} 32 <G4 68 3] +01 +01 w04 00 00 14 4T w04
an-229e01 1df0; 1525 25388 *33 3% 433 <12 00 3] 43 05 28 02 <88 135 w06 700 +03 200 00 s14 1P w02
@zo-2s9 001 10, 1978 5583 1G% 38 1Q% 17 00 13 g 81 (3f <17 (8§ 4§ =03 =00 108 200 00 114 133 w02
@as-343e01 1dg; 3484 123°31 *20 H} 49 08 00 10 407 S04 (30 <42 +93 C8Y w12 <01 +24 00 00 414 X2 w01

Table 26 Measured jet cross section ratiosn bin for antik; jets withR = 0.6 in the rapidity bin B < |y| < 0.8. See caption of Tab[e 118 for
details.

xT NPCorr  p dstat ¥1 7 Y13 Y19 Y25 Y31 Y32 Y38 Y44 Y50 Y56 Y62 Y68 Y76 Y82 Y74 Y75 783 U1 Uz U3

% % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %N %N %N %N % %
am-z29ecz 10§0s 1528 16 3 42 93 470 47 183 B2 438 498 G5 B9 38 [}] %50 202 201 204 209 214 1§ 03
(29319002 1dkoc 1500 19 *89 4§ *B8 50 103 G2 103 27 186 (08 18} '35 <38 +28 =01 201 203 00 +14 XPF w05
Gaa-asneoz 1dios 1507 17 133 38 137 49 1 G} #68 +L 88 38 185 138 14 w04 %00 202 101 00 s1¢ 133 w05
@st-oo0e0z 100, 1538 10 4 32 49 97 3L G} +98 Q8 37 R4 83 131 143 w02 =01 204 101 00 s1¢ %P3 w05
©coo-7am ez 10, 1553 14308 30 189 14 182 B3 19 Q% <17 33 184 1% 138 w02 =00 206 201 00 s14 1T woa
(es-vsecz 1000 1502 21581 58 98 17 21 180 198 492 “08 37 (87 “83 4] w04 200 205 w01 00 s14 1§ 03
Gss-119e0z 1o, 1482 31338 24 103 48 28 01 “10 4G% 39 23 4 188 30 w02 =01 205 202 00 s14 XPF w03
aerageor 1o 1483 64 130 208 108 25 (02 G0 1 G185 57 181 188 33 w01 =01 202 w02 00 w14 12 w02
(ss-rryeor 1dio, 1340 10398 39 *32 99 43 03 +1 1§38 34 -85 (38 <1 w04 200 203 100 00 s1¢ 133 w03
22901 1do; 1025 2038 34 *32 ) BE G0 13 49 99 34 79 188 132 w02 700 203 200 00 s14 1T w02
@2s-209 001 10, 2083 47302 07 *38 G1 +34 B9 “12 QL 94 03 735 185 730 w08 =00 +10 200 00 s14 %GF w02
@8s-343e01 1do; 6537 68730 08 +43 408 09 G0 “13 403 3% 23 <8 "33 73] v00 =00 +42 200 00 414 XPF w0

Table 27 Measured jet cross section ratiosn bin for antik; jets withR = 0.6 in the rapidity bin B < |y| < 1.2. See caption of Tab[e]L8 for
details.

xT NPCorr  p dstat 72 Y8 Y14 Y20 Y26 Y31 Y33 Y39 Y45 Y51 Y57 Y63 Y69 Y77 Y82 Y74 Y75 783 Uy Uz U3

% % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
an-2z9e02 1097 1400 10 1 14y B3 038 19 139 03 430 03 04 109 30 }f w12 =02 401 203 200 u14 “GF w00
(29310002 10000 1433 23 778 *48 07 438 102 428 102 27 102 49 101 *40 (38 +s +01 201 204 00 w14 *GF w08
Guaasneoz 1800 1505 20 34 *34 154 439 13 +20 108 13 <B4 1S QF “33 125 +05 =00 02 202 00 14 *fF w07
wst-so0e0z 1000 1s1s 12 13 28 1 17 33 *§S 9% *B7 <83 20 0% 84 148 +os =03 +06 w00 00 14 *GF w08
©oo-7a9e02 100, 1595 1808 32 100 108 101 183 *13 33 293 33 183 8% 3§ ~04 =03 w08 w00 00 .14 27 .06
evsamoce 132 s 2581 1] 93 98 37 47 34 93 113 20 3% 83 3% 00 03 s08 w01 00 ssa 3 08
@86-11.4)e02 10007 1510 38 799 18 -03 02 +11 409 -10 -22 -03 -00 30 303 401 510 201 00 14 *0% 105
aieyeor 0o 1492 81788 183 *63 03 112 160 168 187 181 106 195 =26 =01 202 203 00 14 138 w04
anirmeor 10050 1a5s 16,190 88 132 93 B 102 <12 182 188 8 05 80 112 a0 wan s0a 09 00 a4 23 s0s
(712290 e01 10000 1533 27. ;00 +38 425 2 +14 +01 +03 -24 -07 -00 34 .03 .05 103 00 00 =14 *07 103
(229-286)e01 10000 1213 130 93 +06 +32 8 +14 400 +14 04 38 -01 -09 16 405 127 +00 00 +14 34 103
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Table 28 Measured jet cross section ratiosn bin for antik; jets withR = 0.6 in the rapidity bin 12 < |y| < 2.1. See caption of Tab[e]L8 for

details.

xT NPCorr  p dstat ¥3 Y9 Y15 Y21 Y27 Y31 Y34 Y40 Y46 Y52 Y58 Y64 Y70 Y78 Y82 Y74 Y75 Y83 Ul Up U3z

% % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
@r1-229e02 10§08 1522 15 13 *49 188 460 108 11 “08 128 403 (04 00 +28 19 <12 209 201 203 209 +14 05 106
(20314002 LOY00 1517 20 183 151 T3 47 104 410 104 24 107 10 101 47 38 250 +10 01 04 00 s14 05 04
Guasneoz LA507 1413 17135 139 59 430 13 459 408 14 (08 18 01 431 47 =04 00 02 01 00 s14 05 s06
@st-s00e0z 100 143 11 TH 32 488 *33 38 *98 93 *B3 1S 23 03 84 749 +os ~01 05 200 00 14 *GF w06
(60074302 1050) 1485 1508 139 03 109 104 +B4 +13 +10 -04 18 +02 “04 37 +13 501 205 202 00 :14 D5 07
(ras-ssee0z 1000; 1554 2501 2L 1Y 419 124 (08 +10 B8 (08 118 02 (02 “28 <15 00 205 01 00 s14 D5 s05
@se-114002 10007 1460 36 ;08 ‘23 B3 109 122 03 418 40 400 18 04 (00 129 =00 02 :03 01 00 +14 BT s05
au-ieyeor 1o 1792 77 588 (87 208 108 <63 B¢ 1] *82 4% 33 181 18 32 w0 =02 +06 01 00 14 1G5 wos
(as-17eor 1800) 1840 17. ;08 08 32 (18 408 01 +14 403 A7 18 06 100 -07 =20 =01 +10 200 00 +14 *0f s05
am-229e01 1050 0780 46208 *58 49 18 “88 103 19 105 4% 32 39 -4 133 +0 +00 407 200 00 14 ¢ w0
(2928001 10507 2500 12503 108 38 +1L 08 108 433 0L 36 101 53 (01 “30 =15 05 22 200 00 +14 05 s05

Table 29 Measured jet cross section ratioxa bin for

details.

antik; jets withR = 0.6 in the rapidity bin 2L

< |yl < 2.8. See caption of Tab[e]L8 for

xT NPCorr  p dstat ¥4 Y10 Y16 Y22 Y28 Y31 Y35 Y41 Y47 Y53 Y59 Y65 Y71 Y79 Y82 Y74 Y75 Y84 Ul Uz U3z

% % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
.05 +13 +33 +81 +33 +03 +17 -10 +20 -03 -06 -00 +19 -21 +05

(L71-229)e-02 1072 1502 21 13 +33 +81 +33 +03 +17 10 +20 08 08 09 135 7% +15 £05 202 203 x09 £14 03 207
1004 +81 +43 +50 +00 +17 -03 +21 -02 -11 +00 +39 -43 +0.5

(2.29-3.14) 02 1.@802 1462 15 81 *% 132 109 93 2l 02 17 139 39 143 721 205 02 202 00 14 132 £10
903 +2.7 +40 +15 +91 +09 +16 -04 -17 +01 +33 -51 _ +05

(314-457)e-02 107+ 1421 2.2 *27 3 739 15 21 0 18 04 1L 58 3% 123 708 +02 04 100 00 14 *J2 08
§0-02 -11 +03 +20 +14 +06 +03 -15 —23 04 +02 -54 . +05

(4.57-6.00)e-02 1075, 1505 15 13 03 120 Hd 198 1% 15 23 04 122 52 502 200 08 201 00 +14 0P :08
§9-02 -04 05 +01 -05 +14 +14 -15 -21 +02 -04 -44 _ +05

(6.00-743)e-02 1.0 1452 31 1oy 107 108 -03 -20 -07 +09 +28 +07 104 a7 *+0 05 +08 +01 00 =14 T5g 08
_ ¥ 5902 0. -16 -41 -12 +05 -01 -09 -34 -08 -01 -39 . +0.6

(7.43-8.86)e-02 107 7 1497 6.0 00 258 125 5% 193 2% 153 33 88 01 39 =23 200 208 200 00 14 138 s07
#4903 -00 -06 -27 +09 +28 +11 +01 -28 -04 —-00 -30 . +05

(8.86-11.4) e-02 1.()%_01 1617 12. 739 108 5L 133 128 1T 101 38 B9 33 39 749 201 05 202 00 14 132 x11
903 00 - 06 +12 +14 +38 +03 +24 -43 +03 -00 -08 .35 = +05

(1.14-143)e-01 1.0 2594 35 Lgp +09 +15 +28 31 -21 +18 +46 +02 +00 +7.6 To° F04 £15 203 00 =14 Tg7 07
+0.03 -0.2 -10 +87 +12 +58 +22 +16 +42 +0.8 -0.0 +59 _ - +0.5

(L43-171)e-01 107 5+ 6.804 143 02 w53 87 12 128 +2Z 118 +AZ 408 DO 439 #21 703 89 200 00 14 02 z01

Table 30 Measured jet cross section ratiox bin for

details.

antik; jets withR = 0.6 in the rapidity bin 28

xT NPCorr  p dstat ¥5 Y11 Y17 723 729 Y31 7¥36 Y42 Y48 Y54 Y60 Y66 Y72 Y80 Y82 Y74 Y75 Y85 Ul Uz U3

% % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
(712200002 10§00 1337 28 *1S *45 *98 118 119 423 (08 432 408 -00 400 130 “24 =15 104 104 207 209 222 ‘0T 41
(29319002 10507 1361 32 '8 ‘58 *78 108 104 28 101 425 103 14 +BL 31 150 549 200 03 104 00 22 P§ s49
Gre-asneoz 10007 1313 23 151 ‘38 160 48 2 44 401 11 38 22 0% 431 [0 w4 s13 222 200 00 s16 08 431
@st-s00e0z 1dhoy 1376 52 739 43 *18 33 431 54 *3f 93 718 138 85 181 -39 w24 w05 w49 w01 00 w14 48 w2
007902 1000y 1134 16397 *4% 1 33 193 135 51 “3E 7B 143 183 188 745 28 +11 00 w00 00 w14 %P2 ws
(ra3-886)e02 10507 3696 61132 ‘51 32 43 (80 180 44 32 (30 (78 20 84 (12 478 509 158 107 00 s14 ‘08 s30

Table 31 Measured jet cross section ratioxn bin for antik; jets withR = 0.6 in the rapidity bin 3

details.

