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Probing top quark anomalous moments in W boson associated single top
quark production at the LHC using polarization and spin correlation
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We study the W boson associated single top quark production at the Large Hadron Collider to probe
anomalous chromomagnetic and chromoelectric moments of the top quark with the help of polarization and
spin correlation observables besides the cross section in the leptonic final state. We reconstruct the two
neutrinos in the final state using the M, assisted on-shell reconstruction method to measure the polarization
and spin correlation asymmetries of the top quark and the W boson. We estimate the limits on the anomalous
moments in a detector-level simulation considering possible backgrounds for a few sets of integrated
luminosities and examine the effect of systematic uncertainties.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The top quark being the heaviest known elementary
particle in the Standard Model (SM), its coupling strength to
the Higgs boson is stronger than the other SM particles, and
it thus offers a natural testing ground for any beyond the SM
physics (BSM) that affect electroweak (EW) symmetry
breaking. The top quark gets produced copiously in the pair
production process through ¢g and gg initial state. However,
the single top quark production in association with a quark
(including b quark) or a W boson is significant enough to be
observed at the high energy available at the Large Hadron
Collider (LHC). The single top quark production in asso-
ciation with a W boson (tW =W~ 4+ iW™) process has
been observed at the LHC [1-7] and the measured pro-
duction cross section matches well with the existing state
of the art theoretical estimate with higher order corrections
in quantum chromodynamics (QCD) [8-12] and electro-
weak [13]. The leading order (LO) Feynman diagrams for
the production tW process are represented in Fig. 1. Besides
top quark pair (¢7) production, the tW production process
provides a complementary channel to test for BSM physics
connecting to top quark. In this article, we intend to probe
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any deviation to the gff couplings in tW production as
complementary to the ¢f production process [14-32].
Deviation to the gff coupling produces anomalous chro-
momagnetic dipole moment (CMDM) and chromoelectric
dipole moment (CEDM) of the top quark. These anoma-
lous moments are zero at the tree level in the SM, and
they receive nonzero small contributions coming from
higher order effects. The CMDM arises at the one-loop
level from both the quantum chromodynamics (QCD) and
EW sectors [33-36]. On the other hand, the CEDM
appears only at three-loop levels, arising from the complex
phase in the Cabibbo-Kobayashi-Maskawa (CKM)
matrix [37,38].

The g¢gtf interaction Lagrangian, including possible
deviation, is generally parametrized in a model-independent
way as [14,15]
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FIG. 1. Leading order Feynman diagrams representing
tW~ production. The blob in the 7-channel diagram in the right
panel represents the presence of anomalous contribution to the
gtt vertex.
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Here ji, and El, are the top quark CMDM and CEDM,
respectively; 4 are the Gell-Mann matrices; G, is the gluon
field strength tensor; g, is the strong coupling constant; m, is
the top quark mass. The couplings i, and cAi, are CP even
and odd, respectively.

The deviation to gtf can also be parametrized by higher
dimensional effective operators constructed from the SM
fields. At the lowest order, the anomalous gf7 couplings
receive contribution from the dimension-6 operator [39-43]

()

where @ is the Higgs doublet and ® = iz,®*. The

anomalous couplings ji, and Elt in Eq. (1) are related to
the Wilson coefficients (WC) of the operator &,;¢ as [43]
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where C, ;o 18 the WC, A is some cutoff energy scale, and
v =246 GeV is the vacuum expectation value of the
Higgs field.

The anomalous gff couplings have been studied earlier
in the ff production process [15,17,19-32], in the tW
process [44-46], and also in the fth process [47,48]. On
the experimental side, these couplings have been probed
in various experiments [14,18,49]. A recent study by
CMS [14] in the ¢ production process provides the tightest
constraint on CMDM to be

—0.044 < i, < +0.005, (4)

and for CEDM to be

|d,| < 0.03, (5)
at 95% confidence level (CL). In addition to anomalous grf
coupling, the tW production process has also been studied
to probe various other new physics phenomena [46,50-56].
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with A, as the helicity of #(W), ¢ as the Pauli spin
matrices, and S as the spin matrices for the spin-1 particle.
Here, pﬁ/ " are the vector polarizations of the top quark and
W boson, T,-V}/ are the tensor polarizations of W boson, p pf}”

The top quark and the W boson being massive, their
polarizations and spin correlations are transferred to their
decay products’ angular distributions [57,58]. The polar-
izations and spin correlations are sensitive to any BSM
physics affecting the production mechanism. In this
article, we intend to probe the anomalous gf7 couplings
in the leptonic final state of the tW production process
using the polarization and the spin correlation observables
of the top quark and W boson. We note that polarization
and spin correlation has been used earlier to probe gtf
couplings in the ¢7 production process [17-19,32,59]. The
polarization of the top quark has also been studied in
single top quark production processes to understand the
SM background [60-62]. Possible deviation to the tbW
vertex has been studied in the tW process using polari-
zation of top quark and W boson [53,59,63-65]. For
simplicity, we neglect the contribution of anomalous tbW
couplings in our study.

