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Motivation 
•  ϒ in pp (Accepted by PRD,  arXiv:1012.5545) 

–  The hadroproduction of quarkonia is not well understood. None of the existing 
theories successfully reproduce both the differential cross section and the 
polarization measurements 

–  The LHC produces high pT ϒ at a large rate and has the potential to 
discriminate between the emerging new models 
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•  ϒ in PbPb (CMS-HIN-10-006) 
–  Bottomonium measurement helps characterize the 

dense matter produced in heavy-ion collisions beyond 
the SPS and RHIC charmonium results 

–  The full spectroscopy of quarkonium states has been 
suggested as a possible thermometer for the QGP 

–  Suppression of quarkonia is a longstanding classical 
prediction as QGP signature 

–  Suppression is also produced by nuclear absorption? 



ϒ Cross Section for pp @ 7 TeV 
•  pp run 2010 @ 7 TeV  (Lint = 3.1 pb-1) 
•  Cross section 
•  Result (The ϒ(nS) cross section at 7 TeV integrated over the rapidity range |y|<2) 
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tion using the photos algorithm. To estimate the sys-

tematic uncertainty associated with this procedure, the

acceptance is calculated without FSR and 20% of the dif-

ference is taken as the uncertainty based on a study in

Ref. [14] (0.8%).

The definition of acceptance used in this analysis re-

quires that the muons from the Υ decay produce recon-

structible tracks. The kinematic selection is applied to

the reconstructed pT and η values of these tracks. Un-

certainties on the measurement of track parameters also

affect the acceptance as a systematic uncertainty. The

dominant uncertainty is associated with the measure-

ment of the track transverse momentum. The acceptance

is sensitive to biases in track momentum and to differ-

ences in resolution between the simulated and measured

distributions. The magnitude of these effects is quanti-

fied by comparing measurements of resonance mass and

width between simulation and data [19]. To determine

the effect on the Υ acceptance, we introduce a track pT
bias of 0.2%, chosen to be four times the maximum mo-

mentum scale residual bias after calibration (0.3%). We

also vary the transverse momentum resolution by ±10%,

corresponding to the uncertainty in the resolution mea-

surement using J/ψ, and recalculate the acceptance map

(0.1%).

Imperfect knowledge of the production pT spectrum of

the Υ resonances at
√
s = 7TeV contributes a systematic

uncertainty. The Υ MC sample used for the acceptance

calculation, Eq. (2), was generated flat in pT, whereas
the pT spectrum in the data peaks at a few GeV/c, and
behaves as a power law above 5GeV/c. To study the

effect of this difference, we have re-weighted the sample

in pT to more closely describe the expected distribution

in data based on a fit to the spectrum obtained from

pythia (1%).

The distribution of the z position of the pp interaction

point influences the acceptance. We have produced MC

samples of Υ(nS) at different positions along the beam

line, between −10 and +10 cm with respect to the center

of the nominal collision region (1%).

High-statistics MC simulations are performed to com-

pare T&P single-muon and dimuon efficiencies to the

actual MC values for both the Υ and J/ψ, see Figs. 3

and 4. The differences and their associated uncertain-

ties are taken as a source of systematic uncertainty. The

contributions are: possible bias in the T&P technique

(0.1%), differences in the J/ψ and Υ kinematics (1%),

and the possible misestimation of the double-muon Υ

efficiency as the product of the single-muon efficiencies

(1.6%).

Monte Carlo trials of the fitter demonstrate that it

is consistent with providing an unbiased estimate of the

yield of each resonance, its mass, and the mass resolution

(1%). A systematic variation may arise from differences

between the dimuon invariant-mass distribution in the

data and in the PDFs chosen for the signal and back-

ground components in the fit. We consider the follow-

ing variations in the signal PDF. As the CB parameters

which describe the radiative tail of each resonance are

fixed from MC simulation in the nominal fit to the data,

we vary the CB parameters by three times their uncer-

tainties (3%). We also remove the resonance mass differ-

ence constraint in the pT integrated fit (0.6%). We vary

the background PDF by replacing the polynomial by a

linear function, while restricting the fit to the mass range

8–12GeV/c2 (3% when fitting the full pT and y ranges,

varying with differential interval).

The determination of the integrated luminosity nor-

malization is made with an uncertainty of 11% [9]. The

relative systematic uncertainties from each source are

summarized in Table VII for the full rapidity range, for

two rapidity ranges in Table VIII, and for five rapid-

ity ranges in Table IX. The largest sources of systematic

uncertainty arise from the statistical precision of the effi-

ciency measurements from data and from the luminosity

normalization, with the latter dominating.

VIII. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

The analysis of the collision data acquired by the CMS

experiment at
√
s = 7TeV, corresponding to an inte-

grated luminosity of 3.1±0.3 pb−1
, yields a measurement

of the Υ(nS) integrated production cross sections for the

range |y| < 2:

σ(pp → Υ(1S)X) · B(Υ(1S) → µ+µ−
) = 7.37± 0.13(stat.)+0.61

−0.42(syst.)± 0.81(lumi.) nb ,

σ(pp → Υ(2S)X) · B(Υ(2S) → µ+µ−
) = 1.90± 0.09(stat.)+0.20

−0.14(syst.)± 0.24(lumi.) nb ,

σ(pp → Υ(3S)X) · B(Υ(3S) → µ+µ−
) = 1.02± 0.07(stat.)+0.11

−0.08(syst.)± 0.11(lumi.) nb .

The Υ(1S) and Υ(2S) measurements include feed-

down from higher-mass states, such as the χb family

and the Υ(3S). These measurements assume unpolar-

ized Υ(nS) production. Assumptions of fully-transverse

or fully-longitudinal polarizations change the measured

cross-section values by about 20%. The differential
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FIG. 7. Υ(nS) differential cross sections in the rapidity interval |y| < 2 (top left), and in the rapidity intervals |y| < 1 and
1 < |y| < 2 for the Υ(1S) (top right), Υ(2S) (bottom left) and Υ(3S) (bottom right). The uncertainties on the points represent
the sum of the statistical and systematic uncertainties added in quadrature, excluding the uncertainty on the integrated
luminosity (11%).
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ity. The rapidity is defined as y = 1
2 ln

�
E+p�
E−p�

�
, where E

is the energy and p� the momentum parallel to the beam
axis of the muon pair.

