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Abstract

We report the first measurement of charged-hadron pseudorapidity (η) distribu-
tions in oxygen-oxygen (OO) collisions at a nucleon-nucleon center-of-mass energy
of

√
s

NN
= 5.36 TeV. The data were recorded by the CMS experiment at the LHC

in 2025. Primary charged-hadron yields are measured in the range |η| < 2.4 as
a function of centrality (the overlap of the two nuclei). The results are compared
with previous measurements in lead-lead (PbPb) and xenon-xenon collisions at sim-
ilar energies, as well as predictions from several Monte Carlo event generators and
a hydrodynamic model. The charged-hadron pseudorapidity density in the midra-
pidity region (|η| < 0.5) is 〈dNch/dη〉 = 41.8 ± 1.1 (syst) integrated over centrality
and 135.0 ± 4.0 (syst) for the most central (i.e., largest nuclear overlap) events. The
hydrodynamic model TRAJECTUM provides the best overall description of the data,
particularly in central collisions. The particle density at midrapidity divided by the
number of nucleons participating in the interaction in central OO collisions is consis-
tent with that observed in central PbPb collisions at similar collision energy. While the
overall energy-scaling behavior observed in other nucleus-nucleus collisions is pre-
served, the data exhibit deviations from simple participant and system-size scaling,
highlighting the role of collision geometry and finite-size effects in light ion collisions.
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1 Introduction

Ultrarelativistic heavy ion collisions provide a unique opportunity to investigate strongly in-
teracting matter under extreme temperatures and energy densities, where a novel state of
matter governed by quantum chromodynamics (QCD)—the quark-gluon plasma (QGP)—is
formed [1]. One of the most striking properties of the QGP is its near-perfect fluidity, charac-
terized by an exceptionally low shear viscosity to entropy density ratio, as inferred from com-
parisons between experimental data and hydrodynamic model calculations. Bulk particle pro-
duction observables, in particular charged-particle pseudorapidity (η) distributions dNch/dη,
play a central role in constraining the initial-state entropy deposition and the subsequent hy-
drodynamic response of the system [2]. The dependence of dNch/dη on the collision geometry
and center-of-mass energy provides sensitivity to initial-state effects, such as nuclear shadow-
ing and gluon saturation [3], while also probing the interplay between soft- and hard-scattering
processes in particle production [4]. These measurements further serve as key inputs for the
development and validation of comprehensive theoretical models [5] and are essential for anal-
yses of hard probes, where the subtraction of the underlying event for isolated photons and
jets relies on a precise understanding of inclusive particle production [6, 7]. Recent studies also
suggest that charged-particle multiplicity may be influenced by the nuclear deformation of the
colliding ions [8]. Consequently, precise measurements of dNch/dη are vital for constraining
models of QGP formation and the dynamics of heavy ion collisions.

In 2025, the CMS experiment collected the first data set of oxygen-oxygen (OO) collisions
at the CERN Large Hadron Collider (LHC) at a nucleon-nucleon center-of-mass energy of√

s
NN

= 5.36 TeV. With an average of only about 10 nucleons participating in an interaction,
OO collisions occupy an intermediate regime between proton-lead (pPb) and lead-lead (PbPb)
systems in terms of size. Despite being significantly smaller than PbPb collision systems, OO
collisions are expected to produce conditions compatible with the formation of a hot partonic
medium [9].

In addition, as a doubly magic nucleus with closed proton and neutron shells, 16O has a well-
constrained density profile, reducing theoretical uncertainties in initial-state modeling com-
pared to heavier, potentially deformed nuclei [10].

