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Abstract: The decay B+
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in pp collisions at a centre-of-mass energy of 7 TeV. A yield of 46± 12 events is reported,

with a significance of 5.0 standard deviations. The ratio of the branching fraction of

B+
c → J/ψK+ to that of B+

c → J/ψπ+ is measured to be 0.069± 0.019± 0.005, where the

first uncertainty is statistical and the second is systematic.
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The B+
c meson is composed of two heavy valence quarks, and has a wide range of

expected decay modes [1–10]. Prior to LHCb taking data, only a few decay channels,

such as B+
c → J/ψπ+ and B+

c → J/ψµ+ν had been observed [11, 12]. For pp collisions

at a centre-of-mass energy of 7 TeV, the total B+
c production cross-section is predicted

to be about 0.4µb, one order of magnitude higher than that at the Tevatron [13, 14].

LHCb has thus been able to observe new decay modes, such as B+
c → J/ψπ+π−π+ [15],

B+
c → ψ(2S)π+ [16] and B+

c → J/ψD
(∗)+
s [17], and to measure precisely the mass of the

B+
c meson [18].

In this paper, we report the first observation of the decay channel B+
c → J/ψK+

(inclusion of charge conjugate modes is implied throughout the paper). The J/ψ meson

is reconstructed in the dimuon final state. The branching fraction is measured relative to

that of the B+
c → J/ψπ+ decay mode, which has identical topology and similar kinematic

properties, as shown in figure 1. No absolute branching fraction of the B+
c meson is known

to date. The predicted ratio of branching fractions B(B+
c → J/ψK+)/B(B+

c → J/ψπ+)

is dominated by the ratio of the relevant Cabibbo-Kobayashi-Maskawa (CKM) matrix

elements |Vud/Vus|2 ≈ 0.05 [19]. However, after including the decay constants, fK+(π+),

the ratio is enhanced,

B(B+
c → J/ψK+)

B(B+
c → J/ψπ+)

≈
∣∣∣∣VusfK+

Vudfπ+

∣∣∣∣2 = 0.077 , (1)

where the values of fK+(π+) are given in ref. [19]. Taking into account the contributions of

the B+
c form factor and the kinematics, the theoretical predictions for the ratio of branching

fractions lie in the range from 0.054 to 0.088 [2, 3, 5–7, 9, 10]. The large span of these

predictions is due to the various models and the uncertainties on the phenomenological

parameters. The measurement of B(B+
c → J/ψK+)/B(B+

c → J/ψπ+) therefore provides a

test of the theoretical predictions of hadronisation.

The analysis is based on a data sample, corresponding to an integrated luminosity of

1.0 fb−1 of pp collisions, collected by the LHCb experiment at a centre-of-mass energy of

7 TeV. The LHCb detector [20] is a single-arm, forward spectrometer covering the pseudo-

rapidity range 2 < η < 5 and is designed for precise measurements in the b and c quark

sectors. The detector includes a high precision tracking system consisting of a silicon-strip

vertex detector surrounding the pp interaction region, a large area silicon-strip detector

located upstream of a dipole magnet with a bending power of about 4 Tm, and three sta-

tions of silicon-strip detectors and straw drift tubes placed downstream. The combined

tracking system has momentum resolution ∆p/p that varies from 0.4% at 5 GeV/c to 0.6%

at 100 GeV/c, and impact parameter (IP) resolution of 20µm for tracks with high trans-

verse momentum (pT). Charged hadrons are identified using two ring-imaging Cherenkov

(RICH) detectors and good kaon-pion separation is achieved for tracks with momentum

between 5 GeV/c and 100 GeV/c [21]. Photon, electron and hadron candidates are iden-

tified by a calorimeter system consisting of scintillating-pad and preshower detectors, an

electromagnetic calorimeter and a hadronic calorimeter. Muons are identified by a system

composed of alternating layers of iron and multiwire proportional chambers. The trigger

system [22] consists of a hardware stage, based on information from the calorimeter and
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Figure 1. Diagram for a B+
c → J/ψπ+(K+) decay.

muon systems, followed by a two-stage software trigger that applies event reconstruction

and reduces the event rate from 1 MHz to around 3 kHz.

