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Abstract This article presents the results of two studies
of Higgs boson properties using the W W ∗(→ eνµν) j j

final state, based on a dataset corresponding to 36.1fb−1

of
√

s = 13 TeV proton–proton collisions recorded by the
ATLAS experiment at the Large Hadron Collider. The first
study targets Higgs boson production via gluon–gluon fusion
and constrains the CP properties of the effective Higgs–gluon
interaction. Using angular distributions and the overall rate,
a value of tan(α) = 0.0 ± 0.4(stat.) ± 0.3(syst.) is obtained
for the tangent of the mixing angle for CP-even and CP-odd
contributions. The second study exploits the vector-boson
fusion production mechanism to probe the Higgs boson
couplings to longitudinally and transversely polarised W

and Z bosons in both the production and the decay of the
Higgs boson; these couplings have not been directly con-
strained previously. The polarisation-dependent coupling-
strength scale factors are defined as the ratios of the measured
polarisation-dependent coupling strengths to those predicted
by the Standard Model, and are determined using rate and
kinematic information to be aL = 0.91+0.10

−0.18(stat.)+0.09
−0.17(syst.)

and aT = 1.2 ± 0.4(stat.)+0.2
−0.3(syst.). These coupling stren-

gths are translated into pseudo-observables, resulting in
κV V = 0.91+0.10

−0.18(stat.)+0.09
−0.17(syst.) and ǫV V = 0.13+0.28

−0.20

(stat.)+0.08
−0.10(syst.). All results are consistent with the Stan-

dard Model predictions.

1 Introduction

The Higgs boson (H ) discovery at the Large Hadron Collider
(LHC) was a great success of the ATLAS and CMS Collabo-
rations [1,2]. Since the discovery, multiple studies have been
performed to establish whether the Higgs boson has the prop-
erties predicted by the Standard Model (SM), or instead is a
particle of an as yet unobserved sector beyond the SM. The
mass of the Higgs boson has been measured by the ATLAS
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and CMS experiments to be m H = 125.09 ± 0.21(stat.) ±
0.11(syst.) GeV [3] using

√
s = 7 and 8 TeV pp collision

data, and there are strong indications that the spin and parity
states are J P = 0+ [4–6]. By probing the final-state parti-
cles in H → W W ∗, H → Z Z∗, and H → γ γ decays, a
pure CP-odd Higgs boson has been excluded at a confidence
level above 99.9%. In addition, a potential CP-odd contribu-
tion to the H W W and H Z Z couplings has been significantly
constrained [7–9]. Recently, studies of the CP properties of
the top-quark Yukawa coupling using Htt events, and the
τ -lepton Yukawa coupling using H → ττ decays have been
published [10–12].

The gluon–gluon fusion (ggF) process probes a differ-
ent kinematic regime than Htt production, and the proper-
ties of the effective ggH interaction itself may differ from
SM predictions if there is a loop contribution from pre-
viously unobserved particles. The CP nature of the effec-
tive coupling between the Higgs boson and gluons, ggH ,
in the gluon–gluon fusion production mode [13] has been
studied in Refs. [14–16]. This article presents new anal-
ysis techniques for enhancing the sensitivity to interfer-
ence effects between the CP-even and CP-odd contributions
to the Higgs–gluon coupling, and provides constraints on
the mixing angle between CP-even and CP-odd contribu-
tions. The approach is therefore complementary to those
used in previous studies of the CP properties of the Higgs
boson.

The vector-boson fusion (VBF) Higgs boson production
process has been measured by ATLAS and CMS in numer-
ous channels [7,8,17–20]. While measurements of σVBF ·
BH→W W are consistent with the SM, individual polarisation-
dependent Higgs boson couplings to the massive electroweak
gauge bosons have so far not been studied directly. Longitu-
dinally polarised electroweak bosons emerge from massless
degrees of freedom of the Higgs boson and are therefore
closely related to the mechanism of electroweak symme-
try breaking. The strength of the Higgs boson coupling to
longitudinally polarised W bosons ensures the unitarity of
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Fig. 1 Examples of Feynman
diagrams contributing to the
production of a Higgs boson in
association with two jets via the
fusion of two gluons or two
vector bosons (V ) at leading
order in QCD. The presented
diagrams show examples for the
subprocesses a qq → Hqq, b

qg → Hqg and c gg → Hgg,
as well as d the vector-boson
fusion process and the
subsequent decay of the Higgs
boson into two vector bosons

the SM. However, if the Higgs field is not associated with
a fundamental scalar particle but is an effective field arising
from new dynamics, the coupling may deviate from its SM
value. For example, Higgs compositeness models [21,22]
predict more degrees of freedom, allowing the Higgs boson
couplings to electroweak bosons to deviate from their SM
values.

This article presents the results of two analyses study-
ing the properties of the Higgs boson using its decay into
W W ∗ → eνµν and its production in association with two
jets ( j j). The first analysis targets gluon–gluon fusion Higgs
boson production and is sensitive to the CP properties of the
ggH effective coupling and the top-quark Yukawa coupling.
The second analysis constrains Higgs boson couplings to
longitudinally and transversely polarised W and Z bosons in
the VBF production mode, assuming a CP-even Higgs boson.
Both studies are based on proton-proton collision data corre-
sponding to an integrated luminosity of 36.1 fb−1 collected
with the ATLAS detector at

√
s = 13 TeV in the years 2015

and 2016. Representative leading-order diagrams for the ggF
+ 2 jets and VBF production modes are depicted in Fig. 1a–c
and d, respectively.

Both analyses use the shape of the signed azimuthal angle1

difference 
� j j between the two leading hadronic jets in the

1 ATLAS uses a right-handed coordinate system with its origin at the
nominal interaction point (IP) in the centre of the detector and the z-
axis along the beam pipe. The x-axis points from the IP to the centre of
the LHC ring, and the y-axis points upwards. Cylindrical coordinates
(r, φ) are used in the transverse plane, φ being the azimuthal angle
around the beam pipe. The pseudorapidity is defined in terms of the
polar angle θ as η = − ln tan(θ/2). Angular distance is measured in
units of 
R ≡

√

(
η)2 + (
φ)2.

selected H + 2-jets candidate events to test for deviations
from the SM expectations. The angular difference is defined
as 
� j j = φ j1 − φ j2 if η j1 > η j2 , and 
� j j = φ j2 −
φ j1 otherwise, where j1 is the highest-pT jet and j2 is the
next-highest-pT jet in the event. The distribution of 
� j j is
probed in various disjoint kinematic regions, optimised for
each analysis specifically.

The structure of this article is as follows. Section 2 gives
a short summary of the theoretical frameworks used to study
the CP properties of the Higgs boson’s coupling to top
quarks and gluons, as well as its coupling to polarised elec-
troweak bosons. The ATLAS detector and the Monte Carlo
and data samples used in these studies are discussed in
Sects. 3 and 4, respectively. The event selection and cate-
gorisation requirements are presented in Sect. 5, while the
estimation of the various background processes is detailed
in Sect. 6. The theoretical and experimental uncertainties
are presented in Sect. 7. Finally, the results are discussed in
Sect. 8.

2 Theoretical framework and methodology

For the studies targeting beyond-the-SM (BSM) contribu-
tions to the top-quark Yukawa coupling and the effective
Higgs–gluon coupling, an effective field theory (EFT) frame-
work is chosen to parameterise possible deviations from the
SM. The EFT operators probed in this article are provided by
the Higgs Characterisation (HC) model [23], which is imple-
mented in the MadGraph5_aMC@NLO generator [24,25].
In the large top-quark-mass limit, mtop → ∞, the CP struc-
ture of the top-quark Yukawa coupling is inherited by the
effective Higgs–gluon interaction [26]. Thus, constraints on
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BSM contributions will be directly set on the CP-even and
CP-odd coupling strength modifiers of the effective Higgs–
gluon interaction. The effective Lagrangian that describes the
Higgs–gluon interaction is expressed as

L
loop
0 = −

gHgg

4

(

κgg cos(α)Ga
µνGa,µν

+κgg sin(α)Ga
µν G̃a,µν

)

H, (1)

where Ga
µν is the gluon field strength tensor, G̃a,µν =

Ga
ρσ εµνρσ /2 is the dual tensor, gHgg is the effective coupling

for the SM CP-even ggH interaction, κgg is the coupling-
strength scale factor for the effective Higgs–gluon interac-
tion and α is the CP-mixing angle. Interference between CP-
even and CP-odd contributions affects the shape of the signed

� j j distribution, but has no impact on the cross section of
the ggF production mode, which is a function of κ2

gg cos2(α)

and κ2
gg sin2(α) only. Three benchmark scenarios with differ-

ent CP properties are defined in Table 1, and the distribution
of the signed 
� j j observable is shown in Fig. 2a for these
parameter choices.

The analysis targeting H V V couplings in Higgs boson
production and decay uses polarisation-dependent coupling-
strength scale factors defined in Ref. [27] as

aL = gH VLVL

gH V V

, aT = gH VTVT

gH V V

, (2)

where gH V V is the SM H V V coupling strength and gH VLVL

and gH VTVT are the measured polarisation-dependent cou-
plings.

The polarisations of the vector bosons in Eq. (2) are
defined in the Higgs boson rest frame so that mixed-
polarisation couplings H VLVT do not contribute to σVBF ·
BH→W W . Other BSM effects are not considered. Within the
SM (aL = aT = 1), the H V V couplings are insensitive to
the polarisations.

