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1 Introduction

The B+
c meson, the lightest b̄c bound state, can only decay weakly. Since it contains only

heavy quarks, its decays can be analysed using various theoretical approaches, including

QCD-based methods [1–3] and QCD-inspired phenomenological models [4, 5]. A measure-

ment of the weak decay properties of B+
c mesons can test these approaches and provide

insight into the dynamics of the heavy quarks in the B+
c meson.

The exclusive decay1 B+
c → J/ψK+ is of particular interest since it proceeds via

a b → cus transition and thus is CKM-suppressed by a factor |Vus/Vud|2 ∼ 0.05 with

respect to B+
c → J/ψπ+, where the dominant amplitude is a b → cud transition. In ad-

dition to the CKM matrix elements, the ratio of branching fractions RK/π ≡ B(B+
c →

J/ψK+)/B(B+
c → J/ψπ+) depends on the form factors of the two decays. Theoretical cal-

culations of RK/π have been carried out using approaches that handle the non-factorisable

and non-perturbative contributions in different ways, yielding values in the range from 0.05

to 0.10 [1, 5–15].

The decay B+
c → J/ψK+ was first observed by the LHCb collaboration, which reported

a measurement of RK/π = 0.069± 0.019± 0.005 [16]. The uncertainty on this value is too

large to discriminate between the predictions quoted above. The pp data sample used in

ref. [16], taken at a centre-of-mass energy of 7 TeV and corresponding to an integrated

luminosity of 1 fb−1, is now reanalysed in this paper together with an additional sample

taken at a centre-of-mass energy of 8 TeV and corresponding to an integrated luminosity

of 2 fb−1. Owing to improvements in the analysis method as well as the increase in the

data sample size, the statistical uncertainty is reduced by a factor of more than two. The

systematic uncertainty is also reduced.

1The inclusion of charge-conjugate processes is implied throughout the paper.
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2 Detector and simulation

The LHCb detector [17, 18] is a single-arm forward spectrometer covering the pseudo-

rapidity range 2 < η < 5, designed for the study of particles containing b or c quarks.

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 stations

of silicon-strip detectors and straw drift tubes placed downstream of the magnet. The

tracking system provides a measurement of charged particle momentum, p, with a relative

uncertainty that varies from 0.5% at low momentum to 1.0% at 200 GeV/c. The minimum

distance of a track to a primary vertex (PV), the impact parameter, is measured with a

resolution of (15 + 29/pT)µm, where pT (in GeV/c) is the component of the momentum

transverse to the beam direction. Different types of charged hadrons are distinguished using

information from two ring-imaging Cherenkov (RICH) detectors. Photons, electrons and

hadrons are identified 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 comprises a hardware stage and a software stage. The hardware trigger

employed in this analysis uses information from the muon system to select single muons

or muon pairs, applying pT requirements. The subsequent software trigger is composed of

two stages, the first of which performs a partial reconstruction and requires either a pair of

well-reconstructed, oppositely charged muons having an invariant mass above 2.7 GeV/c2,

or a single well-reconstructed muon. The second stage of the software trigger applies a full

event reconstruction, and requires at least one of the following two conditions to be fulfilled:

either two opposite-sign muons must form a good-quality vertex that is well separated

from all of the primary vertices and must have an invariant mass within 120 MeV/c2 of the

known J/ψ mass [19], or an algorithm using a boosted decision tree must identify a two-

or three-track vertex that is well separated from all of the primary vertices and includes

a muon among the constituent tracks. The same trigger requirements are used to select

both B+
c → J/ψK+ and B+

c → J/ψπ+ decays, due to the similarity in their kinematic

distributions.

In the simulation, pp collisions are generated using Pythia 6 [20] with a specific

LHCb configuration [21], or, for the hard process gg → B+
c + b + c that is the dominant

source of B+
c mesons, using the dedicated generator Bcvegpy [22, 23]. Decays of hadronic

particles are described by EvtGen [24], in which final-state radiation is generated using

Photos [25]. The interaction of the generated particles with the detector, and its response,

are implemented using the Geant4 toolkit [26, 27] as described in ref. [28].