In the hardware trigger, events are selected by requiring a single muon with pT >

1.48 GeV/c or a dimuon candidate with the product of their pT larger than 1.68 (GeV/c)2.

In the first stage of the software trigger, events are selected by requiring either a single

muon with pT > 1 GeV/c and p > 8 GeV/c, or a dimuon candidate with invariant mass

larger than 2.7 GeV/c2, constructed from two muons with pT > 0.5 GeV/c and p > 6 GeV/c.

In the second stage of the software trigger, dimuon candidates are selected with invariant

mass within 120 MeV/c2 of the known J/ψ mass [19] and with decay length significance

greater than 3 with respect to the associated primary vertex (PV). For events with several

PVs, the one with the smallest χ2
IP is chosen, where χ2

IP is defined as the difference in χ2

of a given PV reconstructed with and without the considered particle.

For the offline selection, the bachelor hadrons (K+ for B+
c → J/ψK+ and π+ for B+

c →
J/ψπ+ decays) are required to be separated from the B+

c PV and have pT > 0.5 GeV/c.

The B+
c candidates are required to have good vertex quality with vertex fit χ2

vtx per degree

of freedom less than 5, and mass within 500 MeV/c2 of the world average value of the B+
c

mass [19].

A boosted decision tree (BDT) [23] is used for the final event selection. The BDT is

trained using a simulated B+
c → J/ψπ+ sample as a proxy for signal and the high-mass

sideband (mJ/ψπ+ > 6650 MeV/c2) in data for background. The BDT cut value is optimised

to maximise the expected B+
c → J/ψK+ signal significance. In the simulation, pp collisions

are generated using Pythia 6.4 [24] with a specific LHCb configuration [25]. The B+
c meson

production is simulated with the dedicated generator Bcvegpy [26]. Decays of hadronic

particles are described by EvtGen [27], in which final state radiation is generated using

Photos [28]. The interaction of the generated particles with the detector and its response

are implemented using the Geant4 toolkit [29, 30] as described in ref. [31]. The BDT

takes the following variables into account: the χ2
IP of the bachelor hadron and B+

c mesons

with respect to the PV; the B+
c vertex quality; the distance between the B+

c decay vertex

and the PV; the pT of the B+
c candidate; the χ2 from the B+

c decay vertex refit [32],

obtained with a constraint on the PV and the reconstructed J/ψ mass; and the cosine of

the angle between the momentum of the B+
c meson and the direction vector from the PV

to the B+
c decay vertex. These variables are chosen as they discriminate the signal from the

background, and have similar distributions for B+
c → J/ψK+ and B+

c → J/ψπ+ decays,
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ensuring that the systematic uncertainty due to the relative selection efficiency is minimal.

After the BDT selection, no event with multiple candidates remains.

The branching fraction ratio is computed as

B(B+
c → J/ψK+)

B(B+
c → J/ψπ+)

=
N(B+

c → J/ψK+)

N(B+
c → J/ψπ+)

· ε(B
+
c → J/ψπ+)

ε(B+
c → J/ψK+)

, (2)

where N is the signal yield of B+
c → J/ψK+ or B+

c → J/ψπ+ decays and ε is the total

efficiency, which takes into account the geometrical acceptance, detection, reconstruction,

selection and trigger effects.

An unbinned maximum likelihood fit is used to determine the yields from the J/ψK+

mass distribution of the B+
c candidates, under the kaon mass hypothesis. The total proba-

bility density function for the fit has four components: signals for B+
c → J/ψK+ and B+

c →
J/ψπ+ decays; the combinatorial background; and the partially reconstructed background.

