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Abstract

The ATLAS B-physics program covers many aspects of charm and beauty
flavour physics. Among the earliest are measuring the production cross-
sections of beauty and charm hadrons and of the heavy-flavour quarkonium,
J/y and Y. These will provide a sensitive test bed of QCD predictions for
production in proton-proton collisions at the LHC energies. Whilethemain
B-physics measurements will be taken with an instantaneous luminosity of
around 1033cm2s1, the B-physics potentia begins during the early data
taking at lower luminosity of 103tcm~2s~1. With an integrated luminosity
of 10 pb~1 ATLAS will aready be able to register about 15- 10* events
containing J/w — utu~ selected by the low luminosity trigger menu.
Recorded events will contain J/y(uu) produced both directly in proton
proton interactions as well as indirectly from decays of B hadrons. With
this statistics, beauty and quarkonia studieswill play akey rolein the early
data-taking period. J/y and its decay to di-muon final state will be uti-
lized in calibration, alignment and determination of the trigger efficiencies.
The availability of large sample of J/y decay to muon pairs for these stud-
ies, especialy at initial low luminosity, will depend strongly on reaching
the lowest pt threshold and obtaining good understanding of the trigger
performance and the tracking system.

In this thesis we present a study of the ATLAS reach for the analysis of
the J/y production in proton proton interaction at 14 TeV. The study fo-
cuses on the decays of the charmonium to muon pair. We discuss methods
of separating promptly produced J/y mesons from various background
sources and review the ATLAS accessible range in transverse momentum
and pseudorapidity and its implication on the spin alignment of the vector
states. The separation of potential quarkonia production mechanism sug-
gested by the theories and the feasibility of observing radiative decays of
Xc decaysis discussed.
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1 Introduction and theoretical motivations

When switched on, the LHC will produce large number of charm quarks even in low
luminosity runs during the first few years of running. The number of produced quark-
onium states such as J/y , important for many physics studies, will also be large. The
reasonable branching fraction of the J/y into charged lepton pairs allows for easy
separation of these events from the huge hadronic background at the LHC.

The importance of J/y — utu~ decay for ATLAS is first, being narrow reso-
nances, they can be used as tools for alignment and calibration of the trigger, tracking
and muon systems. Secondly, understanding the details of the prompt charmonia pro-
duction isachallenging task and a good testbed for various QCD cal culations, spanning
both perturbative and non-perturbative regimes through the creation of heavy quarksin
the hard process and their subsequent evolution into physical bound states.

This thesis mainly concentrates on the capabilities of the ATLAS detector to study
various aspects of prompt charmonia production and polarization measurement at LHC.
The methods of separating promptly produced J/y mesons from various backgrounds
and the way to measure its polarization are discussed, as well as suggested ways of
offline data quality monitoring based on J/y reconstruction and analysis.

1.1 The Standart Modd

The experimental discoveries and theoretical developments of the last 50 years have led
to the development of the Standard Model of particle physics[1]. The uniting principle
of modern fundamental physicsis that of symmetry. In addition to the familiar space-
time symmetries and discrete symmetries, it appears that Nature exhibits local gauge
symmetries. There exists a deep connection between local gauge symmetries and phys-
ical interactions: the phase variation permitted by local symmetry is reconciled by a
field which is considered to be the mediator of interactions between matter particles.
The Standard Model is a gauge field theory with local gauge invariance. It describes all
of the known fundamental particles and their interactions via three of the four known
forces of nature: electromagnetism, the weak force and the strong force. Gravity is
by far the weakest of the four forces, and is not described within the Standard Model.
There are three types of particle described in the Standard Model: spin 1/2 fermions
(matter particles), spin 1 gauge bosons (which mediate interactions between matter par-
ticles), and a spin-0 Higgs boson[2] (which is a consequence of spontaneous symmetry
breaking). The up and down quarks, the electron, and the electron neutrino are al that
is needed to make up normal matter. For reasons unknown, this pattern is repeated three
times, that is, for three ”generations’, each generation containing two quarks, a lepton
and a neutrino (see Table 1).

The electromagnetic force is described in extremely good agreement with experi-
ment by quantum electrodynamics (QED), a gauge field theory with local gauge in-
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genl | gen2 |gen3 T T3 Y Q
Ve Vu Vi +1/2 0
(e)L <u“)|_ (T)L e <_1/2 +1 1
€r UR R 0 0 -2 -1
u c t +1/2 +2/3
@), | (), 6, 2| (1) e (55
UR Cr tr 0 0 +4/3 +2/3
dR SR bR 0 0 -2/3 -1/3

Table 1: Fermion multiplet assignments and quantum numbers T (weak isospin),
T3 (third component of weak isospin), Y (hypercharge) and Q (electric charge).

variance. It describes the interaction between particles carrying electric charge via a
massless spin-1 gauge boson the photon. The electromagnetic and weak forces are
described in the Standard Model in the "unified” framework of the electroweak model.
Experimental evidence suggested that the weak force should be mediated by three mas-
sive vector bosons W+ and Z°. One of the major blocks in the development of afield
theory description of the weak force was a way of permitting the gauge bosons to be
massive, but also maintaining the renormalisability essential for a predictive theory. A
solution to this problem is the so-called Higgs mechanism (one massive scalar particle,
whose massis not specified in the theory). The strong force is described in the Standard
Model by guantum chromodynamics (QCD) [3] as described in the next section. At the
time of writing, no experimental result has been conclusively shown to disagree with
the predictions of the Standard Model. There is perhaps one exception the indication of
neutrino masses which are not part of the model and would require an extension. The
most significant confirmation of the approach taken in the Standard Model is surely the
discovery in 1984 of the W* and Z° at the expected masses. The top quark was dis-
covered 1995, leaving the Higgs boson as the only remaining particle of the Standard
Model which has not been found. Resolution of the puzzle of electroweak symmetry
breaking is currently one of the most burning issuesin High-Energy Physics, and is one
of the main reasons the for constructing of the Large Hadron Collider.

1.2 Quantum Chromodynamics and Hadron Production
1.2.1 QCD Introduction

Like the precisely tested QED and Electroweak theories, QCD is a local gauge field
theory. It isbased on the color SU(3) symmetry. Quarks are color triplets, having three
components of color, denoted red, green and blue. Anti-quarks meanwhile possess

12



three types of analogous anti-color. In terms of group theory, quarks and anti-quarks
transform respectively under the three-dimensional 3 and 3 representations of the gauge
group SU(3). The gauge bosons of the theory are the gluons, which couple to color.
Gluonsthemselves are color octets, transforming under the eight-dimensional represen-
tation 8 of SU(3). Since they carry color, gluons can interact among themselves as the
weak vector bosons do. However, like the photon, they are massless. The six flavors of
quarks have awide range of masses, varying fromwell under 1 GeV /c? for the up, down
and strange quarks to about 175 GeV /c? for the top quark. Up, down and strange are
called light quarks, while charm, bottom and top are called heavy quarks, for reasons,
which will become evident below. The strong force acts on quarks independently of
their flavor, although their different masses result in different behaviors. Quarks appear
point-like at the scale of ~ 10~'8m , the current limit of experimental resolution[4].
Quarks and gluons have never been observed as free particles. Thisfact isincluded in
QCD asthe” color confinement” hypothesis, which states that naturally occurring states
are al colorless. Therefore, qd and qqq states are allowed because the individual quark
colors may combineto form acolor singlet state, whereas qq states, for example, are not
1. Color may seem more like amathematical convenience than a genuine property, but
its existence is confirmed by a wide variety of experimental evidences [6]. The strong
force between hadrons, such as nucleons in a nucleus, is somewhat different from the
strong force between quarks, because hadrons are colorless. It is understood as being
carried by colorless mesons, such as the pion, and may be thought of as a "residua”
strong force.

In weakly bound systems (hydrogen, for example) the components may be separated
if sufficient energy is added, for example in the form of a collision. However, in QCD
bound systems, it is generally understood that the binding force is too strong for this
to occur, regardless of the amount of energy added. If a hadron is struck hard, the
congtituent quarks do not simply come free. Rather, additional qq pairs are generated
from the color field, and recombine to form more hadrons. This process of generating
gq pairsin energetic strong interactionsis central to models of hadron production.

The strong coupling constant o5 parameterized the strength of the quark-gluon and
gluon-gluon couplings, and it is analogous to the electromagnetic coupling constant .

The value of a5 depends on the transverse momentum of the process being studied,
a characteristic known as 'running coupling constant’. At low energies, E < 1 GeV,
the coupling is so strong that perturbation theory breaks down . At higher energies
os decreases, becoming small enough for perturbation theory to be applied reliably.
This decrease in a5 implies that in the limit of very high energies, quarks behave as
free particles, a property known as asymptotic freedom. In general, perturbative QCD
successfully describes hard processesin high energy collisions produced at modern par-

D Color-less bound states of gluons may exist, although no candidates have yet been confirmed 5]
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ticle colliders. However, the understanding of strong dynamics at low energies remains
amajor challenge for particle physics. With perturbation theory unavailable, a variety
of theoretical models must be applied to different situations. For example, the origi-
nal quark model is very useful in classifying hadrons and understanding their quantum
numbers. However, it does not include any dynamics and therefore is not able to predict
guantities such as masses or scattering cross sections. Meanwhile, several models exist
to deal with the process of hadronization, the evolution of a single energetic quark or
gluoninto ajet of hadrons. These models can be tested in the study of jet production at
collider experiments.

1.2.2 Quarkonium production

The heavy charm quarks are valuable to the study of QCD because their mass, on the
order of 1.5 GeV /c?, are large enough for perturbation theory to be at |east somewhat
applicable. The’charmonia states of cc are the weel-understood hadrons . These areto
some extent nonrelativistic systems, and so are analogous to el ectromagnetically bound
systems like hydrogen or positronium. Charmonia may thus be modeled as a quark
and an anti-quark moving in a central potential, leaving the form of the potential to be
fitted to data [7]. Table 2 liststhe masses and other properties of the bound quarkonium
states, and Figure 2 showsthe energy levelsof bound charmonium states. In thiscontext,
"bound’ refersto states with mass bel ow the open-flavor threshold (2mp for charmonia).
In general, states above this threshold decay rapidly to DD and are not so amenable to
study as the bound states.

Name | Quark content | n®5*1L7 | Mass(GeV / 02) J
Ne cC 1'Sy 2.980 0t
J/y cC 13 3.097 1
X0 cC 13Py 3.417 o+t
Xl cC 13P, 3.510 1+t
X2 cC 1°P, 3.556 2+
nc(29) cC 215y 3.594 0t-
v(29) cC 235, 3.686 1

Table 2: The charmonium states. The column (nSt1LY) liststhe standard spectro-
scopic notation of principal quantum number and angular momenta. The column
JPC lists the values of spin, parity and charge-parity.

AttheJ/y mass, itisestimated that os(M;y,) ~ 0.25 [8]. Thesevaluescan be used
to estimate the quark velocitiesin the potential model [9], yielding vZ ~ 0.3 . The non-
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relativistic approximation even if not very accurate for charmonia, isuseful nonetheless.
The production of heavy quarks in high-energy particle collisionsis an active field of

Wy (23)
N (29)
he (1P)
Mass
Ne (18)
JPC 0-+ 1~ D++ 1++ 2++ 1+_

Figure 1: The bound charmonium states. Arrows denote some common transitions
between states.

research. Perturbative QCD can be used to make predictions of inclusive heavy flavor
production, i.e. charm, bottom and top production[10]. Provided the colliding beam
particles have sufficient energy, heavy quarks may be produced in a variety of colli-
sions, for example at e+ e—, ep and pp colliders. The highest energies are attained in
pp collisions, where heavy quark pairs are produced by qq and gg interactions between
the components of the proton. At high energies, due to asymptotic freedom the incom-
ing hadrons behave approximately as beams of independent quarks and gluons. The
momentum distributions of the quarks and gluons within a hadron are characterized by
aset of measured parton distribution functions, which depend on the energy scale of the
production process. The inclusive heavy quark production cross section thus depends
on the parton distribution functions and the amplitudes for ggq and gg collisions to pro-
duce heavy quarks. The study of quarkonium production in high-energy collisionsis
useful because it involves QCD processes at different energy scales. First, the heavy
quark-anti-quark pair is produced in an energetic collision (at distancer ~ 1/Mc2), then
the pair bindstogether into aquarkonium state (r ~ 1/as(M)M ). If the energy scales of
these two steps differ sufficiently, the cross section for the production of a quarkonium
meson H may factor into two parts First, the cross section for inclusive production of
the heavy quark pair QQ, which can be calculated perturbatively (r << 1/Aqcp), and
second isthe probability for the QQ pair to evolveinto the bound state H, which must be
modeled. The technique of separating a production process into two stages is formally
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known as factorization and is central to QCD calculations of high-energy collisions.
The validity of the factorization of the quarkonium production cross section depends on
the energy scales and interactions involved in the two steps, and can be tested experi-
mentally.

1.3 Charmonium Production

There are three widely known approaches to describe the evolution of a heavy quark-
antiquark pair into a bound state. These approaches, listed below, deal with the proba-
bility for a QQ pair produced in a particular color and angular momentum state to form
aparticular quarkonium meson. If factorization is valid, these probabilities are indepen-
dent of the QQ production process. For example, charmonium production is studied in
several experimental environmentsincluding Zg decays, B-hadron decays, ep collisions,
pp collisions and fixed target hadron experiments. While the perturbative productions
cross section is different for each process, the subsequent binding process is the same,
provided factorization holds.

1.3.1 TheColor Evaporation Model

The Color Evaporation Model (CEM) [11] is arelatively simple model, in which there
is no correlation of color and angular momentum quantum numbers between the initial
QQ state and the final quarkonium state. It is assumed that soft gluon emission during
the binding process alters the quantum numbers to arrive at the appropriate final state.
Thus any cc pair with invariant mass between 2m. and the open flavor threshold 2mp
can form a charmonium state. There is a fixed probability to form each quarkonium
state, so the CEM predicts that the ratio of quarkonia cross sections is the same for any
production process. However, the actual values are not predicted and must be measured
experimentally.

1.3.2 TheColor Singlet Model

The Color Singlet Model (CSM) [12] takes the opposite approach, assuming that each
guarkonium state can only be produced by a QQ pair in the same color and angular
momentum state as that quarkonium. Therefore, a J/y meson, for example, can only
be derived from a cc pair created in a 13S; color-singlet state. The attractive feature of
the CSM isthat it makes definite quantitative predictions for production cross sections,
because the binding probability is related to the quarkonium wavefunction from the
potential model. In the potential model, the amplitude for the quark and anti-quark to
overlap, R(0), is related to the quarkonium decay width . For example, R;,,(0) can be
measured in leptonic J/y decays:
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2
MO/ —171) = B[Ry, (0 ()

The derived value of }RJ/V,(O) \2 then appears in the CSM formula for inclusive J/y
production:

‘ 2

do(3/y+X) = d6(ce[L,3S1] +X) [Ry/, (0)|° @
Here d6(cc[1,3S;] + X) istheinclusive cross section for producing the cCiin the correct
[1,35)] state, which is calcul ated perturbatively. One of theimportant predictions of the
CSM concerns the differential production cross sections versus transverse momentum
in high-energy hadronic collisions. It is a natural quantity to measure at a collider,
because high-Pr particles are well separated from the remnants of the colliding beams.
Various perturbative processes contribute to the total cross section, two of which are
shown in Figure 2. The leading order process in o5 is expected to dominate at lower
Pr. It isan example of a’fusion’ process, in which the quarkonium is produced in the
collision of two incoming partons. The second main contribution at the lower pt comes
from the subprocess shown in Figure 2(b), where both singlet and octet cc states with
various quantum numbers contributeto J/y production, through y ¢y — J/y + v decays
and/or soft gluon emission. At higher prt,on the other hand, ’fragmentation’ processes
(shown in Figure 2(c) and Figure 3) are expected to dominate due to their shallower pr
dependence[9]. Fragmentation refers to the production of a quarkonium meson in the
jet produced by asingle high pt particle, as discussed in next section.

