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Abstract

The inclusiveJ/y production cross-section and fraction &/ mesons produced iB-hadron
decays are measured in proton-proton collisions/at= 7 TeV with the ATLAS detector at the
LHC, as a function of the transverse momentum and rapidithe/y, using 2.3 pb* of inte-
grated luminosity. The cross-section is measured from amuim pr of 1 GeV to a maximum
of 70 GeV and for rapidities withify| < 2.4 giving the widest reach of any measurement faf
production to date. The flerential production cross-sections of prompt and non-gtalny are
separately determined and are compared to Colour Singl&NNColour Evaporation Model,
and FONLL predictions.

1. Introduction

The production of heavy quarkonium at hadron colliders fates particular challenges and
opportunity for insight into the theory of Quantum Chromadynics (QCD) as its mechanisms
of production operate at the boundary of the perturbativeraon-perturbative regimes. Despite
being among the most studied of the bound-quark system® istill no clear understanding
of the mechanisms in the production of quarkonium statess tlile J/ys that can consistently
explain both the production cross-section and spin-aligmnmeasurements &fe-, heavy-ion
and hadron-hadron collisions (see review articles [1] afdrences therein).

Data obtained by the Large Hadron Collider (LHC) collabianag can help to test existing
theoretical models of both quarkonium production dproduction in a new energy regime,
at higher transverse momenta and in wider rapidity rangas ttave previously been studied.
Furthermore, quarkonium production in proton-protonisadins plays a key role as a reference
point to understand heavy ion collisions and to understaadkterplay between production and
suppression mechanisms in such collisions [2].

This paper presents a measurement of the includiveproduction cross-section and the
production fractionfg of non-promptl/y (produced via the decay ofxhadron) to inclusively-
produced)/y (hereafter referred to as tm®n-prompt fractioit

_o(pp— B+ X - J/yX)
fB = Inclusive (1)

o(pp—— J/yX”)
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in the decay channd)y — u*u~ as a function of botld/y transverse momentum and rapidity in
pp collisions at the LHC at a centre-of-mass energy of 7 TeV aitd an integrated luminosity
of up to 2.3 pb'. The fraction has the advantage that acceptances and nfizzigreies are
the same for the humerator and denominator, and so systedtatits are reduced. The results
of these analyses are compared to those made by the CMS Qullimim [3] with 314 nb?! of
integrated luminosity and those from the CDF Collaborafdjrnvhere appropriate.

From these measurements, the prodpt production cross-sectionr(pp — J/¥X’), pro-
duced directly from the proton-proton collisions or fromcdgs of heavier charmonium states
like the y. or ¥(2S)), and the non-prompt{(pp — B + X — J/¥X’)) J/y production cross-
section, are extracted. These results are compared tospomding predictions made by the
Colour Evaporation Model [5], Fixed-Order Next-to-Leaglinog (FONLL) [6] and Colour Sin-
glet NNLO* calculations|[7,8]. Further details of the results of meaments presented here
may be found in reference|[9].

2. The ATLAS Detector and Data Processing

In this section, the collection and processing of the da¢al urs the paper are outlined. This
involves a description of the most relevant subsystemsefLAS detector[10]: the trigger
system, the muon system and the inner tracking detectoo. #scified are the triggers used and
the diline data processing, in particular the selection of cartdidaions.

2.1. The ATLAS detector

The ATLAS detector covers almost the full solid angle arothwlcollision point with layers
of tracking detectors, calorimeters and muon chamberstHeomeasurements presented in this
paper, the trigger system, the inner detector trackingagesv{ID) and the muon spectrometer
(MS) are of particular importance.

The ID covers the pseudorapidity range < 2.5. It consists of a silicon pixel detector, a
silicon strip detector (SCT) and a transition radiatiorcker (TRT). These detectors are located
at a radial distance from the beam axis between 50.5 mm an@irif6and are immersed in a
2 T solenoidal magnetic field. The ID barrel consists of 3 pliagers, 4 layers of double-sided
silicon strip modules and 73 layers of TRT straws. The ID eag-has % 3 pixel layers, 2< 9
layers of silicon strips and £ 160 layers of TRT straws.

The MSis located inside a toroidal magnetic field which pdegi2.5 Tm of bending power in
the barrel and 5 Tm in the end-caps. It consists of four detscising diferent technologies and
is divided into a barrel regiorj7f < 1.05) and two end-cap regions.0b < || < 2.7). Precise
muon measurements are made using monitored drift tube adv@nilRIDT) in both the barrel
and end-cap sections and using Cathode Strip Chambers (@8@)end-caps; fast triggers are
obtained from resistive plate chambers (RPC) in the barélthin gap chambers (TGC) in the
end-caps. The chambers are arranged in three layers, sephighrticles leave at least three
measurement points with a lever arm of several metres.

2.2. Trigger

The ATLAS detector has a three-level trigger system: leygl1), level 2 (L2) and the event
filter (EF). For the measurements presented here, the trigies on the Minimum Bias Trigger
Scintillators (MBTS) and the muon trigger chambers.
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The MBTS are mounted in front of each liquid argon endcaproaleter cryostat at = +3.56
m and are segmented into eight sectors in azimuth and tws imgseudorapidity (B9 < |n| <
2.82 and 282 < || < 3.84). The MBTS trigger is configured to require two hits abduweshold
from either side of the detector. A dedicated muon triggehatEF level is required to confirm
the candidate events chosen for these measurements. Thiisaed by the MBTS L1 trigger
and searches for the presence of at least one track in thre 8. This trigger is referred to as
the EF minimum bias trigger; it has an adjustable thresholthe reconstructed mugm above
which events are accepted and can be prescaled to accepdatprenined fraction of events
meeting the trigger condition.

The L1 muon trigger is based on RPCs for the barrel and TGQObé&oend-caps [10]. It seeks
hit coincidences within dierent RPC or TGC detector layers inside programmed georaétri
windows which define the muon candidatg then selects candidates above six programmable
thresholds and provides a rough estimate of their posifibfis For the earlier data used in this
analysis, the muon trigger corresponds to the loypeghreshold trigger which requires a simple
two-layer time coincidence within a region of1< 0.1 inn-¢. No further geometrical constraint
is applied.

As the instantaneous luminosity of the collider increasies,trigger requirement switches
from the EF minimum bias trigger to the L1 muon trigger. Latlata periods make use of
triggers seeded by this L1 trigger but with additiopal cuts applied at the EF stage (these are
referred to henceforth as the EF muon triggers).

2.3. Muon identification and reconstruction

Muon identification and reconstruction extend$fo< 2.7, covering apr range from 1 GeV
up to more than 1 TeV. “Standalone MS tracks” are construetgilely based on the signal hits
collected in the MS. The track parameters are obtained fl@MS track and are extrapolated
to the interaction point, taking into account multiple $edhg and energy loss in the traversed
material. In this analysis, two categories of reconstrdicteions are then defined:

e Muons from combined reconstruction: the combinedmuon reconstruction relies on a
statistical combination of both a standalone MS track aniiarack. Due to ID coverage,
the combined reconstruction covéys< 2.5.

e Muons from ID track tagging: ataggedmuon is formed by MS track segments which
are not formed into a complete MS track, but which are mat¢béD tracks extrapolated
to the MS. Such a reconstructed muon adopts the measuretigtara of the associated
ID track. In this paper, the muon tagging is limited| < 2, in order to ensure high
quality tracking and a reduction of fake muon candidates.

The muon track helix parameters are taken from the ID measemealone, since the MS does
not add much to the precision in the lower momentum rangeaelgor thed/yy measurements
presented here.

3. Data and Monte Carlo Samples

Proton-proton collision data, at a centre-of-mass enef@yieV, are included in this analysis
if taken during stable beam periods and when the MS, ID andhetagystems were collecting
data of a sfficiently high quality to be suitable for physics analysis.
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Monte Carlo samples are used for determining acceptanceatimns, as part of the trigger
efficiency studies and in systematic cross-checks. They arerggenl using Praia 6 [12] and
tuned using the ATLAS MCO09 tung [13] which uses the MRST*Lgarton distribution functions
[14]. The passage of the generated particles through thectbetis simulated with &n~t4
[15] and the data are fully reconstructed with the same softwthat is used to process the data
from the detector. For the signdfys Monte Carlo (used to derive the kinematic acceptance
corrections), the Pruia implementation of prompd/y production sub-processes in the NRQCD
Colour Octet Mechanism framework |16] is used.

PromptJ/y production includeslirect production from the hard interaction, as well as char-
monium feed-down from excited states. Thesemptproduction modes are distinct fronon-
promptproduction that is characterised by the productiod/ef via the decay of 8-hadron.

All samples are generated with polar and azimuthal isotiofiie decay of thd/y (the de-
fault in Pytaia) and are reweighted at the particle level according to tfesipective angular de-
pendencies in order to describe a number edént spin-alignment scenarios (see Sediioh 4.1).
The J/y spin-alignment is not measured in this analysis, so theigged MC samples are used
to provide an uncertainty band on the measurement of theuptimsh cross-section, determined
by the maximum variation in acceptance across the full albwange ofl/y spin alignment.

3.1. Event and candidate selection

The analyses presented in this paper make use of the triggecsibed in Sectidn 2.2. For
the inclusive cross-section, in a given data taking perioé\aent is retained or discarded based
on the decision of a single specific trigger, without refeeeto any other triggers. For data from
the initial running with lower instantaneous luminosityetL1 muon trigger is used. During later
periods, with higher instantaneous luminosity, a moreciisle EF muon trigger with a 4 GeV
pr threshold is required, and eventually, this is increaseal 60GeV pr threshold. The sample
collected by these triggers and passing the data qualigcsehs corresponds to an integrated
luminosity of 22 pb 2.

For the measurement of tie— J/y non-prompt fraction (see Equatibh 1), two additional
triggers are employed, and rather than using a single rigmeeto or accept events, several
triggers are used simultaneously such that any one of thenmdndired results in the event
being included. From the initial period, events triggerigither the L1 muon trigger or the
EF minimum bias trigger are used (whereas only the L1 muauéri is used for the cross
section). For intermediate instantaneous luminositiesLth muon trigger is used alone since
the EF minimum bias trigger is highly prescaled at this stager the highest instantaneous
luminosities, events are accepted which pass any of the Emitniggers withpr thresholds of
4, 6 or 10 GeV. During the runs with the highest instantandéonnnosities, the triggers with 4
and 6 GeV are prescaled; however, the 10 GeV threshold triggeot. The inclusion of this
unprescaled trigger along with the addition of the EF minimiias trigger for theB — J/y
non-prompt fraction measurement results in a slightly bightegrated luminosity of.3 pb 2.