Since the polarisations depend on the measurement frame,
the above description is not Lorentz invariant and as such
cannot be described in the Lagrangian framework. Instead,
the coupling strength modifiers aL and aT can be related to
pseudo-observables (POs) [28]. The POs considered in this

Table 1 Definition of the three benchmark scenarios used in the ggF
+ 2 jets analysis. The parameter settings correspond to a CP-even (i.e.
the SM hypothesis), a CP-odd, and a CP-mixed scenario

Scenario Parameters

CP-even (SM) κgg = 1, cos(α) = 1

CP-odd κgg = 1, cos(α) = 0

CP-mixed κgg = 1, cos(α) = 1√
2

article appear as κV V and εV V in the effective Lagrangian

L = κV V

(

2m2
W

v
H W +

µ W −µ + m2
Z

v
H ZµZµ

)

−εV V

2v

(

2H W +
µνW −µν + H Zµν Zµν + H Aµν Aµν

)

,

where in the SM κV V = 1 and εV V = 0. The universality of
Higgs boson interactions with longitudinal W and Z bosons
follows from assuming custodial symmetry (see Eqs. (33) and
(35) in Ref. [29]), no new physics in the boson–fermion cou-
plings W f f and Z f f , and a CP-even Higgs boson with CP-
conserving interactions with vector bosons. Since the study
does not probe H Zγ and Hγ γ interactions, for simplicity a
common coupling factor is assumed for Higgs-boson inter-
actions with transversely polarised W and Z bosons, and
photons.

The POs are related to the coupling-strength scale factors
aL and aT via the following equations:

κV V = aL − 
L(q1, q2)εV V ,

εV V = aT − aL


T(q1, q2) − 
L(q1, q2)
.

The functions 
L(q1, q2) and 
T(q1, q2) depend on the
momenta of electroweak bosons q1 and q2 (either in the pro-
duction or in the decay) according to:


L = m2
H

2m2
W

4q2
1 q2

2

m2
H (m2

H − q2
1 − q2

2 )
,


T = m2
H

2m2
W

m2
H − q2

1 − q2
2

m2
H

.

Based on the simulations of the VBF signal discussed in
Sect. 4, 
L(q1, q2) = 0 and 
T(q1, q2) = 2 are found to be
good approximations, leading to the mapping

κV V ≃ aL , εV V ≃ 0.5 · (aT − aL) .

The above POs description focusses on VBF production and
thus differs from the one used in Refs. [30,31], in which
couplings to leptons (εL , εR) and to Z bosons (κZ Z ) are con-
strained using Higgs boson decays into four leptons, inclu-
sively with respect to the production channels.

This article consists of two studies. The first one places
constraints on tan(α) in the effective Hgg coupling in ggF
+ 2 jets Higgs boson production, assuming standard H V V

couplings. The second study constrains the H V V parame-
ters (aL, aT) and (κV V , εV V ), assuming a pure CP-even Higgs
state with standard Hgg coupling (κgg cos(α) = 1). A non-
SM ggH coupling would negligibly impact the quantities
determined in the VBF analysis and vice versa. The con-
straints are derived from the rates of each production pro-
cess as well as the distribution of signed 
� j j , whose shape
dependence on the coupling modifiers is shown in Fig. 2. The
distribution of 
� j j is displayed in the full range [0, 2π ] to
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(a) (b)

Fig. 2 Distributions of the signed 
� j j observable shown for a CP-
even, CP-odd and CP-mixed benchmark models of the ggF + 2 jets
production mode, and b various configurations of the aL and aT param-

eters in VBF events. These comparisons are performed at the generator
level using the predictions of the MadGraph5_aMC@NLO 2.4.2 +
Pythia 8.212 [32] generators

capture the asymmetry for mixed CP interactions (shown in
Fig. 2a) resulting from the interference between CP-even and
CP-odd contributions.2 Fig. 2b shows the 
� j j distribution
for several choices of aL and aT.

3 ATLAS detector

The ATLAS detector [33] is a general-purpose particle detec-
tor used to investigate a broad range of physics processes.
It includes an inner tracking detector (ID) surrounded by a
thin superconducting solenoid, electromagnetic and hadronic
calorimeters, and a muon spectrometer (MS) incorporating
three large superconducting toroid magnets with eight coils
each. The ID consists of fine-granularity silicon pixel and
microstrip detectors, and a straw-tube tracker. It is immersed
in a 2 T axial magnetic field produced by the solenoid and
provides precision tracking for charged particles in the range
|η| < 2.5, where η is the pseudorapidity of the particle. The
straw-tube detector also provides transition radiation mea-
surements for electron identification. The calorimeter system
covers the pseudorapidity range |η| < 4.9. It is composed of
sampling calorimeters with either liquid argon (LAr) or scin-
tillator tiles as the active medium, and lead, steel, copper, or
tungsten as the absorber material. The MS provides muon
identification and momentum measurements for |η| < 2.7.

2 As the CP-even amplitude is positive under the transformation
(


� j j − π
)

→ −
(


� j j − π
)

and the CP-odd amplitude is nega-
tive under this transformation, their interference is asymmetric whereas
the individual squared amplitudes are positive.

The ATLAS detector has a two-level trigger system to select
events for further analysis.

4 Datasets and Monte Carlo predictions

Candidate events in data are selected from the combined 2015
and 2016 ATLAS

√
s = 13 TeV pp collision dataset in

which all ATLAS subdetectors were fully operational [34].
The corresponding total integrated luminosity [35] is 36.1 ±
0.8 fb−1.

The modelling of the gluon-induced production of Higgs
bosons in association with jets was realised using the Mad-

Graph5_aMC@NLO 2.4.2 generator [24,25], which pro-
vides a calculation of the matrix element at next-to-leading-
order (NLO) precision for ggF events with up to two addi-
tional partons in the final state. The calculations of the matrix
element are based on the predictions of the HC model, while
the parton shower, hadronisation and underlying-event activ-
ity were simulated with the Pythia8.212 [32] generator
using the A14 set of tuned parameters [36]. The cross-section
calculation is based on the NNPDF3.0 [37] NLO parton dis-
tribution function (PDF) sets. In total, three different Monte
Carlo samples were produced, corresponding to a CP-even, a
CP-odd or a CP-mixed coupling between Higgs bosons and
gluons, following the recommendations from Ref. [26] and
using the FeynRules model HC_NLO_X0_UFO-heft [38].
The decay H → W W ∗ → eνµν was modelled according
to the SM.

For the measurement of the Higgs boson couplings to
longitudinally and transversely polarised W and Z bosons,
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the VBF production of the Higgs boson and its subsequent
decays into W bosons were simulated at leading order (LO)
in QCD using MadGraph5_aMC@NLO 2.4.2. The helic-
ity amplitudes used in the matrix element generation of the
Higgs boson production and decay were modified to account
for different Higgs coupling strengths in the Higgs boson rest
frame, following the prescription in Ref. [27]. Signal sam-
ples were produced for the following benchmark scenarios:
(aL, aT) ∈ {(1, 1), (1, 1.3), (1.3, 0.7), (1.3, 1), (0.7, 1.3)}.
Parton shower effects were simulated with the Pythia8.212
generator using the A14 set of tuned parameters. The renor-
malisation and factorisation scales were both set to the sum
of the transverse momenta of the jets, and the shower scale
was set to 0.25 times the maximum pT of the radiated par-
tons. The SM (CP-even) sample described above was used
for simulating the gluon-fusion Higgs boson production in
association with two jets.

For the studies of ggF + 2 jets production, the VBF pro-
duction of the Higgs boson is considered as a background
and an additional sample was generated to model the SM
prediction for this process. In this case, Powheg-Box v2
[39] was used to model the matrix element at NLO in QCD
with the NNPDF3.0 NLO PDF set, while Pythia8.212 was
used to model parton shower effects.

The qq̄ → W H and qq̄ → Z H processes were gen-
erated with Powheg-Box v2 MiNLO [40] interfaced to
Pythia8.186, with the AZNLO set of tuned parameters [41]
for the underlying event, showering and hadronisation. The
gg → Z H process was simulated with Powheg-Box v2 +
Pythia8.186, with the AZNLO set of tuned parameters for
the underlying event, showering and hadronisation. For all
V H samples, the PDF4LHC15 PDF set [42] was used. The
cross sections of the V H production modes were fixed to
SM predictions. The V H processes are considered as back-
grounds to the studies of the ggF + 2 jets and VBF production
modes.

Other production and decay modes of the Higgs boson
were either fixed to SM predictions (for H → ττ decay) or
neglected (for t t̄ H and bb̄H associated production) due to
their insignificant contributions to the phase-space regions
probed by the studies presented in this article.

The branching fractions for Higgs boson decays, cal-
culated for a Higgs boson mass m H = 125 GeV, were
taken from the HDECAY program [43], except for the
signal samples used in the polarisation studies, for which
the branching fractions were taken from the predictions
of the MadGraph5_aMC@NLO generator.3 The inclusive
ggF samples were normalised to match the state-of-the-art

3 A common correction factor is applied to all VBF signal samples to
account for the difference between the branching fractions predicted by
HDECAY and those calculated by MadGraph5_aMC@NLO for the
SM scenario.

cross-section predictions at next-to-next-to-next-to-leading-
order (NNNLO) precision in QCD [44]. The VBF sam-
ples were normalised to match cross-section predictions
at next-to-next-to-leading-order (NNLO) precision in QCD
with NLO electroweak (EW) corrections, using the programs
VBF@NNLO [45] and HAWK [46].

