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Abstract

The properties of the Higgs boson couplings have been studied in decays into four leptons,
H → ZZ∗→ 4` (` = e,µ), using proton-proton collision data recorded with the ATLAS
detector at the Large Hadron Collider (LHC) in the years 2015 to 2018 at a centre-of-mass
energy of 13 TeV (LHC Run 2). Measurements have been performed using different data
sets corresponding to integrated luminosities of 36.1 fb−1, 79.8 fb−1 and 139 fb−1.
The cross sections for the four main Higgs boson production modes have been measured
inclusively in the 4` final states as well as in exclusive phase space regions probing the
Higgs boson couplings. The inclusive Higgs boson production cross section times branch-
ing ratio into 4` decays in the rapidity range |η|< 2.5 of 1.34±0.12 pb measured with the
full set of Run 2 data set is in very good agreement with the Standard Model (SM) predic-
tion of 1.33±0.08 pb. All measurements in exclusive phase space regions are compatible
with the SM predictions as well. The sensitivity of the measurements was projected to
the ultimate integrated luminosity of the high-luminosity LHC (HL-LHC) of 3000 fb−1.
With the HL-LHC data, the precision of the cross section measurements is expected to
improve by a factor four for gluon fusion production and by a factor of six for weak gauge
boson fusion production and for the associated production with a weak gauge boson. The
results provided input for the long-term planning of particle physics infrastructure in the
2020 European Strategy process.
The tensor structure of the Higgs boson couplings to massive vector bosons and to gluons
has been studied in two effective field theory approaches to probe for small beyond-SM
(BSM) CP-even and CP-odd admixtures to the CP-even SM coupling. In the first analysis
performed with 36.1 fb−1 of Run 2 data, the BSM couplings are defined within the so-
called Higgs Characterisation framework. From the measurements of the rates of the four
main Higgs boson production modes, constraints on the CP-odd BSM coupling to gluons
(κAgg) and on the CP-even and CP-odd BSM couplings to heavy vector bosons (κHV V
and κAV V ) have been obtained: −0.68< sinα ·κAgg < 0.68, −0.6< cosα ·κHV V < 4.2 and
−4.4< sinα ·κAV V < 4.4 at 95% confidence level (CL), where the mixing angle α describes
the relative contributions of the CP-even or CP-odd terms. These are the first limits on
BSM Higgs boson couplings in an EFT framework based on the measurement of the Higgs
boson production rates providing substantially sensitivity.
The second analysis is based on the production cross section measurements in exclusive
phase space regions using the full Run 2 data set (139 fb−1) interpreted in the so-called
Standard Model Effective Field Theory (SMEFT). Constraints have been derived on the
CP-even and CP-odd BSM coupling parameters to gluons (cHG and c

HG̃
), heavy vector

bosons (cHW , cHB, cHWB and c
HW̃

, c
HB̃

, c
HW̃B

) and top quarks (cuH and cũH). The most
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Abstract

stringent limits at 95% CL are −0.0074 < cHG < 0.0080 on the CP-even BSM coupling
to gluons, as well as −2.4 < c

HW̃
< 2.4, −0.56 < c

HB̃
< 0.56 and −1.03 < c

HW̃B
< 1.03

on the CP-odd BSM coupling parameters to weak gauge bosons. The constraints on the
CP-even BSM couplings to weak gauge bosons are weaker. These are the first constraints
on SMEFT coupling parameters using the H → ZZ∗→ 4` decay channel, which will be
combined with the results in other Higgs boson decay channels.
Finally, the sensitivity of kinematic variables of the final state particles for CP-odd contri-
butions to the Higgs boson coupling in vector boson fusion production has been evaluated
in the Higgs Characterisation framework. Limits of −2.56< κAV V < 2.64 at 68% CL are
expected for the full Run 2 data set. The measurement will provide the first limits on
CP-violation in the H → ZZ∗→ 4` decays.
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1
Introduction

The fundamental structure of the known matter in the universe consists of a few ele-
mentary particles, interacting with four fundamental forces. The relation between these
particles and three of the forces, i.e. the electromagnetic, the weak and the strong inter-
action, is described by a quantum field theory, the Standard Model of particle physics.
The theory was completed in the early 1970’s and has demonstrated ever since enormous
success in describing experimental observations. The masses of the fundamental particles
are generated by the Higgs mechanism which involves the breaking of the electroweak
gauge symmetry. The Higgs mechanism predicts a massive scalar particle, the Higgs
boson, which until recently was the last missing particle predicted by the Standard Model.

The discovery in 2012 of a new particle with a mass of 125.09± 0.24 GeV and with
spin zero, even CP (charge conjugation and parity) quantum numbers and coupling
strengths compatible with the Standard Model predictions by the ATLAS and the CMS
experiments at the Large Hadron Collider (LHC) completed the particle spectrum of the
Standard Model. It also opened a new window for precision tests of the Standard Model
and for the search for physics beyond it.

However, despite of the good agreement between Standard Model predictions and meas-
urements with high precision, there are many questions left open, such as the unification
of the three forces with gravity, the origin of dark matter, the mass values of the fermions
and the asymmetry between matter and antimatter in the universe. Physics beyond the
Standard Model can, for example, manifest itself in deviations of Higgs boson production
cross sections and decay rates from the Standard Model predictions. Many extensions
of the Standard Model predict a modified Higgs sector with additional Higgs singlets or
doublets. In such theories, the discovered boson may not be a CP-even eigenstate, but
rather contain CP-odd admixtures modifying the tensor coupling structure of the Higgs
boson. CP-odd contributions lead to CP-violation in the Higgs boson production and
decays which may help to explain the baryon and anti-baryon asymmetry in the universe.

So far, all measurements of Higgs boson production cross sections and decay rates and of
quantum numbers agree with the Standard Model predictions. However, the uncertainties
in the measurements are still large compared to expectations from physics beyond the
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Chapter 1 Introduction

Standard Model (BSM). Therefore, small CP-even or CP-odd admixtures to the SM
CP-even state are not excluded. Such BSM contributions can be probed by the meas-
urements of the Higgs boson production and decay rates and of the kinematic properties
of the final state particles. While the production and decay rates are sensitive to both
CP-even and CP-odd BSM contributions, tests for CP-violation can only be performed us-
ing final state kinematic observables which are not sensitive to new CP-even contributions.

In this thesis, the Higgs boson discovery channel into four leptons, H → ZZ∗ → 4`
(` = e,µ), was analysed. Despite its small branching ratio of 1.250 · 10−2%, it is one
of the most sensitive decay channels for the search for deviations from the Standard
Model due to the very clear signature and high signal-to-background ratio and the precise
reconstruction of the final state particles. The data analysed in this thesis were recorded
during Run 2 of the LHC in the years from 2015 to 2018 at a centre-of-mass energy
of 13 TeV. Three data sets of proton-proton collisions with integrated luminosities of
36.1 fb−1, 79.8 fb−1 and 139 fb−1 have been analysed.

The Standard Model of particle physics is introduced in the next chapter, with particular
emphasis on the Higgs sector. The kinematic properties of the Higgs boson production
and decay allowing for BSM physics tests are discussed and frameworks for the descrip-
tion of deviations of the Higgs boson couplings parameters from the Standard Model
predictions are introduced. Finally, an overview of the current measurements of Higgs
boson properties is given.
The Large Hadron Collider and the ATLAS detector together with the particle recon-
struction performed with it are described in Chapter 3, followed by the discussion of the
signal and background processes in the H→ZZ∗→ 4` decay channel and the description
of the Higgs boson candidate selection in Chapter 4. The inclusive analysis serves as
input for the further Higgs boson property measurements in this thesis.

The measurement of the Higgs boson production cross sections in exclusive phase space
regions performed with an integrated luminosity of 79.8 fb−1, is presented in Chapter 5.
Multivariate methods have been employed to separate signal and background as well as
the different production modes.

The ultimate precision of the Higgs boson property measurements at the LHC will be
reached after completion of the full LHC program, including the upgrade to the high-
luminosity LHC (HL-LHC) which is expected to deliver 3000 fb−1 of luminosity, about 20
times more than recorded up to now. Projections of the precision of the current Higgs bo-
son cross section measurements to the full HL-LHC luminosity are described in Chapter 6.

The tensor structure of the Higgs boson couplings to weak gauge bosons and gluons has
been studied using two different approaches described in Chapter 7. In the first analysis,
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performed with 36.1 fb−1 of data, the event yields in event categories targeting the
different Higgs boson production modes have been measured and interpreted in terms of
CP-even and CP-odd BSM contributions. The second analysis was performed with the
full Run 2 data set corresponding to 139 fb−1. The results of the production cross section
measurements in exclusive phase space regions were interpreted in terms of BSM coupling
parameters within an effective field theory extension of the Standard Model. For this
purpose, particle level parametrisations of the cross section, of the 4` decay branching
ratio and of the detector acceptance have been developed.

In Chapter 8, CP-violation in vector boson fusion production of the Higgs boson is
introduced. To probe for CP-violation, kinematic properties of the final state particles
sensitive to the CP quantum numbers of the Higgs boson have been studied, namely two
CP-odd observables, the azimuthal angle between the two tagging jets and the so-called
first-order Optimal Observable based on an event-by-event matrix element calculation
of the process. The measurement was performed for the 36.1 fb−1 data set and then
extrapolated to the sensitivity expected with the full Run 2 data set.

The results of the thesis are summarised in Chapter 9.

3





2
The Standard Model and Beyond

In this chapter, the theoretical framework for the performed studies is introduced. First,
an introduction to the Standard Model (SM) of particle physics is given with particular
emphasis on the Higgs mechanism and Higgs boson phenomenology. Secondly, extensions
to the SM in the framework of effective field theories are described. Finally, an overview
of the current status of Higgs boson property measurements is given.

The SM of particle physics [1–6] is a relativistic quantum field theory classifying all known
elementary particles and describing three of the four fundamental forces, the strong, the
electromagnetic and the weak interaction, leaving out only gravity which is described by
the classical field theory of General Relativity [7]. Up to the now, all SM predictions are
in agreement with the measurements with high precision.

2.1 Particle Content of the Standard Model

The SM is a relativistic local gauge field theory. The SM Lagrangian is invariant under
local phase transformations of the gauge symmetry group,

GSM = SU(3)C ⊗SU(2)L⊗U(1)Y , (2.1)

where the strong interaction acting on all particles with colour quantum numbers is
governed by the SU(3)C colour group and the unified electroweak interactions by the
SU(2)L⊗U(1)Y group. The SU(2)L interaction only acts on left-handed particle states
accounting for the parity violation by the weak interaction.

The SM contains three types of particles, spin-1/2 fermions as matter constituents, spin-1
gauge bosons mediating the interactions, and the scalar Higgs boson as a consequence of
the Higgs mechanism. (see Figure 2.1).
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Figure 2.1: Particle content of the Standard Model (SM).

The fermions appear in three generations with increasing masses. Each generation con-
sists of a lepton pair and a pair of up- and down-type quarks. The lepton pair consists
of a charged lepton and an associated electrically neutral neutrino. The charged leptons
participate in the electromagnetic and the weak interaction, while the neutrinos are
interacting only weakly. Up-type quarks have electromagnetic charge +2/3, down-type
quarks −1/3. Since quarks also carry colour quantum numbers r,g,b, they are particip-
ating the strong interaction in addition to the weak and electromagnetic interactions.
Each particle has a corresponding anti-particle with the same mass and opposite electric
charge sign.

The interactions are mediated by the spin-1 gauge bosons, which correspond to the
generators of the gauge symmetries. Eight gluons (g) mediate the strong force carrying
combinations of colour quantum numbers. The mediator of the electromagnetic inter-
action is the neutral photon (γ) while the gauge bosons of the weak interaction are the
two electrically charged W± bosons and the neutral Z boson. While the gluons and the
photon are massless, the gauge bosons of the weak interaction are massive.
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The only fundamental scalar (spin-0) particle in the SM is the Higgs boson. This col-
ourless, electrically neutral massive particle is predicted by the Higgs mechanism which
is responsible for electroweak symmetry breaking [8, 9]. It was discovered last, in 2012
by the ATLAS and the CMS experiments at the Large Hadron Collider with a mass of
mH = 125.09 GeV [10, 11]. The electroweak gauge symmetry breaking introduces masses
of the fermions and weak gauge bosons and will be discussed in Section 2.3.

2.2 The Electroweak Interaction

The electroweak interaction is described by the Glashow-Salam-Weinberg (GSW) theory,
combining the electromagnetic and weak interactions [12–14]. Left-handed chirality eigen-
states ψ(x)L = 1/2

(
1−γ5)ψ(x) of the fermions form SU(2)L doublets with the third com-

ponent of the weak isospin I3 =±1/2 while the right-handed states ψR(x) = 1/2
(
1 +γ5)ψ(x)

form singlets with I3 = 0. The conserved charge of the U(1)Y symmetry is the weak
hypercharge YW which is a combination of the third component of the weak isospin I3

and of the electric charge Q: YW = 2(Q− I3). Table 2.1 summarises the electroweak
quantum numbers of the fermions.

Table 2.1: Quantum numbers of the electroweak multiplets, the electric charge Q, the
third component of the weak isospin I3 and the weak hypercharge YW

Fermion SU(2)L eigenstates Quantum Number
Q I3 YW

LL =
[(
νeL

eL

)
,

(
νµL

µL

)
,

(
ντL

τL

)]
0 +1/2 −1
−1 −1/2 −1

`R = [eR,µR, τR] −1 0 −2

QL =
[(
uL

dL

)
,

(
cL

sL

)
,

(
tL

bL

)]
+2/3 +1/2 +1/3

−1/3 −1/2 +1/3

uR = [uR, cR, tR] +2/3 0 +4/3

dR = [dR,sR, bR] −1/3 0 −2/3
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The SM Lagrangian can be divided into four parts:

LSM = Lgauge kinetic +Lfermion kinetic +Lscalar +LYukawa. (2.2)

The first term corresponds to the kinetic energy of the gauge bosons including self-
interactions of the non-Abelian gauge bosons. The kinetic terms of the fermions include
the gauge invariant interaction terms between fermions and gauge bosons. The Higgs
field and its self-interaction are described by from Lscalar and the Yukawa interactions of
the fermions with the Higgs field by LYukawa.

Gauge Kinetic Terms

The gauge invariant kinetic term for the gauge bosons is given by

Lgauge kinetic =− 1
4G

µν
A (x)GAµν(x)− 1

4W
µν
I (x)W I

µν(x)− 1
4B

µν(x)Bµν(x), (2.3)

where GAµν(x), A = 1, . . .8, are the field strength tensors for SU(3)C , W I
µν(x), I = 1,2,3,

for SU(2)L and Bµν(x) the Abelian gauge group U(1)Y given by

GAµν(x) = ∂µG
A
ν (x)−∂νGAµ (x)−gsfABCGBµ (x)GCν (x), (2.4)

Bµν(x) = ∂µBν(x)−∂νBµ(x) and (2.5)
W I
µν(x) = ∂µW

I
ν (x)−∂νW I

µ(x)−g2ε
IJKWµJ(x)WK

ν (x), (2.6)

where gs is the strong gauge coupling constant, g1 the hypercharge coupling and g2 the
weak isospin coupling. The tensor elements fABC are the structure constants of the
SU(3)C Lie algebra defined by [

tA, tB
]

= ifABCtC , (2.7)

while elements of the the totally antisymmetric tensor εIJK are the structure constants of
the SU(2)L Lie algebra. The strong and weak gauge fields transform non-trivially under
the non-Abelian gauge groups SU(3)C and SU(2)L, respectively, i.e. introducing three-
and four-point self-interactions.

Fermion Kinetic Terms

The fermion kinetic terms of the electroweak Lagrangian are given in each generation by

Lfermion kinetic =Q̄L(x)(i /DL)QL(x) + ūR(x)(i /DR)uR(x) + d̄R(x)(i /DR)dR(x)
+ L̄L(x)(i /DL)LL(x) + ¯̀

R(x)(i /DL)`R(x), (2.8)
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2.2 The Electroweak Interaction

with /D= γµDµ and the adjusted spinors Q̄= γ0Q† etc. Since right-handed fermion fields
do not couple to the weak isospin, the covariant derivatives DµL,R are defined as

DµRψR(x) =
[
∂µ+ ig1

YW
2 Bµ(x)

]
ψR(x) and

DµLψL(x) =
[
1

(
∂µ+ ig1

YW
2 Bµ(x)

)
+ ig2

1
2τ ·W µ(x)

]
ψL(x), (2.9)

where the elements of the weak isospin vector τ = (τ1, τ2, τ3) are the two-dimensional Pauli
matrices and Wµ =

(
W 1
µ ,W

2
µ ,W

3
µ

)
is the weak isospin vector of the SU(2)L gauge fields.

Scalar Sector

In contradiction to the experimental observation, the weak gauge symmetry predicts mass-
less weak gauge bosons and, in combination with parity violation, massless fermions as
in Equation 2.3 and 2.8. Explicit mass terms −m2

2 AµA
µ for gauge bosons would violate

the local gauge symmetry and Dirac mass terms

−mψ̄DψD =−mψ̄D
(
P 2
L+P 2

R

)
ψD =m

(
ψ̄LψR+ ψ̄RψL

)
, (2.10)

for the fermions the global SU(2)L invariance. This conflict is solved by the Brout-
Englert-Higgs mechanism of electroweak symmetry breaking [8, 9, 15–19], which will be
discussed in detail in Section 2.3. The minimal field content needed to give masses to the
three weak gauge bosons is a complex scalar SU(2)L doublet

Φ =
(
φ+

φ0

)
, (2.11)

with hypercharge YW = 1 which is also a colour singlet . The minimal scalar Lagrangian
invariant under SU(2)L⊗U(1)Y transformations preserving renormalisability of the the-
ory [20–22] and allowing for the electroweak symmetry breaking is given by

Lscalar = (DµLΦ)†(Dµ
LΦ)−V (Φ), (2.12)

with the electroweak covariant derivative as in Equation 2.9 and the Higgs potential

V (Φ) =−µ2Φ†Φ +λ(Φ†Φ)2, (2.13)

where λ > 0 is the dimensionless self-coupling and −µ2 a mass parameter.

Yukawa Interactions

With the same scalar doublet field finite masses of the fermions can be obtained after the
electroweak symmetry breaking via Yukawa interactions with the Higgs field [23] of the
form

LYukawa =−
(
L̄iLY

`
ijΦ`

j
R+ Q̄iLY

u
ij Φ̃u

j
R+ Q̄iLY

d
ijΦd

j
R+h.c.

)
, (2.14)

9



Chapter 2 The Standard Model and Beyond

where Y `
ij , Y u

ij and Y d
ij are the Yukawa coupling matrices with the generation indices

i, j = 1,2,3 and Φ̃ = iτ2Φ∗.

2.3 The Higgs Mechanism

The potential of the Higgs field (Equation 2.13) after the electroweak symmetry breaking
with −µ2 > 0 (illustrated in Figure 2.2) has an infinite set of degenerate ground states
where the Higgs potential has a minimum at the vacuum expectation value v of the Higgs
field:

〈Φ†Φ〉= v2

2 and v ≡
√
−µ2

λ
. (2.15)

Im(Φ)
Re(Φ)

V (Φ)

Figure 2.2: Illustration of the potential of a complex scalar field Φ.

10



2.3 The Higgs Mechanism

Due to electric charge conservation, only the neutral component of the scalar doublet can
acquire a finite vacuum expectation value. Therefore,

〈Φ〉0 = 1√
2

(
0
v

)
, (2.16)

can be chosen as the ground state without restrictions. The choice of a particular vacuum
state breaks the SU(2)L⊗U(1)Y gauge symmetry spontaneously. Invariance under the
electromagnetic U(1)Q gauge symmetry is still preserved:

Q〈Φ〉0 =
(
I3 + YW

2

)
〈Φ〉0 ≡ 0. (2.17)

Three massless tangential excitations of the Higgs field are absorbed in the longitudinal
polarisation of the weak gauge bosons, which acquire their masses in this way. In the
unitary gauge, the scalar field Φ(x) can be expanded around the ground state as

Φ(x) = 1√
2

(
0

v+h(x)

)
, (2.18)

where the massive radial excitation h(x) is the physical Higgs field. By inserting Equa-
tion 2.18 into Lscalar one obtains

Lscalar = 1
2∂µh(x)∂µh(x)−λv2h2(x)−λvh3(x)− λ4h

4(x)

+ g2
2
4
(
2vh(x) +h2(x)

)(
W+
µ (x)W−µ(x) + 1

2cos2 θW
Zµ(x)Zµ(x)

)
(2.19)

+ g2
2
8 v

2
(
W+
µ (x)W+µ(x) +W−µ (x)W−µ(x)

)
+ g2

2v
2

4cos2 θW
Zµ(x)Zµ(x).

The first and the second term in the scalar Lagrangian are the kinetic and the mass term
of the Higgs field. The triple and quadratic Higgs self-couplings are described by the two
following terms. Interactions between the Higgs and the weak vector bosons appear in
the second line of Equation 2.19 while the third line contains the mass terms of the weak
gauge bosons. The charged gauge fields W±µ are linear combinations of the W 1

µ and W 2
µ

isotriplet gauge fields:
W±µ = 1√

2

(
W 1
µ ∓ iW 2

µ

)
. (2.20)

The mass eigenstates Zµ and Aµ of the neutral electroweak gauge fields are obtained by
rotation

Zµ =
−g1Bµ+g2W

3
µ√

g2
1 +g2

2

and Aµ =
g1Bµ+g2W

3
µ√

g2
1 +g2

2

(2.21)

around the Weinberg angle θW defined by

sinθW = g1√
g2

1 +g2
2

= e

g2
and cosθW = g2√

g2
1 +g2

2

, (2.22)

where e is the elementary charge, the coupling constant of the electromagnetic interaction.
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Chapter 2 The Standard Model and Beyond

According to the third line of Equation 2.19, the masses of the three massive weak gauge
bosons and of the Higgs boson are given to lowest order of perturbation theory by

mW± = g2v

2 ,

mZ = g2v

2cosθW
= mW±

cosθW
and (2.23)

mh = v
√

2λ.

The measured values [24] are mW± = 80.379±0.012 GeV, mZ = 91.1876±0.0021 GeV and
mh = 125.09±0.24 GeV.
According to Equation 2.14, in the basis of the fermion mass eigenstates fi the masses of
the fermions proportional to the Yukawa couplings eigenvalues Yi

LYukawa =−v+h(x)√
2

Yi
(
f̄iLfiR + f̄iRfiL

)
, (2.24)

are
mi = Yi

v√
2
, (2.25)

where i runs over all fermion flavours.

The coupling factors for the Higgs boson self-interactions in amplitude calculations [25]
are given by

gh3 ∝ (3!)λv = 3m
2
h

v
and gh4 ∝ (4!) λ4 = 3m

2
h

v2 , (2.26)

where the factors n! account for the number n of identical Higgs particles in the interaction
vertex (see Figure 2.3). The coupling factors for Higgs boson interactions with gauge
bosons V =W±,Z and for fermions are

ghV V ∝ 2m
2
V

v
, ghhV V ∝ 2m

2
V

v2 and ghff ∝
mf

v
, (2.27)

(see Figure 2.3). These coupling parameters of the Higgs boson to the SM particles are
proportional to the fermion masses and to the squared of the weak gauge boson masses
with 1/v as proportionality factor. The Higgs boson mass itself and the self-coupling
constant λ are free parameter of the SM. Once they have been measured, all Higgs boson
production and decay rates can be predicted by the SM.
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Figure 2.3: Couplings of the Higgs boson in the Standard Model.

2.4 Phenomenology of the Standard Model Higgs Boson

In the following, the spin and CP properties of the SM Higgs boson are introduced and
its production in proton-proton collisions as well as its decay modes.

2.4.1 Spin and CP Properties

The CP quantum numbers of a particle describe the behaviour under charge (C) conjuga-
tion and parity (P) transformations. CP eigenstates with eigenvalue +1 are CP-even and
do not change the sign under CP transformations while CP-odd states with eigenvalue −1
change the sign. According to their spin J and parity P bosonic particles are classified as
scalars, pseudo-scalars, vectors and pseudo-vectors (see Table 2.2). The Higgs boson in
the SM is a CP-even spin-0, i.e. scalar particle. For the determination of the Higgs boson
coupling properties, its quantum numbers has to be identified. After the discovery of the
Higgs-like boson by the ATLAS and CMS experiments [10, 11], the quantum numbers
have been probed [26–28] (see Section 2.6) and are in accordance with the SM predictions.
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Table 2.2: Spin and CP quantum numbers of bosonic particles in the SM

Quantum number scalar pseudo-scalar vector pseudo-vector

Spin: J 0 0 1 1

Charge conjugation: C +1 +1 +1 +1

Parity: P +1 −1 −1 +1

JCP 0++ 0+− 1+− 1++

Example SM Higgs boson π,K,η,η
′

Z,W,γ,g f1,a1

Small CP-even and CP-odd admixtures to the SM CP-even state of the Higgs field are
predicted by theories beyond the Standard Model (BSM) [29]. In the case of CP-odd
admixtures, the observed Higgs boson would not be a CP-eigenstate and CP would be
violated in Higgs boson production and decays.

By measuring the tensor structure of the Higgs boson couplings to SM particles, its CP-
eigenstate composition can be investigated. The tensor structure can be studied using
distributions of kinematic variables of the Higgs boson decay and associated production
products as well as in relative rates of different production modes.

2.4.2 Production in Proton-Proton Collisions

The couplings of the Higgs boson to SM particles are proportional to the particle masses.
Therefore, the production of the Higgs boson in hadron collisions (Section 3.2) is dom-
inated by processes involving heavy particles, e.g. the top and bottom quark and the
massive weak bosons [30]. The main production mechanisms are gluon fusion (ggF),
vector boson fusion (VBF), production in association with a W or Z boson (WH and
ZH) and the associated production with top (ttH) or bottom (bbH) quark pairs or with
single top quarks (tH). Figure 2.4 shows the cross sections of the dominant production
modes as a function of the proton-proton centre-of-mass energy.

The dominant production mode with a relative rate of 88% is ggF shown in Figure 2.5(a).
Since the gluons do not couple directly to the Higgs boson, it is produced via an interme-
diate quark loop. Because the Higgs boson couplings are proportional to the mass, the
largest contribution is the top quark loop. With about 7%, the next frequent production
mode is VBF (Figure 2.5(b)) where the Higgs boson is produced in the scattering of two
weak gauge bosons emitted from the incoming quarks, which produce two energetic jets
in the forward regions of the detector. This signature provides a powerful discrimina-
tion between the Higgs boson signal and the QCD background. The production mode in
association with vector bosons (V H), also called Higgs strahlung, contributes with 4%.
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Figure 2.4: Cross sections of the dominant production modes of the Standard Model Higgs
boson with a mass of mH = 125 GeV in proton-proton collisions at the Large Hadron
Collider as a function of the centre-of-mass energy

√
s.

A W or Z boson created in quark-antiquark annihilation or gluon fusion emits the Higgs
boson (see Figure 2.6). The smallest contributions of about 1% come from the production
in association with heavy quark pairs, ttH and bbH, as well as tH production with
additional W bosons or quark jets shown in Figure 2.7 and 2.8, respectively. Table 2.3
summarises the predictions for the main SM Higgs boson production cross sections in
proton-proton collisions at

√
s= 13 TeV for mH = 125 GeV.
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Figure 2.5: Tree-level Feynman diagrams for the Standard Model Higgs boson production
in proton-proton collisions via (a) gluon fusion and (b) vector boson fusion.
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Figure 2.6: Feynman diagrams for the Standard Model Higgs boson production in proton-
proton collisions (a) at tree-level in association with weak gauge bosons and (b) and (c)
with loop processes via gg→ ZH.
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Figure 2.7: Tree-level Feynman diagrams for the Standard Model Higgs boson production
in proton-proton collisions in association with heavy quark pairs.
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Table 2.3: Production cross sections for the dominant production modes of the SM Higgs
boson with a mass of mH = 125 GeV in proton-proton collisions at the Large Hadron
Collider at a centre-of-mass energy of

√
s= 13 TeV. The quoted uncertainties correspond

to the total theoretical uncertainties calculated by adding in quadrature the QCD scale,
PDF and αs uncertainties [31].

