
2
0
1
0
 
J
I
N
S
T
 
5
 
T
0
3
0
0
1

PUBLISHED BY IOP PUBLISHING FOR SISSA

RECEIVED: November 26, 2009
REVISED: January 19, 2010

ACCEPTED: January 26, 2010
PUBLISHED: March 19, 2010

COMMISSIONING OF THE CMS EXPERIMENT WITH COSMIC RAYS

Commissioning of the CMS experiment and the
cosmic run at four tesla

CMS Collaboration

ABSTRACT: The CMS Collaboration conducted a month-long data-taking exercise known as the
Cosmic Run At Four Tesla in late 2008 in order to complete the commissioning of the experiment
for extended operation. The operational lessons resulting from this exercise were addressed in the
subsequent shutdown to better prepare CMS for LHC beams in 2009. The cosmic data collected
have been invaluable to study the performance of the detectors, to commission the alignment and
calibration techniques, and to make several cosmic ray measurements. The experimental setup,
conditions, and principal achievements from this data-taking exercise are described along with a
review of the preceding integration activities.

KEYWORDS: Large detector systems for particle and astroparticle physics; Calorimeters; Particle
tracking detectors (Solid-state detectors); Particle tracking detectors (Gaseous detectors)

ARXIV EPRINT: 0911.4845

c© 2010 IOP Publishing Ltd and SISSA doi:10.1088/1748-0221/5/03/T03001



2
0
1
0
 
J
I
N
S
T
 
5
 
T
0
3
0
0
1

Contents

1 Introduction 2

2 Detector description 2

3 CMS installation and commissioning programme prior to CRAFT 5
3.1 The 2006 magnet test and cosmic challenge 5

3.2 Installation of CMS components underground 6

3.3 Global run commissioning programme 6

3.4 Final closing of CMS 8

3.5 LHC beam operations in 2008 8

4 Experiment setup for CRAFT 9
4.1 Detector components 9

4.2 Trigger and data acquisition 9

5 Operations 10
5.1 Control room operations and tools 10

5.2 Magnet operations 10

5.3 Infrastructure 11

5.4 Detector operations 12

5.4.1 Tracker 12

5.4.2 ECAL 12

5.4.3 HCAL 13

5.4.4 Muon detectors 14

5.4.5 Muon alignment system 15

5.5 Data operations 16

5.6 Lessons 18

6 Detector performance studies 18

7 Summary 20

The CMS collaboration 23

– 1 –



2
0
1
0
 
J
I
N
S
T
 
5
 
T
0
3
0
0
1

1 Introduction

The primary goal of the Compact Muon Solenoid (CMS) experiment [1] is to explore particle
physics at the TeV energy scale, exploiting the proton-proton collisions delivered by the Large
Hadron Collider (LHC) at CERN [2]. The complexity of CMS, like that of the other LHC ex-
periments, is unprecedented. Therefore, a focused and comprehensive programme over several
years, beginning with the commissioning of individual detector subsystems and transitioning to the
commissioning of experiment-wide operations, was pursued to bring CMS into full readiness for
the first LHC beams in September 2008. After the short period of beam operation the CMS Col-
laboration conducted a month-long data-taking exercise known as the Cosmic Run At Four Tesla
(CRAFT) in late 2008. In addition to commissioning the experiment operationally for an extended
period, the cosmic muon dataset collected during CRAFT has proven invaluable for understanding
the performance of the CMS experiment as a whole.

The objectives of the CRAFT exercise were the following:

• Test the solenoid magnet at its operating field (3.8T), with the CMS experiment in its final
configuration underground;

• Gain experience operating CMS continuously for one month;

• Collect approximately 300 million cosmic triggers for performance studies of the CMS sub-
detectors.

The CRAFT exercise took place from October 13 until November 11, 2008, and these goals were
successfully met.

This paper is organized as follows. Section 2 describes the detectors comprising CMS while
section 3 describes the installation and global commissioning programme prior to CRAFT. The ex-
perimental setup for CRAFT and the operations conducted are described in sections 4 and 5, respec-
tively, and some of the analyses made possible by the CRAFT dataset are described in section 6.

2 Detector description

A detailed description of the CMS experiment, illustrated in figure 1, can be found elsewhere [1].
The central feature of the CMS apparatus is a superconducting solenoid of 6m internal diameter,
13m length, and designed to operate at up to a field of 4T. The magnetic flux generated by the
solenoid is returned via the surrounding steel return yoke — approximately 1.5m thick, 22m long,
and 14m in diameter — arranged as a 12-sided cylinder closed at each end by endcaps. To facilitate
pre-assembly of the yoke and the installation and subsequent maintenance of the detector systems,
the barrel yoke is subdivided into five wheels (YB0, YB±1, and YB±2, as labeled in figure 1)
and each endcap yoke is subdivided into three disks (YE±1, YE±2, and YE±3). Within the field
volume are the silicon pixel and strip trackers, the lead tungstate crystal electromagnetic calori-
meter (ECAL), and the brass-scintillator hadronic calorimeter (HCAL). Muons emerging from the
calorimeter system are measured in gas-ionization detectors embedded in the return yoke.

CMS uses a right-handed coordinate system, with the origin at the nominal interaction point,
the x-axis pointing to the centre of the LHC, the y-axis pointing up (perpendicular to the LHC

– 2 –



2
0
1
0
 
J
I
N
S
T
 
5
 
T
0
3
0
0
1

Compact Muon Solenoid

Pixel Detector 

Silicon Tracker 

Hadron-Forward 
Calorimeter 

Electromagnetic 
Calorimeter 

Hadronic 
Calorimeter 

Preshower 

Muon 
Detectors 

Superconducting Solenoid 
YE+3 

YE+2 YE+1 

YE-3 
YE-2 YE-1 

YB+2 
YB+1 

YB0 

YB-1 
YB-2 

HF+ 

HF- 

HBHB
HE-HE-

HE+HE+

EBEB EE-EE-

EE+EE+

Figure 1. General view of the CMS detector. The major detector components are indicated, together with
the acronyms for the various CMS construction modules.

plane), and the z-axis along the anticlockwise-beam direction. The polar angle, θ , is measured
from the positive z-axis, and the pseudorapidity η is defined as η =− ln tan(θ/2). The azimuthal
angle, φ , is measured in the x-y plane.

Charged particles are tracked within the pseudorapidity range |η | < 2.5. The silicon pixel
tracker consists of 1440 sensor modules containing a total of 66 million 100×150 µm2 pixels. It
is arranged into three 53.3cm long barrel layers and two endcap disks at each end. The innermost
barrel layer has a radius of 4.4cm, while the other two layers are located at radii of 7.3cm and
10.2cm. The endcap disks extend in radius from about 6cm to 15cm and are located at ±34.5cm
and ±46.5cm from the interaction point along the beam axis. The silicon strip tracker consists of
15148 sensor modules containing a total of 9.3 million strips with a pitch between 80 and 180 µm.
It is 5.5m long and 2.4m in diameter, with a total silicon surface area of 198m2. It is constructed
from six subassemblies: a four-layer inner barrel (TIB), two sets of inner disks (TID) comprising
three disks each, a six-layer outer barrel (TOB), and two endcaps (TEC) of nine disks each.

The ECAL is a fine grained hermetic calorimeter consisting of 75848 lead tungstate (PbWO4)
crystals that provide fast response, radiation tolerance, and excellent energy resolution. The de-
tector consists of a barrel region, constructed from 36 individual supermodules (18 in azimuth per
half-barrel), extending to |η | = 1.48, and two endcaps, which provide coverage up to |η | = 3.0.
The crystals in the barrel have a transverse cross-sectional area at the rear of 2.6×2.6cm2, corre-
sponding to ∆η×∆φ = 0.0174×0.0174, and a longitudinal length of 25.8 radiation lengths. The
crystals in the endcap have a transverse area of 3× 3cm2 at the rear and a longitudinal length of
24.7 radiation lengths. Scintillation light from the crystals is detected by avalanche photodetectors
in the barrel region and by vacuum phototriodes (VPT) in the endcaps. A preshower detector com-
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prising two consecutive sets of lead radiator followed by silicon strip sensors was mounted in front
of the endcaps in 2009, after the CRAFT period, and has a thickness of three radiation lengths.