1.3.3 TheNRQCD Model

The third and more ” sophisticated” theoretical approach to quarkonium production is
known asthe Nonrel ativistic QCD (NRQCD) factorization formalism[13]. 2 NRQCD [14]
is an effective field theory [15] ,which treats quarkonium as an approximately nonrela-
tivistic system. NRQCD makes systematic corrections to this approximation using an
expansion series in v the velocity of the heavy quark in the quarkonium rest frame.
When applied to production, thisimplies that QQ pairs produced with one set of quan-
tum numbers can evolve into a quarkonium state with different quantum numbers, by
emitting low energy gluons. The probabilities of such transitions are suppressed by
specific powers of v. This is in contrast to the CSM, in which such transitions have
zero probability. The NRQCD factorized cross section for inclusive production of a
quarkonium state H has the form:

do(H +X) =Y dé(QQ[n] +X) (OF) 3

2) Sometimes the phrase ” Color Octet Model” (COM) is encountered when col or-octet mechanisms are
considered. However, the COM lacks the formal organization of energy scales that NRQCD provides.
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Figure 2: Examples of production in the CSM .The leading order diagram is
shown in (&) and occurs at order o ; it is atwo-gluon fusion process. The large
"blob’ vertex represents the nonperturbative binding process; the cc pair entering
the blob must be in a [1,3S;] state. y¢j production process ,shown in (b), is the
second main contribution at the lower pt region. A color-singlet fragmentation
diagram is shown in (c). In all cases, an outgoing gluon balances the transverse
momentum of the J/y meson.

Here d6 istheinclusive cross section for producing a QQ pair in the color and angular
momentum state n, with small relative velocity 3. B

The number <Oﬁ> is known as the 'matrix element’ for the transition of a QQ pair
in state [n] to the quarkonium H along with light hadrons whose energies in the rest
frame of H are of order nbvé [16]. NRQCD cannot predict the exact values of the
matrix elements, but it can estimate their order of magnitude: it predictsthat each matrix
element is proportional to a specific power of v. The matrix elements are formally
defined in NRQCD. They have the form[13],

(0F) = (0| Knw(alan)y'Kix|0) @

where v and  are Pauli spinor operators which destroy heavy quarks and create heavy
anti-quarks respectively. The operator ay creates the quarkonium % along with light

3)In calculating d &, the relative velocity of the quark and antiquark is restricted to sufficiently small
values, of order v or less, that they will not move apart and hadronize separately.

4)Notethat a4 aswritten hereimpliesasum over helicity states, which must instead be separated when
considering polarization.
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hadrons. The factor K, contains color and spin matrices and covariant derivatives, de-
pending on the quantum numbersin n. Equation 4 is therefore describing a projection
of a QQ pair onto a quarkonium state. Although there are an unlimited number of ma-
trix elements with various values of n, in practice only those at lowest order in v are
considered. This can be illustrated by the expansion in powers of v of the J/y meson
state:

[9/w) =0(1) |ec[2,? 51>+O ) |cc[8,2 Py]g) + O(V?) |cC[8,2S1]g) +
+0( ) |ccl(1,8),°Si]gg) + O(v*) |cl(1,8),°Dalag) + - - - ©)

The velocity scaling of a particular matrix element depends on the scaling of the re-
lated term in this expansion. Only those matrix elements at small powers of v are
included in the calculations. The leading order (in v) matrix element for J/y pro-

duction is <Oi/ “’(381)> , which corresponds to the CSM case: the cc pair is produced

in a[1,35)] state. In NRQCD this matrix element is of order v3, and its value can
be measured from the J/y leptonic decay width, in analogy with Equation 5. The
next matrix elements involve color octet initial states and occur at order v/; they are

<O§/“’(3PJ)>, <O§/"’(1So)> and <O§/“’(381)> . Their values have been fitted from pro-
duction cross sections in pp collisions, as have analogous matrix elements for other

quarkonia[17],[18],[19],[20]. The short-distance cross section dG associated with
each matrix element has a certain Pr dependence, so the matrix elements can be fit-

ted to the observed Py spectrum. The matrix elements <O‘§/ "’(3PJ)> and <O‘§/ l”(150)>

cannot be separately determined because their cross sections have the same Pr depen-
dence, so their weighted sum is fitted. NRQCD spin symmetry relations, in this case

(0¥ (%)) = (23+1) (O Y CRy)) ©)
are used to reduce the number of free parameters in the fits[21]. If the above formal-
ism is valid, then any J/y production process should yield the same fitted values for
the matrix elements ®. This universality may however be limited in certain regions of
phase space[22] and by the details of the soft gluon emission process[23]. The attempt
to understand quarkonium production in all types of experimental environmentsin the
NRQCD framework isan ongoing one. In high-energy pp collisions, there arethree dis-
tinct types of charmonium production. The first is the type discussed above, in which
the meson is produced in the collision of the two protons. Thisis called direct produc-
tion. The second isin the decay of heavier charmonia, for example the production of a
J/yw meson in the decay of a x¢ or w(2S) meson, and is known as feeddown. The third,
B-decay, is in the weak decay of b-flavored hadrons: B, B?, B, A, and their antipar-
ticles. Thisthird type is distinguished from the first two by the relatively long lifetime

5)NRQCD can also be applied to quarkonium decays, with different but related matrix elements[13]
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of B-hadrons, about 2 ps. The decay vertex of a B-hadron is usually far enough from
the primary pp interaction point to be identified as a displaced secondary vertex ©. The
first two types of charmonium production occur at the primary interaction point and are
collectively known as prompt production. At high Pt (Pr > mc) the dominant process
in NRQCD isthe fragmentation of asinglegluonto acc pairina[8,3S;] state[24]. This
processisillustrated in Figure 3. In comparison to the color singlet fragmentation pro-
cessin Figure 2(c), this occurs at ahigher order of v¢ (v{ versus Vg ) but at alower order
of s (o versus o ). Thusit is indeed plausible that the color octet process could
explain the Tevatron observed direct cross sections (detailed in the following section).

I/

g

Figure 3: Schematic diagram of gluon fragmentation to a cc[8,3 ] pair, followed
by binding (the blob) into a meson. Light hadrons with low energies may also be
emitted during the binding but are not shown. The fragmenting gluon could also
be produced by other perturbative QCD processes.

1.3.4 kg factorization

At the energies of modern colliders, the interaction dynamics is governed by the prop-
erties of parton distributions in the small x region. This domain is characterized by the
double inequality s>> u? ~ §>> A2, which shows that the typical parton interaction
scale u (of the order of the subprocess invariant energy +/$) is much higher than the
QCD parameter A, but is much lower than the total c.m. system energy /s. The sit-
uation is therefore classified as ”semihard”. In such a case, the perturbation expansion
in o may contain large coefficients O[In(s/u?)] = O[In(1/x)] which compensate the
smallness of the coupling constant os(u?/A?). The resummation ([25] [26] [27] [28])
of theterms [In(u?/A?)og]", [In(u?/A?)In(1/x) 0", and [In(1/x) 0" resuiltsin the so

6 A sequential decay suchasB — yc — J /v isclassified as B-decay, not feeddown, because it occurs
at adisplaced vertex

20



called noncollinear or unintegrated parton distributions Fi(x, k2, u?), which determine
the probability of finding aparton of typei carrying the longitudinal momentum fraction
x and transverse momentum kr at the probing scale p2. These kr-dependent distribu-
tions generalize the factorization of the hadronic matrix elements beyond the collinear
approximation. Hereafter this generalized factorization will bereferred to as” kt factor-
ization”. The unintegrated parton distributions obey certain evolution equations [e.g.,
Balitski- Fadin-Kuraev-Lipatov (BFKL)[29] or Ciafaloni, Catani, Fiorani,Marchesini
(CCFM) [30] and reduce to conventional Dokshitzer-Gribov-Lipatov-Altarelli-Paris
(DGLAP) [31] densities once the kt dependence is integrated out. Nowadays, the sig-
nificance of the kr-factorization (semihard) approach is becoming more and more com-
monly recognized [32] [35]. Remarkable agreement is found between the data and the
theoretical calculations regarding the photo- and electroproduction[38] of D* mesons
and forward jets[39], as well as for specific kinematic correlations observed in the as-
sociated D* +jets photoproduction[40] at the DESY ep collider HERA. The semihard
approach was also shown to reasonably describe the data on the hadroproduction of
beauty [41] [42], J/y[ [43], and yc mesons[44] at the Fermilab Tevatron. The theoret-
ical predictions made in [45] have triggered dedicated experimental analyses[46] [47]
of the J/y polarization (i.e., spin alignment) at HERA conditions. In the framework
of the CSM (as discribed before), the production of any heavy meson is described as
the perturbative production of a color-singlet QQ pair with the quantum numbers of
the quarkonium state under consideration. The corresponding Feynman diagrams are
shown in Figure 4 (a) (assuming also five possible permutations of the incoming and
outgoing gluons!. The formation of a meson from the quark pair is a nonperturbative
process. Within the NRQCD approximation which we are using, this probability re-
duces to a single parameter related to the meson wave function at the origin |R(0)|?,
which is known for the J/y from the measured leptonic decaywidths. In addition to
the above, we consider the color-octet production scheme [48], which impliesthat the
heavy QQ pair is perturbatively created in a hard subprocess as an octet color state and
subsequently evolves into a physical quarkonium state via emitting soft (nonperturba-
tive) gluons, which may beinterpreted as a series of ”classical” color-dipoletransitions.
Although these transition probabilities can, in principle, be expressed in terms of field
operators and therefore calculated, no such calculation exists to date. Thus, the transi-
tion probabilitiesremain free parameters, which are assumed to obey adefinite hierarchy
in powers of v, the relative velocity of the quarks in the bound system under study. This
freedom is commonly used to estimate the color-octet parameters by adjusting them to
experimental data. In the case when the color-octet QQ state is alowed, there appear
additional contributions due to the diagrams shown in Figures 4 (b,c,d). The complete
gauge invariant set comprises six diagrams of thetype”a’, six diagrams of the type”b”,
four diagrams of thetype ”c”, and one diagram ”d”. The nonperturbative transition ma-
trix elements mentioned here (usually denoted in the literature as (0|Qdg| 0)) are related
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Figure 4: Feynman diagrams representing the gluon-gluon fusion mechanism in
the color-singlet and color-octet models. Only the perturbative skeleton of the
process is presented; the soft gluons corresponding to the nonperturbative color-
octet transitions are not shown.

to the fictituous color-octet wave functions, which are used in calculations in place of
the ordinary color-singlet wave functions:

(0125/0) = - [Ra(0) 2 = -4 |¥5(0)] )

2r

This equation applies to all S-wave color-octet states, and a similar relation holds for
Rg(0) and Wg(0) if the P-wave color-octet states are involved. A generalization of the
above formalism to the ky-factorization approach implies two important steps. These
aretheintroduction of noncollinear gluon distributionsand the modification of the gluon
spindensity matrix inthe parton level matrix elements. k-factorization approach isnow
at the stage of development, however it claimsto solve (explain) the problem of missing
J/y transverse polarization.

1.3.5 Charmonium measurements

Quarkonium production was originally described in CSM model. This approach had the
benefit that all non-perturbative aspects could be absorbed into the wave function of the
guarkonium state. This model enjoyed some success before CDF measured an excess of
direct J/y production[50] more than an order of magnitude greater than that predicted
by the CSM (see Figure 5).
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Figure 5: Differential cross-section of J/y production at CDF with theoretical
predictions for color-singlet and color-octet model production[51].
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The Color Octet Model (COM) [52] was proposed as a solution to the theory pre-
diction mismatching. COM provides a solution to the infrared divergences that were
present in the production cross-sections of P-wave states in CSM [53], by incorporat-
ing the description of the problematical soft gluon emission into the non-perturbative
color-octet parameter.

NRQCD factorisation approach isolates non-perturbative physics from the pertur-
bative hard process and parametrises the former in a long-distance matrix element.
The latter represents a free parameter in the theory and requires an experimental fit
to data. However, the universality of these matrix elements means that their values can
be extracted independently from a number of different processes including photopro-
duction[54] and Deep Inelastic Scattering [55].

Hence the good description of the Tevatron data by the COM shown in Figure 5 is,
at least in part, due to the fact that the values of some parameters were determined from
the same data. Tests of other COM predictions have not been so successful: Figure 6
shows the polarisation coefficient in J/w — pu decay as a function of its transverse
momentum, where the COM prediction is very different from the data.
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Figure 6: Polarisations of J/y production as a function of pt at CDF, (blue cir-
cles) , curvesfor limit cases of the ky factorisation model, and aband for NRQCD
predictions (from [56]).

The model based on kr factorisation in QCD showers claims to be able to describe
both the lack of transverse polarisationin J/y decays and the high cross section of J/y
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production. Another model [57] argues that the deficit in the cross section as predicted
by CSM can be largely explained by the production of a quarkonium state in associa
tion with an additional heavy quark, and also predicts lower levels of polarisation. This
thesis shows that ATLAS is capable of detailed checks of the predictions of these and
other models by measuring not only pt and n distributions of onium states in a wide
range of these variables, but also the degree of polarisation, associated hadronic activity,
and the production of C-even states. In the absence of a comprehensive Monte Carlo
generator capable of simulating all aspects of all theoretical models, we usethe PYTHIA
6.403[58] generator incorporating the COM Mechanism, with model parameters fixed
through a combination of theoretical and experimental constraints[59](for details see
Appendix A.1). Inevitably, this simulation is unable to reproduce adequately some fea-
tures of the data, notably the polarisation angle distributions and hadronic accompani-
ment of the quarkonium states. However, the simulated samples should be enough to
study the acceptance and efficiency of ATLAS to detect all required particles and mea-
sure their parameters across the whole range of the phase space. The polarization of the
sample introduced into the analysis code by building the angular distribution according
the weighted normalization of events. This subject is discussed in Section 5. While cur-
rent theoretical predictions of the absolute value are rather uncertain, it is expected that
it will be about a factor of five higher than the one obtainable at the Tevatron, running
at /s~ 2TeV. Therefore, thiskind of physical analysis has good opportunity to study
the QCD processes and may be to measure signals of the new physics.

1.3.6 Dissertation Overview

This dissertation describes the measurement of the polarization of J/y mesons pro-
duced in pp collisions a a centre-of-mass energy of 14 TeV. The collisions will be
produced by the Large Hadron proton-proton collider (LHC), located at European Or-
ganization for Nuclear Research in Geneva, Switzerland. The collision data will by
colected by the ATLAS Collider Detector , which is one of the two biggest detectors
constructed at the LHC.

Chapter 2 describes ATLAS and the LHC in detail.

Chapter 3 describesthe ATLAStrigger and ATLAS trigger scheme that will be used for
guarkonium selection.

Chapter 4 describes the direct J/y  events selection, performance of background sup-
pression, separation of direct and indirect J/y events, analysis of ). production and its
rejection procedure.

In Chapter 5 the details of the polarization analysis are described. The angular distribu-
tion of the muonsin the J/y decaysis used to measure the polarization. Furthermore,
the polarization of promptly produced J/w mesons is separated from the polarization
of those produced in B-hadron decays, using measured J/y decay time.

Chapter 6 presents the study of various systematical errors, and estimate their impact on
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the direct J/y polarization measurements.

Chapter 7 summarizesthe analysis.

Appendix A.1 contains a study of heavy quarkonium generation in PYTHIA particle
generator, implementation of color-octet processes in PYTHIA, new showering model
description and its implementation. It covers also discussion on PYTHIA dependence
on parton distribution functions (PDF).
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2 ATLASexperiment intheLargeHadron Collider

The LHC [60] is app collider that will operate at the highest center of mass energies
ever achieved. It is currently under construction at CERN in the former LEP tunnel
and will become operational in September 2008. The LHC will be the first collider to
allow the study of physicsin the TeV range. Theoretical predictions hint a arich field
of new physics. The main goals of the LHC include studies of the Standard Model,
the discovery of the Higgs boson and searches for new physics beyond the Standard
Model like SUSY and extra dimensions. Six experiments are under construction along
the LHC tunnel: Two multi purpose detectors ATLAS and CM S are designed to explore
the full field of physics offered at the LHC. In addition, four dedicated experiments
are being constructed. ALICE is designed to study the physics of strongly interacting
matter, in particular the quarkgluon plasma, by means of Pb-Pb collisions. LHCb isa
B-physics experiment that will study CP-violation in the B-system. Theaim of TOTEM
isto measurethetotal pp cross section and to study elastic scattering. Finaly LHCF will
study the energy distributions of particles emitted almost parallel to the beam direction.