The dimuon invariant-mass spectrum in the Υ(nS)
region for the dimuon transverse momentum interval
pT < 30GeV/c is shown in Fig. 1 for the pseudorapid-
ity intervals |ηµ| < 2.4 (top) and |ηµ| < 1.0 (bottom).

FIG. 1. The dimuon invariant-mass distribution in the vicin-
ity of the Υ(nS) resonances for the full rapidity covered by
the analysis (top) and for the subset of events where the pseu-
dorapidity of each muon satisfies |ηµ| < 1 (bottom). The solid
line shows the result of a fit to the invariant-mass distribu-
tion before accounting for acceptance and efficiency, with the
dashed line denoting the background component. Details of
the fit are described in Section VI.

Determined as a parameter of the fit function described
in Section VI, the Υ(1S) mass resolution is 96±2MeV/c2

including muons from the entire pseudorapidity range,
and 69 ± 2MeV/c2 when both muons satisfy |ηµ| < 1.
The observed resolutions are in good agreement with the
predictions from MC simulation.

IV. ACCEPTANCE

The Υ → µ+µ− acceptance of the CMS detector is
defined as the product of two terms. The first is the
fraction of upsilons of given pT and y where each of the
two muons satisfies Eq. (1). The second is the probability
that each muon can be reconstructed in the tracker using
the CMS software, in the absence of other particles in the
detector except theΥ decay products and without quality
cuts imposed. Both terms are evaluated by simulation
and parametrized as a function of the pT and rapidity of
the Υ.
The acceptance is calculated from the ratio

AΥ (pT, y) =
NΥ

rec (pT, y)

NΥ
gen (pT, y)

, (2)

where NΥ
gen (pT, y) is the number of upsilons generated

in a (pT, y) bin, while NΥ
rec (pT, y) is the number recon-

structed in the same (pT, y) region but now using the
reconstructed, rather than generated, variables. In addi-
tion, the numerator requires that the two muons recon-
structed in the silicon tracker satisfy Eq. (1).
The acceptance is evaluated with a signal MC sample

in which the Υ decay to two muons is generated with the
evtgen [20] package including the effects of final-state
radiation. There are no particles in the event besides the
Υ, its daughter muons, and final-state radiation. The up-
silons are generated uniformly in pT and rapidity. This
sample is then fully simulated and reconstructed with
the CMS detector simulation software to assess the ef-
fects of multiple scattering and finite resolution of the
detector. Systematic uncertainties arising from the de-
pendence of the measurement of the cross section on the
MC description of the pT spectrum and resolution are
evaluated in Sec. VII. The acceptance is calculated for
two-dimensional (2-D) bins of size (1GeV/c, 0.1) in the re-
constructed (pT, y) of the Υ, and it is used in candidate-
by-candidate yield corrections.
The 2-D acceptance map for unpolarized Υ(1S) is

shown in the upper plot of Fig. 2.
The acceptance varies with dimuon mass. This is

shown in the bottom plot of Fig. 2, which displays the
acceptance integrated over the rapidity range as a func-
tion of pT for each upsilon resonance. The transverse-
momentum threshold for muon detection, especially in
the forward region, is small compared to the upsilon
mass. Therefore, when the Υ decays at rest, both muons
are likely to reach the muon detector. When the Υ
has a modest boost, the probability is greater that one
muon will be below the muon detection threshold and the
acceptance decreases until the Υ transverse momentum
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splittings, were compatible with expectations based on charmonium potential models [26]. The subsequent pro-127

duction and measurement of the Υ resonances in e+e− annihilation at threshold is described in an early review by128

Berkelman [10].129

The Υ cross section has been measured at the Tevatron at 1.8 and 1.96 TeV center-of-mass energies by the CDF [4],130

and D0 [3] experiments. The production mechanism of the Υ in hadronic collisions is not yet understood [12]. The131

current theoretical approach is based on non-relativistic QCD (NRQCD) factorization, a recent paper is Ref. [5].132

In the first step a bb̄ quark pair is produced (see Table 1) in a bound state with specific quantum numbers. This133

amplitude is calculated with perturbative QCD. In the second step, the bb̄ state may evolve directly to an Υ(nS)134

state or to a higher mass bottomium state which subsequently decays to an Υ(nS). The possible decay sequences135

are shown in Fig. 1.2. In all cases Υ(nS) production is prompt.136

Table 1: Stages in the hadroproduction of Υ(nS) resonances.

1st step 2nd step 3rd step production type
bb̄ → Υ(nS) – prompt, direct

pp̄ → bb̄+X bb̄ → χb χb → Υ(nS) + γ prompt, indirect
bb̄ → Υ(n�S) Υ(n�S) → Υ(nS) +X prompt, indirect
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Figure 1: Bottomonium states.

The leading order (LO) NRQCD calculation [14, 6, 9] is unable to predict the yield or pT dependence of the137

measured cross section. With the inclusion of higher order corrections the yield and the pT dependence can138

be reproduced, but at the price of introducing unknown long-distance-matrix NRQCD matrix elements that are139

determined from fits to the data [11]. However, the polarization predicted disagrees with both the published140

CDF [4] and D0 measurements [3]. Ref. [5] contains a recent update to the NRQCD calculations which succeed141

in reproducing the data, and contain predictions for Υ(nS) production at the LHC.142

2 Analysis Strategy143

The measurement of the Υ(1S), Υ(2S) and Υ(3S) differential production cross sections, dσ (Υ(nS))/dpT , is per-
formed in this analysis in the di-muon decay channel which has a branching fraction of approximately 2%. At
hadron colliders one expects the Υ(nS) production cross section to be uniform in rapidity, y, therefore we measure
the differential production cross section integrated in the rapidity range |y| < 2. The strategy can be summarized
in the following expression:

dσ (pp → Υ(nS))

dpT

����
|y|<2

B
�
Υ(nS) → µ+µ−� =

Nfit
Υ(nS)(pT ;A, εtrack, εid, εtrig)�

Ldt ·∆pT ·∆y
,

where144

• Nfit
Υ(nS) – is the yield of Υ(nS) obtained from a fit to the dimuon invariant mass in a given pT bin.145

