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Abstract

A search for a heavy resonance decaying into a top quark and a W boson in proton-
proton collisions at

√
s = 13 TeV is presented. The data analyzed were recorded with

the CMS detector at the LHC and correspond to an integrated luminosity of 138 fb−1.
The top quark is reconstructed as a single jet and the W boson, from its decay into
an electron or muon and the corresponding neutrino. A top quark tagging tech-
nique based on jet clustering with a variable distance parameter and simultaneous
jet grooming is used to identify jets from the collimated top quark decay. The results
are interpreted in the context of two benchmark models, where the heavy resonance
is either an excited bottom quark b∗ or a vector-like quark B. A statistical combina-
tion with an earlier search by the CMS Collaboration in the all-hadronic final state is
performed to place upper cross section limits on these two models. The new analy-
sis extends the lower range of resonance mass probed from 1.4 down to 0.7 TeV. For
left-handed, right-handed, and vector-like couplings, b∗ masses up to 3.0, 3.0, and
3.2 TeV are excluded at 95% confidence level, respectively. The observed upper limits
represent the most stringent constraints on the b∗ model to date.
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1 Introduction

The remarkable success of the standard model (SM) of particle physics is built upon extensive
experimental tests and verifications. However, there are indications that extensions of the SM
are needed to explain observed phenomena. Many possibilities for physics beyond the SM
have been proposed, including a scenario of compositeness, where excited states of quarks are
predicted to exist [1]. These states can have masses of the order of 1 TeV and can be probed in
high-energy proton-proton (pp) collisions [2]. Evidence for such new physics could be signaled
by the observation of a heavy resonance that decays into a top quark (t) and a W boson [3,
4]. In this paper, we present a search for such a resonance using pp collision data at

√
s =

13 TeV collected by the CMS experiment [5] at the CERN LHC, corresponding to an integrated

luminosity of 138 fb−1.

A model where a heavy resonance takes the form of an excited bottom quark (b∗) is used as a
benchmark scenario. In pp collisions, a b∗ would be singly produced via the strong interaction,
described by the following effective Lagrangian

L1 =
gs

2Λ
Gµνbσµν

(

κ
b
LPL + κ

b
RPR

)

b∗ + h.c., (1)

where gs is the strong coupling constant, Gµν is the field strength tensor of the gluon, b is

the bottom quark field, b∗ is the excited b quark field, σµν is the Pauli spin matrix, and Λ is
the scale of compositeness, chosen to be the b∗ mass [2]. The left- and right-handed chiral

projection operators are PL and PR, with respective relative coupling strengths κ
b
L and κ

b
R.

The possible b∗ decay modes include bg, bZ, bH and tW. The decay to tW is predicted to
be dominant for b∗ masses mb∗ > 700 GeV, approaching a branching fraction of 40% [4]. This
decay can be described by the following effective Lagrangian

L2 =
g2√

2
W+

µ tγµ (gLPL + gRPR) b∗ + h.c., (2)

where g2 is the SU(2)L weak coupling constant, γµ are the gamma matrices, and gL and gR

are the relative coupling strengths of the W boson field W+
µ to the left- and right-handed b∗

chirality states, respectively. Three choices of coupling parameters are considered: purely left-

handed (LH) (gL = 1, κ
b
L = 1, gR = 0, κ

b
R = 0), purely right-handed (RH) (gL = 0, κ

b
L = 0,

gR = 1, κ
b
R = 1) and vector-like (VL) (gL = 1, κ

b
L = 1, gR = 1, κ

b
R = 1).

Searches for a b∗ in the tW decay channel have been performed at
√

s = 7 and 8 TeV by the
ATLAS [6, 7] and CMS [8] Collaborations. In these analyses, the highest mass limits for LH,
RH and VL couplings were obtained by the CMS Collaboration with values of 1.4, 1.4 and
1.5 TeV [8] at 95% confidence level (CL), respectively. A recent analysis [9] by the CMS Collab-
oration in the all-hadronic final state used the same pp collision data as the present paper. The
analysis considered b∗ masses above 1.4 TeV and improved the limits to 2.6, 2.8 and 3.1 TeV for
LH, RH and VL couplings, respectively. Masses below 1.4 TeV were inaccessible to that analysis
because of high trigger thresholds, where the presence of highly energetic jets was required to
record events.

The analysis presented here is performed in the ℓ+jets final state, where ℓ denotes an electron
or a muon. The analysis targets the W → ℓν and t → Wb → qq ′b decay, where the t quark
decay is reconstructed using a single jet with adaptive angular size, obtained with the Heavy
Object Tagger with Variable R (HOTVR) [10] algorithm. The probed final state consists of one
lepton, missing transverse momentum (pmiss

T ), and one jet with high transverse momentum
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(pT), identified by its substructure to originate from collimated t quark decay products [11,
12]. The presence of a lepton in the final state allows the use of lepton triggers with lower
pT thresholds than jet triggers, thus extending the range of the analysis down to b∗ masses
of 0.7 TeV. In order to achieve a stable selection efficiency over a large range of probed b∗

masses, the HOTVR algorithm is employed for the identification of collimated t quark decays.
The t jet, lepton and pmiss

T are used to reconstruct the invariant mass of the tW system, MtW .
The spectrum of MtW is used to search for the heavy resonance, using a binned maximum
likelihood fit to data in both a signal and a control region simultaneously with the distributions
of the all-hadronic search, mentioned above.