2.1 ThelLargeHadron Collider

Figure 7 shows a schematic overview of CERNs accelerator complex located at the
Swiss-French border near Geneva. The acceleration is performed in severa stages.
The protons are accelerated using a linear accelerator and the Proton Synchrotron (PS)
after which they are injected into the Super Proton Synchrotron (SPS). Here the energy
of the protons is increased up to 450 GeV before they are injected into the LHC. In
the LHC ring, build in the former 26.7 km circumference LEP tunnel, the acceleration
continues until the protons reach their final energy of 7 TeV. The two proton beams
will collide at four interaction points along the LHC beam line with a nominal center
of mass energy of 14 TeV. The beams will be structured in 2808 bunches, 10! protons
each; thetimeinterval between successive bunchesis 25 nsi.e. 40,000,000 bunch-bunch
collisions per second. At the beginning the LHC collider will start with low luminosity
run (103cm~2s~1). After one year run with low luminosity, it is planed to upgrade the
collider to the highest possible luminosities 103*cm~2s~1. The production cross-section
for cC pairswill be very high (about 2 x 10~2ub).

2.2 Experimental challengesat the LHC

Figure 8 shows the pp cross sections as a function of the center of mass energy for sev-
eral physicsprocesses. Indicated on theright side of the figureisthe event rate assuming
an instantaneous luminosity of 0.01pb~1s~1. The vertical line indicates the center of
mass energy of the LHC. At this energy the total pp cross section isin the order of 108
nb, which corresponds to an interaction rate of 10° events per second. Furthermore the
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LHC: Large Hadron Collider
SPS: Super Proton Synchrotron
PS: Proton Synchrotron

Figure 7: Overview of the accelerator complex at CERN.
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QCD cross sections are orders of magnitude larger than the cross sections of processes
such as the production of top quarks, W and Z bosons and Higgs bosons. For example
the production cross section for Z bosons is one million times smaller than the total pp
Ccross section, meaning that on average only during one out of a million collisionsa Z
boson is created. Thisratio is another two orders of magnitude smaller for the produc-
tion of Higgs bosons. Identifying these rare events in the vast amount of collisionsis
one of the main experimental challenges to be faced at the LHC.
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Figure 8: Proton-proton cross sections as a function of the center-of-mass energy.
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2.3 ATLASexperiment

The ATLA S detector [61] isnow towardsthe end of its construction phase and is sched-
uled to be operationa by September 2008. It consists of a series of ever-larger concen-
tric cylindersaround the interaction point where the proton beams from the LHC collide.
It can be divided into four major parts: the Inner Detector, the calorimeters, the muon
spectrometer and the magnet systems. Each of these isin turn made of multiple layers.
The detectors are complementary: the Inner Detector tracks charged particles precisaly,
the calorimeters measure the energy of easily stopped particles, and the muon system
makes additional measurements of highly penetrating muons. The two magnet systems
bend charged particlesin the Inner Detector and the muon spectrometer, allowing their
momenta to be measured.
The design criteria of the ATLAS detector include: [61]

e Efficient tracking at high luminosity for high-pt lepton-momentum measure-
ments, electron and photon identification, t-lepton and heavy-flavour identifica-
tion, and full event reconstruction capability at lower luminosity;

¢ Very good electromagnetic calorimetry for electron and photon identification and
measurements, complemented by full-coverage hadronic calorimetry for accurate
jet and missing transverse energy (Ef"*) measurements;

e High-precision muon momentum measurements, with the capability to guarantee
accurate measurements at the highest luminosity using the external muon spec-
trometer alone;

e Largeacceptancein pseudorapidity n = —In(tan(6/2)) with almost full azimuthal
angle ¢ coverage everywhere. The azimutha angle is measured around the beam
axis, whereas pseudorapidity relates to the polar angle 6 where 6 is the angle
from the z direction (the direction of the beam line).

e Triggering and measurements of particles at low-pt thresholds, providing (see
Figure 8) high efficiencies for most physics processes of interest at LHC.

The overall detector layout is shown in Figures 9.

2.4 Thelnner Detector

The inner detector was designed to reconstruct the trajectories of charged particles in
the high density environment at the LHC. The interaction rate of 40 MHz requires a
very fast detector with atime window smaller than 25 nsto reduce the number of tracks
seen by the detector coming from earlier bunch-bunch crossings. Furthermore high
granularity is needed to separate the large number of tracks. The choice was made to
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Figure 9: Schematic view of the ATLAS detector. Overall dimensionsare roughly
45m long and 25m in diameter (and only 7000 T).
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use three different detector technologies. In Figures 10 a three dimensional view of the
inner detector [62] is shown. The inner most layers of the detector closest to the inter-
action point comprises the silicon pixel detector. The pixel detector is surrounded by
the Semi-Conducting Tracking (SCT) detector which consists of silicon strip detectors.
The outer layers of the inner detector are formed by the Transition Radiation Tracking
(TRT) detector which is made of multiple layers of drift straws. The complete system
is contained in a 2 Teda solenoidal magnet. A particle originating from the interac-
tion point crosses at least three pixel layers, four SCT strip layers and a large number
(typicaly 36) of TRT straws, allowing a precise measurement of the momentum of the
particle. Asseen in the following sections while tracking is crucial for the polarization
measurements the impact parameters plays important role in the event selection.

TRT Barrel

SCT Forward TRT Endcap

SCT Barrel

Pixel Detector Barrel

Pixel Detector Disks

Figure 10: Schematic view of the ATLAS Inner Detector.

The Figure 11 shows (a) the momentum resolution typically achieved with the inner
detector that is Apt/pr = 0.04% X pt ® 2% (pr in GeV) and (b) an impact parameter
resolution of 15 um in the transverse plane .

The pixel detector is situated directly around the beam pipe. It has three layers
of which the first pixel layer is positioned at a radius of 4 cm. The total system has
80 million pixels, each 50 um in the r¢ direction and 400 um along the z-axis. The
three measurements per track determine the impact parameter resolution and are vita
for the pattern recognition in the inner detector. The barrel SCT consists of four double
layers of silicon strip detectors with a strip pitch of 80 um providing four accurate
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Figure 11: 1D resolution in the transverse momentum pt and impact parameter
D0 measurement versus pseudorapidity.

measurements in the r¢ plane. A small stereo angle between the strips in different
layersisused to obtain ameasurement of the z position. The SCT end-caps both contain
nine disks equipped with double layers of silicon strip detectors. The strips are pointing
towards the beam axis providing a measurement in ther¢ plane. A small stereo angle
between the strips in different layers makes it possible to measure the radial position
of the hit. The TRT was designed to provide a relatively large number of space point
measurements at low cost. Thisis achieved by using drift straws with a diameter of 4
mm and amaximum length of 150 cm. Inthe barrel the straws are oriented parallel to the
beam axis providing a measurement in the bending plane of the magnet. Following the
design of the SCT, the straws in the end-caps are pointing towards the beam axis. The
TRT can aso detect transition radiation occurring when a relativistic particle crosses
the boundary between two media with different electrical properties. The number of
transition radiation hits is a measure for the velocity of a particle. This allows the
separation of electrons and pions, and to a lesser extent the separation of kaons and
pions.

25 TheCalorimeters

The ATLAS caorimetry [63] consists of an electromagnetic calorimeter (ECAL) and
a hadronic calorimeter (HCAL) (see Figures 12). The very forward region is covered
by a dedicated radiation hard calorimeter with courser granularity. The electromagnetic
calorimeter is a sampling calorimeter which uses lead as absorber and liquid argon as
sampling material. It coversthe rapidity rangeupto [n| < 3.2

Its accordion geometry provides a complete i coverage without azimuthal cracks.
Theionization charge is collected on copper clad Kapton electrodes. The segmentation
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Figure 12: Schematic view of the ATLAS Electromagnetic and Hadronic
Calorimeters



of the calorimeter varies from An = 0.003 — 0.1 and A¢ = 0.025— 0.1. In the region
up to |n| = 2.5 the calorimeter provides three longitudinal sections whereas only two
are availablefor larger rapidities. Thetotal thickness of the el ectromagnetic cal orimeter
is more than 24 radiation lengths 7) in the barrel and more than 26 radiation lengthsin
the end-cap. The typically achieved energy resolution is AE /E = 11.5%/+/E ® 0.5%
(E in GeV), the resolution on the polar direction of a shower is A8 = 50 mrad/+E
(E in GeV). The hadronic calorimeter is divided into three sub detectors. The barrel
calorimeter, |n| < 1.6, is a sampling calorimeter which uses iron absorber tiles inter-
leaved with scintillators. The tiles are placed perpendicular to the colliding beams and
are staggered in depth. The resulting granularity of the detector isAn x A¢ =0.1x 0.1,
It has a longitudinal segmentation of three samplings. The total thickness of 11 inter-
action lengths at 1 = 0 has been shown to be sufficient to reduce punch-through well
below the irreducible level of prompt or decaying muons. The hadronic liquid argon
end-cap calorimeter covers the range 1.5 < |n| < 3.2. IthasaAn x A¢ =0.1x 0.1
segmentation in the range of |n| < 2.5 and a segmentation of An x A¢ =0.2x 0.21in
the range up to 2.5 < |n| < 3.2. Over the full n range four longitudinal samples are
available. The average jet energy resolution is AE/E = 50%/+/E ® 3% (E in GeV).
The forward calorimeter, 3.1 < |n| < 4.9, consists of three sections. The first is made
out of copper while the others are made out of tungsten. Each section uses a matrix of
longitudinal channels containing thin gaps filled with liquid argon.

2.6 TheMuon Spectrometer system

The muon spectrometer [64] covers the outer most layers of the ATLAS detector and
occupies by far the largest volume. It was designed to serve two purposes. an indepen-
dent muon trigger and high quality stand-alone muon reconstruction over a wide range
in transverse momentum, pseudo-rapidity and azimuthal angle. Thisis achieved by the
use of alarge toroidal magnet system together with trigger and high precision track-
ing chambers. The magnet system of the muon spectrometer consists of three air-core
toroids. The barrel toroid extends over a length of 25 m with an inner radius of 4.7 m
and an outer radius of 10 m. The two end-cap toroids are inserted into the barrel toroid.
These have alength of 5 m, an inner bore of 1.65 m and an outer diameter of 10.7 m.
Each toroid is build up of eight super conducting coils assembled in a radial configu-
ration. Due to the finite number of coails, the field is not perfectly toroidal but shows
aregular eight fold pattern as can be seen in Figure 13(a). The deviations are most
profound in the transition region between barrel and end-cap. The magnets provide an
average bending power of 3 Tm in the barrel and 6 Tm in the end-cap as is shown in
Figure 13(b). Accurate knowledge of the field is required in order not to degrade the

") The radiation length is defined as the distance over which a high-energy electron on average loses all
but 1/e of its energy
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momentum resolution. During ATLAS running alarge number of magnetic field sensors
will measure the local field ensuring a knowledge of the bending power with a precision
better than 0.3%.
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Figure 13: (a) Magnetic field map in the transition region between barrel and end-
cap. The field lines in the transverse plane are shown. The coordinate system
of the magnetic field is rotated by § with respect to the ATLAS coordinate sys-
tem. (b) Toroid bending power [ Bdl of the azimuthal field component, integrated
between the inner and outer muon station as a function of the pseudo-rapidity.

Figure 14 shows the transverse view of the barrel part of the muon spectrometer.
In the barrel a particle typically traverses three measurement planes. The inner most
stations are situated directly after the hadronic calorimeter, just outside the toroidal
magnetic field. They are equipped with Monitor Drift Tube (MDT) chambers which
allow ahigh precision measurement of the muon trgjectory. The second layer of stations
issituated in the magnet. The stationsin thislayer consist of acombination of one MDT
chamber and two Resistive Plate Chambers (RPC). A third layer of stationsis located
just outside the magnetic field. The outer stations are formed by a combination of a
MDT chamber and a RPC. The design of the muon system in the end-caps is different
as it is not possible to install stations inside the end-cap magnets and the background
rate is much higher. In the end-cap (Figure 15), the first layer of stations sitsin front
of the magnet. The region closest to the beam pipe, where the background counting
rates are highest, is equipped with Cathode Strip Chambers (CSC) instead of MDT
chambers because of their higher rate capability. MDT chambers provide the remaining
coverage. Thin Gap Chambers (TGC) are installed providing the trigger signal. The
second station layer is installed behind the end-cap magnet and is equipped with one
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layer of MDT chambers and two layers of TGCs. The outer station layer is equipped
with MDT chambers.

2.6.1 TheMuon Instrumentation

The barrel and most of the end-cap region are equipped with MDT chambers for the
precision measurement of muon trgjectories. A MDT is an aluminum tube with a diam-
eter of 30 mm with a50 um diameter central tungsten wire. A single tube measures the
hit distance to the wire with atypical average resolution of 80 um. The position along
the tube cannot be measured and has to be provided by an external measurement. It can
either be provided using the information from the trigger chambers or by extrapolation
of tracks from the inner detector into the muon system. A full MDT chamber consists
of two multi-layers of tubes separated by a support structure. For chambers situated in
the middle and outer part of the spectrometer each multi-layer consists of three layers
of tubes, the chambers closest to the interaction point are equipped with four layers per
multi-layer. Depending on the location of the chamber the number of tubes per layer
varies from 30 up to 72 tubes. The length of the tubes also varies between: 1.6 m and
6.2 m. In comparison to the other techniques describes in this section, the MDT cham-
bers utilize completely different concepts developed to obtain a technology which is
cheep and which can cover alarge area. This detection technology is specialized in an
accurate position measurement of a muon track in the direction of its deflection caused
by the externally applied magnetic field. The need to cover alarge area requires the use
of long tubes. However, it was found that, in practice, no support structure exist to keep
the tubes rigid enough. The simplest solution to this problem was to allow the chamber
sag due to gravity, but to give the wire such atension that it has an equal sag. Because
of deviations to the chamber geometry which are caused by air flow, temperature dif-
ferences, vibrations, and other external influences, the necessity arises to continuously
monitor the chamber. It isfloppy by nature and the deviations are accurately registered
in order to guarantee a high precision position measurement.

Theinner layer of the end-cap of the spectrometer, 2 < |n| < 2.7, is equipped with
CSCs. The CSCs are multi-wire proportional chambers with a cathode strip readout and
with a symmetric cell in which the anode-cathode spacing is equal to the anode wire
pitch. The precision coordinate is obtained by measuring the charge induced on the
segmented cathode by the avalanche formed on the anode wire. The small electron drift
time of less than 30 ns and the high spatial resolution Ar ~ 50um allow them to operate
in the high background environment of the forward region. The trigger chambers of the
ATLAS muon spectrometer serve athreefold purpose:

e A momentum dependent muon trigger;
e Bunch crossing identification;
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Figure 14: Transverse xy-view of the ATLAS muon detector.
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e Measurement of the second coordinate along the tube in the MDT chambers.

Two technologies are deployed in the spectrometer. The barrel region is equipped with
RPCs; The end-caps with TGCs.

MDT chambers 12m
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Thin gap
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|
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Figure 15: Side view of one quadrant of the ATLAS detector. The interaction
point is situated in the lower right corner of the figure.

A RPC is a gaseous detector with a typical spatial resolution of 1 mm and a time
resolution of 1.5 ns. The basic detector unit consists of a thin gas gap formed by two
Bakelite plates, separated by insulating spacers. The gas gap isfilled with agas mixture
of 97% tetrafluorethane (CoH»F,) and 3% isobutane (C4H10). The chambers are oper-
ated with atypical electric field of 4.5 kV/mm. A trigger chamber isread out using two
orthogonal series of pick-up strips: the n) strips are parallel to the MDT wires and as
such determine a position in the bending plane of the magnet, the ¢ strips are orthogo-
nal to the MDT wires and provide a measurement of the position along the MDT wire
required for the precise calibration of the MDT tubes. The measured time in the RPCs
isread out and made available during offline reconstruction.

2.6.2 Trigger Gap Chambers

The TGCs are similar in design to multiwire proportional chambers, with the difference
that the anode wire pitch is larger than the cathode-anode distance. They have been
developed for the OPAL detector, and successfully operated in that experiment for sev-
eral years. Thin gap chambers filled with CO, npentane mixture (55:45), operate in a

39



saturated mode at the nominal high voltage of 2.9 kV. A schematic view is presented
in Figure 16. The anode plain is sandwiched between two cathode planes made of 1.6
mm G-10 plates on which the graphite cathode is deposited. On the backside of the
cathode plates, facing the center plane of the chamber, etched copper strips provide the
readout of the azimuthal coordinate. Signals from the anode wires together with the

Pick-up strip
Graphite layer, \' I /\F

\

\

1.8 mm
+HV < >
° /o ° ° ° .—“—D—)\/L
50 um wire 1.4 mm |
—I
1.6 mm G-10

Figure 16: Schematic view of athin gap chamber.

readout strips arranged orthogonal to the wires provide the trigger information. TGCs
are characterized by:

e saturated-mode operation, leading to small Landau tails and a pulse shape from
slow neutrons similar to that from minimum-ionizing particles;

small sensitivity to magnetic field;

fast signalswith atypical risetime of 10 nsand r.m.s. time resolutions < 4ns,

rate capability of up to 150 kHz/cm? without signal deterioration;

full geometrical efficiency, except for a small area of dead space needed for wire
supports (3 — 4%);

e strip and wire readout providing redundancy for position reconstruction.