For the measurement of polarization and spin correla-
tion, one has to study the angular distributions of the
decay products at the rest frame of the top quark and the W
boson. This requires one to reconstruct the top quark and
W boson four-momenta, which requires the reconstruction
of two missing neutrinos in the final state. We use the
collider variable My, [66,67] assisted on-shell (MAOS)
[68] reconstruction technique to reconstruct the four-
momenta of the missing neutrinos.

The rest of the article is arranged as follows. In Sec. II,
we discuss the formalism for the polarization and spin
correlation in the tW~ production process. In Sec. III, we
discuss reconstructing the momenta of two missing neu-
trinos using the MAOS algorithm, and in Sec. IV, we probe
the anomalous couplings and study the effect of luminosity
and systematic uncertainties. We conclude in Sec. V.

II. POLARIZATIONS AND SPIN CORRELATIONS

The polarizations of the top quark and W boson,
including their spin correlations, can be parametrized in
a spin-correlated density matrix given by [58]
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I
are the vector-vector spin correlations, and priWk represent
the vector-tensor spin correlations of the top quark and the

W boson. The tensor pT'V are symmetric and traceless
under the last two indices, similar to the case of TW.
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Therefore, in the tW process, we have six vector and five
tensor polarization parameters; nine vector-vector spin
correlations, and 15 vector-tensor spin correlations param-
eters making a total 35 independent polarization and spin
correlation parameters. These polarization and spin corre-

|
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with ¢ as the total cross section including the decay and
dQ = sin0dfd¢ as the measure of the solid angle of the
daughter leptons. Here, ¢, = ¢y, ¢, = ¢,, and ¢, = c3 are
the angular functions of the leptons, i.e.,

¢

¢4 =sinf,cos¢,, ‘

¢f =sinfysing,, L =cosb, (8)

and 7,y) denotes lepton decayed from the top quark
(W boson). The analyzing powers a have the values
o, =1=—a; ay= = =1, and Sy =0 in the SM [57].
We have neglected any possible anomalous thW couplings
in the top quark decay.

The polarization and spin correlation parameters can be
obtained by constructing some asymmetries partially inte-
grating with respect to 6 and ¢ of the decay products. For
example, the tensor polarization T} of the W boson can be
obtained from the asymmetry [69]

amg=([ [ -
07, =0 J ppy, =0 Opy =0 Jpry, =5
T % T 2
Y A A 2
Ory =0 J by =1 Ory =0 J oy =%
1 do
X —
UdeW
2 2
- \@(1 - 36y) T, (9)

where the angles of ¢, are integrated out. The spin
correlation parameters are obtained from asymmetries that
involve partial integration of the angles related to both ¢,
and 7. The asymmetries for the other polarization
parameters are given by [69]
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lation parameters can be obtained from the distribution of
the top quark and the W boson’s decay products obtained at
their rest frame. The joint angular distribution of the leptons
coming from both top quark and W (in their respective rest
frame) is given by [58]
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where we have used T} _,, = T}, — T%. The asymmetries
for the vector-vector and vector-tensor spin correlations are
given by [58]

Alppij] = yeawppiy’,
AT ) = (1= 360)pTil. (%K)
A[th(n 22)} éa,(l - 35W)PT§(M1/1—22)’
AlpTH] = - (1 = 35,)pTL, (i

In the above equation, we have denoted pT(11 ) =

pTH — pT™Y, in the same spirit of T'|;_,,. For numerical
calculation, the asymmetries related to polarization and
spin correlation parameters can be obtained as

ol _ o(CI1 > 0) — 6(CIY < 0)
L (e > 0) +o(CY < 0)

o — o(Cl'CTY > 0) = 6(ClCT™ < 0) (12)
Y e(clClr > 0)+o(ClC <0)
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where angular functions
el v ey, cy. C)

are associated with vector polarization, while for tensor
polarization (available only for W), the following are the

angular functions:
\/c2 | (4c2 -1) ]

In Eq. (12), “Pol” and “Corr” represent the polarization and
spin correlation, respectively. The full machinery of the
polarizations and spin correlations in a system of spin-1/2
and spin-1 particles can be found in Ref. [58].

In the next section, we discuss the reconstruction of
four-momenta of the missing neutrinos in order to obtain
the polarization and spin correlation in the leptonic tW
production process.