• A(pΥT , y
Υ) – is the geometric and kinematic acceptance of Upsilon candidates as obtained from MC simu-146

lations.147
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20%. The pT-differential Υ(nS) cross sections for the rapidity intervals |y| < 1, 1 < |y| < 2, and

|y| < 2 are shown in Fig. 6. The pT dependence of the cross section in the two exclusive rapid-

ity intervals is the same within the uncertainties. The Υ(1S) pT-integrated, rapidity-differential

cross sections are shown in the left plot of Fig. 7. The cross section shows a slight decline to-

wards |y| = 2, consistent with the expectation from PYTHIA. The ratios of Υ(nS) cross sections

differential in pT are reported in Table 10 and shown in the right plot of Fig. 7. The uncertainty

associated with the luminosity determination cancels in the computation of the ratios. Both

ratios increase with pT. In Fig. 8 the differential cross sections for the Υ(1S), Υ(2S), and Υ(3S)
are compared to PYTHIA. The normalized pT-spectrum prediction from PYTHIA is consistent

with the measurements, while the integrated cross section is overestimated by about a factor

of two. We have not included parameter uncertainties in the PYTHIA calculation. We do not

compare our measurements to other models as no published predictions exist at
√

s = 7 TeV

for Υ production.
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Figure 6: Υ(nS) differential cross sections in the rapidity interval |y| < 2 (top left), and in

the rapidity intervals |y| < 1 and 1 < |y| < 2 for the Υ(1S) (top right), Υ(2S) (botttom left)

and Υ(3S) (bottom right). The uncertainties on the points represent the sum of the statistical

and systematic uncertainties added in quadrature, excluding the uncertainty on the integrated

luminosity (11%).
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Introduction 

Analysis Strategy 

Cross Section Measurement with !Ldt = 3/pb at 7 TeV  
Dimuon Mass  

Cross Section Definition 

Measurements of the " resonances are particularly important since the theoretical calculations 
are more robust than for the charmonium family due to the heavy bottom quark and the absence 
of b-hadron feed-down. Measurements of quarkonium hadroproduction cross sections will 
allow important tests of several alternative theoretical approaches. 

Muon Efficiencies 

Systematic Uncertainties 

The hadroproduction of quarkonia is not 
understood. None of the existing theories 
successfully reproduces both the differential 
cross section and the polarization measurements 
of charmonium and bottomonium states. 

Acceptance 

•         - detector acceptance 
•    !  -  identification, trigger  and  tracking efficiencies 
•                          -  corrected yield of Upsilon candidates  
•          -  integrated luminosity 
•              -  Upsilon transverse momentum bin size 
•          -  Upsilon rapidity bin size 

Event Selection 
•  Events passing a trigger requiring two muons at the 
hardware trigger level without any explicit pT cuts 
•  Two muons with opposite charge in the mass window 
(8,14) GeV/c2 

• Vertex #2 probability > 0.001 
•  Longitudinal separation between two muons < 2 cm 
•  Each muon satisfies: 
      - pT > 3.5 GeV/c if |$| < 1.6,  
      - pT > 2.5 GeV/c if 1.6 < |$| < 2.4,  
      - passing track quality cuts 

•                                           
      number of generated Upsilons  

•                                                    
   number of Upsilons reconstructed in the same 
(pT, y) cell using the reconstructed variables rather 
than the generated ones 

 The unpolarized Upsilon acceptance 
integrated over rapidity as a function of pT  

•   Muon identification efficiency (%id) and trigger 
efficiency (%trig) : measured with the Tag and Probe
(T&P) data-driven method utilizing the large-yield 
Jpsi data sample 
•   Muon tracking efficiency (%track) : determined in 
part with a track-embedding technique, and in part 
with T&P to measure track quality criteria 

•  Upsilon candidates are weighted to account for 
acceptance, identification and trigger efficiencies 
•  Extended unbinned maximum likelihood fit  
•  Three crystal ball Upsilon resonances with a 
polynomial background 
•  Same resolution function for the three Upsilons 
•  Relative mass differences between Upsilon peaks fixed 
to PDG values 

•  The determination of the luminosity normalization 
is made with an uncertainty of 11% 
•  Unknown production polarization  
•  Statistical uncertainty in acceptance and efficiencies 
measurements  
•  Tag and Probe bias  
•  Electromagnetic Final State Radiation 
•  Choice of probability distribution functions for the 
signals and background   

Muon Identification Efficiency 

The &(nS) production cross section at  7 TeV integrated 
over the rapidity range |y| < 2: 

Zhen Hu and Yu Zheng on behalf of the CMS Collaboration  
Purdue University 
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Results 

3.4 Υ event selection 3

The momentum measurement of charged tracks in the CMS detector is affected by system-

atic uncertainties caused by imperfect knowledge of the magnetic field, the amount of ma-

terial, and sub-detector misalignments, as well as by biases in the algorithms which fit the

track trajectory. A mismeasurement of the track momentum results in a shift and broadening

of the reconstructed peaks of dimuon resonances. An improved understanding of the CMS

magnetic field, detector alignment, and material budget was obtained from cosmic-ray muon

and LHC collision data [10, 17, 18], and the residual effects are determined by studying the

dependence of the reconstructed J/ψ dimuon invariant-mass distribution on the muon kine-

matics [19]. The transverse momentum corrected for the residual scale distortion is parame-

terized as pT = (1 + a1 + a2η2) · p�
T
, where p�

T
is the measured muon transverse momentum,

a1 = (3.8 ± 1.9) · 10
−4

, and a2 = (3.0 ± 0.7) · 10
−4

. The coefficients for terms linear in η and

quadratic in p�T and p�T · η are consistent with zero and are not included.

3.4 Υ event selection

To identify events containing an Υ decay, muons with opposite charges are paired, and the

invariant mass of the muon pair is required to be between 8 and 14 GeV/c2
. The longitudinal

separation between the two muons at their points of closest approach to the beam axis is re-

quired to be less than 2 cm. The two muon helices are fit with a common vertex constraint,

and events are retained if the fit χ2
probability is larger than 0.1%. The dimuon candidate is

confirmed offline to have passed the trigger requirements. If multiple dimuon candidates are

found in the same event, the candidate with the best vertex quality is retained; the fraction of

signal candidates rejected by this requirement is about 0.2%. Finally, the rapidity, y, of the Υ
candidates is required to satisfy |y| < 2 because the acceptance diminishes rapidly at larger ra-

pidity. The rapidity is defined as y = 1

2
ln

�
E+p�
E−p�

�
, where E is the energy and p� the momentum

parallel to the beam axis of the muon pair.