One chamber has been irradiated with 10 particles/cm?[65] with no expected de-
terioration in response. Thisis equivalent to the exposure during three years of LHC
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operation at the highest rapidities covered by the muon spectrometer. In the ATLAS
detector, the units are mounted on big wheels. The size of the various units depends on
theradial position and the station number. There are 11 types of units, (T1to T11). The
active area of the various chambers is changing from 1.31 m? to 2.27 m?. The trigger
TGC chambers cover an area of 3750 n? and the total number of the readout channelsis
490000. The ATLAS TGCswere designed and built at the Weizmann Institutein Israel,
at KEK in Japan as well as at the Shandong University in China. There were three test
sites to check the performance of the TGC units, two in Israel, at the Technion and at
Tel-Aviv University, and one at Kobe University in Japan. The purpose of these tests
was to provide a detailed map of detection efficiency and time resolution for each detec-
tor. As part of my PhD service | was involved in the design, construction and operation
of the Tel-Aviv Cosmic ray Testbench [66].

2.6.3 Muon reconstruction performance

Within the ATLAS experiment has afew reconstruction algorithmsfor Muon Spectrom-
eter and Inner Detector tracking were prepared.
Muon spectrometer tracking

e MuonBoy is a muon spectrometer "standalone” track reconstruction code. Its
core algorithms are written in Fortran-90 and has been in development for more
than 13 years. It is a product of the Saclay Muon Software Group . It is very
well integrated into the Athena framework via C++ wrappers. Muonboy includes
segment pattern recognition at the MDT/CSC and trigger chamber level, global
spectrometer track tracing through the B field, track fitting to extract the momen-
tum, and back propagation to the interaction point.

¢ MOORE Muon Object Oriented Reconstruction- is a C++ based Muon Spec-
trometer reconstruction package. MOORE was conceived from its inception to
be a modular code and to exploit the inheritance virtues of C++ and Object Ori-
ented Programming. Thisinitiative was also required in order to conformto LHC
mandated initiatives to bring CERN software into the realm of C++ and OOP.

e Mugirl The philosophy of MuGirl is to associate an inner detector track to muon
spectrometer activity. It uses pattern recognition algorithm and cleverly incorpo-
rates reasonable assumptions about MDT low level performance. The result is
highly efficient and low fake rate segment finder. Mugirl uses all spectrometer
technol ogies towards segment identification: It is designed to find patterns in the
RPCs, TGC, MDT and CSC. It incorporates an artificial neural network to com-
bine the information from each source of hits. In this regard MuGirl promises
to be highly efficient low noise. The Mugirl group also intends to provide full
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tracking in the spectrometer and not confine itself to just the low pt regime. In
this sense it is complimentary to the spectrometer based muon finders.

Inner Detector tracking

e iPatRec began lifein 1992 as an Inner Detector reconstruction program, written
in Fortran, with digitsasinput and track as output. The current version retains the
same basic strategy, athough all aspects of the performance have been consider-
ably enhanced. Thismodern version took shape between 1998 and 2002, with the
conversion to amodular set of C++ packages. Concurrently, certain other recon-
struction packages adopted the iPatTrack data model in order to profit from the
tools for track-fitting and extrapolation through the solenoid and toroid fields.

e xKalman tracking, initsoriginal form, initiates atrack search in the TRT where
track density is lowest. The current version alows a variety of reconstruction
strategies, and can, for example, elect to seed the track search from Silicon strips
(SCTs) and Pixels detectors and not use the TRT at all. From the initia track
seeds a global pattern recognition flags all possible helical trgectories over the
full acceptance of the detector. These helices define search roads through the
precision detectors. Starting from initial helices, the xKaman fitter propagates
atrack candidate to successive hits or measurements. At each step the track pa-
rameters and covariance matrices are updated based on the last measurment to
be added. In this fashion the fitter predicts where its next hit is likely to be- and
therefore accomplishes pattern recogntion and track fitting together

The momentum resolution of muons, produced at the interaction point, is studied in
detail with help of an analytical method, taking into account the detailed detector ge-
ometry, the material distribution and the magnetic field [64]. The results of the study
are summarized in Figure 17. The left figure shows the contributions to the resolution
averaged over the region |n| < 1.5, the right figure shows the results for the region
In| > 1.5. The figure shows the main contributions to the muon momentum resolution
as afunction of the pr . One can identify three regions:

e Low momenta, pt < 30 GeV, the resolution is dominated by the energy loss of
the muonsin the cal orimeter;

¢ Intermediate momentum range, 30 < pt < 100 GeV, the resolution is mainly de-
termined by multiple scattering;

¢ High muon momenta, pt > 100 GeV, the impact of the single tube resolution as
well asthe precision of the calibration and the alignment of the tracking chambers
becomes more and more important and dominates the resolution for momenta
larger than 300 GeV.
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Figure 17: Contributions to the momentum resolution, averaged over 1| < 1.5
(Ieft plot) and averaged over |n| > 1.5 (right plot).

As seen in the following sections the polarization study shows the importance of
high quality calibration constantsfor the MDT chambersin ATLAS to achieve the max-
imum possible momentum resolution for low energetic muons.



3 Thetrigger system

The LHC will collide protons at arate of 40 MHz, which together with pile-up will result
in an interaction rate of up to around 1 GHz. The ATLAS trigger acts to reduce this
interaction rate to around 100 Hz written to mass storage, whilst keeping ‘interesting’
events. To make this possible the usual strategy is atwo-step procedure. Thefirst stepis
the online (i.e. inreal time) pre-selection of interesting events (triggering) to reduce the
huge 40 MHz bunch crossing rate to a manageable event rate of about 100 Hz, which
are written to mass storage devices. In the second step, the stored datais reconstructed
offline to yield quantities like tracks, energy clusters, jets, missing transverse energy,
secondary decay vertices, etc. These quantities are subject to various physics selection
criteriain offline analyses, for example to maximise the efficiency and purity in direct
J/y particleidintification. This paragraph outlines the online data reduction (trigger)
scheme shown schematically in Figure 18.

The first level trigger (LVL1) is designed to operate at a maximum pass rate of 75
kHz. The LVL1 decision time (called latency) is 2 us. The information of all detec-
tor channels must be stored in pipeline memories, because the LVL1 latency extends
over many of the 25 ns spaced LHC bunch crossings. The LVL1 decision is based on
information with a coarse granularity of two sub-detector systems: the muon trigger
chambers and the calorimeters. Quantities used in the LVL1 decision are typically:
the estimated transverse momentum of muon candidates, the total energy deposited in
the calorimeters, the missing (transverse) energy in the calorimeters and the occurrence
of isolated energy depositions in the calorimeters. For events accepted by the LVL1,
the information of all sub-detector systemsis pre-processed and stored in the so-called
Read-Out Buffers (ROBS).

The second level trigger (LVL2) uses both the LVL1 output and the data stored in
the ROBs to further reduce the datarate to amaximum of 1 kHz. Even though the LVL2
has access to the full data, the selection is generally restricted to so-called Regions of
Interest (Rol) as flagged by the output of the LVL1. For a LVL1 muon trigger, the
LVL2 will use the information from the precision MDT chambers to improve the muon
momentum estimate, which allowsatighter cut on this quantity. For aLVL 1 calorimeter
trigger, the LVL2 has access to the full detector granularity, and has in addition the
possibility to require amatch with atrack reconstructed in the inner detector. The LVL2
has an event dependent latency, which varies from 1 ms for simple events to about
10 ms for complicated events. For events accepted by the LVL2, the data fragments
stored in the ROBs are collected by the so-called Event Builder and written into the Full
Event Buffers. The third trigger stage is called LVL3 and uses the information stored
in the Full Event Buffers to keep the event rate sent to mass storage below 100 Hz.
The LVL3 can use complex offline algorithms like track reconstruction, vertex finding,
etc., because it has access to the complete event. For the maximum trigger rate of 100
Hz, the data rate written to mass storage corresponds to 100 MB/s. One nominal LHC
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Figure 18: Schematic view of the ATLAS trigger system. The three trigger levels
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thefirst two. The frequencies on the right side give the input LHC bunch crossing
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running year counts 107 s and therefore amounts to a total data volume of 1 PB (10°
MB) annually.

Quarkonium production will be subject to trigger cuts on di-muons at Level-1 and
Level-2.

3.1 Quarkonium Trigger

Thissection discussesthe trigger signatures relevant for quarkonium production at these
two levels, the implications they have on the measured cross-section and the expected
effects they will have on our ability to make various physics measurements.

Figure 19: Two types of dimuons triggers the topological trigger (left) and the
“TrigDiMuon” trigger (right).

Two specific types of trigger dedicated to quarkonium (see Figure 19) are the topo-
logical di-muon triggers (left plot), which require two Level-1 regions of interest (Rols)
corresponding to two muon candidates with pt’s above thresholds of 4 and 6 GeV re-
spectively, and “TrigDiMuon” di-muon triggers that only requires asingle Level-1 Rol
above a threshold of 4 Gev and searches for the second muon of opposite charge in a
wide Rol at Level-2. The J/y production rates are presented in Table 3 Further de-
tails can be found in[75]. Both of these trigger types will be used to select quarkonium
in data-taking. An additional trigger strategy based on a higher pt single muon trig-
ger is discussed in Section 3.5 If not stated otherwise, the quoted trigger efficiencies
have been calculated with respect to the Monte Carlo samples, generated with the cuts
pr(u1) > 6 GeV , pr(u2) >4, where uy (u2) is the muon with the largest (second
largest) transverse momentum in the event (u6u4).
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. , TrigDimuon Topological trigger
Threshold | Chain starting J/y rate | Total rate | J/y rate | Total rate
(GeV) (Hz) (Hz) (H2) (H2)
Level-1 12 35 0.8 24
31
40T 1 L2 115 27 05 0.6
6(10%) Level-1 435 180.5 325 357.5
Level-2 35 126 8.7 9.3

Table 3: The trigger rates. The initia rate of 1033 (low luminosity) is taken for
LVL1 sotheratefor LVL2is 103

3.2 Level-1Trigger

From Figure 20 we can learn that in order to reduce thelow pt contributions (pion/kaon
decays colored in green, photon decays colored in red and b-hadrons decays colored in
blue) in pp — u production we need to set a threshhold on the muon pt at the level of
afew GeV.

The Level-1 trigger is a hardware trigger that uses coarse calorimeter and muon
spectrometer information to identify interesting signatures to pass to the Level-2 and
Event Filter stage.

The total single-muon trigger efficiency at Level-1 running over direct J/y events
iS96%. Figure 21 showsthe variousindividual Level-1 trigger efficienciesasafunction
of thed/y pr.

In this dataset, only those triggers which have greater than 2% efficiency in some
region of pr are displayed.

3.3 Levd-2Trigger

The Level-2 trigger is software-based and is designed to reduce the output rate of the
data, passed to it from Level-1, by two orders of magnitude. Within regions of interest
defined by the Level-1 trigger, full granularity of the detector is accessible. The Table 4
presents some of Level-2 trigger signatures of interest for quarkonium studies .

Many more trigger signatures will be available for data-taking. The efficiency of
the Level-2 triggers described above on direct J/y events are plotted in Figure 22 as
afunction of J/y pr. Only those triggers which have greater than 2% efficiency in
this dataset in some region of pr are displayed. Note that these are relative trigger
efficiencies to the Level-1 trigger, and not absolute efficiencies at the Level-2 trigger
stage. Thetota Level-2 trigger efficiency in the reconstructed datais 94%.
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Figure 20: Muon production channels.

LVL1trigger | LVL2 trigger Trigger
threshold threshold name
0 0 L2_BJpsimuOmu0
5 5 L2_BJpsimubmub
6 6 L2_BJpsimubmu6
6 4 L2_BJpsimu6mud
10 10 L2 mul0
20 20 L2 mu20i

Table 4: The following triggers , for selection direct/indirect J/y — u*u= +X
decay channel, are implemented in Atlas Trigger menu .
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Figure 21: Efficiency of variousLevel-1triggersondirect J/y eventsversusJ/y
pr. The efficiency curve labelled LVL1_Muon isthe sum of all LVL1 single muon
efficiencies. The single muon pr threshold (on XX GeV) triggers namely L1_MUXX
and the di-muon trigger namely L1 _2MUYY when Y'Y isthe same pt threshold on
LVL1 and LVL2 triggers.
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pr. Theefficiency curve labelled LVL2 Pass isthe sum of all LVL2 efficiencies.
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3.4 Trigger efficiency estimation

Being able to determine the trigger efficiency of measured J/y iscrucial to be able to
correctly infer the production cross-section of quarkonium at the LHC. Indeed, using
J/y (aswell asthe Y the Z) to construct atrigger efficiency map will be a necessity
if any cross-sections of Standard Model or new physics processes are to be measured
successfully at ATLAS.

Studies have been conducted into devel oping an online calibration method to obtain
thelow-prt single muon trigger efficiency, and henceforth the di-muon trigger efficiency
of events using real data by virtue of the so-called ‘track and probe method’. Briefly,
the method permits extraction of the muon trigger efficiency by applying the following
recipe:

1. Select events where one muon istriggered at Level-1 (thisisthe ‘tag’ muon).

2. Offline reconstruction — build the object (e.g. J/y ) with invariant mass cut and
remove triggered muon.

3. Analyse of the second ‘ probe’ muon to calculate single muon efficiency based on
whether this muon would have triggered the event.

Further details of this method can be found in [78].

It is worth noting that the J/y are individually very good candidates for studying
low-pt muon trigger efficiencies, as the different masses and complementary decay
kinematics allow access to different momentum regions and different angular separation
of the muons.

An important consideration for calculating the di-muon trigger efficiencies of J/y
isthe angular distribution of the decay angle cos6* — the angle between the direction
of the positive (by convention) muon from quarkonium decay in the quarkonium rest
frame and the direction of quarkonium itself in the laboratory frame (Figure 23, see
Section 5 for more details).

The distribution depends on the relative contributions of the various production
mechanisms (Section 1) and is as of yet not fully understood. Crucially, Monte Carlo
studies have shown that different production mechanisms (and thus different angular
distributions) can have significantly different trigger acceptances which requires well
understanding in order to correctly measure the J/y polarization.

3.4.1 Effect of di-muon trigger cutson charmonium rates

Before incorporating trigger and reconstruction efficiencies, the predicted cross-sections
for pp — J/y — utu~ + X were calculated for a number of pr thresholds on the di-
muon trigger (see Table 5 for details). Figures 24 illustrates the distribution of cross-
sections across the values of the pt of the harder and softer muon from the quarkonium
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decay without any muon cuts applied at generator level and zero polarisation. The
lines overlaid on the plots represent the 6+4 GevV (u6u4) and 4+4 Gev (udu4) di-
muon trigger cuts, aswell as the cuts corresponding to the single muon trigger 1110 (see
Section 3.5 for details and discussion).

For J/y the bulk of the cross-section lies near the 4+1 GeV region, far from the
low-pt muon trigger thresholds proposed for ATLAS, and we see only a small increase
in accessible cross-section by lowering the cut on the harder muon from 6 GeV to 4 GeV
(although this reduction in the effective J/y  pr threshold is still useful from a physics
standpoint).

No y and higher states of Y were simulated for thisanalysis, but the expected cross-
sections have been estimated from Tevatron results applied to ATLAS acceptances and
trigger efficiencies. Estimated cross-sections of these higher states for two di-muon
trigger scenarios are also presented in Table 5.