Production mode Production mechanism Cross section [pb]

ggF gg→H 48.6 + 5.62%
− 7.43%

VBF qq→H 3.78 + 2.20%
− 2.18%

WH qq→WH 1.37 + 1.99%
− 2.05%

ZH gg/qq→ ZH 0.884 + 4.12%
− 3.48%

ttH gg/qq→ tt̄H 0.507 + 6.83%
− 9.88%

bbH gg/qq→ bb̄H 0.488 +20.20%
−23.90%

tH qq→ tHq (t-ch.) 0.0743 + 7.48%
−15.35%

qq→ tHb (s-ch.) 0.00288+ 3.26%
− 2.85%

gb→ tHW (W-ass.) 0.0152 + 7.97%
− 9.18%

2.4.3 Decay Modes

The Higgs boson decay branching ratios (B) are defined as the ratios of particular partial
decay widths and the total decay width:

B(H →X) = Γ(H →X)∑
Y (H → Y ) . (2.28)

The decay widths depend only on the square of the Higgs coupling to the decay products
which is directly proportional to their mass and on phase space factors including the
Higgs boson mass. The Higgs boson decays preferentially into the heaviest particles
allowed by energy conservation. The total Higgs boson decay width and the branching
ratios of the SM Higgs boson decays as a function of the Higgs boson mass mH are
shown in Figure 2.9(a) and 2.9(b), respectively.
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Figure 2.9: (a) Total Higgs boson decay width and (b) branching ratios of the SM Higgs
boson decays as a function of the Higgs boson mass mH [31].

The most frequent decay mode of the SM Higgs boson with a mass of mH = 125 GeV is
the decay into pairs of bottom quarks, followed by the decay into W bosons. The decay
channels with the next highest branching ratio are the decays into gluons, τ leptons
and charm quark and Z boson pairs. Decays into pairs of photons, Zγ and into pairs
of muons have very small branching ratios at the per mill level. Since photons and
gluons do not couple directly to the Higgs boson, the decays into these particles is only
possible via loop processes involving heavy particles. The Feynman diagrams for the
decays into fermions and weak gauge bosons are shown in Figure 2.10 and for decays into
photon pairs and Zγ in Figure 2.11. The branching fractions are summarised in Table 2.4.

Due to the large QCD background of hadron colliders, fully hadronic final states are
experimentally difficult, e.g. the decays into bottom quark pairs and, even more, into
gluons are light quarks. The largest sensitivity is achieved for final states with leptons
or photons which can be easily identified. Therefore, Higgs boson decay into weak gauge
bosons pairs which decay into leptons and into photon pairs are central for the study of
the properties of the Higgs boson.
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Figure 2.10: Tree-level Feynman diagrams for the Standard Model Higgs boson decays
into (a) fermions and (b) weak gauge bosons.
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Figure 2.11: Tree-level Feynman diagrams for the Standard Model Higgs boson decays
into two photons or Zγ mediated by (a) and (b) W bosons and (c) heavy quarks.
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Table 2.4: Predictions of the SM Higgs boson decay branching ratios for mH = 125 GeV.
The quoted theoretical uncertainties are due to missing higher order corrections and input
parameter uncertainties in the calculation and have been added in quadrature [31].

Decay mode Decay process Branching ratio [%]

bb H → bb̄ 58.24 +1.24%
−1.27%

WW H →WW 21.37 +1.55%
−1.53%

gg H → gg 8.187 +5.14%
−5.09%

ττ H → ττ 6.272 +1.65%
−1.65%

cc H → cc̄ 2.891 +5.54%
−1.99%

ZZ H → ZZ 2.619 +1.55%
−1.53%

γγ H → γγ 0.2270 +2.06%
−2.08%

Zγ H → Zγ 0.1533 +5.82%
−5.83%

µµ H → µµ 0.02176+1.67%
−1.70%

2.5 Beyond the Standard Model Higgs Boson Analysis
Frameworks

The measurement of the production cross sections in exclusive phase space regions is
sensitive to the tensor structure of the Higgs boson couplings. Any deviation of the
measurements from the SM predictions would indicate BSM physics. Since significant
deviations from the SM have not been observed so far (see Section 2.6), only small BSM
effects are still allowed. Deviations are parametrised independently of the specific exten-
sions of the SM by means of the so-called κ-framework or effective field theories approach,
introduced in the following.

2.5.1 The Coupling Modification Framework

The measured Higgs boson cross sections can be interpreted to leading-order in the so-
called κ-framework [29] in which multiplicative coupling modifiers κ are introduced to
parametrise deviations of the Higgs boson couplings from the SM predictions under the
assumption of a single CP-even Higgs boson state and of the SM tensor coupling structure.
Only the coupling strengths are allowed to be modified by BSM physics. The narrow-
width approximation for the Higgs boson is assumed, such that production and the decay
can be factorised,

σ ·B (i→H → f) = σi(κ) · Γf (κ)
ΓH

, (2.29)
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where σi is the production cross section from the initial state i, B and Γf are the branching
ratio and partial decay width for the decay into the final state f , respectively, and ΓH is
the total width of the Higgs boson. For Higgs boson production and decay process via
couplings i and f , respectively, coupling strength modifiers

κ2
i = σi

σSMi
and κ2

f = Γf
ΓSM
k

, (2.30)

are defined.

2.5.2 Effective Field Theory Frameworks

An Effective Field Theory (EFT) parametrises new physics occurring at an energy scale
Λ much larger than the electroweak scale v. Interactions of new particles are integrated
out and absorbed into operators consisting of the SM fields with dimensions larger than
the operators of the SM Lagrangian to which they are added.

In the following, two EFT versions are introduced. In the Standard Model Effective Field
Theory (SMEFT) [32] a complete set of dimension-six operators invariant under the SM
gauge group SU(3)C ⊗SU(2)L⊗U(1)Y is constructed from the SM fields. The Higgs
Characterisation (HC) model [33] is formulated in terms of the mass eigenstates of the
SM fields after the electroweak symmetry breaking and the effective Higgs boson couplings
to the SM gauge bosons and fermions are described by in total 20 parameters. Since the
HC model does not include all possible extensions of the SM Lagrangian predicted by
dimension-six operators, it is less general than the SMEFT.

2.5.2.1 The Standard Model Effective Field Theory

In the SMEFT, the SM Lagrangian is extended by higher-dimension operators which
have the same field content and the same, linearly realised, SU(3)C ⊗SU(2)L⊗U(1)Y
local gauge symmetry as the SM. The general effective Lagrangian takes the form

LSMEFT =LSM+L(5) +L(6) +L(7) + . . . , with L(D) =
nD∑
i

C
(D)
i

ΛD−4O
(D)
i for D> 4, (2.31)

where Λ is the energy scale at which new physics is assumed to appear, O(D)
i are the

operators of the dimension-D invariant under the SM gauge group and C
(D)
i are the

corresponding dimensionless coupling constants, the so-called Wilson coefficients. In the
present studies, Λ is set to 1 TeV, since current experimental results show no evidence
for new physics up to this scale.

Complete sets of operators are known for dimensions up to eight [34–41]. Dimension-five
operators violates lepton number (L conservation), while dimension-seven operators viol-
ate the observed B−L symmetry, where B is the baryon number. Previous experiments
showed [42] that the L and B−L violating terms are suppressed such that they are not
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observable at LHC. They are, therefore, neglected here. Thus, the leading contributions
of new physics are from dimension-six operators and the SMEFT Lagrangian becomes

LSMEFT = LSM +
n6∑
i

ciOi, (2.32)

where the 1/Λ2 factor is absorbed into the Wilson coefficients, ci = Ci/Λ2.

There are several possible complete sets of these dimension-six operators. The SMEFT
used here is formulated in the Warsaw basis [34], which contains 59 independent operators
assuming lepton and baryon number conservation. These operators are divided into eight
classes according to the field content and the number of covariant derivatives, class 1:
X3, class 2: Φ6, class 3: Φ4D2, class 4: X2Φ2, class 5: ψ2Φ3, class 6: ψ2XΦ, class 7:
ψ2Φ2D and class 8: ψ4, where X = GAµν ,W

I
µν ,Bµν are the gauge field strength tensors,

Φ the scalar doublet Higgs field, ψ the fermion spinor of SU(2)L eigenstates and Dµ the
covariant derivative. The operators of class 1 to 7 are shown in Table 2.5, the class 8
operators in Table 2.5.

Table 2.5: Class 1 to 7 of dimension-six operators built from Standard Model gauge fields
X =GAµν ,W

I
µν ,Bµν , the scalar Higgs doublet Φ and the fermion fields ψ with flavour indices

p,r,s, t conserving lepton and baryon number in the so-called Warsaw basis defined in [34]

Class 1: X3

OG fABCGAνµ GBρν GCµρ

O
G̃ fABCG̃Aνµ GBρν GCµρ

OW εIJKW Iν
µ W Jρ

ν WKµ
ρ

O
W̃ εIJKW̃ Iν

µ W Jρ
ν WKµ

ρ

Class 2 and 3: Φ6 and Φ4D2

OΦ (Φ†Φ)3

OΦ� (Φ†Φ)�(Φ†Φ)

OΦD (Φ†DµΦ)∗(Φ†DµΦ)

Class 5: ψ2Φ3 +h.c.

O`Φ (Φ†Φ)(L̄p`rΦ)

OuΦ (Φ†Φ)(Q̄purΦ̃)

OdΦ (Φ†Φ)(Q̄pdrΦ)

Class 4: X2Φ2

OΦG Φ†ΦGAµνGAµν

OΦG̃ Φ†ΦG̃AµνGAµν

OΦW Φ†ΦW I
µνW

Iµν

OΦW̃ Φ†ΦW̃ I
µνW

Iµν

OΦB Φ†ΦBµνBµν

OΦB̃ Φ†ΦB̃µνBµν

OΦWB Φ†τ IΦW I
µνB

µν

OΦW̃B Φ†τ IΦW̃ I
µνB

µν

Class 6: ψ2XΦ +h.c.

O`W (L̄pσµν`r)τ IΦW I
µν

O`B (L̄pσµν`r)ΦBµν

OuG (Q̄pσµνtAur)Φ̃GAµν

OuW (Q̄pσµνur)τ IΦ̃W I
µν

OuB (Q̄pσµνur)Φ̃Bµν

OdG (Q̄pσµνtAdr)ΦGAµν

OdW (Q̄pσµνdr)τ IΦW I
µν

OdB (Q̄pσµνdr)ΦBµν

Class 7: ψ2Φ2D

O
(1)
ΦL (Φ†i

↔
DµΦ)(L̄pγµLr)

O
(3)
ΦL (Φ†i

↔
DI
µΦ)(L̄pτ iγµLr)

OΦ` (Φ†i
↔
DµΦ)(¯̀

pγ
µ`r)

O
(1)
ΦQ (Φ†i

↔
DµΦ)(Q̄pγµQr)

O
(3)
ΦQ (Φ†i

↔
Di
µΦ)(Q̄pτ iγµQr)

OΦu (Φ†i
↔
DµΦ)(ūpγµur)

OΦd (Φ†i
↔
DµΦ)(d̄pγµdr)

OΦud+h.c. i(Φ̃†DµΦ)(ūpγµdr)
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Table 2.6: Class 8 of dimension-six operators built from Standard Model fermion fields ψ
with flavour indices p,r,s, t conserving lepton and baryon number in the so-called Warsaw
basis defined in [34]

Class 8: (ψ̄LψL)(ψ̄LψL)

OLL (L̄pγµLr)(L̄sγµLt)

O
(1)
QQ (Q̄pγµQr)(Q̄sγµQt)

O
(3)
QQ (Q̄pγµτ IQr)(Q̄sγµτ IQt)

O
(1)
LQ (L̄pγµLr)(Q̄sγµQt)

O
(3)
LQ (L̄pγµτ ILr)(Q̄sγµτ IQt)

Class 8: (ψ̄RψR)(ψ̄RψR)

O`` (¯̀
pγµ`r)(¯̀

sγ
µ`t)

Ouu (ūpγµur)(ūsγµut)

Odd (d̄pγµdr)(d̄sγµdt)

O`u (¯̀
pγµ`r)(ūsγµut)

O`d (¯̀
pγµ`r)(d̄sγµdt)

O
(1)
ud (ūpγµur)(d̄sγµdt)

O
(8)
ud (ūpγµTAur)(d̄sγµTAdt)

Class 8: (ψ̄LψL)(ψ̄RψR)

OL` (L̄pγµLr)(¯̀
sγ
µ`t)

OLu (L̄pγµLr)(ūsγµut)

OLd (L̄pγµLr)(d̄sγµdt)

OQ` (Q̄pγµQr)(¯̀
sγ
µ`t)

O
(1)
Qu (Q̄pγµQr)(ūsγµut)

O
(8)
Qu (Q̄pγµTAQr)(ūsγµTAut)

O
(1)
Qd (Q̄pγµQr)(d̄sγµdt)

O
(8)
Qd (Q̄pγµTAQr)(d̄sγµTAdt)

Class 8: (ψ̄LψR)(ψ̄RψL) +h.c.

OL`Qq (L̄jp`r)(d̄sQtj)

Class 8: (ψ̄LψR)(ψ̄LψR) +h.c.

O
(1)
QuQd (Q̄jpur)εjk(Q̄ksdt)

O
(8)
QuQd (Q̄jpTAur)εjk(Q̄ksTAdt)

O
(1)
L`Qu (L̄jp`r)εjk(Q̄ksut)

O
(3)
L`Qu (L̄jpσµν`r)εjk(Q̄ksσµνut)

In perturbation theory, the measured input parameters have to be properly chosen to
determine the couplings at a given scale with the best precision. In the following, para-
meters carrying a hat superscript are the measured input parameters and the related
physical observables derived from it. In this thesis m̂Z , ĜF , m̂W are used as electroweak
input parameters. The parameters of the SM Lagrangian are, therefore, given by

ê= 2 4√2m̂W

√
ĜF sin θ̂W , ĝ1 = 4√2m̂Z

√
ĜF sin θ̂W , ĝ2 = 2 4√2m̂W

√
ĜF ,

sin2 θ̂W = 1− m̂
2
W

m̂2
Z

, v̂ = 1
4√2
√
ĜF

, (2.33)

A detailed discussion of the two different input parameter schemes can be found in [32].

Due to the three generations and Yukawa coupling matrices, the 59 independent
dimension-six operators in the Warsaw basis lead to 2499 hermitian operators and
real coupling parameters of which 1350 are CP-even and 1149 CP-odd. Experiment-
ally, such a large number of parameters cannot be independently determined. In order
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to reduce the number of parameters, flavour symmetry assumptions are used for the
dimension-six operators, which are motivated by previous measurements.
One assumption used here is U(3)5 global flavour symmetry, described in detail in [32],
which requires all Yukawa couplings except the ones for top and bottom quarks to vanish.
The operators of classes 1, 2, 3 and 4 remain unchanged in the U(3)5 symmetry limit and
allowing for complex Wilson coefficients and thus for SM and BSM CP-violation. The
Yukawa matrices for classes 5, 6 and 8 become diagonal with two non-zero entries. With
this assumption, the number of parameters reduces to 52 CP-even and 17 CP-odd ones.

In the U(3)5 flavour symmetric limit, 19 operators contribute to Higgs boson interactions,
the operator OΦ of class 2, the two operators OΦ� and OΦD of class 3, the eight operators
of class 4, the three operators O`Φ, OuΦ and OdΦ of class 5 and the five operators OΦL,
OΦ`, OΦQ, OΦu and OΦd of the class 7 operators. The Ψ6 operator OΦ is neglected be-
cause it can only be measured in double-Higgs production. In addition, operators which
do not directly affect the H → ZZ∗ measurement, i.e. the Higgs boson self-couplings
and the Yukawa couplings of the Higgs boson to down-type quarks and leptons, are
not taken into account. The remaining couplings are the top Yukawa coupling and
the Higgs couplings to the weak gauge bosons (class 4 operators). The former can be
measured in the ttH production, while the latter can be measured in the ggF, VBF and
V H production as well as in the four lepton decay (HZZ).

Five CP-even and five CP-odd parameter remain, which are listed in Table 2.7. For the
Wilson coefficients the SMEFT naming convention [32] is used. The corresponding Feyn-
man diagrams for the CP-even and CP-odd effective couplings are shown in Figure 2.12
and Figure 2.13, respectively.

Table 2.7: SMEFT CP-even and CP-odd dimension-six operators in the Warsaw basis
relevant for the measurements in the H → ZZ∗→ 4` channel

CP-even CP-odd Impact on

Operator Structure Coeff. Operator Structure Coeff. production decay

OΦG Φ†ΦGAµνGAµν cHG OΦG̃ Φ†ΦG̃AµνGAµν c
HG̃

ggF Yes

OuΦ (Φ†Φ)(Q̄purΦ̃) cuH OũΦ (Φ†Φ)(Q̄purΦ̃) cũH ttH -

OΦW Φ†ΦW I
µνW

Iµν cHW OΦW̃ Φ†ΦW̃ I
µνW

Iµν c
HW̃

VBF, V H Yes

OΦB Φ†ΦBµνBµν cHB OΦB̃ Φ†ΦB̃µνBµν c
HB̃

VBF, V H Yes

OΦWB Φ†τ IΦW I
µνB

µν cHWB OΦW̃B
Φ†τ IΦW̃ I

µνB
µν c

HW̃B
VBF, V H Yes
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Figure 2.12: Tree-level Feynman diagrams for (a)ggF, (b) VBF, (c) V H and (d) ttH pro-
duction and (e) for HZZ∗ decay with CP-even effective couplings in the SMEFT.
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Figure 2.13: Tree-level Feynman diagrams for (a)ggF, (b) VBF, (c) V H and (d) ttH pro-
duction and (e) for HZZ∗ decay with CP-odd effective couplings in the SMEFT.
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2.5.2.2 The Higgs Characterisation Model

In the HC model the effective Higgs boson couplings to the SM gauge bosons and fermions
from BSM physics are characterised by 20 new parameters. The effective Lagrangian is
constructed under the assumptions that the Higgs boson resonance at 125 GeV corres-
ponds to a bosonic state and does not couple to any other new state below the cutoff scale
Λ = 1 TeV. It is assumed, that new physics is described by the lowest dimensional addi-
tional operators, i.e. of dimension-six. In principle, all interactions generated by these
gauge invariant operators above the electroweak scale can be included, but for practical
reasons only operators modifying the three-particle Higgs boson (spin J= 0) interactions
are considered. CP conservation is not required. The effective HC interaction Lagrangian

LHC = LSM−H +LJ=0, (2.34)

is formulated in terms of the fermion and gauge boson mass eigenstates, where LSM−H is
the SM interaction Lagrangian without terms involving the Higgs boson after electroweak
symmetry breaking. The modified Higgs boson interactions including dimension-six con-
tributions are described by

LJ=0 =−
∑
t,b,τ

ψ̄f (cακHffgHff +sακAffgAffγ5)ψfh (2.35)

+
{
cακSM

[1
2gHZZZµZ

µ+gHWWW
+
µ W

−µ
]

− 1
4
[
cακHγγgHγγAµνA

µν +sακAγγgAγγAµνÃ
µν
]

− 1
2
[
cακHZγgHZγZµνA

µν +sακAZγgAZγZµνÃ
µν
]

− 1
4
[
cακHgggHggG

A
µνG

A,µν +sακAgggAggG
A
µνG̃

A,µν
]

(2.36)

− 1
4

1
Λ
[
cακHZZZµνZ

µν +sακAZZZµνZ̃
µν
]

− 1
2

1
Λ
[
cακHWWW

+
µνW

−µν +sακAWWW
+
µνW̃

−µν
]

− 1
Λcα

[
κH∂γZν∂µA

µν +κH∂ZZν∂µZ
µν +

(
κH∂WW

+
ν ∂µW

−µν +h.c.
)]}

h,

with the definition cα = cosα and sα = sinα. The angle α parametrises the mixing
between the two CP-eigenstates and implies CP-violation if α 6= 0,π/2. The first line
describes the effective Yukawa interactions with fermions and the remaining lines the
effective couplings to the vector bosons. The effective HC coupling modifiers κSM , κHXX
and κAXX , respectively, describe the SM and BSM CP-even and CP-odd interactions of
the fermions and weak vector bosons with the Higgs field h. For the Lagrangian to be
hermitian, the coupling parameters have to be real (except for κH∂W ). The SM coupling
strengths of the Higgs boson to fermions and bosons are given by gHff and gHXX , while
gAff and gAXX are the coupling strengths of a pseudo-scalar state A for instance in a
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two Higgs-doublet model (2HDM), which is one of the simplest extensions of the SM [43].
A second complex spin-0 field leads to five mass eigenstates after electroweak symmetry
breaking, two CP-even states (h, H), one CP-odd state (A) and two charged Higgs
bosons (H±). The SM can is recovered by setting cα = 1, κSM = κHff = κHgg = 1 and
the remaining HC coupling parameters κi to zero.

Since with the current data no sensitivity is expected to operators describing BSM γγ

and Zγ as well as Yukawa interactions, these are neglected in the presented analysis. In
addition it is assumed, that the CP-even and the CP-odd BSM coupling parameters to
the Z bosons, κHZZ and κAZZ , are identical to the couplings to W bosons, κHWW and
κAWW and are denoted by κXV V = κXZZ = κXWW in the following.
In the presented studies, the HC coupling parameters considered are the ones to Z and
W bosons and to gluons given in Table 2.8. The corresponding Feynman diagrams with
effective coupling are shown in Figure 2.14.

Table 2.8: The most relevant Higgs Characterisation (HC) model coupling parameters for
the measurements in the H → ZZ∗→ 4` decay channel

Coupling term Production and decay mode HC coupling parameter

GAµνG
A,µνh ggF κHgg SM

GAµνG̃
A,µνh ggF κAgg BSM CP-odd

ZµZ
µh, W+

µ W
−µh VBF, V H, HZZ κSM SM

ZµνZ
µνh , W+

µνW
−µνh VBF, V H, HZZ κHV V BSM CP-even

ZµνZ̃h, W+
µνW̃

−µνh VBF, V H, HZZ κAV V BSM CP-odd

2.5.3 Comparability between the Analysis Frameworks

The two EFT analysis frameworks described above use different effective field theories to
introduce the BSM contributions to the Higgs boson interaction. The SMEFT framework
(Section 2.5.2.1) is formulated before the electroweak symmetry breaking, while the
HC framework (Section 2.5.2.2) is formulated in mass eigenstates after the electroweak
symmetry breaking. A direct comparison, i.e. a translation between the SMEFT and the
HC model, is only possible under certain assumptions. In the SMEFT model BSM contri-
butions to the XV V vertex are described by three coupling parameters (cHW , cHB, cHWB

or c
HW̃

, c
HB̃

, c
HW̃B

), while these correspond to one in the HC model (κHV V or κAV V ).
Therefore, a comparison is only possible if all BSM coupling parameters in the SMEFT
model are measured at the same time which was not possible in the presented study due
to less amount of data (see Section 7.3.6). In addition, with the assumption in the HC
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Figure 2.14: Tree-level Feynman diagram for (a) ggF, (b), VBF, (c) V H production mode
and (d) for HZZ∗ decay with effective couplings in the HC model.

model that the BSM coupling parameters to the Z bosons have the same correlation to
corresponding couplings to W bosons as in the SM (κXWW = κXV V ) a translation from
HC to SMEFT is not possible. Thus, the results of the HC analysis and the interpretation
within the SMEFT are not compared to each other.

The coupling modification framework (Section 2.5.1) parametrises deviations from the
Higgs boson couplings under the assumption of a single CP-even state with SM tensor
coupling. Therefore, these coupling strength modifiers can be related to the SM-like
coupling parameter of the HC framework, cακSM .

2.6 Status of Higgs Boson Property Measurements

In 2012, the ATLAS and CMS collaborations announced independently the discovery of
a new particle with a mass of 125 GeV and with properties consistent with those of the
SM Higgs boson [10, 11]. Further studies of its spin and CP properties, as well as the
measurement of its couplings confirmed predictions of the SM [26–28, 44].

In this section the current status of the measurements by the ATLAS and CMS collab-
orations of the Higgs boson properties are summarised based on data taken in the years
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2011 and 2012 at centre-of-mass energies of
√
s= 7 and 8 TeV, respectively, and in 2015

to 2018 at
√
s= 13 TeV.

2.6.1 Measurement of the Higgs Boson Mass

The Higgs boson mass mH is not predicted by the SM. Once it is measured, the Higgs
boson production cross sections as well as the decay rates and the total decay width
are fully determined. Other SM predictions of precision electroweak observables in
higher-orders perturbation theory depend on mH . The highest mass resolution can be
achieved in final states which can be fully reconstructed with high precision, namely in
the H → 4` and H → γγ decay channels. The mass resolution of both experiments in
the four-lepton and diphoton final states is about 1-2% [45], while in other channels like
H →WW ∗→ `ν`ν only a resolution of about 20% can be obtained due to the missing
neutrinos.

Table 2.9 summarises all measurements of the Higgs boson mass, the individual and
combined Run 1 measurements of both experiments [46] and the ATLAS and CMS
Run 2 measurement in four-lepton and diphoton final states [47, 48].

2.6.2 Measurement of the Higgs Boson Width

The width of the Higgs boson is precisely predicted once the Higgs boson mass is known.
FormH = 125 GeV, the width is only 4 MeV. Since the Higgs boson mass resolution of AT-
LAS and CMS is only about 1-2 GeV, direct measurements of the width of the resonance
are much larger than the predicted natural width. In addition to the direct measurements,
also indirect measurements have been performed from both experiments [45]. So far no
deviations from the SM prediction have been observed.

Direct constraints on the width are determined by measuring the shape of the Higgs
boson resonance in final states with high mass resolution, the four-lepton and diphoton
final states [47, 50]. Another direct constraint has been derived by CMS from the lifetime
of the Higgs boson obtained from the measurement of the displacement of the four-lepton
vertex in the H → ZZ∗→ 4` decays from the proton-proton interaction point [51]. The
limits on the natural width of the Higgs boson from direct measurements are summarised
in Table 2.10.

Indirect constraints on the width can be obtained from the resonance shift in the di-
photon mass spectrum. The interference between gg→H→ γγ signal and the irreducible
gg→ γγ background leads to a visible resonance mass shift, which depends on the total
width of the Higgs boson [52–54]. The mass shift has been measured by ATLAS to be
35±9 MeV [55]. At the high-luminosity LHC (HL-LHC) an upper limit on the total width
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Table 2.9: Higgs boson mass measurements performed in the four-lepton and diphoton
final states by the ATLAS and CMS experiments with Run 1 and Run 2 data [46–49]

Experiment Channel Measured
mass

Errors

Tot. Stat. Syst.

Run 1

ATLAS H → γγ 126.02 ±0.51 (±0.43 ±0.27) GeV

CMS H → γγ 124.70 ±0.34 (±0.31 ±0.15) GeV

ATLAS H → 4` 124.51 ±0.52 (±0.52 ±0.04) GeV

CMS H → 4` 125.59 ±0.45 (±0.45 ±0.17) GeV

ATLAS+CMS H → γγ 125.07 ±0.29 (±0.25 ±0.14) GeV

ATLAS+CMS H → 4` 125.15 ±0.40 (±0.37 ±0.15) GeV

ATLAS+CMS H → γγ+ 4` 125.09 ±0.24 (±0.21 ±0.11) GeV

Run 2

ATLAS H → γγ 125.32 ±0.35 (±0.19 ±0.29) GeV

ATLAS H → 4` 124.71 ±0.30 (±0.30 ±0.05) GeV

ATLAS H → γγ+ 4` 124.86 ±0.27 (±0.18 ±0.20) GeV

CMS H → γγ 125.78 ±0.26 (±0.18 ±0.19) GeV

CMS H → 4` 125.26 ±0.21 (±0.20 ±0.08) GeV

CMS H → γγ+ 4` 125.46 ±0.17 (±0.13 ±0.11) GeV
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Table 2.10: Observed (and expected) 95% confidence level (CL) limits on the natural
width of the Higgs boson with mass of mH = 125 GeV from fits of the four-lepton and
diphoton mass spectra and from the four-lepton vertex displacement

Experiment γγ mass spectrum 4` mass spectrum 4` vertex lifetime

ATLAS < 5.0(6.2) GeV < 2.6(6.2) GeV −
CMS < 2.4(3.1) GeV < 1.1(1.6) GeV > 3.5 ·10−12 GeV

of approximately 200 MeV at 95% confidence level (CL) is expected for an integrated
luminosity of 3 ab−1 and 14 TeV centre-of-mass energy.

In addition, the interference signal and background in the diphoton channel causes a
change of the off-resonance Higgs boson production cross section. The size of this change
also depends on the total width of the Higgs boson, leading to an upper bound of 800 MeV
on the Higgs boson total width [56]. The limit can be improved to 60 MeV with 3 ab−1

at 14 TeV at the HL-LHC [57].