The HCAL barrel (HB) and endcaps (HE) are sampling calorimeters composed of brass and
scintillator plates with coverage |η | < 3.0. Their thickness varies from 7 to 11 interaction lengths
depending on η ; a scintillator “tail catcher” placed outside of the coil at the innermost muon detec-
tor extends the instrumented thickness to more than 10 interaction lengths everywhere. In the HB,
the tower size is ∆η×∆φ = 0.087×0.087. Each HB and HE tower has 17 scintillator layers except
near the interface of HB and HE. The scintillation light is converted by wavelength-shifting fibres
embedded into the scintillator tiles, and is then channeled to hybrid photodiodes (HPD) via clear
optical fibres. Each HPD collects signals from up to 18 different HCAL towers. The Hadron Outer
(HO) calorimeter comprises layers of scintillators placed outside the solenoid cryostat to catch the
energy leaking out of the HB. Its readout is identical to that of the HB and HE. Quartz fibre and
iron forward calorimeters (HF), read out by photomultipliers, cover the |η | range between 3.0 and
5.0, which corresponds to the conical central bore of each endcap yoke.

Three technologies are used for the detection of muons: drift-tubes (DT) in the central region
(|η | < 1.2), cathode strip chambers (CSC) in the endcaps (0.9 < |η | < 2.4), and resistive plate
chambers (RPC) throughout barrel and endcap (|η | < 1.6). The DT system comprises 250 cham-
bers mounted onto the five wheels of the barrel yoke and arranged into four concentric “stations”
interleaved with the steel yoke plates. Each chamber is built from a sandwich of 12 layers of drift
tubes with 4.2cm pitch, and is read out with multiple hit capability. Eight layers have wires along z
and measure the φ coordinate; four layers have wires perpendicular to the z-axis and measure z (ex-
cept for the outermost DT station where there are no z measuring layers). The CSC system is made
of 468 chambers mounted on the faces of the endcap disks, so as to give four stations perpendicular
to the beam pipe in each endcap. Each chamber has six cathode planes segmented into narrow
trapezoidal strips projecting radially from the beam line, and anode wires aligned perpendicularly
to the strips (wires for the highest |η | chambers on YE±1 are tilted by 25◦ to compensate for the
Lorentz angle). The barrel RPC system is mounted in the same pockets in the yoke wheels as the
DT system, but with six concentric layers of chambers. Each endcap RPC system consists of three
layers mounted on the faces of the yoke disks. Each RPC chamber contains two gas gaps of 2mm
thickness, between which are sandwiched readout strips that measure the φ coordinate. The gaps
work in saturated avalanche mode. The relative positions of the different elements of the muon
system and their relation to reference elements mounted on the silicon strip tracker are monitored
by a sophisticated alignment system.

A system of beam radiation monitors installed along the beam line gives online feedback
about the beam structure and about radiation conditions within the experimental cavern [3, 4]. The
main components are radio frequency (RF) pickups located ±175m from the interaction point,
segmented scintillator rings mounted on both faces of the HF calorimeters, and diamond sensors
installed very close to the beam pipe at distances of ±1.8m and ±14.4m. Signals from the dia-
mond beam condition monitors are used to protect the tracking detectors from potentially danger-
ous beam backgrounds. In severe pathological conditions, they are capable of triggering an abort
of the LHC beams.

Only two trigger levels are employed in CMS. The Level-1 trigger is implemented using cus-
tom hardware processors and is designed to reduce the event rate to at most 100kHz during LHC
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operation using coarse information from the calorimeters, muon detectors, and beam monitoring
system. It operates with negligible deadtime and synchronously with the LHC bunch crossing fre-
quency of 40MHz. The High Level Trigger (HLT) is implemented across a large cluster of the order
of a thousand commercial computers, referred to as the event filter farm [5], and provides further
rate reduction to O(100)Hz using filtering software applied to the full granularity data acquired
from all detectors. Complete events for the HLT are assembled from the fragments sent from each
detector front-end module through a complex of switched networks and “builder units” also resid-
ing in the event filter farm. The event filter farm is configured into several “slices”, where each slice
has an independent data logging element (“storage manager”) for the storage of accepted events.

3 CMS installation and commissioning programme prior to CRAFT

The strategy for building the CMS detector is unique among the four major experiments for the
LHC at CERN. The collaboration decided from the beginning that assembling the large units of the
detector would take place in a surface hall before lowering complete sections into the underground
experimental cavern. This philosophy allowed the CMS construction effort to be completed on
time despite delivery of the underground cavern late in the schedule, as a result of civil-engineering
works that were complicated by the geology of the terrain. Another goal was to minimize under-
ground assembly operations which would inevitably have taken more time and would have been
more complex and risky in the confined space of the cavern. Future access to the inner parts of
the detector is also made easier. As construction and assembly progressed above ground, it be-
came clear that there would be a valuable opportunity for system integration and commissioning
on the surface.

3.1 The 2006 magnet test and cosmic challenge

The large solenoid of CMS was first fully tested while it was in the surface assembly hall during
August–November 2006. This provided the opportunity to test the integration of major components
of the experiment before lowering them into the underground experimental cavern, and slices of the
major detector subsystems were prepared to record data concurrently with this test. The exercise,
called the Magnet Test and Cosmic Challenge (MTCC), provided important commissioning and
operational experience, and was the precursor of the CRAFT exercise described in this paper. The
magnetic field was increased progressively up to its maximum operating value of 4.0T, and fast
discharges were commissioned such that 95% of the operating current of 19140A (corresponding
to 2.6GJ of stored energy) could be dumped in a time span of about 10 minutes. Distortions of the
yoke during the testing were monitored by the muon alignment system [6], which was installed in
one endcap and in an azimuthal slice of the barrel across all wheels. After the successful completion
of testing in the surface hall in 2006, the magnet and its main ancillary systems were moved to their
final positions in the service and experimental caverns and nearby surface installations.

Concurrently with the first phase of the 2006 magnet test, about 7% of the muon detection
systems, 22% of HCAL, 5% of ECAL, a pilot silicon strip tracker (about 1% of the scale of the
complete tracker), and the global trigger and data acquisition were successfully operated together
for purposes of globally commissioning the experiment and for collecting data to ascertain the
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detector performance. For the second phase of the exercise, the ECAL and pilot tracker were re-
moved and the central magnetic field was mapped with a precision of better than 0.1%, using a
specially designed mapping carriage employing Hall probes mounted on a rotating arm [7], for
several operating fields of the magnet. These maps are now used in the offline simulation and re-
construction software. In total, approximately 200 million cosmic muon events were recorded for
purposes of calibration, alignment, and detector performance studies using this slice of the exper-
iment while on the surface. The conclusion of MTCC coincided with the start of the installation
into the underground cavern.

The MTCC was an opportunity to uncover issues associated with operating the experiment
with the magnetic field at its design value. One effect seen was the susceptibility of the hybrid
photodetectors (HPD) used to read out the scintillation light from the HCAL: the noise rate from
these devices depends on the magnetic field, and is maximal in the range 1–2T. At the design value
of 4T the noise rate was found to be acceptable for the barrel and endcap compartments of HCAL;
but for the Hadron Outer “tail catcher” in the barrel, whose HPDs are mounted in pockets in the
return yoke where the magnitude of the field is lower, the noise rate was unacceptably high and the
tubes had to be repositioned.

3.2 Installation of CMS components underground

The heavy elements of CMS began to be lowered into the experimental cavern in November 2006,
starting with the forward calorimeters and continuing shortly thereafter with the +z endcap disks
and barrel wheels, complete with muon detectors and services. The central yoke wheel (YB0),
which houses the cryostat, was lowered in February 2007, and by January 2008 the last heavy
elements of the −z endcap were successfully lowered into the cavern.

The campaign to connect services for the detectors within the central portion of CMS included
the installation of more than 200km of cables and optical fibres (about 6000 cables). Additionally,
more than 20km of cooling pipes (about 1000 pipes) were installed. The whole enterprise took
place over a 5 month period and required more than 50000 man-hours of effort. The cabling of the
silicon strip tracker was completed in March 2008, and its cooling was operational by June 2008.
In the same month, the central beam pipe, which is made of beryllium, was installed and baked out
(heated to above 200 ◦C while under vacuum for approximately a week).

The silicon pixel tracking system and the endcaps of the ECAL were the last components to be
installed, in August 2008. The mechanics and the cabling of the pixel system have been designed
to allow relatively easy access or replacement if needed. The preshower detector for the endcap
electromagnetic calorimeter was the only major subsystem not installed prior to the 2008 LHC run
and the CRAFT exercise. It was installed in March 2009.