Cw
C;" € |cyey, cxcyycycy, c2 y,

III. RECONSTRUCTION
OF NEUTRINO MOMENTA

The process of our interest in this article is the single
production of a top quark associated with a W boson
followed by their leptonic decay in a hadronic collider,
which amounts to two invisible neutrinos. The construction
of polarization and spin correlation asymmetries of the top
quark and W boson that we discussed above requires us to
see the angular distributions of the daughter leptons at the
rest frame of their respective mother particles. This requires
one to reconstruct the momenta of the two missing neutrinos
in our process. We follow the MAOS reconstruction method
described in Ref. [68], and for completeness, we describe
the procedure here. The reaction of our interest for the tW~
production can be defined with individual momenta as

pp = (L)W= (2) = b(p )l (p2)v (k)= (p3)vi(ky).  (13)

The production of antitop quark along with W+ boson
would be the charge conjugation of the process given in
Eq. (13). Assuming that the top quark and the W boson are
produced on shell, we have the following on-shell con-
straints:

(p1+ P2+ ki)* =mi,
(p3 + ka)* = m}, (14)
K2 =0. (15)

One more constraint arises due to the total missing trans-
verse momenta given by

F;T = ’_51T+722T, (16)

where 121, and /;zr are the transverse momenta of the two
neutrinos. Equations (14) and (16) provide six constraints
on eight unknowns, k; (i = 1, 2), and we parametrized the

two-parameter family of solutions by 121T. For any real

choice of ién = ky7, the longitudinal components of neu-
trino momenta are given by

1
kip = LA £/ EV)?
L= (EIVT) [PL PlL‘l‘( ;T)

/a7 = (Bl (B 2| (17)

where V and y represent visible and invisible (neutrinos)
particles, respectively. Here, E;r is the transverse energy and
A; is defined as

A; = = (m§y, —m; = p7) +l_5iT'l_éiT- (18)

l\)|>—

The solutions for the longitudinal components of the
neutrinos will be real if and only if |A;| > EV.E% which
is equivalent to

my > max{M$" MP}, (19)

where

MY =g+ 2B B~ oK) (20)
corresponds to the transverse mass of the Ws and p;s are the
four-momenta of the visible daughter of W boson. From

Eq. (19), it can be found that the best choice of IzT is the one

minimizing max{M(Tl),M;2 )}, i.e., the value giving the
collider variable M4, [66,67]:

m) = min[max{y M7}, @21)
17 Hkor=¢

Mrz(Pi,

where m, is the assumed mass of the invisible particle,
which is set to zero. In cases where the solutions are
imaginary, the values of my, are varied 1000 times following
the normal distribution with a mean of 80.4 GeV and
standard deviation of 20 GeV. Events are only accepted if
real solutions are found within the given iteration. In
general, as can be seen in Eq. (17), two solutions exist
for the longitudinal momenta of each neutrino. In the case of
the neutrino from the top quark side, we use the on-shell top
mass constraint, i.e., we choose the solution that provides
the minimum |m{® — mRe°|. With the chosen neutrino
solution coming from the top chain, we then choose the
solution of neutrino momenta coming from W~ decay by
demanding minimum reconstructed partonic center of mass

energy /5 = my-.
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A. Reconstruction of angular variables

We study the goodness of the MAOS method for the
measurement of polarization and spin correlation parame-
ters in the tW~ process by comparing the reconstructed
angular distributions with the truth level results. We
simulate the events for the tW~ process in the ¢ —
bu*v,, W~ = e"v, channel using MadGraph5_aMC@NLO

(v2.6.7) [70] at the \/E = 13 TeV LHC framework using a
diagonal CKM matrix at LO in QCD. A flavor factor of
4 is accounted for in the analysis. We use NNPDF31 [71]
set for the parton distribution functions (PDFs) with
ag(my) =0.118. We applied some minimum kinematic
cuts such as the transverse momenta (p7), pseudorapidity
(1), and geometric distance (AR = +/(A¢)?> + (An)?) on
the final state jets and leptons while generating events. The
generation level cuts are

pr(j) 220 GeV,
n(j)| <4.5,

pr(£) =10 GeV,
()| <2.5.  AR(¢/j.¢)>04. (22)

The generated events are then passed to PYTHIA (v8.306) [72]
for showering and hadronization, and further detector
response is simulated using the DELPHES (v3.5.0) [73] pack-
age. After the DELPHES simulation, the objects undergo
further selection cuts. The jets are reconstructed with the
Anti-K; algorithm [74] with isolation radius parameter
Ry(j) = 0.5 with minimum transverse energy of 20 GeV.
The jets are identified as b jet (b tagged) using the b-tagging
algorithm implemented in DELPHES. The leptons go through
the isolation criteria as follows: The leptons are said to be
isolated if the ratio (labeled as isolation variable /;) of the
scalar py sum of photonic and hadronic activity to the
lepton p; within the isolation cone R, (I) = 0.5 is below
some small number. For the electron, we have used
I, < 0.12, and for the muon, we choose I, < 0.25 for its
better detectability. Events are selected at the detector level
with exactly one electron, one positively charged muon, and
one b-tagged jet with the following selection cuts:

pr(b) > 20 GeV, pr(l) > 10 GeV,
Ini| < 2.5. (23)

|7]b‘ < 25,

The four momenta of these objects and the missing energy
are used as input for our MAOS algorithm to reconstruct the
momenta of two neutrinos. We compare some angular
distributions related to the polarization of ¢ and W,
calculated using parton-level events with Monte Carlo
truth information of neutrino momenta (Parton-Truth), with
MAQOS-reconstructed neutrino momenta (Parton-Reco). We
also compare them using the DELPHES level events with
MAOS-reconstructed neutrinos (Delphes-Reco). The nor-
malized distributions of cosf and cos¢ for the muon
coming from the top quark (top row) and the electron

coming from W~ (bottom row), calculated at the rest frame
of the top quark and W™, respectively, are shown in Fig. 2
for the three cases of Parton-Truth, Parton-Reco, and
Delphes-Reco.