First measurements of OO collisions at the LHC [11–13] have already revealed features com-
monly associated with collective behavior similar to those observed in larger collision systems.
These results suggest that OO collisions may create a medium with properties consistent with
those of a QGP-like state, while still offering a controlled environment with reduced initial-state
uncertainties. However, precise measurements of charged-particle multiplicity and its pseudo-
rapidity dependence remain essential for quantitatively constraining initial-state entropy pro-
duction and testing the scaling properties of particle production across collision systems. The
OO measurements can be directly compared with earlier copper-copper (CuCu) [14] and gold-
gold (AuAu) [15, 16] results from the BNL RHIC, as well as xenon-xenon (XeXe) [17, 18] at√

s
NN

= 5.44 TeV and PbPb at 2.76 TeV [19, 20], 5.02 TeV [21], and 5.36 TeV [22, 23] from the
LHC. These earlier studies reveal an approximate power-law scaling of charged-particle pro-
duction with

√
s

NN
that is largely independent of the colliding nuclei in nucleus–nucleus (AA)

collisions, while proton-proton (pp) and proton-nucleus (pA) systems follow power laws with
different exponents. The OO data therefore provide a stringent new test of this scaling behavior
and of phenomenological models tuned to existing measurements [24–26].

In this Letter, we present the first measurement of the pseudorapidity density, dNch/dη, of
primary charged hadrons with |η| < 2.4 in OO collisions at

√
s

NN
= 5.36 TeV, providing con-

straints on final-state particle production and, through comparisons with theoretical models,
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on entropy production. Primary charged hadrons are defined as prompt charged hadrons and
decay products of particles with a proper decay length cτ < 1 cm, where c is the speed of light
in vacuum and τ is the proper lifetime of the particle. Contributions from prompt leptons,
decay products of longer-lived particles, and secondary interactions are corrected for and ex-
cluded. This definition is identical to that used in previous CMS analyses [17, 20, 27–32]. The
results are presented as functions of charged-hadron η and collision centrality, which quantifies
the geometrical overlap of the two incoming ions [33, 34]. Finally, the OO data are compared
with predictions from several event generators, enabling discrimination between competing
models of initial conditions, nuclear modifications, and final-state interactions in light ion sys-
tems. Tabulated results are provided in the HEPData record for this analysis [35].

2 The CMS detector

The central feature of the CMS apparatus is a superconducting solenoid of 6 m internal diame-
ter, providing a magnetic field of 3.8 T. Within the solenoid volume are a silicon pixel and strip
tracker covering the range |η| < 2.5, a lead tungstate crystal electromagnetic calorimeter, and a
brass and scintillator hadron calorimeter, each composed of a barrel and two endcap sections.
Forward calorimeters (HF), made of steel and quartz-fibers and located on either side of the
interaction point, extend the pseudorapidity coverage to |η| < 5.2. Muons are detected in gas-
ionization chambers embedded in the steel flux-return yoke outside the solenoid. The beam
pickup timing for experiments (BPTX) devices, located around the beam pipe at a distance of
175 m from the interaction point on either side, provide precise information on the timing of
the incoming beams. A detailed description of the CMS detector, together with a definition of
the coordinate system used and the relevant kinematic variables, can be found in Refs [36, 37].

Charged hadrons are reconstructed using the silicon pixel detector installed during the Phase-1
upgrade [38]. It consists of four concentric cylindrical shells (layers) in the barrel region (BPIX)
and three disks on each side of the interaction point in the forward region (FPIX). The BPIX
and FPIX consist of a total of 1184 and 672 modules, respectively, and provide excellent position
resolution with their 100×150 µm pixels. The layers of the BPIX are denoted in increasing order
of their radial distance from the beam axis, i.e., the layer closest to the beam axis is referred to
as layer 1, the next closest layer is referred to as layer 2, and so on, while the disks of the FPIX
are referred to in increasing order of their longitudinal distance from the nominal interaction
point.

3 Event selection

During data taking, minimum-bias OO collision events were recorded with a trigger that re-
quired signal above noise level in at least one side of the HF calorimeters and coincident signals
in both BPTX detectors, corresponding to the arrival of beam bunches from both directions in
the same bunch crossing.