The dimuon invariant-mass spectrum in the Υ(nS) region for the dimuon transverse momen-

tum interval pT < 30 GeV/c is shown in Fig. 1 for the pseudorapidity intervals |ηµ| < 2.4 (left)

and |ηµ| < 1.0 (right). We obtain a Υ(1S) mass resolution of 96 ± 2 MeV/c2
including muons

from the entire pseudorapidity range, and 69 ± 2 MeV/c2
when both muons satisfy |ηµ| < 1.

The observed resolutions, determined as a parameter of the fit function described in Section 6,

are in good agreement with the predictions from MC simulation.

4 Acceptance
The Υ → µ+µ−

acceptance of the CMS detector is defined as the product of two terms. The

first is the fraction of upsilons of given pT and y such that each of the two muons satisfies

Eq. (1). The second is the probability that each muon can be reconstructed in the tracker using

the CMS software, in the absence of further event activity in the detector and without quality

cuts imposed. Both components are evaluated by simulation and parametrized as a function

of the pT and rapidity of the Υ.

The acceptance is calculated from the ratio

AΥ (pT, y) =
NΥ

rec (pT, y)
NΥ

gen (pT, y)
, (2)

where NΥ
gen (pT, y) is the number of upsilons generated in a (pT, y) bin, while NΥ

rec (pT, y) is the

number reconstructed in the same (pT, y) region but now using the reconstructed, rather than

3.4 Υ event selection 3

The momentum measurement of charged tracks in the CMS detector is affected by system-

atic uncertainties caused by imperfect knowledge of the magnetic field, the amount of ma-

terial, and sub-detector misalignments, as well as by biases in the algorithms which fit the

track trajectory. A mismeasurement of the track momentum results in a shift and broadening

of the reconstructed peaks of dimuon resonances. An improved understanding of the CMS

magnetic field, detector alignment, and material budget was obtained from cosmic-ray muon

and LHC collision data [10, 17, 18], and the residual effects are determined by studying the

dependence of the reconstructed J/ψ dimuon invariant-mass distribution on the muon kine-

matics [19]. The transverse momentum corrected for the residual scale distortion is parame-

terized as pT = (1 + a1 + a2η2) · p�
T
, where p�

T
is the measured muon transverse momentum,

a1 = (3.8 ± 1.9) · 10
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, and a2 = (3.0 ± 0.7) · 10
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. The coefficients for terms linear in η and

quadratic in p�T and p�T · η are consistent with zero and are not included.

3.4 Υ event selection

To identify events containing an Υ decay, muons with opposite charges are paired, and the

invariant mass of the muon pair is required to be between 8 and 14 GeV/c2
. The longitudinal

separation between the two muons at their points of closest approach to the beam axis is re-

quired to be less than 2 cm. The two muon helices are fit with a common vertex constraint,

and events are retained if the fit χ2
probability is larger than 0.1%. The dimuon candidate is
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4 4 Acceptance

Figure 1: The dimuon invariant-mass distribution in the vicinity of the Υ(nS) resonances for

the full rapidity covered by the analysis (left) and for the subset of events where the pseudo-

rapidity of each muon satisfies |ηµ| < 1 (right). The solid line shows the result of a fit to the

invariant-mass distribution before accounting for acceptance and efficiency, with the dashed

line denoting the background component. Details of the fit are described in Section 6.

generated, variables. In addition, the numerator requires that the two muons reconstructed in

the silicon tracker satisfy Eq. (1).

The acceptance is evaluated with a signal MC sample in which the Υ decay to two muons is

generated with the EVTGEN [20] package including the effects of final-state radiation. There

are no particles in the event besides the Υ, its daughter muons, and final-state radiation. The

upsilons are generated uniformly in pT and rapidity. This sample is then fully simulated and

reconstructed with the CMS detector simulation software to assess the effects of multiple scat-

tering and finite resolution of the detector. The acceptance is calculated for two-dimensional

(2-D) bins of size (1 GeV/c · 0.1) in the reconstructed pT and y of the Υ and used in candidate-

by-candidate yield corrections.

The 2-D acceptance map for unpolarized Υ(1S) is shown in the left plot of Fig. 2. The accep-

tance varies with the resonance mass. This is shown in the right plot of Fig. 2, which displays

the acceptance integrated over the rapidity range as a function of pT for each upsilon resonance.

The transverse-momentum threshold for muon detection, especially in the forward region, is

small compared to the upsilon mass. Therefore, when the Υ decays at rest, both muons are

likely to reach the muon detector. When the Υ has a modest boost, the probability is greater

that one muon will be below the muon detection threshold and the acceptance decreases until

the Υ transverse momentum reaches about 5 GeV/c, after which the acceptance rises slowly.

The production polarization of the Υ strongly influences the muon angular distributions and

is expected to change as a function of pT. In order to account for this, the acceptance is calcu-

lated for five extreme polarization scenarios [21]: unpolarized and polarized longitudinally and

transversely with respect to two different reference frames. The first is the helicity frame (HX),

defined by the flight direction of the Υ in the center-of-mass system of the colliding beams. The

second is the Collins-Soper (CS) frame [22], defined by the bisection of the incoming proton

directions in the Υ rest frame.
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12 8 Results and discussion

Imperfect knowledge of the production pT spectrum of the Υ resonances at
√

s = 7 TeV con-

tributes a systematic uncertainty. The Υ MC sample used for the acceptance calculation, Eq. (2),

was generated flat in pT, whereas the pT spectrum in the data peaks at a few GeV/c, and be-

haves as a power law above 5 GeV/c. To study the effect of this difference, we have re-weighted

the sample in pT to more closely describe the expected distribution in data based on a fit to the

spectrum obtained from PYTHIA (1%).

The distribution of the z position of the ppinteraction point influences the acceptance. We have

produced MC samples of Υ(nS) at different positions along the beam line, between −10 and

+10 cm with respect to the center of the nominal collision region (1%).

High-statistics MC simulations were performed to compare T&P single-muon and dimuon ef-

ficiencies to the actual MC values for both the Υ and J/ψ, see Figs. 3 and 4. The differences and

their associated uncertainties are taken as a source of systematic uncertainty. The contributions

are: possible bias in the T&P technique (0.1%), differences in the J/ψ and Υ kinematics (1%), and

taking the product of single-muon efficiencies as an estimate of the double-muon Υ efficiencies

(1.6%).