3.3 Global run commissioning programme

A series of global commissioning exercises using the final detectors and electronics installed in the
underground caverns, each lasting 3–10 days and occurring monthly or bimonthly, commenced in
May 2007 and lasted until the experiment was prepared for LHC beams, by the end of August 2008.
These “global runs” balanced the need to continue installation and extensive detector subsystem
commissioning with the need for global system tests. The scale of the global runs is illustrated
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Figure 2. Effective fraction of the CMS experiment participating in the 2007 and 2008 global run campaigns
as a function of time. The fraction of each of the seven major detector systems is represented by a bar with
a length of up to 1

7 ·100%. Only one RPC endcap was missing by September 2008.

in figure 2, which shows, as a function of time, the effective fraction of each of the seven major
detector systems participating in the run (excluding the ECAL preshower system). Generally, the
availability of power, cooling, and gas limited the initial scope of the commissioning exercises; by
the time of the November 2007 global run, however, these services were widely available.

Many detector subsystems were available in their entirety for global commissioning by May
2008, and thus a series of four week-long exercises, each known as a Cosmic RUn at ZEro Tesla
(CRUZET), were conducted to accumulate sizable samples of cosmic muon events from which to
study the overall detector performance. Notable for the third CRUZET exercise, in July 2008, was
the introduction of the silicon strip tracker into the data-taking (with about 75% of the front-end
modules). In the fourth CRUZET exercise, in August 2008, the complete silicon pixel tracker
was introduced, along with the endcaps of the ECAL. In addition to the operational experience of
the exercises and the ability to address more subtle detector performance issues with larger event
samples, the data were critical for deriving zero-field alignment constants for the inner tracking
systems. Several detector studies using CRAFT data also made use of these CRUZET data samples.
The total accumulated cosmic triggers at zero field exceeded 300 million, including the triggers
recorded in September 2008 when the experiment was live for the first LHC beams.

These global runs regularly exercised the full data flow from the data acquisition system at
the experimental site to the reconstruction facility at the CERN IT centre (called the Tier-0 centre),
followed by the subsequent transfer of the reconstructed data to all seven of the CMS Tier-1 centres
and to some selected Tier-2 centres [8].
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Figure 3. The CMS experiment in its final, closed configuration in the underground experimental cavern.

3.4 Final closing of CMS

The final sequence of closing the steel yoke and preparing CMS for collisions was completed on
August 25, 2008 (see figure 3). This was followed by several tests of the solenoid in the under-
ground cavern for the first time, up to a field of 3T, as described further in section 5.2. The final
test at the operating field was postponed until CRAFT due to the imminent arrival of beam at the
beginning of September and the necessity of keeping the solenoid off for the initial commissioning
phase of the LHC.

3.5 LHC beam operations in 2008

The CMS experiment was operational and recorded triggers associated with activity from the first
LHC beams in September 2008. This activity included single shots of the beam onto a collima-
tor 150m upstream of CMS, which yielded sprays (so-called “beam splashes”) containing O(105)
muons crossing the cavern synchronously, and beam-halo particles associated with the first cap-
tured orbits of the beam on September 10 and 11.

The configuration of the experiment for LHC beam operations was nearly the same as that for
CRAFT. The exceptions were that the silicon pixel and strip tracking systems were powered off
for safety reasons, time delays in the readout electronics between the top and bottom halves of the
experiment were removed, and the Level-1 trigger menu was set for synchronous beam triggers.

The first “beam splash” events were used to synchronize the beam triggers, including those
from the RF beam pick-ups, the beam scintillation counters surrounding the beam pipe, the forward
hadron calorimeters, and the CSC muon system. The diamond beam condition monitors were also
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commissioned with beam, providing online diagnostics of the beam timing, bunch structure, and
beam-halo. The data collected from the “beam splash” events also proved useful for adjusting the
inter-channel timing of the ECAL [9] and HCAL [10] readout channels, as the synchronous wave
of crossing muons has a characteristic time-of-flight signature.

In total, CMS recorded nearly 1 million beam-halo triggered events during the 2008 beam
operations.

4 Experiment setup for CRAFT

4.1 Detector components

All installed detector systems were available for testing during CRAFT. The silicon pixel tracker
and the ECAL endcaps were the last major systems to be installed and thus were still being com-
missioned and tuned even after the start of CRAFT. Furthermore, the commissioning of the RPC
system had been delayed by the late delivery of power supplies; and by the time of CRAFT the
RPC endcap disks were not yet commissioned for operation.

4.2 Trigger and data acquisition

The typical Level-1 trigger rate during CRAFT was 600Hz. This rate is well below the 100kHz
design limit for the central data acquisition (DAQ) system and is composed of about 300Hz of
cosmic triggers using all three muon systems, 200Hz of low threshold triggers from the calorime-
ters, and 100Hz of calibration triggers used to pulse the front-end electronics or to illuminate the
optical readout paths of the calorimeters. The cosmic muon triggers were more permissive than
what would be used during collisions, with only loose requirements for the muon to point to the
interaction region of the experiment. The rate of triggered cosmic muons crossing the silicon strip
tracker region was O(10)Hz. As CMS is located 100m below the surface of the Earth, the cosmic
muon rate relative to that at the surface is suppressed by approximately two orders of magnitude.
The time-of-flight of cosmic muons to cross from the top to the bottom of the experiment was ac-
counted for by introducing coarse delays of the muon trigger signals in the top half such that they
are in rough coincidence with the bottom half (a two bunch crossing difference for the barrel, and
one for the endcaps, where one bunch crossing corresponds to 25ns). The calorimeter triggers were
configured with low thresholds selecting mostly detector noise. Further details on the configuration
and performance of the Level-1 trigger during CRAFT can be found in ref. [11].

The event filter farm was configured into four “slices”. There were 275 builder units that
assembled the data fragments into complete events, and 825 filter units for HLT processing. The
average size of an event built by the DAQ during CRAFT is about 700kB. The HLT primarily
applied only pass-through triggers with no filtering, in order to efficiently record cosmic ray events
selected by the Level-1 trigger, although additional complex filters were phased in for physics
selection, alignment and calibration of the detector, and diagnostics [12]. At the end of CRAFT, a
DAQ configuration with eight slices and nearly 4500 filter units was successfully tested.
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5 Operations

5.1 Control room operations and tools

Control room operations for CMS, as executed during CRAFT, are carried out by a five-person
central shift crew responsible for the global data-taking of the experiment, and 10–14 subsystem
shifters responsible for the detailed monitoring and control of specific detector systems during this
commissioning period. These operations are in general conducted continuously, necessitating three
shift crews daily.

The central shift crew is composed of a shift leader, a detector safety and operation shifter, a
DAQ operator, a trigger control operator, and a data quality monitoring (DQM) shifter. The shift
leader is responsible for the overall safety of the experiment and personnel, and for the implemen-
tation of the run plan as set by the run coordinators.

The DAQ operator issues the sequence of commands for initializing the detector readout elec-
tronics and controls the data-taking state via the run control system. Several displays are devoted
to monitoring the state of the DAQ system and for detailed diagnostics. The trigger operator is
responsible for the monitoring of the Level-1 trigger system and for configuring the system with
the desired settings (the participating trigger components, delays, etc.).

The central DQM shifter in the control room uses the CMS-wide DQM services [8], mon-
itoring event data to assess the quality of the data collected during a run. The DQM shifter is
responsible for certifying runs for data analysis purposes. This information is entered into a “run
registry” database (which also contains configuration information about the run), and forms the
first step in a chain that assigns quality flags on a subsystem-by-subsystem basis. The information
was used to select event samples, such as those used in the studies of the detector performance
during CRAFT. The control room DQM shifter is assisted by another shifter located at one of the
remote operations centres (Fermilab and DESY).

Additional information available to the central and detector shifters to assess the detector status
includes the notification of any alarm triggered by the detector safety system, such as cooling or
power failures, and monitoring data from the Detector Control System (DCS) such as temperature
readings from the detector and electronic components, the status of the cooling plants, the status of
the high and low voltage power, etc. The DCS system is accessible from within the online network,
and graphical interfaces have been developed for use in the control room. As the detector status
data are stored in a database, a set of software tools, known as Web-Based Monitoring (WBM), was
also designed to extract and display the information inside and outside the control room network.
Both real-time status data and historical displays are provided. Example WBM applications are:
Run Summary (detailed information about the runs taken), DCS information (current condition
and past history of each subdetector component), magnet variables, and trigger rates. These WBM
applications were used extensively during the CRAFT data-taking operation as well as during the
subsequent analysis stage to understand the data-taking configurations and conditions.

5.2 Magnet operations

The operating current for the solenoid was set to 18160A (B = 3.8T), although the magnet has
been successfully tested to its design current of 19140A (B = 4.0T) as noted in section 3.1. This
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Figure 4. History of the magnitude of the central magnetic field during CRAFT. The ramp-down on October
20 was needed to allow open access to the experimental cavern. The last two ramp-ups in November were
further tests of the magnet after CRAFT data-taking.

choice for the initial operating phase of the experiment was made to have an additional safety
margin, with little impact on physics measurements, in view of the long period of operation that is
expected to exceed 10 years.