Finally, the results are interpreted for evidence of the production of a vector-like quark, B [13,
14], decaying into tW, which has a similar signature to the b∗ quark decay described above. The
mixing parameter VL

tB in the considered model, defined in Ref. [13], is set to unity, resulting in
a resonance with a relative width of less than 5% in the probed B mass range and a branching
fraction to tW of approximately 50%. In contrast to the b∗ model, the vector-like B quark is
produced via an electroweak interaction in association with either a t quark (B+t) or a b quark
(B+b). Besides the third generation quarks produced together with the heavy resonance, the
electroweak interaction results in an additional jet at leading order (LO), which is not present
in the b∗ model at this order. We consider both B production modes, but the search is not
optimized for these more complex final states.

Tabulated results are provided in the HEPData record for this analysis [15].

2 Data and simulated samples

This analysis uses pp collision data at
√

s = 13 TeV recorded by the CMS detector in the years
2016, 2017 and 2018. The data were recorded with electron and muon triggers [16]. For the
electron trigger, an isolated electron candidate with pT > 27, 35 and 32 GeV was required in
the years 2016, 2017 and 2018, respectively. To recover trigger inefficiencies at high electron
pT, events are accepted if recorded with a trigger requiring a photon candidate with an energy
E > 175 GeV in the year 2016, and E > 200 GeV in the years 2017 and 2018. For the muon
trigger [17], an isolated muon candidate with pT > 24 (27) GeV was required in 2016 and 2018
(2017). Varying trigger thresholds reflect the changing experimental conditions between the

years. The data set corresponds to an integrated luminosity of 138 fb−1. Data and simulation
are categorized by year, and dedicated corrections are applied before combining the distribu-
tions from all three years to derive the final result.

The SM production of top quark-antiquark pairs (tt) in the ℓ+jets final state constitutes the
main background for this search. It is simulated at next-to-leading order (NLO) with the
POWHEG v2 [18–22] matrix element generator. Single t quark production in association with
a W boson has the same signature as the signal, making it an irreducible background. Single
top quark production in the s and t channels is considered as well, but its contribution is small.
The tW and t-channel events are produced at NLO with POWHEG v2, while s-channel events
are produced at LO with MADGRAPH5 aMC@NLO [23, 24] in version 2.2.2 for 2016 and ver-
sion 2.4.2 for 2017 and 2018. The cross section for the tt background is adjusted to a prediction
at next-to-next-to-leading order (NNLO) precision in perturbative quantum chromodynam-
ics (QCD), including resummation of next-to-next-to-leading-logarithmic soft gluon terms, ob-
tained with TOP++ 2.0 [25]. The cross section of single t quark production in association with a
W is adjusted to NNLO approximate calculations taken from Refs. [26, 27]. The s- and t-channel
cross sections are adjusted to predictions at NLO precision obtained with HATHOR v2.1 [28].
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Because of a difference between data and simulation in the top quark pT spectrum in tt produc-
tion [29, 30], the top quark pT in the tt simulation is corrected using the procedure described
in Section 3 of Ref. [9]. A weight is assigned to each event, proportional to exp(−βpT), which
results in a softer simulated pT spectrum than predicted by POWHEG. The free parameter β is
initialized to 0.5 TeV−1 and later determined in a fit to data, as described below in Sec. 7.

Simulated background events from the production of electroweak vector bosons in association
with jets (W/Z + jets) and diboson production are used in the data-driven background estima-
tion described in Section 5. The W/Z + jets samples are simulated with MADGRAPH5 aMC@NLO

at NLO precision. Diboson events are produced at LO using the PYTHIA event generator [31]
in version 8.212 for 2016 and version 8.230 for 2017 and 2018.

The simulations of b∗ and vector-like B production and decay are performed at LO using the
MADGRAPH5 aMC@NLO generator. The five-flavor scheme is used in the simulation of the
initial state. Masses in the range of 0.7 to 4.0 TeV are used with LH and RH b∗ couplings.
The VL b∗ samples are obtained as the sum of the respective LH and RH samples. The B
signal samples are simulated using 2016 conditions and then scaled to the luminosity of the
full data set. We estimate the selection efficiencies in the years 2017 and 2018 by calculating
the differences in selection efficiencies between 2016 and 2017/2018 using the b∗ simulations.
Separate signal samples for the B+t and B+b production modes are simulated for B masses
between 0.7 and 1.8 TeV.

The parton shower and hadronization are simulated using PYTHIA 8.212 with the CUETP8-
M1 [32] underlying event tune for the 2016 simulation of samples other than tt, while the
CUETP8M2T4 [33] tune is used for the simulation of tt . For the 2017 and 2018 simulations,
PYTHIA 8.230 is used with the CP5 [34] tune. The NNPDF3.0 [35] parton distribution functions
(PDFs) are used for 2016 simulation and the NNPDF3.1 [36] PDFs are used for 2017 and 2018
simulations. Additional inelastic pp collision events are simulated using PYTHIA and super-
imposed on simulated events to model the effect of additional pp collisions within the same
or adjacent bunch crossings (pileup). We use a total inelastic cross section of 69.2 mb [37] to
estimate the expected number of pp interactions per bunch crossing and correct the simulation
to match the corresponding distribution to that observed in data. The CMS detector simulation
is performed with GEANT4 [38].