3 Event selection

Candidate B+
c → J/ψ h+ decays, with J/ψ → µ+µ− and h+ being a K+ or π+, are

reconstructed as follows. First a loose preselection is applied. Pairs of oppositely charged,

well-reconstructed muon tracks with pT > 550 MeV/c consistent with originating from a
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common vertex are combined to form J/ψ → µ+µ− candidates. Hadron (h+) candidates are

selected from well-reconstructed tracks with pT > 500 MeV/c, inconsistent with originating

from any PV and with the muon hypothesis. Candidate B+
c → J/ψK+ and B+

c → J/ψπ+

decays are formed from J/ψh+ combinations that originate from a common vertex. They

must also be within 500 MeV/c2 of the known B+
c mass [19]. The impact parameter χ2,

χ2
IP, which is defined as the difference in the vertex fit χ2 of the PV with and without the

particle under consideration, is required to be less than 16 for the B+
c candidates.

A multivariate classifier using a boosted decision tree (BDT) [29] is constructed to

further suppress the combinatorial background. The kinematic variables used as inputs to

the BDT are chosen to discriminate between signal and background. The twelve variables

chosen are: the χ2
IP of the B+

c , J/ψ , µ+, µ− and h+ candidates; the pT of the J/ψ , µ+,

µ− and h+ candidates; the χ2 per degree of freedom of the B+
c vertex fit; and the decay

time and the decay length of the B+
c candidate. Since the kaon-pion mass difference is

small compared with the energy release of B+
c → J/ψh+ decays, the distributions of the

BDT variables are similar for B+
c → J/ψK+ and B+

c → J/ψπ+ decays. The BDT is

trained with simulated B+
c → J/ψπ+ decays to represent both the B+

c → J/ψK+ and the

B+
c → J/ψπ+ signals, and with events from the upper mass sideband of the B+

c → J/ψπ+

candidates in data, [6444, 6528] MeV/c2, to represent the combinatorial background. For

one third of the events in the training samples the centre-of-mass energy is 7 TeV, and

for the rest it is 8 TeV in accordance with the ratio of integrated luminosities. Since the

BDT does not use any particle identification information, it selects both B+
c → J/ψK+

and B+
c → J/ψπ+ candidates. Particle identification requirements using information from

the RICH subdetectors are then applied to the hadrons to obtain two mutually exclusive

samples of B+
c → J/ψK+ and B+

c → J/ψπ+ candidates.

The BDT and particle identification requirements are optimised sequentially on the

sample of B+
c →J/ψK+ candidates that pass the loose preselection to maximise NK/

√
Ntot,

where Ntot is the total number of candidates within ±3 times the mass resolution around

the known B+
c mass. Here NK refers to the B+

c → J/ψK+ signal yield and is estimated to

be (Ntot −Ncomb)/(1 + 1/(reffRK/π)), where the value of RK/π is taken from the previous

LHCb measurement [16], Ncomb is the number of combinatorial background events in the

signal region extrapolated from the upper sideband, and reff represents the ratio of the

numbers of B+
c → J/ψK+ and B+

c → J/ψπ+ events that pass the B+
c → J/ψK+ selection

and fall in the signal window. After this optimisation, the BDT rejects more than 99.8% of

the combinatorial background and keeps around 70% of B+
c → J/ψh+ events. This particle

identification requirement has an efficiency of about 70% for B+
c → J/ψK+ and 87% for

B+
c → J/ψπ+, while the probabilities for a charged kaon to be misidentified as a pion and

a charged pion to be misidentified as a kaon are below 7% and 1%, respectively.

4 Signal yields and efficiency correction

The measurement is made by evaluating

RK/π ≡
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+)

, (4.1)
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where N(B+
c → J/ψK+) and N(B+

c → J/ψπ+) are the signal yields, and ε(B+
c → J/ψK+)

and ε(B+
c → J/ψπ+) are the total efficiencies estimated with simulation and control samples

of data.