Finally, the Higgs boson width can be determined indirectly from the on- and off-
resonance signal strengths in the V V decay channels [58–61]. CMS has set the most
accurate constraints on the Higgs boson width from measurements the on- and off-
resonance Higgs boson production in the four-lepton final state with the data collected
in 2011 to 2017. The Higgs boson width is measured to be ΓHΓSMH = 3.2+2.8

−2.2 MeV, while
4.1+5.0
−4.0 MeV is expected from simulation [62]. The upper limit obtained with 36.1 fb−1of

Run 2 data by ATLAS is weaker, corresponding to ΓH/ΓSMH < 3.5, while 3.7 is expected
from the SM [63]. Prospective studies by ATLAS and CMS using only the four-lepton
final states show that the width can be measured with this method with a precision of
ΓH = 4.1+0.7

−0.8 MeV with 3 ab−1 of 14 TeV data [64].

2.6.3 Measurements of the Higgs Boson Couplings

A crucial test of the SM is the measurement of the Higgs boson couplings to SM particles.
At the LHC, the Higgs boson couplings are determined from the signal strength µ,
the product of production cross sections σi for a given process i and decay branching
ratios into a final state f , σi ·Bf , relative to the SM prediction [65, 66]. The latest
combination of measurements by ATLAS and CMS of the production cross-section times
the branching ratio, are shown in Figure 2.15 and Figure 2.16, respectively. The results
are all compatible with the SM prediction µ = 1. In ATLAS, only the combination
V H of WH and ZH production has been measured. Due to the small sensitivity for the
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H → bb decay in ggF production, the SM prediction is used for the combination. The
same has been done for the H →WW ∗ and H → ττ decays in V H production and the
for the H →WW ∗ and H → ZZ∗ decays (V V ) in ttH + tH production. CMS on the
other hand fixed the signal strength for H → ττ decays in WH and ZH production,
H → bb decays in VBF production and H → µµ in WH, ZH and ttH production to the
SM predictions. For H → ZZ∗ decays in WH, ZH, and ttH production and H → γγ

decays in ZH production, negative signal strength results due to negative event yield
after background subtraction have been set to zero.

The signal strength µfi is related to the couplings of the Higgs boson to the fermions or
vector bosons in the initial and final states via the multiplicative coupling modifiers of the
κ-framework introduced in Section 2.5.1 and defined in Equation 2.30. The Higgs boson
couplings are probed in addition by measuring the so-called reduced coupling strength
scale factor defined as

yF = κF
gF√

2
= κF

mF

v
and yV =

√
κV

gV
2v =√κV

mv

v
. (2.37)

where mF (mV ) corresponds to the mass of the fermions (weak gauge boson) and gV the
absolute values of Higgs boson coupling strength. Figure 2.17(a) and 2.17(b) illustrate
this linear dependence over a wide range of particle masses in the SM with the latest
measurement by ATLAS and CMS, respectively, in excellent agreement with the SM
prediction [65, 66].

2.6.4 Measurements of the Higgs Boson Self-Coupling

With the measurement of the Higgs boson self coupling the Higgs potential and the
mechanism of the electroweak symmetry breaking can be probed. This important and
very challenging measurement is an outstanding long term goal at the LHC, at the
HL-LHC and at future colliders.

ATLAS and CMS studied the sensitivity to the trilinear self-coupling gh3 (see Figure 2.3)
in the full data set of 3 ab−1 of the HL-LHC [67–69] in the measurements of the Higgs
boson pair production in the HH → bbγγ, HH → bbττ and HH → bbWW decays. The
most sensitive channel is HH → bbγγ, where signal significances of 1.05 σ and 1.6 σ are
expected by ATLAS [67] and CMS [68], respectively.

2.6.5 Measurements of the Higgs Boson Spin and Parity

In the SM, the Higgs boson is a CP-even scalar particle with JP = 0++. Its spin and
parity properties have been measured by ATLAS and CMS [27, 28] using decays H→ γγ,
H→ ZZ∗→ 4` and H→WW ∗→ `ν`ν. The SM JP = 0+ hypothesis has been compared
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2.6 Status of Higgs Boson Property Measurements

Figure 2.15: ATLAS combined measurements of the signal strength µfi for the different
Higgs boson productions (i) and decay modes (f), the product of the production cross
section and the branching ratios, σi ·Bf , normalised to the SM prediction. The results are
based on the Run 2 data set with an integrated luminosity of 79.8 fb−1 at a centre-of-mass
energy of 13 TeV [65].
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Figure 2.16: CMS combined measurements of the signal strength µfi for the different Higgs
boson productions (i) and decay modes (f), the product of the production cross section
and the branching ratios, σi ·Bf , normalised to the SM prediction. The results are based
on the Run 2 data set with an integrated luminosity of 35.9 fb−1 at a centre-of-mass
energy of 13 TeV [66].
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(a)

(b)

Figure 2.17: Measurements of the modified coupling parameters κF mFv and √κV mv
v to the

SM fermions F and weak gauge bosons V by (a) ATLAS and (b) and CMS as a function
of the particle mass. The SM prediction is shown as dashed line. The lower panels show
the ratios of the measured values to the SM predictions, i.e. κF and √κV . The results
are based on Run 2data with an integrated luminosities of 79.8 fb−1(ATLAS) and 35.9
fb−1(CMS) at a centre-of-mass energy of 13 TeV [65, 66].
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to several alternative hypotheses, namely JP = 0−,1+,1− and 2+. The spin-1 hypothesis
is in principle excluded due to the observation of H → γγ decays and the Landau-Yang
theorem, which forbids the decay of a spin-1 particle into two massless vector bosons [70,
71]. However, the theorem applies only in the narrow-width approximation and the two
reconstructed photons could actually be a pair of two collinear photons which cannot be
separated experimentally. Hence, the spin-1 hypotheses has also been probed.

Figure 2.18(a) and Figure 2.18(b) show the expected and observed distributions of the test
statistics of the SM hypothesis against all alternative spin-parity hypotheses for ATLAS
and CMS, respectively. In all cases the quantum numbers predicted by the SM, JP = 0+,
are favoured by the data. Higher-order scalar or pseudo-scalar contributions have been
excluded. However, it is still possible to have small CP-even or CP-odd admixtures to
the predominately CP-even SM Higgs boson state, as predicted by many theories beyond
the SM. These admixtures can be tested by measuring the tensor structure of the Higgs
boson couplings. This measurement has also been performed in H → ZZ∗ → 4` and
H→WW ∗→ `ν`ν decays [28]. The ratio of the HC coupling parameters (Section 2.5.2.2),

κ̃HV V
κSM

= v

4 ·Λ ·
κHV V
κSM

and κ̃AV V
κSM

· tanα= v

4 ·Λ ·
κAV V
κSM

· tanα, (2.38)

has been measured. The measurement was based on the shape of the CP-sensitive kin-
ematic distributions of the Higgs boson decay products. The expected and observed
values of coupling parameters excluded at a 95% CL after combination of both decay
channels are given in Table 2.11. For the CP-odd coupling parameter the best fit value is
(κ̃AV V /κSM ) · tanα = −0.68 and the region outside −2.18 < (κ̃AV V /κSM ) · tanα < 0.83
is excluded at 95% CL. For the CP-even coupling parameter the best fit value is
κ̃HV V /κSM = −0.48 and the region outside −0.73 < κ̃HV V /κSM < 0.63 is excluded at
95% CL. All results are consistent with the SM prediction.

Table 2.11: Expected and observed best-fit values and exclusion regions at 95% confid-
ence level (CL) for the higher-order CP-odd and CP-even BSM coupling parameters,
(κ̃AV V /κSM ) · tan(α) and κ̃HV V /κSM , respectively. Results are obtained from the com-
bined analysis of the H → ZZ∗→ 4` and H →WW ∗→ `ν`ν decay channels [28]

Coupling ratio Best-fit value 95% CL Exclusion regions

combined Observed Expected Observed

(κ̃AV V /κSM ) · tanα −0.68 (−∞,−2.33]⋃[2.30,∞) (−∞,−2.18]⋃[0.83,∞)

κ̃HV V /κSM −0.48 (−∞,−0.55]⋃[4.80,∞) (−∞,−0.73]⋃[0.63,∞)
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(a)

(b)

Figure 2.18: Distributions of the test statistics of the SM hypothesis JP = 0+ against the
alternative spin-parity hypotheses JP = 0−,1+,1−,2+). For (a) ATLAS [28]. SM hypo-
thesis is shown in blue, alternative hypotheses in red and (b) CMS [27] the SM hypothesis
in orange, alternative hypotheses in blue. The results are based on the Run 1 data at
centre-of-mass energies of 7 TeV and 8 TeV.
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3
The ATLAS Detector at the LHC

In this chapter the ATLAS experiment at the Large Hadron Collider (LHC) is described.
A short introduction of the CERN accelerator complex is given, followed by the charac-
terisation of proton-proton collisions at the LHC. Subsequently, the ATLAS detector with
its sub-detectors is described. Finally, the particle reconstruction and identification with
the ATLAS detector is outlined.

3.1 The Large Hadron Collider

The Large Hadron Collider [72, 73] is a circular particle accelerator and collider situated
at the European Centre for Particle Physics (CERN) in Switzerland. The LHC tunnel
with 26.5 km circumference is located 45 m to 170 m below ground. Two particle beams
circulate in the tunnel in opposite directions in two separate vacuum pipes. Supercon-
ducting dipole-magnets of 8.33 T field strength bend the two beams on the accelerator
ring. The LHC is designed to collide protons up to a centre-of-mass energy of

√
s= 14 TeV

and heavy ions, lead nuclei, up to
√
s= 5.02 TeV.

Before the protons or heavy ions are injected into the LHC, they traverse a chain of
pre-accelerators shown in Figure 3.1. First the protons and lead ions are accelerated
in a linear accelerator (LINAC2) up to energies of 50 MeV and 4.2 MeV, respectively.
Afterwards, the protons are injected into the Proton Synchrotron Booster (PSB), which
increases their energy up to 1.4 GeV, while the lead ions are injected into the Low
Energy Ion Ring (LEIR) and accelerated to 72 MeV. Protons and lead ions are then
accelerated in the Proton Synchrotron (PS) up to energies of 25 GeV and 6 GeV, re-
spectively. The last pre-acceleration is performed in the Super Proton Synchrotron
(SPS) which accelerates protons up to 450 GeV and heavy ions up to 117 GeV. After
that they are piped to the LHC, where they are further accelerated to the collision energy.

Up to now two successful periods of data taking, referred to as Run 1 and Run 2, took
place at the LHC. During the Run 1 period in the years 2010 to 2012, proton-proton
collision data were taken at centre-of-mass energies of

√
s = 7 TeV and

√
s = 8 TeV.

The Run 2 data taking period took place in the years 2015 to 2018 with proton-proton
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collisions at a centre-of-mass energy of 13 TeV. The design collision energies of 14 TeV
for protons and 5.6 TeV for heavy ions are expected to be reached during the Run 3 data
taking which will start after the second long LHC shutdown in 2021.

The four main experiments at the LHC are ATLAS [75], CMS [76], ALICE [77] and
LHCb [78]. The two general purpose experiments, ATLAS and CMS, are designed
to search for the Higgs boson and a broad range of new physics phenomena, such as
dark matter, supersymmetry or extra dimensions. In addition, the detector allows for
high-precision measurements of SM processes and parameters. The heavy ion detector
ALICE studies the physics of strongly interacting matter at extreme energy densities, the
so-called quark-gluon plasma. In contrast to the other detectors, the LHCb experiment
is designed to detect particles mainly in one forward direction. In order to investigate
the difference between matter and antimatter in the decays products of B mesons. The
studies presented in this thesis are based on the proton-proton collision data recorded
with the ATLAS detector in Run 2.

3.2 Proton-Proton Collisions at the Large Hadron Collider

For any process occurring in the collisions of particles, the number of collision events N
over a given time period is given by

N = L ·σ =
∫
Linst ·σ dt, (3.1)

where σ is the cross section of the collision process, and L and Linst are the integrated and
instantaneous luminosities, respectively. The cross section depends on the centre-of-mass
energy. Linst is determined by the number of particle bunches per beam nb, the number
of particles NB per bunch B = 1,2, the bunch circulation frequency f and the widths Σx

and Σy of the horizontal and vertical beam profiles at the collision point [79]:

Linst = fnbN1N2
ΣxΣy

. (3.2)

The LHC is designed to deliver proton-proton collisions at an instantaneous luminosity of
Linst = 1034 cm−2s−1, with NB = 1.15 ·1011 protons per bunch in nb = 2808 bunches per
beam and 25 ns bunch spacing [72]. These values have been reached in 2016, except for
the number of bunches per beam. Figure 3.2(a) shows the integrated luminosity L recor-
ded by ATLAS in Run 2. In 2018, the largest instantaneous of Linst = 21.0 ·1033 cm−2s−1

was reached. It was Linst = 20.9 · 1033 cm−2s−1 in 2017, Linst = 13.8 · 1033 cm−2s−1 in
2016 and Linst = 5.0 · 1033 cm−2s−1 in 2015. In this thesis, the analyses are based on
several Run 2 proton-proton collision data sets described in more detail in Section 4.2.1,
corresponding to integrated luminosities of 36.1 fb−1 (2015-2016), 79.8 fb−1 (2015-2017)
and 139 fb−1 (2015-2018).
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Figure 3.2: The total integrated luminosity delivered (green), recorded by the ATLAS de-
tector (yellow) and good for physics (blue) in the years 2015 to 2018 is shown in (a), while
the luminosity weighted distribution of the mean number of proton-proton interactions
per bunch crossing (pile-up) for the full Run 2 data set (blue histogram) is shown in (b).
Individual distributions for the data taking years are also shown.
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Protons are no elementary particles, but are bound states consisting of strongly interact-
ing partons, the valence quarks (uud), sea quarks (q̄q) and gluons which carry fractions
x of the total momentum of the proton.

The scattering processes in proton-proton collisions involve soft and hard parton inter-
actions. Since hard interactions, allowing for the production of heavy resonances, are
characterised by high momentum transfer, Q2, they can be described by perturbation
theory. Soft interactions of the participating partons show low momentum transfer and
lead to additional quarks and gluons in the final-state (the so-called underlying event).
They cannot cannot be described by perturbation theory. The quarks and gluons in the
final-state event and further gluons and quarks in the parton showers eventually fragment
into hadrons. An illustration of a hadronic interaction, including both hard and soft par-
ton scattering interactions is shown in Figure 3.3.

The production cross section in proton-proton collisions can be described by [81]

σtot =
1∫

0

dx1

1∫
0

dx2
∑
ij

fi(x1,Q
2)fj(x2,Q

2)σ̂(x1x2s). (3.3)

where σ̂(x1x2s) is the perturbatively calculable parton hard scattering cross section at en-
ergy fraction √x1x2s of the LHC centre-of-mass energy

√
s and fi(x1,Q

2) and fj(x2,Q
2)

are the parton distribution functions (PDFs) of the colliding partons i and j. The PDFs
are the probability density functions for finding a parton i(j) with momentum fraction
x1(x2) in the colliding protons 1 and 2 at a given momentum transfer Q2. The PDFs
cannot be calculated perturbatively. They have been measured in dedicated experiments
e.g. deep-inelastic electron/neutrino-proton scattering, and then extrapolated to the
LHC energies using the DGLAP equation [82, 83].

Several PDF sets have been determined, like CT [84], MMHT [85] and NNPDF [86,
87]. For the LHC measurements, a combination of the available PDF sets is used,
called PDF4LHC [88]. Figure 3.4 shows the proton PDF for momentum transfers of
Q2 = 10 GeV2 and Q2 = 104 GeV2. Gluons carry the main fraction of the total mo-
mentum, followed by the sea and valence quarks. The PDFs of the gluons and the sea
quarks are large at small x values and become small above x = 0.1, where the valence
quarks dominate. At large Q2, the contribution of the sea quarks becomes larger and also
bottom quarks carry a non-negligible momentum fraction. The most relevant momentum
fraction of the colliding partons is between x = 10−3 and x = 10−1. Therefore, at LHC
energies, the production processes are often dominated by the gluon fusion.
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Figure 3.3: Illustration of a proton-proton collision at high energies [80]. The hard scat-
tering of partons is shown in red, Bremsstrahlung processes occurring in parton showers in
blue, the hadronising partons in green and secondary soft interactions in purple. Hadron
decays are shown in dark green and QED Bremsstrahlung in yellow.
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Figure 3.4: The PDF4LHC PDF sets at next-to-leading-order (NLO) QCD at centre-of-
mass-energies (a) Q2 = 10 GeV2 and (b) Q2104 GeV2.

In addition to the collision process with the hard interaction multiple proton-proton col-
lisions per bunch crossing can occur, the so-called pile-up events. The number of pile-up
events depends on the run conditions and increases with the instantaneous luminosity as
shown Figure 3.2(b). The performance of the detector is affected by two types of pile-up
the in-time pile-up of additional proton-proton interactions in the same bunch crossing as
the hard scattering process, and the out-of-time pile-up due to the particle interactions
from neighbouring bunch crossings recorded during the detector read out.
The hard-scattering processes of signal and background events are simulated by Monte
Carlo event generators. Parton shower programs, which are interfaced to the event gener-
ators, simulate the hadronisation of the final-state. The parton shower and the fragment-
ation simulation are tuned to the measurements. The generated events are then passed
through the ATLAS detector simulation [89] which is based on Geant4 program [90].
The hits produced by the detector simulation are converted into electronic in the digit-
alisation step. Afterwards, the simulates data are reconstructed in the same way as the
recorded data. Multiple proton-proton collisions (pile-up) are taken into account by su-
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perimposing minimum bias events onto the simulated signal events. In order to match
the mean number of interactions per bunch crossing to the data, the simulated pile-up
profile is reweighted.

3.3 The ATLAS Detector

The ATLAS experiment [75] is one of the two multi-purpose experiments at the LHC. Its
physics programme is based on proton-proton collisions covers precision measurements
of SM processes and the search for physics beyond the SM. In addition, the ATLAS
experiment explores the strongly interacting matter at extreme energy densities in heavy
ion collisions. The first main goal of the ATLAS experiment, the discovery of the Higgs
boson, was reached in 2012.

The LHC beam conditions, i.e. the high luminosity and the centre-of-mass energy and
the aim to cover a broad spectrum of physics lead to the design requirements for the
ATLAS detector: fast, highly-granular and radiation hard tracking detectors providing
excellent momentum and vertex resolution for charged particles, highly-granular calori-
meter covering almost the entire solid angle, a muon spectrometer with high momentum
resolution up to highest muon energies and an selective and efficient trigger system.

In this section, the coordinate system and conventions of the ATLAS experiment and the
different detector components are described.

3.3.1 Coordinate System and Conventions of the ATLAS Experiment

The origin of the right-handed coordinate system of the ATLAS detector (see Fig-
ure 3.5(a)) is set to the nominal interaction point. The x-axis points to the centre of the
LHC ring, the y-axis upwards and the z-axis along the beam direction. In cylindrical
coordinates (see Figure 3.5(b)), the azimuthal angle φ ∈ [−π,π] is measured in the x-y
plane (transverse plane) relative to the x-axis. The polar angle θ ∈ [0,π] is measured from
the positive z-axis.

The pseudorapidity η of a particle, illustrated in Figure 3.6, is a measure of the particles
direction invariant boosts in z-direction:

η =− lntan
(
θ

2

)
. (3.4)

Large pseudorapidities correspond to small polar angles, while values around η = 0 are
close to the transverse plane. The rapidity

y = 1
2 ln

(
E+pz
E−pz

)
, (3.5)
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Figure 3.5: Illustration of the ATLAS coordinate system in (a) Cartesian and (b) cyl-
indrical coordinates.
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with pz the momentum component along the z-axis, is alternatively used for particles
whose rest mass is comparable to their energy E. For massless particles rapidity and
pseudorapidity are identical.

The angular separation ∆R of two particles is given accordingly by

∆R=
√

(η1−η2)2 + (φ1−φ2)2 =
√

∆η2 + ∆φ2, (3.6)

where η1(2) and φ1(2) are the pseudorapidities and azimuthal angles of the two particles.

The distance of closest approach between the trajectory of a particle and the reconstructed
primary vertex in the transverse plane is the transverse impact parameter d0 illustrated
in Figure 3.7(a). The longitudinal impact parameter z0, illustrated in Figure 3.7(b),
is defined as the distance of closest approach to the primary vertex in longitudinal
z-direction.
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Figure 3.7: Illustration of (a) the transverse impact parameter d0 and (b) the longitudinal
impact parameter z0.

The transverse momentum pT of a particle, indicated in Figure 3.5(b), is the momentum
component orthogonal to the beam axis

pT = p · sinθ. (3.7)

As the colliding protons are composite particles, the momenta of the incoming partons
are unknown. In addition, fragmentation products of partons which do not participate in
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the hard scatter process leave the detector undetected in the direction of the beam pipe.
Hence, the total longitudinal momentum of collision products is unknown. On the other
hand, the colliding partons have negligible transverse momenta, such that the transverse
momentum sum of all collision products vanishes,∑

i

pT,i = 0, (3.8)

due to momentum conservation. This constraint helps for the reconstruction of neutrinos
or new weakly interacting particles, which are not recorded in the detector. Their trans-
verse energies are detected as missing transverse energy defined as transverse momentum
imbalance:

EmissT =−
∣∣∣∣∣∑
i

pT,i

∣∣∣∣∣ . (3.9)

3.3.2 The Detector Components

A schematic view of the ATLAS detector is shown in Figure 3.8. The detector has a length
of about 44 m along the beam axis and a diameter of about 25 m. It consists of three
regions, the central one with cylindrical shape (the barrel region) and two disk-shaped
regions at both ends of the barrel (the endcap regions).

In each of these regions, several detector sub-system technologies are placed. Closest
to the beam axis is the inner detector measuring the momenta and vertices of charged
particle tracks in a 2 T solenoidal magnetic field provided by a thin superconducting
coil. It is surrounded by the electromagnetic and hadronic calorimeters used for the
identification of photons, electrons and hadron jets and for the measurement of their
energies. The outermost part of the detector is the muon spectrometer used for the
identification and the momentum measurement of muons. The magnetic field in the
muon spectrometer is provided by three large superconducting air-core toroidal magnets
with a field integral of 2-6 Tm.

In the following, the detector sub-system are described in detail.

3.3.2.1 The Trigger System

The detector is operated at a high occupancy with a bunch crossing frequency of 40 MHz.
With the available bandwidth and computing resources it is not possible to record every
collision event. Instead, a dedicated trigger system is used to select the interesting
hard-interaction events. In Run 2, a two-level trigger system is used, consisting of a
hardware-based level-1 trigger and a software-based high-level trigger [91, 92].
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The initial event selection is performed by the level-1 trigger within 2 µs after the bunch
crossing, reducing the event rate from 40 MHz to 100 kHz. Until the trigger decision, the
detector signals are stored in pipelines of the detector front-end electronics. In addition
to accepting or rejecting an event, the level-1 trigger defines for the accepted events the
regions of interests in the detector, which are analysed in more detail at the next trigger
level.

The software-based high-level trigger processes the information within the regions of in-
terest using fast algorithms, based on the offline reconstruction software. The trigger-level
reconstruction consists of a fast tracking and a precision tracking part. The fast tracking
is seeded by the information of the level-1 trigger and decides within 40 ms whether the
event should be further processed. Afterwards, a detailed tracking is performed seeded
by the fast tracking results. The decision of the high-level trigger is made within 4 s and
reduces the output event rate down to 1 kHz. The triggered events are recorded and fully
reconstructed by the ATLAS offline reconstruction [90].

3.3.2.2 The Inner Detector

The inner detector shown in Figure 3.9 is immersed in a 2 T solenoidal magnetic field
which is oriented parallel to the z-axis and generated by a cylindrical superconducting
coil. It measures the trajectories of charged particles and provides a precise determination
of their momenta. In order to identify the primary collision vertex as well as the second-
ary decay vertices of particles, the reconstructed tracks are extrapolated to a common
point of origin. The secondary vertex reconstruction is important for the identification of
particles with relatively long lifetime, such as b-hadrons and τ -leptons.

The inner tracking detector consists of three sub-detectors: the silicon pixel detector,
the semiconductor central tracker and the transition radiation tracker [93, 94]. The pixel
detector is arranged in three concentric cylindrical layers starting at 110 mm distance
from the beam axis in the barrel region and three discs in each of the two e endcap
regions. During the first long shutdown of the LHC between Run 1 and Run 2, an
additional inner pixel layer (the insertable b-layer) was installed at a distance of 33 mm
to the beam axis to improve the vertex resolution and the b-tagging performance [95].

The second high-resolution tracking detector, the semiconductor central tracker, is ar-
ranged in four concentric layers of silicon micro-strip sensors in the barrel and nine discs
in each of the two in the endcap regions. In order to measure the second coordinate
along the z-axis in the barrel and radial in the endcaps, the strips in the sensor pairs
glued back to back to each other at a small stereo angle are placed in each barrel layer
parallel to the beam axis. The outermost tracking component, the transition radiation
tracker, is composed of straw drift tubes with a diameter of 4 mm, which are filled with
a Xe/CO2/O2 (70%/27%/3%) gas mixture.
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Figure 3.9: Cut-away view of the ATLAS inner detector including the pixel detector, the
semiconductor tracker and the transition radiation tracker [75].

While the insertable b-layer covers a pseudorapidity range of |η|< 2.9, the semiconductor
central tracker and the transition radiation tracker provide precise track measurement
up to |η| = 2.5 and |η| = 2.0, respectively. The transverse momenta of charged particles
are measured by the inner tracker with a resolution of σpT /pT = 0.05% pT ⊕ 1% within
|η|< 2.5 .

3.3.2.3 The Calorimeter System

The energy deposits of electrons, photons, hadrons and jets are measured by the calori-
meter system of the ATLAS detector shown in Figure 3.10. The particles are absorbed in
high-density absorber plates and the deposited energy in the form of secondary scattered
particles is measured in active material in between. The calorimeter system is divided
into the electromagnetic and the hadronic calorimeter. The former is employed to
measure the energies and directions of electromagnetically interacting particles, electrons
and photons. The strongly interacting hadrons are measured in the latter. The entire
calorimeter system covers the solid angle up to |η| = 4.9 [96, 97], allowing for a precise
measurement of the missing transverse energy.
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Figure 3.10: Cut-away view of the ATLAS calorimeter system with the electromagnetic
and the hadronic calorimeters [75].

The electromagnetic calorimeter surrounding the inner detector covers a pseudorapidity
range of |η| < 3.2. It consists of three parts, the barrel region within |η| < 1.475 and
two endcap regions covering 1.375 < |η| < 3.2. The active material of these highly-
granular calorimeters is liquid argon (LAr) linking the gaps between accordion-shaped
lead absorber plates. The energy resolution of the electromagnetic calorimeter is
σE/E = 10%/

√
E ⊕ 0.7%. To trigger on electrons and photons at level-1, a reduced

granularity information from the electromagnetic calorimeters is used.

The hadronic calorimeters surround the electromagnetic calorimeter. In the central re-
gion covering |η| < 1.7, steel is used as absorber material and scintillating tiles as active
medium. The endcap calorimeters cover the region 1.5< |η|< 3.2 using copper absorbers
and liquid argon as active material. In order to increase the pseudorapidity coverage, had-
ronic forward calorimeters are installed in the region 3.1< |η|< 4.9 which use also liquid
argon as active material but with different absorber materials. The first layer of the for-
ward calorimeter consists of a copper absorber matrix with LAr filled bores optimised for
electromagnetic calorimetry. The second and third layers use a tungsten absorber matrix
measure hadronic energy deposits. The energy resolution of the hadronic calorimeter is
σE/E = 50%/

√
E⊕3% in the barrel region and σE/E = 100%/

√
E⊕10% in the endcap

calorimeters.

55



Chapter 3 The ATLAS Detector at the LHC

3.3.2.4 The Muon Spectrometer

Muons are minimum ionising particles and the only charged particles which traverse the
calorimeter system with only small energy loss. They are detected with high efficiency
in the outermost and largest part of the ATLAS detector, the muon spectrometer (see
Figure 3.11). The spectrometer consists of three parts, one barrel region within |η|< 1.05
and two endcap regions within 1.05 < |η| < 2.7. The muon momenta are measured with
high precision in the magnetic field of three large superconducting toroidal magnets, one
in the barrel region (|η|< 1.7) and two in the endcap regions, with field strength ranging
from 0.5 to 1 T [98].

Figure 3.11: Cut-away view of the ATLAS muon spectrometer with the trigger chambers
(RPC, TGC) and the precision tracking chambers (CSC, MDT) [75].