3 The CMS detector and event reconstruction

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 silicon pixel and strip
tracking detectors, a lead tungstate crystal electromagnetic calorimeter (ECAL), and a brass
and scintillator hadron calorimeter (HCAL), each composed of a barrel and two endcap sec-
tions. Forward calorimeters extend the pseudorapidity (η) coverage provided by the barrel
and endcap detectors. Muons are detected in gas-ionization chambers embedded in the steel
flux-return yoke outside the solenoid. A more detailed description of the CMS detector, to-
gether with a definition of the coordinate system used and the relevant kinematic variables,
can be found in Ref. [5]. Between the 2016 and 2017 data taking runs, the CMS pixel detector
was upgraded. Details about the changes can be found in Ref. [39].

Events of interest are selected using a two-tiered trigger system. The first level (L1), composed
of custom hardware processors, uses information from the calorimeters and muon detectors to
select events at a rate of around 100 kHz within a fixed latency of about 4 µs [40]. The second
level, known as the high-level trigger, consists of a farm of processors running a version of the
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full event reconstruction software optimized for fast processing, and reduces the event rate to
around 1 kHz before data storage [16].

A particle-flow (PF) algorithm [41] aims to reconstruct and identify each individual particle
in an event, using an optimized combination of information from the various elements of the
CMS detector. The energy of photons is obtained from the ECAL measurement. The energy
of electrons is determined from a combination of the electron momentum at the primary inter-
action vertex as determined by the tracking detectors, the energy of the corresponding ECAL
cluster, and the energy sum of all bremsstrahlung photons spatially compatible with originat-
ing from the electron track [42]. The energy of muons is obtained from the curvature of the
corresponding track [43]. The energy of charged hadrons is determined from a combination
of their momentum measured in the tracking detectors and the matching ECAL and HCAL
energy deposits, corrected for the response function of the calorimeters to hadronic showers.
Finally, the energy of neutral hadrons is obtained from the corresponding corrected ECAL and
HCAL energies. The candidate vertex with the largest sum of the square of the transverse mo-
menta p2

T of the physics objects is taken to be the primary pp interaction vertex. The physics
objects are the jets, clustered using the jet finding algorithm [44, 45] with the tracks assigned
to candidate vertices as inputs, and the associated missing transverse momentum, taken as the
negative vector sum of the pT of those jets. More details are given in Section 9.4.1 of Ref. [46].

Electrons and muons are required to fulfill |η| < 2.4 and pT > 30 GeV. We require tight quality
criteria with small misidentification probabilities of about 1% for electrons [42] and 0.1% for
muons [43]. In addition, electrons and muons are required to be isolated, where the relative
isolation is measured by the pT sum of all PF particles in a cone around the lepton relative to

the lepton pT [43, 47]. The cone is defined by a distance in ∆R =
√
(∆η)2 + (∆φ)2 of 0.3 for

electrons and 0.4 for muons, where φ is the azimuthal angle. The isolation must be less than
0.0445+ 0.963 GeV/ET for electrons, with ET the transverse energy of the electron, and less than
0.15 for muons. The lepton isolation is corrected for the contribution of neutral hadrons from
pileup. The identification, isolation, and trigger efficiencies are measured in dedicated analyses
and are adjusted in simulation to match those in data.

Jets are reconstructed from PF candidates, using the anti-kT [44] or HOTVR [10] algorithm, as
implemented in the FASTJET software package [45]. The anti-kT jets are obtained using a dis-
tance parameter of R = 0.4, and referred to as “AK4 jets”. For these jets, charged PF candidates
are excluded from the clustering if their tracks are matched to pileup vertices. The HOTVR
algorithm makes use of an effective distance parameter Reff, scaling with ρ/pT [48]. The pa-
rameter ρ controls the slope of Reff and pT denotes the jet pT. The slope parameter is set to
ρ = 600 GeV. The maximum of Reff is set to 1.5, such that jets with pT < 400 GeV do not have
an active area [49] larger than Cambridge/Aachen [50, 51] jets with R = 1.5. Jet grooming is
performed during the jet clustering, by suppressing the clustering of additional radiation into
the jet using a veto based on the mass jump algorithm [52] in each iteration. This veto rejects
light clusters if the product of the combined mass of two clusters and the mass jump parameter
θ is smaller than the mass of the heavier cluster. In this step, subjets are also identified. The
HOTVR parameters are set to the values described in Ref. [53]. The pileup per particle iden-
tification (PUPPI) algorithm [54, 55] is used to mitigate the effects of pileup, where HOTVR
jets are clustered using PUPPI-corrected PF candidates. Jet energy corrections [56] are applied
to AK4 jets and HOTVR subjets. We have verified that the corrections derived for AK4 jets
clustered with PUPPI are suitable for correcting HOTVR subjets, using a sample enriched with
events from tt production. The corrected HOTVR jet four-momentum is obtained from the sum
of corrected subjet four-momenta. The jet energy resolution in simulated events is smeared to
match the resolution in data.
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The presence of boosted t quarks from the b∗ decay with Lorentz factors larger than approxi-
mately 1.5 allows one to reconstruct the full hadronic t decay in a single HOTVR jet. Informa-
tion about the jet substructure enables discrimination of these t jets from jets originating from
light quarks and gluons. A stable performance over a wide range of jet pT is obtained by using
HOTVR jets for t tagging, because of the adaptive jet size. The following selection criteria for
HOTVR jets are used:

• the pT fraction of the leading subjet s1 with respect to the jet, fpT
= p

s1
T /p

jet
T < 0.8,

• the number of subjets Nsub ≥ 3,

• the jet mass 140 < mjet < 220 GeV, and

• the minimum mass of pairs of subjets mmin = min(
√
(Pi + Pj)

2) > 50 GeV.