The signal yields N(B+
c → J/ψK+) and N(B+

c → J/ψπ+) are obtained from a si-

multaneous unbinned maximum likelihood fit to the distribution of B+
c candidate masses

in the range 6000 to 6600 MeV/c2. These candidates include the part of the background

training sample that passes the full selection; the effect of doing so has been investigated

and found not to lead to any systematic bias. The fit model includes components due to

signal, combinatorial background and misidentified decays (B+
c → J/ψπ+ misidentified as

B+
c → J/ψK+, or vice versa).

A partially reconstructed background component is included for B+
c → J/ψπ+. This

background is mainly due to B+
c → J/ψρ+ decays followed by ρ+ → π+π0. The data show

no clear indication of partially reconstructed background for B+
c → J/ψK+. A systematic

uncertainty is assigned due to the non-inclusion of this background component.

The signal mass distribution of B+
c → J/ψ h+ is described by the sum of two double-

sided Crystal Ball (FDSCB) functions consisting of a Gaussian core and power law tails on

both sides,

fsig(MB+
c

) = αFDSCB
1 (MB+

c
) + (1− α)FDSCB

2 (MB+
c

), (4.2)

where MB+
c

is the invariant mass of the µ+µ− h+ combination with the mass of the µ+µ−

pair constrained to the known J/ψ mass. In the simultaneous fit, the Gaussian mean and

the core mass resolution σ1 of FDSCB
1 are allowed to vary, and set to be the same for both

the B+
c → J/ψπ+ and the B+

c → J/ψK+ decays. The tail parameters, the fraction α and

the ratio σ2/σ1 of the core-mass resolutions of FDSCB
1 and FDSCB

2 are fixed to the values

obtained in simulation.

The combinatorial background for each decay mode is modelled by an exponential

distribution. Background arising from misidentified B+
c → J/ψh+ decays is described by

a DSCB function, with shape and mass offset relative to the signal peak derived from

simulation for each mode separately. The invariant mass distribution of the partially

reconstructed background is taken to be an ARGUS function [30] convolved with a Gaussian

resolution function. The mean and the width parameters of the resolution function are set

to be zero and
√
ασ2

1 + (1− α)σ2
2.

The parameters estimated from the simultaneous fit are: the yield N(B+
c → J/ψπ+),

the yield ratio N(B+
c → J/ψK+)/N(B+

c → J/ψπ+), the numbers of combinatorial back-

ground events for B+
c → J/ψK+ and B+

c → J/ψπ+ decays, the number of misidentification

background events for each of the decay modes, the number of partially reconstructed back-

ground events for the B+
c → J/ψπ+ decay, and the shape parameters describing the signal

and background distributions.

The results of the separate fits to the 7 and 8 TeV samples are shown in figure 1. In

the 7 TeV sample, the yield N(B+
c → J/ψπ+) is found to be 954 ± 36 and the yield ratio

N(B+
c → J/ψK+)/N(B+

c → J/ψπ+) is found to be 0.069 ± 0.010. The corresponding

values in the 8 TeV sample are 2253± 53 and 0.059± 0.006.

– 4 –
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Figure 1. Fits to the reconstructed B+
c → J/ψK+ (left) and B+

c → J/ψπ+ (right) mass distri-

butions using 7 TeV (top) and 8 TeV (bottom) data samples. The contributions from the signal,

the misidentification background, the combinatorial background and the partially reconstructed

background are indicated in the figures.

The ratio of branching fractions RK/π is obtained by correcting the yield ratio with

the relative efficiency, as shown in eq. (4.1). The total efficiencies include contributions

from the LHCb detector acceptance and from selection, trigger and particle identification

requirements. The selection and trigger efficiencies are calculated from simulated samples.

