Introduction to particle physics:

experimental part

** RAW data to Physics
* The road from collisions to physics publications

** From RAW data to Standard Model particles

About measuring properties of the final particles created from proton-
proton collisions

** From Standard Model particles to measurements and searches
About how we analys data using ingredients we have constructed

Large fraction of slides from A. Sfyrla lectures at CERN Summer School 2018

Prof. dr hab. Elzbieta Richter-Was




How do we deal with physics events
from when they leave the detector

till when they make it into our publications?

Publication

Detector




What is an event?

Proton bunches
>10" protons/bunch
colliding at 13 TeV and at ~30 MHz in Run-2
collided at 7/8TeV and at ~20 MHz in Run-1

In 2018:
Up to 60 p-p collisions / bunch crossing



Collider experiment coordinates




Rapidity
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Pseudorapidity
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Transverse variables

® At hadron colliders, a significant and unknown fraction of the beam
energy in each event escapes down the beam pipe.

®* Net momentum can only be constrained in the plane transverse to the

beam z-axis!

Pa = pr coS¢ [p| = pr coshn
pr =\/P2+p; Dy =prsing

p, = prsinhn E
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Missing transverse energy and transverse mass

® If invisible particle are created, only their transverse momentum can be
constrained: missing transverse energy

mlss Z DT (?,

® If a heavy particle is produced and decays in two particles one of which
is invisible, the mass of the parent particle can constrained with the

transverse mass quantity
M7 = [Er(1) + Ep(2)]* — [pr(1) + pp(2))?
=m7 +mj + 2[Er(1)Br(2) — pp(1) - pp(2))

it mp =mg =0 M% = 2|pr (D[P (2)[(1 — cos ¢12)
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Triggering on physics

LHC collisions The ATLAS / CMS paradigm in “Run2”

30MHz

L1 HLT

) (@

~100kHz ~1kHz



Run Number: 152409, Event Number: 5966801
Date: 2010-04-05 06:54:50 CEST

ﬂ

W-ev candidate in

7 TeV collisions
p,(e+) = 34 GeV

nle+)= -042

E ™ = 26 GeV
M, =57 GeV




An event’s lifetime
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o [pb]

Standard Model Production Cross Section Measurements

# events

Reminder: o = 7

Event Rate
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An events’s lifetime

Data preparation,
Reconstruction & Calibration

=]
Detector Trigger
Publication 'l'
Data analysis Theory / Simulations
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pre— N o _
G
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Relevant quantity

13



The Data Acquisition (DAQ)
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What does raw contain?

0x00000015
0x00000016
0x00000017
0x00000018
0x00000019
@x0000001a
@x0000001b
0x0000001c
0x0000001d
0x0000001e
0x0000001f
0x00000020
0x00000021
0x00000022
0x00000023
0x00000024
0x00000025
0x00000026
@x00000027
0x00000028
0x00000029
0x0000002a
@x0000002b
0x0000002c

0x20000e3f
0x100000c0
0x8000043f
0x00021007
0x00000e10
0x00080000
0x02c00400
0x00020001
0x00000816
0x100000c0
0x80000018
0x00021001
0x00000e10
0x00000000
0x02c00400
0x00020000
0x00000010
0x00000000
0x00000008
0x00000000
0x00000810
0x00000000
0x00000400
0x00000000

536874559
268435648
2147484735
135175
3600
524288
46138368
131073
2070
268435648
2147483672
135169
3600

)
46138368
131072
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)

8

)

2064

)

1024

)

1vll
1vll
1vll
1vll
1vll
1vll
1vll
1vll
1vll
1vll
1vll
1vll
1vll
1vll
1vll
1vll
1vll
1vll
1vll
1vll
1vll
1vll
1vll
1vll

trigger
trigger
trigger
trigger
trigger
trigger
trigger
trigger
trigger
trigger
trigger
trigger
trigger
trigger
trigger
trigger
trigger
trigger
trigger
trigger
trigger
trigger
trigger
trigger

info[@]
info[1]
info[2]
info[3]
info[4]
info[5]
info[6]
info[7]
info[8]
info[9]
info[1@]
info[11]
info[12]
info[13]
info[14]
info[15]
info[16]
info[17]
info[18]
info[19]
info[20]
info[21]
info[22]
info[23]

J \

J \

Enabled items, ID:

0,1,2 3,4,5,9, 10, 11, 29, 38,
39, 60, 64, 65, 66, 67, 68, 69, 74,
95, 96, 97, 98, 108, 113, 132, 137,
138, 139, 179, 202, 214, 215, 217,
224, 241

Enabled items, ID:
1,2, 4,11, 38, 39, 60, 67, 68, 95,
96, 108, 113, 132, 137, 138, 139,
202, 214, 215, 217, 241

Enabled items, name:
L1_EM18VH,
L1_2TAU11l_EM14VH,
L1_2TAU11_TAU20_EM14VH,
L1 _2TAU11I_TAU15,
L1_2EM6_EM16VH
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What does raw contain?

More than 300K such
words in each event,

corresponding to the full
data from all the
detector components.

Data size: 1-1.5MB /
event depending on the
compression. Pretty
consistent between
ATLAS and CMS.

Challenge:
make sense out of all
these numbers!!
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A detector (e.g. ATLAS)

v Fast
v" Granular
v Resistant to radiation
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Particles through matter

Tracking Electromagnetic Hadron Muon
chamber calorimeter calorimeter chamber

photons 44

rd

muons

N —<

Innermost Layer... P» ...Outermost Layer
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A detector (eg. ATLAS)

Simplified Detector Transverse View
Muon Spectrometer
Toroids
HadCAL

TRT
SCT

2.4 MeV 1706ev o©

TR
4.8 MeV ‘ : ﬂ
TR

<22¢eV <02
W

16 MeV
IR
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Reconstructing particles

Simplified Detector Transverse View
Muon Spectrometer
Toroids
HadCAL
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Online reconstruction




Triggering on physics

23



This is what raw data contain!

e ] o |

mnn =T
Detector Trigger
data to reconstruct offline! decision plus online

reconstructed objects
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Streaming is based on trigger decisions at all stages
The Raw Data physics streams are generated at the HLT output level

Debug Streams
events for which a
trigger decision has
not been made,
because of failures in
parts of the online
system

25



Huge amount of data ...

LHC delivered billions of recorded collision events to the LHC experiments
from proton-proton and proton-lead collisions so far. This translates to many
100s PB of data recorded at CERN.

8] Worldwide LHC Computing Grid - 2018

In 2018 alone, e il
50 PB Of data il "‘.‘{: "?.‘ s %v’ Warldwide LHC Computing Grid

The challenge how to
process and analyze
the data and produce
timely physics results
was substantial but in
the end resulted in a
great success.

26



Huge amount of data ...

THE EVENT AT TIERO

t 1

i _Express 5| Express Stream [~ "I 5 g o

1 stream Reconstruction \| calibrations

I | ==

| : 1st Update}
| Calibration 5 Calibration, Z';" E
i streams alignment, noisy cells I
| i
| ~48h Final |1
E calibrations =
i _Physics f')" Bulk data SR [y ¥

: 2nd Updatel

i stream processing < bad ei
1
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. Physics L Bulk data :
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v
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An event’s lifetime

= Day(s) - Month(s) I

= 254 ' E 03 ' Data preparation,
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EG. alighment
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Day-by-day value of the relative longitudinal shift between
the two half-shells of the BPIX as measured with the primary
vertex residuals, for the last month of pp data taking in 2012.
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Standard Model Total Production Cross Section Measurements S&vs
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Luminosity determination

A measurement of the number of collisions per cm? and second.