It is likely that the true cross-section measured at ATLAS will be higher than the
values quoted above, as during early running the low pt muon trigger will run with an
open coincidence window in n at Level-1 (trigger item L1_MUOO) and no requirement
of an additional Level-2 di-muon trigger. The L1_MUOQO trigger item has a turn-on
threshold at around 4 GeV (giving the 4+4 GeV trigger scenario quoted above) but in
practice there is a non-zero trigger efficiency below 4 Gev, which combined with the
large rate of low pr muons may add a significant additional contribution to the overall
Cross-section.
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Figure 24: Density of J/y production cross-section as a function of the hardest
and softer muon pt of muons coming from J/y . No cut was placed on the gen-
erated sample, but the overlaid lines represent the thresholds of observed events
with trigger cuts applied.
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Quarkonium Cross-section, nb
udud | uud | ul0 || ueudnulo
J/y 28 23 23 5
4 1.0 08 | 0.8 0.2
Y(19) 48 5.2 2.8 0.8
Y(2S) 16 17 0.9 0.3
Y(3S) 9.0 10 | 06 0.2

Table5: Predicted cross-sectionsfor various prompt vector quarkonium state pro-
duction and decay into muons, with di-muon trigger thresholds u4u4 and u6u4
and the single muon trigger threshold 110 (before trigger and reconstruction ef-
ficiencies). The last column shows the overlap between the di-muon and single
muon samples.

3.4.2 Effect of trigger on analysis

As discussed above, the pr differential cross-section for charmonium is composed of
three main classes of processes: direct singlet production, octet production and singlet
production of y states. Figure 25 illustrates the contributions of these three classes to
the overall production rate for J/y once muon pr trigger cuts of 6 and 4 GeV are
applied to the muons coming fromthe J /v .

Lower pr trigger cuts will enhancetherate of J/y production measured at ATLAS
and alow for analysis of color singlet production, which is expected to dominate for
charmonium with pt < 6 GeV. Asseen in Figure reffig:L 2Jpsitrigeff the J/y can only
be observed above around 8 GeV. Lower trigger cuts available during early running,
such as the 4+4 trigger described above, will allow the opportunity to explore this low-
pr region further and help separation of octet and singlet contributions.

3.4.3 Angular distribution with di-muon triggers

In the case of a di-muon trigger, both muons from the J/y decays are required to have
relatively large transverse momenta. Whilst this condition allows both muons to be
identified, it al'so severely restricts acceptance in the polarisation angle (see Section 5
for more details), meaning that for agiven pr of J/y asignificant fraction (up to 60%)
of the total cross-sectionislost. An example of the polarisation angle distribution for a
u6ud trigger is shown in Figure 26. Here, the samples for both J/w were generated
with zero polarization, so with full acceptance the corresponding distribution in cos6*
should be flat, spanning from —1 to +1.

With the abovetrigger cuts, J/y decays where the two muons have equal transverse
momenta have cos6* ~ 0, while in order to have | cos6*| close to +1 one muon’s pr
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glet y production and octet production overlaid.
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Figure 26: Example of the loss of acceptance in the reconstructed polarisation
angle distribution when using a u6u4 di-muon trigger for J/y . The true angular
distribution in both cases should be flat.
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needs to be very high, while the other’s pr is very low. In fact, in order to achieve a
configuration with |cos6*| ~ 1, one must have

2
Pu1 | <@) ~ 900 ©)
p,u2 mu

which isavery unlikely configuration in ATLAS. Therefor for di-muon trigger u6u4,
eventswith large | cos6*| are lost due to the pr cut on the softer muon. Narrow accep-
tancein | cos6*| complicates and may bias thes polarisation measurements.

3.5 Single muon trigger

Another possibility for charmonium reconstruction is to trigger on a single identified
muon. Once this muon triggers the event, offline analysis can reconstruct the charmo-
nium by combining the identified muon with an oppositely-charged track in the event.

The single muon trigger has an advantage over the di-muon trigger for polarisation
studies, providing complementary acceptance in the polarisation angle compared to the
di-muon triggered events. The single muon trigger also provides significant event over-
lap with the di-muon trigger (mainly at high pt regime) for an independent calibration
of the muon trigger acceptance.

By using a single muon trigger, one removes the need for two muons to trigger the
event, and hence removes the need for the other muon to have alarge pt. In this con-
figuration, one has a‘fast’ muon, that triggered the event, and one *slow’ (unidentified)
muon, whose transverse momentum is limited only by the track reconstruction capabil-
ities of ATLAS with athreshold around 0.5 GeV. Thisis demonstrated in Figure 24 in
gray line. Asexplained above, these events should have much higher values of | cos6*|,
and would thusfill the gaps to the left and to the right of the peak, asillustrated in Fig-
ure 26. The main and most important disadvantage of using this trigger scheme is the
amount of background events that are entering in the data sample.

An important consideration for J/y reconstruction with a single muon trigger is
the measured cross-section of both the J/y signal itself (which from Figure 24 can be
seen to increase dramatically without a second muon requirement) and the backgrounds,
which have much larger single muon cross-sections than the di-muon equivalents[79].
The main background sources to J/y in this case are kaon and pion decays in flight,
cc — uX and bb — uX. Out of these, bb — uX have by far the hardest muon spectrum
and are expected to dominate in the area of interest pt(u) > 6 GeV, with an estimated
cross-section of 6.14 ub.

In order to reduce the overall rate, as well as to reduce the combinatorial back-
ground under the J/y peak, the single muon trigger cut of pt > 10 GeV was used (a
non-prescaled Level-1 single muon trigger ‘ u10’). With this trigger, the cross section
corresponding to the main background, bb — uX, isabout 1 ub, while the contribution
of the ‘signal’ process pp — JyX isabout 15 nb.
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The expected cross section for prompt J/y production with the single muon trigger
110 is comparable to that with the di-muon triggers.

The single muon trigger sample allows for wider acceptance in the decay angle
distribution, largely complementary to the di-muon sample.

4 Charmonium reconstruction

In this section we show the reconstruction performance for charmonium based on the
u6ud di-muon trigger scenario. We present the expected reconstruction efficiencies,
resolutionsand acceptancesfor oniaat ATLAS, and analyse the main background sources.
At ATLAS, muon candidates consist of tracks reconstructed in the Inner Detector (I1D),
ID tracks tagged with muon spectrometer hits or ssimply standalone muons from the
muon spectrometer. The candidates are initially recorded by the trigger system de-
scribed in Section 3. In each event which passes the di-muon trigger, all the recon-
structed muon candidates are combined into oppositely charged pairs, and each of these
pairsisanalysed in turn. Truth-matching of reconstructed tracks is achieved using a n-
¢ match to the Monte Carlo generated information (mc-truth), where the particle in the
mc-truth that has the correct Particle Data Group (PDG) [77] 1D number and the closest
match in AR = \/An?+ A¢? isreturned. Once all the required information about the
muon pair has been stored. The invariant mass is calculated and if the mass is above
1 GeV, (applied to reduce the number of onium candidates rate; no upper mass limit
isimposed at this point) then the CTVMFT vertexing package[76] is used to refit the
two tracks to a common vertex. The fraction of surviving J/w candidates before the
refit is 96% (constraints to refit the tracks of the muon candidates to a common vertex,
if possible). If agood vertex fit is achieved, the pair is accepted for further analysis. If
the invariant mass of the refitted tracksis within 300 MeV of the PDG mass, the pair is
considered as a charmonium candidate. The mass windows are chosen to be about six
times the expected average mass resol ution.
These invariant mass distributions are plotted in Figure 27.

: Candidates .
Vertexing stage reconstructed AM | Resolution
Before 96% 3Mev/ | 54Me/
After 87% 4MeV | 54MeV

Table 6: Percentage of J/y candidates reconstructed (without trigger efficien-
cies) in £300 MeV mass interval in the direct J/w sample, before and after ver-
texing, along with the corresponding invariant mass deviation from PDG values
and derived resolutions.
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Figure 27: J/y invariant mass distribution for muon candidates before and after
the unconstrained vertex fit.

Table 6 summarises the invariant mass distributions of the J/y that result pre- and
post-vertexing.

The invariant mass resolution depends on the pseudorapidities of the two muon
tracks. To illustrate this effect (Fugure28), all accepted onia candidates are divided
into three classes depending on the np of the muons, and Gaussian fits are performed to
determine the resol utions and mass shifts.

Theresults are presented in Table 7.

Resolution o, MeV
Average || Barrel | Mixed | Endcap
| Iy | +4+1 | 53 || 42 | 54 | 75 |

charmonium || Myec — Mppg, MeV

Table 7: Mass shiftsand resolutionsfor di-muon invariant mass distributions after
the vertex fit, for J/y candidates.

It isfound that the mass resolution is the highest when both tracks are reconstructed
in the barrel area, |n| < 1.05, degrades somewhat if both tracks are reconstructed in
the endcap region, |n| > 1.05, and is close to its average value for the mixed n events.
It should be noted that no significant non-gaussian tails are observed in either of these

distributions, and thefit quality isgood (dx—; < 10). Also showninthetable are the shifts
of the mean reconstructed invariant mass from the respective M, = 3096.9 PDG value.
The observed mass shifts are due to a problem with simulation of material effectsin the
endcap, which has since been understood and corrected(see Section 4.5)

The reconstructed muon pairs that remain after vertexing cuts are considered to be
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Figure 28: Mass and resolution of J/y invariant mass plotted separately for
various 1 region of the two muons. ‘Barrel’ refers to the region |n| < 1.05 and
‘Endcap’ refersto theregion 1.05 < |n| < 2.7.

good charmonium candidates and further analysis is done using these pairs only. The
transverse momentum distributions of these candidates are shown in Figure 29.

As can be seen from the Figure 27 (a), prompt J/y are mainly produced with pr
above around 10 GeV, due to the di-muon trigger cuts applied to the events. Even at
these, relatively low statistics, one expects to see significant numbers of charmonia at
large pt, which will alow statistically significant high-pTt analyses beyond the reach of
the Tevatron.

Where some J/y are produced at lower pr values, this is due to the event being
triggered by one or more muons not from the J/y alowing the muonsfromtheJ/y to
be accepted with lower pr’s. Themean J/y pr from eventswith a u6u4 trigger cut is
14.6 GeV. The statistical errors on this sample correspond to the number of events that
will be produced within two weeks of early data-taking at low luminosity (assuming
103t cm=?s7Y).

Figure 30 (a) presentsthe J/y acceptance as afunction of the J/y transverse mo-
mentum, relative to the Monte Carlo generated dataset, which requires the two muons
be in |n| < 2.5 and have transverse momenta greater than 6 and 4 GeV, respectively.
These plots take into account geometric acceptance of the detector and reconstruction
efficiency losses due to vertexing, as well astrigger efficiencies.

When J/y are produced with atransverse momentum above 10 GeV we see asharp
rise in the acceptance as J/y above this threshold are able to satisfy the muon trigger
requirements within a certain kinematic configuration.

The structure in the plot of the n-dependence of J/y reconstruction efficiency,
shown in Figure 30, highlights the configuration necessary in order for muons from the
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Figure 29: Transverse momentum distribution of triggered reconstructed charmo-
nium candidates, al so separated into distributionsfor quarkoniafound in the barrel
and endcap regions of the detector. Statistics shown in the figures corresponds to
integrated luminosities of about 6 pb~1 for J/y .
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Figure 30: Acceptance of reconstructed prompt J/y vs. J/y transverse momen-
tum and pseudorapidity (relative to the MC generated dataset with u6u4 cuts).

J/y to be able to pass the di-muon trigger. The distribution of reconstructed charmo-
nium candidates with the angular separation of the two muons, described by the variable
AR, isshown in Figure 31.

On average, muons from reconstructed J/y (u6u4) candidates are separated by
AR ~ 0.47, and are restricted from being produced at separations larger than around
0.7.

In comparison, the higher mass of Y' requires the muons in the u6u4 case to have
much larger opening angle, with a broad distribution in AR peaking at around 1.8 and
spanning up to 2.6. (dotted linein Figure 31 (a)). One can see that for the single 110
case in Figure 31(b) (b) the distributions are much broader, and generally with smaller
separation in AR, reflecting the lower pr constraint on the second muon.

The small separation of muonsin AR for the J/y (u6u4) case has consequences
for the J/y reconstruction efficiency as a function of pseudorapidity, shown in Fig-
ure 30(b). Significant dips in efficiency are seen near n +1.2 and n = 0, due to the
muon spectrometer layout [64]. As the muons from J/y are on average separated by
only AR = 0.47, they are subject to similar material and detector effects, and so these
effects are carried over into the J/y reconstruction with very little smearing. Hence,
this distribution has a similar shape to the individual muon reconstruction efficiency
distributionin ATLAS.
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cuts (right) applied.

4.1 Background suppression

The main sources of background for prompt charmonium with a di-muon u6u4 trigger
are:

e Decaysinflight of 7% and K*

e Dréll-Yan

e Indirect J/y production

e Continuum of muon pairs from beauty (and charm) decays

The sources of low invariant mass di-muons expected to dominate at masses rel evant
toJ/y anaysisaretheirreducible Drell-Yan continuum, indirect J/y production (sep-
aration of which from the prompt signal is dealt with in Section 4.1.1), and continuum
of muon pairs from decays of charm quarks.

The rate of muon pairs from decays in flight in the mass region of interest is ex-
pected to be very small. Individual rates for muons from decays in flight and single
muon beauty decays are expected to be of the order of microbarns, but require random
coincidences in the charmonium invariant mass range. The total possible rate of such
sources has been estimated to be of the order of 1% of the signal rate, spread in a con-
tinuum. Contributions from charm decays have not been simulated, but despite having
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an estimated total rate twice as high as from beauty for a u6u4 trigger, asthe pr distri-
butions of muons from charm quarks falls more steeply, charm sources are expected to
contribute at alower level than beauty.

Figure 32 illustrates the main backgrounds and charmonium signal invariant mass
distributionsin the massrange 2 — 12 GéeV, for those events satisfying the u6p4 trigger
after reconstruction efficiencies have been taken into account. Peaks fromthe J/y and
Y (1S)are clearly visible above the background. No higher y states were simulated for
thisanalysis (see Table 5 for details of estimated cross-sections of these states).

: UL UL UL T T 1T UL UL UL | UL | T T 1T | UL
E 10 [Obb—u6udX 3
o F B Direct onia
a I B Drell-Yan ]
S
S 1 =
s - 3
S L 1
5 [ i
©

101 =

2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
Mass (GeV)

Figure 32: Sources of low invariant mass di-muons, reconstructed with a u6u4
pr trigger cut, but without any additional cuts.

4.1.1 Separation of prompt and indirect J/y

Once two muons forming a candidate J/y are reconstructed, the radial displacement
of the two-track vertex from the beamline is used to distinguish between prompt J/y
(which have a pseudo-proper time of zero), and B-hadron decays having an exponen-
tially decaying pseudo-proper time distribution due to the non-zero lifetime of the parent
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B-hadrons that may decay into quarkonia. The pseudo-proper timeis defined as

Ly -My/y

Pseudo-proper time= —————,
Prop pr(J/y)-c

(9)

where M;,, and pr’/y represent the J/y invariant mass and transverse momentum,
c isthe speed of light in vacum, and L,y is the transverse decay length of the meson as
shown in Figure 33.

f==
-

Primary™. R S Sall.,-:u'ld.nr:,'
Viertex . L Veriex

Figure 33: Definition of the Lxy.

The dependence of the resolution in radial decay length Ly, on di-muon pseudora-
pidity n isshown in Figure 34,

The pseudo-proper time (rather than the proper-time) is used because of its better
resolution. Figure 35 illustrates the pseudo-proper time distribution for both the prompt
and indirect J/y samples.

Theresol ution of the pseudo-proper time of prompt J/yw mesonsisshownin Table 8
in several pr regions and Table 9 for pseudorapidity regions. As expected, the means
for the distributionsleading to these resolutions were found to be compatible with zero.

J/y transverse | 9—-12 | 12—13 | 13—-15|15—-17 | 17-21 | > 21
momentum (GeV)
Pseudo-proper time | 0.107 | 0.103 | 0.100 | 0.093 | 0.087 | 0.068
resolution (ps)

Table 8: Pseudo-proper timeresolution of direct J/w eventsasafunction of J/y
pT.

65



)
N
o
o

e
[ |

(o2}
o
RANRARNREAN RARNRRRRRRRE

S

‘0.5””1”“1.5””2””

N
__o
=

I

-é_

Figure 34: Radial position resolution of secondary vertex for J/y decays as a
function of the J/y pseudorapidity.

J/yv pseudorapid- | 0—0.8 | 08—-16|1.6—25
ity
Pseudo-proper time || 0.087 0.095 0.117
resolution (ps)

Table 9: Pseudo-proper timeresolution of direct J/w eventsasafunction of J/y
pseudorapidity.

An improvement in resolution can be seen with increasing of the J/y prt and de-
creasing |n|. Resolution is stable in the barrel region, but gradually gets worse in the
high |n| region.

A cut on the pseudo proper time can efficiently distinguish between prompt and
indirect J/yw samples. The efficiency and purity of the pseudo-proper time cuts for
prompt and indirect J/y is presented in Figure 36.