< |yl < 4.4. See caption of Tab[e]L8 for

X7 NPCorr  p dstat ¥g Y12 Y18 Y24 Y30 Y31 Y37 Y43 Y49 Y55 Yel Y67 Y73 Y81 Y82 Y74 Y75 Yge U1 U2 U3

% % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
508 +22 +11 +17. +37 +22 +71 +00 +48 +16 -03 +00 +60 -34 - +05

(171-2.29)e-02 0.9 o, 1469 6.7 *2Z *7L *+3f 37 22 +iL 09 28 18 93 89 130 121 16 x20 x18 417 :09 222 *J2 156
.08 +13 +51 +10 -12 -17 +100 -13 +23 -10 -21 +01 +54 -76 +05

(2:29-314)e-02 090y, 1.344 60 Ty T35 16 56 _47 50 _47 -71 —47 21 106 -11 +83 703 *20 36 236 00 =14 Tgg 71
913 +01 423 +25 -7.8 +16 +120 +28 +08 +1l1 -34 +00 +L9 -97 - +05

(8.14-457) e-02 0'9-‘8.09 1.381 20. T59 175 110 +76 -18 -45 +18 -11 +21 +70 -00 -54 +1g 18 F06 ¥25 11 0.0 14 Zgg 283
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Table 32 Measured jet cross section ratio in binspgffor antik; jets withR = 0.4 in the rapidity biny| < 0.3. NPCorr stands for multiplicative
non-perturbative correctionp, is the measured cross section afag; is the statistical uncertainty; andu; correspond to the correlated and
uncorrelated systematic uncertainties given in %. Theydageribed in Tablgl1, wheidn y; denotes a nuisance parameteris the uncertainty
due to pile-up #ects in the cross section measurement/at= 7 TeV. For each table entry, the outcome of shifting the epwading nuisance
parameter by one standard deviation, up or down, is showomesscript or subscript, respectively. In some bins thagessnay lead to cross-
section variations in the same direction. The 4.3% unagytdiom the luminosity measurements is not in this table.

(GpeTw NPCorr , 53;/?1 Lo vp i3 vig 25731 Y32 Y38 Y44 50 Yse Y62 Yes, V76 Ye2 V74 Y75 V3 “1% u2 % u3 %
20-30 096823 2.783e-01 19725 +11 +07 10 12 g0 01 +04 +04 ~0.0 +00 04 00 203 701 +02 +16 00 +14 QT +08
30-45 iggg 2.711e-01 32793 08 +08 +18 +04 oo 10 +04 +10 +00 +00 +10 00 226 +00 +01 +11 00 14 08 s05
4560 094092 2246001 40,92 02 +01 +03 401 g0 +03 00 403 401 03 +04 00 307 700 102 :07 00 +14 ‘08 +03
60-80 098005 1922001 16702 +04 01 +05 +01 g -01 +02 +05 +01 400 +01 -00 04 101 102 204 00 =14 *05 03
80-110 §8gf 1618e01 18700 *17 +09 +08 +05 o0 +10 +04 +12 +08 +01 01 +04 s10 400 202 +20 00 s14 0¥ s04
110-160 §8gf 1.343e-01 *88 03 +03 +03 00 00 29 102 +04 -01 +02 01 +01 205 00 +03 +01 00 =14 02 :04
160-210 5831 1.003e-01 8.6*00 98 +07 +01 —01 g0 +03 +01 +11 +03 +01 ~00 +11 z11 402 206 01 00 =14 *0F +04
210-260 106007 6674002 19730 +05 405 408 07 (g 102 401 09 +07 +O1 400 409 .03 400 +06 00 00 14 03 103
260-310 100507 576902 39.799 0% 01 01 +01 00 408 +00 +09 406 03 400 +09 .06 101 206 400 00 +14 3T w03
310400 100007 773002 46.739 +02 400 -01 +04 (g 402 -02 +22 +12 03 400 427 .01 300 +04 00 00 14 *0% s03
400-500 Gggi 5.275e-02 115 00707 *08 +19 19 oo 12 +04 +32 +26 +07 00 *32 306 02 +06 +00 00 =14 0% :02

Table 33 Measured jet cross section ratiopa bin for antik; jets withR = 0.4 in the rapidity bin B < |y| < 0.8. See caption of Tab[e B2 for
details.