The precision muon tracking is in general performed in three layers of Monitored Drift
Tube (MDT) chambers. In order to cope with the high background rates from neutrons
and γ-rays emerging from the interactions in the calorimeters in shielding and filling
the detector cavern, the innermost endcap layer uses Cathode Strip Chambers (CSC)
covering |η|> 2.0. In addition, small-diameter Muon Drift Tube (sMDT) chambers have
been installed inside the detector feet in the barrel region during the winter shutdown
2016/2017 [99]. The relative muon momentum resolution of the muon spectrometer
ranges from about 3% at pT ≈ 100 GeV to about 10% at pT ≈ 1 TeV.
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There are two types of fast trigger chambers: Resistive Plate Chambers (RPC) in the
barrel region within |η| < 1.05 and Thin Gap Chambers (TGC) in the endcap regions
within 1.05< |η|< 2.7. The level-1 muon trigger covers the pseudorapidity |η|< 2.4 with
additional second-coordinate position measurement with reduced resolution along the
drift tubes.

3.4 Particle Reconstruction and Identification

The different particles produced in proton-proton collisions interact in specific ways in
one or more of the ATLAS detector sub-systems as illustrated in Figure 3.12, allowing
for their reconstruction and identification.

Figure 3.12: Illustration of the signatures of the interacting of different particle types in
the ATLAS detector produced in proton-proton collisions [100].
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Charged particles, such as electrons, muons or charged hadrons, are first detected in the
inner detector. The direction of the curvature of the reconstructed particle trajectory
allows for distinguishing between positively and negatively charged particles. All electro-
magnetically interacting particles such, as electrons and photons, deposit most of their
energy in the electromagnetic calorimeter. The electrons can therefore be identified as
electromagnetic showers matched to tracks in the inner detector, while photons as neutral
particles, leave energy deposits in the electromagnetic calorimeter but no associated track
in the inner detector.

Strongly interacting particles traverse the electromagnetic calorimeter with relatively
little energy deposit and are stopped in the hadronic calorimeter producing hadronic
showers. Charged hadrons (such as protons) are identified by matching hadronic showers
to corresponding tracks in the inner detector and to energy deposits in the electromag-
netic calorimeter. Neutral hadrons (such as neutrons), only produce hadronic showers.
The hadrons produced in the hadronisation of highly energetic quarks and gluons and
their decay products form hadron jets.

Muons as minimum ionising particles leave only small amounts of their energy in the
calorimeter system and are subsequently identified in the muon detector. The muon
trajectories reconstructed in the inner detector are combined with the muon tracks in
the muon spectrometer to improve the muon momentum resolution and reconstruction
efficiency and to measure the production vertex. The associated small energy deposition
in the calorimeters are used to extend the muon identification coverage where there
are gaps in the muon spectrometer. Weekly interacting particles (such as neutrinos),
pass the detector undetected and can only be identified via missing transverse energy [101].

The subject of this thesis is the study of the Higgs boson properties in the H→ZZ∗→ 4`
decay channel. The final-state particles are muons and electrons, as well as quark and
gluon jets from associated Higgs boson production. The reconstruction and identification
of these particles is described in more detail in the following.

3.4.1 Electron Reconstruction and Identification

Electrons are reconstructed from tracks in the inner detector and energy deposits in the
electromagnetic calorimeter [102–104]. As first step, the energy deposits in the elec-
tromagnetic calorimeter are reconstructed using a dedicated clustering algorithm [105].
For the studies performed with the two larger data sets with 79.8 fb−1 and 139 fb−1,
the cluster algorithm has been improved to include low-energy Bremsstrahlung photons
radiated by electrons in the inner detector [106]. The reconstructed clusters have to fulfil
requirements on the shower shape, before they are matched to inner detector tracks.
Radiative energy losses in the inner detector are taken into account by track refitting
using a Gaussian-Sum Filter [107].
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Prompt electrons are distinguished from background electrons due to misidentification
of hadron jets, photon conversions or Dalitz decays of pions using a likelihood-based
multivariate discriminant [102–104]. Discriminating variables are e.g. a hit in the insert-
able b-layer, the longitudinal and transverse electromagnetic showers shape, track-cluster
matching accuracy and signals from the transition radiation detector. There are three
sets of electron identification criteria with increasing background rejection: the so-called
loose, medium and tight working points. For the H → ZZ∗ → 4` analysis, the loose
working point with an electron efficiency of about 93% is chosen. The average electron
efficiencies for the medium and tight working points are about 88% and 80%, respectively.

The electron identification efficiency of each of the three working points is measured using
the tag-and-probe method in Z→ ee and J/ψ→ ee events [102–104]. The latter process
allows for the measurement of electron transverse energies ET in the energy range from
4.5 GeV to 20 GeV, while the former covers the energy range above 15 GeV. Electron
candidates pairs are required to have an invariant mass consistent with the Z boson
mass, 76.2 GeV < mee < 106.2 GeV or with the J/ψ mass, 1.8 GeV < mee < 4.6 GeV,
respectively. The electrons are reconstructed within |η| < 2.47 and are required to have
ET > 24 GeV (ET > 4.5 GeV) for Z boson (J/ψ) events.

The tag electron of each pair has to fulfil the tight identification criteria in addition
to the requirements on the transverse energy and is required not to be reconstructed
in the calorimeter transition region 1.37 < |η| < 1.52. The second electron candidate
of the pair is called probe electron on which the loose, medium or tight identification
criteria are applied. The identification efficiency is defined as the ratio of the number of
probe electrons identified at a given working point and the total number of probe electrons.

The electron identification efficiency measurements for 2017 data has been performed
with an integrated luminosity of 43.8 fb−1 and are shown in Figure 3.13 as a function of
ET and η of the probe electron.

The identification efficiency at all three working points increases with increasing ET since
the background rates are lower at higher transverse energies. The dependence on η is
determined by the material distribution in the inner detector and the calorimeter. The
transition region between the barrel and the endcap calorimeters around |η| = 1.5 is not
instrumented and the efficiency therefore decreases in this region and in the calorimeter
gap at |η| = 0. Due to known incomplete modelling of the calorimeter shower shapes
by the detector simulation, the measured electron identification efficiencies differ from
those predicted by the simulation. Therefore, a scale factor, defined as the ratio of the
measured and the simulated electron efficiency, is applied to the simulated electron events
depending on electron ET and η to correct for the discrepancy. Measured uncertainties
on the scale factors are taken into account as systematic uncertainty in the data analyses.
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Figure 3.13: Electron identification efficiency determined from Z → ee and J/ψ → ee

events using the tag-and-probe method for loose, medium and tight identification criteria
as a function of (a) the transverse energy ET and (b) the pseudorapidity η of the probe
electron (see text). The measurements performed with data (full markers) are compared
to the Monte Carlo simulation (open markers) [108].
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The electron energy scale and resolution are calibrated using Z→ ee decays [109]. The dif-
ferences in energy scale (E) and energy resolution (σE/E) between data and Monte Carlo
simulation are described by a factor αi and a constant term ci, respectively, depending
on the |η| region i:

Edata = EMC (1 +αi) and
(
σE
E

)data
=
(
σE
E

)MC
⊕ ci (3.10)

Both corrections are applied to the data and determined by comparing the shapes of the
ee invariant mass distributions in Z→ ee data and simulation.

The energy scale and resolution corrections are measured in intervals of η in the region
|η|< 2.47. The accuracy of the energy scale measurement varies from 0.03% to 0.2%. The
additional constant term in the energy resolution is smaller than 1% in the calorimeter
central region and between 1% and 2% in the endcaps. In the transition region between
barrel and endcaps, values of about 3% are reached.

3.4.2 Muon Reconstruction and Identification

The muon reconstruction is performed with tracks reconstructed in the inner detector and
the muon spectrometer. In addition, the information from the calorimeters is employed
in the central region of the detector (|η|< 0.1), where the routing read out cables of the
inner detector require a gap in the instrumentation of the muon spectrometer. Depend-
ing on the combination of sub-systems used, four types of muon reconstruction can be
distinguished [110, 111]:

Combined muon reconstruction

In the pseudorapidity range covered by both the inner detector and the muon spec-
trometer, muons are reconstructed by means of a combined fit of the hits in the inner
detector and in the muon spectrometer. It is the most frequent and most precise type of
muon reconstruction.

Segment-tagged muon reconstruction

For very low-pT muons or in the regions of limited acceptance of the muon spectrometer,
no full track reconstruction is possible in the muon spectrometer. In that case, a in-
ner detector track is combined with track segments in one or more layers of the muon
spectrometer. The muon momentum is then only measured in the inner detector.
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Stand-alone muon reconstruction

Outside of the coverage of the inner detector in the forward region 2.5 < |η|< 2.7 of the
muon spectrometer, muon tracks are reconstructed in the muon spectrometer alone, where
the track impact parameter is determined by extrapolation to the interaction point. The
measured muon momentum is corrected for the expected energy loss in the calorimeters.

Calorimeter-tagged muon reconstruction

In the central detector region (|η| < 0.1) with a gap in the muon spectrometer instru-
mentation, tracks in the inner detector are identified as muons if they can be matched to
an energy deposit in the calorimeter compatible with a minimum ionising particle.

If a muon candidate is reconstructed by more than one reconstruction method, the type
with the highest priority is chosen. The highest priority is given to the combined muon
reconstruction, followed by the segmented-tagged and finally calorimeter-tagged recon-
struction. If a muon is reconstructed stand-alone in the muon spectrometer, in addition
to of the other reconstruction methods, the reconstruction with the best fit quality and
with the larger number of hits is chosen.

Muons are identified by applying quality requirements suppressing the background ori-
ginating mainly from muons from decays of pions and kaons. The misidentified inner
detector muon tracks from in-flight decays of charged hadrons, are characterised by
kinks resulting in reduced quality of the combined track fit and incompatibility of the
momenta measured in the inner detector and in the muon spectrometer. In addition to
these criteria, a minimum number of hits on track in the inner detector and in the muon
spectrometer is required in order to ensure a robust momentum measurement.

As for the electron identification, loose, medium and tight muon identification working
points are defined. The medium muon identification working point is the default in AT-
LAS minimising the systematic uncertainties due to muon reconstruction and calibration.
Only combined and stand-alone muon reconstruction is employed at this working point.
For the tight muon identification working point, only combined muon reconstruction is
used. This working point maximises the muon purity at the cost of some efficiency. For
the H → ZZ∗ → 4` analysis, the loose working point is used for all muon candidates,
maximising the reconstruction efficiency while keeping sufficient quality of the muon
tracks. For this working point all four types of muon reconstruction are employed.

Within the acceptance of the inner detector (|η|< 2.5), a tag-and-probe method is used to
determine the muon identification efficiency in J/ψ→µµ and Z→µµ events. The dimuon
invariant mass system is required to be within 10 GeV of the Z boson mass for Z → µµ

events and within 2.7−3.5 GeV for J/ψ→ µµ events. The tag muon is required to pass
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the medium identification criteria and the single muon trigger requirements. The second
muon (the probe muon), can be either an inner detector track, a muon spectrometer track
or a calorimeter-tagged muon. The ratio of the number of probe muons identified as loose,
medium or tight to the number of all probe muons is defined as the identification efficiency.

The measurement of the medium and tight identification efficiencies is performed in two
stages. First, the efficiency ε(X|CT) to identify a inner detector track with the medium or
tight criteria (X=medium/tight) is determined using calorimeter-tagged muons (CT) as
probes. Secondly, this efficiency is corrected to account for the inner detector (ID) track
reconstruction efficiency ε(ID|MS) using muon spectrometer (MS) tracks as probes. The
final identification efficiency ε(X) is given by

ε(X) = ε(X|CT) · ε(ID|MS). (3.11)

The loose muon identification efficiency is measured separately for calorimeter-tagged
muons within |η|< 0.1 and all other muon reconstruction methods. For the calorimeter-
tagged muon identification efficiency, muon spectrometer tracks are used as probes, while
for the remaining muon types the same approach as for the medium and tight working
points is used.

For Z→ µµ events the expected background contribution from Monte Carlo simulation is
subtracted. For J/ψ→ µµ events efficiency and background contribution are determined
simultaneously in a maximum-likelihood fit of the µµ invariant mass distribution. To
account for differences between the identification efficiencies measured in data and in
simulation, an efficiency scale factor (SF) is applied to the muons in simulated events:

SF = εData(η,φ)
εMC(η,φ) . (3.12)

The identification efficiency for muons with |η| > 2.5, i.e. outside of the inner detector
acceptance, is determined using muon spectrometer tracks of loose and medium muons.
The number of Z → µµ events with a muon in the high-η region (2.5 < |η| < 2.7) is
normalised to the number of Z→ µµ events observed in the region 2.2< |η|< 2.5. Muons
in the central region are corrected with the SF as defined in Equation 3.12. This ratio is
calculated in both, data and simulation and the double-ratio is applied as scale factor[110].

Figure 3.14 shows the muon identification efficiency as a function of muon pT for the
medium working point and |η|> 0.1 and as a function of η for the loose, medium and tight
working points and muons pT > 10 GeV. The measurement has been performed using the
2017 data corresponding to an integrated luminosity of 15.4 fb−1. In the region |η|> 0.1,
the efficiency increases from 82% for low-pT muons to about 99% for pT > 10 GeV. As a
function of η the efficiency for muons with pT > 10 GeV is almost constant and near to
99% for loose and medium working points and near to 97% for the tight working point
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except for the region where there is an acceptance gap in the muon spectrometer for inner
detector services to pass through. The efficiency near η = 0 can be fully recovered by
using the loose identification which accepts the segment-tagged and calorimeter-tagged
muons in addition to combined and stand-alone muons. The ratio of efficiencies meas-
ured in data and simulation is applied as a correction factor to the simulated muons events.

The muon momentum scale and resolution are measured from the invariant mass distribu-
tion of the muon pairs in Z→ µµ and J/ψ→ µµ events [111]. In the central region of the
detector, the momentum scale is determined with a precision of about 0.05%, increasing
to 0.3% at |η| ≈ 2.5. The relative pT resolution σ(pT )/pT is 1.7% (2.3%) in the central
detector region and 2.3% (2.9%) in the endcaps for muons from Z boson (J/ψ) decays.

3.4.3 Jet Reconstruction and Identification

A jet is a narrow cone of hadrons and other particles produced in the hadronisation of
highly energetic quarks and gluons. The hadrons produce showers in the calorimeters
and charged particle tracks in the inner detector. Jets are reconstructed from the energy
clusters deposited in the calorimeter using the anti-kT jet finding algorithm [113, 114]
which includes also the soft QCD radiation in the hadronisation process. The input to
the jet finding algorithm are three-dimensional clusters of topologically connected energy
deposits in calorimeter cells. The algorithm calculates the distances dij between pairs of
topological clusters i and j and the distances diB of the topological clusters i to the beam
direction B,

dij = min
(
k−2
T i ,k

−2
Tj

)∆R2
ij

R2 and diB = k−2
T i , (3.13)

where kT i is the transverse momentum of the topological cluster i, ∆R2
ij is the angular

distance in the η−φ space between the clusters and R the radius parameter defining to
the jet cone size. The jets in the H→ZZ∗→ 4` analysis are reconstructed using a radius
parameter of R= 0.4. If the distance dij is smaller than diB and djB, the two clusters are
combined. If diB is smaller than any dij value, the cluster i is defined to form a jet and
is removed from the list of clusters. The distances are then recalculated and the process
is repeated until no clusters are left.

The jet energy scale is calibrated in several stages, accounting for the features of the de-
tector, for the reconstruction algorithm, for the fragmentation process and for corrections
for pile-up interactions [115]. The correction factors are obtained from simulation and
control data sets with dijet, multijet, Z+jets and Z+γ events. In most of the calibration
stages, the full four-momentum of the jet is corrected. The first step of the energy scale
calibration is the origin correction, which improves the η resolution of the jets. The
four-momentum of the reconstructed jet is recalculated to point to the primary vertex
instead of to the centre of the detector.
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Figure 3.14: Muon identification efficiency determined from Z→ µµ and J/ψ→ µµ events
for (a) the medium identification working point as a function of pT and |η| > 0.1 for (b)
the loose, medium and tight identification working points as a function of η and muon
pT > 10 GeV. The efficiencies have been measured using 15.4 fb−1 of data collected in
2017 at

√
s= 13 TeV [112].
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In the next step, the pile-up induced energy from the same or nearby colliding proton
bunches is subtracted in an area-based and residual corrections. In the area-based cor-
rection, the median of the distributions of the product of the jet pT density and the jet
area in the η−φ plane is subtracted from the jet four momentum. The jet pT density is
the ratio of the jet transverse momentum and the jet area estimated from dijet Monte
Carlo events. It is calculated in the central region of the detector and does not fully
describe the pile-up in the forward calorimeter region. Therefore, the residual correction
is applied, given by the difference between the reconstructed and the true particle-level
jet pT .

After the pile-up correction, the reconstructed jet four-momentum is corrected to the
particle-level energy scale by the absolute jet energy scale and η calibration taking into
account the bias in the jet η reconstruction. The correction factor is derived from simu-
lated dijet events by matching geometrically the reconstructed jets to the particle-level
jets and is given by the inverse of the average energy response, which is defined as the
mean of a Gaussian function fitted to the distribution of the ratio of reconstructed to
true jet energy. The jet response is determined as a function of η and of the true jet energy.

The reconstructed jet energy and the related uncertainties are further improved by using
the calorimeter, muon spectrometer and inner detector information in the global sequential
calibration. Using several observables, like the fraction of jet energy measured in the first
layer of the hadronic tile calorimeter or the number of tracks with pT > 1 GeV associated
with the jet, an independent correction of the jet four-momentum is derived as a func-
tion of the true pT and |η| values by inverting the reconstructed jet response in Monte
Carlo events. The last step of the calibration is the residual in situ calibration which is
performed using well-measured photons, Z bosons and calibrated jets in data as reference.

In the central region of the detector, the jet energy scale is calibrated with an accuracy
of better than 1% for 100 GeV< pT < 500 GeV and to better than 4.5% for lower pT
jets. For jets in the forward region, i.e. |η|> 0.8, an additional uncertainty of 2% is added.

In the calibration steps described above, the average transverse energy from pile-up
interactions is subtracted from the energy of the reconstructed jet. However, due to local
fluctuation in the pile-up activity, additional pile-up jets can still occur. It is essential for
data analyses to reject such jets. Within the |η| coverage of the inner detector (|η|< 2.4)
this can be done using the jet-vertex tagger method [116, 117] which makes use of inner
detector track information. The method uses two discriminating variables related to the
number of tracks associated to the jet and originating from the primary vertex. The
jet-vertex tagger gives small output values for pile-up jets, while they tend to be large for
signal jets.
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In order to select Higgs boson candidates from bbH or ttH production, the identification
of b-jets (b-tagging) is important. b-jets are distinguished from light quark and gluon jets
based on the long lifetime of the b hadrons and reconstruction of their decay vertices.
b-jet identification is only possible within the coverage of the inner detector |η| < 2.5.
Secondary vertices are searched for or the primary vertex association is tested using three
algorithms. Their outputs are combined in a multivariate discriminant by the so-called
MV2c10b-tagging algorithm [118, 119]. The b hadrons are identified at different working
points with efficiencies of 60%, 70%, 77% and 85%.
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4
Detection of Higgs Boson Decays to Four

Leptons at 13 TeV

The studies of the Higgs boson coupling properties presented in this thesis, including
the measurements of the production cross sections in exclusive phase space regions and
CP-violating observables, are performed in the H → ZZ∗ → 4` decay channel. In this
chapter the signal and background processes and the signal selection for the inclusive
reconstruction are described.

After the introduction of the signal and background processes, the recorded collision data
sets and the corresponding Monte Carlo samples are described, followed by a discussion
of the inclusive event selection criteria and the background estimation procedure and
presentation of the measurement results. The measurements in this thesis are performed
with data from different Run 2 data taking periods. The inclusive analysis is similar for all
data sets. Deviations from the descriptions in this chapter for individual measurements
are indicated in the respective chapters.

4.1 Signal and Background Processes

The H → ZZ∗→ 4` signal is characterised by final states with four prompt leptons ori-
ginating from the same primary vertex and with low energy deposit around each lepton.
There are also other background processes, with similar final state topology. For the
measurement of the Higgs boson properties a good understanding and good separation of
the signal and background processes is needed.

4.1.1 The H→ ZZ∗→ 4` Decay Channel

The SM Higgs boson with a measured mass of mH = 125.09±0.24 GeV [46] decays into
a pair of Z bosons with a branching ratio of about 3%. Since the Higgs boson mass is
below the threshold for the decay into two real Z bosons, one of the two Z bosons is
produced off-shell (Z∗). The Z bosons decay either hadronically or leptonically [24].
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The dominant Z boson decay mode is the hadronic decay with a branching ratio of
about 70%. However, it is rather difficult to distinguish such decays from the large QCD
multijet background. The next to dominant Z boson decay mode with a branching ratio
of 20% is the decay into neutrinos, which escape the detector and can only be identified
via the emitting total missing transverse energy. About 3% of the Z bosons decay into τ
leptons pairs. The reconstruction of the hadronically decaying τ leptons is accompanied
with a higher misidentification rate and worse energy resolution than decays of the Z
bosons into electrons or muons. Leptonic τ decays have a small branching ratio and
also worse energy resolution due to the two neutrinos in the final state. The Z boson
decays into light charged leptons (where lepton is electron or muon; ` = e,µ) have a
branching ratio of about 7% and the clearest signature in the detector with the best
signal-to-background ratio. Therefore, the experimentally most promising H → ZZ∗

decay mode, with a branching ratio of (1.250± 0.027) · 10−2 % [31], is when each of the
two Z bosons decays into a pair of opposite charged electrons or muons, H→ ZZ∗→ 4`.
The respective tree-level Feynman diagram is shown in Figure 4.1.

H

`+

`−

`+

`−

Z

Z∗

Figure 4.1: Tree-level Feynman diagram of the H → ZZ∗→ 4` decay (with `= e,µ).

Since the Higgs and the Z bosons have a very short lifetime, the four leptons originate
from the same primary vertex. The electrons and muons can be efficiently reconstructed
in the ATLAS detector, allowing also for the full reconstruction of the Z and Higgs boson
four-momenta. In addition, the high lepton energy and momentum resolution allows for
a very good four-lepton invariant mass resolution of about 1-2%. Since the branching
ratio for the H → ZZ∗ → 4` decay is very small, the measurement of this process can
only be achieved with high muon and electron reconstruction efficiency.

In case of additional non-SM Higgs boson couplings, the kinematic properties vary with
respect to the SM prediction. Such processes are referred to as effects beyond the SM
(BSM).
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As opposed to non-prompt leptons from hadronic decays, the leptons from Z boson decays
have only small amounts of energy deposits around them. This allows for the discrimin-
ation against the reducible background processes, described in the following.

4.1.2 Background Processes

The background processes in the H → ZZ∗→ 4` decay channel can be divided into the
irreducible background with four prompt leptons in the final state as in the signal, and
the reducible background which contains non-prompt or fake leptons, which can be dis-
tinguished from the signal.

4.1.2.1 Irreducible Background

Non-resonant SM ZZ∗ pair production with subsequent decays into four leptons is the
main background process in the H→ZZ∗→ 4` decay channel. The dominant production
mode for this process is quark-antiquark annihilation, qq̄ → ZZ∗. If the four-lepton
invariant mass is near the Z boson resonance, the dominant process is qq̄→ Z/γ∗→ 4`.
The Feynman diagrams for these processes are shown in Figure 4.2(a) and Figure 4.2(b).
A much smaller contribution to the ZZ∗ background originates from gluon induced
ZZ∗ production, gg → ZZ∗. Since the Z bosons do not couple directly to the gluons,
this process is only possible via a quark loop, as shown in Figure 4.2(c). An even
smaller contribution to the final state with four prompt leptons is due to triboson
(V V V=WWZ,WZZ,ZZZ) and tt̄Z production. The corresponding Feynman diagrams
are shown in Figure 4.3.

Even though the above processes have the same number of prompt leptons in the final state
as the signal, discrimination of this irreducible background from the signal is nevertheless
possible to a certain degree by exploiting kinematic properties of the four-lepton final
state and its invariant mass. The contribution of the irreducible background is estimated
from simulation as described later on.

4.1.2.2 Reducible Background

Smaller background contributions originate from Z+jets, tt̄ and WZ production (see
Figure 4.4), where the dominant contribution is from Z+jets events. These processes are
referred to as reducible background, because there are less than four prompt leptons in
the final state and at least one of the leptons originates from a gluon or quark jet. Hence,
lepton isolation criteria allow for a good discrimination from the signal process.
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Figure 4.2: Tree-level Feynman diagrams for non-resonant ZZ∗→ 4` production via (a),
(b) quark-antiquark annihilation and (c) gluon fusion.
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Figure 4.3: Tree-level Feynman diagrams for the minor irreducible background processes,
(a) V V V and (b) tt̄Z.
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Figure 4.4: Tree-level Feynman diagrams for the main reducible background processes,
(a) Z+jets, (b) tt̄ and (c) WZ.

The reducible background events are classified according to the origin of the non-prompt
leptons. The same-flavour and opposite-charge lepton pair closest to the Z boson mass
in such a process is assigned to a Z boson decay (prompt lepton pair ``). Depending on
the flavour of the second lepton pair, the background events are then divided into ``+µµ

and ``+ee final states. The non-prompt muons in the ``+µµ final state originate mainly
from semi-leptonic decays of heavy-flavour hadrons. Non-isolated muons in Z+jets and
tt̄ production contribute to the reducible background, while WZ production in this final
state is very rare. The non-prompt electrons in ``+ ee final states originate mainly
from photon conversions or light-flavour jets misidentified as electrons, with a small
contribution from semi-leptonic decays of heavy-flavour hadrons. The contribution of the
Z+jets, tt̄ and WZ backgrounds is estimated using dedicated control data depleted in
signal.
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4.2 Event Samples

Various measurements in this thesis are performed with three different data sets of proton-
proton collisions with increasing integrated luminosities, as described in Section 4.2.1. All
data sets are recorded during the Run 2 data taking period from 2015 to 2018 at a centre-
of-mass energy of

√
s= 13 TeV. The corresponding simulated Monte Carlo samples of all

signal and background processes are introduced in Section 4.2.2.

4.2.1 Data Sets

The integrated luminosity of the proton-proton collisions delivered in each year of the
Run 2 data taking is shown in Table 4.1, together with the luminosity recorded by the
ATLAS detector. The data used for the analysis is subject to several quality require-
ments, i.e. recorded events are rejected if any relevant detector components was not fully
functional. Therefore, the integrated luminosity of the analysed data is smaller than the
recorded one, as summarised in Table 4.1.

Table 4.1: The integrated luminosity for each year of the Run 2 data taking, as delivered by
the LHC, recorded by the ATLAS detector and analysed in this thesis. The corresponding
average amount of pile-up interactions is also shown.

Data taking Integrated luminosity [fb−1] Average

period Delivered Recorded Analysed pile-up 〈µ〉

2015 4.2 3.9 3.2 13.4

2016 38.5 35.6 32.9 25.1

2017 50.2 46.9 43.7 37.8

2018 63.3 60.6 59.2 36.1

For the measurement of the Higgs boson production cross sections in exclusive phase
space regions and their projection to high luminosity, discussed in Chapters 5 and 6,
the proton-proton collision data from 2015-2017 corresponding to a total integrated
luminosity of 79.8 fb−1 have been analysed. The average number of pile-up interactions
in these three years is 31.9 with a peak value of 80.

The first of the two analyses within an effective field theory framework described in
Section 7.3, as well as the study of the CP-invariance in Chapter 8, are performed on the
data set taken during 2015 and 2016. The analysed integrated luminosity of this data set
is 36.1 fb−1 with an average and a maximum number of pile-up interactions being 22.9
and 50, respectively.
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The second analysis within an effective field theory framework uses a slightly different
approach compared to the first one and is performed with the Run 2 data set (Section 8).
This study uses as input the measurement of the Higgs boson production cross sections in
exclusive phase space regions which has also been updated with the full Run 2 data set.
The analysed integrated luminosity of this data set is 139 fb−1 with an average number
of pile-up interactions of 33.7 and the peak value of 80.

4.2.2 Event Simulation

The hard-scattering process in each signal and background processes is simulated using
Monte Carlo event generators. Parton shower programs, which are interfaced to the event
generators are used to simulate the hadronisation of the final state and initial and final
state radiations. The parameters of the parton shower and the fragmentation modes are
tuned to agree with the observed data.

The generated events are then fed through the detailed, full simulation of the the ATLAS
detector response [89] within the Geant4 framework [90]. The hits produced by the
simulation in the detector elements are converted into electronic signals and digitised.
Afterwards, they are reconstructed in the same way as the data.

Multiple proton-proton collisions (pile-up) are taken into account by superimposing min-
imum bias events on the simulated signal events. In order to match the mean number of
interactions per bunch crossing to data, the simulated pile-up profile is reweighted to the
corresponding observed distribution.