The main sources of background include events from
the production of top quarks (t t̄ and W t), dibosons (W W ,
W Z/W Z (∗), Z Z , Wγ (∗), Zγ ) and single vector-bosons (W ,
Z/γ ∗) plus jets. The production of a top-quark pair (t t̄) was
modelled using the Powheg-Box v2 generator interfaced to
Pythia8.210 with the A14 set of tuned parton shower param-
eters [36]. The matrix elements were calculated at NLO pre-
cision in QCD assuming a top-quark mass of 172.5 GeV. The
NNPDF3.0 NLO PDF set was used and the hdamp parameter
[47] was set to 1.5 times the top-quark mass. The t t̄ produc-
tion cross section was normalised to the predictions calcu-
lated with the Top++2.0 program to NNLO in perturbative
QCD, including soft-gluon resummation calculated to the
next-to-next-to-leading logarithm (NNLL) [48]. The associ-
ated production of a single top quark and a W boson (W t) was
generated with Powheg-Box interfaced to Pythia6.428
for parton showering, using the Perugia 2012 tune [49]. The
matrix elements were calculated at NLO precision in QCD.
The cross-section calculation is based on the CT10 [50] PDF
set. The diagram removal (DR) scheme [51] was used to
remove overlaps with the top-quark pair production process
that occur at NLO in QCD.

The diboson production processes with qq̄ and qg ini-
tial states and leptonic final states were simulated using
Sherpa 2.2.2 [52,53]. The cross-section calculation is based
on the NNPDF3.0 NNLO PDF set and includes all relevant
off-shell components. Diagrams with up to one additional
emission were calculated with NLO precision in QCD, while
diagrams with two or three parton emissions were calcu-
lated with LO accuracy [54]. The various jet-multiplicity final
states were merged using the MEPS@NLO formalism [55]
and a merging scale of Qcut = 20 GeV. Loop-induced dibo-
son processes that are initiated via the gg production mode
were simulated at NLO in QCD using OpenLoops [56] in
Sherpa 2.1.1 and the CT10 NLO PDF set. The production
of dibosons with semileptonic decays, as well as the elec-
troweak production of dibosons in association with two jets,
was modelled using Sherpa 2.1.1 and the CT10 PDF set.

The production of a Z/γ ∗ boson in association with jets
was modelled by Sherpa 2.2.1 with the NNPDF3.0 NNLO
PDF set. Diagrams with up to two additional parton emis-
sions were simulated with NLO precision in QCD, and those
with three or four additional parton emissions to LO accu-
racy. Matrix elements were merged with the Sherpa parton
shower using the MEPS@NLO formalism with a merging
scale of Qcut = 20 GeV and the five-flavour numbering
scheme (5FNS). Contributions from the electroweak pro-
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Table 2 Overview of the simulation tools used to generate signal and
background processes, and to model the underlying event and parton
shower. The PDF sets are also summarised. The perturbative accuracy
(in QCD and if relevant in EW corrections) of the total cross section
is stated for each process. The configuration marked with (⋆) is used
for the signal samples in the studies of the Higgs boson couplings to
longitudinally and transversely polarised W and Z bosons, while the

configurations marked with (⋆⋆) are used as background in the ggF +
2 jets analysis. Alternative event generators and configurations used
to estimate systematic uncertainties are shown in parentheses. Further
information about the alternative event generators and their configura-
tions is given in Sect. 7, where MG5 is again used as an abbreviation
for MadGraph5

duction of qq̄ → Zqq̄ events were considered, in which the
matrix element was generated with up to one additional emis-
sion beyond the first two partons using Sherpa 2.1.1 and the
CT10 [50] PDF set. Matrix elements were merged with the
Sherpa parton shower using the MEPS@NLO formalism
with the merging scale set to Qcut = 15 GeV. Contributions
due to processes containing a single W boson produced in
association with jets are estimated in a purely data-driven
approach.

The MC generators, PDF sets, and programs used to model
the underlying event and parton shower (UEPS) are sum-
marised in Table 2. The order of the perturbative prediction
for each sample is also reported.

All simulated events were generated at a centre-of-mass
energy of

√
s = 13 TeV and then passed through the full

ATLAS detector simulation [57,58]. The simulated events
were overlaid with additional inelastic pp interactions that
were generated with Pythia8.153 in order to match the pile-

up conditions4 observed in the ATLAS data recorded during
the 2015 and 2016 runs of the LHC.

5 Event selection and categorisations

Candidate events consistent with the final state
H (→ W W ∗ → eνµν) + 2 jets are selected. Events are
retained for further analysis using single-lepton and dilepton
triggers. The transverse momentum (pT) thresholds range
between 24 GeV and 26 GeV for single-electron triggers
and between 20 GeV and 26 GeV for single-muon triggers,
depending on the run period [59–61], while the dilepton trig-
ger requires an electron with pT > 17 GeV and a muon with
pT > 14 GeV. The combined efficiency of the single-lepton

4 An average of 13 (21) interactions per bunch crossing were observed
during the 2015 (2016) run.
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and dilepton triggers is 95% in the fiducial regions used in
these analyses.

Candidate events are required to have at least one vertex
having at least two associated tracks with pT > 400 MeV.
The vertex with the highest

∑

p2
T of the associated tracks is

taken as the primary vertex.
Electron candidates are reconstructed from tracks in the

ID matched to clusters [62] of energy deposits in the electro-
magnetic (EM) calorimeter system. Electrons are required to
satisfy |η| < 2.47, excluding the transition region between
calorimeters, 1.37 < |η| < 1.52. Muon candidates are recon-
structed from combined tracks using information from both
the MS and the ID [63]. This combination is based on an
overall fit using the hits of the ID track, the energy loss in
the calorimeter, and the hits in the muon spectrometer. The
absolute pseudorapidity of the muon candidate is required to
be lower than 2.5.

Various identification requirements including calorimeter-
and track-based isolation criteria [62,63] are used to reduce
the number of hadrons and soft leptons that arise from heavy-
flavour decays and that are misidentified as prompt lep-
tons. The prompt-electron identification efficiencies range
between 88% and 94% depending on the electron pT and
|η|, while the prompt-muon identification efficiency is close
to 95% over the full instrumented pseudorapidity range.

Jets are reconstructed from noise-suppressed topological
clusters [64] of energy deposits in the calorimeter system
using the anti-kt algorithm [65,66] with a radius parameter of
R = 0.4. The jet four-momentum is corrected using pT- and
η-dependent scale factors, which account for the calorime-
ter’s non-compensating response, signal losses due to noise
threshold effects, energy lost in passive materials, and contri-
butions from pile-up interactions [67]. The absolute value of
the pseudorapidity of each jet is required to be lower than 4.5
and the transverse momentum has to be at least 30 GeV. To
reduce the contamination from jets originating from pile-up
vertices, selection requirements on two independent multi-
variate classifiers are applied to the selected jets. The first
classifier is based on calorimeter and tracking information
and is applied to jets with pT < 60 GeV and |η| < 2.4 [68],
while the second classifier is based on jet shapes and topo-
logical jet correlations in pile-up interactions and is applied
to jets with pT < 50 GeV and |η| > 2.4 [69].

Jets containing b-hadrons are identified using the MV2c10
b-tagging algorithm [70,71] with an operating point that
has an overall efficiency of 85%, evaluated in simulated t t̄

events. The corresponding overall rejection rate for jets orig-
inating from light-flavour hadrons or gluons is 34, while
the overall rejection rate for jets containing c-hadrons is
approximately 3.

The missing transverse momentum 	Emiss
T is defined as the

negative vector sum of the 	pT of all the selected leptons and

jets, as well as all tracks compatible with the primary vertex
but not associated with any of these objects [72].

Ambiguities from overlapping reconstructed jet and lep-
ton candidates are resolved as follows. If a reconstructed
muon shares an ID track with a reconstructed electron, the
electron is removed. Reconstructed jets are discarded if they
are within a cone of size 
R = 0.2 around an electron can-
didate or if they have fewer than three associated tracks and
are within a cone of size 
R = 0.2 around a muon can-
didate. Electrons and muons are removed if they are within

R = min(0.4, 0.04 + 10 GeV/pT) of the axis of any sur-
viving jet.