Multiple methods used for determining luminosity: reducing
uncertainties.

Normalization is done with beam-separation scan (Van-der-Meer
scan). Requires careful control of beam parameters.

p1(x,y) <«— Transverse proton density functions —— Pa(x.Yy)
Bunch 1

Bunch 2

Np2
p
Number of protons  Number of protons

Beam separation scans provide absolute luminosity calibration
From http://cds.cern.chirecord/1490292/files/ATL-DAPR-SLIDE-2012-627 pdf

Result: luminosity measurement with very small uncertainties
(order of few %) with very fast turn-around time.
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Data quality

Background New physics or

Detector Noise??

e N

Relevant quantity

# events

The data we analyze has to follow norms of quality such that our
results are trustable.

@ Online: Fast monitoring of detector performance during data taking,
using dedicated stream, “express stream”.

@ Offline: More thorough monitoring at two instances:

@ Express reconstruction; fast turn-around.
©@ Prompt reconstruction: larger statistics.
@ What is monitored?

@ Noise in the detector.

@ Reconstruction (tracks, clusters, combined objects, resolution and
efficiency).

@ Input rate of physics.

@ All compared to reference histograms of data that has been
validated as “good”.
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Data quality and , GRL”

A
defect 2
Intolerable
defect 1 - Short period during
which data taking
Tolerable i i conditions are
defect 2 |5 I (expected to be)
Tolerable : ' absolutely stable.
defect 1 _. I Used for data-
> quality assessment

Luminosity block

and luminosity
determination

Luminosity blocks
in GRL

Luminosity block
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Data quality

DQM Server
Django serve Cherrypy server

Shifter
Signoff Web Display
Shifter Defect

Entry Tool

Tier-0 Farm

Reco W Histogram

Histogram History
Storage 10w N

Detector Contro
System Archive

Cron Tasks “w.
DS vy

valculator Hi: togram

. Resu t Cache
Run Flagger/ - Histogram

Emailer Metadata Cache
Runinfo Cache

Good Run List Generator
Generation

https://cds.cemn. ch/record/20087 25/iles/ATL-SOFT-SLIDE-2015-179_pdf
35
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Proton bunches
>10" protons/bunch

(colliding at ~30MHz in run2)

~25 p-p collisions / bunch crossing
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Pile-up

>U event;
2011 data.

Z

ol
3

N
. l
<z
i

Track pT > 0.5 GeV




CATLAS [

A EXPERIMENT

11 reconstructed vertices




ATLAS

EXPERIMENT

HL-LHC tt event in ATLAS ITK
at <u>=200




Monte Carlo simulation — why?

@ We only build one detector.

@ How do we compromise physics due to detector design?
@ How would a different detector design affect measurements?
© How does the detector behave to radiation?

@ In the detectors we only measure voltages, currents, times.

@ It's an interpretation to say that such-and-such particle caused such-
and-such signature in the detector.

@ Simulating the detector behavior we correct for inefficiencies,
inaccuracies, unknowns.

@ We need a theory to tell us what we expect and to compare our data
against.

@ A good simulation is the way to demonstrate to the world that we
understand the detectors and the physics we are studying.
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"Faai\Data Flow for Physics Analysis

event filter
(selection &
reconstruction)

detector

reconstruction

processed
data

event l/

data

100%

batch
event physics
reprocessing analysis

analysis

event
simulation

simulation -
S . interactiv:\ e

===y physics
~~ analysis
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LHC simulation chain

Generator I— HepMC Particle Filter

—— e -_— e = e e = e = =y,

Simulation | i Pile-up I‘*i Merged Hits J
1 "..
‘ . |‘ I‘ ROD Input | . |
Hits Digitization Digitsp ROD Emulation
Bytestream
Bytestream Conversion
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ROD Emulation § [ Raw Data
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(pass-through)
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Monte Carlo production chain

How much processing time
needed for each step?

Event Generation
simulate the physics process. | From <1sto afew hours / event.

Detector Simulation
simulate the interaction of the

particles with the detector material. From 1 to 10min / event

Digitization
Translate interactions with detector
Into realistic signals.

Reconstruction
Go from signals back to particles,
as for real data.

From 5 to 60s / event
43



An event’s lifetime

Detector
Publication
Data analysis Theory / Simulations
i)
S [\ Background
o >
pre— « -

- '
.v
Relevant quantity
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What do we reconstruct?

Simplified Detector Transverse View
Muon Spectrometer

Toroids
HadCAL

Tracks and
Clusters

TRT
SCT

Combining those:
“‘objects”
(“particles™)

—
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Reconstruction - figures of merit

~

/ “Reconstructed”
4 ) quantities, i.e.

“True” quantities, i.e. quantities after having
quantities at MC run detector

generator level simulation, digitization

L\/ / $onstruction /

Generator —-‘ ]—»
' I i

R

Reconstruction

T

!

|

}

1

Different magic
happens
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Reconstruction - figures of merit

“true” quantity:
quantity at MC generator level.

~

A

Definition Example - Needs be:
. how often do we tracking efficiency = ; Ug_ +__4+ RN
o' | reconstruct the (number of 5 E
_E object reconstructed tracks) / ET ok anas
2 (number of true tracks) |2 o' E
"'u] = 0_52 —+—MinimumBiale3
S N2
P, [Gev]
< | how accurately do | energy resolution = a e 1| Good
-2 we reconstruct the | (measured energy — 2
% quantity true energy) / (true
@ energy)
o
how often we a jet faking an electron, | 2" o Low
@ | reconstruct a fake rate = (Number of i:;g: o e
© | different object as | jets reconstructed as g +++
2 | the object we are | an electron) / (Number Dﬂ'§;++++++ﬁ+++_.__+ ++:1+++:}+
© | interested in of jets) oty T T T
oy 05 ] 75 z 25
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Reconstruction - goals

©)

High efficiency.

HS06 = 13.08
—e— Full reconstruction  —
—#— Inner Detector only

and data-taking conditions:

Good resolution. 7 80p — ' :
§ 7] Software improvements =
Low fake rate. g o0 Lol E
E % ) Geomeny ™
Robust against detector problems § op i -
% 30
§ 20

Noise. 10

C 1 I I
0 17.2, 32bit 19.0, B4bit 19.1, B4bit 20.1, 64bit

Dead regions of the detector. Software release

Increased pile-up. W —
i i i unning jobs. ..
Computlng-frlendly. s the memory footprint gj

- Single- or Multi-core
CPU time per event. |
Memory use.

-

)

[=1
|
L-;,::..'.':‘-
‘|
L
L'ﬁ

1] 200 400 GO0 8O0 000 1200 1400 1800 1800
Tima (sac)
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What do we reconstruct?