The recorded data sample corresponds to an integrated luminosity of approximately 2 µb−1.
The average number of interactions per bunch crossing was about 0.15, and contributions from
pileup interactions are suppressed by rejecting events with more than one reconstructed in-
teraction vertex. Offline, hadronic interactions are selected by demanding at least two energy
deposits above 4 GeV in each HF calorimeter and at least one reconstructed vertex within 15 cm
of the detector center along the beam axis (|vz| < 15 cm). The interaction vertex is identified
using the tracklet-based charged-particle reconstruction algorithm summarized in Section 4.
These requirements enrich the hadronic event sample while suppressing contributions from
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beam backgrounds and electromagnetic (EM) interactions. An examination of data collected
during bunch crossings without nuclear collisions shows that these selections reject all resid-
ual backgrounds from beam conditions, beam halo, and cosmic-ray muons. After all criteria
are applied, approximately 2 million events remain for the analysis. The inefficiency of these
selections is corrected in bins of tracklet multiplicity using simulated events generated by HI-
JING (version 1.383) [39], and the associated model dependence (discussed below) is included
as a systematic uncertainty. The residual contribution from diffractive and nonhadronic in-
teractions passing the event selection is estimated using simulated events generated by EPOS

LHC (version v3400) [25, 40] and STARLIGHT (v2.2) [41] interfaced with DPMJET (v3.0-5) [42],
respectively. This subtraction is performed in bins of both transverse energy (ET = E/ cosh η,
where E is the measured energy) deposited in the HF calorimeters and tracklet multiplicity,
and its contribution is also included in the total event selection efficiency uncertainty. The con-
tribution from beam contamination by other ions, such as helium nuclei produced by oxygen
transmutation during beam circulation, was found to be negligible [43].

Table 1: Centrality intervals and corresponding 〈Npart〉 values for 5.36 TeV OO collisions, re-
ported up to 70% centrality, while the 0–100% interval corresponds to the fully centrality-
integrated event sample.

Centrality interval [%] 〈Npart〉
0–5 26.3 ± 0.6
5–10 24.0 ± 0.6

10–15 22.0 ± 0.4
15–20 20.1 ± 0.4
20–25 18.1 ± 0.4
25–30 16.1 ± 0.5
30–35 14.1 ± 0.5
35–40 12.3 ± 0.6
40–45 10.7 ± 0.6
45–50 9.2 ± 0.6
50–55 7.9 ± 0.5
55–60 6.8 ± 0.5
60–65 5.9 ± 0.4
65–70 5.1 ± 0.3

0–100 10.9 ± 0.4

Centrality is used to characterize the geometry of heavy ion interactions and is strongly cor-
related with the collision impact parameter and the number of participating nucleons, Npart,
as described in the Glauber model of nuclear collision geometry [34]. In this study, centrality
is determined by the scalar sum of transverse energy recorded in the HF calorimeters, as in
earlier CMS analyses [20, 44]. The transverse-energy spectrum, corrected for the overall event
selection efficiency and EM contamination, is divided into percentile bins representing equal
fractions of the total inelastic hadronic cross section [20]. By convention, smaller percentiles cor-
respond to more central (small impact parameter) collisions. Because event-selection inefficien-
cies and electromagnetic contamination mainly affect the most peripheral collisions, the cali-
bration is anchored at the ET value corresponding to 80% of the hadronic cross section, where
the event selection efficiency is unity and the electromagnetic contamination is negligible. The
position of this reference point is determined with a precision of about 10%, and its uncertainty
is propagated to the final results. The corrected ET distribution is fit using a two-component
ansatz. In this approach, particle production is assumed to arise from a combination of soft in-
teractions, which scale with the number of participating nucleons (Npart), and hard-scattering
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processes, which scale with the number of binary nucleon–nucleon collisions (Ncoll). The con-
tributions from Npart and Ncoll derived from the Monte Carlo (MC) Glauber model [45] are
combined into an effective number of particle production sources, which is then convolved
with a gamma distribution. This parameterization accounts for event-by-event fluctuations in
the transverse energy deposited per source, allowing the model to accurately reproduce the
shape of the ET spectrum over a wide range. The fit also includes a constraint requiring the
80% reference point of the ET distribution in the model to be consistent, within uncertainties,
with that measured in data. The Npart values are obtained in the same percentile intervals as
the data. Following Ref. [45], the Glauber calculation assumes a nucleon-nucleon inelastic cross
section of 68.0± 1.2 mb and ω = 0.3± 0.3 for the parameterization of the nucleon-nucleon over-
lap. The uncertainty in Npart is estimated from the spread of available oxygen nuclear density
profiles and from variations of the fit range between 60% and 94% of the ET distribution. The
resulting Npart values and their uncertainties are provided in Table 1.