In order to be considered for the final analysis, candidate
events must contain exactly two prompt leptons with oppo-
site electrical charge and different lepton flavour, with the
higher-pT (leading) lepton having pT > 22 GeV and the
subleading lepton having pT > 15 GeV. The invariant mass
of the dilepton system, mℓℓ, must exceed 10 GeV. At least
one of the leptons must be matched to an object that triggered
the recording of the event. In the case that a dilepton trigger is
solely responsible for the recording of an event, each lepton
must be matched to one of the trigger-level objects. In addi-
tion, events must contain at least two jets passing all selec-
tion requirements. To reduce backgrounds from top-quark
production, events are vetoed if they contain a b-tagged jet
with a pT larger than 20 GeV (Nb-jet,pT>20 GeV = 0). The
Z(→ ττ) + jets background is reduced by introducing an
mττ < 66 GeV selection requirement. The observable mττ

is calculated from the four-vectors of the two charged leptons
and the 	Emiss

T vector using the collinear approximation [73].
Further selection requirements specific to the topolo-

gies of the ggF + 2 jets and VBF signal processes are
used to define the two signal regions (SRs). In the ggF
+ 2 jets analysis, the angular distance between the two
leading jets, 
R j j , is required to be larger than 1.0, the
transverse momentum of the dilepton system, pT,ℓℓ, has
to exceed 20 GeV, and mℓℓ has to be below 90 GeV. In
addition, the transverse mass mT of the Higgs boson can-
didate must be below 150 GeV. This transverse mass is

defined as mT =
√

(Eℓℓ + Emiss
T )

2 − | 	pT,ℓℓ + 	Emiss
T |2 with

Eℓℓ =
√

| 	pT,ℓℓ|2 + m2
ℓℓ and 	pT,ℓℓ the combined dilepton

momentum vector in the transverse plane. The selection
requirement placed on pT,ℓℓ reduces contributions from the
Z + jets background, while the requirements on mℓℓ and mT

decrease the top-quark background. In the VBF analysis, an
‘outside lepton veto’ is applied, which requires the two lep-
tons to be within the rapidity gap spanned by the two leading
jets, and a ‘central jet veto’ rejects events with additional jets
with pT > 20 GeV in the rapidity gap between the two lead-
ing jets. Table 3 summarises the selection requirements used
to define the SRs of the ggF + 2 jets and VBF analyses.
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Table 3 Event selection criteria used to define the signal regions for the ggF + 2 jets and VBF event categories

Boosted decision trees (BDTs) are used in both analy-
ses to further distinguish between the signal processes and
the most dominant background processes. In the ggF + 2 jets
analysis, the discriminating observables used by the BDT are
mℓℓ, mT, pT,ℓℓ, and the azimuthal angle 
φℓℓ between the
two leptons, as well as the observables min 
R(ℓ1, ji ) and
min 
R(ℓ2, ji ), defined as the minimum distance between
the leading or subleading lepton and the two tagging jets. The
mℓℓ and mT observables provide the best separation between
the signal and background processes, and are therefore the
most important inputs to the BDT. The sample used to train
the BDT consists of the sum of simulated ggF + 2 jets events
stemming from the three benchmarks models defined in Table
1 as signal, and the sum of the top quark, diboson and Z + jets
processes as background. Neither the input observables nor
the BDT response show any significant separation between
the three CP benchmark scenarios. In the VBF analysis, the
same BDT is used as described in Ref. [20], where mℓℓ, 
φℓℓ,
and mT are used in addition to the dijet invariant mass m j j ,
the rapidity difference 
y j j between the two leading jets, the
lepton centrality (

∑

ℓ Cℓ where Cℓ = |2ηℓ − ∑

j η j |/
η j j

quantifies the position of a lepton relative to the two lead-
ing jets), the sum of the invariant masses of all four possible
lepton–jet pairs,

∑

ℓ, j mℓ, j , and the total transverse momen-
tum ptot

T , defined as the magnitude of the vectorial sum of all
selected objects. The most discriminating observables used
by the BDT of the VBF analysis are m j j and 
y j j .

6 Background estimation

The background contamination in the SRs originates from
various processes including the production of top-quark pairs

(t t̄), single top quarks (W t), non-resonant dibosons (W W ,
W Z/γ ∗, Z Z/γ ∗, Wγ , or Zγ ), and Drell–Yan Z/γ ∗ (primar-
ily in the decay Z → ττ ). Other background contributions
arise from W + jets and multijet production with misiden-
tified leptons, which originate either from decays of heavy-
flavour hadrons or from jets mimicking prompt-lepton signa-
tures in the detector. A small but non-negligible contribution
to the signal region arises from V H production processes
and events including H → ττ decays. These two sources are
summarised as one component referred to as “Other Higgs”,
which is treated as a background to the studies of the ggF +
2 jets and VBF production modes.

Dedicated control regions (CRs), which do not overlap
with the signal region, are used to constrain the normalisation
of the most dominant background processes. A top CR is
used to correct the normalisation of the combined t t̄ and W t

backgrounds. A CR is employed to adjust the normalisation
of the Z(→ ττ) + 2 jets production. In the ggF + 2 jets
analysis, an additional W W CR is used. The selection criteria
used to define the various CRs are detailed in Table 4.

Diboson backgrounds other than W W are estimated using
MC simulations, while the contributions from background
processes containing misidentified leptons are estimated with
a data-driven technique [20]. For this purpose, a control sam-
ple is defined using events with one identified lepton and one
lepton failing the nominal object definition requirements but
passing looser requirements (referred to as “anti-identified”).
The contribution of the misidentified-lepton background to
the signal region is estimated by scaling the control sam-
ple via pT- and η-dependent extrapolation factors, which are
defined as the ratio of the identified leptons to anti-identified
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Table 4 Event selection criteria
used to define the various
control regions for the ggF + 2
jets and VBF event categories.
Only the changes relative to the
signal region definitions (see
Table 3) are stated

leptons and are determined using Z + jets and multijet data
samples.

The composition of the signal and control regions is
detailed in Table 6 for the ggF + 2 jets analysis and in Table
8 for the VBF analysis. For both analyses, the largest back-
ground contribution to the signal region stems from top-quark
pair production with around 50% of all selected events. The
next leading contributions to the signal regions are from W W

and Z + jets production, which contribute each with roughly
20% of all selected events.

The procedure described in Sect. 8 is used to obtain the
normalisation factors (NFs) of the dominant background pro-
cesses from a combined SR + CR fit to data, where each
background normalisation is correlated across all regions. In
the ggF + 2 jets analysis, the normalisations of the top quark,
Z + jets and W W backgrounds are determined simultane-
ously. The W W CR has approximately equal contributions
from W W and top processes, so there is a moderate anti-
correlation between the NFs of the W W and top-quark back-
grounds. The W W CR nonetheless constrains the sizeable
W W modelling uncertainty. In the VBF analysis, the nor-
malisations of the top quark and Z + jets backgrounds are
determined from a simultaneous fit to their dedicated CRs.
The normalisation factors obtained from the combined SR +
CR fit to data are summarised in Table 5 separately for the
ggF + 2 jets and VBF analyses.

7 Systematic uncertainties

The effects of the systematic uncertainties on the expected
signal and background yields in the various signal and con-
trol regions are evaluated following the procedures in Ref.
[20]. In addition, the effects of the uncertainties on the shapes
of the 
� j j and BDT response distributions are considered.
They are evaluated by individually comparing the nominal
distribution with those corresponding to up and down varia-
tions of a particular uncertainty.

The sources of uncertainty are grouped into two cate-
gories: experimental and theoretical. The dominant exper-
imental uncertainties for both analyses are related to the b-
tagging efficiency [74], the jet energy scale and resolution
[67], the modelling of pile-up activity, and the estimation

Table 5 Post-fit NFs and their uncertainties for the Z + jets, top and
W W backgrounds. Both sets of normalisation factors differ slightly
depending on which (B)SM model is tested, but are consistent within
their total uncertainties

Phase space NFZ+jets NFtop NFW W

ggF + 2 jets 0.85+0.09
−0.09 1.05+0.06

−0.05 1.0+0.7
−0.4

VBF 0.94+0.21
−0.18 1.00+0.06

−0.05 –

of the misidentified-lepton background [20]. Smaller uncer-
tainties are due to the lepton momentum scale and resolution,
the lepton identification and isolation criteria [62,63,75], the
measurement of missing transverse momentum [72], and the
luminosity measurement [76]. The luminosity uncertainty is
only applied to those processes that are normalised to theo-
retical predictions.

Theoretical uncertainties are assessed by comparing nom-
inal and alternative event generators and UEPS models, as
indicated in Table 2. In general, the perturbative precision
and the PDF sets used in these alternative configurations
match those of the nominal generators (unless explicitely
stated). Uncertainties due to the PDF set parameterisation are
evaluated using replica sets, and uncertainties due to miss-
ing higher orders are evaluated by varying appropriate scale
parameters, as described below.

The uncertainties in modelling the t t̄ background are
derived as follows. To assess potential differences in the
matching between the matrix element and parton shower,
the predictions of the nominal generator set-up are compared
with those of the Sherpa 2.2.1 generator. The cross-section
calculation of this alternative generator set-up is based on the
NNPDF3.0 NNLO PDF set and includes diagrams with up to
one additional emission at NLO precision in QCD, while dia-
grams with two, three or four parton emissions are described
at LO accuracy. Parton shower modelling uncertainties are
derived by replacing Pythia8.210 by Herwig 7.0.1 [77]
(which uses the H7-UE-MMHT set of tuned parameters
[78]) and comparing the corresponding yields and shapes
with those from the nominal set-up. The uncertainty due
to neglected higher orders in QCD is estimated by simul-
taneously increasing (decreasing) the renormalisation and
factorisation scales µr and µf by a factor of 2 (0.5), and
by setting the hdamp parameter to 1.0 (3.0) times the top-
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quark mass. For W t production, uncertainties in the match-
ing between the matrix element and parton shower are evalu-
ated by comparing the predictions of Powheg-Box v2 +
Herwig++ [79] with those of MG5_aMC@NLO 2.2.2 +
Herwig++, while the parton shower model uncertainties are
estimated by comparing Powheg-Box v2 + Pythia6.428
with Powheg-Box v2 + Herwig++. In these samples, the
UE-EE-5-CTEQ6L1 set of tuned parameters [79] is used to
configure the Herwig++ generator. In addition, the nominal
configuration for the W t process is compared with an alter-
native approach in which the diagram subtraction scheme
[80] is used instead of the DR scheme. The uncertainty due
to neglected higher orders in QCD is estimated by increasing
(decreasing) the renormalisation and factorisation scales by
a factor of 2 (0.5) relative to their nominal value.