MC trials of the fitter demonstrate that it is consistent with providing an unbiased estimate

of the yield of each resonance, its mass, and the mass resolution (1%). A systematic variation

may arise from differences between the dimuon invariant-mass distribution in the data and

in the PDFs chosen for the signal and background components in the fit. We consider the

following variations in the signal PDF. As the CB parameters which describe the radiative tail

of each resonance are fixed from MC simulation in the nominal fit to the data, we vary the

CB parameters by three times their uncertainties (3%). We also remove the resonance mass

difference constraint in the pT integrated fit (0.6%). We vary the background PDF by replacing

the polynomial by a linear function, while restricting the fit to the mass range 8–12 GeV/c2
(3%

when fitting the full pT and y ranges, varying with differential interval).

The determination of the integrated luminosity normalization is made with an uncertainty of

11% [8]. The relative systematic uncertainties from each source are summarized in Table 7

for the full rapidity range, for two rapidity ranges in Table 8, and for five rapidity ranges in

Table 9. The largest sources of systematic uncertainty arise from the statistical precision of the

T&P determination of the efficiencies from the data and from the luminosity normalization

which dominates.

8 Results and discussion
The analysis of the collision data acquired by the CMS experiment at

√
s = 7 TeV, correspond-

ing to an integrated luminosity of 3.1± 0.3 pb
−1

, yields a measurement of the Υ(nS) integrated

production cross sections for the range |y| < 2:

σ(pp → Υ(1S)X) · B(Υ(1S) → µ+µ−) = 7.37 ± 0.13(stat.)+0.61

−0.42
(syst.)± 0.81(lumi.) nb ,

σ(pp → Υ(2S)X) · B(Υ(2S) → µ+µ−) = 1.90 ± 0.09(stat.)+0.20

−0.14
(syst.)± 0.24(lumi.) nb , (7)

σ(pp → Υ(3S)X) · B(Υ(3S) → µ+µ−) = 1.02 ± 0.07(stat.)+0.11

−0.08
(syst.)± 0.11(lumi.) nb . (8)

The Υ(1S) and Υ(2S) measurements include feed-down from higher-mass states, such as the χb
family and the Υ(3S). These measurements assume unpolarized Υ(nS) production. Assump-

tions of fully-transverse or fully-longitudinal polarizations change the cross sections by about
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FIG. 4. Single-muon trigger efficiencies as a function of pµT for six |ηµ| regions, measured from data using J/ψ T&P (closed
circles). The efficiencies determined with Υ MC truth (triangles), J/ψ MC truth (open circles), and J/ψ MC T&P (squares),
used in the evaluation of systematic uncertainties, are also shown.

in the MC simulation. Both correspond to cases where
the MC simulation is known to not fully reproduce the
detector properties or performance: gaps in the DT cov-
erage (|ηµ| < 0.4) and suboptimal timing synchroniza-
tion between the overlapping CSC and DT subsystems
(0.8 < |ηµ| < 1.2). For all cases the data-determined
efficiencies are used to obtain the central results.

The Υ efficiency is estimated from the product of
single-muon efficiencies. Differences between the single
and dimuon efficiencies determined from MC truth and
those measured with the T&P technique can arise from
the kinematic distributions of the probes and from bin
averaging. This is evaluated by comparing the single-
muon and dimuon efficiencies as determined using the
T&P method in J/ψ → µ+µ− MC events to the efficien-
cies obtained in the same events utilizing generator-level
particle information. In addition, effects arising from dif-
ferences in the kinematic distributions between the Υ and
J/ψ decay muons are investigated by comparing the effi-
ciencies determined from Υ → µ+µ− MC events to those
from J/ψ → µ+µ− MC events. In all cases the differences
in the efficiency values are not significant, and are used
only as an estimate of the associated systematic uncer-
tainties.

The efficiency of the vertex χ2 probability cut is de-
termined using the high-statistics J/ψ data sample, to

which the Υ selection criteria are applied. The efficiency
is extracted from a simultaneous fit to the dimuon mass
distribution of the passing and failing candidates. It is
found to be (99.2± 0.1)%. A possible difference between
the efficiency of the vertex χ2 probability cut for the J/ψ
and Υ is evaluated by applying the same technique to
large MC signal samples of each resonance. No signifi-
cant difference in the efficiencies is found. The efficiency
of the remaining selection criteria listed in Section III is
studied in data and MC simulation and is found to be
consistent with unity.

VI. MEASUREMENT OF THE CROSS
SECTIONS

The Υ(nS) differential cross section is determined from
the signal yield, NΥ(nS), after correcting for the accep-
tance (A) and the total efficiency (ε), through the equa-
tion

d2σ (pp → Υ(nS)X)

dpT dy
· B

�
Υ(nS) → µ+µ−�

=
NΥ(nS)(A, ε)

L ·∆pT ·∆y
, (4)
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Figure 9: (a) Unpolarized Υ(1S) acceptance as a function of pT and y; (b) The unpolarized Upsilon acceptance
integrated over rapidity as a function of pT.

obtained. Figure 12 shows profiles of the difference between the two for ΥpT and y for the sample used. The315

rapidity behavior is consistent across the entire region, showing only small variation less than 10−4. Differences316

in bias and resolution between the simulation used to calculate acceptance and data will be treated as a systematic317

uncertainty.318

8 Efficiency319

We factor the total muon efficiency into the following three conditional terms

ε(total) = ε(trig|id)× ε(id|track)× ε(track|accepted) ≡ εtrig × εid × εtrack . (7)

• εtrack - is the tracking efficiency, i.e. the efficiency that the accepted tracker track of a muon from a Υ(nS)320

decay is found in a pp collision event at 7 TeV. It is determined with the track embedding technique, described321

in Sec. 8.1 .322

• εid - is the muon identification efficiency, i.e. the efficiency that the reconstructed tracker track of the muon323

is identified as a muon with the offline selection quality cuts and measured with the Tag and Probe method,324