4 Analysis

The dNch/dη measurement employs tracklets, each constructed from a pair of pixel clusters
recorded in two distinct layers (or forward disks) of the silicon pixel detector. A cluster is de-
fined as a contiguous group of pixels whose combined charge exceeds the readout threshold.
When both clusters originate from the same charged particle, the differences in pseudorapid-
ity (∆η) and azimuthal angle (∆φ, in radians), computed with respect to the primary vertex,
are small. By requiring |∆η| and |∆φ| to fall within predefined selection windows, the analy-
sis efficiently selects tracklets that correspond to primary charged hadrons while suppressing
combinatorial backgrounds. Details of the tracklet and vertex reconstruction algorithms can be
found in Ref. [20].

This analysis employs nine distinct tracklet categories, defined by the pixel layer pairs used to
form each cluster pair. Six categories combine clusters from the four barrel layers in all possible
combinations of two distinct barrel layers, while the remaining three are constructed from pairs
of the three forward disks. Mixed barrel–disk combinations are excluded because they are more
susceptible to “looper” background from low transverse momentum (pT) charged particles that
curl in the magnetic field and produce multiple clusters within a single layer. After applying
the corrections described below, the dNch/dη distributions from all nine tracklet categories are
averaged and then symmetrized about η = 0 to obtain the final result.

Because each tracklet category has a different sensitivity to the underlying charged-hadron
pT spectrum, the individual dNch/dη distributions also serve as independent cross-checks of
systematic effects. The lowest accessible charged-hadron pT values are reached by tracklets
formed from the innermost barrel layers, while the remaining categories provide complemen-
tary measurements with higher effective pT thresholds. During data taking, a small fraction of
detector modules were found to exhibit a significantly different response in data compared to
MC simulations. These modules are identified and excluded from the analysis, and their effects
are accounted for in the acceptance correction.

From the two clusters in a tracklet pair, a measure of angular distance

∆r =

√

(

ηi − ηj

)2
+

(

φi − φj

)2
(1)

is defined. Here, ηi(j) is the pseudorapidity of the cluster in the i(j)-th layer or disk with respect
to the primary vertex position, and φi(j) is defined similarly for the azimuthal angle. Tracklets
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caused by combinatorial background are reconstructed from clusters originating from differ-
ent charged particles and are found to dominate at ∆r > 0.5 in the simulation. To increase
the purity of the tracklet sample and to reduce the sensitivity to the modeling of combinatorial
background effects, only tracklets having ∆r < 0.5 are used in the analysis. This selection also
suppresses the looper background related to low-pT charged particles. After the tracklet selec-
tion, corrections are applied for the background fraction (including misreconstructed tracklets
and nonprimary charged particles), geometric acceptance, reconstruction efficiency, and event
selection efficiency. These corrections include an extrapolation to zero charged-hadron pT to
account for the finite minimum pT of reconstructed tracklets. The minimum charged-hadron
pT accessible with this method is 50 MeV, corresponding to tracklets formed using the two in-
nermost barrel pixel layers. The correction factors are derived from simulated samples of the
HIJING and EPOS LHC generators interfaced with GEANT4 [46] to model the detector response.

The ∆r spectrum from the HIJING sample is found to best reproduce the data in the region
where combinatorial background is significant, i.e., for 0.4 < ∆r < 0.5, and is therefore used
for the nominal correction factors. The simulated samples from other event generators are used
to study systematic uncertainties. The correction factors are calculated as functions of η, vz, and
the tracklet multiplicity.