Additionally, a requirement on the ratio of the N-subjettiness [57, 58] variables τ3/τ2 < 0.56 is
imposed to further increase the discrimination power against the QCD background [53]. The
resulting t tagging algorithm has an efficiency of 25% at pT = 200 GeV, increasing to 40% at
pT = 2 TeV, with a constant misidentification rate for jets from QCD multijet scattering of about
1%. A comprehensive comparison of t tagging algorithms in CMS can be found in Ref. [53].
Covering a larger range in t quark pT than comparable tagging algorithms, HOTVR offers
a straightforward solution to extend the sensitivity of the analysis from the highly boosted
regime to a kinematic regime where the t quark decay products can be resolved, in a single
approach.

The relatively long lifetime of bottom hadrons can result in a secondary vertex in events with
b quarks. These secondary vertices can be reconstructed with information from the tracking
detectors in CMS and used to distinguish b jets from light-quark and gluon jets (referred to in
what follows as “light jets”). The DEEPJET b tagging algorithm [59] with the medium working
point is used to identify AK4 b jets arising from the t quark decay, with a selection efficiency of
80–85% and a misidentification rate for light jets of 1%.

The missing transverse momentum vector ~pmiss
T is computed as the negative vector sum of

the transverse momenta of all the PF candidates in an event, and its magnitude is denoted as
pmiss

T [60]. The ~pmiss
T is modified to account for corrections to the energy scale of the recon-

structed AK4 jets in the event.

4 Event selection

In the offline analysis, we select events with exactly one isolated lepton with pT > 50 GeV and
|η| < 2.4. Events with an additional lepton with pT > 30 GeV and |η| < 2.4 are discarded.
The selected lepton does not overlap with any AK4 jet because of the requirement ∆R(ℓ, jet) >
0.4. To account for the presence of a neutrino from the leptonic W decay in the final state,
pmiss

T > 50 GeV is required and ~pmiss
T must point in roughly the same azimuthal direction (to

within ∆φ(ℓ,~pmiss
T ) < π/2) as the momentum of the isolated lepton. The SM backgrounds

are suppressed by requiring HT > 200 GeV, where HT is the pT-sum of all AK4 jets, as well as
ST > 400 GeV, where ST is the sum of HT, lepton pT, and pmiss

T . Finally, exactly one HOTVR jet
with pT > 200 GeV and |η| < 2.5 is required, fulfilling the HOTVR t tagging criteria.

The b∗ mass is reconstructed from the mass of the tW system, MtW . The tW system is recon-
structed from the t-tagged HOTVR jet and the estimated W boson four-momentum, which is
obtained from the four-momentum of the charged lepton and ~pmiss

T . Assuming that the W bo-
son from the b∗ decay is on its mass shell, the neutrino is reconstructed using the W boson
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mass as a constraint. In cases where two solutions are found, the solution is selected that has
the smaller value of |pz,ν − pz,ℓ |, where pz,ν and pz,ℓ denote the components of the neutrino
and charged lepton four-momenta, respectively, along the beam direction. The large boost of
the W boson ensures that this solution gives an accurate reconstruction of the neutrino four-
momentum.

A χ2-like estimator X2 is calculated for the reconstructed tW system, indicating how signal-like
the event is, under the assumption that the heavy resonance is produced at rest,

X2 =

(

∆φt,W − π

σ∆φt,W

)2

+

(

ApT

σApT

)2

. (3)

The first term exploits the back-to-back signature of the signal. It becomes small if the az-
imuthal angular distance between the t quark and the W boson candidates ∆φt,W is close
to π. The second term utilizes momentum conservation. Since the t quark and W boson
originate from the decay of a heavy resonance in signal events, their transverse momenta
should be of similar size. Hence, the second term becomes small if the pT asymmetry ApT

=

(p
t
T − p

W
T )/(p

t
T + p

W
T ) is close to zero. The width parameters σ∆φt,W

and σApT
are determined

from simulation.

Events passing the selection are categorized according to the number of b-tagged AK4 jets.
Three categories are defined by having either zero (“0b”), one (“1b”), or more than one (“2b”)
b-tagged jets. The 0b category is used to estimate the SM background containing no top quarks
(non-top background) from data, as described in Section 5. The 2b category is dominated by SM
tt production and is used as a control region to constrain systematic uncertainties associated
with the modeling of this background. Two additional selection criteria are imposed in the 1b
category, to increase the signal sensitivity. We require the b-tagged jet to be at a large angular
distance from the isolated lepton, ∆R(ℓ, b) > 2.0, and the X2 value must be smaller than 20.
Both requirements help to suppress the contribution from tt production. The 1b category with
these two additional requirements is the signal region of this search. The signal efficiency for
b∗ quarks decaying in the ℓ+jets final state is between 4 and 9% for the LH model, and 4 to 10%
for the RH model. The efficiency for the RH model is slightly higher, because of the harder jet
pT spectra.