The reconstructed distribution of cos ¢ at the parton and
detector level remains close to the true partonic distribution
for both the muon and the electron. However, for the
distribution of cos @, the reconstructed level shows changes
compared to the Parton-Truth result, with an overall
increase in asymmetry. This increased asymmetry benefits
its measurement over the background with low statistics.
The reconstructed distributions, both at the parton level and
the Delphes level, remain roughly the same.

Although we can reconstruct a few spin angular func-
tions, we cannot reconstruct others at the detector level with
the MAOS method. Nevertheless, we calculate the polari-
zation and spin correlation variables at the detector level by
reconstructing the missing neutrinos using the MAOS
method, and we use them to probe anomalous couplings
in the next section.

IV. PROBING THE ANOMALOUS COUPLINGS

In this section, we study the anomalous couplings i, and

d, related to top quark chromomagnetic and chromoelectric
moments as introduced in Eq. (1) in the leptonic tW process
using the polarization and spin correlations, along with the
total rate. The effect of the anomalous couplings on the
matrix element is included through the Universal FeynRules
Output (UFO) [75] model file for the Lagrangian given
in Eq. (1) generated in the FeynRules [76] package. We
generated the signal events with anomalous couplings in
MadGraph5 by varying one parameter at a time while keeping
the other zero and varying both parameters simultaneously.
Parton level events are subsequently passed through PYTHIA
and DELPHES to simulate hadronization and detector effects,
respectively. The events are generated in MadGraph5 and
selected at the DELPHES level with the same set of cuts as
given in Egs. (22) and (23), respectively.

The dominant background for the tW process comes
from ¢ and WWj processes. To keep the backgrounds as
kinematically similar to the signal as possible, the selection
requirements applied to these backgrounds are identical to
those of the signal in the generation level in MadGraph5 as
well as in the detector level in DELPHES.

The detector efficiency, denoted as ¢, is determined by
calculating the ratio of events that survive the selection
criteria to the total number of generated events. The
expected number of events from various processes that
satisfy all selection cuts can be calculated as follows:

N=exoxL, (24)

where o, L are the cross section in each channel and
integrated luminosity, respectively.
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FIG. 2. Distribution of cos  and cos ¢ of the muon coming from the top quark (top row), and the electron coming from W~ (bottom
row) calculated at the rest frame of the top quark and W~ boson, respectively, in the SM for the three cases of Parton-Truth, Parton-Reco,

and Delphes-Reco.

To have an idea about the strength of the tW(tW~ +
W) process in comparison to the backgrounds, we list the
value of cross sections, detection efficiency, and the total
number of expected events in Table I for a luminosity of

TABLE 1. Cross section, detection efficiency, and the total
number of expected events at a luminosity of £ = 150 fb~! for
the signal (fully leptonic W) in the SM and for few choices of
anomalous couplings as well as for background are shown after
passing through DELPHES selection cuts given in Eq. (23). The
expected numbers of events are adjusted to account for the QCD
NLO effect by using the NLO-k factor discussed in the text.

Sample o (pb) € Event (10%)
W (SM) 02211 0.8 24.887
tW(El[ = 0.048) 0.2345 0.28 26.395
tW(p, = —0.05) 0.2105 0.28 23.693
tw(g,f[ =0.01, 2, = 0.05) 0.2422 0.28 27.262
1t 4.381 0.22 277.99
WWwW;j 0.2796 0.026 2.8351

L = 150 fb~!'. The number of events is adjusted to account
for the QCD next-to-leading order (NLO) effect with the
NLO-k factors of 1.34 for the tW signal [12], 1.47 for the 7
background [77], and 1.3 for the W~W™ j background [77].
We have also taken into account a flavor factor of 4 to
incorporate other leptonic decay modes of the top quark and
the W boson, in addition to the simulated decays of t — u
and W* — e*. Table I also includes the BSM tW process
with the choice of benchmark values for the anomalous
couplings of (i, = 0.048.d, =0), (i, =0.d, = —0.05)
and (@, = —0.01,21’, = —0.05). The detection efficiency
of 0.28 for the tW signal process is independent of the
choice of anomalous couplings. Although the background is

huge, the significance (S/+/B with S as the signal events and
B as the background events) for the SM signal is 42, which is
well above the 5o discovery limit.