4.2.2.1 Standard Model Signal Processes

The production of the SM Higgs boson via the ggF, VBF, V H and ttH production
modes is in general simulated with the Powheg-Box v2 event generator [120–124]. The
bottom and charm hadron decays are simulated with EvtGen [125] which is interfaced
to the event generator. The parton distribution functions are in general modelled with
the next-to-leading-order (NLO) PDF set PDF4LHCnlo [88]. This set is replaced by a
more precise PDF set at next-to-next-to-leading-order (NNLO), the PDF4LHCnnlo, for
the ggF production in the 79.8 fb−1 and 139 fb−1 data sets. For ggF production with
additional jets in the final state additionally the Powheg [122] method for merging the
NLO cross section calculation with the parton shower and the MiNLO method [124] is
used to achieve NLO accuracy for the inclusive cross section. Finally, to obtain an NNLO
accuracy in QCD corrections for ggF production, a reweighting procedure (NNLOPS) is
applied using the HNNLO program [126, 127].
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The matrix elements for VBF, qq̄ →V H and ttH production are calculated to NLO
QCD. For V H production, the MiNLO method is used to merge 0-jet and 1-jet event
samples. The gḡ →ZH contribution is modelled at leading-order (LO) QCD with the
PDF4LHC set [88]. For the modelling of the ttH production for the 36.1 fb−1 analysis,
the Powheg-Box v2 event generator is replaced by MadGraph5_aMC@NLO [128]
using the CT10nlo PDF set [129] at NLO QCD.

The Higgs boson production in association with bottom quarks, bbH, is simulated with
MadGraph5_aMC@NLO using the NNPDF23 PDF set [130]. The process is modelled
at NLO in QCD. For the analyses performed with the 79.8 and 139 fb−1 data sets, also
the Higgs boson production in association with a single top quark (tH) has been taken
into account. These processes is modelled with MadGraph5_aMC@NLO using the
NNPDF30 PDF set at NLO QCD. For the analysis with the 79.8 fb−1 data set, the tHq
process has been simulated with MadGraph5. For this data set, the CT10nlo PDF set
has been used for all tH processes.

Except for the case of ttH production, the H → ZZ∗ → 4` decays as well as the par-
ton shower modelling have been simulated with the Pythia8 [131] generator using
the AZNLO tuned parameter set [132]. For the Powheg ttH sample the parton
showering has also been performed with Pythia8, but with the A14 tuned parameter
set [133]. The Herwig++ [134] parton shower program was employed for the Mad-
Graph5_aMC@NLO ttH sample.

All SM Higgs boson signals are simulated for a Higgs boson mass of mH = 125 GeV.
The Higgs boson production cross sections are scaled to the highest-accuracy prediction
available at the time of the analysis [29]. The branching ratio to the four-lepton final
states is predicted by Prophecy4f [135, 136]. This program includes the complete NLO
QCD+EW corrections, the interference effects between identical final state fermions, and
the leading two-loop heavy Higgs boson corrections to the four-fermion width. The cross
section prediction used for the normalisation of the Monte Carlo samples, as well as the
accuracy of the calculations are summarised in Table 4.2.

4.2.2.2 Beyond the Standard Model Signal Processes

Additional signal samples with different values of non-SM coupling parameters (intro-
duced in Section 2.5) are simulated for the measurements of the tensor structure of the
Higgs boson coupling within effective field theory frameworks. Separate sets of BSM signal
samples are produced for the two measurements with 36.1 fb−1 and with 139 fb−1 of data.
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Table 4.2: The predicted SM Higgs boson production cross sections (σ) for ggF, VBF and
five associated production modes in proton-proton collisions for mH = 125 GeV at

√
s=

13 TeV [29]. The quoted uncertainties correspond to the total theoretical systematic
uncertainties calculated by adding in quadrature the uncertainties due to missing higher-
order corrections and PDF+αs. In addition, the accuracy of the calculations in QCD and
EW is shown [137–162]. The decay branching ratios (B) with the associated uncertainty
for H → ZZ∗ and H → ZZ∗→ 4`, with `= e,µ, are given.

Production process σ [pb] used for Accuracy of the calculation

36.1 fb−1 > 79.8 fb−1

ggF gg→H 48.5±2.400 48.6±2.400 N3LO QCD, NLO EW corrections

VBF qq→H 3.78±0.080 NLO QCD, NLO EW corrections with
approximate NNLO QCD corrections

WH qq→WH 1.369±0.028 1.373±0.028 NNLO QCD, NLO EW corrections

ZH gg/qq→ ZH 0.88±0.040 NNLO QCD, NLO EW corrections

ttH gg/qq→ tt̄H 0.51±0.050 NLO QCD, no NLO EW correction

bbH gg/qq→ bb̄H 0.49±0.120 NNLO QCD (5FS), NLO QCD (4FS),
no EW correction

tH qq/gg→ tH − 0.09±0.010 NLO QCD (5FS), no NLO EW
correction

Decay process B [· 10−4]

H → ZZ∗ 262.00±6.000 NLO QCD, NLO EW corrections

H → ZZ∗→ 4` 1.250±0.027 1.240±0.027 NLO QCD, NLO EW corrections

For the measurement with the 36.1 fb−1 data set, the ggF, VBF and V H signal
samples with different values of the BSM coupling parameters are simulated with Mad-
Graph5_aMC@NLO. The samples correspond to the effective Lagrangian of the Higgs
Characterisation framework described in Section 2.5.2.2, implemented into the event
generator via the HC_NLO_X0_UFO [33, 163, 164] model. The model incorporates
the new dimension-six operators in the standard Universal FeynRules Output (UFO)
format created using the FeynRules framework [165, 166]. The ggF production is
modelled at NLO QCD using the NNPDF30nlo PDF set. The merging of additional jets
in the final state to parton shower simulations is done via the FxFx merging scheme [167].
The VBF process is simulated together with the V H process with hadronic V boson
decays (V H-Had). Additional samples are produced for the V H production with leptonic
V boson decays. Both the VBF+V H-Had and the V H-Lep are modelled at LO QCD
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using the NNPDF23lo PDF set. In addition, a smaller number of equivalent VBF and
V H samples is generated at NLO QCD accuracy using the NNPDF30nlo PDF set to
estimate the relative uncertainties of higher-order QCD effects as a function of the BSM
coupling parameters.

For the interpretation within effective field theories, which is performed with the
139 fb−1 data set, the ggF, VBF+V H-Had, V H-Lep and ttH samples are gener-
ated at LO QCD with MadGraph5_aMC@NLO and with the NNPDF23lo PDF set.
The CKKW-L method [168] is used for the jet merging in the ggF process. For these
samples the SMEFT model, described in Section 2.5.2.1, is used instead of the Higgs
Characterisation model. It is implemented in the event generator via the SMEFT-
sim_A_U35_MwScheme_UFO_v2.1 UFO [32, 169] model.

Similarly as for the SM Higgs boson signal samples, the bottom and charm hadron decays
are simulated with EvtGen. The parton showering in all BSM processes is modelled with
Pythia8 and the A14 set of tuned parameters [133] is used. All BSM signal processes
are simulated with the Higgs boson mass of mH = 125 GeV. To account for higher-order
QCD effects comparable to those in the SM scenario, the cross sections of the BSM signal
samples are scaled to the best prediction according to the k-factors from the SM, as
described in Section 7.2.2.

4.2.2.3 Background Processes

The SM ZZ∗ background production via quark-antiquark annihilation is simulated with
the Sherpa2.2.1 event generator for the analysis of the 36.1 fb−1 data set and with
Sherpa2.2.2 for the two others [170–172]. Both provide a matrix element calculation
accurate to NLO QCD for 0-jet and 1-jet final states. Final states with more than two
jets are modelled in LO QCD. The parton showering is modelled with Sherpa [173]
using the ME+PS@NLO prescription [174] for the jet merging. In addition, NLO EW
corrections are applied as a function of the invariant mass of the two Z bosons [175, 176].

The gg→ ZZ∗ process is generated with gg2VV [177] at LO QCD. Bottom and charm
hadron decays are simulated with EvtGen and the parton shower is obtained with
Pythia8. Higher-order QCD corrections for the gluon induced ZZ∗ production are
available for massless quark loops [178, 179] in the heavy top-quark approximation [180],
which include gg→H∗→ ZZ processes. According to these, the LO cross section from
the simulation is scaled by a k-factor of 1.7±1.0 to account for higher-order effects.

The Z+jets process is modelled with the Sherpa2.2.2 for the 36.1 fb−1 data set and
Sherpa2.2.1 event generator for the 79.8 and 139 fb−1 data sets. The matrix elements
are calculated at NLO accuracy for up to two partons and at LO accuracy for three
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and four partons with Comix [171] and OpenLoops [172]. The parton showering is
performed with Sherpa using the ME+PS@NLO prescription for the jet merging.

The tt̄ background is generated with Powheg-Box v2 at NLO QCD. The showering of
the partons and the hadronisation is performed with Pythia8. Heavy hadron decays are
simulated with EvtGen. For the 36.1 fb−1 data set, Pythia6 is used instead.

The WZ background is generated at NLO QCD using Powheg-Box v2 interfaced to
Pythia8 and EvtGen. The triboson background V V V is modelled at LO QCD using
Sherpa2.2.1 (36.1 fb−1) and Sherpa2.2.2 (79.8 and 139 fb−1). The small contribu-
tions from tt̄Z events with both top quarks decaying semi-leptonically and the Z boson
decaying leptonically are modelled with MadGraph5_aMC@NLO interfaced to Py-
thia8 and EvtGen at LO QCD. Higher-order corrections are taken into account by
normalising the cross section to the prediction which includes the two dominant terms
at LO and NLO in a mixed perturbative expansion in the QCD and EW coupling. For
the 36.1 fb−1 data set only the tt̄Z with leptonically decaying Z boson is taken into
account. The process is generated with MadGraph5, interfaced to Pythia8 and Evt-
Gen. The analysis done on the 139 fb−1 data set also includes the estimation of smaller
background contributions from tWZ, tt̄W , tt̄t, tt̄tt̄ and tZ processes. They are simulated
with MadGraph5_aMC@NLO interfaced to Pythia8.

4.3 H→ ZZ∗→ 4` Event Selection

Following the properties of the signal and background topologies, a set of event selection
criteria are defined, starting from the general data taking quality criteria, over the trigger
selection and particle reconstruction, to the selection of Higgs boson candidates events.
The full set of selection requirements is summarised in Table 4.3.

Data Quality

Prior to every data analysis, each recorded collision event has to pass certain data quality
requirements. First, events are rejected if not all detector components were operating
correctly when they were recorded. In addition, the events are required to have at
least one collision vertex with at least two associated tracks. The collision vertices are
reconstructed from all inner detector tracks with a transverse momentum larger than
400 MeV. The primary vertex is defined as the vertex with the highest sum of squared
track transverse momenta, ∑p2

T .
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Trigger Selection

Four-lepton events are selected with single-lepton, di-lepton and tri-lepton triggers includ-
ing the mixed electron-muon triggers in the two latter one. The trigger accepts an event
if certain lepton identification and pT -threshold criteria are satisfied. The pT -thresholds
are increasing during the data taking periods, due to an increasing peak luminosity. A
summary of the trigger requirements for the H → ZZ∗ → 4` analysis for the different
data taking periods is given in Appendix A. The trigger efficiency for the Higgs boson
candidates after the final state selection is 98%.

Selection of Reconstructed Final State Particles

The general description of the reconstruction, identification and calibration of the final
state particles is given in Section 3.4. The exact criteria employed for the certain selection
of electrons, muons, jets and b-jets are summarised in the following. The latter two are
needed for the production cross section measurements in exclusive phase space regions,
as performed in the subsequent chapters.

The electrons are required to satisfy the loose identification criteria allowing for the
highest electron reconstruction efficiency and therefore providing the highest four-lepton
selection efficiency. Electrons are required to have a pseudorapidity within the inner
detector coverage of |η| < 2.47 and to have a transverse energy larger than 7 GeV. As
signal electrons are expected to emerge from the primary vertex, small longitudinal
impact parameters of |z0 · sin(θ) |< 0.5 mm are required .

Similarly as electrons, muons are identified with the loose identification criteria. Only
muons with |η| < 2.47 and a minimum transverse momentum of 5 GeV are selected.
Due to a lower purity, calorimeter-tagged muons are required to have pT > 15 GeV. In
order to suppress the cosmic muon background a cut on the absolute value of the muon
transverse impact parameter is applied, |d0| < 1 mm. The background from decays of
hadronised bottom quarks can be reduced by the requirement |z0 · sin(θ) | < 0.5 mm
on the longitudinal impact parameter, since these muon tracks are displaced from the
primary vertex. For the analysis of the 79.8 fb−1 and 139 fb−1 data sets an additional
criteria is applied. In order to minimise the reducible background contribution, at most
one calorimeter-tagged or stand-alone muon is allowed per event.

Jets are reconstructed with the anti-kT algorithm with a radius parameter of R = 0.4
and are required to have pT > 30 GeV and |η| < 4.5. The contribution from pile-up jets
is reduced by applying a cut on the jet-vertex tagger (JVT) discriminant described in
Section 3.4.3. Jets within pT < 60 GeV and η < 2.4 are rejected if the corresponding
jet-vertex tagger discriminant has a value JVT< 0.59 which leads to a selection efficiency
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of 92% for hard-scattered jets. In addition, for the analysis of 79.8 fb−1 and 139 fb−1 data
sets, forward pile-up jets (pT < 50 GeV and |η| > 2.5) are rejected using the jet-vertex
tagger working point with 90% selection efficiency for hard scattered jets.

Jets within |η| < 2.5 containing b hadrons are identified with the MV2c10b-tagging al-
gorithm using the working points with a 70% selection efficiency for true b hadron jets.
For the 139 fb−1 data set, a pseudo-continuous b-tagging weight is assigned to each jet,
which combines the 60%, 70%, 77% and 85% efficiency working points.

If the same detector information is used for the reconstruction of more than one particle
type, the ambiguities are solved with the so-called overlap removal. In case that the
reconstructed electron and muon share the same inner detector track and the muon is
obtained from calorimeter-tagged reconstruction, the muon is removed from the event.
For all other muon types, the electron is removed. In addition, electrons or muons that
geometrically overlap with a reconstructed jet within a cone of radius ∆R = 0.2 are
also removed. For the analysis of the 139 fb−1 data set, the cone radius for the overlap
between muons and jets is reduced to ∆R= 0.1. In addition, an electron-electron overlap
removal is applied. If the calorimeter clusters of two electrons overlap, the one with the
higher ET is kept.

Selection of Lepton Quadruplets

In the next selection step, each event is required to have at least four leptons which can
be combined into two same-flavour and opposite-charged lepton pairs, building a so-called
lepton quadruplet. In signal events with four leptons, there are two such quadruplet com-
binations possible and additional leptons introduce further combinations. The following
selection criteria are applied on each quadruplet combination.

The three leptons with highest transverse momenta in each quadruplet are required to
have pT > 20 GeV, pT > 15 GeV and pT > 10 GeV, respectively. The same-flavour and
opposite charged lepton pair with an invariant mass m12 closest to the Z boson mass is
defined to be the leading lepton pair, while the second lepton pair corresponding to the
off-shell Z boson candidate with an invariant mass m34 is referred to as the subleading
one. Each quadruplet is classified as 4e, 4µ, 2e2µ and 2µ2e quadruplet according to
the lepton flavour of the leading and subleading lepton pairs, with the first two leptons
represent the leading and the second the subleading lepton pair.

The leading lepton pair associated to the on-shell Z boson in each quadruplet is required
to have an invariant mass of 50 GeV <m12 < 106 GeV, while the invariant mass of the
subleading lepton pair has to satisfy mmin <m34 < 115 GeV. The threshold mmin depends
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Table 4.3: Event selection criteria applied in the inclusive H → ZZ∗→ 4` analysis

Selection of Reconstructed Final State Particles

Data quality: All detector components have be fully operational
Vertex: At least one collision vertex with two associated tracks
Trigger: Single-lepton, di-lepton and tri-lepton trigger

Physical Object Selection

Electron: Loose identification criteria, |η|< 2.47, ET > 7 GeV, |z0 · sin(θ) |< 0.5 mm
Muon: Loose identification criteria, d0 < 1 mm, |z0 · sin(θ) |< 0.5 mm

Combined-muons: |η|< 2.5, pT > 5 GeV
Calorimeter-tagged muons: |η|< 0.1, pT > 15 GeV
Segmented-tagged muons: |η|< 0.1, pT > 5 GeV
Stand-alone muons: 2.5< |η|< 2.7, pT > 5 GeV
At most one calorimeter-tagged or stand-alone muon (79.8 fb−1 and 139 fb−1)

Jets: Anti-kT algorithm (R=0.4), |η|< 4.5, pT > 30 GeV
Pile-up suppression: JVT> 0.59 (pT < 60 GeV, |η|< 2.4)
Forward pile-up suppression: 90% JVT working point (pT < 50 GeV and |η|> 2.5) (79.8 fb−1 and 139 fb−1)
b-jets: MV2c10b-tagging algorithm

Overlap removal: Ambiguities are resolved between overlapping lepton-lepton or lepton-jet pairs

Selection of Lepton Quadruplets

Quadruplet selection: Each combination of two same-flavour and opposite-charged lepton pairs, with
pT > 20,15,10 GeV for the three leptons with highest pT

Quadruplet Quadruplet types: 4e, 4µ, 2e2µ, 2µ2e
classification: based on the lepton flavour in the leading and subleading pair

Leading lepton pair: invariant mass m12 closest to the Z boson mass (on-shell Z boson candidate)
Subleading lepton pair: remaining pair (off-shell Z boson candidate with invariant mass m34)

Kinematic 50 GeV <m12 < 106 GeV
requirements: mmin <m34 < 115 GeV

∆R(`,`′)> 0.1(0.2) for same-flavour (different-flavour) lepton pairs (36.1 fb−1 and 79.8 fb−1)
∆R(`,`′)> 0.1 for all lepton pairs (139 fb−1)
m`` > 5 GeV alternative for same-flavour opposite-charge lepton pairs m`` =m14,m23

Impact parameter Electrons: |d0/σd0 |< 5
significance: Muons: |d0/σd0 |< 3
Lepton isolation: Electron track-based isolation (∆R= 0.2): Iµtrack < 15% (36.1 fb−1 and 79.8 fb−1)

Muon track-based isolation (∆R= 0.3): Iµtrack < 15% (36.1 fb−1 and 79.8 fb−1)
Electron calorimeter-based isolation (∆R= 0.2): Ietrack < 20% (36.1 fb−1 and 79.8 fb−1)
Muon calorimeter-based isolation (∆R= 0.2): Ietrack < 30% (36.1 fb−1 and 79.8 fb−1)
All leptons: Itrack + 0.4 · Icalo < 16% (139 fb−1)

Common 4`-vertex: χ2/Ndof < 6 for 4µ quadruplet candidates
χ2/Ndof < 9 for 4e, 2e2µ and 2µ2e quadruplet candidates

Selection of the Higgs Boson Candidate

Final candidate: Event with exactly four leptons: quadruplet with m12 closest to mZ

Event with additional leptons (pT > 12 GeV): quadruplet with highest matrix-element value
m4`: Final state radiation correction, Z boson mass constraint (36.1 fb−1)

118 GeV <m4` < 129 GeV (36.1 fb−1)
115 GeV <m4` < 130 GeV (79.8 fb−1 and 139 fb−1)
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4.3 H → ZZ∗→ 4` Event Selection

on the four-lepton invariant mass m4`, starting at 12 GeV for m4` < 140 GeV and rising
linearly to a maximum value of 50 GeV for m4` ≥ 140 GeV.

The leptons in each lepton pair should be well separated in space, with the angular
distance ∆R(`,`′) between the leptons in the same-flavour (different-flavour) lepton pair
required to be larger than 0.1 (0.2). For the analysis of the 139 fb−1 data set, the same
angular separation is required for all lepton pairs, ∆R(`,`′)> 0.1.

Leptons from J/ψ decays are rejected by the requirement that the invariant mass of two
alternative opposite-charge lepton pairs within a 4e or 4µ quadruplet be m`` > 5 GeV.

Due to the short life time of the Higgs boson the signal leptons are expected to originate
from the primary vertex. As opposed to that, leptons from heavy-flavour hadron decays
originate from secondary vertices leading to an impact parameter offset with respect to the
primary vertex. Therefore, such background processes are suppressed by the requirement
on the transverse impact parameter significance |d0/σd0 |, where σd0 is the uncertainty of
the d0 measurement. All muons (electrons) are required to have |d0/σd0 |< 3(5).

Signal leptons are well isolated from other particles in the final state. In contrast to
that, non-prompt leptons are often produced in jets, resulting in a large activity in the
detector material surrounding the lepton trajectory. The contribution from Z+jets and
tt̄ production can be therefore reduced by the requirements of the track-based and
calorimeter-based lepton isolation.

The track-based muon (electron) isolation is defined as the scalar sum of the pT of all
tracks within a cone of ∆R= 0.3(0.2) around the muon (electron) track, Itrack =∑pT /pT .
Both muons and electrons have to satisfy Itrack < 15%. The calorimeter-based isolation
Icalo is defined in a similar way. The sum of all calorimeter energy deposits within a cone
size of ∆R= 0.2 around the lepton is required to be smaller than 30% (20%) of the muons
(electrons) transverse momenta. The described isolation criteria have been optimised for
the analysis of the 139 fb−1 data set. For leptons with pT > 33 GeV the cone size of the
track-based isolation decreases linearly with pT from ∆R= 0.3 to a minimum cone size of
0.2 at 50 GeV. The cone size for the calorimeter-based isolation remains fixed at 0.2. A
lepton is retained if Itrack + 0.4 · Icalo < 16%. The described optimisation of the isolation
requirement improves the signal efficiency by about 5% compared to the previous analysis
for the same background rejection.

For a further suppression of the reducible background, the four quadruplet leptons are
required to originate from the common 4` vertex point. The corresponding four inner de-
tector tracks are fitted under the assumption that the leptons emerge from the same vertex
point. The quality of the fit, i.e. the ratio of the χ2 and the number of degrees of freedom,
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Ndof , is expected to be high for signal quadruplets, as opposed to the background pro-
cesses. The 4µ (other 4`) quadruplet candidates are accepted if the fit quality, χ2/Ndof is
less than 6 (9), corresponding to a signal efficiency of 99.5% for this selection requirement.

Selection of Higgs Boson Candidates

If there is more than one quadruplet per event satisfying the quadruplet selection criteria,
the final Higgs boson candidate is selected according to criteria which depend on the
number of leptons in the final state. In events with exactly four leptons in the final state,
the quadruplet containing the leading lepton pair with an invariant mass closest to the
Z boson mass is chosen as Higgs boson candidate, separately for 4e, 4µ, 2e2µ and 2µ2e
quadruplet classes. If there is more than one class with such a Higgs boson candidate,
the quadruplet from the class with highest efficiency (i.e. ordered as 4µ, 2e2µ, 2µ2e, 4e)
is selected as the final Higgs boson candidate in the event.

For the V H and ttH production, there may be additional leptons present in the final
state. Therefore, it is possible that one or more leptons are selected in the quadruplet
do not descend from the Higgs boson decay, but from a V boson or top quark decay. In
order to improve the lepton pairing in such cases, a matrix element based lepton pairing
method is used instead of the above selection in all events with at least one additional
lepton which has pT > 12 GeV and satisfy the same identification and isolation criteria as
the four quadruplet leptons. A matrix element of the Higgs boson decay is computed at
LO with MadGraph5_aMC@NLO generator [181] for each possible quadruplet com-
bination passing the previously described quadruplet selection criteria. The quadruplet
with the largest matrix element value is chosen as the final Higgs boson candidate.

The resolution of the invariant mass of the four-lepton final state is improved by taking
into account lepton energy losses due to final state radiation (FSR). The energy of a
photon with pT > 1 GeV within a cone of ∆R< 0.15 around one of the two leading muons
is added to the energy of the muon. In addition, isolated photons with pT > 10 GeV
are associated with the closest lepton. The overall improvement of the invariant mass
resolution of this correction is about 1%.

For the analysis with the 36.1 fb−1 data set an additional correction on the invariant mass
of the four-lepton final state is applied. The Z boson mass constraint is applied to the
leptons from the leading lepton pair. A kinematic fit is performed with the knowledge of
the Z boson line shape and the momentum resolution of the leptons, correcting the lepton
transverse momentum and therefore improving the four-lepton invariant mass resolution
by about 15% [49].
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In the analysis performed with the 36.1 fb−1 data set, the Higgs boson candidates are
required to have the invariant mass within a mass window of 118 GeV <m4` < 129 GeV,
a wider mass range of 115 GeV < m4` < 130 GeV is used for the two other analyses
(79.8 fb−1 and 139 fb−1).

4.4 Background Estimation

The above selection criteria define the signal region (SR) in which the background con-
tributions have to be estimated. The irreducible background from processes with four
prompt and isolated leptons, ZZ∗, tt̄Z and V V V , can be reliably estimated from Monte
Carlo simulation. This is not the case for the reducible Z+jets, tt̄ and WZ background
processes with non-prompt or misidentified leptons.

The simulation of these processes is subject to substantial modelling uncertainties. In
addition, the rate of misidentified leptons is very low, such that the number of simulated
events would have to be very large. The contribution of reducible backgrounds is therefore
estimated from data-driven methods, i.e. from the measurements in background-enriched
while signal-depleted control regions (CR) of data.

4.4.1 Irreducible Background Estimation

The contribution of SM ZZ∗ production, which is the main background in the
H→ZZ∗→ 4` decay channel, is estimated from simulation as described in Section 4.2.2.3.
The NNLO QCD and NLO EW corrections are applied on the cross section from simu-
lation. The normalisation and the shape of the four-lepton invariant mass distribution
are validated in the signal depleted sideband region with 105 GeV <m4` < 115 GeV and
130 GeV <m4` < 350 GeV. The minor backgrounds with prompt leptons such as decays
V V V and tt̄Z are also estimated from simulation.

For the analysis of the 139 fb−1 data set the statistics is large enough to obtain the
normalisation for some or all of these processes, in particular the dominant ZZ∗ pro-
duction, using a data-driven approach. This method involves adding a normalisation
factor for the estimation of the ZZ∗ processes to the fit. The sideband region with
105 GeV <m4` < 115 GeV and 130 GeV <m4` < 160 GeV is simultaneously fitted with
the signal region (115 GeV <m4` < 130 GeV) within Nj-bins (0, 1 and ≥ 2 jets) to obtain
the normalisation from data. The advantage of this method is that theoretical system-
atic uncertainties on the normalisation of the ZZ∗ background, as well as luminosity
systematic uncertainty on the background are removed. Also the tV V background is es-
timated with this method using a wider sideband region of 105 GeV < m4` < 115 GeV
and 130 GeV <m4` < 350 GeV. Other triboson backgrounds (ZZZ,WZZ, and WWZ)
are taken directly from Monte Carlo simulation.
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4.4.2 Data-Driven Reducible Background Estimation

The contribution of reducible backgrounds is estimated by means of a data-driven method
in control regions (CR) of data with enhanced background and suppressed signal contri-
butions. The control regions are constructed by relaxing or inverting the lepton selection
criteria for one or two of the four-final state leptons. For each of the background compon-
ents a dedicated control region is built. The higher amount of data in the control regions
compared to the signal region allows for a good precision of the background estimate.

The expected yields of the different background components in the control regions are ob-
tained from a simultaneous fit of the background normalisation in all control regions. The
resulting yields are then extrapolated to the signal region by means of so-called transfer
factors which are calculated by dividing the signal lepton efficiency by the efficiency of the
relaxed or inverted selection requirements. The transfer factors are determined both in
data and Monte Carlo simulation. The difference of the two measurements is accounted
for as a systematic uncertainty on the transfer factors.

Non-prompt or misidentified leptons have usually a low transverse momenta. Thus, they
are mostly assigned to the subleading lepton pair representing the off-shell Z boson can-
didate. The sources of such leptons are different for electrons and muons. Therefore, the
estimation of the background contribution is performed separately for events with two
different flavour of the subleading lepton pair, i.e. ``+ee and ``+µµ events. The ``+µµ

background events originate form decays of heavy-flavour hadrons, which are present in
Z+jets and tt̄ production. The muons from such decays are surrounded by a hadron jet.
The ``+ ee background mainly originates from light-flavour jets (u, d, s) and gluon jets
misidentified as electrons. The background estimation methods for the ``+ee and ``+µµ

classes of reducible background are described in the following.