(GPeTw NPCorr , 553/? *rn}o 73/0 7103/0 *r19/D ‘/25 731 732 ‘/38 744 750 756, 762 768, 776 ‘/82 774 s, ‘/83 U1 D“z%u3%
2030 o093y 2s0e01 15133 43 118 39 183 +02 01 102 01 180 +01 03 (88 =16 502 202 +13 00 s14 *$] s08
30-45 093302 2586001 25‘05 56 108 188 81 101 183 182 83 85 81 105 188 70O 01 200 +10 00 x14 1FY +05
4560 095002 2057e.01 309 +08 01 +02 -00 +01 01 400 +03 -01 03 -00 -00 .06 101 202 05 00 14 *08 103
60-80 09800 1esse01 12333 *00 03 02 *81 103 02 04 02 01 09 03 02 <05 s04 102 201 00 s14 *BF s04
s0-110 098007 1ez5e01 14708 07+ 0% 168 30 03 107 *8 133 183 789 87 w04 =01 202 205 00 w14 *fF w0
110160 09807 1205001 2638 188 '8 67 '3 08 *63 B3 *97 33 1§ 18§ 199 w05 202 206 101 00 414 *GF w0
160210 100007 8.841e-02 7.4+00 104 +01 +03 401 400 -00 05 +06 403 08 100 06 .04 101 :03 01 00 +14 *03 05
210260 10f0; ssiee0z 1870 *53 139 105 52 09 *3% 188 38 *55 183 3§ *18 +0s w01 202 200 00 w14 47 w03
260-310 éggi 4967e-02 32.%30 +08 01 03 +01 +01 -02 -02 +15 +08 01 +00 +19 504 400 203 200 0.0 x14 0% 03
310-400 1.0?50'01 6.368e-02 44,300 +12 +11 +05 +09 +00 +08 +04 +25 +21 -01 +00 +33 .00 700 203 00 00 =14 *0% +03
400-500 6831 7413002 78 0075 *33 133 g 100 128 107 152 138 183 150 18§ 702 00 +05 200 00 +14 133 03

Table 34 Measured jet cross section ration bin for antik; jets withR = 0.4 in the rapidity bin 8 < |y| < 1.2. See caption of Tab[eB2 for
details.

(GpeTV) NPeorr s 55[}/2‘ 7‘50 ‘/gjo 713}0 729/0 72(3/0 731% 733% 739% 745% 751% 757% 763% 769%777 0/Zsz% 77%/0 775%783% Ul% Uz% uz %
2030 0s8gy; 2seae01 181Ld 42 108 113 102 01 401 102 400 100 01 “01 (00 <01 =00 203 +10 00 +14 0 411
30-45 3‘382 2367e-01 311%8 38 283 36 8% 83 B2 87 B3 88 85 87 08 +12 701 200 410 00 +14 B w09
as-60 09800 1930001 3503 *0F 01 (87 0% 08 02 01 102 3L 03 08 02 <08 202 105 105 00 s14 *0F 06
so-80 0o7gg, 1751001 1501 108 “30 30 08 hd 109 403 430 181 00 181 39 03 =00 105 201 00 14 B8 s05
s0-110 09807 1s36e01 17208 B9 104 103 103 102 102 102 108 103 181 188 104 +14 w01 205 203 00 s14 ‘03 s08
10-100 09807 103001 32 *68 153 58 133 83 *G5 183 187 43 '8% “§1 BF 5% w2 =01 414 w01 00 w14 1P w07
160-210 10by; 8340002 01400 98 *03 402 187 +04 40 43 +}y 04 43 +q] *33 +15 200 203 200 00 +14 G -07
210-260 10638i 45560-02 22. 00707 *06 +04 +08 01 +03 +04 +14 +08 +03 +00 +12 413 701 204 200 00 14 *32 s07
260-310 100002 4.087e02 42.709 +15 +07 -03 +10 +14 402 400 128 +18 -00 -00 434 150 300 06 00 00 +14 0% s04
310-400 §88f Liose02 124,03 138 36 65 135 158 19§ 08 189 138 83 101 18§ w10 +02 +21 200 00 414 138 05
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Table 35 Measured jet cross section ratiopr bin for antik; jets withR = 0.4 in the rapidity bin 12 < |y| < 2.1. See caption of Tab[e B2 for
details.

PT NPCorr P Ostat  ¥3 Y9 Y15 Y21 Y27 Y31 Y34 Y40 Y46 Y52 Y58 Y64 Y70 Y78 Y82 Y74 Y75 Y83 U1 U2 U3
% % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

(GeV) % % %
2030 0o1g)7 2515001 13*30 08 132 133 407 +10 404 407 +B5 [00 00 402 (00 <15 00 202 +11 00 +14 *07 413
20-45 094007 2250001 24784 *18 102 13 0O +14 108 403 +O7 408 181 409 400 <08 203 201 409 00 +14 ' 410
45-60 098000 1s41e01 2803 198 *9Z 08 03 +O4 404 <03 406 <01 03 +02 401 100 200 203 106 0.0 +14 *3F s06
6080 098001 1sese01 1283 (01 03 01 ~00 ~08 02 02 03 +01 -00 -02 +01 307 700 03 404 00 +14 3T 405
80-110 09800y 1220001 1708 *87 03 103 +02 +08 403 102 108 103 01 01 107 .05 102 203 402 0.0 +14 13T +05
110-160 10870, 8se0e-02 2990 *18 +1L 108 +04 +12 407 404 +19 407 +02 00 +22 212 700 404 400 0.0 +14 *3F 106
160-210 1.0§g:8§ 6.069e02 84700 34 19 0% *08 38 0% 83 132 192 B3 109 132 +11 x01 12 200 00 +14 *F3 105
210-260 1.0§gzgf 2678e-02 24.%90 20 +17 t8:§ 8 +27 j8:57’ 98 ‘_fgg +21 103 +00 j}g 322 +01 +14 00 0.0 +14 jgg +0.6
260-310 098007 0332e:03 77. .98 *23 120 +11 122 49 10 <02 +59 138 101 00 +69 .01 100 407 400 0.0 +14 3T +05
310400 08807 1orte0z 122381 “37 28 459 27«5 4y 03 452 38 P9 -89 +7§ +10 00 202 200 00 14 T 204

Table 36 Measured jet cross section ration bin for antik; jets withR = 0.4 in the rapidity bin 21 < |y| < 2.8. See caption of Tab[eB2 for
details.