To discriminate between pion and kaon bachelor tracks, the quantity

DLLKπ = lnL(K)− lnL(π) (3)

is used, where L(K) and L(π) are the likelihood values provided by the RICH system under

the kaon and pion hypotheses, respectively. Since the momentum spectra of the bachelor

pions and kaons are correlated with the DLLKπ, the shapes of the mass distribution used

in the fit vary as a function of DLLKπ. To reduce this dependence and separate the

two signals, the DLLKπ range is divided into four bins, DLLKπ < −5, −5 < DLLKπ <

0, 0 < DLLKπ < 5 and DLLKπ > 5. The ratio of the total signal yields is defined

as RK+/π+ =
∑4

i=1N
i
J/ψK+/

∑4
i=1N

i
J/ψπ+ , where N i

J/ψK+(π+) is the signal yield in each

DLLKπ bin i. Due to the limited sample size of the B+
c → J/ψK+ signal in the bins with

DLLKπ < −5 and −5 < DLLKπ < 0, their signal yields are fixed, respectively, to be zero

and P ×
∑4

i=1N
i
J/ψK+ where the P is the probability that the kaon from the B+

c → J/ψK+

decay has −5 < DLLKπ < 0, as estimated from simulation.

Figure 2 shows the invariant mass distributions of the B+
c candidates, calculated with

the kaon mass hypothesis in the four DLLKπ bins. In the fit to the B+
c mass spectrum,

the shape of the B+
c → J/ψK+ signal is modelled by a double-sided Crystal Ball (DSCB)

function [33] as

f(x;M,σ, al, nl, ar, nr) =



e
−a2l
2

(
nl
al

)nl
(
nl
al
− al −

x−M
σ

)−nl x−M
σ

< −al

exp

[
−1

2

(
x−M
σ

)2
]

−al ≤
x−M
σ

≤ ar

e
−a2r
2

(
nr
ar

)nr
(
nr
ar
− ar +

x−M
σ

)−nr x−M
σ

> ar

(4)

where the peak position is fixed to that from an independent fit to the B+
c → J/ψπ+ mass

distribution, and the tail parameters al,r and nl,r on both sides are taken from simulation.
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Figure 2. Mass distributions of B+
c candidates in four DLLKπ bins and the superimposed fit

results. The solid shaded area (red) represents the B+
c → J/ψK+ signal and the hatched area

(blue) the B+
c → J/ψπ+ signal. The dot-dashed line (blue) indicates the partially reconstructed

background and the dotted (red) the combinatorial background. The solid line (black) represents

the sum of the above components and the points with error bars (black) show the data. The

labels (a), (b), (c) and (d) correspond to DLLKπ < −5, −5 < DLLKπ < 0, 0 < DLLKπ < 5 and

DLLKπ > 5 for the bachelor track, respectively.

As the decay B+
c → J/ψπ+ is reconstructed with the kaon mass replacing the pion

mass, the signal is shifted to higher mass values and is modelled by another DSCB function

whose shape and the relative position to the B+
c → J/ψK+ signal are also derived from

simulation. Two corrections are applied to the B+
c → J/ψπ+ simulation sample. Firstly,

since the resolution of the detector is overestimated, the momenta of charged particles are

smeared to make the resolution on the B+
c mass in the B+

c → J/ψπ+ simulation sample

the same as that of the J/ψπ+ mass distribution of the B+
c candidates in the data sample.

Secondly, the shapes of the B+
c → J/ψπ+ mass distribution in the four DLLKπ bins depend

on the DLLKπ distribution, which is different in data and simulation. To reduce the effect of

this difference, each simulated event is reweighted by a DLLKπ dependent correction factor,

which is derived from a linear fit to the ratio of the DLLKπ distribution in background-

subtracted data, to that of the simulation sample. The background subtraction [34] is

performed with the J/ψπ+ mass distribution of the B+
c candidates in the data sample with

the pion mass hypothesis.
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The combinatorial background is modelled as an exponential function with a different

freely varying parameter in each DLLKπ bin. The contribution of the partially recon-

structed background is modelled by an ARGUS function [35]. The contribution of the

partially reconstructed background is dominated by events with bachelor pions, which

are suppressed in the high-value DLLKπ bins, therefore the number of the partially re-

constructed events in the DLLKπ > 5 bin is assumed to be zero. All parameters of the

partially reconstructed background are allowed to vary. The observed B+
c → J/ψK+ signal

yield is 46± 12 and the ratio of yields is

RK+/π+ =
N(B+

c → J/ψK+)

N(B+
c → J/ψπ+)

= 0.071± 0.020 (stat) .