To veto cosmic rays, events passing the trigger selectiemeguired to have at least three
tracks associated with the same reconstructed primargxefthe three tracks must each have
at least one hit in the pixel system and at least six hits irsGe.

Each remaining event is required to contain at least onegfa&constructed muons. Only
muons associated with ID tracks that have at least one hiténpixels and six in the SCT
are accepted. Di-muon pairs with opposite charges are deresl to bel/y candidates if at
least one combined muon is present in the pair. At least orenstructed muon candidate is
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required to match a muon trigger (that is, at least one muom fthe J/y» candidate should
have fired the trigger). For the early data, when the triggesisentially based on the L1 muon
trigger, at least one of theftine muons is required to match the trigger muon candidatattarw
AR = /A2 + A¢? < 0.4 at the MS plane; for the later data taking, where the EF mrigger is
used, the filine and trigger muons are required to match withiR < 0.005.

The two ID tracks from each pair of muons passing these sefecare fitted to a common
vertex [17]. No constraints are applied in the fit and a veskvertex quality requirement,
which retains over 99% of the candidates, is used.

For theB — J/y non-prompt fraction analysis, where lifetime informatigran important
element of the fit, additional requirements are made onlfiie— u*u~ candidates. The proba-
bility of the fit to the J/y vertex is required to be greater thai®05. For this measuremedjfy
candidates are rejected if the two muon candidate tracks wsed to build dferent primary ver-
tices in the @line reconstruction (so that there is an ambiguity as to whiahary vertex to use
in the lifetime calculation). This rejects fewer thar2® of theJ/y candidates. This selection is
not applied for the cross-section analysis.

4. Inclusive J/yy — u*p~ Differential Production Cross-Section
The measurement of the inclusivetdrential cross-section is determined as

Po(I/v) oy Neon

dprdy Br(J/y - p'u) = T Apray (2)
WhereNch/)‘,”r is the J/y yield in a givenpy — y bin after continuum background subtraction and
correction for detectorféciency, bin migration and acceptandgeets, £ is the integrated lumi-
nosity of the data sample argpr andAy are thepr and rapidity bin widths. The probability
that aJ/y — uu decay is reconstructed depends on the kinematics of theydesavell as the
muon reconstruction and triggeffieiencies. In order to recover the true numlbtgﬁf’, of such
decays produced in the collisions, a weighis applied to each observd@dy candidate, defined
as the inverse of that probability and calculated as follows

P = wl=A M-8 &.(pt.n") & u(pr.n7) - Enig (3)

whereA is the kinematic acceptanca/ is a correction factor for bin migrations due to finite
detector resolutiorty is the ID tracking #iciency andg,, is the single-muonfdiine reconstruc-
tion efficiency. Herep andz,* are the transverse momenta and pseudorapidities of théveosi
and negative muons from thig¢y decay. The triggerféciency&yig for a givenJ/y candidate is
calculated from single-muon triggeffieienciesSi;, (pr, %) as follows:

Euig = 1 - (1= &g (P 717) - (1= Egig(Pr.17)).- (4)

The resultant weighted invariant mass peak is then fitteel §eetiol 414) to extratd%.

4.1. Acceptance

The kinematic acceptancg(pr, y) is the probability that the muons fromJ3y with trans-
verse momenturpy and rapidityy fall into the fiducial volume of the detector. This is caldeld
using generator-level Monte Carlo, applying cuts on the mot@ and pseudorapidities of the
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muons to emulate the detector geometry. Global cutg.0f|p-| > 3 GeV for|n.|, [n-| < 2.5 are
supplemented by fingor thresholds in slices of to ensure that regions of the detector where
the values of filine and trigger fficiencies are so low as to be compatible with zero within the
uncertainties (approximately 10%) are excluded from thedyasis.

The acceptance also depends on the spin-alignment df ghevhich is not known for LHC
conditions. The general angular distribution for the dedAy — wu in the 3/ decay frame is
given by:

d’N
d coso*dg*
whered* is the angle between the direction of the positive muon mauomerin theJ/y decay

frame and thel/y line of flight, while¢* is defined as the angle between fHig¢r production and
decay planes in the lab frame (see Fidure 1, reference [IBjeferences therein).

oc 1+ 29 COZ 6% + A4 Sirf 0% cos B* + Ags Sin 2* cosp* (5)

VA
quarkanium
restframe
f +
production \ﬂ
plane —,
X* A/\_—% y.k
¢

Figure 1: Definitions of thel/y spin-alignment angles, in th¥y decay frameg* is the angle between the direction of
the positive muon in that frame and the directionJaf in the laboratory frame, which is directed along ttfeaxis. ¢*

is the angle between th¥y production &* — z*) plane and its decay plane formed by the direction oftheand the
lepton¢* (from [18]).

A large number of possible combinations of the fi@&entsy, 15, 4¢, have been studied,
including some withys # 0. Five extreme cases have been identified that lead to tlyedtig
variation of acceptance within the kinematics of the ATLASettor and define an envelope in
which the results may vary under all possible polarisatissuanptions:

1. Isotropic distribution, independent 6f and¢*, with 1y = 1, = 24 = 0, labelled as
“FLAT”. This is used as the main (central) hypothesis.

2. Full longitudinal alignment withly = -1, 2, = A¢4 = 0O, labelled as “LONG”.

3. Transverse alignment withy = +1, 14 = 194 = 0, labelled as To.

4. Transverse alignment withy = +1, 1, = +1, g4 = 0, labelled as T..

5. Transverse alignment withy = +1, 1, = -1, 294 = O, labelled as T_.

Two-dimensional acceptance maps are produced in bing aindy of the J/y, for each of
these five scenarios, and are illustrated in Figure 2. Thesraap obtained by reweighting the
flat distribution at the generator level using Equafibn 5e Eentral value for the cross-section
measurement is obtained using the flat distribution, andrtbasurement is repeated using the
other scenarios to provide an envelope of maximum variatigmich is stated as a separate
uncertainty.
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Figure 2: Kinematic acceptance maps as a functialy¢ftransverse momentum and rapidity for specific spin-alignime

scenarios considered, which are representative of theragtiof the variation of the measured cross-section due e spi
alignment configurations. Berences in acceptance behaviour, particularly atpewoccur between scenarios and can
significantly influence the cross-section measurement imendin.



4.2. Bin migration corrections

The measuredficiency and acceptance correctlygd pr distribution is parameterised in each
rapidity slice by a smooth analytic function smeared withaau§sian distribution, with resolution
derived from the data. This function is integrated numélgaaver each analysis bin, both with
and without smearing applied, and the ratio of the two irdkgis assigned as the correction
factor. The &ects of this correction are minimal at lop+ and at low rapidities (around 0.1%)
butincrease at highgy and at higher rapidities (reflecting the decreasing mommamésolution)
to a maximum of approximately 3%.

4.3. Muon trigger and reconstructiorfiEiency

The dHline single muon reconstructiofffieiencies are obtained from data using a tag and probe
method [19], where muons are paired with ID tracks (“probes’opposite charge. The pairs
are divided into two categories: those in which the probedé®nstructed as a muon (“matched”)
and those in which it is not (“unmatched”). Both sets of pairs binned according to ther
andn of the probe. In each of these bins, the muon reconstructigciesncy is obtained as
the ratio of the number o8/y candidates in the peak of the matched distribution to thel tot
number of candidates in the two mass distributions. Tifieiency is extracted as a parameter of
a simultaneous fit to both distributions. The dependencheffiline reconstructionféiciency
on the muon charge is well described by MC within the acceq@aithis procedure is repeated
separately for combined and tagged muons. At higie(for muons withpy above 6 GeV),
the dficiency determination is supported by additional tag andei® — u*u~ data[20] for
improved precision in thefBciency plateau region.

A hybrid Monte Carlo and data-derived (tag and probe) schismsed to provide trigger ef-
ficiencies for the analysis with finer binning than would begible with the available data statis-
tics. This is necessary to avoid significant biases thatevotiierwise appear in the analysis with
coarsely binnedféciencies across rapidly-changin@ieiency regions. Due to significant charge
dependence at loyw and high pseudorapidity, separate triggéicgency maps are produced for
positive and negative muons. Fully simulated samples ahpt@p — J/¢ (utu~) X decays are
used to populate th&/yy pr — y plane, using a fine binning. For each bin, the probability of a
muon activating the trigger is determined. The derivBttiencies are then reweighted to match
the data #liciencies in the reconstructed bins in cases where discoeigzexist between the data
and Monte Carlo, and uncertainties from data are assigned.

Muon reconstructionféiciencies have been determined relative to reconstructedaldks.
Inner Detector tracks associated to muons and having thets® cuts used in this analysis have
a reconstructionféiciency&yi of 99.5% + 0.5% per track (with no significant pseudorapidity or
pr dependence observed within the phase space probed withrtaligsis), which is applied as
an additional correction to th#'ys candidate yields.

4.4, Fit of Jy candidate mass distributions

The distribution of reconstructetfy candidates over the candidgie — y plane is shown in
Figure[3. The majority o/ candidates are reconstructed in intermediatehigh-y areas, as
at lowerpy values the acceptance of the detector is limited.

The inclusiveJ/y production cross-section is determined in four slicesJaf rapidity:
Iyl < 0.75075 < |yl < 1515 < |yl < 20and 20 < |y| < 2.4. In Figurel4, the invariant
mass distributions for all oppositely charged muon paisspay the selection for theftierential
cross-section measurement are shown, before acceptasheffiairency corrections, for the four

8



Lo = L I B B
§ 800- ATLAS ++#### E
g 700?]1 dt~2.2pb * wﬁ t ++* E
$ 600° mﬂ“‘*ﬂf* #
S 500- ¢ b
S E 3
5 209 g,s’,.‘ww ' A
© 300 M =
= Y YSE
S 200% =
= =
100 o]
E. .01 | | [
Y 05 1 15 2 25
70 < 70¢-
- {60 & 60
8 50 o 50-.
> :,
. 40 S
r 30
a A0
R 110
:‘m‘Hmmmmmmmow. 0 - 0
3000 2000 1000 0 2.5

JAp candidates/0.5 GeV (Absolute) J/y rapidity

Figure 3: Distribution of reconstructed/ys candidates (in the invariant mass interval Z my,, < 3.5 GeV) as a
function of J/¥ pr and rapidity.

rapidity slices. TablE]1l presents the results of the contbéignal and background fits. In these
fits the J/y andy(2S) peaks are represented by Gaussians, while the bacidji®described by
a quadratic polynomial.