The magnet operated successfully for the duration of CRAFT. Nominal performance was
achieved in the control racks, safety system, cryogenic system, and passive protection system.
Apart from a ramp-down to allow access to the experimental cavern during the LHC inauguration,
the only interruptions of the magnet were due to water cooling interlocks caused by an incorrectly
adjusted leak-detection threshold.

The magnet was at its operating current for the CRAFT exercise for a total of 19 days, between
October 16 and November 8, 2008, as illustrated in figure 4. Ramping tests indicate a nominal
time of 220 minutes for magnet rampings (up or down), keeping the magnet at a temperature
of 4.5K. Distortions of the yoke during ramps were measured by the muon alignment systems
(section 5.4.5).

Shortly after the CRAFT data-taking exercise at 3.8T ended, a final ramp was made to 4.0T
on November 14 to ensure the magnet stability margin. After bringing the field back to 3.8T, a fast
discharge was triggered, which took only 10 minutes. The final average temperature of the magnet
after a fast discharge is 66K, requiring at least three days to reestablish the operating temperature.

5.3 Infrastructure

The infrastructure and services met the demands of running the experiment continuously for one
month, although the exercise indicated areas needing further improvement. No particular problem
or malfunction of the electrical and gas distribution systems for the experiment occurred during
CRAFT. Likewise, the nitrogen inerting and dry air systems, intended to prevent fire and guarantee
a dry atmosphere in humidity sensitive detectors, operated stably. The detector safety and control
systems performed as expected, but further functionality and testing took place after CRAFT.
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Several cooling failures did occur, and this resulted in the shutdown of some equipment during
CRAFT. One circulating pump failed due to a faulty installation. Leaks were detected on the barrel
yoke circuit for wheels YB−2 and YB−1. As noted earlier, the leak detection system on one of the
cooling circuits fired a few times resulting in three separate automatic slow dumps of the magnet
(leading to at least 8 hours loss at 3.8T). The threshold has been subsequently raised to make the
system more robust.

The cooling plants for the silicon strip tracker suffered a few trips, leading to about 6 hours
down-time during CRAFT. The leak rate of the system was also higher than expected. In the
shutdown after CRAFT, the cooling plants and piping were significantly refurbished to eliminate
these leaks.

In total, about 70 hours of downtime were caused by general infrastructure related incidents,
about 10% of the duration of CRAFT. This time was dominated by the downtime of the magnet.

5.4 Detector operations

The operational performance of the detector subsystems during CRAFT is reported in detail in
refs. [13]–[19]. All detector systems functioned as intended in the 3.8T magnetic field. Here we
summarize the principal operations conducted during CRAFT and the main observations.

5.4.1 Tracker

The silicon strip tracker [13] was live 95% of the running time during CRAFT, with 98% of the
channels active. Signals were collected via a 50ns CR-RC shaper, sampled and stored in an ana-
log pipeline by the APV25 front-end chip [20]. The APV25 chip also contains a deconvolution
circuit, not used during CRAFT, to reduce the signal width (but increasing the noise) that can be
switched on at high LHC luminosity, when pile-up becomes an issue. The tracker readout was
synchronized to triggers delivered by the muon detectors. A few issues not identified during the
previous commissioning of the detector, such as some swapped cables and incorrect fibre length as-
sumptions used in the latency calculations, were quickly identified by offline analysis of the cosmic
data and corrected either during operation or the subsequent shutdown. Data were zero suppressed
during the entire exercise. The signal-to-noise ratio was excellent, ranging from 25 to more than
30 depending on the partition, after final synchronization adjustments.

The silicon pixel tracker [14] was live 97% of the running time. In the barrel pixel system, 99%
of the channels were active, whereas in the forward pixel system 94% were active. The 6% inactive
channels in the latter were mostly due to identified shorts in the power supply cables, which were
repaired during the subsequent shutdown. Zero suppression was performed on the detector, with
conservative thresholds of about 3700 electrons chosen to ensure stable and efficient operations
during CRAFT. The pixels were mostly immune to noise, with a noisy channel fraction of less than
0.5×10−5. The mean noise from the front-end readout chips in the barrel and forward detectors is
141 and 85 electrons, respectively, well below the operating thresholds.

5.4.2 ECAL

For the ECAL [15], the fraction of channels that were operational during CRAFT was 98.5% in
the barrel and 99.5% in the endcaps. A large part of the barrel inefficiency was due to a cut power
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cable that has since been repaired. In the barrel, approximately 60% of the dataset was recorded
with nominal front-end electronics gain while the other 40% was recorded with the gain increased
by a factor of 4, to enhance the muon signal.

The response of the ECAL electronics, both in the barrel and in the endcap, was monitored
using pulse injections at the preamplifier, showing no significant changes due to the magnetic field.
Noise levels were generally consistent with the values measured during construction, aside from
a small increase for 1/4 of the barrel that is believed to be low frequency pickup noise associated
with the operation of other CMS subdetectors and that is mostly filtered by the amplitude recon-
struction algorithm.

The temperature of the ECAL is required to be stable at the level of 0.05 ◦C in the barrel and
0.1 ◦C in the endcaps in order to ensure that temperature fluctuations remain a negligible contri-
bution to the energy resolution (both crystal light yield and barrel front-end gain are temperature
dependent). The stability provided by the temperature control system during CRAFT was mea-
sured to be about 0.01 ◦C for the barrel and 0.05 ◦C in the endcaps, with almost all measurements
better than the required specifications.

The ECAL barrel high voltage should also be kept stable at the level of a few tens of mV due
to the strong gain dependence of the photodetector on the absolute voltage value (3% per volt).
The average fluctuation of the high voltage is measured to be 2.1mV (RMS), with all channels
within 10mV.

A laser monitoring system is critical for maintaining the stability of the constant term of the
energy resolution at high luminosities. Its main purpose is to measure transparency changes for
each crystal at the 0.2% level, with one measurement every 20–30 minutes. During CRAFT, a total
of approximately 500 sequences of laser monitoring data were taken, with each sequence injecting
600 laser pulses per crystal. These data were collected using a calibration trigger issued in the LHC
abort gap at a rate of typically 100Hz. The measured stability was better than the 0.2% requirement
for 99.9% of the barrel and 99% of the endcap crystals.

To stabilise the response of the endcap VPTs, which have a rate-dependent gain (5–20% vari-
ation in the absence of magnetic field, and significantly reduced at 3.8T [15]), an LED pulsing
system was designed to continuously pulse the VPTs with a rate of at least 100Hz. This system
was successfully tested during CRAFT on a small subset of channels, and LED data were acquired
in different configurations.

5.4.3 HCAL

HCAL participated in the CRAFT data-taking with all components: barrel (HB), endcap (HE),
forward (HF) and outer (HO) calorimeters [16]. The fraction of non-operational channels overall
for HB, HE and HF was 0.7% (0.5% due to noisy HPDs in HB and HE, and 0.2% to electronics
failures), while for HO it was about 4.5% (3.3% due to noisy HPDs and 1.2% to electronics) at the
start of CRAFT and increased to 13% due to HPD failures as noted below.

As found during the MTCC exercise, the HPD noise rate depends on the magnetic field. There-
fore, the behaviour of all HPDs was carefully monitored during CRAFT to identify those HPDs that
failed, or were likely to fail, at 3.8T in order to target them for replacement. Noise data from HB
and HE were collected using a trigger with a threshold of 50fC that is approximately equivalent
to 10GeV of energy. Based on individual HPD discharge rates, the high voltage to four HPDs on
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HB and HE (out of 288 total) was reduced during CRAFT from 7.5 to 6.0kV (which lowers the
gain by approximately 30%), in addition to two HPDs that were completely turned off. At 3.8T the
resulting measured trigger rate from 286 HPDs in HB and HE was approximately 170Hz, which
can be compared to the rate at zero field of about 130Hz. The HPDs of HB and HE showed no
signs of increased noise rates during CRAFT.

The HO HPDs servicing the central wheel (YB0) operate in a fringe field of 0.02T (when the
central field of the magnet is 3.8T) while those on the outer wheels (YB±1, YB±2) experience a
magnetic field above 0.2T. While no HPDs on YB0 showed any significant discharge rate, it was
expected from the MTCC experience that several HPDs on the outer wheels would, and this was
observed. Twenty HPDs installed on the outer wheels at the start of CRAFT showed significant
increase in the noise rates at 3.8T with respect to the noise rates at 0T. The high voltage was turned
off for the four HPDs with the highest noise rate increases, and was lowered to 7kV for the others.
The HO HPDs located on the outer wheels showed clear signs of increased discharge rates during
CRAFT. As the number of discharging HPDs continued to increase, the high voltage on all HPDs
servicing the outer wheels was further lowered to 6.5kV midway into CRAFT. By the end of the
run, a total of 14 HPDs were turned off out of 132 for all of HO.