The ratio of the total efficiencies computed over the full DLLKπ range is

ε(B+
c → J/ψK+)

ε(B+
c → J/ψπ+)

= 1.029± 0.007 ,

which is determined from simulation and the uncertainty is due to the finite size of the

simulation samples.

The B+
c → J/ψπ+ signal has a long tail that may extend into the high mass region. A

systematic uncertainty is assigned due to the choice of fit range, and is determined to be

0.9% by changing the mass window from 6000-6600 MeV/c2 to 6200-6700 MeV/c2 and com-

paring the results. To estimate the systematic uncertainty due to the potentially different

performance of the BDT on data and simulation, the BDT cut values have been varied in

the range 0.21-0.24, compared to a default value of 0.22. The resulting branching fraction

ratios have a spread of 5.7%, which is taken as the corresponding systematic uncertainty.

To estimate the uncertainty due to the shapes of the B+
c → J/ψK+ and B+

c → J/ψπ+

signals, the fit is repeated many times by varying the parameters of the tails of these DSCB

functions that were kept constant in the fit within one standard deviation of their values

in simulation. A spread of 0.7% is observed. For the B+
c → J/ψπ+ signal the assigned

systematic uncertainty is 0.5%.

To estimate the systematic uncertainty due to the choice of signal shape, an alter-

native B+
c → J/ψπ+ mass shape is used, which is determined from the data sample by

subtracting the background in the J/ψπ+ mass distribution of the B+
c candidates with the

pion hypothesis. A 2.7% difference with the ratio obtained with the nominal signal shape

is observed.

For the systematic uncertainty due to the choice of the partially reconstructed back-

ground shape in each DLLKπ bin, the shape is modelled with the ARGUS function con-

volved with a Gaussian function. The observed 2.3% deviation from the default fit is

assigned as the systematic uncertainty.

For the B+
c → J/ψK+ yields in the two bins with DLLKπ < 0, half of the probability

estimated from the simulation, namely 1.8%, is taken as systematic uncertainty.

To estimate the uncertainty due to the choice of the DLLKπ binning, two other binning

choices are tried: DLLKπ < −6, −6 < DLLKπ < −1, −1 < DLLKπ < 4, DLLKπ > 4 and

DLLKπ < −4, −4 < DLLKπ < 1, 1 < DLLKπ < 6, DLLKπ > 6. The average value of the

– 6 –
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Source Uncertainty (%)

Mass window 0.9

BDT selection 5.7

B+
c → J/ψK+ signal model 0.7

B+
c → J/ψπ+ signal model 0.5

Choice of signal shape 2.7

Partially reconstructed background shape 2.3

B+
c → J/ψK+ signals in DLLKπ < 0 bins 1.8

DLLKπ binning choice 1.2

K+ and π+ interaction length 2.0

Simulation sample size 0.7

Total 7.5

Table 1. Relative systematic uncertainties on the ratio of branching fractions.

results with these two binning choices has a 1.2% deviation from the default value, which

is taken as the systematic uncertainty.

There is a systematic uncertainty due to the different track reconstruction efficiencies

for kaons and pions. Since the simulation does not describe hadronic interactions with

detector material perfectly, a 2% uncertainty is assumed, as in ref. [36].

An uncertainty of 0.7% arises from the statistical uncertainty of the ratio of the total

efficiencies, which is due to the finite size of the simulation sample.

The systematic uncertainties are summarised in table 1. The total systematic uncer-

tainty, obtained as the quadratic sum of the individual uncertainties, is 7.5%.

The asymptotic formula for a likelihood-based test
√
−2 ln(LB/LS+B) is used to esti-

mate the B+
c → J/ψK+ signal significance, where LB and LS+B stand for the likelihood of

the background-only hypothesis and the signal and background hypothesis respectively. A

deviation from the background-only hypothesis with 5.2 standard deviations is found when

only the statistical uncertainty is considered. When taking the systematic uncertainty into

account, the total significance of the B+
c → J/ψK+ signal is 5.0 σ.