PT NPCorr P Ostat Y4 Y10 Y16 Y22 Y28 Y31 ¥35 YAl Y47 Y53 Y59 Y65 Y71 Y79 ¥82 Y74 Y75 Yg4 U1 Uz U3
% % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % 9

(Gev) % %
20-30 ooy 22e5e01 20138 G718 155 108 +33 18 138 183 138 63 'B% 89 v20 203 w01 412 00 w14 1P w1
3045 09800 1o1se01 20708 15 *02 BF 163 12 *8 183 *83 188 83 *B5 189 w00 =07 w03 w07 00 w14 1 .1
45-60 o.9i3z8§ 1290e01 39794 *11 +05 +00 +00 +22 0.0 +01 +08 00 93 02 113 200 +05 +01 00 +14 23 s07
s0-80 osol 1osseor 17703 37 +07 133 +68 3} 87 107 37 *31 69 189 03 was =02 w05 +03 00 w14 17 w06
s0-110 osBoos 631302 27508 *39 *32 *08 07 *34 +34 QT 35 “50 183 B% 35 +ic 08 06 201 00 +14 T w09
110-160 0.9§g:gg 2.256e-02 8.6+00 *41 +27 +06 +08 +45 +19 +05 421 11 01 +44 +01 700 09 00 00 14 *02 +08
160-210 098007 8.884e-03 39.790 *A3 +23 405 +10 470 +17 02 481 431 02 77 206 209 £19 200 00 :14 *0% 110
210-260 0.9?3:8; 6.248e:03 113 00*3§ 23 16 +20 +12 -17 -08 +70 +42 +01 23 %42 431 +115 200 00 =14 *0F 08

Table 37 Measured jet cross section ratiopa bin for antik; jets withR = 0.4 in the rapidity bin 28 < |y| < 3.6. See caption of Tab[e B2 for
details.

(GpeTv) Neeor e 535/?‘ TS T T T8 725 T 3% T4 T Yo%, Y00, 0% T2 8005 TThe 7% % M og P o B ug
2030 09300F 1650001 24137 93 127 82 +08 +47 108 09 407 400 401 408 00 541 502 202 207 00 x22 ‘0§ sas
3045 0odgo 1oseeor 20707 139 4T <28 108 <7 B2 85 *52 *Qf 133 8% '8} 06 w02 w05 10 00 w22 *f7 .34
4560 09800 5306e.02 44701 +36 25 11 +09 +11 413 408 126 01 04 410 05 19 106 x22 :02 00 +14 0% 422
60-80 095000 2070002 42,39 42 129 08 +13 +81 23 10 434 413 400 100 28 265 109 44 203 00 14 P5 439
s0-110 098007 3470003 15303 23 “45 4% *91 +48 47 498 34 +39 184 16 33 w04 117 w25 207 00 14 2 was
110-160 0807 1298003 60. .01 49 43 “§8 22 414 18 21 63 27 100 “03 80 26 501 265 202 00 +14 ‘0F x26

Table 38 Measured jet cross section ratiopa bin for antik; jets withR = 0.4 in the rapidity bin 3 < |y| < 4.4. See caption of Tab[e B2 for
details.

Py NPCorr P Ostat Ye Y12 Y18 Y24 Y30 Y31 Y37 Y43 Y49 Y55 Y61 Y67 Y73 Y81 Y82 Y74 Y75 Yge Ul Uz U3
(GeV) % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

0.10 +10, +30 +87 +20 +26 +29 +11 +26 +26 +00 +00 +14 +00 - +0.5
20-30 0'850‘00 5.680e-02 59733 *30 87 +23 28 29 15 152 *20 108 108 130 109 ¥13 %09 103 15 00 %22 +6.0

30-45 0.86912 15306-02 6.5 »:%.g »jg +71 +15 429 +76 +42 +34 +53 +00 +00 +40 +01 115 .14 430 420 00 +14 *05 1104

-0.03 -12. -22 -35 -55 -52 -96 -11 -00 -00 -10. -01 T -7 -05
011 -13 +16 +7.7 +07 +14 +92 +34 +22 +78 -03 -04 +21 +12 - +0.5
45-60 0.8%0_05 1.034e-03 18. 73§ 718 Do 34 152 162 163 .51 196 -10 —00 -50 .po *15 +14 151 +0.8 0.0 +14 MY +6.4
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= 0.6 in the rapidity biny| < 0.3. See caption of Tab[e B2 for details.

Table 39 Measured jet cross section ratiopr bin for antik; jets withR

u2
% % % % % % % % % %N %N % %

%

Y7 Y13 Y19 Y257Y31 Y32 Y38 Y44 Y50 Y56 Y62 Y68 Y76 Y82 Y74 Y75 Y83 Ui
% % % %

P dstat 71
% %

NPCorr

pr
(Gev)

003 +14 +06 +31 +03 +15 -01 +05 +04 +00 +00 -03 -00 - +0.7
2030 07707 2530e01 15754 108 131 B3 133 00 03 103 184 189 88 B3 18§ 19 +02 w01 414 00 414 *JT 08

-05

0 110 +01 =02 +04 00 =14 03 .03

+02 +01 +0.7 +01 +0.0 +04 -0
-08 -04 -15 -04 -01 -10 -01

0.02 +01 +16 +04 +07 -07 +01 -02 +06 +00 +00 +05 —00 - +0.6
30-45 0.860_08 2441e01 27738 +39 04 #3107 00 *01 32 100 +DO 139 02 05 706 01 201 208 00 =14 0D 206