We now investigate the effect of anomalous couplings on
the polarization and spin correlation objects. Figure 3
depicts the normalized distribution at the detector level

055027-6
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Reconstructed detector level distribution of angular functions related to some of the polarization and spin-correlation

parameters for the top quark and W~ boson at their respective rest frame. The distribution is obtained for SM value and three benchmark
points for anomalous couplings (f,, cAz’,).
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for a few angular functions of the leptons originating from
the top quark and the W~ boson for their polarizations and
spin correlations as representatives in the tW process in SM
and the same benchmark anomalous couplings chosen in
Table I. Regarding the polarizations, the anomalous cou-
plings reduce the overall asymmetry in cosé,+ (pl) as
shown in the left-top panel by increasing the number of
events for cos@,+ >0 while reducing in cos@,+ <O0.
Meanwhile, for the polarization of W=, sin30,- (T )
and cos@,- (p?") shown in the top-right and middle-left
panel, respectively, remain insensitive to the presence of
chosen anomalous couplings. On the other hand, the
spin correlation angular functions can differentiate between
the CP nature of the anomalous couplings. For example,
the correlation angular function cos @,+ sin 2¢,- (pT%C;)

shown in the middle-right panel changes only for the CP-
even coupling j, by making an overall negative asymmetry.
While the correlation cos 6+ sin ¢~ (p pgvf) shown in the
bottom-left panel sees the presence of only the CP-odd

coupling c/l\t by making an overall negative asymmetry.
Thus, by measuring these two spin correlation asymmetries
simultaneously, we can probe the CP nature of anomalous
couplings if present in the W process. Additionally, there is
one correlation parameter cos ¢,+ cos 0,- sin ¢,- ( pTﬁCVZ‘;
shown in the bottom-right panel which does not independ-
ently sense the presence of anomalous couplings but rather
their combined effect, i.e., their interference effect.

We find several angular functions related to polarization
and correlations, such as cos¢,+, sin2¢,-, and sin ¢,
cos 2¢,-, to exhibit symmetry with respect to zero while
being less sensitive to the presence of anomalous cou-
plings. For these variables (x), we redefine our asymme-
tries to be

o(|x] > 0.5) —o(]x| < 0.5)
o(jx| > 0.5) + o(|x] <0.5)°

A= (25)
This process enhances the asymmetries and reduces the
statistical error related to the asymmetries. This enhance-
ment of asymmetry increases its sensitivity to anomalous
couplings.

In addition to studying the spin angular functions, we
investigate several other kinematic distributions to examine
the impact of anomalous couplings. These distributions
include the reconstructed invariant mass of the top quark
and the W boson (m;y), the transverse momentum (py) of
the top quark and the W boson, and the missing transverse
energy (Er). Figure 4 illustrates the normalized distribution
of m,y, representing the SM signal and chosen benchmark
anomalous couplings and background contributions. The
vertical axis represents the heights of different bins, which
vary both below and above the SM rate. Notably, we
observe significant effects of anomalous couplings at lower
m;y values (< 400 GeV) rather than at higher values,

0.35 1
e — d,=0.048
L0301 - = —005
g025{ | | fc=0.01, d; = 0.05
‘iozo-r_ld o
-§ . Q ::—. ;tV_W"'j
=0.151 | —
: 0.10 g :
(@] . h |
=2 i
I =
0.057 | =

250 500 750 1000 1250 1500
myw [GeV]

FIG. 4. Reconstructed detector level invariant mass distribution
of top quark and W~ boson (m,y) for signal and background
processes.

contrary to the behavior of anomalous couplings associated
with a momentum transfer, e.g., in #Z interactions [78].
Specifically, distributions with all anomalous couplings
exhibit smaller heights than the SM signal for m,y <
500 GeV, while the backgrounds are even smaller.
Conversely, the anomalous distributions demonstrate
higher heights than the SM signal for m,y > 500 GeV.
Exploiting this binned dependence of anomalous cou-
plings, we maximize the outcome of the m,y variable by
dividing the variable into three regions: m,y < 500,
500 < muy < 1000, and m,y > 1000 GeV. This binning
strategy significantly improves the limits on the anomalous
couplings compared to the unbinned case, as discussed in
the Appendix using the cross section alone.

In addition to the cross section, we compute all 11
polarization and 24 spin correlation asymmetries within
each bin, thereby obtaining 108 observables to constrain
the anomalous couplings effectively. The increase of
observables serves our objective of improving the accuracy
in constraining anomalous parameters.

We compute all observables in each bin for the SM signal
and several sets of benchmark anomalous couplings. We
analyze six points for one-parameter variations, and for
simultaneous nonzero values of both couplings, we analyze
12 points. These observable values are utilized for numeri-
cal fitting to obtain semianalytical expressions, which will
be employed in our analysis. For the cross section, which is
a CP-even observable, we employ the following parametric
function to fit the simulated data in the presence of

anomalous couplings ({,, 21,):

o({fu, Elt}) =o0p+ Uﬁ(ql)/:‘t + 5,22)/%2 + ‘721&?‘ (26)
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successively in all three bins of 7,y as a function of anomalous moments /i, and d,. The 2 functions are computed for Vs =
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One-dimensional y? function for cross sections (XSec) and XSec added with polarizations (Pol) and spin correlations (Corr)

13 TeV,

£ =150 fb~! and systematic errors €, = 0.02, ¢4 = 0.005. The horizontal line at y> = 3.84 represents the limit on anomalous

couplings at 95% CL.