In summary, a search for the B+
c → J/ψK+ decay is performed using a data sample,

corresponding to an integrated luminosity of 1.0 fb−1 of pp collisions, collected by the LHCb

experiment. The signal yield is 46 ± 12 candidates, and represents the first observation

of this decay channel. The branching fraction of B+
c → J/ψK+ with respect to that of

B+
c → J/ψπ+ is measured as

B(B+
c → J/ψK+)

B(B+
c → J/ψπ+)

= 0.069± 0.019± 0.005 ,

where the first uncertainty is the statistical and the second is systematic. The measurement

is in agreement with the theoretical predictions [2, 3, 5–7, 9, 10].
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Assuming factorisation holds, the näıve prediction of the ratio B(B+
c →

J/ψK+)/B(B+
c → J/ψπ+) can be compared to other B meson decays with a

similar topology

B(B → DK+)

B(B → Dπ+)
=


0.0646± 0.0043± 0.0025 forB0

s → D−
s K

+(π+)

0.0774± 0.0012± 0.0019 forB+ → D0K+(π+)

0.074± 0.009 forB0 → D−K+(π+)

(5)

taken from ref. [19, 37, 38]. Hence, this measurement of B(B+
c → J/ψK+)/B(B+

c →
J/ψπ+) is consistent with näıve factorisation in B decays.
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[24] T. Sjöstrand, S. Mrenna and P.Z. Skands, PYTHIA 6.4 physics and manual, JHEP 05

(2006) 026 [hep-ph/0603175] [INSPIRE].

– 9 –

http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.86.094028
http://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+J+Phys.Rev.,D86,094028
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.49.3399
http://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+J+Phys.Rev.,D49,3399
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.68.094020
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0306306
http://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT+hep-ph/0306306
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s2003-01347-5
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0308149
http://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT+hep-ph/0308149
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.62.014019
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.62.014019
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9909406
http://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT+hep-ph/9909406
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.61.034012
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9909423
http://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT+hep-ph/9909423
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.81.2432
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ex/9805034
http://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT+hep-ex/9805034
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.101.012001
http://arxiv.org/abs/0802.4258
http://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT+arXiv:0802.4258
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s2004-02015-0
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0309121
http://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT+hep-ph/0309121
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0256-307X/27/6/061302
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0256-307X/27/6/061302
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.108.251802
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.108.251802
http://arxiv.org/abs/1204.0079
http://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT+arXiv:1204.0079
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.87.071103
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.87.071103
http://arxiv.org/abs/1303.1737
http://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT+arXiv:1303.1737
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.87.112012
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.87.112012
http://arxiv.org/abs/1304.4530
http://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT+arXiv:1304.4530
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.109.232001
http://arxiv.org/abs/1209.5634
http://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT+arXiv:1209.5634
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.86.010001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.86.010001
http://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+J+Phys.Rev.,D86,010001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/3/08/S08005
http://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+J+JINST,3,S08005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-013-2431-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-013-2431-9
http://arxiv.org/abs/1211.6759
http://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT+arXiv:1211.6759
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/8/04/P04022
http://arxiv.org/abs/1211.3055
http://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT+arXiv:1211.3055
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2006/05/026
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2006/05/026
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0603175
http://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT+hep-ph/0603175


J
H
E
P
0
9
(
2
0
1
3
)
0
7
5

[25] I. Belyaev et al., Handling of the generation of primary events in Gauss, the LHCb

simulation framework, IEEE Nucl. Sci. Symp. Conf. Rec. (2010) 1155.

[26] C.-H. Chang, J.-X. Wang and X.-G. Wu, BCVEGPY2.0: an upgrade version of the generator

BCVEGPY with an addendum about hadroproduction of the p-wave Bc states, Comput.

Phys. Commun. 174 (2006) 241 [hep-ph/0504017] [INSPIRE].

[27] D. Lange, The EvtGen particle decay simulation package, Nucl. Instrum. Meth. A 462

(2001) 152 [INSPIRE].

[28] P. Golonka and Z. Was, PHOTOS Monte Carlo: a precision tool for QED corrections in Z

and W decays, Eur. Phys. J. C 45 (2006) 97 [hep-ph/0506026] [INSPIRE].