Table 1: Fitted mass, resolution and yieldsJaf candidates reconstructed in foljfy rapidity bins. All uncertainties
quoted are statistical only. The shift in mass away from tbddwaverage in the highest rapidity bin reflects the few-per
mille uncertainty in the trackingr scale at the extreme ends of the detector.

J/y rapidity range
lyl < 0.75 075<lyl<15 15<|y<20 20<|y<24
Signal yield| 6710+ 90 10710+ 120 9630+ 130 4130+ 90
Fitted mass (GeV) 3.096+ 0.001 3097+ 0.001 3097+0.001 3109+ 0.002
Fitted resolution (MeV) 46+ 1 64+1 84+1 111+ 2
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Figure 4: Invariant mass distributions of reconstructfgdg — u*u~ candidates used in the cross-section analysis,
corresponding to an integrated luminosity 02 pbX. The points are data, and the uncertainties indicated atistital
only. The solid lines are the result of the fit described intthe:.

The invariant mass distribution dfy — u*u~ candidates in eacpr — vy bin is fitted using
a binned minimumy? method. Thel/y andy(2S) signals are described by single Gaussians,
while the background is treated as a straight line.

For the diferential cross-section measurement, the correction weiglefined in Equatiop]3
is applied to each candidate, and a new binned mininyéit-is performed in each bin. The
yields of J/¢ determined from these fits, divided by the integrated lumitypgive the inclusive
production cross-section for a given bin. Representativariant mass distributions are shown
in Figure[. They? probability distribution of the weighted fits across all &iis found to be
consistent with the statistical expectation.

The cross-sections obtained for each bin are listed in T3bthe systematic uncertainties
considered are displayed in Figlile 6 and the cross-seaguits are presented in Figlide 7. The
measurement in eaghy — y analysis bin is positioned at the averggefor J/y candidates in
that bin. Various tests of the method described above afenpeed using simulated samples of
known composition, and the numberdf/ in each analysis bin is successfully recovered within
expectations in all cases.

4.5. Systematic uncertainties

Studies are performed to assess all relevant sources @nsgit uncertainty on the mea-
surement of the/y inclusive production cross-section. Sources of uncetare listed below,
ordered according to the approximate size of their contidlou(starting with the largest).
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Figure 5: Acceptance- andfiiency-corrected invariant di-muon mass distributiorslestt by integrated luminosity for
selected bins inJ/y rapidity and transverse momentum. Low- and high-bins are shown here for the central and
forward rapidity ranges, to represent the complete sanfptatistical uncertainties and systematic uncertainties td
efficiency and acceptance corrections are shown, combinedhuirature.

1. Spin-alignment: Kinematic acceptance depends on the spin-alignment stake d/y
and henceféects the corrected yield. Five spin-alignment scenariesansidered, which
correspond to the extreme cases for the acceptance comgatithin the kinematics ac-
cessible in ATLAS. In each bin, the maximal deviations itneitdirection are assigned as
the systematic uncertainty due to the unknown spin-aligntroéthe J/y. These uncer-
tainties are regarded as theoretical rather than expetahemd are quoted independently
of the statistical and experimental systematic unceitsnt

2. Muon reconstruction: The single muon fciency maps are obtained from the data us-
ing the tag and probe method, in bins of muon transverse mameand pseudorapidity.
Each dficiency has an uncertainty (predominantly statistical itureg but with a system-
atic component from the tag and probe method) associatdditwitn order to obtain an
estimate on thefects of uncertainties within these bins, the relative utadeties (due to
systematic and statistical components) onJajt candidates in a bin are averaged. Inner
Detector tracks originating from muons and having the selacuts used in this analysis
have a reconstructiorfieciency of 995% + 0.5% per track. The results are corrected for
this dficiency, and a systematic uncertainty on tligc&ncy is assigned for each track,
propagated linearly into the cross-section systematic.

3. Trigger: The uncertainty on the triggeffeciency has components from the data-derived
efficiency determination method (again largely statisticalature) and from the reweight-
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ing of MC maps to the data-driven (tag and probffjcency values. These errors are
treated similarly to the reconstructioffieiency uncertainties.

4. Luminosity: The uncertainty on the integrated luminosity used for theasurement is
determined to be 3.4%[R1], fully correlated between bins.

5. Acceptance:

e Monte Carlo statistics: The acceptance maps are obtaied fledicated Monte
Carlo production, in bins od/y transverse momentum and rapidity. The acceptance
in each bin has an uncertainty due to Monte Carlo statisfid® relative error on
the acceptance correction for eaity candidate contributing to a particular analysis
bin is averaged in quadrature to evaluate the systemfliicteof these errors on the
cross-section measurement in that bin.

e Kinematic dependence: The impact of any discrepancie®intiderlying kinematic
distribution modelling in the Monte Carlo used to build theps, or dfferences in
the pr dependence of the prompt and non-prompt components to gralbwclusive
cross-section are studied. A correction to the acceptaraggsiis made based on
the measured non-prompt to prompt fraction to ensure propeection of the two
populations, and an uncertainty is assigned based on ffexatfice in yields from
using the corrected and uncorrected maps. This uncertaisignificantly below 1%
in most analysis bins, reaching a maximum of 1.5% in some pigHow rapidity
bins.

¢ Bin migration: The changes to the measured cross-sectiertalthe migration of
entries between thegy bins is determined by analytically smearing tiaéency and
acceptance correctgor spectrum with a Gaussian resolution function with width
based on muopr resolutions, taken from data. The correction needed tog¢heal
value due to bin migrations is as small as 0.1% at fgwand low rapidity and rises
to ~ 3% at highpr and high rapidity. The variation of the bin migration cortien
within a given analysis bin (due to changing detector rasmitand parameterisation
of the pr spectrum) is taken as a systematic.

¢ Final-State Radiation: The acceptance maps correct theureghcross-section back
to the J/y kinematics, rather than the final-state muon kinematicerdter to allow
proper comparison with theoretical predictions. EmissddQED final-state radia-
tion is known to high accuracy, so the relative uncertairmyttee modelling of this
correction is determined to be less than 0.1%.

6. Fit: Invariant mass distributions for a large number of pseuxfpeements are constructed
for eachpt — y bin of the analysis, with the bin contents for each pseudmesment be-
ing an independently Poisson-fluctuated value with meaaléquhe measured data, and
uncertainty in the bin determining the variance of the flatitns. Within these pseudo-
experiments, the candidate yields from the central fit pdace and yields from varied fit-
ting models are determined, and the shift per pseudo-expeaticalculated. The variation
in fitting models include signal and background fitting fuans and inclusiofexclusion of
they(2S) mass region. The means of the resultant shifts acrossaljasexperiments for
each fit model are used to evaluate the systematic uncgrtding largest mean variation
in that bin is assigned as a systematic uncertainty due tfitfhecedure.

7. J/y vertex-finding efficiency: The loose vertex quality requirement retains over998
of di-muon candidates used in the analysis, so any correetiol systematics associated
to the vertexing are neglected.
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Figure 6: Summary of the contributions from various sourtcethe systematic uncertainty on the inclusivetential
cross-section, in thd/y pr and rapidity bins of the analysis. The total systematic aatistical uncertainties are also
overlaid. The theoretical uncertainty due to the unknowin ajgnment is not included on these plots.

A summary of the various contributions to the systematiceuainties on the measurement in
each rapidity slice as a function dfy pr is shown in Figuré16. The uncertainty due to the
luminosity (3.4%) is not shown, nor is the spin-alignmentedape which represents a full range
of variation due to the unknown spin-alignment state.

4.6. Inclusive Jy cross-section results

The results of the inclusive doublefidirentiald/y production cross-section measurement are
given in Tabld 2. They are compared to CMS results [3] in Fediifor cases where the rapidity
ranges are close enough to permit comparison. The two setsolts show good agreement
within experimental uncertainties and provide compleragnteasurements at low (CMS) and
high (ATLAS) pr, together providing a measurement over a large kinematigea

The systematics are dominated by the data-driven muon seemtion éficiency uncertain-
ties, which are in turn dominated by their statistical utaiaties. There is an additional overall
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uncertainty 0f+3.4% (fully correlated between bins) due to the luminosity smeament uncer-
tainty. The measurement of theffidirential cross-section is limited by systematic unceti@sn
with statistical uncertainties only contributing sign#igly near the lowpr thresholds where
yields are limited by triggerféiciency, and in the highest transverse momentum bin.

The total cross-section for inclusiil¥y — u*u~ production, multiplied by the branching
fraction into muons and under the FLAT production scenaniothe central value, has been
measured fod/y produced withirly| < 2.4 andpr > 7 GeV to be:

Br(J/y — w1 )o (PP — I/¥Xilyaul < 24, p7" > 7 GeV)
=81+ 1 (stat.)+ 10(syst. x5 (spin)+ 3 (lumi.) nb

and forJ/y within 1.5 < |y| < 2 andpr > 1 GeV to be:

Br(3/y — i 1) (pp — IWX; L5 < lyyyl < 2.p7" > 1 GeV)
=510+ 70 (stat. 59, (syst.)+329 (spin)+ 20 (lumi.) nb.

5. Measurement of the Non-PromptJ/y Fraction

Experimentally, it is possible to distinguishiy from prompt production and decays of heav-
ier charmonium states from thigy produced inB-hadron decays (non-prompt production). The
prompt decays occur very close to the primary vertex of threqigoroton-proton collision, while
many of theJ/¥ mesons produced iB-hadron decays will have a measurably displaced decay
point due to the long lifetime of theB-hadron parent.

From the measured distances between the primary vertics@mespondingl/y decay
vertices the fractiorfg of J/y that originate from non-prompt sources, as defined in Eqoggi
can be inferred. An unbinned maximum likelihood fit is useextract this fraction from the
data.