Simplified Detector Transverse View
Muon Spectrometer

Toroids
HadCAL

Tracks
?-_

TRT
SCT

49



Tracking in a nutshell

A track represents a measurement of a charged particle that
leaves a trajectory as it passes through the detector.

X
For a track we measure: X’

lts momentum;

It's direction;

Its charge;

Its “perigee”: the closest point to a

reference line, transverse (d,) or
longitudinal (z,).

y

Tracks are key ingredients of most of
particle reconstruction.
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Tracking in a nutshell: track fitting

@ Perfect measurement — ideal @ Imperfect measurement - reality

*

@ Small errors and more points help to constrain the possibilities

7

@ Quantitatively:

@ Parameterize the track;
@ Find parameters by Least-Squares-Minimization;
@ Obtain also uncertainties on the track parameters.

51



Tracking in a nutshell: track fitting

@ For atrack we measure: X

lts momentum;
It's direction;
lts charge;

Its “perigee”: the closest point to a
reference line, transverse (d,) or
longitudinal (z,).

© © ©©

© Small uncertainties are required.

© 0d0is O(10um) and 06 O(0.1mrad).

@ Allows separation of tracks that come from differezﬁt particle decays
(which can be separated at the order of mm).
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Tracking in a nutshell: the uncertainties

@ Presence of Material

@ Coulomb scattering off the core of atoms
@ Energy loss due to ionization

@ Bremsstrahlung

@ Hadronic interaction

@ Misalighment

@ Detector elements not positions
in space with perfect accuracy.

@ Alignment corrections derived
from data and applied in track
reconstruction.

Real position // Apparent position
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What do we reconstruct?

~ Clusters

Simplified Detector Transverse View
Muon Spectrometer

Toroids
HadCAL

TRT
SCT
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Clustering in a nutshell

Reconstruct energy deposited in the calorimeter by charged or neutral
particles; electrons, photons and jets. A I

¢
For a cluster we measure: 0

T

<l =]=

0
The energy; o2
The position of the deposit; -

Sflojlw]lwlm]o

0
The direction of the incident particles; —%

ol sl aj w]lw]lo

wi axaj o o
(=]

210

0 0ojo

Calorimeters are segmented in cells.

Typically a shower created by a particle interacting with the matter
extends over several cells.

Various clustering algorithms, e.g.:

Sliding window. Sum cells within a fixed-size rectangular window.

Topo-clustering. Start with a seed cell and iteratively add to the cluster
the neighbor of a cell already in the cluster.
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CMS crystal calorimeter — ECAL clusters

@ electron energy in central crystal
in 5x5 matrix around it ~96%.




Cluster finding — an example

M| I Projection
BEEfEEnam

EEEE 2T EE N —
ik =il

al

Thigh thresnold, — —

for seed finding
e

low threshold

1]

_low threshod %
O L T T L e

1T 2 3 4 5 6 7 8B 9 1011 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25 26 27

Channel

Simple example of an algorithm

® Scan for seed crystals = local energy maximum above a defined seed threshold

¢ Starting from the seed position, adjacent crystals are examined, scanning first in ¢

and then inn

® Along each scan line, crystals are added to the cluster if
1. The crystal’'s energy is above the noise level (lower threshold)
2. The crystal has not been assigned to another cluster already
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Cluster finding — difficulties

« Careful tuning of thresholds needed.

* needs usually learning phase;

« adapt to noise conditions;

« too low : pick up too much unwanted energy;

« too high : loose too much of “real” energy. Corrections/Calibrations will

be larger.
example : one lump or two?

a0
50
40

5 | high threshold I

= for seed finding _ ]
2 — _— ﬂ.

low threshold, ]

100 —=7/—"""— 1
0 r‘_ —]_ | r .

1T 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25 26 27
Channel

58



Cluster finding — topological clustering

“Topological” clusters, i.e. “blobs” of energy inside the detector.

P [[] seeds:
ojojojo]o |E.ey| > 40
ol2f2]2]o0
5 2.2 0 [[] Neighbors:
olz2121210 ‘Ecelll}20
olofolo]o .

|:| Surrounding cells:
‘Ecelll}oIU
n

= H L
.% - E_.- | :."l.
L2 T 0
T B [
& 0.5 e

: 10’
-0.05 I , 5=

-0.05 0 0.05

|tan 8] = cos ¢

59



Cluster finding — merging and splitting

@ If clusters have common neighboring cells, they are merged according
to the basic algorithm.

P ¢
ojo|o|ofo|o]ofo ojolofo]o]ofofo
0|2]|2]|2fo|2]|2]f0]o0 ojo|2|2]|2]|o]|2]|2]0]0
22.202.20 0]2|2|4]|2]|0]|2]4]|2]0
0|2]|2]|2|o]2]|2|2]o0 ojo|2|2]|2]|o]|2]|2]|2]0
ojlo|olofo]o]ofo]o ojolofo]o]ofofo]o
n n
@ Clusters are split if more than one local maxima.
P ¢
)
ojo|o|ofo]o]ofo ofofojoRyololo For common cells,
ofz(zjz2|o0f{z2j2|0]0 010122128 2]2([0]f0 aWE-'lghtlSBDDHEd
o
22.202.2n “22.2h 2.20 to share them
of212l2]of2]2]2]0 ofof2]2|2@2|2|2]|0 (shaded cells).
ojlo|o|ofo|o]ofo]o olofo|oRofofo]o
n n
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Cluster calibration

Possible energy measurements:

@ Non-calibrated clusters: sum energy using baseline cell-level
detector calibration.

@ That's NOT the true energy of the particle that originated the cluster.
@ Local calibration: apply weights to correct for:
@ the different calorimeter response on an EM (e.g. 1% or a
hadronic (e.g. m*) deposition.
@ the low energetic deposits, lost in the tails of the shower (“out-of-
cluster” corrections, derived from simulation).

@ the presence of dead material, i.e. material without a read-out
device, where energy is lost.

@ Corrections are complex functions of the energy and the position
of the cluster and other parameters defining the cluster shapes.
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THE EVENT AT TIERO €r;

tl
! Express 5| Express Stream | e&— || Bestefort
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1 1
1 ]
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What do we reconstruct?

Simplified Detector Transverse View
Muon Spectrometer
Toroids
HadCAL

TRT
SCT

Combining those:
“‘objects”
(“particles”)

S
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Electrons and photons

Final Electron momentum Simplified Detector Transverse View
measurement can come Muon Spectrometer
from tracking or Toroids
calorimeter information HadeAaL
(or a combination of
both).

Often have a final
calibration to give the
best electron energy.

Often want “isolated
electrons”.

TRT
SCT

Require little
calorimeter energy or

tracks in the region
around the electron.
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Electrons and photons

Final Electron momentum (< AT LAS
measurement can come [tz
from tracking or S EXPERIMENT
calorimeter information

(or a combination of
both).

Often have a final
calibration to give the
best electron energy.

Often want “isolated
electrons”.

Require little
calorimeter energy or

tracks in the region
around the electron.
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Electrons and photons (backgrounds)

Hadronic jets leave energy in the calorimeter which can fake
electrons or photons.

Usually a Jet produces energy in the hadronic calorimeter as well
as the electromagnetic calorimeter.

Usually the calorimeter cluster is much wider for jets than for
electrons/photons.