[29] GEANT4 collaboration, J. Allison et al., GEANT4 developments and applications, IEEE

Trans. Nucl. Sci. 53 (2006) 270.

[30] GEANT4 collaboration, S. Agostinelli et al., GEANT4: a simulation toolkit, Nucl. Instrum.

Meth. A 506 (2003) 250 [INSPIRE].

[31] M. Clemencic et al., The LHCb simulation application, Gauss: design, evolution and

experience, J. Phys. Conf. Ser. 331 (2011) 032023.

[32] W.D. Hulsbergen, Decay chain fitting with a Kalman filter, Nucl. Instrum. Meth. A 552

(2005) 566 [physics/0503191] [INSPIRE].

[33] T. Skwarnicki, A study of the radiative cascade transitions between the Υ′ and Υ resonances,

Ph.D. thesis, Institute of Nuclear Physics, Krakow, Poland (1986), DESY-F31-86-02.

[34] M. Pivk and F.R. Le Diberder, SPlot: a statistical tool to unfold data distributions, Nucl.

Instrum. Meth. A 555 (2005) 356 [physics/0402083] [INSPIRE].

[35] ARGUS collaboration, H. Albrecht et al., Search for hadronic b→ u decays, Phys. Lett. B

241 (1990) 278 [INSPIRE].

[36] LHCb collaboration, Measurements of the branching fractions and CP asymmetries of

B+ → J/ψπ+ and B+ → ψ(2S)π+ decays, Phys. Rev. D 85 (2012) 091105

[arXiv:1203.3592] [INSPIRE].

[37] LHCb collaboration, Measurements of the branching fractions of the decays B0
s → D∓s K

±

and B0
s → D−s π

+, JHEP 06 (2012) 115 [arXiv:1204.1237] [INSPIRE].

[38] LHCb collaboration, Observation of CP-violation in B+ to DK+ decays, Phys. Lett. B 712

(2012) 203 [Erratum ibid. B 713 (2012) 351] [arXiv:1203.3662] [INSPIRE].

– 10 –

http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/NSSMIC.2010.5873949
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2005.09.008
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2005.09.008
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0504017
http://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT+hep-ph/0504017
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0168-9002(01)00089-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0168-9002(01)00089-4
http://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+J+Nucl.Instrum.Meth.,A462,152
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s2005-02396-4
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0506026
http://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT+hep-ph/0506026
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TNS.2006.869826
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TNS.2006.869826
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0168-9002(03)01368-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0168-9002(03)01368-8
http://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+J+Nucl.Instrum.Meth.,A506,250
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1742-6596/331/3/032023
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2005.06.078
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2005.06.078
http://arxiv.org/abs/physics/0503191
http://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT+physics/0503191
http://inspirehep.net/record/230779
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2005.08.106
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2005.08.106
http://arxiv.org/abs/physics/0402083
http://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT+physics/0402083
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(90)91293-K
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(90)91293-K
http://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+J+Phys.Lett.,B241,278
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.85.091105
http://arxiv.org/abs/1203.3592
http://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT+arXiv:1203.3592
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP06(2012)115
http://arxiv.org/abs/1204.1237
http://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT+arXiv:1204.1237
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2012.04.060
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2012.04.060
http://arxiv.org/abs/1203.3662
http://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT+arXiv:1203.3662


J
H
E
P
0
9
(
2
0
1
3
)
0
7
5

The LHCb collaboration

R. Aaij40, C. Abellan Beteta35,n, B. Adeva36, M. Adinolfi45, C. Adrover6, A. Affolder51,

Z. Ajaltouni5, J. Albrecht9, F. Alessio37, M. Alexander50, S. Ali40, G. Alkhazov29,

P. Alvarez Cartelle36, A.A. Alves Jr24,37, S. Amato2, S. Amerio21, Y. Amhis7, L. Anderlini17,f ,

J. Anderson39, R. Andreassen56, R.B. Appleby53, O. Aquines Gutierrez10, F. Archilli18,

A. Artamonov34, M. Artuso58, E. Aslanides6, G. Auriemma24,m, S. Bachmann11, J.J. Back47,

C. Baesso59, V. Balagura30, W. Baldini16, R.J. Barlow53, C. Barschel37, S. Barsuk7, W. Barter46,

Th. Bauer40, A. Bay38, J. Beddow50, F. Bedeschi22, I. Bediaga1, S. Belogurov30, K. Belous34,