5.1. Pseudo-proper time

The signed projection of tha/y flight distance, onto its transverse momentuuﬁw, is
constructed according to the following formula

ny = E i p»_f_/l///p:l]_/lﬁ’ (6)

whereL is the vector from the primary vertex to thky decay vertex angdi?]r/ ¥ is the transverse
momentum vector of thd/y. Herel,, measures the displacement of thgy vertex in the
transverse plane.

The probability for the decay of B-hadron as a function of proper decay tit®llows an
exponential distribution

p(t) = T—lBeXp(—t/TB)» @)

whererg is the lifetime of theB-hadron. For each decay the proper decay time can be cadulat

as
L
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wherel is the distance between tiiiehadron production and decay point ghydis the Lorentz
factor. Taking the projection of the decay length and momenbn the transverse plane for
B-hadrons, one obtains
_ I—xy mg
p?
In this casel xy is measured between the position of the reconstructed dacpmertex and the
primary vertex in the event. The primary vertex is refittedhathe two muon tracks excluded,
to avoid a bias. The uncertainty &gy is calculated from the covariance matrices of the primary
and the secondary vertices. The majority of the events @ootay a single primary vertex. In
the few that contain multiple vertices, tligy is assigned to a primary vertex based on the use of
the tracks by the ATLAS reconstruction software; if bathy tracks are included in the recon-
struction of the same primary vertex, this is the one whiassigned. In a small number of cases
(fewer than %) the two tracks making th&'ys candidate are included in the reconstruction of
different primary vertices. These candidates are discarded.
Since theB-hadron is not reconstructed completely, one does not kiwansverse mo-
mentum. Instead thd/y» momentum is used to construct a variable called the “psgudper
time”

(9)

Ly MY

T=— /;’DG. (10)

Py
Here, the world average value mﬁg’G is used to reduce the correlation between the fits that will
be performed on the mass and the lifetime. Studies showhkeatessults are insensitive to this
choice.

At large pi/ ¥ where most of thd-hadron transverse momentum is carried by dhg, the
distribution of r is approximately exponential, with thg-hadron lifetime as a parameter. At
small pi/‘”, the range of opening angles between #fi¢ and B-hadron momentum leads to a
smearing of the underlying exponential distribution.

5.2. Fitting procedure

The sample is divided into bins qfr and rapidityy of the J/y candidates. In each bin,
a maximum likelihood fit is performed in order to determine fraction of the non-prompt to
inclusiveJ/y production cross-sections in that particular bin. The nsasbspseudo-proper time
are simultaneously fitted in the entire mass region fragtd 35 GeV, using the likelihood
function:

N
L = [ ][ fsigPsia(T: 8- Fsig(Mye> 6m) + (1 = fsig) Poe(T, 6) Fg(My) | (11)
i=1
whereN is the total number of events in theb2- 3.5 GeV mass region anftly is the fraction

of signalJ/y candidates in this region determined from the fijy andPy.y are pseudo-proper
time probability density distributions (PDFs) for tli¢y signal and background candidates re-
spectively, and are described fully below. TReg, Fuig functions are the mass distribution
models for signal and background. In summary, the inputaideis to the maximum likelihood
fit to determine the production ratio are the pseudo-prdpe¥t, its uncertaintys,, the di-muon
massm,,, and its uncertaintym.
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5.2.1. Invariant mass and pseudo-proper time probabild@gsity functions
For the signal, the mass is modelled with a Gaussian disiwibu

Fa(Ty O) = e (12)
sig\Myy> Om V2 Son

whose mean valumyy, is the J/y mass, determined in the fit, and whose width is the product
Sém, Wheredy, is the measured mass error calculated for each muon pair tlhensovariance
matrix of the vertex reconstruction arflis a global scale factor to account for afdrence
betweens,, and the mass resolution from the fit. For the background, thssndistribution is
assumed to follow a second-order polynomial function.

The pseudo-proper time PDF fdyy signal candidatesRs;g, consists of two terms. One
term describes thd/y from B-hadron decays_g), and the other describes thgy from prompt
decays Pp):

Psig(t. 8-) = TaPs(r, ;) + (1 - f8)Pp(t, 67), (13)

wherefg is the fraction of)/y from B-hadron decays as defined in Equafibn 1.

The pseudo-propertime distribution of thgy particles fromB-hadron decayBg(r, 6;) is an
exponential functiorE(r) = exp(1/7¢) With a pseudo-proper time slopgs, convolved with
the pseudo-proper time resolution functie¢r’ — , 6.):

Pg(t,6.) = R(t' — 7,6,) ® E(7). (14)

Promptly produced/y particles decay at the primary vertex, and their pseud@grome dis-
tribution is thus given by the resolution function:

Pp(r,6;) = R(' —= 7,6;) ® (") = R(1, 6). (15)

The resolution functioR is a Gaussian distribution centredrat 0 with a widthS,d,, whereS;
is a scale factor (a parameter of the fit) ads the per-candidate uncertainty orthe measured
pseudo-proper lifetime determined from the covariantrematrix of the tracks.

The pseudo-proper time PDF for background candidBiggconsists of the sum of a long
lived component modeled with an exponential function anadampt component modeled by
a delta function and two symmetric exponential tails. Easimgonent is convolved with the
Gaussian resolution function:

- -7

Pokg(T, 67) = [(1 = by — b2)d(7) + by exp( ) + by exp( )) ® Rowg(t” — 7, 67), (16)

Teffl Teff2

whereRgg(7) is a Gaussian distribution centeredrat 0 with a widthSpygd,, whereSyg is a
scale factor (a parameter of the fit) afidis the per-candidate uncertainty on the measuted
Parameterses andres, are pseudo-proper time slopes of the two components of backd,
andb; andb;, are the corresponding fractions of the background. All foarametersigs, Tet2,
b; andb,) are determined from the fit.

5.2.2. Summary of free parameters
The full list of the parameters of the fit are as follows:

o fsig the fraction of signal/y candidates in the.2 — 3.5 GeV mass region of the fitny;,
the mean value of thd/y mass; the scale fact@&to account for a dference betweefi,
and the mass resolution from the fit;
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o fgthe fraction ofl/y from B-hadron decays; a pseudo-proper time stagelescribing the
B-hadron decaysS; a scale factor to account for afftirence betweefy and theB-hadron
pseudo-proper time resolution from the fit;

o the slope parametergg1, Ten2 and Spig describing the time evolution of thé/y back-
ground, in analogy to the parametersBhadron decays, defined abowg;andb,, frac-
tions of the two background components.

5.3. Results of the likelihood fits

The results of the likelihood fit to the pseudo-proper timstritiutions in a representative
pi/‘” bin are shown in Figuriel 8. The figure shows the result of thernumas maximum likelihood
fits for the signal and background components projected trdifetime and invariant mass
distributions. From the results of the fit, it is possible &ride the non-prompt to inclusive
production fraction as a function qﬁ/‘”. The y? probabilities and Kolmogorov-Smirnov test
results for the fits across all analysis bins are found to Imsistent with statistical expectations,
with the lowest fit probability out of over 70 fits being 1%.
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Figure 8: Pseudo-proper time distributions (left)3f, — u*u~ candidates in the signal region, for a selecpgdbin
9.5 < pr < 10.0 GeV in the most central and most forward rapidity regionke Ppoints with error bars are data. The
solid line is the result of the maximum likelihood unbinnetdtdi all di-muon pairs in the B — 3.5 GeV mass region
projected on the narrow mass windowd2- 3.3 GeV. The invariant mass distributions which are simultarsty fitted
with the pseudo-proper time are shown on the right for theeshims.
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5.4. Systematic uncertainties

Several studies performed to assess all relevant sourcggstdmatic uncertainties on the
measured fraction of non-prompt to inclusivgs decays are outlined below, in order of impor-
tance.

1. Spin-alignment of prompt J/y: In general, spin-alignment may befféirent for prompt
and non-promptl/y, which may result in dferent acceptances in the two cases. The
central value assumes they are the same (isotropic distibin both angles, as for the
inclusive cross-section central result), but four additibscenarios for the prompt com-
ponent are also considered, as discussed in Sdcfibn 4.laest variations within the
four models from FLAT is calculated for each bin in turn andigeed as an uncertainty
envelope on prompt production.

2. Spin-alignment of non-prompt J/y: The possible variation of spin-alignment B1 —
J/yX decays is expected to be much smaller than for prodpptdue to the averaging
effect caused by the admixture of various excluddre» J/yX decays. We assign an
additional uncertainty on the non-prompt fraction (and+poompt cross-section) for the
difference in final result when using either an isotropic spigrahent assumption for non-
prompt decays or maps reweighted to the CDF result[22Bfer J/¢ spin-alignment.
This contributes up to an additional 0.4% uncertainty ondtierall (prompt and non-
prompt) systematic due to spin-alignment on the fraction.

3. Fit: A number of changes are applied to the fitting procedure, hadit is repeated in
order to gauge the sensitivity of the fractidgto the details of the fits:

e The central value for the fraction assumes a background hiodthe proper time
distribution of the background that includes one expomfinction with a negative
slope and a symmetric double exponential term with the sarselate valuereso,
for the negative and positive slopes. To test the robustoiee result, this model
is changed in two ways. First, the symmetric term is no longquired to be sym-
metric, so dfferent values of the negative and positive slopes are alloBedond,
the sum of two asymmetric double exponentials is used, a¥ia same negative
decay constant but flering positive decay constants. The maximum deviation from
the central value is taken as a systematic uncertainty.

e The per-candidate Gaussian convolution function is chdhge per-candidate dou-
ble Gaussian convolution, allowingftirent scale factors (to account fofférences
between the resolution returned by the tracking algoritimeh measured resolution)
for each Gaussian to be determined from the fitff&@ences from the main fit are
assigned as a systematic uncertainty.

e The main result uses a second-order polynomial in the matesdiscribe the back-
ground. To test the sensitivity to this choice, the fits apeeted using instead poly-
nomials of degree one and three. fileiences from the main fit are assigned as a
systematic.

e The central result take¥/ys candidates in a mass range frotb 35 GeV, to avoid
the mass region of thg(2S). In order to test the stability of the result and to irce
the statistics in the side bands, the analysis is repeatidannass range from 2 to
4 GeV, but excluding the region from3to 38 GeV. The result is stable compared
to the statistical uncertainties, and so no systematicrtaiogy is assigned for this
source.
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e The analysis relies on a simultaneous fit to the proper tinteraass distributions.
The likelihood used assumes no correlation between the taotifies. To test the re-
liability of this assumption, the mean measured invariaassis plotted as a function
of the proper time. The resulting distribution is flat, excapthe negative lifetime
region and at very long proper lifetimes, where residuakigaosund dominates the
sample and invalidates the test. Accordingly, no expligitematic for this correla-
tion is assigned.

