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Figure 4. Transverse-momentum distributions of D+
s mesons centrally produced at the LHC with√

s = 7 TeV and compared to ALICE data [11].

divided into five equidistant rapidity bins and successfully compared there, but we refrain

here from showing the corresponding figures and POWHEG predictions as they do not add

significant information.

At central rapidities (|y| < 0.5), ALICE has furthermore measured heavy-flavour de-

cay into electrons without flavour separation [23]. The main backgrounds here stem from

pseudoscalar, light and heavy vector meson decays, which have been subtracted, together

with real and virtual photon conversions, using a Monte Carlo “cocktail” calculation [23].

A comparison with FONLL predictions is included in the experimental publication, while a

comparison with GM-VFNS predictions can be found in Fig. 3 in the Erratum of Ref. [39].

The measurement was subsequently repeated including flavour separation, where decays

of beauty hadrons were identified through a secondary vertex, displaced from the primary

collision vertex [24]. For this data set, comparisons with FONLL have been made in the ex-

perimental publication and with GM-VFNS in Ref. [39], but only for the decays of bottom

hadrons. As one can see in Fig. 6 (bottom), the theoretical uncertainty for the latter is very

large at small pT , whereas it is much smaller for charm decays, as can also be seen in Fig.

6 (top) and as it should be for smaller quark masses. For beauty decays, the POWHEG

prediction and its theoretical uncertainty coincide almost exactly with the FONLL predic-
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