The simulated events are weighted to account for differences from data in the track multi-

plicity distribution. It has been checked that after this weighting, the distributions of the

variables used as inputs to the BDT are similar in data and simulation. The particle iden-

tification efficiencies for hadrons are evaluated from simulation calibrated with a control

sample of D∗+ → D0π+, D0 → K−π+ decays. The efficiency ratio is determined to be

ε(B+
c → J/ψπ+)/ε(B+

c → J/ψK+) = 1.277± 0.007 and 1.284± 0.006 for 7 TeV and 8 TeV

data, respectively. The efficiency difference between B+
c → J/ψπ+ and B+

c → J/ψK+

mainly arises from particle identification for the hadrons.

5 Systematic uncertainties

Since the running conditions changed between 7 TeV and 8 TeV, the systematic uncertain-

ties on RK/π are determined separately for the two samples. Table 1 summarises the

relative systematic uncertainties associated with the mass fit and efficiency estimates that

– 5 –
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7 TeV 8 TeV

Signal model 0.5% 0.8%

Combinatorial background 1.1% 0.5%

Partially reconstructed background 3.3% 3.2%

Misidentification background 0.2% 0.0%

Particle identification efficiency 0.2% 0.1%

Detector material 0.3% 0.3%

Total 3.5% 3.4%

Table 1. Summary of the relative systematic uncertainties on RK/π.

affect the ratio of branching fractions. The sources of these uncertainties are discussed

below.

Each of the systematic uncertainties associated with the mass fit is studied by gener-

ating an ensemble of pseudoexperiments according to the nominal model described above

and fitting them with an alternative model. The difference in the mean values of RK/π
obtained is taken as the systematic uncertainty.

Changing the signal model from the sum of two DSCB functions to a single DSCB

function leads to relative systematic uncertainties of 0.5% and 0.8% for the 7 TeV and 8 TeV

data, respectively. Using a third-order polynomial in place of an exponential function for

the combinatorial background changes the mean values of RK/π by 1.1% and 0.5% for the

two samples.

In the nominal fit, the partially reconstructed background is neglected for B+
c →

J/ψK+ decays for reasons of fit stability. The associated systematic uncertainties are

estimated by including such a component in the same way as was done for B+
c → J/ψπ+

decays, and are found to be 3.3% and 3.2% for the 7 and 8 TeV data, respectively. Using

the sum of two DSCB functions instead of a single DSCB function for the misidentification

background events changes the mean values of RK/π by 0.2% and 0.0% for the two samples.

The selection and trigger efficiencies are calculated with simulated samples. Systematic

effects on the efficiency evaluation due to differences between data and simulation in the

distributions of variables such as muon momentum and B+
c decay time are investigated.

Such effects are found to cancel in the efficiency ratio and thus have negligible impact

on RK/π.

The kaon and pion identification efficiencies are measured as functions of momentum

and pseudorapidity with a control sample of D∗+ → D0π+, D0 → K−π+ decays, and rep-

resented by two-dimensional histograms. When the histogram binning is varied, the largest

changes in the efficiency ratio seen are 0.2% and 0.1% for the 7 TeV and 8 TeV samples,

and these values are assigned as the corresponding relative systematic uncertainties.

The simulation accounts for the different interaction cross-sections of pions and kaons

with matter. However, if the amount of material in the detector is not modelled correctly,

this would alter the efficiency ratio. A systematic uncertainty of 0.3% associated with this

– 6 –
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effect is assigned for both 7 TeV and 8 TeV samples. Adding all of the above contributions

in quadrature, the total relative systematic uncertainties on RK/π are 3.5% and 3.4% for

the 7 TeV and 8 TeV results.

6 Results and summary

Using the yield and efficiency ratios, the ratio of branching fractions of B+
c → J/ψK+ and

B+
c → J/ψπ+ is evaluated as

RK/π = 0.089± 0.013± 0.003

for the 7 TeV data sample and

RK/π = 0.075± 0.008± 0.003

for the 8 TeV sample, where the first uncertainties are statistical and the second are sys-

tematic.