So it should be “easy” to separate electrons from jets.

However have many thousands more jets than electrons, so need
the rate of jets faking an electron to be very small ~10-4

Need complex identification algorithms to give the rejection whilst
keeping a high efficiency.
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Electrons and photons (backgrounds)

Information can be exploited using
- multi-variate techniques such as
B likelihood discriminants or
boosted decision trees.

e - Pzt

Example of different calorimeter shower shape variables used to
distinguish electron showers from jets in ATLAS
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Combine the muon segments found
in the muon detector with tracks
from the tracking detector

Momentum of muon determined
from bending due to magnetic field
in tracker and in muon system

————
.

with Muon chambers

Iran return yoke interspersed

Charged Hadron (e.g. Pion)
= = — - Neutral Hadron (e.g. Neutron)

Electron
= Photon

\

Superconducting

Muon

Combine measurements to get
best resolution

Need an accurate map of the
magnetic field in the reconstruction
software

Alignment of the muon detectors
also very important to get best
momentum resolution

Key:

W)

Transwerse slice
through CMS

Solenoid

Hadron

Calorirmeter

Electromagnetic
Calarimeter




Combine the muon segments found

in the muon detector with tracks
from the tracking detector

Momentum of muon determined

from bending due to magnetic field

in tracker and in muon system

* Combine measurements to get
best resolution

* Need an accurate map of the
magnetic field in the reconstr
software

« Alignment of the muon detecitg

also very important to get bes
momentum resolution

—

-----------
........

return yoke interspersed
ith Muon channbes

Electron
Charged Hadron (e.g.Pion)
= = = - Neutral Hadron (e.g. Neutron)

Muon
=== Photon

O"' ooo" 'G'C"."
'*ooooo* *oo*oo*
oooocwoooé
9000000008
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Combine the muon segments found

in the muon detector with tracks
from the tracking detector

Momentum of muon determined

from bending due to magnetic field

in tracker and in muon system

* Combine measurements to get
best resolution

* Need an accurate map of the
magnetic field in the reconstr
software

« Alignment of the muon detecitg

also very important to get bes
momentum resolution

—

-----------
........

return yoke interspersed
ith Muon channbes

Electron
Charged Hadron (e.g.Pion)
= = = - Neutral Hadron (e.g. Neutron)

Muon
=== Photon

O"' ooo" 'G'C"."
'*ooooo* *oo*oo*
oooocwoooé
9000000008
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— Initial State

e o AN
. ) =
o Final State o \ K > - <
Parton Shower L - . =3
v Ny, - “ .
!-’ .J.|| ';I I\ .:L. -
BTSN Y
io'e 0t
. ¥ h
¥ [ 2 ® . ‘.
]

' Fragmentation

Hadronization
and Hadron Decays

. Beam Remnants
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Standard Model processes

proton - (anti)proton cross sections

o T S M Jets are produced:
il O —— T 3¢ .
10 F Tevétron LHC 410 by fragmentatlon of gluons

and (light) quarks in QCD

0 : F__,_..f; 710°
0L : ! T .
i o I scattering.
ok _ / les by decays of heavy Standard
ok o, (E" > ¥s120) T e M )
L 3" odel particles, e.g. W & Z.
£ 10¢ oy, 3 T - - : .
: o | 1 &8 In association with particle
© 10" Fo (> 100 GeV) TS 9 ) ]
10 [ T >s Jw @ production in Vector Boson
LI ; : 1,29 - -
0t | ? R~ Fusion, e.g. Higgs.
10° | ' .-»-""" H10° 3

In decays of beyond the

'll]";— N 10
10° 5-"""“25‘3"“{ 5 o e Standard Model particles,
e.g. in SUSY.
107 L . A IR PP
0.1 10

:
Vs (TeV)
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12l JIsyswiioje) |

jol spoiped

=0)

inclusive jet production at LHC (nje'

jol uoped

P

METW2008 NLD

@ @ M~ = & T M
o @ @ o @ o o

uonoel) ssasoidgns

,

1000

(GeVic)

100

2, Underlying event
 (multiparton interactions)

At low energy, jets are more
likely produced by gluon fusion.

p,

#
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3
!

Jet algorithms

Theoretical requirements: infrared andﬁcollinear safe.
i

]

— _ll_ S

-_— i —

...and on signal split in two
possibly below threshold

Final jet should not depend on
the ordering of the seeds...

Experimental requirements: detector technology & environment independent,
Fully specified

Soft gluon radiation
should not merge jets
easily implementable.
Insignificant effects of detector Stability with
Noise Luminosity Fast
Dead material Pile-up
Cracks Physics process
Jet algorithm commonly used at the LHC: ‘anti-k,’. A ‘recursive recombination’
algorithm. Starts from (topo-)clusters. Hard stuff clusters with nearest neighbor. Various
cone sizes (standard R=0.4/0.5, “fat” R=1.0).
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Jet calibration

Correct the energy and position measurement and the resolution.

Account for:

Instrumental effects

Detector inefficiencies
‘Pile-up’

Electronic noise

Clustering, noise suppression
Dead material losses
Detector response

Algorithm efficiency

Calorimeter

Physics effects
Algorithm efficiency
‘Pile-up’
‘Underlying event’ mp N
~ = Underlying event
(multiparton interactions)

I
jH
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Jets & pile-up

‘Jet-areas’ corrections

S 1801 ATLAS Online Luminosity =

o 160[ D 5=8TeV, [Ldt=217 ", <= = 207 Inspired by arXiv:0707 1378
-g 140 E_ D .lIE - ? Te“ J‘Ldl - 5-2 m‘-l- .:’.L:. - 9-1 _E % 6 i LELELEE T 1 T 7T | LI I LELELEL | LI I I Trrr I Trrr I T T T | T T |:
@ E 3 0] - . -
£ 120p E o 5.5 ATLAS Preliminary ®  MC, No Correction —
E 100}~ = A - Zoup +jets ® Data, No Correction R
'% 80 E o 5 - anti-k, LCW R = 0.4 I MC, Area Correction =
g 60 E 5 45— 00<p<2 ®  Data, Area Correction
X 40- = = - ]
r . = (o 3m
20— - — B
- ] 4 C O{P ]
E!ll:l 5 10 15 20 25 30 3% 40 45 35 C (‘C -
Mean Number of Interactions per Crassing - DOO. .
— O =
3 oe® ]
- ~Ce®® .
2-5 - (8] . —
= o’ :
2E mgﬁiiﬁ#@m"ﬂ E
-_r Ll 1 1 | ) | L1 1 1 I L 1 1 | | - I Ll 1 1 I Ll 1 1 I DI I | | L1 1 I:
% | E ' ' ' ' ' ' E
05F =
Lk 1E 3
] :——'W?.Im E
O 0.95- ee®e 00 3

15 20 25 30 35 40

= L
b
—
o

3

Multiple interactions from pile-up
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@ b-quarks have a lifetime of ~ 10-12 s.

@ They travel a small distance (fraction of mm)
before decaying.

@ A “displaced vertex” creates a distinct jet, so
b-jets can be tagged (b-tagged).

@ b-tagging uses sophisticated algorithms,
mostly multi-variate.