5 Background estimation

The dominant background in the selected phase space of the signal region originates from SM
production of top quarks, tt and single t, and is constrained using the 2b control region. Top
tagging scale factors [53] are applied to the simulated samples, in order to correct for differences
in t tagging efficiencies. The scale factors are found to be consistent with unity.

Contributions from events with a misidentified t jet are estimated from data in the 0b category.
By requiring a t-tagged HOTVR jet, but vetoing b-tagged AK4 jets, this category consists dom-
inantly of events from W/Z + jets and diboson production with misidentified t jets. The α-ratio
method [61] is used to extrapolate the normalization and shape in MtW of these backgrounds
into the 1b signal and 2b control regions. The ratio α is defined as the number of events in
the 1b or 2b category to the number of events in the 0b category for a given bin in MtW . It
is calculated from simulated W/Z + jets and diboson samples. By multiplying the observed
number of events in data in the 0b category with the ratio α, the background prediction for the
1b and 2b categories is obtained. A fit to the distributions of α is performed to obtain a smooth
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Table 1: Summary of all considered sources of systematic uncertainties affecting the MtW dis-
tributions in the 1b and 2b categories of the ℓ+jets channel. The source of the uncertainty is
given in the first column. The second column indicates if the uncertainty results in a change of
normalization or shape of the MtW distribution. The samples affected by a given uncertainty
source are shown in the third column. The fourth column shows the impact of these uncertain-
ties, estimated for an LH b∗ signal with a mass of 2.4 TeV. These are quantified by calculating
the change in the fitted signal strength when a given parameter is displaced by ±1 standard
deviation from its post-fit value, divided by the total uncertainty in the fitted signal. Uncertain-
ties taken to be fully correlated across the three years are given in the upper part of the table.
Uncertainties affecting both the ℓ+jets and all-hadronic channels are marked by an asterisk.

Source Uncertainty Samples Impact (up/down)

tt cross section∗ ± 20% tt +5.1 / −5.0%
Single t cross section∗ ± 30% single t −4.2 / +4.8%
Luminosity∗ ± 1.6% tt, single t, signal −1.4 / +1.5%
Top quark pT reweighting∗ Shape tt −5.0 / +5.1%
PDF∗ Shape tt, single t, signal −4.1 / +4.6%
Background estimation (1b) Shape non-top (from data) −5.3 / +6.9%
Background estimation (2b) Shape non-top (from data) −0.3 / −0.4%

Pileup∗ Shape tt, single t, signal −0.4 / +0.5%
JES∗ Shape tt, single t, signal −1.3 / +2.3%
JER∗ Shape tt, single t, signal +0.0 / +0.4%
ECAL trigger timing∗ Shape tt, single t, signal +0.1 / −0.0%
Electron identification Shape tt, single t, signal +0.4 / −0.4%
Electron reconstruction Shape tt, single t, signal +0.2 / −0.0%
Electron trigger Shape tt, single t, signal +0.3 / −0.0%
Muon identification Shape tt, single t, signal +0.4 / −0.1%
Muon isolation Shape tt, single t, signal +0.3 / −0.1%
Muon trigger Shape tt, single t, signal −0.1 / +0.4%
t tagging (fully merged) Shape tt, single t, signal −1.2 / +1.5%
t tagging (partially merged) Shape tt, single t, signal −0.7 / +0.8%
t tagging (nonmerged) Shape tt, single t, signal −0.0 / +0.2%
b tagging (b, c) Shape tt, single t, signal −3.6 / +4.0%
b tagging (u, d, s, g) Shape tt, single t, signal +0.7 / −0.6%

background prediction with reduced sensitivity to bin-by-bin statistical fluctuations in the sim-
ulated samples. The systematic uncertainty arising from the choice of fit function is estimated
using different fit parameterizations and is added in quadrature to the statistical uncertainty.

The resulting functions α(MtW) are used to estimate the non-top backgrounds in the 1b and 2b
categories. In order to keep the background estimation in the 1b and 2b categories statistically
independent, we split the data in the 0b category randomly into two subsets, thus two thirds
of the data are used to estimate the non-top background in the 1b category and one third of
the data are used in the 2b category. The statistical uncertainty from the non-top background
obtained from data in the 0b category is negligible compared to other uncertainties, such that
the exact proportions of the subsets are not important.
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6 Systematic uncertainties

Several systematic uncertainties are taken into account in the analysis, affecting the normal-
ization and shape of the final MtW distributions in the 1b and 2b categories. A summary of
all considered sources is given in Table 1. Some of these uncertainties are assumed to be fully
correlated throughout all three years; these uncertainties are given in the upper part of the ta-
ble. The contributions of uncertainties without year-to-year correlations are calculated for each
year independently.

In the following, a detailed description of the considered sources of systematic uncertainties is
given.

• The total integrated luminosity of the data set is assigned an uncertainty of 1.6% [62–
64].

• We assign uncertainties of 20 and 30% to the tt and single top quark production cross
sections, respectively. These account for uncertainties due to missing higher orders,
estimated by halving and doubling the renormalization and factorization scales in
the corresponding simulations, and for the uncertainties from the normalization to
the NNLO and NLO predictions.

• The uncertainty from the choice of PDFs is estimated by calculating the signal and
background predictions in each bin of the MtW distribution using 100 replicas of the
NNPDF sets [65]. The standard deviation of these predictions is used to construct
shape variations. In the case of the signal samples, the distributions are normalized
to the respective cross sections, such that only the acceptance effects are considered.