The uncertainties in modelling the production of dibosons
with jets are evaluated by comparing the predictions of the
Sherpa 2.2.2 and MG5_aMC@NLO 2.3.3 + Pythia8.212
generators, where the latter provides NLO precision in QCD
for the simulation of production modes with up to one parton
in addition to the diboson system [54]. The cross-section cal-
culation is based on the NNPDF3.0 PDF set, and the A14 set
of tuned parameters is used for the simulation of the parton
shower. In this generator set-up, the FxFx merging scheme
[81] is used to remove overlaps between the partonic configu-
ration produced during the simulation of the matrix element
and the parton shower, using a merging scale of 20 GeV.
For the predictions of the W Z/γ ∗, Z Z/γ ∗, and W W pro-
cesses, variations of the matching scale are also considered,
where the nominal value, 20 GeV, is changed to 30 GeV
and 15 GeV. In addition, the effects of QCD factorisation
and renormalisation scale variations are considered by indi-
vidually varying µr and µf by a factor of 2 or 0.5. Six com-
binations are considered: (µr, µf) = (0.5, 0.5), (0.5, 1.0),
(1.0, 0.5), (1.0, 2.0), (2.0, 1.0), and (2.0, 2.0) times their
nominal value. Finally, the uncertainty due to the QCD scales
is obtained as the largest effect of these six variations of µr

and µf from their nominal value.
For the Z + jets background, matrix element and parton

shower uncertainties are both accounted for by comparing
the predictions of the Sherpa 2.2.1 generator with those
of MG5_aMC@NLO 2.2.2 + Pythia8.186, which provides
matrix elements at LO accuracy with up to four final-state
partons. The alternative event generator set-up is based on
the NNPDF2.3 LO PDF set for the cross-section calcula-
tions and the A14 set of tuned parameters for the simulation
of the parton shower. The effect of QCD scale variations on
the Z + jets background are determined in the same way as
for the diboson plus jets backgrounds.

The uncertainties in modelling the ggF and VBF produc-
tion modes of the Higgs boson are evaluated as follows.
Uncertainties due to the parton shower model for the ggF
+ 2 jets process are determined by comparing the predic-

tions of the nominal generator configuration with those of the
MG5_aMC@NLO 2.4.2 + Herwig 7.0.1 generators, where
the H7-UE-MMHT set of tuned parameters is used for the
simulation of the parton shower. The effects of parton shower
model uncertainties on the VBF signal are calculated by vary-
ing the shower scale up and down by a factor of 2 in Pythia8.
The effects of QCD scale variations are determined for the
ggF + 2 jets and VBF processes in the same way as for the vec-
tor boson plus jets backgrounds. Uncertainties in the ggF and
VBF production cross sections and jet bin migration effects
for the ggF process are accounted for following the recom-
mendations in Ref. [44]. In the ggF + 2 jets analysis, further
uncertainties are considered for the VBF background. Uncer-
tainties due to the matching of the matrix element and the
parton shower are evaluated by comparing the predictions
of Powheg-Box v2 + Pythia8.212 with the predictions of
MG5_aMC@NLO 2.3.3 + Pythia8.212, while uncertainties
due to the parton shower model are derived by comparing the
predictions of Powheg-Box v2 + Pythia8.212 with those
of Powheg-Box v2 + Herwig 7.0.1, where the H7-UE-
MMHT set of tuned parameters is used for the simulation
of the parton shower. In the VBF study, an additional shape
uncertainty is applied to the 
� j j and BDT response dis-
tributions of all backgrounds to account for a non-closure
between data and the simulations in the dijet invariant mass
spectrum. This non-closure is on the order of a few percent at
low m j j values and ranges up to 15% for m j j values above
1 TeV. Its impact on the final results is small with respect
to the statistical uncertainties. In the VBF analysis, parton
shower model uncertainties on the VBF signal are calculated
by setting the Pythia shower scale factor to 2 or 1/2.

Uncertainties due to the modelling of PDFs are evaluated
for the signal processes and all relevant backgrounds by com-
paring the predictions of the nominal PDF set with those of
the CT14 and MMHT2014 PDF sets and then comparing the
maximum difference with the difference from the root-mean-
square spread of the NNPDF3.0 replica sets. The larger of
the two is taken as the uncertainty. The uncertainties in the
signal processes are evaluated for the SM hypotheses and
are extrapolated to the various BSM scenarios while assum-
ing that QCD scale, PDF and parton shower model effects
factorise with the modulations of the 
� j j shape and cross
sections due to BSM contributions. These modelling uncer-
tainties are treated as fully correlated between the SM and
BSM hypotheses.

The most significant theoretical uncertainties are related
to the modelling of the top-quark and W W backgrounds and
the ggF process. Tables 7 and 11 rank the various uncer-
tainties and show their impact on the studies of the ggF + 2
jets and VBF processes. Both studies are dominated by sta-
tistical uncertainties. Some systematic uncertainties have a
significant impact on the determination of the post-fit nor-
malisation factors (presented in Table 5). In the ggF + 2 jets
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analysis, there are significant anti-correlations between the
normalisation of the top-quark background and the uncer-
tainty in the b-tagging efficiency. The normalisation factor
of the W W background is significantly anti-correlated with
both the uncertainty in the b-tagging efficiency and the effect
of the QCD scale uncertainty on the W W backgrounds, while
the normalisation factor of the Z + jets background is sig-
nificantly anti-correlated with the jet energy scale uncertain-
ties. In the VBF analysis, no significant anti-correlations are
observed between the normalisation factors and the various
uncertainties.

8 Results

A maximum likelihood (ML) fit is used for the statistical
interpretation of the results from both the ggF + 2 jets and
VBF analyses. Fits are simultaneously performed on all con-
sidered SRs and CRs of each analysis independently in order
to constrain the normalisation of backgrounds and the nui-
sance parameters (NPs) describing the systematic uncertain-
ties. Each systematic variation enters the fit as an individual
nuisance parameter. Correlations between systematic uncer-
tainties are maintained across processes and channels. Due
to the presence of bins with low event yields, all the NPs
describing the systematic uncertainties are incorporated into
the fit using a log-normal constraint, such that expected event
counts remain positive for all values of the corresponding
NPs. Asimov datasets [82] are used to study the expected
performance of each fit.

Parameter morphing [83,84] is used to interpolate and
extrapolate from a small set of κgg cos(α) and κgg sin(α)

(or aL and aT) coupling benchmarks to a large variety of
coupling scenarios. The input distributions to the morphing
are normalised to their expected cross sections.

The final results are obtained by applying the maximum-
likelihood procedure individually to each coupling parameter
hypothesis, where the background prediction is only affected
by changes to nuisance parameters in the minimisation. A
negative log-likelihood (NLL) curve is constructed as a func-
tion of the relevant coupling parameters. The best estimate
for the parameter of interest is obtained at the point where the
NLL curve reaches its minimum. In addition, central confi-
dence intervals are determined from the appropriate deviation
of the NLL from its minimum.

8.1 ggF + 2 jets category

The ML fits that constrain BSM effects in the effective
Higgs–gluon coupling use the distribution of the signed

� j j observable as input, divided into 12 categories. These
12 different categories are obtained by splitting the signal
region into three BDT score intervals times four |
η j j | inter-

vals.5 The bin boundaries for the BDT score and |
η j j |
intervals that define the categories are [0.1, 0.4, 0.7, 1.0]
and [0.0, 1.0, 2.0, 3.0,∞], respectively. Finally, the event
yields from the top, Z → ττ and W W CRs, as well as
the event yields within the low-BDT-score intervals wBDT ∈
[−1.0,−0.3] and wBDT ∈ [−0.3, 0.1] in each |
η j j | region
are included in the ML fit. These regions provide constraints
on the normalisations of the top quark, Z + jets and W W +
jets backgrounds, which are free to float in the fit, and help
to reduce the impact of the b-tagging uncertainties. All other
background contributions are set to their respective SM pre-
dictions, but are allowed to vary within their uncertainties.

For the measurement of the signal strength parameter for
ggF + 2 jets events, µggF+2jets, the ML fit uses the same five
BDT-score and four |
η j j | intervals as those used for the
studies of the effective Higgs–gluon coupling. In addition to
these intervals, the event yields from the top, Z → ττ , and
W W CRs are included in the fit. The normalisations of the
top quark, Z + jets, and W W + jets backgrounds are free to
float in the fit, while all other background contributions are
set to their respective SM predictions, but are allowed to vary
within their uncertainties.

Four different fits are performed in the ggF + 2 jets event
category:

• The signal strength parameter µggF+2jets for the ggF +
2 jets signal process is determined. This parameter is
defined as the ratio of the measured signal yield to that
predicted by the SM.

• In order to constrain BSM effects in the effective Higgs–
gluon coupling, tan(α) is scanned. Two different config-
urations are used in the ML procedure:

– The normalisation of the signal process is uncon-
strained such that the analysis only exploits the shape
information of the fit input distribution to distinguish
between the different CP scenarios.

– The signal normalisation is constrained to the model
predictions. Thus both the shape and rate information
are considered for each CP scenario.