@ b-jets create distinct final states, important for
both Standard Model measurements and
searches for New Physics.
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Missing transverse momentum

[ Simplified Detector Transverse View
Muon Spectrometer

Toroids
HadCAL

TRT
SCT

In the transverse plane:

> pr =0
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Missing transverse momentum

Impossible to measure particles that don’t
interact in the detector.

< Instead, measure everything else & require
momentum conservation in the transverse plane.

Sensitive to pile-up and detector problems.

Only as good as its inputs.

Use calibrated physics objects: electrons,
photons, muons, taus, jets.

Add remaining soft energy.
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Particle flow

@ “Flow of particles” through the
detector.

@ Reconstruct and identify all
particles, photons, electrons,
pions, ...

2 HAD clusters
@ Use best combination of all sub-

detectors for measuring the
properties of the particles.

4 EM clusters

@ First used at LEP (ALEPH) and
then at the LHC (CMS).
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Reconstructing particles

A tau jet (signal)...
VT
jet cone B
Tau Decay Mode B.R.
Leptonic Tt>et+Vv+V 17.8%
TS +V+vV 17.4%
Hadronic | 1- T3>+ v 11%
PronNg [ 5t + v + nr° 35%
3- >3t +v 9%
PrONg [ &5 3m* + v + ni® 5%
Other 5% rr'f._ -
oo
.
@ Hadronic tau reconstruction extremely VK VS A
: ' K
challenging. f
@ Using multi-variate techniques based ¥ g ®™°
on track multiplicity and shower shapes. 9 € ®
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An event’s lifetime

Publication

Data analysis

Background

GEED §
L

= '
- "
« Relevant quantity

# events
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Physics analyses

Measurements Searches
Cross- BUm
section P

Mass Tall
Other
 properties

83



Physcis analyses

Measurements Searches

Allow ... For new
Important tests particles.
of the If no signal, set
consistency of limits on some
the theory. model.

Typically If sighal, a
limited by potential discovery!
systematic More data typically
uncertainties. Improve a search.
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Physics analyses

Measurements Searches

@ Allow
important testy’ «systematic” uncertainties
of the are introduced by
CONSISIENCH_  methods used to perform
the theory. the measurement.

@ Typically h
limited by ~ : 4l discovery!
systematic © ©) IVIore data typically
uncertainties. Improve a search.
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Physics analyses

SIMPLE EXAMPLE:

MEASURING Z° CROSS-SECTION
AT LHC



Measuring Z° cross-section at LHC

© Z° boson decays to lepton or quark pairs
@ We can reconstruct it in the e*e” or u*u- decay modes

et/ ut

Discovery and stucly of the Z° boson was a critical part
unclerstancling the electroweak force.

And now, at the LIHC?
@ Important test of theory: does the measurement agree with the
theoretical prediction at LHC collision energy?
@ A standard candle for studying reconstruction and deriving calibrations.
@ Can be used for luminosity determination!
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Physics analyses

15 E. (GeV)
Run Number: 154817, Event Number: 968871 ! E (e7)=45GeV E. (') =40GeV

‘&\\.} AT LAS Date: 2010-05-09 09:41:40 CEST n (€)= 0.21 n (e*) = -0.38
N M_ =89 GeV 1

}‘—iEXPERlMENT Z»ee candidate in 7 TeV collisions




Reconstructing Z9s

_ e/
How clo we know it's a Z°?

ldentify Z decays using the invariant mass of the 2 leptons
M2 = (L,+L,)? where L, = (E, p,) = 4-vector for lepton i

Under assumption that lepton is massless compared to mass of Z°
=>M?=2E, E, (1-cos3,,) where 3,,= angle between the leptons

@ So need to reconstruct the electron and
muon energy and direction. Then can
calculate the mass.

i L I B L L LB LB B
- ATLAS

I —4— Data 2010 s =7 TeV)

ILdt:SS pb”'

Events / 1 GeV
o
o
.D

Select 7° events with ‘analysis cuts':

@ Events with 2 high momentum electrons
or muons

@ Require the electrons or muons are of
opposite charge

© With di-lepton mass close to the Z°
mass (e.g. 7/0<m,,.<110 GeV)

Very little background in Z° mass region!
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How clo we know it's a Z7°97?

|dentify Z decays using the invariant mass of the 2 leptons
M2 = (L,+L,)? where L, = (E,p,) = 4-vector for lepton i

Under assumption that lepton is massless compared to mass of Z°
=>M?=2E, E, (1-cos3,,) where 3,,= angle between the leptons

@ So need to reconstruct the electron and
muon energy and direction. Then can
calculate the mass.

Select 7° events with ‘analysis cuts':

@ Events with 2 high momentum electrons
or muons

@ Require the electrons or muons are of
opposite charge

@ With di-lepton mass close to the Z°
mass (e.g. 70<m,, <110 GeV)

Very little background in Z° mass region!

Events / 1 GeV

_I I T T T T | T T T T I
F —4— Data 2010 s =7 TaV)

- ] Z—up

= [ acD

E D 72—t

- O

A I T

F El WW, W2 22

JLdt=33 b
ATLAS E




Number of events / &L GeV

1 1 T
L0
a) First Level Cuts
30 152 Events
20
10
0 N L . Ml
b) Second Level Cuts
6 6 Events
A
2
0 al 'k ]
ol Final Cuts
4 4L Events
0 50 100 150
Uncorrected invariant mass cluster pair (GeV/c?)

A step back in time ...

/->ee 1n UA]

Two EM clusters with
E>25GeV.

As above plus a track with
p>7GeV pointing to the
cluster. Hadronic and track
isolation requirements applied.

A second custer has also an
Isolated track.

http://iww.nobelprize.org/nobel_prizes/physics/laureates/1984/rubbia-lecture pdf 20
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Measuring the Z° cross-section

E L ® ATLAS Z°—1I mmmmmmm T (R
- — D CMS  Et— 1 —_— Z"(pp)
Theoretically = S
Cross-section calculated for: L i: ATLAS
© Specific production mechanism % - ' Deta 2010 {3 =7 TeW)
(pp! pp: e+e-) * m_‘f_ H
© Centre-of-Mass of the collisions FOE Sros
(7, 8,13 TeV at LHC) - N 5 i |
102 68%CL PDF uncertainty 08sp
= L L 1
1 10
\ s [TeV]
Experimentall
P y A Data
® Zup (expected from MC)
S QCD (expected from data)
BR = Number of events | 3
O- ’ — L © : ttbar
-€- B ; Wpv, Diboson
N of events: E ' E .
N of events on data — N of expected background events = i ' |
a — acceptance: ' ; i
fraction of events passing selection requirements W
¢ - effcioncy.

reconstruction efficiency of relevant objects
L — luminosity

di-muon mass
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Measuring the Z° cross-section

E L ® arLas zZi—1 /]
- — ; CMS  Z—I Zi* (pp?
Theoretically | S
Cross-section calculated for: N
@ Specifi ducti hani N [ T ATLAS
pecific production mechanism =T ) Data 2010 (3 27 Tews
(pp: pp: e+e-) X“:- "T'E_ H
@ Centre-of-Mass of the collisions A Sost
(7, 8, 13 TeV at LHC) - S 5 i :
102 68%CL PDF uncertainty 0.95¢
Ea | L L A
1 10
\'S [TeVl
Experimentall
P y A Data
0 Zup (expected from MC)
S QCD (expected from data)
BR = Number of events :
O- * — L © ; ttbar
-€- g ! Wyv, Diboson
N of events: E ' E .
N of events on data— N A\ll numbers carry < ; | i
a — acceptance: tainties — ' ' i
fraction of events passif = o' LONHIES \—I/-\p\
e — efficiency: both “statistical” and ~