0.02 -08 -06 -10 -0.7 -04 -04 -08 -05 -02 -04 06 00 - +0.6
45-60 o.sujo.04 2162e-01 34798 —06 —10 -07 04 o0 04 08 05 02 04 —9€ 03 12 %01 201 +10 00 +14 5 :04

0.01 -02 +01 +03 +04 +03
60-80 0.920.02 1851e-01 14702 01 03 +04 03 00

0.01 +01 +08 +05 +09 +0.2 +06 +05 +0.6 +05 +02 +01 +05 _ +05
80-110 0.950.01 1.604e-01 17703 *08 05 03 02 0.0 #2503 03 107 105 103 137 +10 ¥00 £01 03 0.0 +14 P2 +06

0.01 g +00 +10 +05 +01 +00 00 -02 +09 01 +02 02 +01 04 = +05
110-160 0.970_01 1.323e-01 2.9 00 19 +05 +01 +0.0 00 -00 02 +09 01 +02 ~02 +01 204 700 203 01 0.0 =14 *0 :04

0.01 +00 +10 +03 -02 -01 +03 +00 +09 +01 -01 00 +06 - +05
160-210 o.9§0_01 9.933e-02 7.9+08 19 +03 02 01 00 23 +09 +99 #81 -01 00 +9% 201 00 +04 01 00 14 I3 :04

0.01 +00 +14 +09 +06 +08 +08 +02 +18 +15 +01 +00 +19 - +05
210-260 0.9§0_01 6.966e-02 17.70 *1d4 +09 +0& +08 00 28 +D2 +18 +15 +01 D9 *13 ¥10 01 £04 01 00 +14 P2 +03

+0.3

+0.5
-05

00 93 +02 +10 +08 01 +00 +10 .01 200 04 +03 00 14
00109 +09 +00 +12 o +04 -01 423 +15 -01 +00 +30 .03 .01 403 02 0.0 +14 05 .03

-00 -03 +03 +00 +04
-05 -09

+00 -08 -04

0,01
260-310 0,98 1\ 6.273e-02 34.

-05

-06 -04 -18 -19 -02 -00 -21

0.01 g +00 +20 +15 +09 +15 +17 +04 +31 +29 +06 +37 4 +05
400-500 1.o§0_01 4.224e-02 12030 +29 +12 +09 413 o0 +17 04 431 23 405 0.0 27 309 101 +05 200 0.0 £14 '3 :02

-10 -12 -02 -10

001
310-400 100 ) 5.772e-02 47.

= 0.6 in the rapidity bin B < |y| < 0.8. See caption of Tab[e B2 for

Table 40 Measured jet cross section ratio s bin for antik; jets withR

details.

u Uz
% % % % %

YL Y7 Y13 Y19 Y25 Y31 Y32 Y38 Y44 Y50 Y56 Y62 Y68 Y76 Y82 Y74 Y75 Y83 Ul
% % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

Istat
%

NPCorr P

PT
(Gev)

-05

100 202 402 -01 -01 02 -03 -01 -03 +00 -00 -01 +00
001 -05 +07 -04 +00 -02 +01 +03 -01 +02 +00 +01 +01 +00 +0.6
30-45 087575 2414001 2103 Q7 04 *08 02 107 103 103 104 100 100 704 100 704 06 201 208 00 414 *f8 406

20-30 0_718-23 2458601 1.2+20 +L1 +30 +07 +06 +02 +01 +04 +02 +00 +01 00 -00 218 .01 +02 +11 00 +14 *07 .08

.2 +0.6
5 *05 01 04 +05 0.0 +14 o8 +0.4

-0.
-0

-0.3
-03

-03 -02 -01 -04
-04 -08 -02 -00

-0.5
0.

+0.1
-01

03
08 5
60-80 093000 1823001 11791 *01 02 408 +01 +01 +02 401 400 -00 -00 03 +04 .00 700 03 203 00 14 0% +03

+01 -06 -02 -03 -01 -01 -03 -00 -05 -03 -01 +01 -05

80-110 098901 1585e.01 12+01 +10 +04 +04 +03 +00 +05 +01 +08 +01 +01 -00 +08 107 400 +04 +03 00 +14 *05 .05

001 -08 -02 -05 -06
4560 09170 2013e-01 27,98 82 0% -0¢

-05

+00 -02 +01 +00 +01 -01 +00 +01 -00 +0.1 +04 +01 -03
0.00 +00 +07 +06 +04 +01 +01 +02 +01 +07 +04 +01 +00 +09 +05
110-160 0.9?0_03 1.266e-01 2439 +07 +06 +04 +01 +01 +02 01 +O7 +04 401 +00 0% 00 202 208 01 0.0 14 *0F +05

7=0.04

-05
210260 0.95%0% 4.8726.02 17.+00 +07 +07 +05 +08 +00 +04 +05 +14 +07 +02 +00 +14 .05 .01 403 <01 00 +14 05 204
3 +0.1 0.0 +14 182 :0.

-05

2 402 +01 +05 +01 00 +14 *03 .03
310-400 1.06%9% 5.270e.02 45 100 +12 +12 -00 +0.8 +00 +05 +02 +19 +15 -03 +00 +28 ,04 100 +04 402 0.0 +14 *05 403

-00 -20

-0.1

-00 -04 -05 -05 -07 -00 -04 -02 -13 -09 -02 -00 -19
+00 +11 +10 +06 +13 +00 +02 -01 +1.9 +15 -00 +00 +2

'-00 -01 -01 -01 -02 -00 -03 +01 -08 -02 +0.2 -00 -09
-00 -17 -09 -02 -12 -00 -06 -01 -17 -14

7=0.02
=001

160-210 09699 9318e.02 6.6+00 -01 +02 -00 +02 +01 -00 -03 +07 +02 04 +00 +10 +0g .01 +03 +01 0.0 +14 *05 .05
001
260-310 100, 4.947e-02 29.