4.4.2.1 Reducible ``+ee Background

The electrons in the ``+ ee background from Z+jets, tt̄ and WZ processes can be clas-
sified into three different types according to the source of the background electron. The
largest fraction are misidentified electrons from light-flavour jets with energy deposits in
the calorimeter, referred as fake electrons (f). Smaller contributions come from photon
conversions (γ) and electrons from semi-leptonic decays of heavy-flavour quarks (q). The
background contribution of the first two types of electrons is estimated with the method
described below, while the latter is taken from simulation.

The ``+ ee background contribution is estimated in the 3`+ e control region. The lead-
ing three leptons have to pass the lepton selection criteria of the full inclusive analysis
described in Section 4.3. The selection and identification criteria are relaxed only for
the lowest ET electron from the subleading lepton pair. Instead of the full identification
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criteria only the basic track quality criteria are applied for that electron, i.e. require-
ments on the number total number of silicon and pixel hits. In addition, no isolation
requirements are applied. All selected quadruplets from the control region have to satisfy
the common vertex criteria. To suppress the contribution from heavy-flavour hadron
decays in this control region the d0 significance requirement is used. The contribution
from the ZZ∗ production is suppressed by requiring that the electrons in the subleading
lepton pair have a same-sign charge instead of the opposite-sign. The contribution of the
ZZ∗ background after this requirement is still 5-10% and has to be subtracted from the
total yield in the control region before extrapolating to the signal region. The subtraction
is based on simulated ZZ∗ events. The criteria defining the 3`+e control region are sum-
marised in Table 4.4. The resulting control region after applying the above requirements,
is enriched in f and γ background components which can therefore be constrained by a
fit to data. The small contribution of q is estimated from simulation.

Table 4.4: Selection criteria defining the control region for the estimation of the reducible
``+ ee background in the H → ZZ∗→ 4` analysis. SF SS denotes a same-flavour same-
sign lepton pair, the check mark (3) indicates that a given lepton selection requirement
is applied and the cross (7) that this requirement is not applied.

Control region Vertex selection m34 Requirements on the electron e

Identification d0 sig. cut Isolation

3`+e 3 SF SS relaxed 3 7

2`+e 7 - relaxed 3 7

The background yields in the 3`+ e control region are constrained by data using a tem-
plate fit based on the distribution of the number of hits nInnerP ix in the insertable b-layer
of the pixel detector. Beyond the coverage of the insertable b-layer the number of hits in
the next-to-innermost pixel layer is fitted instead. This observable discriminates between
the f + q and γ background components, since photons leave no hits in the insertable
b-layer, while f + q electron candidates leave at least one hit. The ZZ∗ contribution
from simulation is taken into account in the fit and finally subtracted from the fitted yield.

The templates for the fit are taken from Monte Carlos simulation in a separate 2`+ e

control region (see Table 4.4) with a larger amount of data. In this region, only one
electron is required in addition to the leading lepton pair. The additional electron can-
didate has to satisfy the same criteria as in the 3`+ e control region. Only the common
vertex requirement is not imposed, since there are less than four leptons in the final state.
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A separate template from the 2`+ e control region is used for each of the background
components (f , γ and q). Since the nInnerP ix distribution is similar for electrons from
q and ZZ∗ background a combined template is used whose normalisation is determined
from simulation and set constant in the fit. The contribution of each of the background
sources (f and γ) is obtained by fitting the nInnerP ix distribution to the data in bins
of the electron pT and number of jets in the final state. In this way, the fit assigns to
each a probability of being an f or γ background component. The final yield for each
background component in the 3`+ e control region is obtained by summing up these
probabilities for all events.

The transfer factor to extrapolate the yields of the f and γ background component from
the 3`+ e control region to the signal region corresponds to the efficiency that the f or
γ electron pass the nominal selection criteria (full electron identification and isolation
criteria), relative to the efficiency of passing relaxed criteria form Table 4.4. These effi-
ciencies are calculated from simulation in the 2`+e control region separately for f and γ
components as a function of pT and the number of jets in the final state. An additional
correction factor is applied on these measurements to take into account the differences
to the efficiency measurement in data. The correction factors are calculated in data in f
enriched (nInnerP ix > 0 ) and γ enriched (nInnerP ix = 0) samples only in bins of electron
pT since the data show only a little dependence on the number of jets in the final state.
The number of background events in the signal region for the f and γ background is
therefore given as

NSR =
∑
i

ci
∑
j

εijwij , (4.1)

where the index i runs over the pT -bins and j over the Nj-bins. c corresponds to the
correction factor estimated in data, ε is the electron efficiency measured in simulation
and w is the probability being f or γ background obtained from the fit.

The results of the ``+ ee background estimation for all analysed data sets are shown
in Table 4.5. The yields in the control and signal regions are shown together with the
estimated ZZ∗ background and the transfer factors. The transfer factors are in the same
order for all analysed data sets.

4.4.2.2 Reducible ``+µµ Background

The reducible ``+µµ background with non-prompt muons originating from the Z boson
production with additional muons from semi-leptonic decays of heavy-flavour hadrons
(Z+HF) and from the Z boson production accompanied by muons from in-flight decays
of π/K in light jets (Z+LF). Additional contributions come from the tt̄ and WZ produc-
tion. The Z+HF, Z+LF and the tt̄ background are estimated from control data, while
the WZ contribution is predicted by Monte Carlo simulation.
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Table 4.5: Results of the reducible ``+ ee background estimation for the inclusive H →
ZZ∗→ 4` analyses with the different analysed data sets taken from 2015-2016 (36.1 fb−1),
2015-2017 (79.8 fb−1) and 2015-2018 (139 fb−1). The quoted uncertainty corresponds to
the combined statistical and systematic uncertainty.

Background Total event yield in ZZ∗ Transfer factor ``+ee event yield

type 3`+e control region in the signal region

2015-2016 data set (36.1 fb−1)

f 3075±56 280 ±6 0.0020±0.0004 5.68±1.24

γ 208±17 19.4±0.5 0.0071±0.0014 1.34±0.44

q Monte Carlo based estimation 6.34±1.93

2015-2017 data set (79.8 fb−1)

f 6620±83 567 ±9 0.0021±0.0005 12.32±1.84

γ 480±27 49.9±1.2 0.0070±0.0025 3.02±0.75

q Monte Carlo based estimation 14.09±3.03

2015-2018 data set (139 fb−1)

f 10352±104 1455±7 0.0017±0.0004 15.6±3.55

γ 753± 34 122±0.84 0.0068±0.0014 4.31±1.18

q Monte Carlo based estimation 12.15±3.65

There are four dedicated control regions (CR) enhanced in different types of ``+ µµ

background and depleted in signal are used for the estimation. Table 4.6 summarises the
requirements defining different control regions.

1. Inverted d0 CR:
This control region is enhanced in Z+HF and in tt̄ processes. The leading lepton pair is
required to pass the full signal lepton selection criteria, while no common vertex require-
ment is applied. Leptons from heavy-flavour hadron decays in Z+HF and tt̄ processes
are characterised by a large d0 significance. This requirement is therefore inverted for at
least one of the leptons in the subleading lepton pair. In addition, no isolation criteria
are applied on the leptons in the subleading pair.

2. eµ+µµ CR:
The eµ+µµ CR is enriched in tt̄ production. In order to ensure that the leading lepton
pair does not originate from a Z boson decay, the leading lepton pair is required to have
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two opposite-charge different-flavour leptons (eµ) passing the full signal lepton selection
of the inclusive analysis. The common vertex cut is not applied. The d0 significance cut
and the isolation criteria are not applied on the two leptons from the subleading lepton
pair (µµ). For the latter, both same-charge and opposite-charge lepton pairs are selected.

3. Inverted isolation CR:
The third control region is employed to constrain the Z+LF component of the reducible
``+µµ background. The full lepton selection criteria are applied on the leptons from the
leading lepton pair including the common vertex requirement on the lepton quadruplet
to reduce the contributions from heavy-flavour decays. At least one of the leptons in
the subleading pair is not allowed to pass the isolation criteria, while the d0 significance
requirement has to be satisfied.

4. Same-sign (SS) CR:
The same-sign (SS) control region is depleted in signal, while enhanced in all rather than
a specific background component. The standard four-lepton event selection is applied on
leptons from the leading lepton pair. The leptons of the second pair in the quadruplet
are required to have the same-sign charge, while no requirements are applied on the d0

significance and the isolation criteria.

Table 4.6: Requirements defining the control (CR) and validation (VR) regions for the
estimation of the reducible ``+µµ background in the H→ZZ∗→ 4` analysis. The check
mark (3) and crosses (7) indicate whether a specific requirement is applied or not. SF
OS, SF SS and OF OS, stand for the lepton pairs with same-flavour leptons with opposite-
sign charge, same-flavour leptons with same-sign charge and opposite-flavour leptons with
opposite-sign charge, respectively.

Control region Vertex selection m12 XX requirements

m34 d0 sig. cut Isolation

Inverted d0 CR 7 − − inverted 7

eµ+µµ CR 7 OF OS SF OS + SF SS 7 7

Inverted isolation CR 3 − − 3 inverted

SS CR 7 − SF SS 7 7

Relaxed VR 7 − − 7 7
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In order to verify the background normalisation obtained by a global fit to the above
four control regions, a fifth validation region with larger amount of data (Relaxed VR) is
used (see Table 4.6). This validation region is not orthogonal to the other control regions
nor to the signal region and contains all three types of backgrounds. The quadruplet
is required to satisfy the signal event selection, except of the common vertex cut. The
isolation and d0 significance criteria are not applied on the leptons in the subleading
lepton pair.

The discriminating variable used for the fit in all orthogonal control regions is the distri-
bution of the invariant mass m12 of the leading lepton pair. It provides a good separation
between the Z+jets and tt̄ production. In the Inverted isolation CR and SS CR an addi-
tional discriminant is introduced in order to enhance the Z+LF component to improve its
estimate. As stated above, the Z+LF contribution originates from Z boson production
accompanied by muons from in-flight decays of π/K in light jets. Muons from in-flight
decays are detected only in the muon spectrometer, while the original π or K is detected
in the inner detector. Therefore, the corresponding muon momentum balance defined as

∆pT
pT

= pIDT −pMS
T

pIDT
, (4.2)

where pID(MS)
T is the transverse momentum measured in the inner detector (muon spec-

trometer), is expected to be on average larger than zero, because the π or K is decaying
only after the inner detector. In order to enhance the Z+LF background at least one of
the muons from the subleading lepton pair has to satisfy ∆pT /pT > 0.2.

In the combined fit, the m12 distribution for each of the background components is
modelled with an analytical function. The non-resonant tt̄ contribution is described with
a second order Chebyshev polynomial in all control regions. Except for the eµ+ µµ

CR, the Z+jets background is described with a Breit-Wigner function convoluted with
a Crystal Ball function in order to model the resonant shape. In the eµ+µµ CR the
leading lepton pair does not originate from the Z decay, therefore a first order polynomial
is used instead. For the diboson (WZ and ZZ∗) and Higgs boson processes the shape
of the m12 distribution is assumed to be the same as for Z+jets in every control region,
while the normalisation is taken from simulation. For the 139 fb−1 analysis also the
tail of the diboson contribution is modelled, while it is not taken into account in the
analyses performed with the 36.1 fb−1 and 79.8 fb−1 data sets. The analysis done on the
79.8 fb−1 and 139 fb−1 data sets take also into account the ttV and V V V contributions,
which are combined with the diboson sample with the prediction of the Monte Carlo
simulation.

For the 79.8 fb−1 and 139 fb−1 analyses, the expected yields are obtained by a simultan-
eous fit of all four orthogonal control regions. In the early Run 2 analysis difficulties have
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occurred in simulating the Z+LF production. A generator level filter was applied on the
Z+jets sample, which lead to a large Z+HF contribution and less Z+LF. Therefore, a
slightly different approach is used for the 36.1 fb−1analysis. The Z+HF and tt̄ contri-
butions are first estimated from the global fit only in the Inverted d0 CR and eµ+µµ

CR. The Z+LF yield is retrieved from the fit in the Inverted isolation CR by fixing the
Z+HF and tt̄ contribution to the values from the global fit. The requirement on the
muon momentum balance is not applied.

The normalisation obtained from the global fit is tested with data in the Relaxed VR and
extrapolated to the signal region using simulation-based transfer factors. The transfer
factors are defined for each background component as the ratio of the corresponding yields
in the signal region and Relaxed VR. Due to a small number of simulated Z+LF events
that satisfy the selection criteria the transfer factors for the Z+LF component are taken
from the Z+HF sample in case of the 36.1 fb−1and 79.8 fb−1 analyses. This is valid,
because both components have similar isolation cut efficiencies. To take into account
differences observed between data and simulation for the isolation and d0 significance
distributions in the 79.8 fb−1 analysis, the transfer factor is doubled for that analysis.
For the analysis with the 139 fb−1 data set, the transfer factor for the Z+LF contribution
is delivered from data in the same way as for the simulation.

In addition to the statistical uncertainty of transfer factors due to limited size of the
Monte Carlo samples, the differences between data and simulation are assigned as a
systematic uncertainty. The latter is delivered in a separate control region with only one
additional muon in the final state instead of two, ``+µ, where the leading lepton pair
has to pass the standard four-lepton event selection. This control region is also used to
derive uncertainties for the Z+HF transfer factor. The Z+HF and Z+LF component are
separated by a requirement on the muon momentum balance.

The results of the ``+µµ background estimation for all analysed data sets are shown
in Table 4.7. The yields in the control and signal regions are shown for the different
background contributions together with the corresponding transfer factors. The transfer
factors for the tt̄ production are similar for all data sets. The transfer factor for Z+HF is
the same for 79.8 fb−1and 139 fb−1 data sets, while it is larger in the 36.1 fb−1 data set.
The transfer factor for Z+LF is different in every data sets, because of the changes in
the simulation for each data set.
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Table 4.7: Result of the reducible ``+µµ background estimation for the inclusive H →
ZZ∗→ 4` analyses. The different analysed data sets are shown: 2015-2016 (36.1 fb−1),
2015-2017 (79.8 fb−1) and 2015-2018 (139 fb−1). The total uncertainty corresponds to
the combined statistical and systematic uncertainty.

Background type Event yield in Relaxed VR Transfer factor Event yield in signal region

2015-2016 data set (36.1 fb−1)

tt̄ 917.57±22.92 0.0025±0.0003 2.29±0.26

Z+HF 908.38±52.37 0.0075±0.0009 6.82±0.90

Z+LF 50.10±21.31 0.0075±0.0075 0.38±0.41

WZ Monte Carlo based estimation 0.91±0.50

2015-2017 data set (79.8 fb−1)

tt̄ 1878.9±34.5 0.0027±0.0004 5.00±0.65

Z+HF 1624.6±75.4 0.0043±0.0005 7.01±0.62

Z+LF 149.4±40.2 0.0086±0.0044 1.31±0.58

WZ Monte Carlo based estimation 2.14±0.20

2015-2018 data set (139 fb−1)

tt̄ 3118± 47 0.0025±0.0003 7.65±0.85

Z+HF 2905±113 0.0043±0.0004 12.47±1.27

Z+LF 299± 68 0.0100±0.0010 3.10±0.75

WZ Monte Carlo based estimation 4.52±0.32

4.5 Results

The measured and expected four-lepton invariant mass (m4`) distributions after the
inclusive event selection are shown in Figure 4.5 for the three data sets corresponding to
36.1 fb−1, 79.8 fb−1 and 139 fb−1. The Higgs boson resonance is clearly visible at a mass
of about 125 GeV. The peak at the Z boson resonance mass of 91 GeV corresponds to
resonant qq̄→ Z/γ∗ → 4` production where the additional lepton pair is radiated from
one of the two Z decay leptons as shown in Figure 4.2(b).

The measured and expected number of events are summarised in Table 4.8. For the
36.1 fb−1 data set a mass window of 118 GeV < m4` < 129 GeV and for the other
two sets a wider window of 115 GeV < m4` < 130 GeV has been used. Therefore, the
signal-to-background ratio is 2.3 for the former and 1.9 for the latter.
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(a) (b)

(c)

Figure 4.5: The expected and observed four-lepton invariant mass distribution (a) for the
36.1 fb−1, (b) 79.8 fb−1 and (c) 139 fb−1 data sets after applying the H→ZZ∗→ 4` event
selection criteria of the inclusive analysis [182–184].
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In the 36.1 fb−1 and 79.8 fb−1data sets a slight excess of Higgs boson candidates with
respected to the SM prediction is observed. This excess disappears for the full Run 2 data
set which is in very good agreement with the SM prediction. The measured signal strength
parameters µ, defined as the measured Higgs boson production rate in the 4` decay channel
relative to the SM prediction are 1.28+0.21

−0.19 [182] for the 36.1 fb−1 data set, 1.19+0.16
−0.15 [183]

for the 79.8 fb−1 data set and 1.04+0.12
−0.10 [184] for the full Run 2 data set corresponding to

139 fb−1. All measurements are in agreement with the the SM prediction.
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Table 4.8: Expected and observed number of events after the inclusive H→ ZZ∗→ 4` se-
lection for the data sets corresponding to integrated luminosities of 36.1 fb−1, 79.8 fb−1and
139 fb−1in the 4` invariant mass ranges of 118 GeV < m4` < 129 GeV (36.1 fb−1) and
115 GeV < m4` < 130 GeV (79.8 and 139 fb−1) [182–184]. Statistical and systematic
uncertainties have been added in quadrature.

SM Higgs boson ZZ∗ Other Total Observed

signal backgrounds expected

2015-2016 data set (36.1 fb−1), 118 GeV < mH < 129 GeV

4µ 19.7±1.6 7.5 ±0.6 1.00±0.21 28.1±1.7 32

2e2µ 13.5±1.0 5.4 ±0.4 0.78±0.17 19.7±1.1 30

2µ2e 10.4±1.0 3.57±0.35 1.09±0.19 15.1±1.0 18

4e 9.9±1.0 3.35±0.32 1.01±0.17 14.3±1.0 15

Total 54 ±4 19.7 ±1.5 3.9 ±0.5 77 ±4 95

2015-2017 data set (79.8 fb−1), 115 GeV < mH < 130 GeV

4µ 40.5±1.7 19.0±1.1 1.71±0.10 61.2±2.0 64

2e2µ 28.2±1.2 13.3±0.8 1.38±0.10 42.8±1.4 64

2µ2e 22.1±1.4 9.2±0.9 2.99±0.09 34.3±1.7 39

4e 21.1±1.4 8.6±0.8 2.90±0.09 32.5±1.6 28

Total 112 ±5 50 ±4 8.96±0.12 171 ±6 195

2015-2018 data set (139 fb−1), 115 GeV < mH < 130 GeV

4µ 78 ± 5 38.1±2.2 2.87±0.18 119 ± 5 118

2e2µ 52.8± 3.1 26.1±1.4 3.01±0.19 81.9± 3.4 98

2µ2e 40.0± 2.9 17.4±1.3 3.5 ±0.5 60.9± 3.2 57

4e 35.3± 2.6 15.1±1.5 2.9 ±0.4 53.3± 3.1 43

Total 206 ±13 97 ±6 12.3 ±0.9 315 ±14 316
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5
Measurement of Higgs Boson Production

Cross Sections

In this chapter, the measurements of the Higgs boson production cross section in several
exclusive phase space regions is described. The measurements have been performed for all
data sets corresponding to integrated luminosities of 36.1 fb−1, 79.8 fb−1 and 139 fb−1 as
specified in Section 4.2.1. The input for the analyses are the Higgs boson candidates
selected by the inclusive H → ZZ∗→ 4` analysis as described in Section 4.5.

The focus of this thesis was especially the evaluation of the theoretical uncertainties for
the main Higgs boson production modes. For the 139 fb−1 data set, also the parton
shower uncertainties in the qqZZ background estimation were evaluated. In addition,
dedicated multivariate discriminants have been designed for the event categorisation in
the analysis of the 79.8 fb−1 data set.

The measured cross sections in this chapter provide input to the measurements presented
in the next chapters. The extrapolation of the Higgs boson production cross section
measurements to predictions for high-luminosity LHC, described in detail in Chapter 6,
is based on the analysis of the 79.8 fb−1 data set, while the two EFT interpretations in
Chapter 7 are based on results of the 36.1 fb−1 and 139 fb−1 analyses. The analyses of
the three data sets differ slightly, but only the 79.8 fb−1 analysis is described in detail.
The differences for other data sets are described in the relevant subsequent chapters.

This chapter is structured as follows. First the exclusive phase space regions for the
production cross section measurement are described, followed by the criteria for the
categorisation of the reconstructed Higgs boson candidates and the introduction of
discriminants used in different categories to distinguish between the different signal
production modes and between signal and background processes. The categories and dis-
criminants are chosen such as to provide the optimal sensitivity based on the production
phase space bins defined at particle level in Section 5.1 in the simplified template cross
sections (STXS). The statistical model and the results of the measurement are outlined
after describing the evaluation of the systematic uncertainties.
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Chapter 5 Measurement of Higgs Boson Production Cross Sections

5.1 Dedicated Regions for the Measurement of Production
Cross Sections

In the Run 1 analysis, the Higgs boson couplings to SM particles have been determined
from measurements of the signal strength µfi = (σi ·Bf )/(σi ·Bf )SM in the various pro-
duction and decay modes by using multiplicative coupling modifiers κ [44]. In order to
reduce the dependence on uncertainties in the SM predictions and to allow for a combin-
ation of the different production and decay channels, the so-called Simplified Template
Cross Section (STXS) framework has been introduced which is described below. In the
STXS framework cross section measurements in dedicated regions of the phase space are
implemented for the coupling measurements. In addition it simplifies the use of analysis
techniques like event categorisation and multivariate selection methods which improve
the sensitivity.

The dedicated phase space regions in which the cross sections are measured are called
“production bins” are defined at particle level for each production mode. The definition
of the bins is guided by several aspects. The first is to minimise the theory dependence on
uncertainties by avoiding extrapolation of the measurement from a certain phase space
region to the full phase space. The bins are chosen such that there are only small vari-
ations of the experimental acceptance within a bin. Another aspect is the optimisation
of the sensitivity of the coupling measurement by combining all decay channels and by
using dedicated event categories. A final goal is the isolation of BSM effects in certain
phase space bins where they are relatively large. At the same time the number of bins
must not become to large to limit the complexity.

The simplest implementation, called STXS Stage-0, the bins only separate the different
production modes of the Higgs boson. At the next stage, STXS Stage-1, the production
bins are further divided into exclusive phase space regions. In practice not all analyses are
able to set constraints on all defined particle level production bins at STXS Stage-1 due
to statistical limitations, as it is the case in the H → ZZ∗→ 4` decay channel. In these
cases, several particle level production bins are merged in order to achieve the necessary
statistics. The merged scheme is called STXS Reduced-Stage-1.

To allow for comparisons between the measured cross section in the particle level pro-
duction bins and theoretical predictions from analytic calculations or Monte Carlo sim-
ulations, a well-defined definition of the particle level final state is necessary. The final
state particles are leptons, jets and the Higgs boson. Electrons and muons are defined
as dressed leptons, i.e. the definition includes photons around charged leptons. The τ
leptons are defined as the sum of all decay products. No kinematic constraints and no
thresholds on the phase space are employed. Particle level jets are defined as described
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5.1 Dedicated Regions for the Measurement of Production Cross Sections

in Section 3.4.3 and the transverse momentum pjT is required to be larger than 30 GeV.
The Higgs boson is defined as off-shell particle and required to be within |yH |< 2.5.

5.1.1 Stage-0 Regions

The particle level production bins of STXS Stage-0 (see Figure 5.1) separate the dif-
ferent production modes of the Higgs boson. The VBF and the V H production, with
hadronically vector boson decays (V H-Had) are denoted as electroweak qqH (EW qqH)
production. The V H production with leptonically decaying vector boson (V H-Lep) is
split into three bins distinguishing the production mechanism and the final state vector
boson, qq→WH, qq→ ZH and gg→ ZH.

ggF EW qqH

VBF

VH-Had

VH-Lep

qq → WH

qq → ZH

gg → ZH

ttH bbH tH

Figure 5.1: Particle level production bins of STXS Stage-0.

5.1.2 Stage-1 Regions

Figure 5.2 shows the particle level production bins of STXS Stage-1 for ggF production.
The first classification is according the number of jets Nj in the final state: Nj = 0,
Nj = 1, Nj ≥ 2 and Nj ≥ 2 with VBF cuts, motivated by the Nj splitting in experimental
analyses. The Nj = 0 bin is not divided further, while the Nj = 1 and Nj ≥ 2 bins are
split according to the transverse momentum of the Higgs boson pHT into a low-pHT bin
(pHT < 60 GeV), two medium bins (60 GeV< pHT < 120 GeV and 60 GeV< pHT < 120 GeV)
and a BSM sensitive bin (pHT > 200 GeV). The Nj ≥ 2 bin with VBF cuts is used to
estimate the gluon fusion contamination in the VBF selection. The cuts are chosen
to target the VBF signature (two high-energetic jets in the forward region). A large
invariant mass (mjj > 400 GeV) and a good separation (∆ηjj > 2.8) of the two leading jets
is required. This category is further divided according to pHjjT with a threshold of 25 GeV.

Figure 5.3 shows the particle level production bins of STXS Stage-1 for EW qqH (VBF and
V H-Had) production. BSM effects are separated with cut on the transverse momentum
of the leading jet, pj1T > 200 GeV. Events with VBF topology (Nj ≥ 2, mjj > 400 GeV
and ∆ηjj > 2.8) are divided according to pHjjT with a threshold of 25 GeV, providing
a good separation between ggF and VBF production. V H-Had production is targeted
by requiring at least two jets in the final state with an invariant mass of 60 GeV <
mjj < 120 GeV. Remaining events are assigned to the so-called “Rest” bin.
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ggF

= 0 jet = 1 jet

pH
T [0,60]

pH
T [60,120]

pH
T [120,200]
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T [200,∞]

≥ 2 jet

pH
T [0,60]

pH
T [60,120]

pH
T [120,200]

pH
T [200,∞]

≥ 2 jet, VBF cuts

pHjj

T
[0,25]

pHjj

T
[25,∞]

Figure 5.2: Particle level production bins of STXS Stage-1 for ggF production.

EW qqH

pj1

T
[0, 200]

≥ 2 jet VH cuts≥ 2 jet VBF cuts Rest

pHjj

T
[0,25]

pHjj

T
[25,∞]

pj1

T
[200, ∞]

Figure 5.3: Particle level production bins of STXS Stage-1 for EW qqH production.
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5.1 Dedicated Regions for the Measurement of Production Cross Sections

The STXS Stage-1 particle level production bins for V H-Lep production are shown in
Figure 5.4. At first qq and gg initial states are separated. qq→ V H processes are split
according to the weak gauge boson in the final state, W → `ν or Z → ``+ νν. These
production bins are divided with thresholds on the transverse momentum of the weak
boson pVT into a low (pVT < 150 GeV), a medium (150 GeV < pHT < 20 GeV) and a high
(pVT > 250 GeV) bin. The medium bin is split further into final states with Nj = 0 and
Nj ≥ 1. For gg → ZH processes the same splitting is used, except of the pVT -high bin
which is merge into the medium bin.

The remaining production modes, ttH, bbH and tH are defined as in STXS Stage-0.

VH-Lep

qq → VH gg → ZH

W → `ν

pV
T [0,150]

pV
T [150,250]

= 0 jet

≥ 1 jet

pV
T [250,∞]

Z → ``+ νν

pV
T [0,150]

pV
T [150,250]

= 0 jet

≥ 1 jet

pV
T [250,∞]

pV
T [0,150]

pV
T [150,∞]

= 0 jet

≥ 1 jet

Figure 5.4: Particle level production bins of STXS Stage-1 for V H-Lep production.

5.1.3 Reduced-Stage-1 Regions

In the H → ZZ∗ → 4` decay channel the available amount of data does not allow for
a measurement in all production bins defined at STXS Stage-1. Production bins are
merged till a sufficient statistics is reached. The production bins are chosen to maxim-
ise the measurement precision and to isolate possible BSM contributions. The studies
presented in this thesis use two different types of merged schemes. The production cross
section measurement described in this chapter is performed within the so-called STXS
Reduced-Stage-1 shown in Figure 5.5 and the EFT interpretation (Section 7.3) within
the STXS Reduced-Stage-1.1 shown in Figure 5.6.
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Chapter 5 Measurement of Higgs Boson Production Cross Sections

For the STXS Stage-0 production cross section measurement in H → ZZ∗ → 4` decays
only four particle level production bins are used. The bbH production bin is not accessible
with current statistics. Its contributions is measured together with the ggF production
since both have a similar acceptance. Similarly, the tH production is considered together
with the ttH production, referred as ttH in the following. In contrast to the STXS
Stage-0 scheme introduced in Section 5.1.1 the V H-Had production is not combined with
the VBF production. At Stage-0 it is merged with the V H-Lep production in a combined
V H production bin.