1 i ki - 1
reconstruction efficienc systemuf.'lc I

L — luminosity di-muon mass
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Measuring the Z° cross-section

a(pp — Ziy* — ) ATLAS

-~ Theory (NNLO) fL dt = 316-331 nb”

Data 2010 \'s = 7 TeV)

1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
= -""I'\ A Electron channel
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1

¥ Muon channel

m Combined

1 11 12 13 14

G, [ND]
Electron and Muon Measurement '
channel agree within consistent with
uncertainties prediction within

uncertainties
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Measuring the W cross-section

[ T T T T """|""|""|_ % 1T rrorrr LN
q :_‘[Ldl=36pb'1 Ebalazmum-rrm—: g
- ATLAS o 1T H
- . [aco : =
we -k
ok : z
Available in the | | *, : ;
transverse plane only! 40 50 60 70 B0 90 100 110120 40 60 80 100 120 140
m, [GeV] m, [GeV]

MT2 - 2 ET1 ET2 (1'008912) 107 —-—Duaamoc\s:?ﬁ:.-]
Sl det=33pb“ = g
-
C I w—
7
I i

—— DM&EG10(\5:?TE\'T_:

det=33pb“ e ]
[ ceo

ATLAS - L= pp

woo

Events /2.5 GeV

40 50 60 70 80 90 100 110 120
my [GeV]
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Measuring the W cross-section

- - Theory (NNLO) ! f L dt = 310-315 nb”
: Data 2010 s =7 TeV)

— . A Electron channel
i
" —t——_ ¥ Muon channel
i
@ m Combined

| | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | |
8 l 9 10 11 12 13 14
Electron and Muon Measurement Ow [nb]
channel agree within consistent with
uncertainties prediction within
uncertainties

96



|II

,Final” calibration

"h—.._‘__‘_

A VT
e il;h_'] Reference

pp e e e oo ¢ Bic10~? Mo Fhys B, 385548 (2014

folal

Jets R=0.4 bl e '-.»-'-: 0.1 = py < 2 Ta¥ +
|pl=3.0

Dijets R=0.4 T ity B e 03 my <5 Tav %
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rg%a,l | I;I::.. ERAP '-'.' Lyl FT— ¢
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0.035
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L]
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<]
3
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- Theory
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§§F+S}-‘SI

4.6 IHEF 0, 060 (2015

4.6

20.3 ATLAS-CONF- 21 469
20 PLE 718, 142150 {2013
203 ATLAS-CONFan 30

=7 K0 Lo

20.3

fotal - Theory FRunTa i
W2z - g:ferved 19.0  Amas.oowFanace

slal+syst 4.6 JHEF 04, 128 (2012
203 W

20.3
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=R ...-._:.-l:: i -p
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fatal
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20.3
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Measuring cross-sections ratio

'E' I_ | T T T T T T T T T T T ]
: A S | ATLAS ]
alpp — ZH* — I ' ATLAS = 11— _— i
L - _
-- Theory (NNLO) ' J'Ldt - 316-331 no” 0 L i
1 H
i Data 2010 45 =7 TeV) = i i
1 — ~ N
1
H——a— ' 4 FElectron channel o - 1
i @ 10 —
1 — - b
1 [=] L - B
H—'——li-l ¥ Muon channel Ms) i f L dt = 33-36 pb1 i
' L i
; 9 @ Daa2010WE=7TeV) mmmtotal uncertainty
H—a—H i ® Combined : O MSTWOS -@-sta® SYys & acc :
IIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIlII:I|IIII|IIIIIIIII|IIIIIII [ DHEHAPDF1-5 uncertalnty N
05 06 07 08 089 1 11 12 13 14 - 2 ABKMO9 6832 CL ellipse area 4
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Analysis flow in Z° cross-section measurement

Detector & Trigger Simulated data

R fruct _| Reconstruct Electron and R fructi
econstruction Muon candidates econstruction
Data Quality -| Apply Good Run List I

Apply event selection:

1. Select events with 2
oppositely charged

Physics Analysis - Electrons/Muons I

Calculate mass

Select events with mass

close to Z mass

Compare theory and experiment

Physics Analysis

2 e
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Analysis flow in Z° cross-section measurement

Detector & Trigger

Reconstruction

Data Quality

Centrally produced by the
collaboration

Simulated data

Reconstruction

Produced by analysis teams, ranging in size (from a couple to many more)

Physics Analysis

Compare theory and experiment

Physics Analysis




2.7 (13 TeV)

0
= 10’ E Trigger paths
8 . - CMS .
= 10" g Preliminary Jhy iy
N - A
— 8 (I} B,
5 10°E ' Y
> . - Y B low mass double muon + track
L 10 :? double muon inclusive
10° Z
10°
10“_5
Discovered: - - - - 1983
E . [ T T I 1 I Lol NS
1 10 _ 102
uw invariant mass [GeV

What’s out there?
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Simple search example

SIMPLE SEARCH EXAMPLE:

SEARCH FOR A HEAVY Z’



Search for a new heavy 7’

@ Like Z->ee but at higher mass.

]
ATLAS Preliminary qzqe

JacDh

J Ldt=167pb’ OdDiboson
I W+Jets
\s=7TeV L
(]Z'(1000 GeV)
[1Z'(1250 GeV)
[JZ'(1500 GeV

Events
—
OU'I

gl IIIIII"I IIIIII||| Ill

| |
80100 200 300 1000 2000

Mo [GeV]
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Search for a new heavy 7’

@ Like Z->ee but at higher mass. Select 2 electron

candidates and plot
their invariant mass for:

w
|5 5 /—ete L e Data 2011 1. Data
o 10 ATLAS Preliminary  —z/y o Simulated
- 10 | J L dt— 167 ob” Elgi{;t?son background
‘ P EW+Jets e}’ents _
3 Ns=7TeV i 3. Simulated signal
e (1Z/(1000 GeV) with different
[1Z'(1250 GeV)

[1Z(1500 GeV masses

Data inconsistent
with a 1TeV 2’

80100 200 300 2000
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Search for a new heavy 7’

@ Like Z->ee but at higher mass.