Regarding the asymmetries, the denominator is the cross
section, and the numerator represents the difference
between two cross sections, for which we derive the
corresponding expressions to calculate the asymmetries.
The numerators (Ac = A x o) of the CP-odd asymmetries
are fitted using the function

Ao({fi, d}}) = 04d, + 0, f1,d,. (27)

For the CP-even asymmetries, the numerators are fitted
using Eq. (26).

The nonsignal type backgrounds {7 and W W~ j modify
the asymmetries. The net asymmetries combining the
signal and the backgrounds are given by

A= ZiAiO-i i (28)
>0
where the index i represents the signal and the
backgrounds.

With the semianalytical expressions for the observables
in hand, we study the sensitivity of the cross section,
polarization, and spin correlation asymmetries by con-
structing the y? function of the anomalous couplings. Given
an observable &, we find the chi-squared distance between
an anomalous coupling point and the SM point defined as

where ¢;(X) and ¢;(0) is an observable at anomalous point
(¥) and SM value, respectively. The index i runs on all the
observables in all bins. The quantity 5¢(0) is the estimated

net error in @. The estimated error 6¢ is the quadratic sum
of statistical and systematic error, i.e.,

5ﬁ = \/(5ﬁstat)2 + <5ﬁsyst)2' (30)

For cross section o, the estimated error is defined as

b6 = %+@@a (31)

and for asymmetries, it is given by

+ €3, (32)

where o, £ are the SM cross section and integrated
luminosity, respectively; €, and €4 are the systematic error
in cross section and asymmetries, respectively. Some of the
sources of systematic error are b-tagging efficiency, lumi-
nosity, PDFs, jet energy scale, lepton energy scale, initial
state radiation, final state radiation, etc.

We studied the sensitivity of the observables by succes-
sively adding the polarization and spin correlation asym-
metries to the cross sections in terms of the y? defined in
Eq. (29). These sensitivities are shown in Fig. 5 by varying
one parameter at a time while setting the other to its SM
value, i.e., zero. The sensitivities were computed for an
integrated luminosity of £ = 150 fb~' and benchmark
systematic errors (e, € 4) = (0.05,0.01). The dashed hori-
zontal line in Fig. 5 corresponds to y?> = 3.84, which
translates to a 95% confidence level (CL) [79]. The
sensitivities for both couplings improve significantly when
polarization asymmetries (Pol) are included in the cross
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FIG. 6. Two-dimensional 95% CL contours computed with the
y? function for cross sections (XSec) and XSec added with
polarizations (Pol) and spin correlations (Corr) successively in all
three bins of m,y as a function of anomalous moments /i, and d,.
The contours are obtained for /s = 13 TeV, £ = 150 fb~! and
systematic errors €, = 0.02,¢e, = 0.005.

section (XSec). The sensitivities further improve when the
spin correlation asymmetries (Corr) come into play. The
final constraints on the anomalous couplings are determined
by combining all the observables, i.e., by combining
XSec + Pol + Corr. We note that we have simulated only
the process tW~ and included the process W™ in our
analysis by accounting for a factor of 2 in the total y*. This
adjustment is possible because the production cross section
is the same for both processes, and the sensitivities of the
asymmetries to the anomalous couplings remain consistent.

We now compare our limits on the anomalous couplings
with the existing stringent limits from the experiment [14],
as discussed in Sec. I. The experimental investigation
focuses on #7 production at a center-of-mass energy of
/s =13 TeV, with an integrated luminosity of £ =
35.9 fb~!. We note that in the experimental study, ‘W
serves as a background process, whereas in our analysis, tW
is considered the signal process, while #7 acts as one of the
backgrounds. Since the cross section of W is much lower
compared to 7, the limit in our case is expected to be looser
compared to the experimental limit. For an integrated
luminosity of £ = 35.9 fb~!, we find the limits on the
anomalous couplings to be —0.0189 < ji, < +0.0133 and
—0.0175 < Zit < 40.0161, incorporating systematic errors
of (¢,,€4) = (0.05,0.01). It is worth noting that our limit
for d, is tighter by roughly a factor of 2 compared to the
experimental value. In the case of fi,, though our analysis
provides a tighter lower limit, it provides a relatively looser
upper bound than the experimental constraints. However,
the range of the limit on ji, from our analysis (0.0322) is

tighter compared to the experimental one (0.049). In
addition to studying the one-parameter sensitivity, we also
investigate the two-parameter sensitivity and compare the
cross sections and cross sections with polarization and
correlation asymmetries in terms of 2. Figure 6 depicts the
95% confidence level contours (y> = 5.99 [79]) with both
parameters varying simultaneously, using the same inte-
grated luminosity (£ = 150 tb~!) and systematic errors
[(e5,€,) = (5%.1%)] as has been considered for the
one-parameter case in Fig. 5. Similar to the one-parameter
analysis, the inclusion of polarizations significantly con-
tributes to constraining the anomalous couplings. The
addition of spin correlation further tightens the contours
when incorporated into the set of observables. It is worth
noting that the two anomalous couplings, j, and d,, remain
uncorrelated.