In the STXS Reduced-Stage-1 five production bins for the ggF production are defined.
The first split is according to the number of jets, Nj = 0, Nj = 1 and Nj ≥ 2. The
zero jet bin is denoted as ggF-0j. The one jet bin is divided further in bins of pHT ,
one low with pHT < 60 GeV (ggF-1j-pHT -Low), a medium with 60 GeV < pHT < 120 GeV
(ggF-1j-pHT -Med) and a high bin with pHT > 120 GeV (ggF-1j-pHT -High). The two jet bin
is not split further and is denoted as ggF-2j. For the VBF production only the first split
of STXS Stage-1 is used, the cut on the transverse momentum of the leading jet pj1T ,
separating SM and potential BSM contributions. The two bins are denoted as VBF-pjT -
Low and VBF-pjT -High. The V H production is separated according to the hadronically
or leptonically decays of the associated vector boson, denoted as V H-Had and V H-Lep,
respectively. The ttH production mode remains the same as for STXS Stage-0.

Stage-0

Reduced-Stage-1

ggF

= 0 jet

= 1jet

pH
T [0,60]

pH
T [60,120]

pH
T [120,∞]

≥ 2 jet

VBF

pj1

T
[0,200]

pj1

T
[200,∞]

VH

VH-Had

VH-Lep

ttH

ttH

Figure 5.5: Particle level production bins of STXS Reduced-Stage-1.

The main difference of the STXS Reduced-Stage-1.1 compared to STXS Reduced-Stage-1
is that more production bins are defined due to the larger available amount of data. The
gg→Z(2j)+H and ggF production are combined into the gg2H production bin, which is
further divided into seven exclusive bins. First a high pHT bin is split targeting BSM physics
with pHT > 200 GeV denoted as gg2H-pHT -High production bin. The remaining events are
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5.2 Event Categorisation

split in a similar way as in the STXS Reduced-Stage-1, according to the number of jets
(Nj = 0, Nj = 1 and Nj ≥ 2) and the transverse momenta of the Higgs boson. The zero
jet bin has an additional split at pHT = 10 GeV defining the gg2H-0j-pHT -Low and gg2H-0j-
pHT -High production bin. One jet events are split with the same cuts on pHT into the gg2H-
1j-pHT -Low, gg2H-1j-pHT -Med and gg2H-1j-pHT -High production bins. Final states with at
least two jets are collected into the gg2H-2j production bin. In order to have a definition of
productions bins closer to the Stage-1 described in Section 5.1.2 the VBF production mode
is considered together with the V H-Had production. First the V H-Had production is
separated with a cut on the invariant mass of the two leading jet, 60 GeV<mjj < 120 GeV
defining the qq2Hqq-V H-Like bin. The production bin qq2Hqq-BSM sensitive to BSM
contributions is defined as mjj > 350 GeV and pHT > 200 GeV. The remaining events
are collected in the qq2Hqq-V BF production bin. The V H-Lep (qq/gg2HLep) and the
ttH production are not divided further.

Stage-0

Reduced-Stage-1.1

gg2H

pH
T [0,200]

= 0jet

pH
T [0,10]

pH
T [10,∞]

= 1jet

pH
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≥ 2 jet

pH
T [200,∞]

qq2Hqq

mjj [60,120]

mjj [0,60] ∪ [120,∞]

mjj [350,∞]

pH
T [200,∞]

pH
T [0,200]

mjj [0,60] ∪ [120,350]

qq/gg2HLep

qq/gg2HLep

ttH

ttH

Figure 5.6: Particle level production bins of STXS Reduced-Stage-1.1.

5.2 Event Categorisation

The Higgs boson candidates selected by the inclusive H → ZZ∗→ 4` analysis in a mass
range of 115 GeV <m4` < 130 GeV, as described in Section 4.3, are classified into nine
categories in order to provide sensitivity to different Higgs boson production modes and
more specifically to the more exclusive particle level production bins defined within the
STXS framework. The production cross sections for each production mode are measured
in the particle level production bins of STXS Stage-0. Additional exclusive regions of
the production phase space are explored with the STXS Reduced-Stage-1 particle level
production bins.
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The ggF, VBF, V H and ttH production modes of the Higgs boson are disentangled
according to their specific final state topology. The bbH production is measured together
with the ggF production in the ggF production bin, since it is difficult to distinguish
between the two.

The event classification starts with the selection of the ttH event candidates. The top
quark almost always decays via the electroweak interaction into a W boson and a bottom
quark. Therefore, at least one b-tagged jet is required in the final state. The selected
event candidates are then distinguished according to the decay mode of the W boson.
Events with fully hadronic decays of the both W bosons are collected in the ttH-Had-
enriched category, requiring at least four additional jets in the final state. Events with
at least one leptonic W boson decay are identified by requiring at least one additional
lepton with pT > 12 GeV and at least two jets in the final state and are collected in the
ttH-Lep-enriched event category.

The V H production with leptonically decaying vector boson (V → `ν/``) is also charac-
terised by at least one additional lepton in the final state. Events with additional leptons
in the final state which do not fulfil the jet requirements of the ttH selection are assigned
to the V H-Lep-enriched category.

Events which do not fall into one of the categories described above are further sub-divided
according to the number of jets in the final state. The VBF and the V H production
with hadronically decaying vector boson (V H-Had) are targeted by requiring at least
two jets in the final state. Even through there are no jets emitted for the tree-level
ggF production, this production mode still significantly contaminates the 2-jet final
state due to initial state radiation. The VBF and V H-Had production are separated
by the requirement on the invariant mass mjj of the two leading jets. The mjj dis-
tribution from the V H-Had production peaks around the mass of the decaying vector
boson, while for the VBF production larger values are expected due to the characteristic
signature of two high-energy jets. Events with mjj < 120 GeV are therefore collected
in the V H-Had-enriched category. The events with mjj > 120 GeV are further di-
vided into two categories, VBF-enriched-pjT -Low and VBF-enriched-pjT -High, separated
by the 200 GeV threshold on the transverse momentum pj1T of the highest pT (leading) jet.

The ggF production mode is expected to be dominant in final states with 0-jet or 1-jet. In
the 1-jet category, there is also a non-negligible contribution from the VBF production,
processes in which one of the two jets is not reconstructed. Motivated by the STXS
particle level production bins, the 1-jet events are split into three categories. Events
with the four-lepton transverse momentum p4`

T smaller than 60 GeV are assigned to the
1j-p4`

T -Low category, while events with 60 GeV < p4`
T < 120 GeV and p4`

T > 120 GeV are
collected in the 1j-p4`

T -Med and 1j-p4`
T -High categories, respectively.
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Chapter 5 Measurement of Higgs Boson Production Cross Sections

The remaining event with no reconstructed jets in the final state are collected in the
0j-p4`

T -Low and 0j-p4`
T -High categories. A threshold on the p4`

T value is applied at 100 GeV
to discriminate between the ggF and V H production with leptonic V boson decays.

The event categorisation scheme with the corresponding particle level STXS production
bins is shown in Figure 5.7.

The expected number of events from the key production modes of the SM Higgs boson
are shown in Table 5.1 for each of the reconstructed event categories. The expected
yields for the ggF and bbH signal are shown separately, while in the fit of the Stage-0
prediction to data, the two contributions are combined into the same production bin
(ggF). Jets produced in bbH processes tend to be more forward than the one produced
in ttH, therefore escaping the acceptance of the ttH selection and contributing mostly
to the 0j-p4`

T -Low category. The expectations for the WH and ZH contributions, as
well as ttH and tH processes are also shown separately, while they are merged due to
low statistics into a single V H and ttH production bin, respectively, when performing
the Stage-0 measurement. The table includes the expected statistical and systematic
uncertainties which are added in quadrature. The sources and the evaluation of the
systematic uncertainties are discussed in detail in Section 5.4.

Table 5.1: The expected number of events from the production of the SM Higgs bo-
son with a mass of mH = 125 GeV via different production modes in the mass range of
115 GeV <m4` < 130 GeV and an integrated luminosity of 79.8 fb−1 separately for each
of the reconstructed event categories. Statistical and systematic uncertainties are added
in quadrature [183].

Reconstructed SM Higgs boson production mode

event category ggF VBF WH ZH ttH bbH tH

0j-p4`
T -Low 54 ±5 0.64 ±0.12 0.213 ±0.032 0.199 ±0.030 − 0.56 ±0.28 −

1j-p4`
T -Low 16.1 ±2.2 1.05 ±0.06 0.291 ±0.035 0.173 ±0.021 0.0017±0.0010 0.23 ±0.12 0.00140±0.00030

1j-p4`
T -Med 9.6 ±1.5 1.38 ±0.15 0.292 ±0.033 0.194 ±0.022 0.0018±0.0011 0.049 ±0.025 0.0021 ±0.0004

1j-p4`
T -High 2.4 ±0.5 0.60 ±0.07 0.115 ±0.014 0.106 ±0.013 0.0018±0.0006 0.009 ±0.004 0.0017 ±0.0004

VBF-enriched-pjT -Low 7.8 ±1.6 4.1 ±0.4 0.35 ±0.05 0.29 ±0.04 0.124 ±0.013 0.10 ±0.05 0.055 ±0.007

VBF-enriched-pjT -High 5.5 ±1.1 0.43 ±0.04 0.68 ±0.07 0.52 ±0.05 0.051 ±0.008 0.053 ±0.027 0.0169 ±0.0022

V H-Had-enriched 0.70 ±0.20 0.38 ±0.04 0.062 ±0.010 0.050 ±0.008 0.038 ±0.005 0.0014±0.0007 0.0119 ±0.0013

V H-Lep-enriched 0.030±0.004 0.0084±0.0004 0.44 ±0.04 0.116 ±0.011 0.083 ±0.011 0.0028±0.0014 0.0172 ±0.0018

0j-p4`
T -High 0.059±0.022 0.0096±0.0017 0.030 ±0.004 0.085 ±0.010 − − −

ttH-Had-enriched 0.09 ±0.09 0.020 ±0.004 0.0130±0.0027 0.028 ±0.006 0.38 ±0.04 0.012 ±0.006 0.054 ±0.006

ttH-Lep-enriched − − 0.0026±0.0006 0.0018±0.0004 0.212 ±0.025 − 0.0204 ±0.0022

Total 97 ±8 8.6 ±0.4 2.49 ±0.25 1.76 ±0.17 0.90 ±0.09 1.0 ±0.5 0.181 ±0.020
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5.3 Multivariate Production Mode Discriminants

The expected relative fractions of SM Higgs boson signal contributions from each produc-
tion bin of the Reduced-Stage-1 are shown in Figure 5.8 separately for each reconstructed
event category. Reconstructed event categories with high purity in a single production
mode are the 0j and ttH-Lep-enriched, with more than 90% of the respective signal
component. Also in the V H-Lep-enriched event category there is a large fraction of
about 85% from the targeted V H-Lep production mode. In other categories, the frac-
tion of the respective targeted signal mode is visibly smaller. For example, in the
VBF-enriched reconstructed event categories with at least two jets in the final state,
the fraction of the VBF component is only about 40%, with large contamination from
ggF-2j production. Therefore, in a number of categories there are further multivariate
discriminants introduced to improve the separation of the different signal components
and in case of the 0j categories, to distinguish the ZZ∗ background from the ggF signal.

Figure 5.8: Expected signal composition of the SM Higgs boson signal for the Reduced-
Stage-1 particle level production bins in each of the reconstructed event categories. The
contribution of the ggF and bbH production are shown separately, while they both con-
tribute to the same production bin (ggF) [183].

The discriminating observables based on boosted decision trees (BDT) [185] are developed
with the Toolkit for Multivariate Data Analysis [186] with the ROOT framework [187].
Boosted decision trees are a machine learning method for classification of different pro-
cesses. The classification is based on Monte Carlo events. The simulated samples are
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split into two half, one for training the algorithm (training sample) and the other for
testing its performance (test sample). The trained algorithm is then applied to the data.

A decision tree performs the classification by means of a tree-structured decision making.
Starting from the topmost decision node (root node), the data set is split into two
smaller one based on criteria imposed on an input variable. Subsequently, the two subsets
are further split based on further input variables. The procedure is repeated until the
algorithm reaches the final node (leave node) with which the trained events are classified
into signal or background processes. In order to enhance the classification performance
of such single trees, so-called boosting is employed by building several trees which form
a forest. All trees are derived from the same training samples by reweighting events.
Finally, the output of each tree is combined into a single classifier. The training procedure
is described in more detail in the following.

The training of a decision tree starts with the root node at which an initial splitting cri-
terion i.e. the input variables and the corresponding threshold values for the full training
sample is determined. This split leads to two subsets of training samples. Each of these
subsets is processed by the same algorithm to determine the next iteration of the splitting
criteria. There are several types of splitting criteria that can be employed to provide the
best separation between signal and background processes. For this analysis the default
separation quantifier of the TMVA framework was used, the Gini Index defined as

G= p · (1−p), (5.1)

where p corresponds to the purity of the training sample defined as the number of signal
events in the samples divided by the total number of events. The Gini Index reaches
a maximum value of p = 0.5 for a fully mixed sample with both signal and background
contributions and is zero in case of only signal or only background contributions. The
splitting criterion i.e. a threshold on a single input variable, is defined as the input
variable that maximises the difference between the separation G of the parent node and
the sum of the separations of the two daughter nodes weighted by their relative event
fraction. The optimal threshold value is obtained by scanning over the input variable
values with a specific scan granularity defined by the TMVA parameter nCuts. The
performance of the classifier can in some cases be enhanced by using randomised trees
(TMVA parameter UseRandomisedTrees), i.e. by considering only a random subset of
all input variables for the splitting. The number of such random variables can be set with
the UseNvars options. The iterative process of the node splitting ends once a minimum
number of events is reached, defined by the parameter nEventsMin. The corresponding
leaf node is then classified as signal or background depending on which type of events
dominates. It is also possible to terminate the splitting process by setting the limit on
the fraction of all training events that reach the leaf node (MinNodeSize) or by fixing the
depth of the decision tree, i.e. the length of the longest path from the tree root to a leaf
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5.3 Multivariate Production Mode Discriminants

(MaxDepth). The number of trees used for the training can be adjusted with the NTrees
parameter.

The procedure of combining the trees into a single classifier is called the boosting method.
There are two types of boosting that can be applied in the TMVA framework, the gradi-
ent boost and the adaptive boost. For the production cross section measurement in this
thesis the former one is used as described in the following.

Each trained decision tree m is assigned to a parametrised base function (so-called weak
learner) fm(x), where x correspond to the input variables. A weighted sum of the weak
learners defines the function

F (x) =
M∑
m=0

βmfm(x), (5.2)

where M corresponds to the number of trees and βm to the weight of each tree. The
gradient boost method tries to find in accordance with the empirical risk minimisation
principle an approximation of F (x) that minimises the averaged value of the loss function
L(F (x),y), which is defined as the deviation between the model response and the output
value y. In case of the gradient boosting the loss function is a binomial log-likelihood
function

L(F (x),y) = ln
(
1 +e−2F (x)y

)
. (5.3)

The minimum of this loss function is obtained with a steepest-descent approach. The
current gradient of the loss function is calculated and a new growing regression tree h(x)
is fitted to the gradient values with the condition

h(xi) =−∂L(F (xi),y)
∂F (xi)

. (5.4)

The new tree h(x) is added to the function F (x) multiplied by a step-size which controls
the learning rate of the algorithm. This procedure is repeated till the minimum of the loss
function is reached. The learning rate is steered with the Shrinkage parameter, which
controls the weight of the individual trees. Small parameters (0.1-0.3) allow for more
trees to be grown enhancing the robustness of the training procedure. In some cases the
algorithm benefits from the introduction of a resampling procedure which uses random
subsamples of the training sample in order to build the tree (stochastic gradient boost-
ing, enabled with the UseBaggedGrad option). The fraction of the training sample used
for the random subsamples can be adjusted with the BaggingSampleFraction parameter.

The final classifier obtained by the above minimisation procedure is the BDT response
for each event with values inside an interval from −1 to 1. The larger the value of the
BDT response, the more likely the event is a signal event.
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One of the most important requirements on the machine learning procedure is to avoid
overtraining. For example, it is in principle possible to generate a tree which provides
a full separation between the signal and the background. However, such a tree could in
general be strongly overtrained. Overtraining refers to the adaptation of the training
procedure to statistical variations in the trained sample, which thus no longer corres-
ponds to a representation of the underlying characteristics. Small trees (smaller depth)
are less prone to overtraining, but due to the small size the classification performance
is smaller and vice versa. Since gradient boosting provides the best performance with
several small decision trees, this algorithm is less prone to overtraining compared to a
single decision tree. Overtraining can be detected by comparing the BDT response from
the trained sample with the response obtained with a test sample. A boosted decision
tree is overtrained if the shapes of the BDT distributions for signal or background in the
training sample differ from those in the test sample.

The different options which can be used to train the boosted decision trees and their
short description are summarised in Table 5.2. If the option is not set in the setting, the
default value is used.

The boosted decision tree observables are build in six reconstructed event categor-
ies: 0j-p4`

T -Low, 1j-p4`
T -Low, 1j-p4`

T -Med, V H-Had-enriched, VBF-enriched-pjT -Low and
ttH-enriched. Except for the latter category, the training is based on the previous
Run 2 analysis performed on the 36.1 fb−1 data set [182]. The boosted decision tree
observable for the ttH-enriched category has been introduced only for data sets with
79.8 fb−1 or more, after sufficient amount of expected events was reached for this category.
There are no boosted decision tree observables employed in other reconstructed event
categories due to a very small corresponding number of expected events.

The setting for the training for the different categories is summarised in Table 5.3, while
the training samples, the input variables (see Table 5.4) used in the training, the final
BDT classifier and the performance of the algorithm are discussed for each reconstructed
event category in the following.

The performance of the boosted decision tree classification can be estimated with the
so-called Receiver Operating Characteristic (ROC) curve, which is obtained on the test
samples. It corresponds to the background rejection in dependence on the signal efficiency
for different values of BDT thresholds. In general, an algorithm performs better than
another one if its associated ROC curve reaches higher background rejection for the
same signal efficiency. Therefore, the area under the ROC curve is suitable to compare
various configurations. The larger the area under the ROC curve, the better the BDT
performance.
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Table 5.2: Configuration options for the training of boosted decision trees within the
TMVA framework [186]

Option Default Description

Options for growing the decision tree

nCuts 20 Number of grid points in the range of the
variable used to find the optimal cut for the
node splitting

UseRandomisedTrees False Determine at each node splitting the cut
variable only as the best out of a random
subset of variables

UseNvars 2 Size of the subset of variables used with
RandomisedTree option

nEventsMin 0 Minimum events in the leaf node

MinNodeSize 5% Minimum percentage of training events
required in a leaf node

MaxDepth 3 Maximum allowed depth of the decision tree

Options for gradient boosting

NTrees 800 Number of trees in the forest

Shrinkage 1 Learning rate of the gradient boost algorithm

UseBaggedGrad False Use only a random subsample of all events for
growing the trees in each iteration

BaggingSampleFraction 0.6 Relative size of bagged event sample to original
size of the data sample (only if stochastic
gradient boosting is used)
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Table 5.3: Settings to train the of boosted decision trees within the TMVA framework [186]
for the different reconstructed event categories

Option 0j-p4`
T -Low 1j-p4`

T -Low 1j-p4`
T -Med V H-Had-enriched VBF-enriched-pjT -Low ttH-enriched

nCuts 20 20 20 20 20 20

UseRandomisedTrees False False False False False True

UseNvars − − − − − 9

nEventsMin − − − − 1000 −
MinNodeSize 2.5% 8.0% 5.0% 5.0% − 2.5%

MaxDepth 2 3 3 5 5 3

NTrees 1000 400 150 100 50 1300

Shrinkage 0.10 0.03 0.06 0.275 0.275 0.03

UseBaggedGrad True True True True True True

BaggingSampleFraction 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.6 0.6 0.5

Table 5.4: The BDT discriminants and their corresponding input variables used for the
measurement of the cross sections per particle level production bin

Reconstructed event
category

Input variables Processes BDT discriminant

0j-p4`
T -Low p4`

T ,η4`,KD (ZZ∗) ggF,ZZ∗ BDTggF

1j-p4`
T -Low pjT ,ηj ,∆R(j,4`) ggF,VBF BDT1j−p4`

T −Low
VBF

1j-p4`
T -Med pjT ,ηj ,∆R(j,4`) ggF,VBF BDT1j−p4`

T −Med
VBF

V H-Had-enriched
mjj ,∆ηjj ,pj1T ,p

j2
T ,ηj1, ggF,VBF,V H BDTVH−Had

∆RminjZ ,η∗4`

VBF-enriched-pjT -Low
mjj ,∆ηjj ,pj1T ,p

j2
T ,ηj1, ggF,VBF BDTVBF

∆RminjZ ,p4`jj
T

ttH-enriched
mjj ,∆ηjj ,∆R(j,4`),∆RminjZ ,

ggF,VBF,V H,ttV BDTttH−Had
η∗4`,E

miss
T ,pjjT ,Nj ,Nb−j ,Msig,HT
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5.3.1 The 0-Jet Categories

The dominant Higgs boson signal production mode in the 0j categories is ggF. Since,
similarly as the LO ggF production, the irreducible ZZ∗ background production also
leaves no additional jets in the final state it has a relatively large contribution of about
35% of all events in this category. In order to distinguish the ggF signal from the
ZZ∗ background a boosted decision tree is trained based on kinematic properties of the
four-lepton events. Due to the slight differences of these properties for different types of
lepton quadruplets, the training is performed separately for 4µ/4e and 2e2µ/2µ2e events.
Since only a very small fraction of events falls into the 0j-p4`

T -High category, the training
is performed with events in both 0j categories combined.

The input variables which provide a good discrimination between the signal and the
background are the transverse momentum and the pseudorapidity of the four lepton final
state, p4`

T and η4`, respectively. In addition a matrix element based observable is used,
defined as

KD (ZZ∗) = log
(
|MHZZ∗ |2 / |MZZ∗ |2

)
, (5.5)

where |MHZZ∗ |2 and |MZZ∗ |2 correspond to the matrix elements calculated at LO with
the MadGraph5_aMC@NLO generator [181] for ggF and ZZ∗ production, respect-
ively. The matrix element calculation is based on the four-momenta of four leptons in
the final state. The expected signal and background distributions of the discriminating
variables used for training are shown in Figure 5.9 separately for 4µ/4e and 2e2µ/2µ2e
final states. For both final states, the p4`

T distribution is harder and η4` more central in
case of the ggF production. The matrix element based observable KD (ZZ∗) tends to
smaller values for the ZZ∗ continuum.

Figure 5.10(a) and Figure 5.10(b) show the classifier output distributions (BDT response)
of the training and testing sample for signal (ggF) and background (ZZ∗) separately in
the 4µ/4e and 2e2µ/2µ2e final states. A good separation between the signal and the
background is obtained. The shapes of the BDT response distributions agree rather
well for testing and training sample, indicates that no significant overtraining is expected.
The corresponding ROC curves are shown in Figure 5.10(c) and Figure 5.10(d). The BDT
selection for the 2e2µ/2µ2e states with an integral of the ROC curve of IROC = 0.7820
has a slightly better performance than for the 4µ/4e final states with IROC = 0.7647.
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Figure 5.9: Distributions of the discriminating variables used as an input for the boos-
ted decision tree training: (a) and (b) p4`

T , (c) and (d) η4`, (e) and (f) KD (ZZ∗) in
the 0j reconstructed event category. The signal (ggF) distributions are shown in blue
and background (ZZ∗) in red. The training is performed with samples in the combined
0j category, separately for 4µ/4e and 2e2µ/2µ2e final states.
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Figure 5.10: Classifier output distributions (BDT response) of the training and testing
sample for signal (ggF) and background (ZZ∗) processes in the 0j category for (a) 4µ/4e
and (b) 2e2µ/2µ2e final states and (c) and (d) the corresponding ROC curves.

5.3.2 The 1-Jet Categories

The VBF production has a characteristic signature of two high-energy forward jets in
the final state. However, it is possible that one of these jets is not reconstructed in the
detector. Hence, about 10% of the VBF events fall into one of the 1j categories contam-
inating the dominant ggF contribution. To separate the Higgs boson events produced
via the VBF from the ggF production, a boosted decision tree is trained separately for
events in the 1j-p4`

T -Low and 1j-p4`
T -Med category. Since the same input variables are

used in both categories, the same description of the procedure applies for both. In the
1j-p4`

T -High category no boosted decision tree discriminant is used due to a small expected
number of events.

Three input variables are used: the transverse momentum of the leading jet (pj1T ), its
pseudorapidity (ηj1) and the angular separation between the reconstructed jet and the
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Figure 5.11: Distributions of the discriminating variables used as an input for the boosted
decision tree training: (a) and (b) pj1T , (c) and (d) ηj1, (d) and (e) ∆R(j,4`) in the 1j-
p4`
T -Low and 1j-p4`

T -Med reconstructed event category. The signal (VBF) distributions are
shown in green and background (ggF) in blue. The training is done separately in each of
the categories.
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4` system (∆R(j,4`)). The expected signal (VBF) and background (ggF) distributions of
discriminating input variables are shown in Figure 5.11 separately for the 1j-p4`

T -Low and
1j-p4`

T -Med category. The jet from the VBF process tend to have a larger pT compared to
the jet from the initial state radiation in the case of the ggF production. The VBF jets
are emitted in the forward region, which is clearly visible in the pseudorapidity dis-
tribution peaking at around |ηj1| = 3. The ggF jets, on the other hand, are produced
more centrally. The ηj1 distribution from ggF has a slight double peak structure similar
to VBF. This is due to the contamination of pile-up jets. At least, the jets from the
VBF production have a larger angular separation from the 4` system compared to ggF jets.
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Figure 5.12: Classifier output distributions (BDT response) of the training and testing
sample for signal (VBF) and background (ggF) processes in the (a) 1j-p4`

T -Low and (b)
1j-p4`

T -Med category and (c) and (d) the corresponding ROC curves.

The boosted decision tree output distributions for the testing and training samples, as
well as the corresponding ROC curves are shown in Figure 5.12 separately for each event
category. In both cases, the boosted decision tree output distributions show a good sep-
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aration between the VBF signal and the ggF background. The shapes of the distributions
from testing and training samples agree very well, therefore no overtraining is expected.
The integral of the ROC curve for the 1j-p4`

T -Low category is IROC = 0.6989, indicating a
slightly worse performance than for the 1j-p4`

T -Med category with IROC = 0.7202.

5.3.3 The V H-Hadronic Enriched Category

The V H-Had-enriched category is designed to provide sensitivity to V H production with
hadronic V boson decays, but is highly contaminated with ggF events comprising 70%
of the Higgs signal in this category. Also events from the VBF production contribute
but with a smaller fraction of about 6%. In order to increase the sensitivity to the
V H-Had production mode in this category, a boosted decision tree is used to separate
the signal (V H-Had) from the contaminating background production modes (ggF and
VBF).

Seven observables are employed to provide the separation between signal and background
processes: the invariant mass of the dijet system (mjj), its pseudorapidity difference
(∆ηjj), the transverse momenta of the two leading jets (pj1T and pj2T ), the pseudorapidity
of the leading jet (ηj1), the minimal angular separation between the jets and two Z boson
candidates (∆RminjZ ) and a variable describing the pseudorapidity difference between the
4` and dijet system, η∗4` defined as η∗4` = η4`−〈ηj1,ηj2〉. The expected distributions of
discriminating observables used for the training are shown in Figure 5.13 and Figure 5.14.
A very good separation is obtained with the mjj distribution. The distribution from the
V H-Had production peaks at the mass of the vector boson resonance, while ggF and
VBF events produce a flat distribution in the considered mass range. The difference
in pseudorapidity of the dijet system ∆ηjj has a rather small separation power, with
background processes tending to slightly larger values. The spectra of pj1T and pj2T are
harder for the V H-Had process, since the main background originates from initial state
radiation jets in the ggF production. The leading jet from the decaying vector boson is
produced more centrally as in the case of the ggF and VBF production. The minimal
angular between the jets and Z bosons tends to be smaller for signal process. A very good
discrimination is provided by the η∗4` observable. In case of the targeted V H-Had signal
process the four leptons and the two jets are produced close to each other leading to
smaller η∗4` values compared to the ggF and VBF production.