During the winter 2008/09 shutdown, after CRAFT, the problematic channels were fixed, in-
cluding replacing HPDs with anomalously high noise rates or low gains. A total of 19 HPDs were
replaced in HB and HE, and another 19 in the HO outer wheels. As of November 2009, after addi-
tional tests with the magnetic field, all of the HB, HE, and HF channels were operational while the
number of non-operational channels in HO was at the level of 4%.

5.4.4 Muon detectors

The DT system had all 250 chambers installed, commissioned and equipped with readout and
trigger electronics for CRAFT, and 98.8% of the channels were active. The DT trigger was operated
in a configuration requiring the coincidence of at least two nearby chambers without requiring
that the muon trajectory points to the nominal interaction point. The cosmic trigger rate for this
configuration was stable at about 240Hz. The performance of the DT trigger is described in more
detail in ref. [17].

The DT system demonstrated high reliability and stability. Some noise was observed sporad-
ically during the period when the field was on. In particular, synchronous noise produced huge
events, with high occupancy in the detectors comprising the wheels on one side of the experiment,
at the level of 0.1–1Hz. Noise sources are under investigation.

The RPC system participated in CRAFT with the entire barrel and a small fraction of the
endcaps [18], which at the time were at an early stage of commissioning. For the barrel part, the
CRAFT operation was important to ascertain the system stability, debug the hardware, synchro-
nize the electronics, and ultimately obtain a preliminary measurement of the detector performance.
About 99% of the barrel electronic channels were active during the data taking, while the remain-
ing 1% were masked due to a high counting rate. The average cosmic muon RPC trigger rate was
about 140Hz for the barrel, largely coincident with the DT triggers, with some spikes in rate as
noted below.

The main RPC monitoring tasks ran smoothly during the entire period, which allowed a careful
analysis of system stability. The average current drawn by the barrel chambers (each having a
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12m2 single gap surface) was stable below 1.5 µA, with very few cases above 3 µA. A study of the
chamber efficiency as a function of the operating voltage was possible for about 70% of the barrel
chambers, giving a preliminary estimate of the average intrinsic detector efficiency of about 90%.
This study also indicated a few hardware failures and cable map errors that were later fixed.

Sporadic RPC trigger spikes related to noise pick-up from external sources were also detected.
The sensitivity of the system to these sources is under investigation. However, preliminary studies
have demonstrated that the trigger rate is almost unaffected when the standard trigger algorithm for
LHC collisions is applied.

The CSC system operated with more than 96% of the readout channels active and for about
80% of the CRAFT running period [19]. The rate of trigger primitive segments in the CSCs from
cosmic-ray muons underground was about 60Hz, distributed over the two endcaps. The CSC
trigger was configured to pass each of these trigger segments, without a coincidence requirement,
as muon candidates to the Level-1 Global Trigger.

The long running period under stable conditions provided by CRAFT exposed a few issues
that had not yet been encountered during the commissioning of the CSCs. These effects include a
very low corruption rate of the non-volatile memories used to program some FPGAs distributed in
the system, and unstable communication with the low voltage power supplies. Actions taken after
CRAFT to address these issues included periodic refreshing of the memories and a replacement of
the control signal cables to the power supplies, respectively.

5.4.5 Muon alignment system

The complete muon alignment system was tested during CRAFT [21]. It is organized into three
main components: two local systems to monitor the relative positions of the DT and CSC muon
detectors separately, and a “link system” that relates the muon chambers and central tracker and
allows simultaneous monitoring of the barrel and endcap. All components are designed to provide
continuous monitoring of the muon chambers in the entire magnetic field range between 0T and
4T. The acquisition of data from these systems is separate from the central DAQ used to collect
normal event data.

Each DT chamber is equipped with LEDs as light sources, and about 600 video cameras
mounted on rigid carbon-fibre structures observe the motions of the chambers. During the CRAFT
data taking period, as well as the periods just before and after, over 100 measurement cycles were
recorded. Compression of the barrel wheels in z with the magnet at 3.8T was observed at the level
of 1–2mm depending on azimuth, and with an uncertainty of 0.3mm, in agreement with previous
measurements made during MTCC.

The acquisition of endcap alignment data was robust, and 99.4% of the sensors were opera-
tional. The sensors monitor displacements from reference laser beams across each endcap disk,
and provide positioning information on 1/6 of the endcap chambers. This allows adequate moni-
toring of the yoke disk deformations due to strong magnetic forces. The measurements with the
magnet at 3.8T indicate deformations of all disks towards the interaction point by about 10–12mm
for chambers close to the beam line and by about 5mm for chambers further away. These results
are consistent with earlier MTCC measurements.

The link system comprises amorphous silicon position detectors placed around the muon spec-
trometer and connected by laser lines. The complete system was implemented for CRAFT, and
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98% operational efficiency was obtained. Unfortunately, the closing of the YE−1 disk outside of
its tolerance created a conflict with some of the alignment components, making the laser system
for this part of the detector effectively unusable during CRAFT. The disk could not be repositioned
given the limited remaining time to prepare CMS for LHC beams in 2008. Consequently, full
reconstruction of the link system data was possible only for the +z side of the detector. During
CRAFT, data were recorded at stable 0T and 3.8T field values, as well as during magnet ramps.
Information from the link system was used to align CSCs on YE±1. Both the endcap alignment
and the link system detected disk bending, and CSC tilts were measured at full field.

5.5 Data operations

The average data-taking run length during CRAFT was slightly more than 3 hours, and four runs
exceeded 15 hours without interruption (one run exceeded 24 hours). Reasons for stopping a run
included the desire to change the detector configuration, a hardware-related issue with a detec-
tor subsystem (e.g. loss of power), some part of the readout electronics entering an irrecoverable
busy state, or other irrecoverable DAQ system errors. Aside from the 10% downtime due to in-
frastructure related problems, the typical data collection efficiency of CMS was about 70% during
CRAFT, including periods used to conduct detector calibrations, pedestal runs, and diagnostics to
further advance the commissioning of the experiment. The breakdown of the total number of col-
lected events passing quality criteria for the detector systems or combination of systems, but not
necessarily with a cosmic muon within its fiducial volume, is listed in table 1. Figure 5 shows the
accumulated number of cosmic ray triggered events as a function of time with the magnet at its op-
erating central field of 3.8T, where the minimal configuration of the silicon strip tracker and the DT
muon system delivering data certified for further offline analysis was required. It was not required
to keep the other systems in the configuration. A total of 270 million such events were collected.
The effective change in slope after day 18 is principally due to downtime to further improve the
synchronization of the silicon strip tracker and an unplanned ramp-down of the magnet.

Data were promptly reconstructed at the Tier-0 computing centre at CERN to create high-level
physics objects with a job latency of about 8 hours, but with a broad distribution. These data were
transferred to the CMS Analysis Facility (CAF) at the CERN Meyrin site and to several Tier-1 and
Tier-2 centres worldwide for prompt analysis by teams of physicists. The average export rate from
the Tier-0 centre to the Tier-1 centres during CRAFT was 240MB/s, and the total volume trans-
ferred was about 600TB. Data quality monitoring of the Tier-0 reconstruction output in addition
to the standard online monitoring at the control room was provided. Specialized data selections
for detector calibration and alignment purposes also were created from the Tier-0 processing, and
they were processed on the CAF to update the alignment and calibration constants. Several re-
processings of the CRAFT datasets took place at the Tier-1 centres using the refined calibration
and alignment constants after the CRAFT data taking period. For ease of offline analyses, several
primary datasets were produced that were derived from dedicated HLT filters. Some datasets were
further reduced, selecting for example events enriched in the fraction of cosmic muons pointing
to the inner tracking region of the experiment. Further details on the offline processing workflows
applied to the CRAFT data are described in ref. [8].
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Table 1. The number of cosmic ray triggered events collected during CRAFT with the magnetic field at
its operating axial value of 3.8T and with the listed detector system (or combination of systems) operating
nominally and passing offline quality criteria. The minimum configuration required for data-taking was at
least one muon system and the strip tracker. The other subdetectors were allowed to go out of data-taking
for tests.