The two results are combined by evaluating their weighted average. The systematic un-

certainties of both measurements are dominated by the contribution from the non-inclusion

of the partially reconstructed background for B+
c → J/ψK+ decays, and so are assumed

to be fully correlated, while their statistical uncertainties are independent. The combined

measurement for the 7 TeV and 8 TeV data sample is

RK/π = 0.079± 0.007± 0.003 .

This is consistent with the previous LHCb measurement RK/π = 0.069±0.019±0.005 [16],

which was based on the 7 TeV data alone. The uncertainties are significantly reduced due

to both the increased sample size and the improved event selection. The result supersedes

the previous measurement [16] and agrees with the theoretical predictions in refs. [1, 5–

7, 10, 12–15], but disfavours that based on QCD sum rules [11].
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[20] T. Sjöstrand, S. Mrenna and P.Z. Skands, PYTHIA 6.4 Physics and Manual, JHEP 05

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

[21] LHCb collaboration, Handling of the generation of primary events in Gauss, the LHCb

simulation framework, J. Phys. Conf. Ser. 331 (2011) 032047 [INSPIRE].

[22] C.-H. Chang, C. Driouichi, P. Eerola and X.G. Wu, BCVEGPY: An Event generator for

hadronic production of the Bc meson, Comput. Phys. Commun. 159 (2004) 192

[hep-ph/0309120] [INSPIRE].

[23] C.-H. Chang, J.-X. Wang and X.-G. Wu, BCVEGPY2.0: A 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].

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

(2001) 152 [INSPIRE].

[25] 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].

[26] Geant4 collaboration, J. Allison et al., Geant4 developments and applications, IEEE Trans.

Nucl. Sci. 53 (2006) 270 [INSPIRE].

[27] GEANT4 collaboration, S. Agostinelli et al., GEANT4: A Simulation toolkit, Nucl.

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

[28] LHCb collaboration, The LHCb simulation application, Gauss: Design, evolution and

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

[29] L. Breiman, J.H. Friedman, R.A. Olshen and C.J. Stone, Classification and regression trees,

Wadsworth international group, Belmont California U.S.A. (1984).

[30] ARGUS collaboration, H. Albrecht et al., Search for Hadronic b→ u Decays, Phys. Lett. B

241 (1990) 278 [INSPIRE].

– 9 –

http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.89.034008
http://arxiv.org/abs/1209.5859
http://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT+arXiv:1209.5859
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.89.017501
http://arxiv.org/abs/1307.5925
http://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT+arXiv:1307.5925
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP09(2013)075
http://arxiv.org/abs/1306.6723
http://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT+arXiv:1306.6723
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/3/08/S08005
http://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+J+%22JINST,3,S08005%22
http://dx.doi.org/10.1142/S0217751X15300227
http://arxiv.org/abs/1412.6352
http://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT+arXiv:1412.6352
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1674-1137/38/9/090001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1674-1137/38/9/090001
http://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+J+%22Chin.Phys.,C38,090001%22
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
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1742-6596/331/3/032047
http://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+J+%22J.Phys.Conf.Ser.,331,032047%22
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2004.02.005
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0309120
http://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT+hep-ph/0309120
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+%22Nucl.Instrum.Meth.,A462,152%22
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://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+IRN+6605575
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+%22Nucl.Instrum.Meth.,A506,250%22
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1742-6596/331/3/032023
http://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+J+%22J.Phys.Conf.Ser.,331,032023%22
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+%22Phys.Lett.,B241,278%22


J
H
E
P
0
9
(
2
0
1
6
)
1
5
3

The LHCb collaboration

R. Aaij39, B. Adeva38, M. Adinolfi47, Z. Ajaltouni5, S. Akar6, J. Albrecht10, F. Alessio39,

M. Alexander52, S. Ali42, G. Alkhazov31, P. Alvarez Cartelle54, A.A. Alves Jr58, S. Amato2,

S. Amerio23, Y. Amhis7, L. An40, L. Anderlini18, G. Andreassi40, M. Andreotti17,g,

J.E. Andrews59, R.B. Appleby55, O. Aquines Gutierrez11, F. Archilli1, P. d’Argent12,