The left plot depicts the efficiency and purity of the pseudo-proper time cut to select
direct J/y andto reject theindirect sample. Conversely, theright plot displays the effi-
ciency and purity to separate B-decay candidates from the direct J/y events. Selecting
events with pseudo-proper time cut of < 0.2 psresultsin adirect J/y sample with an
efficiency of 93% and purity of 92%, whilst selecting events with a pseudo-proper time
cut of > 0.15 psyieldsan indirect J/y sample with an efficiency of 80% and purity of
60%.
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Figure 35: Pseudo-proper time distribution for reconstructed prompt J/y (red,
centred at zero) and the sum of prompt and indirect J/y from B-decays (green,
exponential distribution).
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Figure 36: Purity and efficiency measurementsfor J/y pseudo-proper time cuts.
(8) Selectionthedirect J/yw fromtheindirect.(b) Selectiontheindirect J/y from
the direct. A pseudo-proper time cut of less than 0.2 ps gives prompt J/y with
an efficiency of 93% and 8% indirect J/y contamination. A cut of more than
0.15 psgivesindirect J/y with an efficiency of 80% and 40% prompt J/y con-
tamination.

Additional flags associated to individual reconstructed muons provide further ver-
texing information. Reconstructed muon tracks are assigned to either come from the
primary vertex, a secondary vertex, or are left undetermined. By requiring that both
of the muons combined to form a J/y candidate are initiated at the primary vertex,
background from the bb — u6u4 continuum can be reduced by afactor of three whilst
reducing the signal events by around 10%. By using these muon vertex flags in con-
junction with a cut of 0.2 ps on the pseudo proper time, we can reduce the backgrounds
from Figure 32 to the levels shown in Figure 37.

4.2 Reconstruction and background suppression with asinglemuon
candidate

By using the n 10 trigger, one selects events with at least one identified muon candidate
with pt above 10 GeV. In this part of the anaysis, each reconstructed single muon
candidate is combined with oppositely-charged tracks reconstructed in the same event.
The identified muon candidate must have a pt > 10 GeV. For J/y reconstruction,
we insist that any other reconstructed track to be combined with the identified trigger
muon has an opposite electric charge and is within a cone of R = 3.0 around the muon
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Figure 37: Sources of low invariant mass di-muons, reconstructed with a u6u4
pr trigger cut, with the requirement that both muons are identified as coming from
aprimary vertex and with a proper time cut of 0.2 ps.
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direction, so asto retain over 99% of theJ/y signal events. Asin the di-muon analysis,
we require that both the identified muon and the track are flagged as having come from
the primary vertex. In addition, we impose a cut on the transverse impact parameter do,
|do| < 0.04 mm on the identified muon and |dp| < 0.10 mm on the second track, in order
to further suppress the number of background pairs from B-decays.

The invariant mass distribution for the remaining pairings of a muon and a track
is shown in Figure 38(a) for J/w with pt larger than 9 GeV and in Figure 38(b) for
J/y with pr larger than 17 GeV. The distributions are fitted using a single gaussian
for the signal and a straight line for the background (which now just comprises of the
combinatorial background from random muon+-track pairs). Clear J/y peaks can be
seen, with statistically insignificant mass shifts and the resolution close to that in the
di-muon sample. It's worth noting that the signal-to-background ratio around the J/y
peak improves slightly with increasing transverse momentum of J/y. At higher pt the
cosO* acceptance also becomes broader, which should help independent polarisation
measurements.
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Figure 38: Prompt charmonium signal and bb — X background events selected
with the 10 trigger, in the massrange around (&) J/y with pt above 9 GeV, (b)
J/y with pr above 17 GeV. The background from B decays is shown in grey.
Cuts described in the text have been applied.

We expect that the single muon sample will to be useful to select prompt J/y events
at significantly higher statistics and higher transverse momenta. The expected back-
ground is much larger than in di-muon case.
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4.3 Summary of cutsand efficiencies

Table 10 summarises the efficiencies of all the selection and background suppression
cuts described above, for both the di-muon and single muon trigger samples.

| | Trigger type | wéud| pio|

| | MC cross section | 23nb| 23nb|
€1 | Leve 1trigger 86.6% 96%
g2 | Level 2trigger 96.6% | >99%
Erec | RECONStrUction 89.2% 96%
evix | Vertex fit 99.9% 99%
& EL1EL2 " ERec ' EVix 74.5% 90%
&o | Pseudo-proper time cut 93.2% 93%
€rig | Only primary vertex tracks 96.4% 92%
ear | Second track inside cone n/a 99%
€4o | Impact parameter cut n/a 90%
& &0 €Flg” €AR" €d0 89.8% 76%

| & | Overdl efficiency ;- & | 67%| 69%|
Observed signal cross section 15nb 16 nb
Nsfor 10 pb~1 150,000 | 160,000
Ng in mass window for 10 pb~! 7000 | 700,000
Signal/Background ratio 21.4 0.23

Table 10: Predicted and observed cross-sections for prompt charmonia, and effi-
ciencies of various selection and background suppression cuts described in Sec-
tion 4.

Not all cuts are applicable to all samples; those which are not are |abelled accord-
ingly. Numbers in italics are our estimates in cases where no adequate fully simulated
sample was available. The efficiencies for u6u4 samples are calculated relative to the
Monte Carlo sample with generator level cuts on the two fastest muon transverse mo-
menta of 6 and 4 GeV. For the u10 samples, the generator-level cut of 10 GeV was
applied to the pt of the fastest muon.

Expected yields Ng of quarkonia for 10 pb~! are given at the bottom of the ta-
ble, along with background yields Ng within the invariant mass window of +300 Me&V
around the J/y mass, and the signal-to-background ratios at the J/y mass.

For higher, excited charmonium states with vector quantum numbersthe efficiencies
are expected to be similar, but not necessarily identical. The biggest differences are
expected for v/, where the production mechanisms as well as decay kinematics are
significantly different.
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4.4 Analysisof y production

As mentioned previoudly, a sizeable fraction of prompt J/y are expected to originate
from radiative decays of heavier states, y. . These states have even C parity and there-
fore have a strong coupling to the color-singlet two gluon state, thus their dominant
production mechanism for the phase space area accessiblein ATLAS is via the subpro-
cess shown in Figure 2(b) in Section 1.

Consequently, about 30 to 40 % of J/y in our signal come from decays of y. —
J/yv + v. Unfortunately, the energies of these photons tend to be quite small. The
ability of ATLAS to detect these photons and resolve various y statesis analysed in the
following.

Reconstructing . candidates requires associating a reconstructed J/yw with the
photon emitted from the y decay. The transverse energy of all reconstructed photonsin
events with a prompt J/y is shown in Figure 39 (light grey histogram). The photon
energies are measured by the ATLAS electromagnetic calorimeter.
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Figure 39: Transverse energy distributions of photons reconstructed in prompt
J/ v eventshbefore (red histogram) and after (blue histogram) cuts on the opening
angle between the photon and the J/w momentum direction.

For x reconstruction, each reconstructed charmonium candidate is combined with
every photon reconstructed in the event, and the invariant mass of the uuy systemis
calculated using the information from the electromagnetic calorimeter.

The uuy systemis considered to be a y candidate, if:

72



¢ the difference between the invariant masses of the uuy and uu systemslies be-
tween 200 and 800 MeV, and

e the cosine of the opening angle o between the J/y and y islarger than 0.98.

The last requirement comes from the observation that for the correct 1ty combinations
the angle o is usually very small (see Figure 40). From analysis of the mc-truth infor-
mation it was found that al of the true y were found in the peak visible very close to
cos(a) = +1.
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Figure 40: Cosine distribution of the opening angle between the J/yw momentum
direction and each reconstructed y in an event. True y originating from y — J/yy
decays have acoso > 0.98 in the reconstructed events.

The transverse energy distribution for those photon candidates which satisfy the
above requirementsis presented in Figure 39 by the blue histogram. These significantly
reduce the combinatorial background but it becomes clear that the efficiency to recon-
struct y in this decay mode using calorimetry is relatively low (as was observed before
by the Tevatron results).

Figure 41 shows the distribution in AM for the selected y. decay candidates. The
expected mean positions of the peaks corresponding to o, x1 and y»2 signals are 318,
412 and 460 MeV, respectively. are indicated by arrows. The grey histogram shows the
contribution from the background process of J/y production from B-hadron decays,
some of which survive the pseudo-proper time cut.
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Figure 41: Differencein invariant masses of puy and pu systemsin prompt J/y
events (grey) with bb — u6u4X background surviving cuts (yellow). The lines
show the results of the fit described in the text. Event yields correspond to an
integrated luminosity of 10 pp~1.

The solid line in Figure 41 is the result of a simultaneous fit to the measured dis-
tribution, with the three peak positions fixed at their expected values, and the common
resolution function o(AM). The resolution in o(AM) is expected to increase with in-
creasing AM. The red lines show the shapes of individual peaks and of the background
continuum. The fit parameters are the heights of the three gaussian peaks h,o,hy1,hy2,
and the three parameters describing the smooth polynomial background. The true am-
plitudes of the peaks (15, 125 and 90, respectively) are reproduced reasonably well:

hyo=15+3,
hy1=115+5, (10)
hy2 = 100+5,

with a strong negative correlation between the last two. The resolution is found to in-
crease from about 38 MeV at o to about 60 MéV at y», whilethe overall reconstruction
efficiency of y. statesis estimated to be about 5%, it may be possible to significantly
improve the resolution by using photon conversions (software still in devel opment), but
thisisunlikely to yield a big increase in efficiency.
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4.5 Event monitoring using charmonium

Two streams of the data are running in parallel to to the nominal streams and are dedi-
cated to monitor the detector operations, calibration and data quality check.

TheJ/w will beused in both online and offline monitoring at ATLAS in the express
and physicsstreams. The express stream will contain 10 hours of datawhich is expected
to include around 15,000 J/y (with di-muon p4u4 trigger cuts), which will be used
for quasi-real time calibration and alignment of the detector. Charmonium mass shifts
in a number of different variables can be used to monitor detector alignment, material
effects, and magnetic field scale and stability, as well as to provide checks of muon
reconstruction agorithm performance. It took many years at the Tevatron to collect
sufficient statistics across arange of variablesto allow for proper correction for material
and alignment and the disentanglement of various detector effects. The expected rate
of charmonium production at ATLAS is such that we can expect to be able to perform
meaningful monitoring and corrections online and have statistics comparable to that
used at CDF for such studies within weeks.

There are many examples of where monitoring of charmonium mass shifts can be
useful in data-taking. Mass shiftsin charmoniaas afunction of transverse momentum as
in Figure 42 can reveal problemswith energy loss corrections and the muon momentum
scale. Mass shifts in Monte Carlo charmonia data have already been of used within
ATLAS to improve muon reconstruction algorithms.

s

S

T
T

| | |
15000 20000 25000 30

J/y Inv. Mass shift(MeV)
I

II|IIII|IIII|IIII|IIII|IIII|IIII|IIII-I

TE||||||
+

o
-
S
-5

Figure 42: J/y mass shift versus pr

In addition to being crucial for understanding of the detector, analysis of mass shifts
on reconstructed Monte Carlo data can also be useful as a cross-check of algorithm per-
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formance. Mass shiftsintheJ/y have already been used to find previously unobserved
large shifts in the charmonium mass in the forward detector regions (see Figure 43).
This problem we found to be due to an overcorrection of the Geant 4 muon energy loss
at high n in the muon reconstruction algorithmswhich is now fixed (the effect of the fix
isoverlaid in the same figure).
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Figure 43: J/y mass shift in n before (black dots) and after (blue triangles)
correction of muon reconstruction algorithms for Geant 4 energy loss.

An important effect is the mass shift as a function of the difference in curvature of
positive and negative muons. This effect was observed before at the CDF experiment.
Horizontal misalignmentsin the detector places result in a constant curvature offset that
can lead to significant charge-dependent tracking effects. A misalignment may be such
that a negative track has a higher assigned curvature than is truly the case (and hence
lower momentum), whilst a positive track would be affected in the opposite way.

Figure 44 shows an example of such a measurement at ATLAS simulation with two
weeks worth of simulated data. For detector alignment and data monitoring charmo-
nium provides acomplementary low pt point to the Z, for calibration and allowsfor the
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Figure 44: J/y invariant mass shift with pt difference between positive and
negative muons.

possibility to identify any systematic variations that may develop at higher pt’s.
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5 Spin-alignment studies

The NRQCD model predictsthat prompt quarkonia, produced in pp collisions, aretrans-
versely polarised, where the polarisation value increases as a function of the transverse
momentum of the particle (see Figure 6). Other production models predict different pt
dependencies of the polarisation and so this quantity serves as an important measure-
ment for discrimination between these models.

5.1 Theoretical derivation

This sections describes the derivation of the (14 a.cos?6*) form of the J/y  angu-
lar decay distribution. The derivation presented below applies not just to the decay
J/w — uu~ , but to all parity-conserving vector meson decays to spin -1/2 fermion-
antifermion pairs. It is based on the analysis in[80], which provides a complete and
genera discussion of angular distributions in particle decays. To obtain an appropri-
ate coordinate system for analyzing J/y — utu~ events at ATLAS experiment the
relevant independent vectors are:

e the proton momentum pj, in the lab frame

e theJ/w momentum f;,,, in thelab frame

e the u* momentum ﬁuJ/“’ inthe J/y rest frame

The production plane is defined by the vectors pp and B, . For thisanalysis, the decay
coordinate system (X;V; 2) is then defined by the following conditions:

e Zliesalong By/y
e yisthe production plane normal, lying along pip X By/y
e X completes the right-handed coordinate system: X=y x 2

Because Z lies along P,y , the directions of these unit vectors do not change under
boosts between the lab frame and the J/y rest frame. Their lengths can be normalized
to unity as necessary. The angular distribution of the two-body decay in the J/y rest
frame is then determined by two angles: the polar angle 6* and the azimuthal angle ¢*
of the positive muon.

P = ‘IO}J/W‘ -(siN6* cosp* K+ sinO* sing* Y+ cosH* 2) (11)

The decay is analyzed in the helicity basis, in which the u™ u~ fina state is charac-
terized by the helicities of the muons. The u™ and u~ helicities, A* and A, can
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each be +1/2 or -1/2. There are thus four conceivable matrix elements for the decay,
M(+£3,+3). Parity conservation forbids the two for which A+ = 1~ and also implies
that M(+3, 1) = M(—3,+2) The information on the production polarization of the
J/y mesonsis contained in the density matrix p:

P11 P00 P11
p=1| por pPoo Po-1 (12)
p-11 p-10 p-1-1

It is Hermitian and satisfies Tr(p) = p11+ poo + p-1-1 = 1 . The longitudinal and
transverse polarization fractions are poo and p11 + p—1-1 respectively. Since the Z axis
liesin the production plane, parity conservation imposes further constraints on p:

P-1-1=p11
pP-11=p1-1 (13)
P-10 = —pP10
Po—1= —po1

This reduces the number of independent real parametersin p to four. A convenient set
iS poo, p1—1, Re(po1) and Im(pp1) For a given production density matrix, the angular
distribution of decaysW(6*,¢*) is:

W6 95 =N- 3 [MA*17)|*pmmD, (6%,6%,0)D) (6%,9%,0) (14)
At A—,mm

Here N isanormalization factor, A = At — A, j=1 (the J/y spin) and the D’s are
Wigner functions:

Dl (@, B,7) = €7 ™d) (B)e™7 (15)
The d functions are widely used and can be looked up in various sources. They satisfy

drlr(m = (_1)m—rﬂdrjnm = dl_m_m (16)
which allows al the necessary d functions for this calculation to be derived from

_ 1+cosB ~ 1—cosf

ah(p) =2 alyp) = P at )=t (17)

V2
Calculating W is then tedious but straightforward algebra; the sum contains 18 terms,
encompassing the two possible combinations of (A *,47) and the nine possible com-
binations of (m,nY). The first step is to sum over (A*,17) and simplify the Wigner
functions:

W(0%,9%) oc Y prm€ ™ ™" (dy (67)dL1(07) +dE_1(67)d%,_1(67)  (18)
m,mY
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Writing out the d functions and substituting out all the redundant elements of p, the
eventual result is:

« ey 14+poo,,  1—3poo . wiq x
W(6*,¢") S (1+ T+ oo c0s?0*) + p1_1002¢* (1 — cos?6*) 19
+v/2Re(po1 ) cosp*sin20*

With the change of variable o = 11;3150%0 the first term becomes the familiar expres-

sion a%?)(lqt 0.c0s?0*). The other two terms depend on cos2¢* and cosg*, which both

vanish when integrated over ¢*. In the polarization analysis, the data and Monte Carlo
samples are always integrated over ¢* so these two terms are ignored.