Detector Events (millions)
Pixel Tracker 290
Strip Tracker 270
ECAL 230
HCAL 290
RPC 270
CSC 275
DT 310
DT+Strip 270
All 130
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Figure 5. The accumulated number of good (see text) cosmic ray triggered events with the magnet at 3.8T
as a function of days into CRAFT, beginning October 16, 2008.
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5.6 Lessons

The extended running period of CRAFT led to the identification of some areas needing attention
for future operations. As noted in a few instances already, some repairs or replacements of detector
subsystem components were required, such as the repair of several power cables to the pixel tracker,
the replacement of some HPDs for the HCAL, and the replacement of some muon electronics on
the detector. The cooling plants for the silicon tracking systems were refurbished to eliminate leaks
in the piping, and improved water leak detection was added to the barrel yoke. Based partly on the
experience of CRAFT, the complexity of the HLT menu to be used for initial LHC operations was
reduced and some algorithms were improved for better CPU and memory usage performance.

In order to measure the efficiency of data-taking automatically and to systematically track the
most significant problems, a tool was developed after CRAFT to monitor the down-times during
data-taking and the general reasons for each instance (as selected by the shift leader). In an effort
to improve the efficiency, further centralization of operations and additional alarm capability were
added to the detector control and safety systems. More stringent change-control policies on hard-
ware interventions, firmware revisions, and software updates were also enacted during subsequent
global-taking periods in order to further limit any unannounced changes.

Many CRAFT detector analyses successfully used the computing facilities of the CAF, but to
the extent that it became clear afterward that the disk and CPU usage policies needed refinement.
One unexpected outcome from the CRAFT analyses was the identification of a problem in the
initial calculation of the magnetic field in the steel yoke for the barrel that became evident when
studying cosmic muons recorded during CRAFT (see section 6).

6 Detector performance studies

The data collected during CRAFT, with CMS in its final configuration and the magnet energized,
facilitated a wide range of analyses on the performance of the CMS subdetectors, the magnitude
of the magnetic field in the return yoke, as well as the calibration and alignment of sensors in
preparation for physics measurements. Figure 6 shows a transverse view of the CMS experiment
with the calorimeter energy deposits and tracking hits indicated from one cosmic muon traversing
the central region during CRAFT. It also shows the results of the muon trajectory reconstruction.

Alignment of the silicon strip and pixel sensor modules was improved significantly from ini-
tial survey measurements by applying sophisticated track-based alignment techniques to the data
recorded from approximately 3.2 million tracks selected to cross the sensitive tracking region (with
110000 tracks having at least one pixel hit). The precision achieved for the positions of the de-
tector modules with respect to particle trajectories, derived from the distribution of the median of
the cosmic muon track residuals, is 3–4 µm in the barrel and 3–14 µm in the endcaps for the co-
ordinate in the bending plane [22]. Other silicon tracking measurements [13] performed with the
CRAFT data include calibration of the absolute energy loss in silicon strip sensors, Lorentz angle
measurements, hit efficiencies and position resolutions, track reconstruction efficiencies, and track
parameter resolutions. The efficiency of reconstructing cosmic ray tracks, for example, is greater
than 99% for muons passing completely through the detector and close to the beam line.

Track-based alignment techniques using cosmic muons were also applied to align the DT
muon detectors in the barrel region of the experiment. An alignment precision of better than 700
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2008-Oct-20 04:52:41.749892 GMT: Run 66748, Event 8868341, LS 160, Orbit 166856666, BX 2633

DT

HCAL

ECAL

Strip Tracker
Pixel Tracker

Figure 6. Display of a cosmic muon recorded during CRAFT which enters and exits through the DT muon
system, leaves measurable minimum ionizing deposits in the HCAL and ECAL, and crosses the silicon strip
and pixel tracking systems. Reconstruction of the trajectory is also indicated.

µm was achieved along the higher precision coordinate direction (approximately φ ) for the first
three DT stations as estimated by a cross-check of extrapolating muon segments from one detector
to the next [23]. A local alignment precision of 270 µm was achieved within each ring of CSCs
using LHC beam-halo muons recorded during beam operations in 2008.

Studies of the resolution and efficiency of hit reconstruction in the DT [24] and CSC [19]
muon chambers were performed. The resolution of a single reconstructed hit in a DT layer is of
the order of 300 µm, and the efficiency of reconstructing high quality local track segments built
from several layers in the DT chambers is approximately 99%. Likewise, the position resolution
of local track segments in a CSC is of the order of 200 µm (50 µm for the highest |η | chambers
on YE±1). The performance of the muon track reconstruction algorithms on CRAFT data was
studied [25] using the muon system alone and using the muon system combined with the inner
tracker. The requirement on the distance of closest approach to the beam line must be relaxed
relative to that used for muons from collisions. The resolution of the track parameters can be
determined by splitting a single cosmic ray signal into upper and lower tracks and comparing the
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results of the separate fits. For example, the pT resolution for tracks passing close to the beam
line with a sufficient number of hits in the silicon pixel and strip tracking detectors is measured to
be of the order of 1% for pT = 10GeV/c, increasing to 8% for pT of about 500GeV/c. The latter
is limited by the accuracy of the alignment of the inner tracker and the muon system, and should
improve to 5% when perfectly aligned.

Measurements of the cosmic muon energy loss, dE/dx, in the ECAL and HCAL barrel com-
partments validated the initial calibration of individual channels obtained prior to CRAFT (the end-
cap studies suffer from small sample sizes). In a study of 40% of the ECAL barrel channels, the
obtained spread in detector response has an RMS of about 1.1%, consistent with the combined sta-
tistical and systematic uncertainties [15]. Additionally, the measured dE/dx as a function of muon
momentum agrees well with a first-principles calculation [26]. For the HCAL barrel and endcap,
CRAFT confirmed the brightening of scintillators with magnetic field first measured during MTCC,
which leads to about a 9% increase in response. The response to cosmic muons recorded during
CRAFT was used to adjust the intercalibration constants of the barrel, and the residual RMS spread
is at the level of a few percent [16]. The absolute response to cosmic muons with a momentum of
150GeV/c agrees well with earlier test beam measurements.

The accuracy of the calculated magnetic field map in the barrel steel yoke, used in muon
reconstruction, was obtained by a comparison of the muon bending measured by DT chambers
with the bending predicted by extrapolating the track parameters measured by the inner tracking
system (where the magnetic field is known very precisely). During CRAFT a discrepancy was
noted, and this was later traced to boundary conditions that had been set too restrictively in the
field map calculation. The analysis also suggested improving the treatment of asymmetric features
in the map. An updated field map was produced based on these results. Residual differences
between data and the calculation are reduced to about 4.5% in the middle station of the barrel yoke
and 8.5% in the outer station, and are corrected using the CRAFT measurements [27].

7 Summary

The CRAFT exercise in 2008 provided invaluable experience in commissioning and operating the
CMS experiment and, from analyses performed on the data recorded, in understanding the perfor-
mance of its detectors. It represented a milestone in a global commissioning programme marked by
a series of global data-taking periods with progressively larger fractions of the installed detectors
participating, culminating in all installed systems read out in their entirety or nearly so. Over the
course of 23 days during October and November 2008, the experiment collected 270 million cos-
mic ray triggered events with the solenoid at its operating central field of 3.8T and with at least the
silicon strip tracker and drift tube muon system participating and operating at nominal conditions.
These data were processed by the offline data handling system, and then analyzed by teams dedi-
cated to the calibration, alignment, and characterization of the detector subsystems. The precision
achieved of detector calibrations and alignments, as well as operational experience of running the
experiment for an extended period of time, give confidence that the CMS experiment is ready for
LHC beam operations.
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O. Actis, G. Altenhöfer, W. Bender, P. Biallass, M. Erdmann, G. Fetchenhauer1,
J. Frangenheim, T. Hebbeker, G. Hilgers, A. Hinzmann, K. Hoepfner, C. Hof, M. Kirsch,
T. Klimkovich, P. Kreuzer1, D. Lanske†, M. Merschmeyer, A. Meyer, B. Philipps, H. Pieta,
H. Reithler, S.A. Schmitz, L. Sonnenschein, M. Sowa, J. Steggemann, H. Szczesny, D. Teyssier,
C. Zeidler

RWTH Aachen University, III. Physikalisches Institut B, Aachen, Germany
M. Bontenackels, M. Davids, M. Duda, G. Flügge, H. Geenen, M. Giffels, W. Haj Ahmad,
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A. Tsirou, L. Veillet, G.I. Veres, M. Voutilainen, P. Wertelaers, M. Zanetti

Paul Scherrer Institut, Villigen, Switzerland
W. Bertl, K. Deiters, W. Erdmann, K. Gabathuler, R. Horisberger, Q. Ingram, H.C. Kaestli,
S. König, D. Kotlinski, U. Langenegger, F. Meier, D. Renker, T. Rohe, J. Sibille23, A. Starodumov24