5 Systematic uncertainties

The uncertainties resulting from various systematic effects affecting the measurement are eval-
uated as follows:

vz consistency. The potential mismodeling of the alignment of the pixel detector in the simula-
tion affects the correction factors. This effect is studied by comparing the results obtained
in different vz intervals. The resulting systematic uncertainty, which depends on central-
ity and η, ranges from 1% to 4%.

Tracklet selection. The tracklet selection criteria affect the minimum pT and signal-to-background
ratio of reconstructed tracklets. The sensitivity of correction factors to selection criteria is
examined by varying the nominal ∆r requirement by ±0.1. Since particles with lower pT

exhibit larger ∆r values, this variation changes the effective minimum accessible pT from
about 50 MeV to about 100 MeV for tracklets formed from the first and fourth barrel pixel
layers. Despite this relatively large variation for a single tracklet category, the impact on
the final result is reduced by the small particle yield in this low-pT region, the associated
correction factors, and the averaging over nine tracklet categories with different intrinsic
pT sensitivities. The assigned uncertainty is less than 1%.

Deviation from averaged and symmetrized results. In any given η range, measurements can
be made using multiple tracklet combinations. The maximum deviation of the measure-
ments obtained with individual tracklet combinations from the final averaged and sym-
metrized result is assigned as a systematic uncertainty and varies with centrality and η

from 1% to 9%.

Model dependence of the corrections. The model dependence of the correction factors for track-
let efficiency, acceptance, and event selection efficiency is evaluated using alternative sets
of corrections derived from EPOS LHC and AMPT (version 1.26t5) [47], with and without
string melting. These differences affect the correction for leptons and the extrapolation
of the measured spectra to pT = 0. The maximum deviation from the nominal result is
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assigned as a systematic uncertainty and varies with centrality and η, ranging from 1%
to 7%.

HF energy thresholds. The potential difference in the HF response between data and simu-
lation, which affects the event selection efficiency correction, is studied by varying the
selection thresholds. At least two energy deposits above 4 GeV in each HF calorimeter
are required in the nominal analysis. The analysis is performed by requiring three towers
above 3 GeV and two towers above 5 GeV in each HF calorimeter, leading to systematic
uncertainties of 0.5%–1% in the dNch/dη results.

Single diffractive fraction. The model dependence of the single diffractive fraction is studied
by using alternative values derived from PYTHIA 8 ANGANTYR [48]. The resulting differ-
ences in the observables are below 1% and are assigned as a systematic uncertainty.

Centrality calibration. The determination of event centrality depends on the hadronic event
selection efficiency and on contamination from EM processes. Since the inefficiency pri-
marily affects the most peripheral collisions, its uncertainty results in a migration of
events between centrality intervals. To evaluate the impact on the final results, alterna-
tive centrality calibrations are derived by varying the event selection efficiency within its
uncertainty and are used to recategorize the data. The corresponding assigned systematic
uncertainty increases from 0.5% in central collisions to 8% in peripheral events.

A summary of the systematic uncertainties affecting the measurement of charged-hadron mul-
tiplicities as functions of η and centrality is given in Table 2. The individual contributions are
summed in quadrature to obtain the total systematic uncertainty. The uncertainty associated
with the variation among tracklet combinations is dominant, in particular at large |η|, where
acceptance and low-pT effects are largest, while the centrality calibration uncertainty domi-
nates in peripheral collisions. The statistical uncertainties are below 0.1% in all η and centrality
intervals and are therefore neglected throughout this Letter.

Table 2: Sources of systematic uncertainty affecting the measurement of charged-hadron mul-
tiplicities as functions of η and centrality classes in OO collisions at

√
s

NN
= 5.36 TeV. For each

source, the quoted range reflects the spread of the uncertainty across individual η bins and
centrality intervals; no averaging over η or centrality is implied.