To understand how the simultaneous limits on f, and Ei,
change with increasing luminosity, we present the two-
dimensional 95% CL contours in Fig. 7 for luminosities of
L =35.9, 150, and 3000 fb~!, with a relatively lower
systematic error of (e, €4) = (2%, 0.5%). The contours do
not tighten significantly as the luminosity increases from
35.9 to 3000 fb~!. This minimal change in the limits of
anomalous couplings, even with an 84-fold increase in
luminosity, is due to the dominant influence of systematic
error, which surpasses the statistical error for higher
luminosity. Furthermore, we investigate the role of sys-
tematic error on the 95% CL contours of the anomalous
couplings for a set of systematic errors: (0.0, 0.0),
(2%,0.5%), and (5%, 1%), with a fixed luminosity of
L =3000 fb~!, as shown in Fig. 8. The contours
progressively expand as the systematic errors increase.

150 fb=! ... 3000 fb~!

£,=0.02
g4 =0.005
N

— -1 ——
0.020 35.9 fb

0.015 A
0.010 A1
0.005 A

<5 0.000 -
—0.005 A
—0.010 A
—0.015 A

—0.020
—-0.02

Vs =13TeV

3
i
95% C.L. ;
j
7
/.

—0.01 0.00 0.01 0.02
Mt

FIG. 7. Two-dimensional contours at 95% CL obtained for the
combination of cross section and all asymmetries as a function of
two anomalous couplings for three choices of luminosities and
fixed systematic error (e,,€4) = (0.02,0.005) at /s = 13 TeV.
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FIG. 8. Two-dimensional contours at 95% CL for combinations
of cross section and all asymmetries as a function of two
anomalous couplings. The contours are obtained for different
sets of systematic errors given in Eq. (34), £ = 3000 fb~! and
center-of-mass energy of 13 TeV.

The radius of the contours increases by approximately a
factor of 2 when comparing the systematic errors of
(2%,0.5%) to (5%,1%).

As a final result, we estimate the limits on the couplings
i, and th and list them in Table II for a set of integrated
luminosities and systematic error given by

L£=1{359 b1, 150 b1, 3000 fb‘l}, (33)
and
e, = {0.0,0.02,0.05},
e, = {0.0,0.005,0.01}. (34)

The limits on the anomalous couplings are translated to the
Wilson’s coefficient of the dimension-6 operator given in
Eq. (2) using Eq. (3) and they are listed in Table Il in the last
two columns. The table indicates a significant improvement
in the limits of the anomalous couplings over the increment
of luminosity in the ideal case of zero systematic errors.
The limits improve by roughly a factor of 2 (1.4) when the
luminosity increases from 35.9 to 150 fb~!; they improve
further by roughly a factor of 4 (2) when the luminosity is
increased to 3000 fb~! for the anomalous coupling j, (EZ,).
However, when systematic errors are considered in the
analysis, the limits on the couplings do not improve
significantly when the luminosity is increased, as discussed
earlier. In the specific case of systematic errors chosen as
(e,,€4) = (0.02,0.005), the limits on j, and d, only
improve by a mere factor of approximately 1.2 going
from the luminosity 35.9 to 3000 fb~!. This is because
although the statistical error reduces when luminosity is
increased, the systematic error becomes dominant, and the
total error, comprising statistics and systematic errors, does
not fall below the systematic error alone. When using a
more conservative value for the systematic errors, such as
(0.05, 0.01), the improvement in the limits is even smaller
over the increment of luminosity. The systematic errors
have a significant impact on probing the gff anomalous
couplings in the tW process and restrict the ability to obtain
more precise measurements.

A note on the impact of including higher-order electro-
weak (EW) effects on the limits of anomalous couplings is
as follows. The electroweak corrections [13] are substantial,
in addition to the QCD correction [12], in the W~
production process. An interference effect is present
between the 17 process and the EW NLO tW~ process
accompanying an extra real h-quark radiation. We estimated
the EW correction in the SM without interference by
removing the on-shell /7 diagrams from the tW~b process
using the diagram removal technique [13] in MadGraphs. The
EW correction with interference is estimated by subtracting
the #7 cross section from the tW~h cross section. To mimic

TABLE II. One parameter 95% CL limits on the anomalous chromomagnetic (f1,) and chromoelectric (d,) dipole
moments obtained with different values of integrated luminosity and systematic error as given in Eq. (34). The
translated limits to the effective Wilson’s coefficient (TeV~2) are also presented using Eq. (3).