Sec. 8.3 .325

• εtrig - is the trigger efficiency, i.e. the efficiency that an identified muon is matched to a trigger object, also326

measured with the Tag and Probe method, Sec. 8.4 .327

The methods used to obtain each efficiency term are now described.328

8.1 Track Embedding329

The absolute track reconstruction efficiency in pp collisions is difficult to precisely quantify using data because of330

the lack of a pure, high-statistics sample of tracks with known kinematic properties that is free from selection or331

trigger biases. Nevertheless, by factoring out the single track acceptance, which is a geometric quantity calculable332

using the material model for the detector in Monte Carlo, the factors that contribute to tracking inefficiency are333

expected to be pattern recognition failures in the tracking algorithms. Such failures can result when hits associated334

with a track are either lost, or when hits not associated with track are incorrectly included in its trajectory fit.335

Both effects are expected to be driven by the tracker occupancy in the vicinity of the track in question, for which336

the accuracy of a simulation can be difficult to quantify or defend. We provide an estimate of the absolute track337

reconstruction efficiency, with respect to which relative track quality and muon ID efficiencies are defined, by338
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the acceptance for 
pT > 20 GeV/c is 
~70% 

CMS has excellent mass resolution 
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5 Efficiency
We factor the total muon efficiency into three conditional terms,

ε(total) = ε(trig|id) · ε(id|track) · ε(track|accepted) ≡ εtrig · εid · εtrack . (3)

The tracking efficiency, εtrack, combines the efficiency that the accepted track of a muon from

the Υ(nS) decay is reconstructed in the presence of other activity in the silicon tracker, as deter-

mined with a track-embedding technique [23], and the efficiency for the track to satisfy qual-

ity criteria, as determined with the tag-and-probe (T&P) technique [23] described below. The

muon identification efficiency, εid, is the probability that the track in the silicon tracker is iden-

tified as a muon. It has been computed as described in Ref. [16] and is also based on the T&P

method. The efficiency that an identified muon satisfies the trigger, εtrig, is again measured

with the same technique.

The tag and probe technique is a data-based method used in this analysis to determine the

track quality, muon trigger, and muon identification efficiencies. It utilizes dimuons from J/ψ
decays to provide a sample of probe objects. A well-identified muon, the tag, is combined with

a second object in the event, the probe, and the invariant mass is computed. The tag-probe pairs

are divided into two samples, depending on whether the probe satisfies or not the criteria for

the efficiency being evaluated. The two tag-probe mass distributions contain a J/ψ peak. The

integral of the peak is the number of probes that satisfy or fail to satisfy the imposed criteria.

The efficiency parameter is extracted from a simultaneous unbinned maximum-likelihood fit

to both mass distributions.

The J/ψ resonance is utilized for T&P efficiency measurements as it provides a large-yield and

statistically-independent dimuon sample [24]. To avoid trigger bias, events containing a tag

and probe pair have been collected with triggers that do not impose requirements on the probe

from the detector subsystem related to the efficiency measurement. For the track-quality effi-

ciency measurement, the trigger requires two muons at L1 in the muon system without using

the silicon tracker. For the muon-identification and trigger efficiencies, the trigger requires a

muon at the HLT, that is matched to the tag, paired with a silicon track of opposite sign and the

invariant mass of the pair is required to be in the vicinity of the J/ψ mass.

The component of the tracking efficiency measured with the track-embedding technique is well
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5 Efficiency
We factor the total muon efficiency into three conditional terms,

ε(total) = ε(trig|id) · ε(id|track) · ε(track|accepted) ≡ εtrig · εid · εtrack . (3)

The tracking efficiency, εtrack, combines the efficiency that the accepted track of a muon from

the Υ(nS) decay is reconstructed in the presence of other activity in the silicon tracker, as deter-

mined with a track-embedding technique [23], and the efficiency for the track to satisfy qual-

ity criteria, as determined with the tag-and-probe (T&P) technique [23] described below. The

muon identification efficiency, εid, is the probability that the track in the silicon tracker is iden-

tified as a muon. It has been computed as described in Ref. [16] and is also based on the T&P

method. The efficiency that an identified muon satisfies the trigger, εtrig, is again measured

with the same technique.

The tag and probe technique is a data-based method used in this analysis to determine the

track quality, muon trigger, and muon identification efficiencies. It utilizes dimuons from J/ψ
decays to provide a sample of probe objects. A well-identified muon, the tag, is combined with

a second object in the event, the probe, and the invariant mass is computed. The tag-probe pairs

are divided into two samples, depending on whether the probe satisfies or not the criteria for

the efficiency being evaluated. The two tag-probe mass distributions contain a J/ψ peak. The

integral of the peak is the number of probes that satisfy or fail to satisfy the imposed criteria.

The efficiency parameter is extracted from a simultaneous unbinned maximum-likelihood fit

to both mass distributions.

The J/ψ resonance is utilized for T&P efficiency measurements as it provides a large-yield and

statistically-independent dimuon sample [24]. To avoid trigger bias, events containing a tag

and probe pair have been collected with triggers that do not impose requirements on the probe

from the detector subsystem related to the efficiency measurement. For the track-quality effi-

ciency measurement, the trigger requires two muons at L1 in the muon system without using

the silicon tracker. For the muon-identification and trigger efficiencies, the trigger requires a

muon at the HLT, that is matched to the tag, paired with a silicon track of opposite sign and the

invariant mass of the pair is required to be in the vicinity of the J/ψ mass.

The component of the tracking efficiency measured with the track-embedding technique is well
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•  Further kinematic cuts applied to 
reduce background level 
–  Single muon:  
       pT

µ > 4 GeV/c, |ηµ| < 2.4 
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What do we want to measure? 
•  Yields of ϒ(1S) as function of pT, rapidity, and centrality of the 

collision 
 

–  NQQ : the number of measured ϒ in the µ+µ− decay channel 
–  NMB : the number of minimum bias events sampled by the event 

selection 
–  α : the geometric acceptance 
–  ε : the combined trigger and reconstruction efficiency  
–  ∆y and ∆pT : the bin width in rapidity and pT 

–  TAA : the nuclear overlap function ( varies with the centrality of the 
collision and has units of mb−1) 

•  Centrality bins:   0 - 10% , 10 - 20% , 20 - 100%  
•  pT bins (GeV/c): 0 - 6.5 ,  6.5 - 10 ,  10 - 20 
•  Rapidity bins:     0 < |y| < 1.2 ,  1.2 < |y| < 2.4  

6 

• Yield of  Quarkonia as function of  pT, rapidity, and centrality of  the collision:

‣ Inclusive J/!: separate prompt from non-prompt J/!;        and !(1S)

• Compare the yields measured in PbPb to the yield measured in pp at the same !s

‣ Hard probes are expected to scale with the number of  binary collisions, see e.g.