-05

0.0t25 +16 +05 +14 +00 +10 +02 +37 +32 +05 +00 +46 193 01 +07 +02 0.0 +14 t05 .02

-00 -1.7 -15 -05 -13 -00 -09 -02 -28 -18 -03 -00 -35

09,01
001
400-500 10007 9.406e-02 63.

-05

-14 -09 +01 -06 -00 -03 -01 -33 -23 +00 -00 -60

0.6 in the rapidity bin 8B < |y| < 1.2. See caption of Tab[e B2 for

Table 41 Measured jet cross section ratio s bin for antik; jets withR

details.

u Uz
% % % % %

Y8 Y14 Y20 Y26 Y31 Y33 Y39 Y45 Y51 Y57 Y63 Y69 Y77 Y82 Y74 Y75 783 U1
% % % % % % % % % % % %N % % %

dstat 72
% %

NPCorr P

PT
(Gev)

-05

+02 -01 +03 +03 +00 -09 -02 -01 -02 +00 -00 -01 +00

=017

20-30 078993 2410e.01 1.4+13 +06 +21 +20 +07 +08 +01 +07 +05 +00 +00 +01 -00 118 01 +03 +16 0.0 +14 +06 411
0.02 -01 +11 +00 -03 -00 +12
3045 088y, 222001 25705 *4 108 08 09 17

.0 +0.6
o 06 F00 +01 +05 00 14 Tgp +11

+0.
+0.

+0.4
-0.6

+02 +06 +0.0 +01
-03 -07 -01 -01

+0.4
-07
-08 -01 -03 -02 -01 -02 -01 -03 -02 -01
-02 -03 -02 -07 -09 -07 -06 -07 -05 -03 -00 -06 -03

00 06 03 00 =14 08 :07

+1.3

-06 -03 -04

001
45-60 0.92 0, 200le-01 32

£02 05 02 00 =14 08 :06

14

-01 -02 +00 +00 +00 -0.0 +01 +00 -01 +04

+01 —03 -02 +01 -03 -06 -03 -01 -06 -03 -01 +02 -05
001 +00 +07 +06 +05 +05 +0.6 +05 +03 +0.6 +03 +01 -00 +08 _ +0.5
80-110 0.98;0, 146201 15308 7 *08 0% 105 00 B 102 108 103 103 109 3% 06 +02 w06 103 00 s14 *Y2 08

-01 -00 -04

001
60-80 094, - 1703e-01 13

+0.6

-0.5
+0.5
-0.5

+06 +0.1 +04 +00 0.0 +14

-00 -16

-02 +27 +15 -02 -00 +31
+00 -19 -12 -08 -15 -16 -07 -05 -27 -16 -01 +0.0 -37

-00 +12 +10 +08 +11 +11 +06 +03 +21 +12 +02 +0.0 +26
-05 +17 +08 -02 +07 +19 +04

+00 06 +02 +00 -01 -02 -00 +00 -08 -02 -01 -00 -07
0.01 +00 -01 +02 -02 +02 +04 -01 -03 +09 +02 -03 +00 +11 - +05
160-210 o.g§001 7.971e-02 83708 01 +02 ~02 +02 +04 ~0% 03 +09 22 23 20 11 +15 01 %03 00 0.0 +14 02 +08

+00 -05 -02 +01 -01 -08 -01 +02 -11 -05 +04

-00 +10 +09 +04 +13 +0.8 +04

110-160 0_@8-8; 1183e.01 2.8+00 +05 +04 +04 +01 +04 +02 +00 +06 +03 +01 +00 +09 100 101 +14 +01 0.0 +14 +05 .07

0.01
210-260 1'0§0.01 4.111e-02 21.

+0.5
MY +0.5

+0.6 +0.1 0.0 +14

+0.3

F2.3

0.01
260-310 1.0§001 3.987e-02 39.

+0.5
MY +0.5

+18 +01 0.0 =14

+0.1

“04 w01 ‘e *13

-01 +32 +25 -02 -01 +45

+05 -26 -18 -01 -18 -24 -10 -01 -49 -34

001
310-400 100, ) 2.054e-02 83.
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Table 42 Measured jet cross section ration bin for antik; jets withR = 0.6 in the rapidity bin 12 < |y| < 2.1. See caption of Tab[eB2 for
details.

PT NPCorr P Ostat  ¥3 Y9 Y15 Y21 Y27 Y31 Y34 Y40 Y46 Y52 Y58 Y64 Y70 Y78 Y82 Y74 Y75 Y83 U1 U2 U3
% % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