5.2 Polarization measurements

In general, polarisations can be measured using the angular distribution of the daughter
particles produced in the particles decay.

The polarisation determines the distribution of the decay angle (as showed in the
previous section)

dr C .
S5t = a+3.(1+ 0 cos® 6%). (20)

The quantity cos6* varies between —1 and +1; where a factor C/(a + 3) is used to
normalise the distribution to a unit. The polarisation parameter o, defined as o =
(o1 —20L)/(oT +20.), isequa to +1 for transversely polarised production, where
transverse polarisation refersto helicity +£1. For longitudinal (helicity O) polarisation o
isequal to —1. Between these two extremes|lies amixture of transverse and longitudinal
production. Unpolarised production consists of equal fractions of helicity states +1, 0
and —1, and correspondsto o = 0.

Attempts to measure the polarisation of charmonia have been made at CDF. They
suffered from low | cos6*| acceptance, and hence from difficultiesin separating detector
efficiency corrections from polarisation state effects. Additionally, feed-down from y
states and B-decays dilute the prompt sample and lead to an effective depolarisation
which is difficult to measure. In particular, data from the Tevatron is limited to below
around 20 GeV where the polarisation is best predicted and the theory most understood.

Figure 45(b) shows the measured cos6* distribution from CDF for J/y decaysin
theregion 7 < pr( GeV) < 9.

At ATLASwe aimto initially measure the polarisation of directly produced mesons
only and extend this measurement up to the high pt region (~ 50 GeV) with extended
coverage in cos6*. This will alow for reduced systematics. Better discrimination of
longitudinal and transverse polarisations (which have their largest differences at high
| cos6*|) and improved fidelity of efficiency measurementsfor single and di-muonsdis-
entangled from the polarisation state. Inthe J/y case, the promptly produced mesons
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Figure 45: An example of the cos6* distribution seen for J/y in CDF data[56]
inthe 7 < pr( GeV) < 9 region and and the MC-data from ATLAS simulation
along with MC templates for longitudinal and transverse polarisations.

and those that originated from B-hadron decay can be separated using the displaced de-
cay vertices characteristic of the latter. With ahigh production rate of quarkoniait would
be possible to insist on a significantly higher purity of J/y in the analysed sample to
reduce the depolarisation effect from B-decays whilst still retaining high statistics.

Several effects affect the polarization measurement. The first is the dependence of
the detector acceptance with respect to cos6*. For example, in a decay with a large
value of cosf*, one muon emerges nearly in the same direction as the quarkonia, but
the other is emitted almost backwards and so has a low momentum in the lab frame.
With adi-muon trigger signature such as u6u4, the second muon with alow transverse
momentum is likely to fail the trigger or the selection requirements. Therefore, the
events with large values of |cos6*| have significantly lower probability of entering the
data sample.

In Section 3.4.3 the acceptance of cos6* with a di-muon trigger was presented and
shown to be similar to the situation observed at the Tevatron, with low acceptance be-
yond values larger than +£0.6. Figure 49 presents the distribution of cos6* for the
di-muon u6u4 trigger in six pr dicesof 9 < pr( GeV) < 12, 12 < pr( G&V) < 13,
13<pr(GeV) <15/ 15< pr( GeV) < 17,17 < pr( GeV) < 21 and pt > 21 GeV re-
spectively. Solely due to the decay kinematics we see that as the transverse momentum
of the J/y increases we accept a greater region of the distribution, from a maximum
of 0.5 at the lowest pr’sto over 0.8 at high pr. In al cases we see that the distribution
suffers from an acceptance distribution identical to what would be expected if the sam-
ple had longitudinal polarisation (the sample is actually unpolarised). Clearly thisisa
problem, and islikely to be a source of systematic error in the Tevatron results.
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5.3 Templet fit method

The J/y polarization is measured using a chi-squared fit to the cos?6* distribution
in the MC-data sample. The MC-data events are histogrammed in cos cos?6*. The
distributionse are ploted on Figure 49 in six bins of pt , aMC longitudinally polarized
sample (dash-dotted green), a MC transversely polarized sample (dashed blue) and a
M C-data sample (solid red). As one can see from these plots, it is not trivial to measure
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Figure 46: Distribution of cos6* for J/y (u6ud) in slices of J/y transverse
momentum.Statistics correspond to about 5 pb~?1 for the MC-Data sample and to
about 5 pb~1 for the MC-templates.

the polarization parameter from the usual fit on the MC-data sample ,colored in red.
The data points that are not effected from the acceptance of the detector (as explained
in the Section3.4.3) are concentrated in a number of bins near cos?6* = 0. At higher
pt range that number of binsis increased. This enables to perform usual fit of the
angular distribution to the theoretical predicted formula. Nevertheless, at higher pt
ranges the number of direct J/y drasticaly fall from few tens of thousand eventsin
the first pr bin (9 < pr < 12GeV) to few hundreds events in the last pt bin (pr >
21GeV) (with the statistics of 10pb~—1). We chose to use the "template fit” method
where the Monte Carlo samples are used as reference based on histogram templates
of cos?6* distributions. A MC-data histogram is fitted to a sum of three Monte Carlo
templates: onefor alongitudinally polarized sample second for atransversely polarized
sample and third is for background events sample. Longitudinal and transverse Monte
Carlo samples were generated with the same number of events, after the acceptance
was applied. Therefore the fitted weighting between the longitudinal and transverse
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templates yields the transversal fraction 3, and hence the polarization parameter o is
given by the following (Equation 21).

2-3p
a—ﬁ

The background events sample was generated with zero polarization (oo = 0) us-
ing the same detector acceptance effects as in the MC-data sample. The Monte Carlo
samples generated are large enough, so that statistical fluctuations in the templates are
negligible. The 2, showed in the following equation function was build as a sum over
the four data samples.

(21)

Xzzi(Di_(ﬁ'-l_i‘F(l—ﬁ)‘Li)‘Nl—Bi'N2)2
~ Di+ (B2 -Ti+(1—B)?-Li)-N2+Bj-N?

(22)

In that equation the notation is the following:
e D-isthe measured MC-data sample

e T-isthetransversaly polarized template

L-isthe longitudinally polarized template

B-is the background sample

Ny » - are the Normalization parameters

Figure 47 shows the 2 distributions (expalined above) in six pt ranges as afunction of
the transversaly fraction 3. By looking at the parameter B where the y? function reach
its minimum value we got the polarization parameter o« and its error. The measured
values of o in six bins of pt are presented in Figure 48. As one can see from this plot
the average polarization is well concentrated around oc = 0.5, which isthe initial value
of polarization that was set in MC-data sample.

5.4 Alternative method

As explained in Section 3.4.3, with the di-muon trigger signature such as u6u4, the
acceptance at large values of | cos6*| (where the difference between various polarisa-
tion states is the biggest) is strongly reduced, especially at low transverse momenta of
charmonium. The kinematic acceptance <7 (pr,cos0*) of the u6u4 cuts applied at the
generator level, with respect to the full generator level sample with no cuts on muon
transverse momenta, is shown with solid red linesin Figure 49 for various pt dices of

Jy.
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Figure 48: The measured polarization parameter o and itserror insix pt bin. The
initial polarization of oo = 0.5 was set to the M C data sample. Statisticscorrespond
to about 5 pb~L.



Acceptance
Acceptance
Acceptance

0.5

Acceptance
Acceptance
Acceptance

coso* coso* coso*

Figure 49: Kinematic acceptances of the u6u4 (solid red lines) and ©10 (dashed
blue lines) generator level cuts, calculated with respect to the sample with no
generator level cuts on muon pr, in slices of J/y transverse momentum: left
to right, top to bottom 9 — 12 GeV, 12 — 13 GeV, 13— 15 GeV, 15— 17 GeV,
17— 21 GeV, above 21 GeV.

The acceptance is seen to be quite low at J/y pr below 12 GeV, but in higher
pt slices there is an area in the middle of cos6* range with essentially 100% accep-
tance, which becomes broader with increasing pr of the J/y , but does not go beyond
|cosf*| ~ 0.5.

The acceptance for the single muon (u10) trigger sample, shown with the dashed
blue lines in Figure 49, is different: here the areas of 100% acceptance are at high
|cos6*|, and the dip in the middle gradually fills up with increasing pt. This sample
essentially has afull acceptance at pr > 20 GeV, apart from the drop at | cos6*| > 0.95
dueto the cut of 0.5 GeV on the pr of the track of the second muon.

The plotsin Figure 49 were obtained using a dedicated generator-level Monte Carlo
sample. The error bars shown in the figure reflect both statistical errors and the uncer-
tainties due to possible dependence on the n coverage.

The simulated “raw” measured distributions dN™" /d cos6*, for the same slices of
J/y transverse momenta, are shown in Figure 50. Again, solid red and dashed blue
lines represent the events selected by the di-muon p6u4 and the single muon p 10 trig-
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gers, respectively. The sample was generated with zero polarisation. The raw numbers

Events/bin
Events/bin
Events/bin

Events/bin
Events/bin
Events/bin

coso* coso* coso*

Figure 50: Measured distributions for u6u4- (solid red lines) and ©10- (dashed
blue lines) triggered events, in the same pr dices of the J/y candidate as in
Figure 49. The simulated data sample is unpolarised. Statistics correspond to
10 pb~1,

of measured eventsin the 1110 sample were obtained by fitting the invariant mass distri-
butions with a gaussian peak and a linear background, for each bin of cos6* in each pr
dlice. With the estimated signal-to-background ratios shown in Figure 38(a), this causes
an increase in the statistical errors, typically by afactor of 2.
In this case the corrected distributionsdN " /d cos6* are cal culated according to the
following formula:
dNeer 1 dN"&

= : 2
dcos6* o/ (pr,c0S0*)-€1-&2 dcosO* (23)

Here &, stands for the trigger and reconstruction efficiency, while &, denotes the effi-
ciency of background suppression cuts for each sample, as defined in Table 10. Their
values have been averaged over the accessible phase space within the relevant pt dlice.
Studies have shown that while g1 depend on pr (cf. Figure 30(8)), €2 remain essentially
constant over the phase space of interest. The efficiencies €1 and &, for both samples
arelisted in Table 11, while the acceptances <7 (pr, cos6*) are shown in Figure 49.
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[ pr.Ge&v [9-12[12-13[13-15]15-17[17—21] >21]|
e1(u6ud), % | 67+1| 75+1| 77+1| 78+1| 79+1|80+1
e2(1614), % | 90+1| 904+1| 90+1| 90+1| 9041 |90+1
e1(u10), % || 86+1| 89+1| 90+1| 90+1| 90+1|90+1
e2(110),% || 76+1| 76+1| 76+1| 76+1| 76+1|76+1

Table 11: Efficiencies for the u6u4 and 110 samples, averaged over each of the
six pr dlices.

At high pt the two samples (u6u4 and 1 10) increasingly overlap, thusallowing for
across-check of acceptance and efficiency corrections. However, for measurement pur-
poses the u6u4 samples are used whenever possible, complemented by 1110 samples at
high cos6*. In order to achieve this, the distributions shown in Figure 50 were appro-
priately masked and combined. The combined distributions dN"/d cos6*, corrected
according to Equation 23, are shown in Figure 51. The errors shown in the plotsinclude
the statistical errors on the raw data, as well as the uncertainties on the acceptance and
efficiencies. These cosO6* distributionsare fitted using Equation 20, with o and C asfree
parameters for each pr dice. The disadvantage of this method is that it requires higher
statistics to perform polarization measurement than the ”template fit” method does.
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Figure 51: Combined and corrected distributions in J/y polarisation angle
cosO*, for the same pr dlices asin Figure 49. The data sample is unpolarised.
Statistics correspond to 10 pb—.
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6 Systematicsuncertainties

In this section we list the various potential sources of systematics and evaluate the ap-
proximate values of uncertainties in polarization measurements. It is obvious that the
exact values of these parameters would be determined only when ATLAS (LHC) start
to take data. The current evaluation of the systematics are based only on simulation
studies. The systematic uncertainties were defined in each pr interval as the differ-
ence between the measured o without any expected uncertainty and the o value derived
with uncertainty in a specific parameter applied. These uncertainties are summarised in
Table 12.

The J/y polarization was calculated assuming that o is a constant for a given
pr bin. To estimate the uncertainty due to this approximation, the bias error in the
polarization parameter o« was calculated according to the expected uncertainty in the
initial o of the MC-data sample. It is shown in the first row of the Table 12.

We do not know exactly the ratio between the signal (directly produced J/y —
utu~) and the background (mainly indirect B — J/w — u*u~). The estimated ratio
and its uncertainty included in our MC studies (see also Appendix A.1 and /,/citel ow-
pTmuonnote, are extrapolation of the Tevatron measurements at lower energy. Using
thisinformation we vary the signal to background (S/B) ratio and measure the expected
uncertainty in the polarization parameter o« due to that effect. The results are given in
the second row of the Table 12.

Currently the trigger efficiency and purity is hard to estimate. We introduce atrigger
efficiency uncertainty of 5 %. In our polarization systematic studies the effect of that
levelof uncertanty in both Level 1 and Leval 2 trigger efficiensies is demonstrated on
the third and forth rows of the Table 12.

The background rejection study (shown in the Section 4.1.1) gives us an estimation
of the amount of indirect J/y that survive the rejection criteria and effectively change
the measured polarization. By inserting the expected uncertainty in the Pseudo-Proper
time measurement, we estimate the uncertainty in the polarization parameter o due to
the resolution of the secondary vertex measurement. The result of this study is shown
in the fifth row of the Table 12.

Our knowledge of the ratio between the directly produced J/y and the J/y which
comes from the higher charmonium stares o 1 > decaysislimited. The expected values
of the x. rejection are shown in the Section 4.4. By inserting this ()¢ rejection) uncer-
tainty in the polarization measurements al gorithm we estimate the the uncertainty in the
polarization parameter o due to the existence of unpolarized J/y in the signal sample.
The result of this study is shown in the sixth row of the Table 12.

As we saw in our reconstruction studies (presented in the Sections 4 and 4.5) the
offline reconstruction algorithms and as a result the polarization measurements depend
on the kinematic, on the pseudorapidity and the invariant mass. To estimate the uncer-
tainty in the polarization parameter of direct J/y , we insert the expected uncertainties
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in these values. The results of the study are shown in the seventh and eight rows of the
Table 12.

As presented in the Sections 4, the polarization measurement depends on the mo-
mentum measurement resolution. By inserting the expected uncertainties in the mo-
mentum measurements (along the x,y,z axis), we estimate the uncertaintiesin the polar-
ization parameter o . Itsimpact is shown in the last row of the Table 12.

J/y transverse | 9—12 | 12—-13 | 13—-15|15—-17 | 17-21 | >21
momentum (GeV)
Ao theoretical uncertainties

o variation 0.01 0.03 0.05 0.05 0.08 0.1
B — J/y cross | 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.07 0.1 0.11
section uncertainty

Aa trigger resolution uncertainties
LVL1 efficiency 0.3 0.15 0.005 | 0.005 0.01 | 0.01
LVL?2 efficiency 0.3 0.1 0.08 0.05 0.02 | 0.02

Ao background rejection uncertainties

Indirect J/y sepa- | 0.21 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.1
ration
Xc rejection 0.01 | 0.005 | 0.002 0.03 0.02 | 0.02

Ao detector resolution uncertainties
Eta acceptance 0.18 0.04 0.04 0.015 0.01 | 0.01
J/y Inv. mass 0.03 0.03 0.02 0.02 0.02 | 0.02
Momentum resolu- | 0.01 0.12 0.05 0.04 0.11 | 0.28
tion

Table 12: Systematics uncertainties in measuring the polarization parameter o
of the direct J/y events as a function of the J/y pr (Statistics correspond to
5pb~1).

The table above is based on studies of simulation with the number of event gen-
erated equivalent to 5 pb~! of data. The errors are expected to improve significantly
with the increase of the data sample. Looking on the table above it is clearly seen that
different sources of systematic dominate the error in different pt regions. While the
main contribution to systematic uncertainty in the low pt region is expected to come
from the trigger uncertainty, the main contribution in higher pt regions are a result of
our poor knowledge in the B — J/y cross-section and the momentum resol ution effect
which increases with the increase in pr. All the values stated here are a rough estimate
that would certainly change a lot once the detector will start to collect rea data. A de-
tailed comparison between data and Monte Carlo is required in order to get a precise
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evaluation of the systematic uncertainty of this measurement.
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7 Summary

During the initia run of the LHC with the luminosity of 103! cm=2 s~1, one day of
running roughly correspondsto theintegrated luminosity of 1 pb~1. Thelow luminosity
of the early LHC runs will allow to keep alow muon pt threshold, which will enable
usto collect alarge fraction of the J/y produced in the pp collisions.