• The uncertainty in the pileup distribution is estimated by varying the total inelastic
cross section of 69.2 mb within the assigned uncertainty of ±5% [37], and propagat-
ing the changes to the event yields in the simulation.

• The jet energy scale (JES) and jet energy resolution (JER) corrections are varied within
their uncertainties to derive their effect on the shapes of the MtW distributions.

• A timing shift of the signals in ECAL cells with respect to the L1 trigger clock led to
a trigger inefficiency in the years 2016 and 2017 for events with significant amount
of energy in the ECAL in the region 2.0 < η < 3.0. The simulations were corrected
for this effect. The associated systematic uncertainties are estimated by varying the
corrections within their uncertainties.

• Uncertainties from the electron and muon identification and reconstruction are esti-
mated by varying the corresponding efficiency corrections within their uncertainties.

• Trigger efficiency corrections are also varied within their uncertainties.

• The transfer functions α used for the background estimations of the non-top back-
grounds in the 1b and 2b categories are varied within their uncertainties, as dis-
cussed above.

• Differences in the t and b tagging efficiencies between data and simulation are ac-
counted for by data-to-simulation scale factors. These scale factors are varied within
their uncertainties. The HOTVR t tagging scale factors are split into fully merged,
partially merged, and nonmerged cases, depending on how many partons from the
t decay can be matched to the HOTVR jet [53]. These scale factors are varied inde-
pendently to obtain the effect on the MtW distributions. The b tagging scale factors
are split into efficiencies for b, c, and light jets [66]. The uncertainties for b and c
jets are taken to be correlated and varied simultaneously, while the uncertainties for
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Figure 1: Distributions of MtW in the 1b (left) and 2b (right) categories. The data are shown by
filled markers, where the horizontal bars indicate the bin widths. The individual background
contributions are given by filled histograms. The expected signal for an LH b∗ with a mass
of mb∗ = 2.4 TeV is shown by a dashed line. The shaded region is the uncertainty in the total
background estimate. The lower panels of each figure show the ratio of data to the background
estimate, with the total uncertainty in the predicted background displayed as shaded band.

light jets are taken to be uncorrelated and varied independently.

• The uncertainty arising from the modeling of the top quark pT spectrum is estimated
by varying the parameter β, affecting the shape of the pT distribution, by ±50%. This
allows the fit to determine the correct shape of the tt background and constrain the
associated uncertainty from the 2b control region.

The results of this analysis are combined with a previously published analysis in the all-hadronic
final state [9]. Systematic uncertainties affecting both final states are taken to be fully correlated
between the two analyses, and are indicated in Table 1 by an asterisk. Systematic uncertainties
affecting only the all-hadronic channel are not shown, but are described in detail in Ref. [9].

7 Results

For the statistical interpretation of the results, a combination with the analysis in the all-hadronic
final state [9] is performed. That analysis considers events with a dijet topology, with two
highly energetic jets with a large azimuthal separation. One jet is required to be t tagged, the
other one is W tagged. The dominant background from multijet production with two misiden-
tified jets is obtained from a control region with inverted t tagging requirements. The expected
multijet background is extrapolated to the signal region with the help of a two-dimensional
pass-fail-ratio in the jet mass of the top-tagged jet and MtW . An additional control region en-

riched by events from tt production is considered in order to constrain this background. Events
containing isolated leptons with pT > 30 GeV are rejected in the selection of the all-hadronic
regions, to avoid double counting events that also appear in the ℓ+jets regions.

A fit is performed simultaneously to the MtW distributions, not only in the 1b and 2b categories
of this analysis, but also to the signal and multijet control regions in the earlier all-hadronic
analysis. The tt control region of the all-hadronic analysis is not considered, because of the
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Figure 2: Upper limits on the product of production cross section and branching fraction of the
left-handed (upper left), right-handed (upper right) and vector-like (lower) b∗ hypotheses at
95% CL. Colored lines show the expected limits from the ℓ+jets (dotted) and all-hadronic (dash-
dotted) channels, where the latter start at b∗ masses of 1.4 TeV. The observed and expected
limits from the combination are shown as solid and dashed black lines, respectively. The green
and yellow bands show the 68 and 95% confidence intervals on the combined expected limits.
The theoretical cross sections are shown as the red lines, where the uncertainties due to missing
higher orders are depicted by shaded areas.



11

0.8 1 1.2 1.4 1.6 1.8

 [TeV]
B

M

3−10

2−10

1−10

1

10

210

 t
W

))
 [

p
b

]
→

(B
 

B 
× 

B
+

b
σ

Theory B+b singlet

Theory B+b doublet

95% CL upper limits

Observed

Median expected

All-hadronic

l+jets

Combination

68% expected

95% expected

CMS
B+b

 (13 TeV)-1138 fb

0.8 1 1.2 1.4 1.6 1.8

 [TeV]
B

M

3−10

2−10

1−10

1

10

210

 t
W

))
 [

p
b

]
→

(B
 

B 
× 

B
+

t
σ

Theory B+t

95% CL upper limits

Observed

Median expected

All-hadronic

l+jets

Combination

68% expected

95% expected

CMS
B+t

 (13 TeV)-1138 fb

Figure 3: Upper limits on the product of production cross section and branching fraction of
the B+b (left) and B+t (right) production modes at 95% CL. Colored lines show the expected
limits from the ℓ+jets (dotted) and all-hadronic (dash-dotted) channels, where the latter start
at B masses of 1.4 TeV. The observed and expected limits from the combination are shown as
solid and dashed black lines, respectively. The green and yellow bands show the 68 and 95%
confidence intervals on the combined expected limits. The theoretical cross sections are shown
as the red and blue lines, where the uncertainties due to missing higher orders are depicted by
shaded areas.