Institute for Particle Physics, ETH Zurich, Zurich, Switzerland
B. Betev, L. Caminada25, Z. Chen, S. Cittolin, D.R. Da Silva Di Calafiori, S. Dambach25,
G. Dissertori, M. Dittmar, C. Eggel25, J. Eugster, G. Faber, K. Freudenreich, C. Grab,
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D. Treille, P. Trüb25, M. Weber, L. Wehrli, J. Weng, S. Zelepoukine27

– 31 –



2
0
1
0
 
J
I
N
S
T
 
5
 
T
0
3
0
0
1
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Bogaziçi University, Department of Physics, Istanbul, Turkey
M. Deliomeroglu, D. Demir29, E. Gülmez, A. Halu, B. Isildak, M. Kaya30, O. Kaya30,
S. Ozkorucuklu31, N. Sonmez32

National Scientific Center, Kharkov Institute of Physics and Technology, Kharkov, Ukraine
L. Levchuk, S. Lukyanenko, D. Soroka, S. Zub

University of Bristol, Bristol, United Kingdom
F. Bostock, J.J. Brooke, T.L. Cheng, D. Cussans, R. Frazier, J. Goldstein, N. Grant,
M. Hansen, G.P. Heath, H.F. Heath, C. Hill, B. Huckvale, J. Jackson, C.K. Mackay, S. Metson,
D.M. Newbold33, K. Nirunpong, V.J. Smith, J. Velthuis, R. Walton

Rutherford Appleton Laboratory, Didcot, United Kingdom
K.W. Bell, C. Brew, R.M. Brown, B. Camanzi, D.J.A. Cockerill, J.A. Coughlan, N.I. Geddes,
K. Harder, S. Harper, B.W. Kennedy, P. Murray, C.H. Shepherd-Themistocleous, I.R. Tomalin,
J.H. Williams†, W.J. Womersley, S.D. Worm

Imperial College, University of London, London, United Kingdom
R. Bainbridge, G. Ball, J. Ballin, R. Beuselinck, O. Buchmuller, D. Colling, N. Cripps, G. Davies,
M. Della Negra, C. Foudas, J. Fulcher, D. Futyan, G. Hall, J. Hays, G. Iles, G. Karapostoli,
B.C. MacEvoy, A.-M. Magnan, J. Marrouche, J. Nash, A. Nikitenko24, A. Papageorgiou,
M. Pesaresi, K. Petridis, M. Pioppi34, D.M. Raymond, N. Rompotis, A. Rose, M.J. Ryan, C. Seez,
P. Sharp, G. Sidiropoulos1, M. Stettler, M. Stoye, M. Takahashi, A. Tapper, C. Timlin, S. Tourneur,
M. Vazquez Acosta, T. Virdee1, S. Wakefield, D. Wardrope, T. Whyntie, M. Wingham

Brunel University, Uxbridge, United Kingdom
J.E. Cole, I. Goitom, P.R. Hobson, A. Khan, P. Kyberd, D. Leslie, C. Munro, I.D. Reid,
C. Siamitros, R. Taylor, L. Teodorescu, I. Yaselli

– 32 –



2
0
1
0
 
J
I
N
S
T
 
5
 
T
0
3
0
0
1

Boston University, Boston, U.S.A.
T. Bose, M. Carleton, E. Hazen, A.H. Heering, A. Heister, J. St. John, P. Lawson, D. Lazic,
D. Osborne, J. Rohlf, L. Sulak, S. Wu

Brown University, Providence, U.S.A.
J. Andrea, A. Avetisyan, S. Bhattacharya, J.P. Chou, D. Cutts, S. Esen, G. Kukartsev, G. Landsberg,
M. Narain, D. Nguyen, T. Speer, K.V. Tsang

University of California, Davis, Davis, U.S.A.
R. Breedon, M. Calderon De La Barca Sanchez, M. Case, D. Cebra, M. Chertok, J. Conway,
P.T. Cox, J. Dolen, R. Erbacher, E. Friis, W. Ko, A. Kopecky, R. Lander, A. Lister, H. Liu,
S. Maruyama, T. Miceli, M. Nikolic, D. Pellett, J. Robles, M. Searle, J. Smith, M. Squires, J. Stilley,
M. Tripathi, R. Vasquez Sierra, C. Veelken

University of California, Los Angeles, Los Angeles, U.S.A.
V. Andreev, K. Arisaka, D. Cline, R. Cousins, S. Erhan1, J. Hauser, M. Ignatenko, C. Jarvis,
J. Mumford, C. Plager, G. Rakness, P. Schlein†, J. Tucker, V. Valuev, R. Wallny, X. Yang

University of California, Riverside, Riverside, U.S.A.
J. Babb, M. Bose, A. Chandra, R. Clare, J.A. Ellison, J.W. Gary, G. Hanson, G.Y. Jeng, S.C. Kao,
F. Liu, H. Liu, A. Luthra, H. Nguyen, G. Pasztor35, A. Satpathy, B.C. Shen†, R. Stringer, J. Sturdy,
V. Sytnik, R. Wilken, S. Wimpenny

University of California, San Diego, La Jolla, U.S.A.
J.G. Branson, E. Dusinberre, D. Evans, F. Golf, R. Kelley, M. Lebourgeois, J. Letts, E. Lipeles,
B. Mangano, J. Muelmenstaedt, M. Norman, S. Padhi, A. Petrucci, H. Pi, M. Pieri, R. Ranieri,
M. Sani, V. Sharma, S. Simon, F. Würthwein, A. Yagil

University of California, Santa Barbara, Santa Barbara, U.S.A.
C. Campagnari, M. D’Alfonso, T. Danielson, J. Garberson, J. Incandela, C. Justus, P. Kalavase,
S.A. Koay, D. Kovalskyi, V. Krutelyov, J. Lamb, S. Lowette, V. Pavlunin, F. Rebassoo, J. Ribnik,
J. Richman, R. Rossin, D. Stuart, W. To, J.R. Vlimant, M. Witherell

California Institute of Technology, Pasadena, U.S.A.
A. Apresyan, A. Bornheim, J. Bunn, M. Chiorboli, M. Gataullin, D. Kcira, V. Litvine, Y. Ma,
H.B. Newman, C. Rogan, V. Timciuc, J. Veverka, R. Wilkinson, Y. Yang, L. Zhang, K. Zhu,
R.Y. Zhu

Carnegie Mellon University, Pittsburgh, U.S.A.
B. Akgun, R. Carroll, T. Ferguson, D.W. Jang, S.Y. Jun, M. Paulini, J. Russ, N. Terentyev, H. Vogel,
I. Vorobiev

University of Colorado at Boulder, Boulder, U.S.A.
J.P. Cumalat, M.E. Dinardo, B.R. Drell, W.T. Ford, B. Heyburn, E. Luiggi Lopez, U. Nauenberg,
K. Stenson, K. Ulmer, S.R. Wagner, S.L. Zang

Cornell University, Ithaca, U.S.A.
L. Agostino, J. Alexander, F. Blekman, D. Cassel, A. Chatterjee, S. Das, L.K. Gibbons, B. Heltsley,
W. Hopkins, A. Khukhunaishvili, B. Kreis, V. Kuznetsov, J.R. Patterson, D. Puigh, A. Ryd, X. Shi,
S. Stroiney, W. Sun, W.D. Teo, J. Thom, J. Vaughan, Y. Weng, P. Wittich

– 33 –



2
0
1
0
 
J
I
N
S
T
 
5
 
T
0
3
0
0
1

Fairfield University, Fairfield, U.S.A.
C.P. Beetz, G. Cirino, C. Sanzeni, D. Winn