4. Kinematic dependence:Differences in the acceptance of prompt and non-prahhjt
due to their diferent momentum spectra, averaged across an analysis birbias the
fraction measurement. A correction factor is calculatedeloiaon the acceptance maps
with and without momentum reweighting to account for thedences between prompt
and non-prompd/y and this correction assigned as a systematic uncertainty.

5. Reconstruction dficiencies: The central result for the fraction assumes that the recon-
struction dficiencies are the same for non-prompt and prodjfptmesons and hence can-
cel in extracting the fraction. This assumption is tested/fmmte Carlo samples described
in Sectior_8, and no statistically significant shift is obset. Thus, no systematic uncer-
tainty is assigned.

6. Pile-up/multiple interactions: Some collisions result in the reconstruction of multiple
primary vertices. The primary vertex chosen determinesrtiresverse decay displacement
Lyy used in the proper time determination. The central valuebisined by taking the
primary vertex that is formed using both of tig/ candidate muons and rejecting cases
where those candidates are associated witierint primary vertices. To assess tlfieet
of this procedure, two alternate methods where used. TheFfiooses the primary vertex
with the highest summed squared transverse momenta of dhkstthat form it. The
second takes the same vertex, but rejects cases wheredithermuon candidates are not
used in determining that primary vertex. As no significarriation is seen in the results
from the two methods, no additional uncertainties are assiglue to this source.

The stability of the method used is checked using simplifiezhtd Carlo trial experiment
samples to perform various tests of the closure of the aisalyShe simultaneous mass and
pseudo-proper time fit model is used to generate 100 singliente Carlo experiments for
eachpr andy bin. The number of events generated is approximately the senthe number of
data events for the corresponding bin. For each event tlagiand mass and pseudo-proper time
values are generated randomly from the total PDF, while &érecpndidate error on invariant mass
and pseudo-proper time are sampled from the correspongpegienental data distributions.

For each experiment, a fit of the total PDF on the simple Moradd3sample is performed.
The pull,A, defined as

( fgenerated_ fextracte()

A=
0 (fextracted

k]

is computed for each Monte Carlo experiment. HgggeratedS the non-prompt fraction for the
signal component according to which the Monte Carlo samglegenerated (i.e. the result of
the fit of the global model to the experimental data), whHiil@acteq@Ndo(fextracted are the value
and uncertainty obtained from the fit. The Gaussian meanigntbsare statistically compatible
with zero and unity, respectively, in all bins, indicatingat no bias or improper uncertainty
estimate is introduced by the fit.
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5.5. Fraction of non-prompt /& as a function of Jy transverse momentum and rapidity

Figure[9 and Tabldd 3 fd 6 show the results of tHeedéntial non-prompt fraction measure-
ment as a function of averagé/‘”, in each of the four rapidity bins. The uncertainty envebpe
due to the unknown spin-alignment are overlaid as solid band

The measurements are compared with those of CMS [3] and CP&nf#ibuild upon those
results with finer rapidity binning, a much extended rapidibverage relative to CDF and sig-
nificantly increasegbr reach relative to both experiments. Strqmgdependence of the fraction
is observedx 90% ofJ/y are produced promptly at loywy, but the fraction of non-promplt/y
rapidly increases at mighr from ~ 15% at 7 GeV to~ 70% at the highest accessilge values.
No significant rapidity dependence is seen. The ATLAS rsseihibit good agreement with
CMS results where they overlap, and also with the CDF measemés, indicating that there is
no strong dependence of the fraction on collision energies.

6. The Prompt and Non-Prompt Differential Production Cross-Sections

The prompt and non-promp{y production cross-sections can be derived from the inchusiv
production cross-section and the non-prompt fraction. Winecessanpr bins in the inclusive
cross-section are merged to align bins in the prgmpt-prompt cross-section result with those
in the non-prompt fraction measurement. The relative syat&E uncertainties in each of the
fraction and inclusive cross-section measurement binsgetewhere appropriate) are taken to
be uncorrelated, while the statistical uncertainties araltined taking correlations into account.
The spin alignment uncertainties are quoted independehthe experimental uncertainties.

6.1. Non-prompt diferential production cross-sections

We assume the spin-alignment o84y meson from 88 — J/yX decay has no net polar or
azimuthal anisotropy for the central result, as the possiariation of spin-alignment iB —
J/yX decays is expected to be much smaller than for prodiiptdue to the averagingfiect
caused by the admixture of various excluske— J/yX decays. We assign a spin-alignment
uncertainty on the non-prompt cross-section for tHeedénce in the final result when using either
an isotropic spin-alignment assumption for non-prompegemr maps reweighted to the CDF
result[22] forB — J/y spin-alignment.

The total integrated cross-section for non-promfat, multiplied by the branching fraction
into muons and under the “FLAT” production scenario, hamlreeasured fod/iy mesons pro-
duced withinly| < 2.4 andpr > 7 GeV to be:

Br(J/¢ — " )o(pp— B+ X = I/uX; lyyyl < 2.4,p7" > 7 GeV)
= 23.0+ 0.6 (stat.)x 2.8(syst.)x 0.2 (spin)+ 0.8 (lumi.) nb

and forJ/y mesons produced withA < |y| < 2 andpr > 1 GeV to be:

Br(J/y —» u"u)o(pp— B+ X — J/YX; 15 < |yl < 2, pi/“’ > 1 GeV)
= 61+ 24 (stat. = 19 (syst.}x 1 (spin)+ 2 (lumi.) nb.
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6.1.1. Comparisons with theoretical predictions

ATLAS non-promptJ/y production cross-section measurements are compareded Eix
der Next-to-Leading Logarithm (FONLL) calculations [6] Tlabled¥ and_10 and in Figurel10.
FONLL v1.3.2 is used for these predictions, using the CTBJES] parton density function
set. FONLL predictions use B — J/yX branching fraction oBr(B — J/¢¥) = 0.0116. Un-
certainty bands associated with the predictions come franinput b-quark mass, varied within
4.75+0.25 GeV, renormalisationug) and factorisationy(r) scales (independently) varied within
0.5 < urp/mM < 2 (with the additional constraint that®< ur/ur < 2) and parton density func-
tion uncertainties. Good agreement is seen between theimgeal data and the theoretical
prediction across the full range of rapidity and transvensgnentum considered.

6.2. Prompt dfferential production cross-sections

The prompt production cross-section is of direct interesttfie study of quarkonium pro-
duction in QCD. The spin-alignment state gnddependence of the spin-alignment of promptly
producedl/y particles are thought to be non-trivial, so the spin-aligmiruncertainty envelope
on the inclusive cross-section measurement is propagatiethie prompt cross-section measure-
ment. The prompt production cross-sections are present€akiles 1l t6 14.

The total cross-section for promftys (times branching fraction into muons) under the flat
production scenario has been measuredfgrproduced withiny| < 2.4 andpy > 7 GeV to be:

Br(J/y — wu)o(pp — promptd/yX; Iyl < 2.4, pr > 7 GeV)
=59+ 1 (stat.)+ 8(syst.)+ 2 (spin)= 2 (lumi.) nb
and forJ/y within 1.5 < |y| < 2 andpr > 1 GeV to be:
Br(J/y — u* " )o(pp — promptd/yX; 15 < |yl < 2, pr > 1 GeV)
= 450+ 70 (stat.}x39, (Syst.)+ {19 (spin)+ 20 (lumi.) nb.

6.2.1. Comparisons with theoretical predictions

In Figure[11 the prompt production data are compared to thdigtions of the Colour Evap-
oration Model (CEM) |[5] 24] for prompd/y production (with no uncertainties defined) and a
calculation of the direcl/y production cross-section in the Colour Singlet Model (CE28)26]
at next-to-leading order (NLO) and a partial next-to-niaeing order calculation (NNLQ.

The Colour Evaporation Model predictions are producedgitiie CTEQ6M parton density
functions, a charm quark mass of 1.2 GeV and the renormialiisand factorisation scales set to

Ho = 2,/ps + mg + K2 (wherepr is the transverse momentum of thgy andmy is the quark

mass andr is a phenomenological fit parameter set 16 Ge\?). The CEM predictions include
contributions fromy. andy/(2S) feed-down and can be directly compared with the praiypt
data. The normalisation of the CEM prediction is generathyér than in data and strongly
diverges in shape from measured data, showing significaatgdéement in the extendesl
range probed by the measurement described in this paper.

The Colour Singlet NLO and NNLOprediction for direct J/y production use a charm
guark mass of 1.5 GeV, the CTEQ6M parton density functionaed factorisation and renor-

1The NNLO* calculation is not dull next-to-next-to-leading order prediction, as it does nettide all loop correc-
tions topp — Q + jjj (wherejis a light parton) up to order2. This limits the applicability of the calculation to values
above a particulad/y pr threshold (due to soft and collinear divergences).