• Z production (HIN-10-003)

• Isolated photon production (HIN-11-002)

• Direct photon and total charm cross section measurements at RHIC

• …

‣ TAA: nuclear overlap function = number of  binary collision /  NN cross section

‣ If  a hard probe does not follow this scaling it must have been modified by a medium (hot/cold)

‣ Define the nuclear modification factor RAA (=1 for unmodified hard probes)

What we want to measure?

13

RAA =
1

TAA

dNAA

dσpp

!
"
#

>1: enhancement
=1: no medium effect
<1: suppression

1
TAA

· d2N

dpT dy
=

1
TAA

· 1
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·
NQQ

α ε NMB

Zhen Hu (Purdue)                          Quark Matter 2011, Annecy, May 23-29 2011 



ϒ(nS) Signal Extraction 

•  Extended unbinned maximum 
likelihood fit 
–  Signal 

•  Core Gaussian with power 
law tail of EM final state 
radiation 

•  Resolution fixed from MC 
simulation  

•  Peak separation fixed to PDG 
–  Background 

•  Second order polynomial  
•  Signal + background template was 

used successfully in 7 TeV pp 
analysis  [3/pb data] 
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ϒ(1S) raw yields: 86 ±12 
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CMS Simulation

Acceptance 

•                            :  the number of generated 
events in the MC simulation, declared 
detectable in a given acceptance cuts, within 
a mass interval for Upsilon 

•                        :  the number of all dimuons 
generated within the muon stations coverage 
of the CMS detector (|η| < 2.4) 

•  ϒ(1S) acceptance:  21.6% 

•  The systematic uncertainty: 2.8%  
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For the further analysis the data have been binned in pT and rapidity of the µ+µ− pairs as231

well as in bins of the event centrality (0–10%, 10–20%, and 20–100%). The bins in rapidity are:232

0.0 ≤ |y| < 1.2 and 1.2 ≤ |y| < 2.4. The sum of the yields in each pT or rapidity interval is233

consistent with the yield determined from a fit to the entire rapidiy and pT range of this analysis234

within uncertainty. In contrast to the J/ψ, CMS has acceptance for Υ with pT = 0 GeV/c over the235

full rapidity range. The pT bins in this analysis are 0 ≤ pT < 6.5 GeV/c, 6.5 ≤ pT < 10 GeV/c,236

and 10.0 ≤ pT < 20 GeV/c. Fig. 9 illustrates the centrality dependence of the Υ invariant mass237

distribution.238
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Figure 9: The top left panel shows the fit to the dimuon invariant-mass distribution in 0–10%
centrality for |y| < 2.4 and pT < 20 GeV/c. The top right panel shows the same for 0–100%
centrality and |y| < 1.2, the bottom panel for 1.2 ≤ |y| < 2.4.

In order to estimate the combined systematic uncertainty on the Υ(1S) yield from the different239

sources, the following parameters are varied : C.B. parameters, mass resolution by 4 MeV/c2,240

mass mean, the fitting range of two different background probability density functions (PDFs)241

by 1GeV, and different signal PDF models. The RMS of the fitted values is taken as the total242

systematic (10%). The systematic uncertainty of the fitting procedure is dominated by the vari-243

ation of the resolution of the mass fit, and is of the order of approximately 10%, reaching 13%244

for the 10–30% centrality bin. FIXME: check245

5 Acceptance and Efficiency246

5.1 Acceptance247

The dimuon signal acceptance α is defined as the fraction of dimuon signal, within a restricted248

mass interval M, produced within the muon station coverage of the CMS detector (|η| < 2.4)249

which is considered where muons are detectible and reconstructible in the CMS detector.250

α(pT, y; λθ) =
Ndimuon

reconstructible,M(pT, y; λθ)

Ndimuon
|ydimuon|<2.4(pT, y; λθ)

(4)

Where251

• Ndimuon
reconstructible,M is the number of generated events in the Monte Carlo simulation,252

declared detectable in a given (pT, y) bin according to the cuts defined in Section 3.2,253

within a mass interval M ([2.5, 3.1]GeV/c2 for J/ψ and [8.0, 12.0]GeV/c2 for Υ ).254

• Ndimuon
|ydimuon|<2.4 is the number of all dimuons generated within the muon stations cover-255

age of the CMS detector (|η| < 2.4).256
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Figure 9: The top left panel shows the fit to the dimuon invariant-mass distribution in 0–10%
centrality for |y| < 2.4 and pT < 20 GeV/c. The top right panel shows the same for 0–100%
centrality and |y| < 1.2, the bottom panel for 1.2 ≤ |y| < 2.4.
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by 1GeV, and different signal PDF models. The RMS of the fitted values is taken as the total242

systematic (10%). The systematic uncertainty of the fitting procedure is dominated by the vari-243
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For the further analysis the data have been binned in pT and rapidity of the µ+µ− pairs as231

well as in bins of the event centrality (0–10%, 10–20%, and 20–100%). The bins in rapidity are:232

0.0 ≤ |y| < 1.2 and 1.2 ≤ |y| < 2.4. The sum of the yields in each pT or rapidity interval is233

consistent with the yield determined from a fit to the entire rapidiy and pT range of this analysis234

within uncertainty. In contrast to the J/ψ, CMS has acceptance for Υ with pT = 0 GeV/c over the235

full rapidity range. The pT bins in this analysis are 0 ≤ pT < 6.5 GeV/c, 6.5 ≤ pT < 10 GeV/c,236

and 10.0 ≤ pT < 20 GeV/c. Fig. 9 illustrates the centrality dependence of the Υ invariant mass237

distribution.238
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Efficiency 
•  Trigger efficiency, reconstruction efficiency estimated using MC  
•  Efficiency definition:   

–  [reconstructed signal passing all the analysis selections] / [the generated signal]  
–  Only muons in the acceptance kinematic region are considered 

•  ϒ(1S) efficiency: 54.5%.  
•  The MC efficiency cross checked with J/ψ -> µ+µ− in data using real data 

The statistical uncertainty from data is taken into account in systematic 
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ϒ(1S) Invariant Yields in PbPb  

•  No obvious rapidity dependence  
•  No clear centrality dependence (but 20–100% is not very peripheral) 
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• Yield of  Quarkonia as function of  pT, rapidity, and centrality of  the collision:

‣ Inclusive J/!: separate prompt from non-prompt J/!;        and !(1S)

• Compare the yields measured in PbPb to the yield measured in pp at the same !s

‣ Hard probes are expected to scale with the number of  binary collisions, see e.g.