With the u6u4 trigger, this would translate to about 15,000 J/y — uu recorded
events. If the u4u4 trigger is used, this number would increase to about 17,000 , with
these additional events mainly concentrated at the lower end of the charmonium trans-
verse momenta. All these events should be perfectly useable for detector alignment,
acceptance and trigger efficiency, as well as, understanding the tracking of the inner
detector and the muon system performance.

At the integrated luminosity of about 10 pb—1, recorded statistics of J/y — uu with
the u6u4 trigger will be roughly equal to the statistics used in thisthesis. Arguably, this
should be enough to make first measurements of the cross-sections, prt and n distribu-
tions and measurement of the spin alignment of J/y as afunction of their transverse
momenta. At early stage, first attempts may be made to understand the performance
of the electromagnetic calorimetry at low photon energies, and to try to reconstruct y
states from their radiative decays.

The Tevatron is currently the only proton proton accelerator which reached energy
close to that expected at the LHC. The data collected at the Tevatron contradicted the
QCD based (CSM) predictions for directly produced onia cross-section. Following its
analysis the models were tuned to meet the cross-section measurements. However this
has opened a discrepancy between the Non Relativistic QCD modified predictions for
the direct onia polarization pt dependence. CDF has measured the J/y polarization
pt dependence and both CDF and DO measured it in the Y’ channel. There are disagree-
ments between CDF and DO as well as disagreement with the NRQCD predictions. On
top of LHC increased number of eventsit has an additional advantage of reaching higher
pr region allowing measurement in the regime which ismore sensitiveto the differences
between the various theoretical predictions. Therefore we show in this thesis that we
expect to signicantly improve the previous measurements and try to improve our under-
standing of the strong coupling theory at that energy scale. The measurement strongly
depends on our tracking and low pt muon triggering understanding. Two competitive
triggering approaches are described in this analysis (the so called u6u4 and 10 meth-
ods). It isshown that the two methods are complementary, on one hand in the higher pt
region they provide a cross check one to each other and on the other hand in the lower
pr region they are complementary since they have a very small overlap. It is suggested
to combine the two approaches for a complete understanding of the effect.

By the end of the year, with the expected integrated luminosity of 100 pb~1, the
transverse momentum spectra are expected to reach about 100 GeV and possibly be-
yond. With several million J/y — uu decays, and (hopefully) good understanding of
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the detector, yc — J/yYy should become observable, while other measurements men-
tioned above will become increasingly precise.

During the future high luminosity runs, we will have to increase the trigger thresh-
old, and rescale the lower trigger threshold. Nevertheless the higher luminosity will
further expand the range of reachabl e transverse momenta, and allow further tests of the
production mechanisms and the polarization measurements, as well as make y . recon-
struction easier.
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A Appendix

A.1 PYTHIA generation of heavy quarkonium

The PYTHIA program can be used to generate high-energy physics events, i.e. sets of
outgoing particles produced in the interactions between two incoming particles. The
objective is to provide as accurate as possible a representation of event propertiesin a
wide range of reactions, within and beyond the Standard Model. This isimplemented
with emphasis on those events where strong interactions play a role, directly or in-
directly, and therefore multihadronic final states are produced. Since our theoretical
knowledge here is rather limited the program is based on a combination of analytical
results and various QCD-based models. In the following Appendix it is described the
usage of PYTHIA for generation of heavy quarkonium events within ATLAS computer
framework including the reconstruction and analysis environment [81]. It also describes
direct J/y event generation with PYTHIA simulation code in recent versions and the
new showering model presented in PYTHIA and the differences between previous and
more recent versions of this Monte Carlo (MC) code. The “Pythia i” package pro-
videstoolsfor generating particlesusing PY THIA asthe generator code and job controle
file asthe controller. It is described the modiffcations and additions introduced in these
PYTHIA releases and required changes to the users initialisation parameters. The major
change from PYTHIA release 6.3 and above is the introduction of a new underlying-
event framework for hadronic collisions and new transverse momentum ordered initial
(ISR) and final (FSR) state parton showers with an associated set of new tuning param-
eters. An important modification relevant from our point of view is the addition of new
J/y and Y’ channelsin the NRQCD COM framework.

A.2 Implementation of color-octet processesin PYTHIA

color-octet ssimulation has recently become available as standard in PYTHIA and cur-
rently implements the leading order diagramsin o for quarkonium production in both
singlet and octet modes. NRQCD long-distance matrix elements are currently set to
unity by default, some values based on fits to experimental data. PYTHIA now provides
anumber of intermediate color-octet quarkonium states (see Table 13) that can be pro-
duced in color-octet subprocesses and which subsequently decay into singlet states with
the emission of one or more soft gluons. Currently the branching fractionsin PYTHIA
have been set such that all charmonium octet states decay exclusively to the J/y sin-
glet state (443) plus a gluon, and bottomonium octet states into the Y singlet state (553)
plus a gluon. The masses of the octet states have been chosen to allow this, without too
much excess phase space, i.e. the emitted gluon is always very soft. The color-octet
particle codes are 9900000 bigger than that of the corresponding color-singlet state (and
so reside amongst the generator-specific codes). PYTHIA includes the leading order
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Particle ID | Octet state
9900441 | cgtgY)]
9900443 | cg[3s”
9910443 | PR
9900551 | bb[lgY
9900553 | bb[3s”
9910553 | bb[3p®

Table 13: PYTHIA codes (KF) for new color-octet states.

color-singlet subprocess for 3% production.

9+9—QQPsil)+g forQ=cb (24)

A summary of all the available color-singlet and color-octet production subprocesses
available in PYTHIA is given in Table 14. Several existing color-singlet processes are
repeated in the new heavy quarkonium framework so as to provide a coherent way
of defining wavefunction and matrix element normalisations for both singlet and octet
modes.

There are some new PYTHIA parameter (MSEL) values which combine severad
guarkonium production channels together. These are presented in Table 15.

Next-to-leading-order (NLO) calculations for quarkonium production are currently
only available for total cross-sections[82], so simulation of subprocesses such as g+

g—Q Q_ [38511)] + g+ g are not yet available. This NLO contribution is thought to be

of comparable magnitude to that of the 1%8) and 3PJ(8) contributions and so is likely to
affect the calculated values of the NRQCD matrix elements from Tevatron fits.

A.3 NRQCD matrix elements

PYTHIA includes ten long-distance matrix elements for charmonium and bottomonium
production in the NRQCD framework that are currently set to unity by default. From
fits to Tevatron data, many studies have provided values for these matrix elements, a
sample of which is presented in Table 16. These values are used for all studiesin this
report unless otherwise specified. It is important to note that all 3P; octet states are
simulated in PYTHIA using a single NRQCD matrix element (ﬁ(J/w)[3P(()8)]>, scaled
to other states using the relation[13]

(0CP)) = (23+1)(0(3RY)). (25)
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Color-singlet/octet production in PYTHIA
Charmonium subprocesses || Bottomonium subprocesses

421 g+g—>cﬂ35§ ]+9 | 461 g+gﬁb63s§1 |+9
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Table 14: color-singlet/octet production subprocesses introduced in PYTHIA 6.324 or
higher versions and their corresponding PYTHIA parameter (ISUB) subprocess num-
bers.

MSEL value | Switcheson ISUB
61 all charmonium processes 421-439
62 all bottomonium processes 461-479
63 both of the above 421-439 and 461-479

Table 15: New PYTHIA parameter (M SEL) subprocess menus availablein PYTHIA.
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In addition to this, it has been noted [83] that the pt-behaviour of the 3Py and 1S, char-
moniadifferential cross-sections above 5 GeV isvirtually identical and so only alinear
combination of the two contributions can be extracted from data. For this reason the
matrix elements for these two states may be combined into one effective matrix ele-
ment [84]. The combined differential cross-section of these two contributions can then
be simulated as an appropriately-scaled 1S, cross-section. Whilst this degeneracy is not
the casefor bottomoniainthe 0 < pt < 15 GeV region, the differences between the two
contributions are not great enough to reliably fit them separately, so an effective matrix
element may also be legitimately used for the 3P; and 1Sy contributions in bottomonia
production.

PYTHIA parameter | Value | Matrix element
PARP (141) 116 | (6(3/v)[?s)
PARP (142) 0.0119 | (6(3/y)[?S”])
PARP (143) 0.0L | (/W]
PARP(144) 0.0L | (6(3/y)[BRSY])/me
PARP (145) 0.05 | (6(x0)3P"])/m2
PARP (146) 9.28 | (o(1)Ps"])

PARP (147) 0.15 | (6(1)[?”))

PARP (148) 0.02 | (6(r)[:S)

PARP (149) 0.02 | (0(Y)PPP])/m?
PARP (150) 0.085 | (€ (xmo) PPSY]) /2

Table 16: Matrix element parametersin PY THIA used in this study for charmonium and
bottomonium production in the NRQCD framework (derived from datain[59]).

For J/y production, the effective matrix element can be written in the form:

Mas(isy +3PY) = (01°s?]) +3.5(0P))) /mé

A comparison was conducted between J/y events simulated with an effective matrix
element of 0.045 for 3Py and 1Sy contributions and events simulated with separate ma-
trix element parameters as givenin Table 16. The two methods produce almost identical
results. For the purposes of this study however, it was decided that the two contributions
would be ssimulated separately (rather than with an effective matrix element) and com-
bined at the analysis stage to ensure that any differences between the two contributions
(particularly in the case of bottomonium) are not |ost.
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A.4 Event Kinematics

In this section are compared various distributions generated with PY THIA version 6.221
(as used for the generation of the so-called Rome events) and version 6.403 used in
current ATLAS software. The top plot in Figure 52 compares the transverse momen-
tum distributions of charmonium, the middle plot — the pseudorapidity of charmonium
and the bottom one — the event multiplicity of hadrons in the charmonium production
events. The comparison was done using the “old showering model” in both cases (see
Section A.5 for details). The events were generated with a threshold on the transverse
momentum of the two outgoing muons. The highest transverse momentum muon was
required to have pr above 6 GeV and the second one above 4 GeV (u6u4).

Pyihiab22iv 6403 ] [T P using Pythia 6.403
P using Pythia 6.221

800

200

L h L L L L
10 20 30 40 50 60 70

Pr [GeV]

Pseudorapidity distributions, Pythia 6.221 vr. 6.403

------- Pseudorapidity using Pythia 6.403
Pseudorapidity using Pythia 6.221
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700

600

300

- L s s .
50 60 70 80 90

[Gev]

Figure 52: Events kinematics (transverse momentum, pseudorapidity and event multi-
plicity) for thetwo PYTHIA versions 6.221 (red) and 6.403 (blue).

The comparison of the two PYTHIA versions shows a good agreement in terms of
the pseudorapidity, however there are dight deviations in the event multiplicity and
transverse momentum distributions. The newer PYTHIA version gives slightly higher
pr at the level of about 2 GeV and its multiplicity is slightly decreased.
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A.5 New showering model

Some improvements are required in the way parton showers in the energetic pp col-
lisions expected at the LHC are simulated. Each of the commonly used Monte Carlo
simulation programs such as HERWIG, ARIADNE, PYTHIA/JETSET uses somewhat dif-
ferent approach for simulating this complicated process. The PyTHIA authors have
decided to face this complexity by developing a new scheme in which the different
QCD processes, occurring when highly energetic hadrons collide, are interleaved in a
common sequence ordered by decreasing transverse momentum. As aresult, they open
a phase space competition between multiple parton-parton interactions and radiative
correction effects.

Up until now the performance of the PYTHIA old showering scheme was verified
using the data collected by existing accelerators. Py THIA tuned with the “Tune A” [85]
set of parameters was able to describe the data collected with the Tevatron. Hence,
the hope is that the new approach will be able to repeat the successes of the simpler
approach of the old scheme, and moreover to explain and predict hadron showering
effects in the much higher energy regime.

In the new scheme the branchings are taken in order of falling hardness with inter-
play between the multiple parton interactions and ordered initial state radiation (ISR).
An ISR branching reduces the phase space available to al further branchings at alower
scale. Thisistruefor all interactions and not just the hardest as was the case in previous
PYTHIA versions. The branching of the hardest interaction will only be unaffectedif itis
abovethe Pr scales of all secondary interactions. While moving to the new multiplein-
teraction model, with Pr-ordered ISR and final state radiation (FSR) showers, PYTHIA
authors introduced a separate top-level event generation routine PY EVNW instead of
the previous PYEVNT routine.

A long list of parameters has to be set differently depending on the model used. Ob-
vioudly not al parameter combinations are meaningful. Therefore in the following table
we give two recommended sets of parameters suitable for the old model (PYEVNT)
and the new one (PY EVNW). It should be noted that the previous showering model and
Multiple Interaction (MI) scenario used for older ATLAS data sets is still kept in the
recent PYTHIA versions and is accessible through appropriate switches in job controle
file (see for example appropriate parameters in Table 17). However one should keep
in mind that the parameters of the “old” model are not available in the C++ PYTHIA
version 8.

A.6 Parton distribution functions

A study was conducted into the differences between charmonium production using the
CTEQ6M Parton Distribution Function (PDF) (which uses next-to-leading order calcu-
lations in the MS scheme) and the CTEQ6L 1 PDF (which uses leading order calcula-
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parameter | PYEVNT | PYEVNW | Description

MSTP(81) 1 21 New model, smooth ISR, high FSR

MSTP(70) - 2 New model, smooth ISR, high FSR

MSTP(72) - 2 New model, smooth ISR, high FSR

PARP(82) 2.0 2.50 Pro and reconnect

MSTP (95) - 1 Pro and reconnect

PARP (78) - 1.3 Pro and reconnect

MSTP(82) 4 5 ExpOfPow(1.8) overlap profile

PARP(83) 0.5 18 When MSTP(82)=5 can vary continuously with
lower cutoff at 0.4 and interesting range be-
tween 1-2.

PARP(89) 1800 1800 Reference energy & rescaling pace

PARP(90) 0.25 0.25 Reference energy & rescaling pace

PARJ(81) - 0.14 ApsR scale

MSTP(89) - 1 Beam remnants

MSTP(89) - 0 Beam remnants

PARP(79) - 2.0 Beam remnants

PARP (80) - 0.01 Beam remnants

PARP(67) 4 - Scale factor for ISR

PARP(84) 04 - Parameter of the assumed matter overlaps be-
tween the two colliding hadrons.

PARP(85) 0.9 - Probability that an additional interaction in
the old multiple-interaction formalism gives
two gluons, with color connections to “nearest
neighbours’ in momentum space.

PARP (86) 0.95 - PARP (85) or asaclosed gluon loop.

Table 17: The recommended parameter sets suitable for the two different showering
models implemented in the code. The second column lists the “Tune-A” set of pa-
rameters associated with the old PY EVNT routine, while the third column lists values
recommended when using the new showering model PY EVNW.
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tions [with aleading order o value]) (see [86] for further details).

Using a PYTHIA pt-cutoff of 1.0 GeV and muon trigger cuts of 1.25 GeV on each
muon and rapidity within |y| < 0.6, a sample of three million charmonium events was
produced at CDF run |l beams and energies (pp, 1.96 TeV) using both CTEQ6M and
CTEQ6L1. Thiswas also compared with the LHC ATLAS setup at 14 TeV described
previously with these two PDFs.

It was found that the CTEQ6L 1 predicted cross-section was around 50% larger than
that of the CTEQ6M sample. at both the Tevatron and LHC setups (see Table 18 for
details).

Tevatron (pp, 1.96 TeV) | LHC (pp, 14 TeV)
CTEQS6L1 12 nb 37nb
CTEQ6M 8nb 27 nb

Table 18: Predicted PYTHIA integrated cross-sections for charmonium production at
CDF run Il and ATLAS.

Currently the CTEQ6L 1 PDF (giving a less conservative cross-section estimate) is
the default PDF used in ATLAS physics analyses. This PYTHIA study and its tuned
parameters set was utilized in our J/y polarization pr dependence analysis. One need
to bare in mind that once the LHC data is available it will require further tunning to
the Monte-Carlo parameter set. The current method can be used as a framework for the
tunning process.
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