Select 2 electron
candidates and plot
their invariant mass for:

1 | I
e Data 2011

W
C —ete- imi
3 10° Z—e'e | ATLAS Preliminary Oz
T 1 JQcb
10 J L dt=167 pb_ [C1Diboson
EW+Jets
3 \S = ? TeV .ﬁ
10 (JZ'(1000 GeV)
[1Z'(1250 GeV)
102 (JZ'(1500 GeV
10 ¢
1 ~ e o
10 q
80 100 200 300 10Q0

M, [GeV]

1. Data

2. Simulated
background
events

3. Simulated signal
with different
masses

Cross-section
decreases with
mass

(higher the mass of
the Z’, the more
data needed to
discover it)

000
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Search for a new heavy 7’

@ And similar for muons Select 2 muon

candidates and plot
their invariant mass for:

0 —T T T ' ' L |
12 1. Data
._% 10° Z—W'W | ATLAS Preliminary Iilg/?rl*a 2011 2 Simulated
10 y CJDiboson background
‘ J. L dt = 236 pb — events
10°% \s =7 TeV O W-+Jets 3. Simulated signal
0Jaco with different
5 [JZ'(1000 GeV
10 [1Z/(1250 GeV) masses

10kd 2 [JZ'(1500 GeV

Data inconsistent
with a1TeV Z’

80100 200 300
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A small comparison

o - T T T T T 0 - A -
3 ATLAS Preliminary ropre 20" 5 I ATLAS Preliminary o Data 201 %
L —.Oaco oW Bzv
Ldt=167pb’ Ldt=236pb’ ) ElDiboson 3
@ W+Jets 3 a Wi =
\s=7TeV Wi ‘ 107 \s=7 TeV Bwrets
[(JZ'(1000 GeV) 5 o %gﬁ%m .
0 [(1Z'(1250 GeV) ] 1 171250 GeV)
[12'(1500 GeV

200 300

80100

80100 200 300 W 00

Differences in:

@ Resolution

@ Background composition
@ Dataset

107



Evolution...

E + - T T T T T T T T I ﬂ + - T T T T T T T T |
§ €"e ATLAS Preliminary ,5,2,.'“;,*? 201 j: § “ “ ATLAS Preliminary e Data 2011
- Oaco 3 oo, 22y
10" J. Ldt=167pb' Ooboson 10 _l. Lat=236pt’ oo
WeJets 3
_ 7 10°} _ EWslets
10° f \s=7TeV gg'cmun GeviZ \s=7TeV Daco
[1Z'(1250 GeV) J 10? [JZ/(1000 GeV
10° D1Z(1500 GeVy= 0JZ (1250 GeV)
10kn L.
108
y
1 1 0-1
10" 102
80100 200 300 1000 2000 80100 200 300 1000 2000
@ 107 | o 10 ET T
5 . ATLAS Preliminary * Data 2012 E . ATLAS Preliminary s Data 2012
m 10 Z'— ee Search Ez_""' o 10 Z' = pp Search Oz
10° Ldt=20f0" CI0iet & Wedets 10° Ldt=2010" Eg'm
- {s=8TaV !:}g'mi?of‘ﬁm 10* 1s=8TeV Tz (1500 Gev)
[Z'(2500 Gev) [z 2500 Gevy

AT ey Hl*l—l‘
S N
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oo ke
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Dbdardsd | Exgeclad
-
e ke
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— "
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+
by IIIIII|II1
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My, [GeV]

£
g
=
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Searches

Background

N
el
o
Q
>
Q
+H

Relevant quantity
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A well known bump search

> L L
& 10°= arLas Preliminary =
o * Data 3
o —
o 10° — Background-only fit
= =
1] . . -
b Spin-0 Selection -
10° L
s =13 TeV, 2015, 3.2 fb 3
10 =
1 E
107 =
D g
5 15 —
o -
2 10 =
[=] -
B 5 —
® 0 i =
E -
o —]
T -10 —
D 1 1 | 1 1 1 1 | 1 1 1 1 | 1 1 1 1 | 1 1 1 1 -

200 1000 1500 2000 2500
m,, [GeV]
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A well known bump search

:} T T T I T T T T I T T T T I T T T T
& 10*E ATLAS Preliminary =
o * Data 3
od - —
o 10°E === Background-only fit —
= — —
z - - Spin-0 Selection ]
107 =
= /s=13TeV, 2016, 122" =
10 =
= =
107 =
- -
2 154 E
2 10hm =
L E
2  Of =
E H 3
T -5h =
o - | =
T -10H =
g - n. 1 L L L L | L L L L | L L L L | L L L 3

500 1000 1500 2000 2500

m,, [GeV]
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Typical SUSY searches

® Super-symmetry?
Standard particles SUSY particles

PR NCT

Negpri® i

Higgs

1
[
I
L
[
[
[
I

- [

Juleltiof

) Quarks @ Leotons @ rorce particles Squarks @ sieptons @ ‘%Jrg:socce I T I

: .

® Composite quark and/or leptons? I v m :

® New Heavy bosons? :E T :
@ H ?

Gravitons!? :Any new theory [
® Dark Matter particles? | need to agree :
e I with the SM! I

o I- -l
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Typical SUSY searches

{\ Background Estimated using a
combination of

data-driven and
MC-based
methods.

N
el
o
D
>
D
H

Relevant quantit E.g. MET
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Another search example

SEARCH FOR SUSY IN EVENTS WITH
LARGE JET MULTIPLICITIES

A typical SUSY
decay chain
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Event selection

b-jets
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Event selection

b-jets

8 jets, 0 b-jets

9 jets, 22 b-jets

Signal regions can range in jet p; and jet & b-jet multiplicity.
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Event selection

“fat-jets”

Fat-jets are a key signature in
searches for boosted objects,
e.g. boosted tops.
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Event selection

“fat-jets”

n.J
m; (QCD) < m, (SUSY) M — Z m
Proposed in arxiv:1202.0558 J . Ji
i=1
Signal regions can range in jet multiplicity and M}* cuts. 60
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Example of search

O L B

D | 850 | 9j50 [210j50] 7j80 | 28j80

Jet |n| <20
Jet p;

Jet count

b-jets
ME/VH,

Jet |n| <28
Jet p; 50 GeV
Jet count

Mrj}: (GeV)

ME./VH,
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ID 8j50 9j50 210j50
b-jets 0 1 >2 0 1 22 0
Expected evts 35+4 | 40410 | 50+£10 | 3.320.7 | 6.1x1.7 | 8.0x2.7 1.37+0.35

% Observed evts 40 44 44 5 8 7 3

g Significance (o 0.7 -0.02 -0.6 0.8 0.6 -0.28 1.11

N

_E ID 7j80 28j80

& [ beets 0 1 >2 0 1 >2
Expected evts 11.0£2.2 176 2510 [ 09406 ] 1.5¢09 | 3.3x2.2
Observed evts 12 17 13 2 1 3
Significance (o 0.05 -0.14 -1.0 0.9 -0.28 -0.06

r fat-jet stream j

Expected evts 75+19 45414 1757 | 1125 [| 32437 || 2220
Observed evts 69 37 13 9 1 1
Significance (o) -0.27 -0.6 -0.6 034 N -0.8 -0.6
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IIIII|T! IIIII|'|'| TTT

ATLAS
[Ldt=20.31fb"
Vs=8TeV

e [Data

1 Multi-jets
C——1f—=qgll

N Single top
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W=+ bjets
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ME > 340 GeV

= [Ldt=203b", \s=8 TeV

L L L B
Data

Total background
[ Multi-jets
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I Single top
e w7
[ W— b + b-jets
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Bl zZ—=vv. ll+jets
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Interpretations

Real or Simplified models
@ Simplified topologies include typically one production and one decay
process. Provide useful information for theorists.