23



= F ' ' E
o} B Non-prompt cross-section ]
% 10; v ATLAS ly [<0.75 3
=5 Eancty Il Spin-alignment envelope 4
> 1F *f!‘aft!_ [T FONLL B JigX E
o Ty, ]
k=] 1 "
5 10 E +‘—Y—< E
£ -y Zhe. =
S C ]
Qo - il
§ 107 — E
o - ]
5 10°
—~ —¥ S —3F
[y E ATLAS 3
= 10° C \s=7Tev S
1 E R g
E R = J'Ldtzz.Zpbl E
S o ]
E 10-5 L L 1\0
J/Q
p’" [GeV]
'S‘ E T T T ‘ j
o} 3 Non-prompt cross-section
% 107 » ATLAS15<ly, [<2.0 E
=N 102 . Il Spin-alignment envelope ]
z 3 [IIJFONLL B- J/yX E
o o I ]
B 10FREERREEEE gt E
] - RN .
2 1= oo, =
< E .t N 3
e C ‘=-¥ 3
S 107 e
= E ATLAS B
S 102 \s=7Tev g
T C 1 9
3 Ldt=2.2pb B
= 103 _[ P =
2 E L 3
@ 1 10
J/Q
p’" [GeV]

T

Br(J/y - p*p)d2a™ ™ dp_dy [nb/GeV]

T

Br(J/y - p*p)d2a™ ™ dp_dy [nb/GeV]

=
(@]
N

% T T T ?
E Non-prompt cross-section 3
10E s ATLASO.75<ly, |<15 -
Est -+ Il Spin-alignment envelope =
B T pEAR 7
1 f s [ FONLL B JIgX 4
10-1:5 ++ E
- — ]
3 N
107E atLas e E
C \s=7TeV 3
4|
107¢ J'L dt=22pb’*
10° L L
10
102 | - _
E Non-prompt cross-section E
C o ATLAS20<ly, |<2.4 3
10 Il Spin-alignment envelope -
i, [ FONLL B JIgX 3
= i =
g + s 3
C +*3 ]
107 " =
E — g 3
102 ATLAS T,
E - B, S —
E Vs=7TeV N
10° L J'L dt=2.2 b’ |
g ‘ 3
10

py" [GeV]

24

Figure 10: Non-prompd/y production cross-section as a functionJg§ transverse momentum, compared to predictions from FONEbj Overlaid is a band representing
the variation of the result under spin-alignment variationthe non-prompd/y component as described in the text. The central value assamisotropic polarisation for both

prompt and non-prompt components. The luminosity unaastgi3.4%) is not shown.
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malisation scales set j@ = Jp% + sz (varied up and down by a factor of two to determine

scale uncertainties). As the calculation is for direct pretébn, corrections must be applied for
xc andy(2S) feed-down to bring the calculations in direct compariwith data. To correct for
feed-down, a flat 10% correction is applied to account fordbetribution ofy/(2S) — J/ynn
and a 40% correction is added to account for radigtivdecays. This yields a total correction
of 50%. The correction factor is not well-determined froredhy or experiment so is assigned a
100% uncertainty. This uncertainty is not included in theMCtBeoretical uncertainty.

The NLO and NNLO predictions are overlaid with the ATLAS measurements iruFggl1
for each rapidity region. The dashed lines represent theaddLO and NNLO" predictions
while the shaded areas show the range of the prediction diagtiarisation and renormalisation
scale variation (although the upper band of this uncertairgy not encapsulate the full range of
infrared uncertainties [7]).

The Colour Singlet Model predictions at NNEGhow significant improvementin describing
the pr dependence and normalisation of prondpt production over NLO, and vast improve-
ment over earlier LO predictions that are compared to Tewvatfata, although it is clear that
these predictions still fall short of fully describing theopuction mechanisms of prompty,
particularly at the highest transverse momenta exploregdignanalysis. The overall scale of the
central prediction is somewhat low, but these discrepanaie similar in nature to those seen
between NNLO calculations an@/(2S) production as measured by CDFI[26, 27] at lower
and centre-of-mass energy and may be attributed to higder oorrections beyond NNLCthat
are still expected to be relatively significant for hiddemah production.

7. Summary

Results are reported on the measurement of the inclusigs-aection of/y — u*u~ pro-
duction in proton-proton collisions at a collision enerdgyd’eV using the ATLAS detector with
up to 2.3 pb? of integrated luminosity. The inclusive cross-section asured in bins of rapid-
ity y and transverse momentupg of J/¢, covering the rang®| < 2.4 and 1< pr < 70 GeV.
The fraction of non-prompd/yy mesons is also measured as a functiod/gf transverse mo-
mentum and rapidity and using the above two measuremenib)eldiferential cross-sections
are extracted separately for promptly-produdéd mesons and those coming froBahadron
decays.

It is found that the measurements made by ATLAS and CMS aread @greement with
each other in the overlapping range of modenatevalues and complement each other at high
(ATLAS) and low (CMS) values of transverse momenta. The pmpt production fraction
results are also compared to those from CDF at lower enermyyeasonable agreement is found,
suggesting there is no strong dependence of the fractioneoedllision energy.

The results are also compared to various theoretical cliounls of prompt as well as non-
promptJ/y¥ production. In general, the theoretical curves descrilgerthn-prompt data well,
but significant deviations are observed in the prompt pridaocpectra both in shape and nor-
malisation, particularly at high transverse momenta. €mesasurements can thus provide input
towards an improved understanding and theoretical dagmmipf J/¢ hadronic production.
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Table 2: Inclusivel/y production cross-sections as a functiondpf pr in four rapidity (y]) bins. The first uncertainty
is statistical, the second is systematic and the third endafes any possible variation due to spin-alignment froen t
unpolarised 4y = 4 = 444 = 0) central value.

day BI(J/Y — 1) [pb/GeV]
pr {pr) 2<lyl<24 {pr) 15<ly<2

(GeV) (GeV) | Value =+ (stat.) =+(syst) =+ (spin) || (GeV) Value +(stat) =+ (syst.) = (spin)

1.0-4.0 2.8 | 143000 23000 53000 570000

4.0-5.0 45| 39400 5500  +oi00 553388

5.0-5.5 5.3| 15900 4300  +2800 +28800 52| 17600 +3300 008 1?880

5.5-6.0 5.8 13500 3600  +Lo00 411480 57| 14300 +1200 +ii08 +1880

6.0-6.5 6.3| 8800 +1100 ﬁ58§ i2§§8 63| 12760 %920 41840 55078

6.5-7.0 68| 6200 700 330 +278 6.8 | 8910 610 ﬁ99§ S48

7.0-75 73| 3090 500 =000 45338 72| 6350 2430 00 _%388

7.5-8.0 7.7| 4070 450 578 2280 7.7| 5040 350 588 52288

8.0-8.5 83| 2650 %290 iggg iggg 83| 3790 210 i%g izggo

8.5-9.0 87| 1930 =+160 =« + 87| 3110 =+160 =5 +

9.0-9.5 92| 1450 130 =210 +168 92| 2260 2110 £ 560

9.5-10.0 9.7| 1208 +94 435 +148 9.7 | 1674 85 438 £45
10.0-11.0 105/ 829 <51 53 iégg 105 | 1297 46 i1§§ iﬁzg
11.0-12.0 115 598 43 48 +314 115 754  +31 .8 116§
12.0-14.0 12.9 320 +19 i‘z’g i}% 12.9 404 +15 igg 1%
14.0-16.0 14.9 164 +12 igg igg 14.9 193  +10 ig igg
16.0-180 169 778 482 o) oot 16.9 | 1030 69 250 +722
18.0-220  19.7| 299 £33 242 257 19.6 | 489 32 s 449
22.0-30.0 249 62 x11 igg J_jg 250 106 11 igfg ¢§f§
30.0-40.0  33.6] 112 1043 510 +098 34.1 222 040  +p3? +013
aoesBr(J/y — u') [pb/GeV]
pr (pm 0.75< 1yl <15 (pr) M <0.75

(GeV) (GeV) | Value =+ (stat.) =+ (syst) =+ (spin) | (GeV) Value +(stat) =+ (syst) = (spin)

5.0-5.5 53] 26800 +5600  +A1o0 +70600

5.5-6.0 58| 10200 +2800 000 16380

6.0-6.5 62| 13500 1100 =100 108

6.5-7.0 67| 12400 1100 100 +5308

7.0-75 7.2| 8190 610 i§5§§ i§998 73| 9220 980  +]10 +5110

7.5-8.0 7.7| 6500 400 1880 41888 7.8 | 7780 720 41088 S50

8.0-8.5 82| 4080 280  +ii0 +1678 83| 4500 320  +ol0 L1188

8.5-9.0 8.7| 3600 200 2498 4180 88| 3720 270 4150 L8

9.0-9.5 9.3| 2880 =+140 §§8 818 92| 3040 2280 300 %%38

9.5-10.0 9.7| 2210 100 o5 4488 9.8| 2170 140 2% 18

10.0-11.0 105 1542 <51 ig‘% %ﬁg 10.5| 1528 59 iﬁg iﬁgg
11.0-12.0 115 1022 +35 +121 o 115| 1051 +39 36 i%;
12.0-14.0 129 531 =16 +0 +370 12.9 528 +17 + +12f
14.0-16.0  14.9| 249 10 i%- i‘?‘g 14.9 274 +12 igi +80
16.0-180  16.9| 1192 +67 iéjzg igaﬁ 169 | 1362 75 ii%i i%éi
18.0-22.0  19.7| 533 +30 +20 *og 19.7 677 +36 +e3 +145
22.0-30.0 252 159 =11 + +> 25.0 169 <14 +7 +=
300400 339 316 043 0% +327 336| 360 1048  +0% 103
40.0-70.0  48.8] 0407 +0.084 i§3§3§ igé% 46.6 | 0462 =0.093 i§i§§g i§i§§g
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Table 3: Non-prompt to inclusive production cross-secfi@ttion fg as a function ofl/y pr for lyly, < 0.75 under
the assumption that prompt and non-prordfat production is unpolarisedlf = 0). The spin-alignment envelope spans
the range of possible prompt cross-sections under variolssigation hypotheses, plus the range of non-prompt eross
sections withinly = £0.1. The first uncertainty is statistical, the second uncetyais systematic, the third number is
the uncertainty due to spin-alignment.

Non-prompt to inclusive production fraction
pr (P IV <0.75
(GeV) (GeV) fg £ (stat) =+(syst) =(spin)
6.0-7.0 6.6| 0175 +0057 0032  +59%
7.0-7.5 7.3| 0259 0038 +0.002  +0%¢
7.5-8.0 7.8/ 0236 +0030 +0.007  +0%°¢
8.0-8.5 8.3| 0258 +0.032 0017  =+go°4
8.5-9.0 8.8| 0291 +0.030 =+0.005  +0%%
9.0-9.5 9.2 0.268 0025 +0.008  +09°¢
9.5-10.0 9.8/ 0.320 +0.026 +0.006  +2552
10.0-11.0 105/ 0.321 +0.018 =+0.007  +3%%
11.0-12.0  11.5] 0.327 +0.019 +0.003  +2%%%
12.0-14.0  12.9) 0359 +0.017 +0.003  +J%%
14.0-16.0  14.9) 0405 +0.024 +0.008  +0%4
16.0-18.0 16.9) 0.443 +0.030 +0.005  +20%8
18.0-22.0 19.7| 0479 +0.030 +0.004  +3%%°
22.0-30.0  25.0, 0536 +0.039 +0.008  +9032
30.0-70.0 37.7) 0656 +0.059 +0.008  +20%

Table 4: Non-prompt to inclusive production cross-secfi@ction fg as a function ofl/y pr for 0.75 < |yls;y < 1.5
under the assumption that prompt and non-prodiptproduction is unpolarisedf = 0). The spin-alignment envelope
spans the range of possible prompt cross-sections undeusgvolarisation hypotheses, plus the range of non-prompt
cross-sections withing = +0.1. The first uncertainty is statistical, the second uncetyds systematic, the third number

is the uncertainty due to spin-alignment.