Using rate information in addition to the shape in the fit
increases the sensitivity to distinguish between the vari-
ous benchmark points.6 However, the rate can be affected

5 The split into BDT score regions aims to maximise the signal to
background ratio, while the split into |
η j j | regions is motivated by
the fact that the separation between the various CP hypotheses for the
signed 
� j j distribution increases with higher |
η j j | values.
6 BSM effects can have significant contributions to the production rates
of the signal process. For example, the production cross section of the
CP-odd benchmark scenario defined in Table 1 is enhanced by a factor
of around 2.3 with respect to the SM expectations, while the CP-mixed
benchmark scenario has a cross section of around 1.6 times the SM
expectation.
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Fig. 3 Post-fit distribution of the BDT response observable presented
in the four |
η j j | categories of the ggF + 2 jets signal region, with
signal and background yields fixed from the fit for µggF+2jets. Data-to-
simulation ratios are shown at the bottom of the plot. The shaded areas
depict the total uncertainty. The distributions of the ggF + 2 jets and VBF
processes are overlaid with their respective contributions multiplied by
50

Fig. 4 The weighted 
� j j post-fit distribution in the ggF + 2 jets sig-
nal region, with signal and background yields fixed from the fit to tan(α)

using shape and rate information. Data-to-simulation ratios are shown
at the bottom of the plot. The shaded areas depict the total uncertainty

by multiple BSM effects, while the shape isolates CP-
dependent variations.

• A simultaneous fit of the coupling-strength scale fac-
tors κgg cos(α) and κgg sin(α) is performed. This study
exploits both shape and rate information.

The inclusive ggF production process is split into two
components, one describing contributions from ggF + 0/1 jets
and the other ggF + 2 or more jets, where only the latter one is
sensitive to the CP nature of the effective Higgs–gluon cou-
pling. The treatment of these two components varies between
the different fit types. For scans over tan(α) where only the
shape is used, the normalisation of the ggF + 2 jets compo-
nent floats freely in the fit, while the normalisation of the ggF
+ 0/1 jets component may vary taking into account its uncer-
tainties. The normalisations of both components are scaled
consistently to the model predictions when rates are used in
the fit.

The post-fit distribution of the inputs to the signal strength
parameter µggF+2jets determination is depicted in Fig. 3. The
normalised 
� j j distribution in the various event categories
of the ggF + 2 jets signal region is depicted in Fig. 4. Events
are weighted by ln(1 + NS/NB), where NS (NB) is the post-
fit signal (background) event yield for each event category.
This distribution is presented for the minimum of the NLL
curve from the fit configuration that exploits both shape and
rate information. The post-fit event yields in the signal region
and the various control regions are presented in Table 6.

The signal strength parameter of the ggF + 2 jets pro-
cess is found to be µggF+2jets = 0.5 ± 0.4(stat.)+0.7

−0.6(syst.),
which is consistent with the SM prediction. The observed
and expected likelihood curves corresponding to scans over
tan(α) are presented in Fig. 5. The values of the NLL are
evaluated in steps of 
(tan(α)) = 0.2, and the minima of
all fits are consistent with zero, i.e. the SM hypothesis. If
only the shape information is used, the data are not sensi-
tive enough to provide 68% confidence level (CL) intervals
on tan(α). The ML fit configuration that uses both shape

Table 6 Post-fit event yields in
the signal and control regions
obtained from the study of the
signal strength parameter
µggF+2jets. The quoted
uncertainties include those from
theoretical and experimental
systematic sources and those
due to sample statistics. The fit
constrains the total expected
yield to the observed yield. The
diboson background is split into
W W and non-W W

contributions

Process Top CR W W CR Z → ττ CR SR

ggF + 2 jets 20 ± 20 < 0.1 10 ± 10 60 ± 80

ggF + 0/1 jets 4 ± 1 < 0.1 3 ± 1 40 ± 20

VBF 8 ± 1 < 0.1 7 ± 1 70 ± 10

Other Higgs 6 ± 3 2 ± 1 20 ± 10 30 ± 10

t t̄ , W t 17800 ± 200 3100 ± 500 390 ± 60 2300 ± 300

W W 180 ± 80 1400 ± 500 200 ± 70 1200 ± 400

Z + jets 220 ± 30 16 ± 3 1960± 70 1000 ± 100

W + jets 600 ± 200 140 ± 30 90 ± 20 390 ± 80

Non-W W dibosons 40 ± 30 100 ± 30 120 ± 50 240 ± 80

Observed 18886 4778 2800 5209
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(a) (b)

Fig. 5 Expected and observed likelihood curves for scans a over tan(α) where only the shape is taken into account in the fit, and b over tan(α)

when both shape and normalisation are used

Table 7 Breakdown of the main contributions to the total uncertainty
in tan(α) based on the fit that exploits both shape and rate information.
Individual sources of systematic uncertainty are grouped into either
the theoretical or the experimental uncertainty. The sum in quadrature
of the individual components differs from the total uncertainty due to
correlations between the components

Source 
(tan(α))

Total data statistical uncertainty 0.4

SR statistical uncertainty 0.33

CR statistical uncertainty 0.10

MC statistical uncertainty 0.14

Total systematic uncertainty 0.28

Theoretical uncertainty 0.23

Top-quark bkg. 0.15

ggF signal 0.14

W Z , Z Z , Wγ , Zγ bkg. 0.06

W W bkg. 0.06

Z/γ ∗ bkg. 0.016

VBF bkg. 0.015

Experimental uncertainty 0.21

b-tagging 0.16

Modelling of pile-up 0.10

Jets 0.07

Misidentified leptons 0.04

Luminosity 0.034

Total 0.5

and rate information provides a best-fit value of tan(α) =
0.0 ± 0.4(stat.) ± 0.3(syst.) for both the fits to data and to
Asimov data. The observed sensitivity is slightly worse than
the expected sensitivity due to a lower than expected signal
yield (consistent with a signal strength value below unity).
Hence, the fit to this dataset does not provide a 95% CL inter-

Fig. 6 68% and 95% CL two-dimensional likelihood contours of the
CP-even and CP-odd coupling parameters κgg cos(α) and κgg sin(α).
The minima are represented by black stars, while the SM point is shown
as a red star

val. The relative impact of the main uncertainties on tan(α)

is presented in Table 7.
The 68% and 95% CL two-dimensional likelihood con-

tours of the simultaneous scan over the CP-even and CP-odd
coupling strength parameters κgg cos(α) and κgg sin(α) are
presented in Fig. 6. Two minima are found, as the signal rate
depends on the square of both couplings. The best-fit values
observed in the data are consistent with the SM predictions
within the 68% CL, while |κgg cos(α)| values above 1.6 and
|κgg sin(α)| values above 1.1 are excluded at 95% CL.7

8.2 VBF category

To constrain the polarisation-dependent coupling-strength
scale factors in the VBF production process, the signal region

7 Precise measurements of the inclusive ggF cross section give tighter
constraints on the individual parameters [85], due to its dependence on
κ2

gg cos2(α) and κ2
gg sin2(α).
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Fig. 7 The weighted 
� j j distribution in the VBF signal region, with
signal and background yields fixed from the fit for εV V using shape and
rate information. Data-to-simulation ratios are shown at the bottom of
the plot. The shaded areas depict the total uncertainty

and background control regions defined in Tables 3 and
4 are used as inputs to the ML fit. In the signal region,
the distribution of the signed 
� j j observable is used
in the four categories defined by the BDT-score intervals
[−1, 0.26, 0.61, 0.86, 1], following Ref. [20]. The first (last)
interval corresponds to the enhanced background (signal)
phase-space region. No shape information is used in the con-
trol regions.

Several types of fits are performed in the VBF event cate-
gory with both (aL, aT) and (κV V , εV V ) parameterisations:

• One-dimensional fits are performed

– using only the dependence of the input distribution’s
shape on the selected parameter of interest, with the
other parameter fixed to its SM value;

– exploiting both shape and rate information, fixing one
parameter to its SM value.

The parameters aL and κV V dominantly affect the total
event yields because the longitudinal polarisation vec-
tors of the massive gauge bosons are proportional to the
energy and can give large enhancements to the total cross
section. These parameters are only weakly constrained by
the shape of the 
� j j distribution. The parameters aT

and εV V , on the other hand, affect the shape of the 
� j j

distribution and can be constrained from both types of
fits. The kinematic distributions of the two tagging jets
are related to the intrinsic structure of the Higgs boson
production vertex and carry information about the polar-
isation of the fusing gauge bosons.

• Fits to one parameter are performed with the other being
profiled.8 In these fits, both parameters may vary inde-

8 A profiled parameter is fixed to its unconditional maximum likelihood
value for each value of the parameter of interest (POI). Then, the POI
is fixed to its conditional maximum likelihood value.

Table 8 Post-fit event yields in the signal and control regions obtained
from a scan over εV V exploiting both shape and rate information. The
quoted uncertainties include those from theoretical and experimental
systematic sources and those due to sample statistics. The fit constrains
the total expected yields to the observed yields. The diboson background
is split into W W and non-W W contributions

Process Top CR Z → ττ CR SR

VBF 3.2 ± 2.2 2.6 ± 1.8 34 ± 22

ggF 3.9 ± 1.7 2.4 ± 1.0 28 ± 12

Other Higgs 1.5 ± 0.7 6.2 ± 3.1 6.0 ± 3.0

t t̄ , W t 7400 ± 100 53 ± 7 1220 ± 100

W W 51 ± 6 21.8 ± 2.9 360 ± 70

Z + jets 54 ± 10 370 ± 24 320 ± 70

W + jets 190 ± 40 23.0 ± 2.4 115 ± 27

Non-W W dibosons 14.3 ± 1.8 20.8 ± 3.3 83 ± 11

Observed 7668 501 2164

pendently in order to probe them in a model-independent
way.