Fermi National Accelerator Laboratory, Batavia, U.S.A.
S. Abdullin, M.A. Afaq1, M. Albrow, B. Ananthan, G. Apollinari, M. Atac, W. Badgett, L. Bagby,
J.A. Bakken, B. Baldin, S. Banerjee, K. Banicz, L.A.T. Bauerdick, A. Beretvas, J. Berryhill,
P.C. Bhat, K. Biery, M. Binkley, I. Bloch, F. Borcherding, A.M. Brett, K. Burkett, J.N. Butler,
V. Chetluru, H.W.K. Cheung, F. Chlebana, I. Churin, S. Cihangir, M. Crawford, W. Dagenhart,
M. Demarteau, G. Derylo, D. Dykstra, D.P. Eartly, J.E. Elias, V.D. Elvira, D. Evans, L. Feng,
M. Fischler, I. Fisk, S. Foulkes, J. Freeman, P. Gartung, E. Gottschalk, T. Grassi, D. Green,
Y. Guo, O. Gutsche, A. Hahn, J. Hanlon, R.M. Harris, B. Holzman, J. Howell, D. Hufnagel,
E. James, H. Jensen, M. Johnson, C.D. Jones, U. Joshi, E. Juska, J. Kaiser, B. Klima,
S. Kossiakov, K. Kousouris, S. Kwan, C.M. Lei, P. Limon, J.A. Lopez Perez, S. Los, L. Lueking,
G. Lukhanin, S. Lusin1, J. Lykken, K. Maeshima, J.M. Marraffino, D. Mason, P. McBride,
T. Miao, K. Mishra, S. Moccia, R. Mommsen, S. Mrenna, A.S. Muhammad, C. Newman-Holmes,
C. Noeding, V. O’Dell, O. Prokofyev, R. Rivera, C.H. Rivetta, A. Ronzhin, P. Rossman, S. Ryu,
V. Sekhri, E. Sexton-Kennedy, I. Sfiligoi, S. Sharma, T.M. Shaw, D. Shpakov, E. Skup, R.P. Smith†,
A. Soha, W.J. Spalding, L. Spiegel, I. Suzuki, P. Tan, W. Tanenbaum, S. Tkaczyk1, R. Trentadue1,
L. Uplegger, E.W. Vaandering, R. Vidal, J. Whitmore, E. Wicklund, W. Wu, J. Yarba, F. Yumiceva,
J.C. Yun

University of Florida, Gainesville, U.S.A.
D. Acosta, P. Avery, V. Barashko, D. Bourilkov, M. Chen, G.P. Di Giovanni, D. Dobur,
A. Drozdetskiy, R.D. Field, Y. Fu, I.K. Furic, J. Gartner, D. Holmes, B. Kim, S. Klimenko,
J. Konigsberg, A. Korytov, K. Kotov, A. Kropivnitskaya, T. Kypreos, A. Madorsky, K. Matchev,
G. Mitselmakher, Y. Pakhotin, J. Piedra Gomez, C. Prescott, V. Rapsevicius, R. Remington,
M. Schmitt, B. Scurlock, D. Wang, J. Yelton

Florida International University, Miami, U.S.A.
C. Ceron, V. Gaultney, L. Kramer, L.M. Lebolo, S. Linn, P. Markowitz, G. Martinez, J.L. Rodriguez

Florida State University, Tallahassee, U.S.A.
T. Adams, A. Askew, H. Baer, M. Bertoldi, J. Chen, W.G.D. Dharmaratna, S.V. Gleyzer, J. Haas,
S. Hagopian, V. Hagopian, M. Jenkins, K.F. Johnson, E. Prettner, H. Prosper, S. Sekmen

Florida Institute of Technology, Melbourne, U.S.A.
M.M. Baarmand, S. Guragain, M. Hohlmann, H. Kalakhety, H. Mermerkaya, R. Ralich,
I. Vodopiyanov

University of Illinois at Chicago (UIC), Chicago, U.S.A.
B. Abelev, M.R. Adams, I.M. Anghel, L. Apanasevich, V.E. Bazterra, R.R. Betts, J. Callner,
M.A. Castro, R. Cavanaugh, C. Dragoiu, E.J. Garcia-Solis, C.E. Gerber, D.J. Hofman, S. Khalatian,
C. Mironov, E. Shabalina, A. Smoron, N. Varelas

The University of Iowa, Iowa City, U.S.A.
U. Akgun, E.A. Albayrak, A.S. Ayan, B. Bilki, R. Briggs, K. Cankocak36, K. Chung, W. Clarida,
P. Debbins, F. Duru, F.D. Ingram, C.K. Lae, E. McCliment, J.-P. Merlo, A. Mestvirishvili,
M.J. Miller, A. Moeller, J. Nachtman, C.R. Newsom, E. Norbeck, J. Olson, Y. Onel, F. Ozok,
J. Parsons, I. Schmidt, S. Sen, J. Wetzel, T. Yetkin, K. Yi

– 34 –



2
0
1
0
 
J
I
N
S
T
 
5
 
T
0
3
0
0
1

Johns Hopkins University, Baltimore, U.S.A.
B.A. Barnett, B. Blumenfeld, A. Bonato, C.Y. Chien, D. Fehling, G. Giurgiu, A.V. Gritsan,
Z.J. Guo, P. Maksimovic, S. Rappoccio, M. Swartz, N.V. Tran, Y. Zhang

The University of Kansas, Lawrence, U.S.A.
P. Baringer, A. Bean, O. Grachov, M. Murray, V. Radicci, S. Sanders, J.S. Wood, V. Zhukova

Kansas State University, Manhattan, U.S.A.
D. Bandurin, T. Bolton, K. Kaadze, A. Liu, Y. Maravin, D. Onoprienko, I. Svintradze, Z. Wan

Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory, Livermore, U.S.A.
J. Gronberg, J. Hollar, D. Lange, D. Wright

University of Maryland, College Park, U.S.A.
D. Baden, R. Bard, M. Boutemeur, S.C. Eno, D. Ferencek, N.J. Hadley, R.G. Kellogg, M. Kirn,
S. Kunori, K. Rossato, P. Rumerio, F. Santanastasio, A. Skuja, J. Temple, M.B. Tonjes,
S.C. Tonwar, T. Toole, E. Twedt

Massachusetts Institute of Technology, Cambridge, U.S.A.
B. Alver, G. Bauer, J. Bendavid, W. Busza, E. Butz, I.A. Cali, M. Chan, D. D’Enterria, P. Everaerts,
G. Gomez Ceballos, K.A. Hahn, P. Harris, S. Jaditz, Y. Kim, M. Klute, Y.-J. Lee, W. Li, C. Loizides,
T. Ma, M. Miller, S. Nahn, C. Paus, C. Roland, G. Roland, M. Rudolph, G. Stephans, K. Sumorok,
K. Sung, S. Vaurynovich, E.A. Wenger, B. Wyslouch, S. Xie, Y. Yilmaz, A.S. Yoon

University of Minnesota, Minneapolis, U.S.A.
D. Bailleux, S.I. Cooper, P. Cushman, B. Dahmes, A. De Benedetti, A. Dolgopolov, P.R. Dudero,
R. Egeland, G. Franzoni, J. Haupt, A. Inyakin37, K. Klapoetke, Y. Kubota, J. Mans, N. Mirman,
D. Petyt, V. Rekovic, R. Rusack, M. Schroeder, A. Singovsky, J. Zhang

University of Mississippi, University, U.S.A.
L.M. Cremaldi, R. Godang, R. Kroeger, L. Perera, R. Rahmat, D.A. Sanders, P. Sonnek,
D. Summers

University of Nebraska-Lincoln, Lincoln, U.S.A.
K. Bloom, B. Bockelman, S. Bose, J. Butt, D.R. Claes, A. Dominguez, M. Eads, J. Keller, T. Kelly,
I. Kravchenko, J. Lazo-Flores, C. Lundstedt, H. Malbouisson, S. Malik, G.R. Snow

State University of New York at Buffalo, Buffalo, U.S.A.
U. Baur, I. Iashvili, A. Kharchilava, A. Kumar, K. Smith, M. Strang

Northeastern University, Boston, U.S.A.
G. Alverson, E. Barberis, O. Boeriu, G. Eulisse, G. Govi, T. McCauley, Y. Musienko38, S. Muzaffar,
I. Osborne, T. Paul, S. Reucroft, J. Swain, L. Taylor, L. Tuura

Northwestern University, Evanston, U.S.A.
A. Anastassov, B. Gobbi, A. Kubik, R.A. Ofierzynski, A. Pozdnyakov, M. Schmitt, S. Stoynev,
M. Velasco, S. Won

University of Notre Dame, Notre Dame, U.S.A.
L. Antonelli, D. Berry, M. Hildreth, C. Jessop, D.J. Karmgard, T. Kolberg, K. Lannon, S. Lynch,
N. Marinelli, D.M. Morse, R. Ruchti, J. Slaunwhite, J. Warchol, M. Wayne

– 35 –



2
0
1
0
 
J
I
N
S
T
 
5
 
T
0
3
0
0
1

The Ohio State University, Columbus, U.S.A.
B. Bylsma, L.S. Durkin, J. Gilmore39, J. Gu, P. Killewald, T.Y. Ling, G. Williams

Princeton University, Princeton, U.S.A.
N. Adam, E. Berry, P. Elmer, A. Garmash, D. Gerbaudo, V. Halyo, A. Hunt, J. Jones, E. Laird,
D. Marlow, T. Medvedeva, M. Mooney, J. Olsen, P. Piroué, D. Stickland, C. Tully, J.S. Werner,
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