Non-prompt to inclusive production fraction
pr (pr) 0.75< |y <15
(GeV) (GeV) fs  +(stat) =+ (syst) =(spin)
4.0-5.0 47| 0142 +0094 +0.018  +00%%
5.0-5.5 53| 0183 +0.049 +0.036  +29%
5.5-6.0 5.8| 0127 +0.038 0024 =+
6.0-6.5 6.3| 0188 +0.033 0019 =+
6.5-7.0 6.8 0.261 +0.029 +0.007 =+
7.0-7.5 7.2| 0230 +0.025 0017 =
7.5-8.0 7.8| 0238 +0.023 0015 =+
8.0-8.5 8.2 0.226 +0.022 +0.032 =+
8.5-9.0 8.8| 0226 +0.021 +0.013 =+
9.0-9.5 9.2| 0.261 +0.021 +0.009 =+
9.5-10.0 9.8| 0.292 +0.023 +0.008 =+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+

10.0-11.0 10.5] 0.315 +0.016 +0.004
11.0-12.0 11.5| 0.343 +0.018 =+0.007
12.0-14.0 12.9| 0.352 +0.016 =+0.005
14.0-16.0 14.9] 0401 +0.022 +0.003
16.0-18.0 16.9| 0450 +0.031 +0.006
18.0-22.0 19.7) 0476 +0.031 +0.006
22.0-30.0 25.1] 0542 +0.042 +0.015
30.0-70.0 37.8| 0594 +0.060 +0.016
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Table 5: Non-prompt to inclusive production cross-secfi@ction fg as a function of)/y pr for 1.5 < |ylyy < 2
under the assumption that prompt and non-prodiptproduction is unpolarisedif = 0). The spin-alignment envelope
spans the range of possible prompt cross-sections undeusgolarisation hypotheses, plus the range of non-prompt
cross-sections withiny = +0.1. The first uncertainty is statistical, the second uncetyds systematic, the third number

is the uncertainty due to spin-alignment.

Non-prompt to inclusive production fraction
pro (pr) 15<lyl<2

(GeV) (GeV) fs  +(stat) =+ (syst) =(spin)
1.0-4.0 2.8/ 0100 +0.053 +0.039 +20%
4.0-5.0 46| 0210 +0.042 +0.051 =+
5.0-5.5 5.3| 0218 +0.043 +0.006 =+
5.5-6.0 5.8/ 0170 +0.034 +0.019 =+
6.0-6.5 6.3| 0180 +0.034 +0.048 =+
6.5-7.0 6.8| 0.222 +0.028 0013 =+
7.0-7.5 7.3| 0195 +0025 +0.017 =+
7.5-8.0 7.8| 0210 +0.024 0014 =+
8.0-8.5 8.2| 0216 +0.022 +0.022 =}
8.5-9.0 8.8| 0.264 +0.023 +0.018 +%9¥

+

+

+

+

+

+

+

+

9.0-9.5 9.2| 0287 +0.026 +0.015
9.5-10.0 9.7 0.297 +0.028 +0.015
10.0-11.0 10.5| 0.335 +0.019 =+0.004
11.0-12.0 11.5] 0.326 +0.026 +0.017
12.0-14.0 12.9] 0.357 +0.022 +0.015
14.0-16.0 14.9| 0420 =+0.029 =+0.011
16.0-18.0 16.9] 0.517 +0.038 +0.007
18.0-22.0 19.7) 0468 +0.038 +0.012 =+
22.0-30.0 24.9 0605 +0.058 +0.005 +252

O OO0 OO0 OO OO OO OO OO
o
K
N

(=]
oo
RE
!

Table 6: Non-prompt to inclusive production cross-secfi@ction fg as a function ofl/y pr for 2 < |ylyy < 2.4
under the assumption that prompt and non-prodiptproduction is unpolarisedf = 0). The spin-alignment envelope
spans the range of possible prompt cross-sections undeusgvolarisation hypotheses, plus the range of non-prompt
cross-sections withing = +0.1. The first uncertainty is statistical, the second uncetyds systematic, the third number

is the uncertainty due to spin-alignment.

Non-prompt to inclusive production fraction
pro (pr) 2<lyl<24
(GeV) (GeV) fs  +(stat) = (syst) =(spin)
1.0-5.0 3.6/ 0.098 +0.065 0036 +50°3
5.0-6.0 55| 0217 0077 0065  +0%%
6.0-7.0 6.6| 0289 +0.047 0052  +50%
7.0-7.5 7.2| 0125 0035 0016  +003!
7.5-8.0 7.8/ 0231 0037 0020  +9%
8.0-8.5 8.2| 0209 +0.042 0042 +503°
8.5-9.0 8.7| 0183 0041 0032 +)332
9.0-9.5 9.2 0268 0037 0027  +0%7
9.5-10.0 9.7| 0.249 0045 +0.008  +2%°°
10.0-11.0 10.5 0.269 +0.037 +0.014  +20%
11.0-12.0  11.5] 0.297 +0.034 +0.010  +2%%
12.0-14.0 12.9| 0352 +£0.034 +0.018  +)33%
14.0-18.0 15.6) 0.348 +0.044 +0.049  +20%
18.0-30.0 21.7| 0419 +0.058 +0.058 £33
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Table 7: Non-promp8/y production cross-sections as a functiondpg pr for |yly,y < 0.75 under the assumption that
prompt and non-prompd/y production is unpolarisedlf = 0), and the spin-alignment envelope spans the range of
non-prompt cross-sections withip = +0.1. The first uncertainty is statistical, the second uncetyais systematic.
Comparison is made to FONLL predictions.

ey Br(3/y — ') [nb/GeV]
pr {pr) Iyl < 0.75

(GeV) (GeV) | Value =+ (stat) =+ (syst) =+ (spin) | FONLL prediction

7.0-7.5 73 | 24 +0.4 +04 +0.08 1757

7.5-8.0 7.8 | 18 +0.3 +0.3 +0.06 14+03

8.0-8.5 83 | 12 +0.2 +0.1 +0.03 1154

8.5-9.0 88 | 11 +0.1 +0.1 +0.03 0953

9.0-9.5 9.3 | 08 +0.1 +0.1 +0.02 0.7+93

9.5-10.0 9.8 | 0.69 +0.07 +0.08 +0.02 0.62+ 522

10.0-11.0 10.5| 0.49 +0.03 +0.05 +0.01 0.47+21%
11.0-12.0 115 0.34 +0.02 +0.04 +0.01 034+3%
12.0-14.0 129 0.19 +0.01 +0.02 +£0.004 | 0.21+ 2%
14.0-16.0 14.9| 0111 0008 +0.011 +0.003 | 0.117+293%
16.0-18.0  16.9 | 0.060 +0.005 +0.006 +0.002 | 0.069+ 251
18.0-22.0  19.7 | 0032  +0003  +0.003  +0.001 | 0.035z+ 9%
22.0-30.0 25.0 | 0.0091 +0.0010 =+0.0011 =+0.0002 | 0.0109=+ 29522
30.0-70.0 37.2| 00008 +0.0001 +0.0001 +0.0000 | 0.0009:+ 59551

Table 8: Non-prompd/y production cross-sections as a functiordpy pr for 0.75 < |yl < 1.5 under the assumption
that prompt and non-promg/ys production is unpolarisedlf = 0), and the spin-alignment envelope spans the range
of non-prompt cross-sections withiy = +0.1. The first uncertainty is statistical, the second uncetyas systematic.
Comparison is made to FONLL predictions.

s BI/y — ') [nb/GeV]
pr  {pr) 0.75< |yl < 15
(GeV) (GeV) | Value =+ (stat) =+ (syst) = (spin) | FONLL prediction
5055 53 |49 17 +1.2 +0.15 38x1%
5560 58 | 24 +0.8 +0.5 +0.07 30+%3
6.0-65 6.3 | 25 +0.5 +0.4 +0.07 2410
6.5-7.0 6.8 | 33 +0.5 +0.5 +0.09 1958
7.0-75 7.2 | 19 +0.3 +0.3 +0.05 15+ 2%
7580 7.8 | 16 +0.2 +0.2 +0.04 1255
8.0-85 83 |09 +0.1 +0.1 +0.02 10+54
8.5-9.0 8.8 | 081 +0.09 +0.09 +0.02 0.83+ 23
9.0-95 9.3 | 075 +0.07 +0.08 +0.02 0.68+ 024
9.5-100 9.8 | 0.65 +0.06 +0.07 +0.02 0.56+ 029
10.0-11.0 10.5| 0.49 +0.03 +0.05 +0.01 0.43+ 21
11.0-12.0 115 035 +0.02 +0.04 +0.01 0.30+ 21
12.0-14.0 1291 019 +0.01 +0.02 +0.00 0.19+ 5%
14.0-16.0 14.9| 0100  +0.007 +0011 +0.002 | 0.104x2%%
16.0-18.0  16.9 | 0.054 +0.005 +0.006 +0.001 | 0.061+ 3oL
18.0-22.0  19.7 | 0025 +0.002 +0.003 +0.001 | 0.030=+ 5%
22.0-30.0 25.2| 00086 +0.0009 +0.0010 +0.0001 | 0.0093:+ %612
30.0-70.0  38.0 | 0.0007 +0.0001 +0.0001 +0.0000 | 0.0007 550!
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Table 9: Non-promptl/y production cross-sections as a functionday pr for 1.5 < |yls;, < 2 under the assumption
that prompt and non-promg/y, production is unpolarisedl§ = 0), and the spin-alignment envelope spans the range
of non-prompt cross-sections withiy = +0.1. The first uncertainty is statistical, the second uncetyas systematic.
Comparison is made to FONLL predictions.