Figure 7 depicts the weighted 
� j j distribution in all
categories of the VBF signal region. Events are weighted by
ln(1 + NS/NB) in their corresponding event category. The
post-fit event yields in the signal and the control regions are
presented in Table 8. The results of the likelihood scans are
given in Fig. 8. The scan over aL (aT) is shown in the upper
(lower) panel. Both scans have been performed in two con-
figurations: the LLH curves shown in Fig. 8b and c are the
results of the fit in which both the shape and normalisation
of the signal are taken into account, while the LLH curves
in Fig. 8a are obtained using only the shape information.
The largest sensitivity to aL stems from the rate information.
The asymmetry of the curves results from the asymmetric
behaviour of the cross section with respect to the changes in
the parameter values (see Ref. [27]). The expected sensitiv-
ity to aT comes predominantly from the shape information,
as the likelihood ratio increases only slightly when adding
the normalisation information. The resulting best-fit values
and their uncertainties computed at 68% CL are presented in
Table 9. All measurements are consistent with the SM expec-
tations. The dominant sources of uncertainty are related to
the limited data yields and to the uncertainties in modelling
the top-quark and W W backgrounds.

The results of the ML scans of pseudo-observables are
shown in Table 10, with the uncertainty breakdown given in
Table 11. Figure 9 shows the expected and observed like-
lihood curves for scans over one pseudo-observable with
the other one profiled. Both shape and rate information are
employed.
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(a) (b)

(c)

Fig. 8 Likelihood scans over the transversely (a, b) and longitudinally (c) polarised couplings. Fits using shape-only (a) and shape+rate (b, c)
information are shown. All relevant experimental and modelling systematic uncertainties are considered in the fits

Table 9 Best-fit values and their uncertainties as obtained from the
shape-only and shape-plus-rate likelihood fits to the Asimov dataset
and to ATLAS data. Results of both the shape-only and shape+rate fits

for aL and aT are shown. Results of fits to one parameter with the other
one fixed or profiled are presented

Type Expected Observed

aT shape-only fit (aL = 1) 1.0 ± 0.5(stat.)+0.3
−0.4(syst.) 1.3+0.8

−0.4(stat.)+0.3
−0.2(syst.)

aL shape + rate fit (aT = 1) 1.00+0.08
−0.10(stat.)+0.07

−0.13(syst.) 0.90+0.09
−0.13(stat.)+0.08

−0.18(syst.)

aT shape + rate fit (aL = 1) 1.00+0.36
−0.49(stat.)+0.19

−0.27(syst.) 1.19+0.27
−0.32(stat.)+0.12

−0.14(syst.)

aL shape + rate fit (aT profiled) 1.00+0.08
−0.10(stat.)+0.08

−0.13(syst.) 0.91+0.10
−0.18(stat.)+0.09

−0.17(syst.)

aT shape + rate fit (aL profiled) 1.0+0.4
−0.5(stat.)+0.2

−0.4(syst.) 1.2 ± 0.4(stat.)+0.2
−0.3(syst.)

Table 10 Best-fit values and their uncertainties as obtained from the
shape-only and shape-plus-rate likelihood fits to the Asimov dataset and
to ATLAS data. Results of both shape-only and shape+rate fits for εV V

and κV V are shown. Results of fits to one parameter with the other one
fixed or profiled are presented

Type Expected Observed

εV V shape-only fit (κV V = 1 ) 0.00+0.23
−0.25(stat.)+0.14

−0.17(syst.) 0.14+0.39
−0.22(stat.)+0.16

−0.12(syst.)

κV V shape + rate fit (εV V = 0) 1.00+0.08
−0.10(stat.)+0.08

−0.13(syst.) 0.91+0.09
−0.12(stat.)+0.09

−0.18(syst.)

εV V shape + rate fit (κV V = 1 ) 0.00+0.18
−0.24(stat.)+0.08

−0.13(syst.) 0.09+0.13
−0.16(stat.)+0.06

−0.07(syst.)

κV V shape + rate fit (εV V profiled) 1.00+0.08
−0.10(stat.)+0.08

−0.13(syst.) 0.91+0.10
−0.18(stat.)+0.09

−0.17(syst.)

εV V shape + rate fit (κV V profiled) 0.00+0.22
−0.24(stat.)+0.11

−0.15(syst.) 0.13+0.28
−0.20(stat.)+0.08

−0.10(syst.)
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Table 11 The contributions of the leading individual systematic uncer-
tainties together with the data statistical uncertainties, in the one-
dimensional fit for the pseudo-observables κV V (a) and εV V (b) for

electroweak-boson polarisation in the VBF H → W W channel. Both
the shape and rate information is exploited in the fit. The theoretical and
experimental uncertainties are subdivided further into categories

(a) κV V fit, εV V = 0 (b) εV V fit, κV V = 1

Source 
κV V Source 
εV V

Total data statistical uncertainty 0.11 Total data statistical uncertainty 0.14

SR data statistical uncertainty 0.10 SR data statistical uncertainty 0.14

CR data statistical uncertainty 0.019 CR data statistical uncertainty 0.011

MC statistical uncertainty 0.035 MC statistical uncertainty 0.036

Total systematic uncertainty 0.12 Total systematic uncertainty 0.056

Theoretical uncertainty 0.10 Theoretical uncertainty 0.050

Top-quark bkg. 0.072 Top-quark bkg. 0.039

W W bkg. 0.062 W W bkg. 0.036

ggF bkg. 0.033 ggF bkg. 0.013

Z/γ ∗ bkg. 0.017 Z/γ ∗ bkg. 0.012

VBF signal 0.019 VBF signal 0.010

Experimental uncertainty 0.050 Experimental uncertainty 0.024

Jet 0.026 Modelling of pile-up 0.022

b-tagging 0.014 Jet 0.018

Luminosity 0.011 Misidentified leptons 0.010

Misidentified leptons 0.007 b-tagging 0.010

Total 0.17 Total 0.16

(a) (b)

Fig. 9 Likelihood scans over a κV V and b εV V , with the other parameter profiled. The fits are performed using both shape and rate information.
All relevant experimental and theoretical systematic uncertainties are considered in the fits

9 Conclusion

This article presents constraints on the CP structure of gluon–
gluon fusion Higgs boson production and on the polarisations
of the vector bosons in the H V V coupling. The results are
obtained using H(→ W W ∗ → eνµν) j j final states in data
corresponding to 36.1 fb−1 of

√
s = 13 TeV proton–proton

collisions recorded by the ATLAS detector at the LHC in
2015–2016. Total event yields as well as shapes of selected
kinematical distributions in signal and control regions are
exploited.

The signal strength parameter for the ggF + 2 jets Higgs
boson production mode is found to be µggF+2jets = 0.5 ±
0.4(stat.)+0.7

−0.6(syst.). The mixing angle for CP-even and CP-
odd contributions to the effective Higgs–gluon interaction
is determined to be tan(α) = 0.0 ± 0.4(stat.) ± 0.3(syst.)
using both shape and rate information. These results are
obtained with novel analysis techniques and complement
existing studies of the CP properties of the Higgs boson per-
formed using t t H production.

The reported results for the VBF Higgs boson produc-
tion mode include constraints on coupling-strength form fac-
tors to longitudinally and transversely polarised W and Z
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bosons. It is the first such measurement of the Higgs cou-
plings performed. In one-dimensional ML fits (where the
other parameter was set to its SM value) shape informa-
tion is sufficient to constrain the coupling to transversely
polarised bosons, aT, while to constrain aL the informa-
tion about the rates significantly improves the sensitivity.
Profiling the other coupling-strength scale factor results
in: aL = 0.91+0.10

−0.18(stat.)+0.09
−0.17(syst.) and aT = 1.2 ±

0.4(stat.)+0.2
−0.3(syst.), while aL = 1.00+0.08

−0.10(stat.)+0.08
−0.13(syst.)

and aT = 1.0+0.4
−0.5(stat.)+0.2

−0.4(syst.) are expected in the SM.
With an approximate mapping to pseudo-observables the

following constraints are obtained in a fit where the other
parameter is profiled: κV V = 0.91+0.10

−0.18(stat.)+0.09
−0.17(syst.)