Source [%]

Consistency between tracklet combinations 1–9
Primary vertex position consistency 1–4
Tracklet selection <1
Model dependence 1–7
Event selection <1
Single diffractive fraction <1
Centrality calibration 0.5–8

Total systematic uncertainty 3–10

6 Results

Figure 1 shows the charged-hadron η distribution for the 0–100% centrality class. The average
charged-hadron pseudorapidity density in the midrapidity region (|η| < 0.5) is measured to
be 〈dNch/dη〉 = 41.8 ± 1.1 (syst). The results are compared to predictions from the HIJING,
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about 10% in peripheral and 1% in central collisions. The NLEFT and PGCM predictions are
nearly identical for the observables considered here.

The right panel of Fig. 5 shows normalized (dNch/dη)/〈Npart〉 data as a function of 〈Npart〉. For
the data, the 〈Npart〉 values are taken from Table 1, whereas the models are plotted using the
number of participating nucleons obtained in each simulation. The AMPT model shows reason-
able agreement with the data, while HIJING overpredicts it, similar to the trend seen for the un-
normalized dNch/dη. The TRAJECTUM calculations reproduce the normalized data well. The
small deviation observed in the most central collisions is largely driven by differences in the
corresponding Npart values, which may originate from differences in the underlying Glauber
implementation or from differences in the centrality determination based on multiplicity. In
the case of EPOS LHC, the agreement with the data improves significantly when comparing
(dNch/dη)/〈Npart〉, suggesting that while EPOS LHC generates a realistic dNch/dη distribution
for a given initial condition, its description of the forward energy used for centrality determi-
nation differs from that observed in data.
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Figure 6: Comparison of average dNch/dη at midrapidity, scaled by 〈Npart〉 in pPb [32, 53],
pAu [54], dAu [55–57], and central heavy ion collisions [16, 17, 20, 22, 23, 56, 58–68], as well as
nonsingle-diffractive (NSD) [27, 28, 68–71] and inelastic [31, 58, 72, 73] pp collisions. The data
points for nucleus-nucleus (AA) collisions at

√
s

NN
= 2.76 TeV have been shifted horizontally

by ±10% for visibility. The dashed curves, reproduced from Ref. [32], are included to guide the
eye and correspond to a power law functional form.

Figure 6 further explores particle production by examining the dependence of dNch/dη nor-
malized by 〈Npart〉 on the collision energy for various collision systems and event selections.
Power law fits to previous measurements reproduced from Ref. [32] are shown as dashed lines
to guide the eye. It has been previously observed that central AA collisions yield larger values
than nonsingle-diffractive (NSD) pp collisions, indicating a more efficient conversion of the ini-
tial collision energy into final-state particle multiplicity in nucleus-nucleus systems. The new
CMS data from OO collisions, shown by the red point at

√
s

NN
= 5.36 TeV, are consistent with

this scaling behavior observed at lower energies. This result indicates that particle production
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in central OO collisions follows the same enhanced scaling seen in heavier ion systems, sup-
porting the presence of collective dynamics beyond independent nucleon-nucleon interactions.

7 Summary

The pseudorapidity (η) distributions of charged hadrons are measured for the first time in
oxygen-oxygen (OO) collisions at a center-of-mass collision energy per nucleon pair

√
s

NN
=

5.36 TeV. The measurements are performed in the range |η| < 2.4 for multiple centrality in-
tervals. The charged-hadron pseudorapidity density in the midrapidity region (|η| < 0.5) is
measured to be 〈dNch/dη〉 = 41.8 ± 1.1 (syst) integrated over centrality. The η dependence
of the centrality-integrated charged-hadron pseudorapidity density is compared to predictions
from the HIJING, EPOS LHC, and AMPT event generators. Among these calculations, AMPT best
reproduces the absolute yields, while EPOS LHC provides the best description of the η depen-
dence.

For the 5% most central collisions, the charged-hadron density at midrapidity (|η| < 0.5) is
measured to be dNch/dη = 135.0 ± 4.0 (syst). The corresponding per-participant charged-
hadron density is consistent with that observed in central PbPb collisions at similar collision
energies, indicating that particle production per participating nucleon in central collisions re-
mains comparable even in substantially smaller collision systems.