I. Belyaev30, E. Ben-Haim8, G. Bencivenni18, S. Benson49, J. Benton45, A. Berezhnoy31,

R. Bernet39, M.-O. Bettler46, M. van Beuzekom40, A. Bien11, S. Bifani44, T. Bird53,

A. Bizzeti17,h, P.M. Bjørnstad53, T. Blake37, F. Blanc38, J. Blouw11, S. Blusk58, V. Bocci24,

A. Bondar33, N. Bondar29, W. Bonivento15, S. Borghi53, A. Borgia58, T.J.V. Bowcock51,

E. Bowen39, C. Bozzi16, T. Brambach9, J. van den Brand41, J. Bressieux38, D. Brett53,

M. Britsch10, T. Britton58, N.H. Brook45, H. Brown51, I. Burducea28, A. Bursche39,

G. Busetto21,p, J. Buytaert37, S. Cadeddu15, O. Callot7, M. Calvi20,j , M. Calvo Gomez35,n,

A. Camboni35, P. Campana18,37, D. Campora Perez37, A. Carbone14,c, G. Carboni23,k,

R. Cardinale19,i, A. Cardini15, H. Carranza-Mejia49, L. Carson52, K. Carvalho Akiba2, G. Casse51,

L. Castillo Garcia37, M. Cattaneo37, Ch. Cauet9, M. Charles54, Ph. Charpentier37, P. Chen3,38,

N. Chiapolini39, M. Chrzaszcz25, K. Ciba37, X. Cid Vidal37, G. Ciezarek52, P.E.L. Clarke49,

M. Clemencic37, H.V. Cliff46, J. Closier37, C. Coca28, V. Coco40, J. Cogan6, E. Cogneras5,

P. Collins37, A. Comerma-Montells35, A. Contu15, A. Cook45, M. Coombes45, S. Coquereau8,

G. Corti37, B. Couturier37, G.A. Cowan49, D.C. Craik47, S. Cunliffe52, R. Currie49,

C. D’Ambrosio37, P. David8, P.N.Y. David40, A. Davis56, I. De Bonis4, K. De Bruyn40,

S. De Capua53, M. De Cian39, J.M. De Miranda1, L. De Paula2, W. De Silva56, P. De Simone18,

D. Decamp4, M. Deckenhoff9, L. Del Buono8, N. Déléage4, D. Derkach14, O. Deschamps5,
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A. Dosil Suárez36, D. Dossett47, A. Dovbnya42, F. Dupertuis38, R. Dzhelyadin34, A. Dziurda25,

A. Dzyuba29, S. Easo48,37, U. Egede52, V. Egorychev30, S. Eidelman33, D. van Eijk40,

S. Eisenhardt49, U. Eitschberger9, R. Ekelhof9, L. Eklund50,37, I. El Rifai5, Ch. Elsasser39,

D. Elsby44, A. Falabella14,e, C. Färber11, G. Fardell49, C. Farinelli40, S. Farry51, V. Fave38,

D. Ferguson49, V. Fernandez Albor36, F. Ferreira Rodrigues1, M. Ferro-Luzzi37, S. Filippov32,

M. Fiore16, C. Fitzpatrick37, M. Fontana10, F. Fontanelli19,i, R. Forty37, O. Francisco2,

M. Frank37, C. Frei37, M. Frosini17,f , S. Furcas20, E. Furfaro23,k, A. Gallas Torreira36,

D. Galli14,c, M. Gandelman2, P. Gandini58, Y. Gao3, J. Garofoli58, P. Garosi53, J. Garra Tico46,

L. Garrido35, C. Gaspar37, R. Gauld54, E. Gersabeck11, M. Gersabeck53, T. Gershon47,37,

Ph. Ghez4, V. Gibson46, V.V. Gligorov37, C. Göbel59, D. Golubkov30, A. Golutvin52,30,37,
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