higher precision of the 2b category. The contributions from all background and signal processes
are fitted simultaneously to data in a binned maximum likelihood fit. The signal strength is a
free parameter in the model and systematic uncertainties are accounted for by nuisance pa-
rameters assigned to the sources of systematic uncertainties described in Section 6. These are
profiled in the fit. Normalization uncertainties are modeled with log-normal priors, and un-
certainties affecting shapes are modeled using a template morphing approach with Gaussian
priors [67]. Statistical uncertainties are treated in a bin-by-bin approach using a simplified ver-
sion of the Barlow–Beeston method [68]. The post-fit distributions of MtW in the 1b and 2b
categories are shown in Fig. 1. Data and background predictions are found to be statistically in
agreement over the full spectrum of MtW .

No significant excess of data over the expected SM background is observed. Upper limits on
the product of production cross section and branching fraction into tW of the three coupling
scenarios in the b∗ benchmark model at 95% CL are set using the CLs method [69, 70] with
an asymptotic approximation to the profile likelihood test statistic [71]. Figure 2 shows the
expected and observed limits of the combination, as well as the expected limits of the two sep-
arate analyses in the all-hadronic and ℓ+jets final states. The step at MtW = 1.4 TeV in the
combined limits arises from the extended reach of the ℓ+jets channel towards lower masses,
where it places unique constraints in the range 0.7–1.4 TeV. The sensitivity for masses above
1.4 TeV is comparable between the all-hadronic and ℓ+jets channels, resulting in stricter limits
compared to the separate analyses. We derive b∗ mass exclusion limits by comparing the up-
per cross section limits with theoretical cross sections of b∗ production, calculated with MAD-
GRAPH5 aMC@NLO. The observed (expected) mass limits are 3.0, 3.0, and 3.2 TeV (3.1, 3.2,
and 3.4 TeV) for the LH, RH, and VL hypotheses, respectively. These are the most stringent
constraints on this model to date.
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The results can also be interpreted in the context of a singly produced vector-like B quark
decaying into tW. The production modes B+t and B+b are tested separately and the upper
limits on the product of production cross sections and branching fraction at 95% CL are shown
in Fig. 3. Over a B mass range from 0.7 to 1.8 TeV, the observed upper limits range from 0.63
to 0.007 pb for the B+b production mode, and from 1.6 to 0.01 pb for B+t production. The
upper cross section limits are compared to the theory predictions from Ref. [72]. Models with
a VLQ singlet or VLQ doublet are considered in case of B+b production. For B+t production,
both models result in the same production cross section. Because of the small theoretical cross
sections for these processes, no mass limits are set.

The upper cross section limits can be compared to a previous search for singly produced vector-

like B quarks at
√

s = 13 TeV using a data set corresponding to 35.9 fb−1 by the CMS collabora-
tion [73]. For the B+b production mode, the expected limits are 8–29% better at low B masses,
where the ℓ+jets channel alone sets limits, and 75% better at the highest considered B mass.
For the B+t production mode, the ℓ+jets channel is less sensitive, because of the additional b jet
from the decay of the associated t quark, leading to weaker limits at low B masses compared
to the previous search. At high B masses, this search improves the upper limits by up to 50%.

8 Summary

A search for a heavy resonance decaying to tW in the final state with a lepton and a t-tagged jet

has been presented. The data analyzed correspond to an integrated luminosity of 138 fb−1 of
proton-proton collisions collected at a center-of-mass energy of 13 TeV. Final states where the W
boson decays leptonically and the top quark decay results in a single jet are probed. Compared
to an earlier analysis of the all-hadronic final state, the lower reach of the analysis is extended
from 1.4 down to 0.7 TeV, because of lower lepton trigger thresholds and the extended range in
t quark transverse momentum provided by the Heavy Object Tagger with Variable R. Above
1.4 TeV a combination with the search in the all-hadronic final state has been performed. The
dominant tt background is constrained using a dedicated control region and the background
from misidentified t jets is estimated from data. No significant excess of data over the back-
ground prediction is observed. Upper limits on the single production of a vector-like quark
decaying to tW have been derived in the mass range of 0.7 to 1.8 TeV. The excited bottom
quark b∗ hypotheses with left-handed, right-handed, and vector-like chiralities are excluded at
95% confidence level up to masses of 3.0, 3.0, and 3.2 TeV, respectively. The upper limits on the
product of cross section and branching fraction represent the most stringent constraints on the
b∗ model to date.
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vestigación Cientı́fica y Técnica de Excelencia Marı́a de Maeztu, grant MDM-2015-0509 and the
Programa Severo Ochoa del Principado de Asturias; the Stavros Niarchos Foundation (Greece);
the Rachadapisek Sompot Fund for Postdoctoral Fellowship, Chulalongkorn University and
the Chulalongkorn Academic into Its 2nd Century Project Advancement Project (Thailand);
the Kavli Foundation; the Nvidia Corporation; the SuperMicro Corporation; the Welch Foun-
dation, contract C-1845; and the Weston Havens Foundation (USA).