The centrality dependence of the midrapidity results is compared with previous measurements
in lead-lead (PbPb) collisions at

√
s

NN
= 5.02 and 5.36 TeV and xenon-xenon (XeXe) collisions

at
√

s
NN

= 5.44 TeV. The expected system-size ordering is observed, with dNch/dη increasing
from OO to XeXe to PbPb at fixed centrality. After normalization by the maximum number of
nucleons in the colliding system, the OO results follow this trend approximately, but exhibit a
less steep centrality dependence. At a given participant fraction, the per-participant yields are
consistent between PbPb and XeXe collisions, while those in OO collisions show a clear devi-
ation. These observations indicate that, while the overall energy-scaling behavior observed in
nucleus-nucleus collisions is preserved, the centrality dependence of normalized particle pro-
duction deviates from the trends observed in larger collision systems. This behavior highlights
the increased importance of collision geometry and finite-size effects in the smallest ion-ion
system studied at the LHC. The hydrodynamic model TRAJECTUM provides the best overall
description of the midrapidity data, particularly in central collisions. The OO data provide
new constraints on models of initial-state entropy production and particle production dynam-
ics in light ion-ion collisions.
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Université Catholique de Louvain, Louvain-la-Neuve, Belgium
H. Aarup Petersen , A. Benecke , A. Bethani , G. Bruno , A. Cappati ,
J. De Favereau De Jeneret , C. Delaere , F. Gameiro Casalinho , A. Giammanco ,
A.O. Guzel , M. Hussain, Z. Lawrence, V. Lemaitre, J. Lidrych , P. Malek , S. Turkcapar

Centro Brasileiro de Pesquisas Fisicas, Rio de Janeiro, Brazil
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M.Ö. Sahin , P. Simkina , M. Titov

Laboratoire Leprince-Ringuet, Ecole Polytechnique, CNRS/IN2P3, Université Paris-Saclay,
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W. Lange, D. Leyva Pernia , J.h. Li , K.y. Lin , K. Lipka27 , W. Lohmann28 , J. Mal-
vaso , R. Mankel , I.A. Melzer-Pellmann , M. Mendizabal Morentin , A.B. Meyer ,
G. Milella , M.N.J. Momed, K. Moral Figueroa , A. Mussgiller , L.P. Nair ,
A. Nürnberg , J. Park , F. Preau , E. Ranken , A. Raspereza , D. Rastorguev ,
L. Rygaard , M. Scham29,26 , C. Schwanenberger25 , D. Schwarz , P. Schütze ,
D. Selivanova , K. Sharko , M. Shchedrolosiev , A. Sritharan, D. Stafford , M. Torkian,
S. Vashishtha, R. Walsh , D. Wang , Q. Wang , K. Wichmann, C. Wissing , S. Zakharov ,



25

A. Zimermmane Castro Santos

University of Hamburg, Hamburg, Germany
A.R. Alves Andrade , M. Antonello , S. Bollweg, M. Bonanomi , L. Ebeling, K. El Mora-
bit , Y. Fischer , M. Frahm , P.P. Gadow , E. Garutti , A. Grohsjean , A.A. Guvenli ,
J. Haller , D. Hundhausen, M. Jalalvandi , G. Kasieczka , P. Keicher , R. Klanner ,
W. Korcari , T. Kramer , C.c. Kuo, J. Lange , M.y. Lee , A. Lobanov , J. Matthiesen,
L. Moureaux , K. Nikolopoulos , K.J. Pena Rodriguez , N. Prouvost, B. Raciti ,
M. Rieger , D. Savoiu , P. Schleper , M. Schröder , J. Schwandt , M. Sommerhalder ,
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98Also at Karamanoǧlu Mehmetbey University, Karaman, Turkey
99Also at Hamad Bin Khalifa University (HBKU), Doha, Qatar


