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We present the observation of strange and charm hadrons using tracking information from
the ATLAS Inner Detector.

1 Introduction

The Large Hadron Collider at CERN is designed for discovery of new physical phenomena in
high-pT proton-proton collisions. However, accurate modeling of low-pT processes is critical for
adequate characterization of the underlying event, which is an important background in the
high-pT collisions of interest. An important ingredient in this program are identified particles
containing strange and charm quarks, which can be used to tune Monte Carlo generators. Many
of these particles can be identified in minimum-bias events using tracking information, and are
thus important as well for evaluating tracking performance. We present here the observation of
several strange and charm hadrons with the ATLAS Inner Detector [1] using a minimum-bias
trigger. Data is compared with non-diffractive MC simulation, using the ATLAS MC09 tune of
Pythia [2] and full GEANT4 simulation [3] of the detector. No corrections have been applied
for efficiency, resolution, or other detector effects.

2 K0
S and Λ decays

We reconstruct K0
S and Λ decays to two charged hadrons [4] by combining pairs of tracks orig-

inating from a vertex that is well separated from the primary collision vertex. We use tracks
with pT > 100 MeV and simple selections on the transverse decay length, Lxy > 4 mm and
Lxy > 30 mm for K0

S and Λ decays, respectively; and the angle between the momentum direc-
tion of the reconstructed K0

S or Λ candidate and the line connecting the primary and secondary
vertices, cos θ > 0.999 and cos θ > 0.9998 for K0

S and Λ decays, respectively. Figure 1 shows
the reconstructed mass distributions in approximately 190 µb−1 of data; the signal and back-
ground components of the MC simulation sample are normalized separately to data. Figure 2
shows the distributions of transverse momentum and the proper decay time for K0

S candidates,
demonstrating excellent agreement between data and simulation in the proper decay time. The
simulation has greater pT on average than data; the discrepancy is under investigation.
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Figure 1: Comparison of measured and predicted K0
S (left) and Λ (right) mass spectra in the

barrel region of the Inner Detector. (Both tracks satisfy |η| < 1.2.) The black circles are data,
while the histograms show Monte Carlo simulation (normalised to data). The solid red line is
the line-shape function fitted to data.
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Figure 2: The proper decay time (left) and transverse momentum (right) of K0
S candidates with

reconstructed invariant mass within 20 MeV of the PDG value [5] for data and the MC sample.

3 Decays of D mesons

We reconstruct the decay D∗+ → D0(→ K−π+)π+
s (and the charged conjugate) [6]. Since the

proper decay length of theD0 meson is approximately 123 µm, we require a positive decay length
on the D0 vertex. We exploit the relatively high energy released in charm fragmentation with
the selections pT (D∗) > 3.5 GeV, pT(K,π) > 1.0 GeV, and pT(D∗)/ΣET > 0.02, where ΣET is
the total scalar transverse energy of the event as measured in the calorimeter and muon systems
of the detector. Figure 3 shows a clear D∗ peak in the distribution of the difference between
the invariant mass of the D∗ and the D0 candidate and a clear D0 peak in the distribution
of the Kπ invariant mass, with approximately 2000 signal candidates in each peak. Figure 4
shows the reconstructed mass for roughly 1700D+ → K−π+π+ signal candidates reconstructed
with similar selections, but with a tighter cut of Lxy > 1.3 mm (since the D+ meson has a

2 PLHC2010

IDENTIFIED PARTICLE PRODUCTION IN INELASTIC PP SCATTERING WITHATLAS

PLHC2010 165



)  [GeV]π) - M(KsππM = M(K∆
0.14 0.145 0.15 0.155 0.16 0.165 0.17

C
om

bi
na

tio
ns

 p
er

 0
.5

 M
eV

0

200

400

600

800

1000

1200

1400

1600

1800 ATLAS Preliminary  = 7 TeVs -1 = 1.4 nbintL
Data 2010
right-charge combinations
wrong-charge combinations

 120±) = 2020 ±fit  : N(D*

 0.05 MeV± M = 145.54 ∆

 0.05 MeV± M) = 0.85 ∆(σ

) [GeV]πM(K
1.6 1.7 1.8 1.9 2 2.1 2.2

C
om

bi
na

tio
ns

 p
er

 1
0 

M
eV

0

200

400

600

800

1000

1200

1400 ATLAS Preliminary  = 7 TeVs -1 = 1.4 nbintL
Data 2010
right-charge combinations
wrong-charge combinations

 130±) = 2100 ±fit  : N(D*

 1.4 MeV±) = 1865.5 0M(D

 1.5 MeV±)] = 24.2 0[M(Dσ

Figure 3: Left: The distribution of the mass difference, ∆M = M(Kππs) − M(Kπ), for D∗

candidates (points). Right: The M(Kπ) distribution for the D0 candidates in the same D∗

decay mode (points). The solid curves represent fit results, while the dashed lines show the
wrong-charge combinations in data.
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Figure 4: Left: The M(Kππ) distribution forD+ candidates (points). The solid curve represents
a fit to the sum of a Gaussian function and an exponential background function. Right: The
M(KKπ) distribution for Ds candidates (points).

longer lifetime) and vetos on D∗ decays and Ds → Φ(K+K−)π reflections. Figure 4 also shows
roughly 330 Ds → Φ(K+K−)π signal candidates, reconstructed with additional cuts exploiting
the vector nature of the Φ meson and a tighter cut of pT(D∗)/ΣET > 0.04. The fitted positions
of the mass peaks are in close agreement with the PDG values [5] for these decays.

4 Ξ and Ω Decays

We reconstruct the decays Ξ → Λπ and Ω → ΛK [7]. As both the cascade baryon itself and
the Λ baryon have a macroscopic proper decay length, we reconstruct the entire cascade decay
chain with pointing constraints between the primary, secondary, and tertiary vertices and a
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Figure 5: Left: The invariant mass of the reconstructed Ξ (left) and Ω (right) cascade-decay
candidates. The red curve shows the fit result.

mass constraint on the Λ candidate. For the Ξ decay, we require that the bachelor pion have
a transverse impact parameter d0 > 0.5 mm and pT > 150 MeV, while for the bachelor kaon
in the Ω case we require d0 > 1 mm and pT > 400 MeV. For the Ξ baryon we require a flight
distance of at least 4 mm, while for the Ω baryon we require a flight distance of at least 6 mm,
pT(Ω) > 1500 MeV, and a veto on Ξ reflections. In both cases we require the secondary vertex
to have χ2 < 7. Figure 5 shows the reconstructed invariant mass, showing clear signal peaks
for both strange baryons, in agreement with the PDG values [5] for the mass.

5 Summary

We have reconstructed several hadronic decays using the ATLAS Inner Detector. The results
demonstrate excellent tracking performance and accurate MC simulation.
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