References

[1] H. Harari, “Composite models for quarks and leptons”, Phys. Rept. 104 (1984) 159,
doi:10.1016/0370-1573(84)90207-2.

[2] U. Baur, M. Spira, and P. M. Zerwas, “Excited-quark and -lepton production at hadron
colliders”, Phys. Rev. D 42 (1990) 815, doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.42.815.

[3] T. M. P. Tait and C. P. Yuan, “Single top quark production as a window to physics beyond
the standard model”, Phys. Rev. D 63 (2000) 014018,
doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.63.014018, arXiv:hep-ph/0007298.



14

[4] J. Nutter, R. Schwienhorst, D. G. E. Walker, and J.-H. Yu, “Single top production as a
probe of B′ quarks”, Phys. Rev. D 86 (2012) 094006,
doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.86.094006, arXiv:1207.5179.

[5] CMS Collaboration, “The CMS experiment at the CERN LHC”, JINST 3 (2008) S08004,
doi:10.1088/1748-0221/3/08/S08004.

[6] ATLAS Collaboration, “Search for single b∗-quark production with the ATLAS detector
at

√
s = 7 TeV”, Phys. Lett. B 721 (2013) 171,

doi:10.1016/j.physletb.2013.03.016, arXiv:1301.1583.

[7] ATLAS Collaboration, “Search for the production of single vector-like and excited quarks
in the Wt final state in pp collisions at

√
s = 8 TeV with the ATLAS detector”, JHEP 02

(2016) 110, doi:10.1007/JHEP02(2016)110, arXiv:1510.02664.

[8] CMS Collaboration, “Search for the production of an excited bottom quark decaying to
tW in proton-proton collisions at

√
s = 8 TeV”, JHEP 01 (2016) 166,

doi:10.1007/JHEP01(2016)166, arXiv:1509.08141.

[9] CMS Collaboration, “Search for a heavy resonance decaying to a top quark and a W
boson at

√
s = 13 TeV in the fully hadronic final state”, 2021. arXiv:2104.12853.

Submitted to JHEP.

[10] T. Lapsien, R. Kogler, and J. Haller, “A new tagger for hadronically decaying heavy
particles at the LHC”, Eur. Phys. J. C 76 (2016) 600,
doi:10.1140/epjc/s10052-016-4443-8, arXiv:1606.04961.

[11] A. J. Larkoski, I. Moult, and B. Nachman, “Jet substructure at the Large Hadron Collider:
A review of recent advances in theory and machine learning”, Phys. Rep. 841 (2020) 1,
doi:10.1016/j.physrep.2019.11.001, arXiv:1709.04464.

[12] R. Kogler, B. Nachman, A. Schmidt (editors) et al., “Jet substructure at the Large Hadron
Collider”, Rev. Mod. Phys. 91 (2019) 045003, doi:10.1103/revmodphys.91.045003,
arXiv:1803.06991.

[13] J. A. Aguilar-Saavedra, R. Benbrik, S. Heinemeyer, and M. Pérez-Victoria, “Handbook of
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University of Split, Faculty of Electrical Engineering, Mechanical Engineering and Naval Ar-
chitecture, Split, Croatia
D. Giljanovic, N. Godinovic , D. Lelas , I. Puljak

University of Split, Faculty of Science, Split, Croatia
Z. Antunovic, M. Kovac, T. Sculac

Institute Rudjer Boskovic, Zagreb, Croatia
V. Brigljevic , D. Ferencek , D. Majumder , M. Roguljic, A. Starodumov12 , T. Susa

University of Cyprus, Nicosia, Cyprus
A. Attikis , K. Christoforou, A. Ioannou, G. Kole , M. Kolosova, S. Konstantinou,
J. Mousa , C. Nicolaou, F. Ptochos , P.A. Razis, H. Rykaczewski, H. Saka

Charles University, Prague, Czech Republic
M. Finger13, M. Finger Jr.13 , A. Kveton

Escuela Politecnica Nacional, Quito, Ecuador
E. Ayala

Universidad San Francisco de Quito, Quito, Ecuador
E. Carrera Jarrin

Academy of Scientific Research and Technology of the Arab Republic of Egypt, Egyp-
tian Network of High Energy Physics, Cairo, Egypt



21

S. Abu Zeid14 , Y. Assran15,16

Center for High Energy Physics (CHEP-FU), Fayoum University, El-Fayoum, Egypt
A. Lotfy , M.A. Mahmoud

National Institute of Chemical Physics and Biophysics, Tallinn, Estonia
S. Bhowmik , R.K. Dewanjee , K. Ehataht, M. Kadastik, S. Nandan, C. Nielsen, J. Pata,
M. Raidal , L. Tani, C. Veelken

Department of Physics, University of Helsinki, Helsinki, Finland
P. Eerola , H. Kirschenmann , K. Osterberg , M. Voutilainen

Helsinki Institute of Physics, Helsinki, Finland
S. Bharthuar, E. Brücken , F. Garcia , J. Havukainen , M.S. Kim , R. Kinnunen,
T. Lampén, K. Lassila-Perini , S. Lehti , T. Lindén, M. Lotti, L. Martikainen, M. Myllymäki,
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