&4, 5 17 midl=>m(@)

3 900F i i
o - ATLAS de’[_I:EO_SftJ_1 ]
D%F 800 ;_ - —— Expecteﬂﬁ!iﬁ?nﬁ&f?i?éiid _%
700 F == Observed limit (=10, ) =
600 - E
500 |- E
400 |- | -
300 |- E‘E E
200 - l'% E
100 P> ’ <--p) } E
T T I N [

0
600 700 800 900 1000 1100 1200 1300
m(d) [GeV]
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Compotents of a physics analysis

Data-set and Monte Carlo samples
Trigger

Object definitions and event selections
Background determination

Systematic uncertainties

Statistical methods

Results

[Interpretations]
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Compotents of a physics analysis

Data-set and Monte Carlo samples

Trigger \
The data and simulation samples used in the

Object definition _
analysis. Data for the measurement / search,
Background detg simulation to compare data to predictions.

Systematic unce| Dpata-set specifics:
C . Data quality = Good run list.
Statistical metho quary

Luminosity.
Results »
Monte carlo sample specifics:

[Interpretations] Generator, tunes.

Statistics. /
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Compotents of a physics analysis

Data-set and Monte Carlo samples
Trigger
Object defi
Background de

The trigger used to collect the data with.

Trigger specifics:
Prescales; typically unprescaled triggers
are used, prescaled triggers for QCD / high
stat measuments.
Trigger (in)efficiencies.

Systematic unce
Statistical metho
Results

[Interpretations]
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Compotents of a physics analysis

Data-set and Monte Carlo samples
Trigger

Object definitions and event selections

K¢” The exact definition of objects (electrons, muon, jets, ...) am
how these are combined in selecting events to be analyzed.

Object definition specifics:
Stat “Flavor” of the identification (loose, medium, tight).

Calibrations.
ResL
Event selection specifics:
[Inte Event cleaning (e.g. from noise and cosmics).

Momentum, geom. acceptance and multiplicity of objects.
Higher level cuts, such as invariant mass.
“Signal regions”.
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Compotents of a physics analysis

Data-set and Monte Carlo samples

Trigger

Events that are imitating the
signal we are searching for or
measuring.

Object definitions and event

Background determination

Background determination

Systematic uncertainties 2
specifics:

Statistical methods Can/must be data-driven or
simulation-based.
Results “Validation regions” and

“‘control regions” required.
These can use different
triggers wrt signal regions.

[Interpretations]
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Compotents of a physics analysis

Data-set and Monte CaI‘lOA”Y ‘intermediate’ measurement
we have performed carries

Trigger uncertainties (statistical and

) o systematic).
Object definitions and eve “Systematic” uncertainties are

introduced by inaccuracies in
the methods used to perform

Systematic uncertainties the measurement.

Efficiencies, acceptance,
Statistical methods number of events, luminosity,
Results

cross sections used in Monte
[Interpretations]

Background determinatiol

Carlo scaling...
Some of them are “centrally”
assessed by the performance
groups of an experiment. Some
of them are analysis-specific.
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Compotents of

Data-set and Monte Carlg
Trigger

Object definitions and eve

a physics analysis

ﬁaaling with large data-sets, we use
statistical methods to make sense of
the numbers we measure.

Typical method:
Do a fit to extract signal from

Background determinati
Systematic uncertaintj
Statistical methods
Results

[Interpretations]

background.

Methodologies can vary a lot, but
nowdays they are pretty unified
within and across experiments.

Neural nets andl other machine
learning methocls are broaclly used,
primarily to improve signal over

background cliscrirmination!
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Compotents of a physics analysis

Data-set and Monte Carlo samples
Trigger

Object definitions and event selections
Background determination

Systematic uncertainties

Statistical methods
Results

Produce the results in tables and plots.
These include detalils of what is found

: in the signal region.
[Interpretations] : :
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Compotents of a physics analysis

Data-set and Monte Carlo samples
Trigger

Object definitions and event selections
Background determination

Systematic uncertainties

Statistical methods

Results Put the results into context: interpret
[Interpretations] them in theoretical models.
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SPARE SLIDES



BN, b
t
b) c)
Diagrams from hitp:/farxiv.org/pdi/1201.5844 pdf
(a) (b)
q e*/u*/q
q q
Z0
’ ~ q e/u/
g g q M/q

Diagrams from hitp://arxiv.org/pdfi1004.1181.pdf
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Measuring particles

® Particles are characterized by

v’ Mass Unit: eV/c? or eV]
v’ Charge Unit: €]

v Energy Unit: eV]

v Momentum Unit: eV/c or eV]

v (+ spin, lifetime, ...)

® ... and move at relativistic speed
v 1
— "}/ —

c V1— B2

length contraption

— tof}/ time dilatation

Particle identification via
measurement of:

e.g.(E,p,Q) or (p, B,Q)
(p,m, Q) ...

13202 + m?c?

m’ch — me + Fiin

p = mypc
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Relativistic kinematics in a nutschell




Relativistic kinematics in a nutschell

Center of mass energy

® In the center of mass frame the total momentum is O
® In laboratory frame center of mass energy can be computed as:

Ben =i = (1)~ (£7)]

Hint: it can be computed as the “length” of the total four-momentum, that is invariant:

p=(£.p) VPP

What is the “length” of a the four-momentum of a particle?
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Kinematics

2-bodies decays 3-bodies decays
p,m
171 Py My
P’ M P, M p2’ m2
Poy ity P3, Mg
E1=M2—m%+m% "
Y - 007 g ") (M - gy = o)
p1| = P2 ’ 2M
(M2 (g + mg)?) (M2 = (my - mg)?)] M2 - -
— 2M P3 ‘ P3 p_;
pi | Pz $ T
T l 7
Invariant mass
(a) (b) (c)

2 2 _
— ) = max (|ps|) (M12)min = M1 + ma2
M - \/(Z E’L) (sz) min(lﬁ[’;l) (m12)maa: =M — ms
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A real example: pion decays

ion d t rest . ¢ m;, —m; ]
pion decays at res inmost cases  |p | = —“ ¢~ 52MeV/c
m2 — m?2 muon decays 2my
i
Ipul = ——Le~30MeV/c at rest Pelmin = 0
2m
m, = 0. 6000
T A L0y T e + 7,
— e +T.+V ;:-'
5000 |- 8 o %
% ’ m2 —m? i
o Ipe| = c~T0MeV/c
) s . 2my
E 40’00 [~ ". -
3
- , .
2 3000 . E £
E - i -8 E-
8 :. . i — a
1;_ 2000 — . — ! —10 »
s #E g 3
. oI, 5 %
1000 [— : M bR s
N " s * -2
f | | | TR S LA 4
4] 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80

Electron anergy. MeV —
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Quantity
length
charge
energy
mass

h = h/2
C

hc

mass
length

time

HEP, SI and , natural” units

HEP units S| units

| fm 1015 m

e 1.602-10°1° C

| GeV 1.602 x 10-'9 ]

| GeV/c? 1.78 x 1027 kg

6.588 x 102> GeV s 1.055 x 1034 s
2.988 x 105 fm/s 2.988 x 10® m/s
197 MeV fm

“natural” units (h =c=1)
| GeV

| GeV-!=0.1973 fm

| GeV!'=6.59x 102 s
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