• Z production (HIN-10-003)

• Isolated photon production (HIN-11-002)

• Direct photon and total charm cross section measurements at RHIC

• …

‣ TAA: nuclear overlap function = number of  binary collision /  NN cross section

‣ If  a hard probe does not follow this scaling it must have been modified by a medium (hot/cold)

‣ Define the nuclear modification factor RAA (=1 for unmodified hard probes)

What we want to measure?
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RAA =
1

TAA

dNAA

dσpp

!
"
#

>1: enhancement
=1: no medium effect
<1: suppression

1
TAA

· d2N

dpT dy
=

1
TAA

· 1
∆y ∆pT

·
NQQ

α ε NMB

•  Systematic uncertainties: 
–  Yield extraction: 8–14%.  Acceptance: 1–5%.  Efficiency: 14%.  TAA: 4.3–15% 

•  Statistical uncertainties: 5–20% 
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Nuclear Modification Factor: RAA 
With the pp @ 2.76 TeV data, we can 
measure RAA 

 
 
 
NPbPb = 86 ± 12[stat] ± 3[syst] 
Npp = 101 ± 12[stat] ± 3[syst] 
TAA = 5.66 mb-1 

NMB = 55.7M MB PbPb collisions 
Lpp = 225 nb-1 

 
 
ϒ(1S) RAA in the most central 20% 

–  0.60 ± 0.12(stat.) ± 0.10(syst.) 
–  consistent with the suppression of 

excited states (50% feed-down 
contribution measured by CDF) 
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Npp
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· 1
εcent

Systematic uncertainties: RAA

• intpp: 4% from lumi group, based on VdM scan

• TAA: 4.3–15%

• NQQ: 0.5–5%; vary fit functions, both in pp and PbPb, independently

• !: cancels, we compare PbPb with pp

• "PbPb(cent) = "trig ! "reco(cent):

‣ correct each yield with the proper efficiency

• most corrections cancel in the ratio (shape variations of  acceptance and efficiency, 
STA reco, muon ID) except:

‣ trigger efficiency is different: limited by statistical uncertainty on TnP!2%

‣ centrality dependent reco efficiency: limited by statistical uncertainty on TnP ! 13.6%

51

εpp

εPbPb(cent)
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ϒ（1S） RAA 

•  0-100% RAA = 0.62 ± 0.11 ± 0.10 
•  No obvious rapidity dependence 
•  High pT not as suppressed ? 
•  Waiting for more data next year 
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Suppression of excited ϒ states  
in PbPb collisions at 2.76 TeV 
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ϒ(2S+3S) vs ϒ(1S) 
•  Measure the fraction of excited states ϒ(2S+3S) relative to ϒ(1S) 
•  Fraction extracted directly from the fit to the PbPb and pp data 

sample (both at 2.76 TeV) 
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!(2S+3S) !(1S)
PbPb

= 0.24"0.12
+0.13 ±0.02!(2S+3S) !(1S)

pp
= 0.78"0.14

+0.16 ±0.02



Double Ratio 

•  Compare ratios of ϒ(2S+3S) relative to ϒ(1S) in PbPb & pp 
–  Extract double ratio directly from simultaneous fit to both samples 
–  Also divide results from fits to each sample as cross check 
–  Simultaneous fit results 
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!(2S+3S) !(1S)
PbPb

!(2S+3S) !(1S)
pp

= 0.31"0.15
+0.19(stat.)



Systematics for Double Ratio 
•  ϒ(2S+3S)/ϒ(1S) ratio in pp and PbPb benefits from 

cancellation of possible acceptance and efficiency 
differences 
–  Reconstruction and selection efficiencies: 0.5%  
–  Trigger efficiencies: negligible effect 

•  Systematic uncertainty from the fitting model  
–  Signal shape: 0.9% 
–  Mass resolution: 3.7%  
–  Background PDF and fit range: 8.2% 
–  Sum: 9.1% 

•  Statistical uncertainty (dominant): 55% 
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!(2S+3S) !(1S)
PbPb

!(2S+3S) !(1S)
pp

= 0.31"0.15
+0.19 ±0.03



p-value 

•  Generate pseudo-experiments 
following the null-hypothesis (i.e. 
no suppression) 

•  Fit pseudo-data samples with 
nominal fit 

•  Count fraction of occurrences for 
which the ratio (taken as test 
statistic) is same or lower than 
observed: 
–  p-value: 0.9% 
–  2.4σ (1-sided Gaussian test) 
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Could background fluctuation produce a result as extreme 
as observed in data? 
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Conclusion 1 
    First observation of suppression of excited ϒ states  
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Double ratio: 
 
 
The suppression is checked 
with pseudo-experiments 

–  The probability to obtain the 
measured value or lower, if 
the real double ratio is unity, 
has been calculated to be 
less than 1% 

!(2S+3S) !(1S)
PbPb

= 0.24"0.12
+0.13 ±0.02

!(2S+3S) !(1S)
pp
= 0.78"0.14

+0.16 ±0.02

!(2S+3S) !(1S)
PbPb

!(2S+3S) !(1S)
pp

= 0.31"0.15
+0.19 ±0.03



Conclusion 2 

•  Measured ϒ(1S) invariant yields as a function of centrality, pT, and y 
•  ϒ(1S) is suppressed (In the most central 20%, RAA = 0.60 ± 0.12 ± 0.10 ) 
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•  Taken together these two 
conclusions are consistent 
–  the suppression of the ϒ(1S) is the 

result of the excited ϒ states 
suppression 

•  Comparing with prompt and 
non-prompt J/ψ	

–  Prompt J/ψ suppressed the most, 

ϒ(1S) the least (in 0-20%) 
–  More details in J/ψ talk and 

quarkonia overview talk  

Torsten Dahms
(Tuesday, 15h00) 

Catherine Silvestre 
(plenary: Friday, 10h30) 



  

Thanks ! 

20 Zhen Hu (Purdue)                          Quark Matter 2011, Annecy, May 23-29 2011 