(GeV) % % %
2030 osioyy 22me0r 10758 59 30 139 87 113 183 +8 184 (88 G5 '83 53 wis w02 +02 413 00 w14 ] w14
3045 0sdg0; 2201001 1962 47 64 89 181 *Q3 *88 37 *83 *BF 43 *85 189 =02 =01 w01 +06 00 w14 *¢ w1
4560 09305 176301 24387 2 04 B 01 0% 03 3 33 89 83 83 133 +00 =03 03 207 00 w14 3 07
60-80 0880, 1s17e01 10702 433 262 03 100 *QF “81 132 189 *B3 69 783 *BF w08 =03 203 w02 00 w14 *fF w06
80-110 09%og, 1200001 15789 *3 138 184 187 *0% 105 187 39 163 1% B1 133 w12 +00 03 203 00 w14 27 w04
10-160 098y, 8341002 27788 17 13 G2 187 12 18 G2 19 *67 *qf 4§ *17 w06 w01 +05 200 00 14 ‘7 .06
160-210 108007 5681602 78490 108 +09 +03 108 +19 +04 02 425 109 03 +00 128 110 s01 +11 400 00 14 33 +06
210260 1080y 3201002 21.°88 20 37 185 37 *33 30 189 3% *73 183 *88 43 w20 =03 11 202 00 w14 *fF w07
260-310 10%g0; 7692003 79588 *33 28 +p 30 +48 47«0 452 33 19 <88 *73 +00 =03 +10 201 00 +14 3 05
310400 10lg0) 78m3e03 1250F 36 24 109 43 47 +02 =3 *4F 38 2 [0 3 w39 +10 209 201 00 +14 T w05

Table 43 Measured jet cross section ratioa bin for antik; jets withR = 0.6 in the rapidity bin 21 < |y| < 2.8. See caption of Tab[eB2 for
details.

PT NPCorr P Ostat  v4 Y10 Y16 Y22 Y28 Y31 Y35 Y41l Y47 Y53 Y59 Y65 Y71 Y79 Y82 Y74 Y75 Yg4 Ul Uz U3
% % % % % %N %N % % % % % %N %N % % % % % %

(GeV) % %
2030 08dgy; 1981001 16¥30 ‘1S *38 10T 410 28 00 408 +B0 [00 +00 00 (00 =26 02 201 205 00 +14 *0F w17
2045 098008 1770001 1604 32 (08 104 01 108 +02 101 104 101 +04 +03 100 410 200 203 206 00 s14 *GF s12
as-60 09do0h 1200001 33351 ‘08 04 02 202 402 02 01 103 0% B¢ 04 '8 +06 203 105 403 00 s14 30§ 07
s0-80 08807 1ooze01 16702 *}2 “0 07 98 18 0] 39 1} 433 “G1 189 9§ w08 =01 205 203 00 w14 *fF w07
80-110 0987c; 5oase02 25108 32 *1L 101 108 +27 10 402 424 08 101 81 423 s10 202 206 202 00 +14 ‘0§ 410
10160 108007 2368002 7.4 6 *41 *30 *R8 31 +42 34 2 4T 418 07 (00 5] w25 107 400 200 00 w14 *fF w08
160-210 1007 8807003 35.409 29 128 B8 +13 139 22 401 438 450 07 “00 483 =19 211 s21 501 00 +14 *0F s08
210-260 10ffY 5215003 115 0083 153 109 +5Q 13 18 106 19 48T 101 B0 +2 200 200 420 +01 00 +14 '3 s08

Table 44 Measured jet cross section ratiopa bin for antik; jets withR = 0.6 in the rapidity bin 28 < |y| < 3.6. See caption of Tab[e B2 for
details.

(GpeTv) NPCorr P 5sg/z;n 730 7105D 713/0 Vzg}u 722/0 731% 739% Mz% 748% 754% 760% 786% 772%730 U/ZBZ% 771)/0 775%785% U1% Uz% us%
2030 0810l 1a32e01 197F] M3 148 (12 409 123 103 108 408 (00 103 1 (08 535 203 s01 406 00 w22 *0F 55
so-45 09fgel 1os2e01 24202 18 103 (37 04 132 10 +06 406 401 401 409 401 503 501 s05 +08 00 22 35 139
a0 036103 somecn 30:98 168 31 182 102 13 7B *08 37 *0% 83 188 *18 w20 05 w21 04 00 m1e 203
so-80 097003 2057002 36788 42 *4 (39 4T 191 16 03 423 100 00 “09 418 236 106 65 105 00 s14 3T 41
80-110 09800 4221003 1203 135 ‘03 08 108 65 402 01 47 104 0L (04 48 <09 523 23 202 00 s14 *0F sao
110-160 1.0§g:gg 8.403e-04 71790 +27 +14 —82 26 +B89 04 19 +3D +23 +00 01 +07 %22 +05 4255 +00 0.0 14 02 i31

Table 45 Measured jet cross section ratiopa bin for antik; jets withR = 0.6 in the rapidity bin 3 < |y| < 4.4. See caption of Tab[e B2 for
details.

pT  NPCorr P Ostat  ¥e Y12 Y18 Y24 Y30 Y31 Y37 Y43 Y49 Y55 Y6l Y67 Y73 Y8l Y82 Y74 Y75 ¥ge U1 U2 U3
% % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

(Gev) % % % %
0.08 +10. +68 +12 +25 +37 +22 +24 +33 +33 +00 +00 +26 +00 +05
20-30 0840, 5789e02 463 18 JZ 152 137 122 124 33 3% 100 ‘00 15§ 10§ 10 +13 w14 07 00 22 1G3 s65
0.09 g +98 +15 +12 +51 +50 +58 +65 +55 +7.4 +01 +01 +61 +01 - +05
30-45 0.8§0_03 1603e-02 51138 +13 +12 31 30 +38 +65 125 472 401 01 +ol 401 376 +17 +54 217 00 £14 *23 2115
0.12 23 +24 +44 +07 +24 +55 +19 +19 +58 -06 -07 +20 +18 . +05
45-60 O'Q‘io.os 1.100e-03 16.233 +23 +13 197 +24 458 +18 419 138 08 07 29 118 =24 124 222 207 00 214 P2 265
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