L@ (e i d, Bellyoe) (Tev2) 1G] (Tev-2)
35.9 (0.0, 0.0)  [-0.0080,+0.0055] [-0.0112,40.0097] [-45.990,+31.618] [—64.386, +55.763]
(0.02, 0.005) [~0.0147,40.0095] [-0.0140, +0.0125] [-84.507, +54.613] [-80.483, +71.860]
(0.05, 0.01) [=0.0189,+0.0134] [-0.0176,+0.0161] [-108.65, +77.034] [~101.17,+92.556]
300 (0.0, 0.0)  [-0.0025,+0.0021] [—0.0068, +0.0054] [-14.372,+12.072] [-39.092, +31.043]
(0.02, 0.005) [—0.0130,40.0082] [-0.0123,+0.0108] [-74.734,+47.140] [-70.710,+62.087]
(0.05,0.01)  [-0.0181,40.0127] [=0.0168,+0.0153] [~104.05,473.010] [-96.580, +87.957]
3000 (0.0, 0.0)  [=0.0007,40.0007] [—0.0040,+0.0027] [—4.0241,+4.0241] [-22.995,+15.521]
(0.02, 0.005) [—0.0127,40.0070] [-0.0120,+0.0105] [-73.010,+40.241] [-68.986,+60.362]
(0.05, 0.01)  [-0.0180,+0.0126] [—0.0167,+0.0152] [-103.47,+72.435] [-96.005, +87.382]
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our analysis with only one b quark in the final state, we
apply a veto of p¥'® = 20 GeV to the extra b jet. The above
EW correction is estimated to be 19.2% and 42.5% with and
without the above-mentioned interference, respectively, at
the 13 TeV LHC. The correction is sizable when compared
to the 34% QCD NLO corrections [12]. We obtain limits on
the anomalous couplings, including the aforementioned EW
NLO correction to the cross sections, in addition to the QCD
NLO effects, through the k factor, and compare them against
the limits with only QCD NLO corrections. We find that the
limits on the anomalous couplings are improved with the
inclusion of EW NLO corrections. For example, the limits
on ji, and Eit are tightened by roughly 15% with EW NLO
corrections without interference, estimated at an integrated
luminosity of £ = 3000 fb~! and systematic uncertainties
of (e,,€4)€(0.0,0.0),(0.05,0.01). Conversely, the same
limits improve by approximately 7% when interference is
taken into account.

V. CONCLUSION

In this article, we studied the production of a single top
quark associated with a W boson in the fully leptonic final
state. We investigated the anomalous chromomagnetic and
chromoelectric moments included in the g¢f vertex, which
receive contributions from physics beyond the SM. We
utilized the polarization of the top quark and the W boson
and their spin correlations estimated from the angular
distribution of the leptons, along with the production cross
section, to probe the anomalous couplings/moments. We
reconstructed the two missing neutrinos using the MAOS
method to obtain the rest frame of the top quark and the W
boson, enabling the measurement of polarization and spin
correlation asymmetries. We estimated all the observables
through a fully detector-level simulation and probe the
anomalous couplings.

We studied the sensitivity of the cross section, polari-
zation asymmetries, and spin correlation asymmetries,
binned over the reconstructed invariant mass of the top
quark and the W boson, to the anomalous couplings in both
single-parameter and two-parameter variations. The polari-
zation and correlation asymmetries significantly contribute
to probing the anomalous couplings over the cross section.
The spin correlation asymmetries can also distinguish the
CP nature of anomalous couplings, unlike the polarization
asymmetries. We estimated 95% CL limits on the anoma-
lous couplings for a set of integrated luminosity and
systematic uncertainties. We observe that the limits do
not improve substantially as the luminosity increases

because the systematic uncertainty surpasses the statistical
one for the tW process.

Consequently, tightening the limits on the anomalous
couplings at higher luminosity necessitates improving
systematic uncertainty. The limits become loose consider-
ably as the systematic errors increase. While the tW process
complements the 77 process in the study of anomalous grf
couplings, our limits in the W process with a large 7
background are somewhat tighter to the experimental limits
obtained from the ¢ process [14] estimated for an integrated
luminosity of 35.9 fb=!.
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APPENDIX: EFFECT OF BINNING THE CROSS
SECTION ON m,; ON THE SENSITIVITY
TO ANOMALOUS COUPLINGS

We binned our observables into three intervals of m,y,
(see the distribution in Fig. 4) to enhance the sensitivity to
anomalous couplings. Here, we discuss the role of binning
the cross section in constraining the anomalous couplings
estimated using the y> on binned and unbinned cases. The
sensitivities in terms of y? are shown in Fig. 9, using the
cross section in different bins, unbinned, and all combined
bins. In the comparison, we choose 13 TeV energy of the
LHC and an integrated luminosity of 150 fb~! with no
systematic errors for simplicity. In the case of ji;, which is a
CP-even parameter, the cross section in bin number 1,
denoted as Binl (dashed/green curve), provides a maximal
contribution. The contribution of this bin alone is compa-
rable to the contribution of the unbinned case (solid/red
curve) denoted as Full in the legend. On the other hand, the
other bins perform weakly in setting the limit for fi,,
and they provide an asymmetric limit. In contrast, for the
CP-odd moment le, the contribution of the cross section
from bins number 2 and 3 is comparable to that of the
unbinned case, while the cross section from bin number 1
has the least contribution. Finally, as expected, the limits set
by the combination of all three bins are tighter than in the
unbinned case. The binning also enhances the sensitivity of
polarization and correlation asymmetries to the anomalous
couplings, and they are used in the analysis.
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