and ǫV V = 0.13+0.28
−0.20 (stat.)+0.08

−0.10(syst.), while κV V =
1.00+0.08

−0.10(stat.)+0.08
−0.13(syst.) and ǫV V = 0.00+0.22

−0.24 (stat.)+0.11
−0.15

(syst.) are expected. In this parameterisation the sensitivity
to the on-shell coupling κV V is affected by the event yields,
while the off-shell coupling εV V is sensitive to both shape
and rate information. All measurements are consistent with
the expectations for the SM Higgs boson.
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C. Ferretti105 , F. Fiedler99 , A. Filipčič91 , F. Filthaut118 , K. D. Finelli25 , M. C. N. Fiolhais138a,138c,a ,
L. Fiorini172 , F. Fischer113 , W. C. Fisher106 , T. Fitschen21 , I. Fleck150 , P. Fleischmann105 , T. Flick180 ,
B. M. Flierl113 , L. Flores135 , L. R. Flores Castillo62a , F. M. Follega75a,75b , N. Fomin17 , J. H. Foo165 ,
G. T. Forcolin75a,75b , B. C. Forland65, A. Formica143 , F. A. Förster14 , A. C. Forti100 , E. Fortin101, M. G. Foti133 ,
D. Fournier64 , H. Fox89 , P. Francavilla71a,71b , S. Francescato72a,72b , M. Franchini23a,23b , S. Franchino61a ,
D. Francis36, L. Franco5 , L. Franconi20 , M. Franklin59 , G. Frattari72a,72b , P. M. Freeman21, B. Freund109 ,
W. S. Freund80b , E. M. Freundlich47 , D. C. Frizzell127 , D. Froidevaux36 , J. A. Frost133 , M. Fujimoto125 ,
E. Fullana Torregrosa172 , T. Fusayasu115, J. Fuster172 , A. Gabrielli23a,23b , A. Gabrielli36 , P. Gadow114 ,
G. Gagliardi55a,55b , L. G. Gagnon109 , G. E. Gallardo133 , E. J. Gallas133 , B. J. Gallop142 , R. Gamboa Goni92 ,
K. K. Gan126 , S. Ganguly178 , J. Gao60a , Y. Gao50 , Y. S. Gao31,m , F. M. Garay Walls145a , C. García172 ,
J. E. García Navarro172 , J. A. García Pascual15a , M. Garcia-Sciveres18 , R. W. Gardner37 , S. Gargiulo52 ,
C. A. Garner165, V. Garonne132 , S. J. Gasiorowski147 , P. Gaspar80b , G. Gaudio70a , P. Gauzzi72a,72b ,
I. L. Gavrilenko110 , A. Gavrilyuk123 , C. Gay173 , G. Gaycken46 , E. N. Gazis10 , A. A. Geanta27b ,
C. M. Gee144 , C. N. P. Gee142 , J. Geisen96 , M. Geisen99 , C. Gemme55b , M. H. Genest58 , C. Geng105,
S. Gentile72a,72b , S. George93 , T. Geralis44 , L. O. Gerlach53, P. Gessinger-Befurt99 , G. Gessner47 ,
M. Ghasemi Bostanabad174 , M. Ghneimat150 , A. Ghosh64 , A. Ghosh77 , B. Giacobbe23b , S. Giagu72a,72b ,
N. Giangiacomi165 , P. Giannetti71a , A. Giannini69a,69b , G. Giannini14, S. M. Gibson93 , M. Gignac144 ,
D. T. Gil83b , B. J. Gilbert39 , D. Gillberg34 , G. Gilles180 , N. E. K. Gillwald46 , D. M. Gingrich3,al ,
M. P. Giordani66a,66c , P. F. Giraud143 , G. Giugliarelli66a,66c , D. Giugni68a , F. Giuli73a,73b , S. Gkaitatzis161 ,
I. Gkialas9,h , E. L. Gkougkousis14 , P. Gkountoumis10 , L. K. Gladilin112 , C. Glasman98 , G. R. Gledhill130 ,

123



Eur. Phys. J. C           (2022) 82:622 Page 23 of 33   622 

I. Gnesi41b,c , M. Goblirsch-Kolb26 , D. Godin109, S. Goldfarb104 , T. Golling54 , D. Golubkov122 ,
A. Gomes138a,138b , R. Goncalves Gama53 , R. Gonçalo138a,138c , G. Gonella130 , L. Gonella21 , A. Gongadze79 ,
F. Gonnella21 , J. L. Gonski39 , S. González de la Hoz172 , S. Gonzalez Fernandez14 , R. Gonzalez Lopez90 ,
C. Gonzalez Renteria18 , R. Gonzalez Suarez170 , S. Gonzalez-Sevilla54 , G. R. Gonzalvo Rodriguez172 ,
L. Goossens36 , N. A. Gorasia21 , P. A. Gorbounov123 , H. A. Gordon29 , B. Gorini36 , E. Gorini67a,67b ,
A. Gorišek91 , A. T. Goshaw49 , M. I. Gostkin79 , C. A. Gottardo118 , M. Gouighri35b , A. G. Goussiou147 ,
N. Govender33c , C. Goy5 , I. Grabowska-Bold83a , E. Gramstad132 , S. Grancagnolo19 , M. Grandi155 ,
V. Gratchev136, P. M. Gravila27f , F. G. Gravili67a,67b , C. Gray57 , H. M. Gray18 , C. Grefe24 , I. M. Gregor46 ,
P. Grenier152 , K. Grevtsov46 , C. Grieco14 , N. A. Grieser127, A. A. Grillo144, K. Grimm31,l , S. Grinstein14,w ,
J.-F. Grivaz64 , S. Groh99 , E. Gross178 , J. Grosse-Knetter53 , Z. J. Grout94 , C. Grud105, A. Grummer117 ,
J. C. Grundy133 , L. Guan105 , W. Guan179 , C. Gubbels173 , J. Guenther36 , J. G. R. Guerrero Rojas172 ,
F. Guescini114 , D. Guest76,19 , R. Gugel99 , A. Guida46 , T. Guillemin5 , S. Guindon36 , J. Guo60c , Z. Guo101 ,
R. Gupta46 , S. Gurbuz24 , G. Gustavino127 , M. Guth52 , P. Gutierrez127 , L. F. Gutierrez Zagazeta135 ,
C. Gutschow94 , C. Guyot143 , C. Gwenlan133 , C. B. Gwilliam90 , E. S. Haaland132 , A. Haas124 ,
C. Haber18 , H. K. Hadavand8 , A. Hadef99 , M. Haleem175 , J. Haley128 , J. J. Hall148 , G. Halladjian106 ,
G. D. Hallewell101 , K. Hamano174 , H. Hamdaoui35e , M. Hamer24 , G. N. Hamity50 , K. Han60a ,
L. Han15c , L. Han60a , S. Han18 , Y. F. Han165 , K. Hanagaki81,u , M. Hance144 , M. D. Hank37 ,
R. Hankache100 , E. Hansen96 , J. B. Hansen40 , J. D. Hansen40 , M. C. Hansen24 , P. H. Hansen40 ,
E. C. Hanson100 , K. Hara167 , T. Harenberg180 , S. Harkusha107 , P. F. Harrison176, N. M. Hartman152 ,
N. M. Hartmann113 , Y. Hasegawa149 , A. Hasib50 , S. Hassani143 , S. Haug20 , R. Hauser106 , M. Havranek140 ,
C. M. Hawkes21 , R. J. Hawkings36 , S. Hayashida116 , D. Hayden106 , C. Hayes105 , R. L. Hayes173 ,
C. P. Hays133 , J. M. Hays92 , H. S. Hayward90 , S. J. Haywood142 , F. He60a , Y. He163 , M. P. Heath50 ,
V. Hedberg96 , A. L. Heggelund132 , N. D. Hehir92 , C. Heidegger52 , K. K. Heidegger52 , W. D. Heidorn78 ,
J. Heilman34 , S. Heim46 , T. Heim18 , B. Heinemann46,aj , J. G. Heinlein135 , J. J. Heinrich130 , L. Heinrich36 ,
J. Hejbal139 , L. Helary46 , A. Held124 , S. Hellesund132 , C. M. Helling144 , S. Hellman45a,45b , C. Helsens36 ,
R. C. W. Henderson89, L. Henkelmann32 , A. M. Henriques Correia36, H. Herde152 , Y. Hernández Jiménez33e ,
H. Herr99, M. G. Herrmann113 , T. Herrmann48 , G. Herten52 , R. Hertenberger113 , L. Hervas36 , N. P. Hessey166a ,
H. Hibi82 , S. Higashino81 , E. Higón-Rodriguez172 , K. Hildebrand37, J. C. Hill32 , K. K. Hill29 , K. H. Hiller46,
S. J. Hillier21 , M. Hils48 , I. Hinchliffe18 , F. Hinterkeuser24 , M. Hirose131 , S. Hirose167 , D. Hirschbuehl180 ,
B. Hiti91 , O. Hladik139, J. Hobbs154 , R. Hobincu27e , N. Hod178 , M. C. Hodgkinson148 , A. Hoecker36 ,
D. Hohn52 , D. Hohov64, T. Holm24 , T. R. Holmes37 , M. Holzbock114 , L. B. A. H. Hommels32 , T. M. Hong137 ,
J. C. Honig52 , A. Hönle114 , B. H. Hooberman171 , W. H. Hopkins6 , Y. Horii116 , P. Horn48 , L. A. Horyn37 ,
S. Hou157 , J. Howarth57 , J. Hoya88 , M. Hrabovsky129 , A. Hrynevich108 , T. Hryn’ova5 , P. J. Hsu63 ,
S.-C. Hsu147 , Q. Hu39 , S. Hu60c , Y. F. Hu15a,15d,an , D. P. Huang94 , X. Huang15c , Y. Huang60a ,
Y. Huang15a , Z. Hubacek140 , F. Hubaut101 , M. Huebner24 , F. Huegging24 , T. B. Huffman133 , M. Huhtinen36 ,
R. Hulsken58 , R. F. H. Hunter34 , N. Huseynov79,ab , J. Huston106 , J. Huth59 , R. Hyneman152 , S. Hyrych28a ,
G. Iacobucci54 , G. Iakovidis29 , I. Ibragimov150 , L. Iconomidou-Fayard64 , P. Iengo36 , R. Ignazzi40,
R. Iguchi162 , T. Iizawa54 , Y. Ikegami81 , A. Ilg20 , N. Ilic165 , H. Imam35a , G. Introzzi70a,70b ,
M. Iodice74a , K. Iordanidou166a , V. Ippolito72a,72b , M. F. Isacson170 , M. Ishino162 , W. Islam128 ,
C. Issever19,46 , S. Istin12c , J. M. Iturbe Ponce62a , R. Iuppa75a,75b , A. Ivina178 , J. M. Izen43 , V. Izzo69a ,
P. Jacka139 , P. Jackson1 , R. M. Jacobs46 , B. P. Jaeger151 , G. Jäkel180 , K. B. Jakobi99, K. Jakobs52 ,
T. Jakoubek178 , J. Jamieson57 , K. W. Janas83a , R. Jansky54 , P. A. Janus83a , G. Jarlskog96 , A. E. Jaspan90 ,
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