J. Arnau Romeu6, A. Artamonov36, M. Artuso60, E. Aslanides6, G. Auriemma26, M. Baalouch5,

I. Babuschkin55, S. Bachmann12, J.J. Back49, A. Badalov37, C. Baesso61, W. Baldini17,

R.J. Barlow55, C. Barschel39, S. Barsuk7, W. Barter39, V. Batozskaya29, B. Batsukh60,

V. Battista40, A. Bay40, L. Beaucourt4, J. Beddow52, F. Bedeschi24, I. Bediaga1, L.J. Bel42,

V. Bellee40, N. Belloli21,i, K. Belous36, I. Belyaev32, E. Ben-Haim8, G. Bencivenni19, S. Benson39,

J. Benton47, A. Berezhnoy33, R. Bernet41, A. Bertolin23, F. Betti15, M.-O. Bettler39,

M. van Beuzekom42, I. Bezshyiko41, S. Bifani46, P. Billoir8, T. Bird55, A. Birnkraut10,

A. Bitadze55, A. Bizzeti18,u, T. Blake49, F. Blanc40, J. Blouw11, S. Blusk60, V. Bocci26,

T. Boettcher57, A. Bondar35, N. Bondar31,39, W. Bonivento16, A. Borgheresi21,i, S. Borghi55,

M. Borisyak67, M. Borsato38, F. Bossu7, M. Boubdir9, T.J.V. Bowcock53, E. Bowen41,

C. Bozzi17,39, S. Braun12, M. Britsch12, T. Britton60, J. Brodzicka55, E. Buchanan47, C. Burr55,

A. Bursche2, J. Buytaert39, S. Cadeddu16, R. Calabrese17,g, M. Calvi21,i, M. Calvo Gomez37,m,

P. Campana19, D. Campora Perez39, L. Capriotti55, A. Carbone15,e, G. Carboni25,j ,

R. Cardinale20,h, A. Cardini16, P. Carniti21,i, L. Carson51, K. Carvalho Akiba2, G. Casse53,

L. Cassina21,i, L. Castillo Garcia40, M. Cattaneo39, Ch. Cauet10, G. Cavallero20, R. Cenci24,t,

M. Charles8, Ph. Charpentier39, G. Chatzikonstantinidis46, M. Chefdeville4, S. Chen55,

S.-F. Cheung56, V. Chobanova38, M. Chrzaszcz41,27, X. Cid Vidal38, G. Ciezarek42,

P.E.L. Clarke51, M. Clemencic39, H.V. Cliff48, J. Closier39, V. Coco58, J. Cogan6, E. Cogneras5,

V. Cogoni16,39,f , L. Cojocariu30, G. Collazuol23,o, P. Collins39, A. Comerma-Montells12,

A. Contu39, A. Cook47, S. Coquereau8, G. Corti39, M. Corvo17,g, C.M. Costa Sobral49,

B. Couturier39, G.A. Cowan51, D.C. Craik51, A. Crocombe49, M. Cruz Torres61, S. Cunliffe54,

R. Currie54, C. D’Ambrosio39, E. Dall’Occo42, J. Dalseno47, P.N.Y. David42, A. Davis58,

O. De Aguiar Francisco2, K. De Bruyn6, S. De Capua55, M. De Cian12, J.M. De Miranda1,

L. De Paula2, M. De Serio14,d, P. De Simone19, C.-T. Dean52, D. Decamp4, M. Deckenhoff10,

L. Del Buono8, M. Demmer10, D. Derkach67, O. Deschamps5, F. Dettori39, B. Dey22,

A. Di Canto39, H. Dijkstra39, F. Dordei39, M. Dorigo40, A. Dosil Suárez38, A. Dovbnya44,
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i Università di Milano Bicocca, Milano, Italy
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