Eeoray Br(/Y — ') [Nb/GeV]
pr (P 15<y<2
(GeV) (GeV)| Value  +(stat.) =+(syst.) =(spin) | FONLL prediction
1.0-4.0 2.8 | 143 +7.9 +55 +0.37 9.4+43
4.0-5.0 45 | 83 +20 +1.9 +0.21 49+%2
5.0-5.5 52 | 38 +1.0 +0.9 +0.09 34+13
5.5-6.0 57 | 24 +05 +0.4 +0.06 2731
6.0-6.5 6.3 | 23 +05 +0.6 +0.05 2122
6.5-7.0 6.8 | 20 +0.3 +0.3 +0.05 1797
7.0-7.5 73 | 12 +0.2 +0.2 +0.03 1352
7.5-8.0 78 | 11 +0.1 +0.1 +0.02 1155
8.0-8.5 8.3 | 082 +0.10 +0.10 +0.02 0.87+ 033
8.5-9.0 8.8 | 0.82 +0.08 +0.10 +0.02 0.71+ 32
9.0-9.5 9.3 | 065 +0.07 +0.07 +0.01 058+ 52
9.5-10.0 9.8 | 050 +0.05 +0.05 +0.01 0.48+ 217
10.0-11.0 10.5| 043 +0.03 +0.05 +0.01 0.36+ 222
11.0-120 115|025  +002  +003 +001 | 0.25+ 2%
12.0-140 129|014 001 +0.01 +0.002 | 0.16+ 053
14.0-16.0 14.9| 0081 +0.007 +0.009 +0.001 | 0.085+ 9%
16.0-18.0 16.9| 0.053 +0.005 +0.007 +0.001 | 0.049+ 9023
18.0-22.0 19.6 | 0.023  +0.002  +0.002 +0.0000 | 0.024= 5358
22.0-30.0 25.0 | 0.0064 +0.0009 +0.00081 +0.0001 | 0.0071+ 25

Table 10: Non-prompd/y production cross-sections as a functiondaf pr for 2 < |ylyy < 2.4 under the assumption
that prompt and non-promg/y production is unpolarisedl§ = 0), and the spin-alignment envelope spans the range
of non-prompt cross-sections withip = £0.1. The first uncertainty is statistical, the second uncetyas systematic.
Comparison is made to FONLL predictions.

Eeoray By — ') [Nb/GeV]
pro (pr) 2<lyl <24

(GeV) (GeV) | Value =+ (stat) =+(syst) =+ (spin) | FONLL prediction

5.0-6.0 55 | 32 +1.3 +10 +0.04 2731

6.0-7.0 6.5 | 22 +0.4 +0.4 +0.02 1757

7075 73 |05 +0.2 +0.1 +0.01 12+23

7.5-8.0 7.8 | 09 +0.2 +0.2 +0.01 0903

8.0-8.5 83 | 06 +0.1 +0.1 +0.01 0.7+93

8.5-9.0 8.8 | 0.35 +0.09 +0.06 +0.01 0.60+ 522

9.0-9.5 9.2 | 0.39 +0.06 +0.06 +0.01 0.49+ 218

9.5-10.0 9.7 | 0.30 +0.06 +0.04 +£0.005 | 040+ 513

10.0-11.0 10.5| 0.22 +0.03 +0.03 +0.003 | 0.30+ 2%
11.0-12.0 11.5| 0.18 +0.02 +0.02 +0.003 | 0.21+ 3%
12.0-14.0 129 | 0.11 +0.01 +0.01 +0.002 | 0.13+703
14.0-18.0 15.6 | 0042 0006 +0.005 =+0.0004 | 0.053+2%°
18.0-30.0 21.3| 0.0059 =+0.0010 +0.0007 =+0.0001 | 0.0097+ 59522
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Table 11: Promptl/y production cross-sections as a functiondgd pr for |ylyy < 0.75. The central value assumes
unpolarised {g = 0) prompt and non-prompt production, and the spin-aligrinegivelope spans the range of possi-
ble prompt cross-sections under various polarisation thgses. The first quoted uncertainty is statistical, therséc
uncertainty is systematic. Comparison is made to the Cdtoaporation Model prediction.

T BI(J/w — w'u) [Nb/GeV]
pr (pr) Ml < 0.75
(GeV) (GeV)| Value  =+(stat.) =+ (syst) = (spin) | CEM prediction
7.0-7.5 73 | 68 +0.8 £ £33 28
7.5-8.0 7.8 | 59 +0.6 +00 +20 22
8.0-8.5 83 | 33 +0.3 S +13 17
8.5-9.0 8.8 | 26 +0.2 0% 02 13
9.0-9.5 9.2 | 22 +0.2 £03 +00 1.0
9.5-10.0 9.8 | 15 +0.1 +02 £0° 0.8
10.0-11.0 10.5| 1.04 +0.05 £01 032 0.60
11.0-12.0 115|071 003 3% +0%0 0.41
12.0-14.0 129 0.34 +0.01 £00% +008 0.24
14.0-16.0 14.9| 0163 +0.010  +5%1° 0038 0.128
16.0-18.0 16.9 | 0.076  +0.006  +>00% o012 0.071
18.0-22.0 19.7| 0035 +0.003  +59%% +0.008 0.035
22.0-30.0 25.0 | 0.0078 +0.0009 +93%0° +£0090 1 0.0109
30.0-70.0 37.2| 0.0004 =+0.0001 50007 o000 | 0.0008

Table 12: Prompt)/y production cross-sections as a functionJg pr for 0.75 < lyly;, < 1.5. The central value
assumes unpolarisedy( = 0) prompt and non-prompt production, and the spin-aligrnnewelope spans the range
of possible prompt cross-sections under various poléoisdtypotheses. The first quoted uncertainty is statistitel
second uncertainty is systematic. Comparison is made tGotmur Evaporation Model prediction.

ET B3y — ') [D/GeV]
pr <pm) 0.75< |y <15
(GeV) (GeV) | Value =+(stat.) =+ (syst) = (spin) | CEM prediction
5.0-55 53 | 219 4.7 +38 +87 104
55-6.0 58 | 168 +2.6 +30 +[2 7.2
6.0-65 6.2 | 110 +1.0 +19 +39 5.2
6.5-70 6.7 | 9.2 +0.9 £15 +20 37
7075 72 |63 +05 +08 7 2.8
7580 7.7 | 50 +0.3 o0 +12 21
8.0-85 82 | 32 +0.2 £03 +4 16
85-9.0 87 | 28 +0.2 +03 +28 13
9.0.95 9.3 |21 £0.1 +09 +02 1.0
9.5-10.0 9.7 | 157 £009 277 +030 0.79
10.0-11.0 105| 1.06  +004 212 +052 0.59
11.0-12.0 11.5]| 0.67 £0.03 2% +012 0.39
12.0-140 129 034 001 507 +005 0.23
14.0-16.0 149 0149  +0.008  +5%1¢ 0024 | 0.120
16.0-18.0  16.9 | 0.066  +0.005 000! +000 0.067
18.0-22.0  19.7 | 0.028  +0.002  +5>003 000 0.032
22.0-30.0 25.2| 0.0073 =+0.0008 +59008 10808 1 00100
30.0-70.0 38.0| 0.0004 +0.0001 5000t  +09°%%0 | 0.0007
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Table 13: Promptl/y production cross-sections as a functiond pr for 1.5 < |ylyy, < 2. The central value
assumes unpolarisedy( = 0) prompt and non-prompt production, and the spin-aligrinegwelope spans the range
of possible prompt cross-sections under various poléoisdtypotheses. The first quoted uncertainty is statistitel
second uncertainty is systematic. Comparison is made tGotmur Evaporation Model prediction.

P Br(I/y — pu) [Nb/GeV]

dprdy
pr (pm 15<y<?2
(GeV) (GeV)| Value =+(stat.) =+ (syst) = (spin) | CEM prediction
1.0-4.0 2.8 | 129 +22 2 +220 43
4.0-5.0 45 | 311 +4.6 N e 17.7
5.0-5.5 52 | 138 +2.7 £33 +155 100
5.5-6.0 57 | 118 +11 £12 116 6.7
6.0-6.5 6.3 | 105 +0.9 474 +59 48
6.5-7.0 6.8 | 69 +0.5 +10 +72 34
7.0-7.5 72 | 51 +04 +7 £23 26
75-80 7.7 | 40 +03 05 £33 1.9
8.0-8.5 83 | 30 +0.2 +03 72 15
8.5-9.0 8.7 | 23 +0.1 03 e 12
9.0-9.5 9.2 | 161 +0.09 07 +058 0.89
9.5-10.0 9.7 | 118 +0.08 £023 +032 0.72
10.0-11.0 10.5| 0.86 +0.04 000 021 0.53
11.0-120 115|051  +003 2% 018 0.35
12.0-14.0 129 0.26 +0.01 £003 +005 0.21
14.0-16.0 14.9| 0112  +0.008  +512 0018 0.106
16.0-18.0  16.9 | 0.050  +0.005  +>007 000 0.057
18.0-22.0 19.6 | 0026  +0.003  +5o%2 +£000% 0.028
22.0-30.0 25.0 | 0.0042 +0.0007 +93°03 0093 | 0.0084

Table 14: Promptl/y production cross-sections as a functiond pr for 2 < |ylyy < 2.4. The central value
assumes unpolarisedy( = 0) prompt and non-prompt production, and the spin-aligrinegwelope spans the range
of possible prompt cross-sections under various poléoisdtypotheses. The first quoted uncertainty is statistite
second uncertainty is systematic. Comparison is made tGotmur Evaporation Model prediction.

FBr(I/y — pu) [Nb/GeV]

dprdy
pro (pr) 2<lyl<24

(GeV) (GeV) | Value =+ (stat) =+ (syst.) = (spin) | CEM prediction

5.0-6.0 55 | 115 25 +22 S 7.8

6.0-7.0 6.5 | 56 +0.6 £0° £33 39

7075 73 | 35 +05 00 +23 23

7.5-8.0 7.7 | 31 +0.4 02 +52 18

8.0-8.5 83 | 21 +0.3 +03 o 14

8590 87 |16 +0.2 +09 03 11

9.0-9.5 9.2 | 11 +0.1 01 03 0.9

9.5-10.0 9.7 | 091  +0.09 +013 +033 0.68

10.0-11.0 10.5| 061  +0.05 +007 o 0.47
11.0-12.0 11.5| 042 +0.04 +002 002 0.32
12.0-14.0 129|021  +0.02 +005 £003 0.18
14.0-18.0 15.6 | 0.079 +0.007  +59%7 +0012 0.071
18.0-30.0 21.2| 0008 +0.001 £33 +£0901 0.012
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