The BDT response distributions for signal (V H-Had) and background (ggF and VBF),
as well the corresponding ROC curve are shown in Figure 5.15. In the V H-Had-
enriched category a separation is achieved with no overtraining expected. The ROC
integral of IROC = 0.8164 indicates a better boosted decision tree performance compared
to the 0j and 1j categories.
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Figure 5.13: Distributions of the discriminating variables used as an input for the boosted
decision tree training: (a) mjj , (b) ∆ηjj , (c) pj1T , (c) pj2T in the V H-Had-enriched re-
constructed event category. The signal (V H-Had) distributions are shown in orange and
background (ggF and VBF) in blue.
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Figure 5.14: Distributions of the discriminating variables used as an input for the boosted
decision tree training: (a) ηj1, (b) ∆RminjZ , (c) η∗4` in the V H-Had-enriched reconstructed
event category. The signal (V H-Had) distributions are shown in orange and background
(ggF and VBF) in blue.
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Figure 5.15: (a) Classifier output distributions (BDT response) of the training and testing
sample for signal (V H-Had) and background (ggF and VBF) processes in the V H-Had-
enriched category and (b) the corresponding ROC curve.

5.3.4 The VBF Enriched Category

Similar as in the case of the V H-Had-enriched category, the VBF-enriched category
is also contaminated by the ggF production with a fraction of up to 50%. Therefore,
the VBF production is further discriminated from ggF by means of a boosted decision
tree discriminant. In order to enhance the number of events for the training, the two
VBF-enriched categories are used together, i.e. no threshold is imposed on pj1T .

Input observables which provide a good separation between the VBF and ggF production
are the invariant mass of the dijet system (mjj), the difference of jet pseudorapidities
(∆ηjj), the transverse momenta of the two leading jets (pj1T and pj2T ), the minimal angular
separation between the two jets and Z boson candidates (∆RminjZ ) and the distance in the
pseudorapidity between the four lepton and dijet system η∗4`. In addition, the transverse
momentum of the Higgs-dijet system p

′4`jj
T is used. To avoid large theoretical uncertainties

for small values of the Higgs-dijet system transverse momentum, the observable is defined
as

p
′4`jj
T =

p
4`jj
T if p4`jj

T > 50 GeV
50 GeV if p4`jj

T < 50 GeV
. (5.6)

The expected distributions of input variables used for boosted decision tree training are
shown in Figure 5.16 and 5.17. Due to the characteristic VBF final state of two forward
high-energy jets, the mjj distribution is harder and the two jets are more separated in
pseudorapidity as in the case of the ggF production. Also the transverse momenta of the
two leading jets tend to be larger for the targeted VBF signal. A good separation is also
provided by the η∗4` observable, whose values are smaller for the VBF production than for
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Figure 5.16: Distributions of the discriminating variables used as an input for the boosted
decision tree training: (a) ηj1, (b) ∆ηjj , (c) pj1T , (d) pj2T , in the VBF-enriched reconstructed
event category. The signal (VBF) distributions are shown in green and background (ggF)
in blue.
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Figure 5.17: Distributions of the discriminating variables used as an input for the boosted
decision tree training: (a) η∗4`, (b) ∆RminjZ , (c) p

′4`jj
T in the VBF-enriched reconstructed

event category. The signal (VBF) distributions are shown in green and background (ggF)
in blue.
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ggF. In addition, the minimal angular separation ∆RminjZ is larger and the transverse
momentum of the Higgs-dijet system production is smaller for the considered VBF signal
process compared to the ggF background.

The BDT response distribution for signal (VBF) and background (ggF), as well as the
ROC curve are shown in Figure 5.18. A good separation of the two production modes is
expected with no significant overtraining. The integral of the ROC curve IROC = 0.8274,
showing the best performance compared to previously introduced boosted decision tree
discriminants in other reconstructed event categories.
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Figure 5.18: (a) Classifier output distributions (BDT response) of the training and testing
sample for signal (VBF) and background (ggF) processes in the VBF-enriched category
and (b) the corresponding ROC curve.

5.3.5 The ttH-Hadronic Enriched Category

Unlike the very pure ttH-Lep-enriched category, the contamination from other Higgs
boson signal processes as well as from ttV production is about 30% in the ttH-Had-
enriched category. To distinguish the ttH signal from ggF, VBF, V H and ttV processes
a boosted decision tree is trained, with the ttH process treated as background and the
sum of ggF, VBF, V H and ttV as signal.

As it is difficult to distinguish the ttH signal from the other processes contributing in
the ttH-Had-enriched category, a large set of discriminating input variables is chosen:
the invariant mass of the two leading jets (mjj), the difference in jet pseudorapidity
(∆ηjj), the dijet transverse momentum (pjjT ), the number of jets (Nj) and b-tagged jets
(Nb−j), the minimal angular separation between the two jets and Z boson candidates
(∆RminjZ ), the angular separation between the reconstructed leading jet and the 4` system
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(∆R(j,4`)), as well as η∗4`. Further input variables are the scalar sum of transverse mo-
menta of the four leptons and the jets (HT ), the computed matrix element for the lepton
pairing (Msig, see Section 4.3) and the missing transverse energy (EmissT ). The expected
distributions of discriminating observables with largest separation power used for the
training are shown in Figure 5.19. A good separation is provided by the number of jets
and b-tagged jets in the final state, which tend to be larger in case of the ttH production
compared to the others. The difference in jet pseudorapidity is larger in case of the
targeted ttH production, while the scalar sum the of transverse momenta of the four
leptons and the jets is smaller.
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Figure 5.19: Distributions of the discriminating variables with largest separation power
used as an input for the boosted decision tree training: (c) ∆ηjj , (a) Nj , (b) Nb−j , (d) HT

in the ttH-Had-enriched reconstructed event category. The signal (ggF, VBF, V H and
ttV ) distributions are shown in blue and background (ttH) in violet.
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The BDT response distribution for signal (ggF, VBF, V H and ttV ) and background (ttH),
as well as the corresponding ROC curve shown in Figure 5.20. A good separation of the
ttH production from ggF, VBF, V H and ttV processes is expected with a little amount of
overtraining. The integral of the ROC curve IROC = 0.8248 showing a similar performance
as the boosted decision tree discriminant in the VBF-enriched-pjT -Low category.
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Figure 5.20: (a) Classifier output distributions (BDT response) of the training and testing
sample for signal (ggF, VBF, V H and ttV ) and background (ttH) processes in the ttH-
Had-enriched category and (b) the corresponding ROC curve.

5.4 Systematic Uncertainties

In addition to the statistical uncertainty of the data and simulated samples, systematic
uncertainties associated to limitations of the experimental equipment or theory modelling
are taken into account in the analysis. The systematic uncertainties can have an impact
on the expected signal and background yields as well as the signal acceptance and recon-
struction efficiency. The distributions of multivariate discriminants can also be affected.

The experimental uncertainties originate from uncertainties on the reconstruction of
leptons and jets, their identification, isolation and trigger efficiencies, as well as on their
energy scale and resolution measurement. Uncertainty on the measurement of the total
integrated luminosity and uncertainty on the data-driven background estimates also
contribute to the total experimental uncertainty.

Theory uncertainties account for the uncertainty on theoretical modelling of signal and
background processes, such as the choice of renormalisation and factorisation scales (QCD
scale), migration of events between different jet and pT bins, PDF and αs, as well as
parton shower uncertainties.
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The experimental and theoretical uncertainties are described in the following. Since, the
main contribution for this thesis was the evaluation of the impact of theoretical uncertain-
ties on the signal, this is described in more detail in Section 5.4.2. For the final statistical
interpretation of the data, only systematic uncertainties which have an impact larger than
1% are taken into account. The impact of the dominant systematic uncertainties on the
cross section measurement in the Stage-0 production bins (see Section 5.6) is summarised
in Table 5.5.

Table 5.5: Impact of the dominant systematic uncertainties on the cross section meas-
urement in Stage-0 production bins for 79.8 fb−1 of data at

√
s = 13 TeV. Systematic

uncertainties from similar sources are grouped together. Luminosity, electron and muon
reconstruction and identification efficiencies and pile-up (e,µ, pile-up), jet energy scale,
energy resolution and b-tagging efficiencies (jets, flavour tagging), uncertainties on the
reducible background (reducible background), theoretical uncertainties on the ZZ∗ back-
ground (ZZ∗ background), and theoretical uncertainties on the signal due to parton
density function (PDF), QCD scale and showering algorithm (Parton shower) uncertain-
ties [183].

Experimental uncertainties [%] Theoretical uncertainties [%]

Luminosity e,µ Jets, flavour Reducible ZZ∗ PDF QCD Signal

pile-up tagging background background scale parton shower

ggF 2.9 3.9 1.3 0.7 2.3 0.4 2.1 0.7

VBF 1.7 1.5 10.5 0.5 2.3 2.3 9.5 5.1

V H 2.0 1.7 7.8 1.8 5.6 2.1 14.9 3.1

ttH 2.5 1.9 3.9 1.5 1.9 0.3 8.8 9.6

5.4.1 Experimental Uncertainties

The integrated luminosity is measured with a precision of 2%. This uncertainty affects
the predicted number of simulated signal and background events resulting in cross section
uncertainties.

The uncertainty on pile-up modelling introduce an uncertainty on simulated event yields
in the range from 2% and 5%.

The size of uncertainties on the lepton identification, isolation and reconstruction efficien-
cies, as well as on the energy and momentum scale and resolution depends on the detector
region. The uncertainty on muon reconstruction efficiencies are in the order of 1− 2%,
while they are in the range of 1−4% for electrons. The lepton identification uncertainty
is 2%. Uncertainties on the lepton momentum scale and resolution are smaller than 1%
and are, therefore, not considered for the final result.
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The uncertainties on the jet energy scale and resolution affect the predicted event yields
by 3− 7% and 2− 4%, respectively. The uncertainty on the efficiency on the b-tagging
algorithm is relevant for the ttH-enriched category, impacting the predicted yields by
approximately 5%. The uncertainty related to the EmissT reconstruction has a negligible
impact on the ttH cross section measurement.

The uncertainties affecting the data-driven estimation of the reducible background can
be classified into three sources. The smallest uncertainty originates from the statistical
uncertainty of the fit in the control data which affects the background normalisation by
about 4%. As described in Section 4.4, the identification, isolation and impact parameter
efficiencies defining the transfer factors are evaluated in data and simulation in Z +X

control regions. The difference between data and simulation is assigned as an uncertainty
on the transfer factor extrapolation from the control to the signal region. The uncertainty
is about 6%. The largest source of uncertainty is the determination of the fractions of the
reducible background in each experimental category, which is limited by the statistical
precision of the simulated samples. This uncertainty ranges from 8−70% depending on
the reconstructed event category.

5.4.2 Theoretical Uncertainties

The dominant sources of theoretical uncertainties are the choice of the renormalisation
and factorisation scales (QCD scale), the PDF and αs uncertainties, as well as the
modelling of the parton showers and underlying events.

In general, these uncertainties are evaluated with the help of event generators. The
QCD scale uncertainties are evaluated with generated events which are reweighted by
varying values of renormalisation and factorisation scales. The PDF and αs uncertainties
are evaluated by considering all internal variations (eigenvectors) in the employed PDF
set [188]. The parton shower uncertainties are obtained by varying the nominal values
of the parton shower generator tune and by using additional generated samples with a
different choice of the parton shower generator. In all cases the sum of event weights
related to a given variation wvari is than compared to the sum of nominal event weights
wnomi to compute the corresponding resulting uncertainty δ,

δ =
∑
iw

var
i∑

iw
nom
i

. (5.7)

The signal uncertainty defined in Equation 5.7 takes into account both the uncertainty on
the cross section σ for a given signal process, as well as the acceptance (A×ε) uncertainty
introduced by the event selection and categorisation criteria. Both have to be taken into
account for the measurement of the signal strength, i.e. of the ratios of the measured
cross sections and their SM predictions. In case that the absolute value of the signal cross
section is fitted to data, rather than the ratio with respect to the SM, only the uncertainty
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on the signal acceptance needs to be taken into account. Theory uncertainties, therefore,
have to be evaluated such that the cross section variations cancel out. For a given particle
level bin k in each of the reconstructed event categories j the uncertainty on the acceptance
is given as

(A× ε)varkj

(A× ε)nomkj

= σk,nom

σk,var

( ∑
iw

kj,var
i∑

iw
kj,nom
i

)
≈
∑
nw

k,nom
n∑

nw
k,var
n

δ, (5.8)

where index i runs over all events of a particle level bin in a given reconstructed category
and n runs over all events in the same particle level bin in all reconstructed categories.
The factor in front of the variation δ cancels the contributions of the cross section vari-
ation. It is calculated in particle level samples, prior to the event selection, separately for
each of the particle level bin.

The determination of theoretical uncertainties on the Higgs boson signal is described in
more detail in the following. The impact of theoretical uncertainties on the shape of the
boosted decision tree discriminants has been also evaluated as a part of this thesis. Since
the same methodology is used as for the Higgs boson signal yields, this is not described
in detail. The impact of the QCD scale and PDF+αs uncertainties on the shapes of the
boosted decision tree discriminants is approximately 1− 2%. In the 1j-p4`

T -Low, 1j-p4`
T -

Med, V H-Had-enriched and VBF-enriched-pjT -Low reconstructed event categories, the
statistical uncertainties are of the same size as the calculated parton shower uncertainties.
Therefore, no additional shape uncertainty is included. The uncertainty on the shape of
the boosted decision tree response distribution in the ttH-Had-enriched category due to
parton shower variations is about 25% for the bin with the largest boosted decision tree
score and only 5% for the other one.

The uncertainties on the background yields are also derived in a similar way. The QCD
scale uncertainty affects the expected ZZ∗ background yield by about 4% for the inclusive
analysis, increasing to up to 30% in reconstructed categories with additional jets. For
the irreducible background the impact of PDF and αs uncertainties is approximately
1−2% and the parton shower uncertainties are estimated to contribute with approximately
1−5%. The impact of QCD scale and PDF uncertainties on ttV and V V V processes is
estimated to be 10% and 4%, respectively.

5.4.2.1 QCD Scale and Jet Reconstruction

One of the dominant systematic uncertainties is the uncertainty on the ggF production
cross section due to missing higher-order calculation terms in QCD. In general, these un-
certainties are evaluated by varying the QCD renormalisation (µR) and the factorisation
(µF ) scales. However, in case of the ggF production mode this procedure would lead to an
underestimated uncertainty. In the reconstructed 1-jet and 2-jet event categories, there is
a large contribution from the ggF production mode. This splitting in jet multiplicity (Nj)
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may induce additional uncertainties on the fixed order cross section predictions for the
ggF production which contains no jets at tree-level [189]. More precisely, predictions of
the QCD scale variation uncertainties in NNLO or NLO fixed order can be unrealistic for
the ggF production mode due to the presence of unresummed Sudakov logarithms in the
perturbative expansion. These terms occur by including soft, virtual and collinear gluon
effects for the cross section calculation by performing a threshold next-to-next-to-next-
to-leading logarithmic (N3LL) resummation. In general, the presence of higher-order real
emission terms offsets the unresummed Sudakov logarithms terms. However, by applying
an exclusive cut on the number of jets effectively cuts out these corrective emission terms
from the perturbative expansion, which leads to an unrealistically small error when µR

and µF are varied.

Therefore, when performing an analysis with exclusive jet multiplicity categories, the
choice of the resummation scale and the migrations between the Nj bins, i.e. in this
case migrations between 0-jet and 1-jet bins and between 1-jet and ≥ 2-jets bins, have to
be taken into account simultaneously in addition to the choice of the factorisation and
renormalisation scale.

In order to estimate the scale variation and the migration effects the uncertainties from
Boughezal-Liu-Petriello-Tackmann-Walsh (BLPTW) approach are used [189]. They are
propagated through the SM ggF sample by randomly shifting the event weights with
different smearing factors depending on the particle level jet multiplicity.

Similarly, the classification of events into exclusive regions of Higgs boson transverse
momentum pHT also induces non-trivial migration effects affecting the cross section pre-
diction. Therefore, additional uncertainties on the yields are taken into account to reflect
the migration of events between the 1j-p4`

T -Low and 1j-p4`
T -Med, as well as between

the 1j-p4`
T -Med and 1j-p4`

T -High categories. These are accounted for by introducing an
additional uncertainty on the shape of the pHT distribution, which is derived using in-
ternal QCD scale variations in a ggF Powheg sample generated with NNLOPS [126, 127].

An additional uncertainty is assigned for the ggF production mode to account for the
heavy top quark approximation used in cross section calculation. The ggF Higgs boson
production mainly takes place through top and bottom quark loops. The exact calcula-
tion of this process, accounting the loops with finite quark masses, are computationally
intensive. The calculation can be simplified by assuming that the masses of top and
bottom quark are infinitely large, mt,mb →∞, due to which the loop is replaced by
an effective Higgs gluon coupling. The two approaches are in good agreement for the
majority of the pHT spectra of the Higgs boson. However, for highly boosted Higgs bosons
significant differences are observed. Therefore, an additional systematic uncertainty is
assigned to account for the differences with respect to the exact calculation. The uncer-
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tainty is derived in a similar way as in the case of the pHT bin migration uncertainties by
comparing the NNLOPS samples with and without the finite quark mass effects.

Finally, an additional uncertainty is assigned to account for the uncertainties in the
migration of ggF events from the 0-jet into the V H-Had-enriched or VBF-enriched cat-
egories with 2-jet or 3-jets due to missing higher order in QCD. The uncertainties are
estimated by variations of the renormalisation and factorisation scales using fixed-order
calculations with MCFM [190].

The uncertainties on the signal yields for the inclusive signal strength measurement are
calculated in each reconstructed event category using Equation 5.7. The uncertainties on
the signal acceptance in cross section measurements are determined for each particle level
bin of Stage-0 and Reduced-Stage-1 using Equation 5.8. The resulting ggF uncertainties
from QCD scale variations are shown in Figure 5.21(a) and Figure 5.21(b) for the inclusive
signal strength measurement and the Stage-0 cross section measurement, respectively.
The impact of all scale variations is symmetric around the nominal value of 1. The up
variations of signal predictions are obtained by 1 + δ (solid lines), while down variation
are given by 1−δ (dashed lines). In general, the uncertainties for the cross section meas-
urement in the particle level bins are smaller than for the signal strength measurement,
since the signal yield uncertainty cancel out. For the signal strength measurement the
size of uncertainties is up to 15%. The largest contribution come from the Nj and pHT bin
migration in the corresponding reconstructed event categories. The V H and VBF mi-
gration uncertainties have a small impact of less than 2%. Due to the small number of
events, no systematic uncertainties are assigned in the ttH-Had-enriched category.

In case of the production cross section measurement in particle level bins, the largest un-
certainties also originate from Nj and pHT bin migration uncertainties with contributions
of up to 14%. Minor impact have the QCD scale and V H and VBF migration uncertain-
ties. As for the signal strength measurement no systematic uncertainty is assigned in the
ttH-Had-enriched category.

For the other production modes, i.e. VBF, V H and ttH production, the uncertainties
due to missing higher-order calculations can be simply evaluated by varying the QCD
renormalisation and factorisation scales. To calculate the uncertainty, the nominal choice
of the scale µ0,R and µ0,F is compared to different pairs of QCD renormalisation and
factorisation variations of µ = µ0/2 or µ = 2 ·µ0. Eight combinations are considered in
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Figure 5.21: Systematic uncertainties from QCD scale variations in each of the reconstruc-
ted event categories for the (a) signal strength and (b) Stage-0 cross section measurement
for ggF production. Up (down) variations are shown as solid (dashed) lines.
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Figure 5.22: Systematic uncertainties from QCD scale variations in each of the reconstruc-
ted event categories for the (a) signal strength and (b) Stage-0 cross section measurement
for VBF production. Up (down) variations are shown as solid (dashed) lines.
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Figure 5.23: Systematic uncertainties from QCD scale variations in each of the reconstruc-
ted event categories for the (a) signal strength and (b) Stage-0 cross section measurement
for V H production. Up (down) variations are shown as solid (dashed) lines.
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Figure 5.24: Systematic uncertainties from QCD scale variations in each of the reconstruc-
ted event categories for the (a) signal strength and (b) Stage-0 cross section measurement
for ttH production. Up (down) variations are shown as solid (dashed) lines.
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total:

(0.5 ·µ0,R,0.5 ·µ0,F ) (2.0 ·µ0,R,0.5 ·µ0,F )
(0.5 ·µ0,R,2.0 ·µ0,F ) (2.0 ·µ0,R,2.0 ·µ0,F )
(1.0 ·µ0,R,0.5 ·µ0,F ) (0.5 ·µ0,R,1.0 ·µ0,F )
(1.0 ·µ0,R,2.0 ·µ0,F ) (2.0 ·µ0,R,1.0 ·µ0,F )

The final assigned uncertainty in each of the reconstructed event categories corresponds
to the envelope of the uncertainties from all variations, i.e. the contribution with the
largest uncertainty of all up and down variations. By definition such uncertainties are in
general not symmetric.

The resulting VBF uncertainties from QCD scale variations are shown in Figure 5.22(a)
and Figure 5.22(b) for the signal strength and the Stage-0 cross section measurement,
respectively. Corresponding results for the V H production are shown in Figure 5.23(a)
and Figure 5.23(b) and for ttH production in Figure 5.24(a) and Figure 5.24(b). The
QCD scale uncertainty in the VBF production mode is in the order of 2% and is dom-
inated by the yield uncertainties. The uncertainty on the V H production corresponding
to the up variations are about 5% (3%) for the signal strength (production cross section)
measurement in the categories with larger amount of data, while they reach up to 10%
(7%) in categories with fewer events. The down variations have a stronger impact on
the signal strength measurement and are in the order of 10% even in high-statistics 0-jet
and 1-jet categories, as well as in the V H-Had-enriched category. The impact of QCD
scale uncertainties on the ttH signal yield in the signal strength measurement is up to
10%, while the acceptance uncertainties for the Stage-0 cross section measurement are
significantly smaller with values up to 2%.

5.4.2.2 PDF and Strong Coupling Constant

The choice of the PDF set has non-trivial effects on the calculations of cross sections and
the kinematic properties of the final state produced in proton-proton collisions.

There are two approaches to evaluate the impact of the systematic uncertainties related
to the choice of the PDF set: using internal variations (eigenvectors) of a given PDF
set, or event generation with different choices of PDFs which is then compared to the
sample with the nominal PDF set. The PDF uncertainties on the cross sections for the
inclusive signal production from the latter approach are reported in Ref. [189]. The first
approach is used in this analysis due to the splitting of events in exclusive jet and pHT
event categories. The uncertainties are evaluated from the set of PDF eigenvectors within
the nominal PDF set, which are orthogonal to each other and spam the PDF parameter
space [188]. To allow for a combination with other Higgs boson decay channels, which are
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more sensitive to the effects of PDF variations, a consistent set of nuisance parameters
(see Section 5.5) is needed. Therefore, the individual uncertainties from each eigenvector
are propagated as a separate systematic uncertainty, rather than using an envelope of all
individual uncertainties. The uncertainties are evaluated with the PDF4LHC_nlo_30
PDF set [88]. In total 30 eigenvector variations are available. The PDF set additionally
contains two variations of the strong coupling constant, αs = 0.1180± 0.0015, which are
also taken into account.

The PDF uncertainties from individual eigenvectors, as well as the uncertainties from
the variation of the strong coupling constant are shown in Figure 5.25,5.26,5.27 and 5.28
separately for the signal strength and the Stage-0 production cross section measurement.
Since only systematic uncertainties larger than 1% are propagated through the analysis,
the variations having smaller effects are not displayed. The variations of the individual
PDF eigenvectors are treated as symmetric uncertainties, i.e. up variations are defined as
1+δ (solid lines) and down variations as 1−δ (dashed lines). The variation of the strong
coupling constant αs = 0.1180+0.0015 corresponds to the up and αs = 0.1180−0.0015 to
the down variation.

The PDF+αs uncertainties in the ggF production mode amount up to 4% (3%) for the
signal strength (production cross section) measurement. The variations with the largest
impact on the signal strength measurement is the αs uncertainty (except in the 0j-p4`

T -
Low category), while for the cross section measurement the major uncertainty originates
from one of the individual PDF eigenvector variations. No uncertainty is assigned for the
ttH-Had-enriched category due to a small number of expected ggF events in this category.

The impact of the PDF+αs uncertainty on the VBF production mode is smaller compared
to ggF. For the signal strength measurement the largest uncertainty is 3% in the recon-
structed 0j-p4`

T -High category. In some of the categories the uncertainties are smaller than
1% and therefore not propagated through the analysis. For the cross section measurement
only the uncertainties in the 0j-p4`

T -High, ttH-Had-enriched and ttH-Lep-enriched which
are in the order of 2% are taken into account. In the other categories the variations are
smaller than 1%.

The size of the PDF+αs uncertainties in the V H and ttH production mode is about 2%
and 1% for the signal strength and cross section measurement, respectively.
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(b)

Figure 5.25: Systematic uncertainties from PDF+αs variations (> 1%) in each of the
reconstructed event categories for the (a) signal strength and (b) Stage-0 cross section
measurement for ggF production. Up (down) variations are shown as solid (dashed) lines.
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5.4 Systematic Uncertainties
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Figure 5.26: Systematic uncertainties from PDF+αs variations (> 1%) in each of the
reconstructed event categories for the (a) signal strength and (b) Stage-0 cross section
measurement for VBF production. Up (down) variations are shown as solid (dashed)
lines. 139
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Figure 5.27: Systematic uncertainties from PDF+αs variations (> 1%) in each of the
reconstructed event categories for the (a) signal strength and (b) Stage-0 cross section
measurement for V H production. Up (down) variations are shown as solid (dashed) lines.
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5.4 Systematic Uncertainties
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Figure 5.28: Systematic uncertainties from PDF+αs variations (> 1%) in each of the
reconstructed event categories for the (a) signal strength and (b) Stage-0 cross section
measurement for ttH production. Up (down) variations are shown as solid (dashed) lines.
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Chapter 5 Measurement of Higgs Boson Production Cross Sections

5.4.2.3 Parton Shower Simulation

The impact of parton shower uncertainties can be evaluated with two possible approaches,
using internal parameter variations within the nominal parton shower generator tune, or
using an alternative parton shower generator. Since it is not expected that a different
generator configuration or the choice of the generator systematically shift the total cross
section of the process, the per-category uncertainties are assumed to emerge entirely due
to acceptance effects for both the signal strength and the cross section measurement.
Since tune variations were not available in the reconstructed signal samples, particle level
samples are used instead for the evaluation.

The uncertainties from the parton shower tune in the nominal generator are estimated
using the automated shower variations in Pythia8 [191]. These include the variation
of the renormalisation scales µFSRR and µISRR for QCD emissions in final and initial
state radiations, respectively. In total 20 combinations of the renormalisation scales(
fFSR ·µFSRR ,f ISR ·µISRR

)
are considered. The multiplicative factors fFSR and f ISR are

varied in the range between 0.5 and 2.0. In addition variations of non-singular terms for
QCD emissions in final and initial state radiations

(
c
FSR/ISR
NS

)
are taken into account.

The up variation of the nominal parameters is given by the combination
(
2 · cFSRNS ,2 · cISRNS

)
,

the corresponding down variation is
(
−2 · cFSRNS ,−2 · cISRNS

)
. Furthermore, the variations

accounting for the tt̄ gap, dijet decorrelations and the Z boson pT are taken into account
by using, αISRs = 0.155 for the up variation and αISRs = 0.140 for the down variation.
Each of the variations is treated as an individual uncertainty. The uncertainties of the
renormalisation scale are implemented as symmetric variations.

The parton shower uncertainties, which affect only the acceptance in the reconstruc-
ted event categories are shown in Figure 5.29 and Figure 5.30 separately for the ggF,
VBF, V H and ttH production mode. The uncertainties are relatively large compared
to the QCD scale and PDF uncertainties. Therefore, for presentation properties only
uncertainties with an impact larger than 10% are shown. For the ggF production mode,
the uncertainties reach up to 70% in the 0j-p4`

T -High category, while they are in the
order of 10% for the remaining categories. For the VBF, V H and ttH production mode,
the impact is smaller, reaching 5−10% except for the categories with low number of events.

The parton shower uncertainties have also been evaluated with an alternative approach
using a different parton shower generator. The same generated parton-level events are
showered using two different parton shower generators. As described in Section 4.2, the
default SM signal samples are showered with Pythia8 [131]. For the ggF, VBF and
V H production modes the alternative generator used for the comparison is Herwig7 [192].
For the ttH production mode Herwig++ [134] is used.
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Reconstructed event category
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Figure 5.29: Systematic uncertainties from parton shower variations (> 10%) in each of
the reconstructed event categories for the (a) ggF and (b) VBF production. Up (down)
variations are shown as solid (dashed) lines.
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Figure 5.30: Systematic uncertainties from parton shower variations (> 10%) in each of
the reconstructed event categories for the (a) V H and (b) ttH production. Up (down)
variations are shown as solid (dashed) lines.
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Figure 5.31: Systematic uncertainties from alternate parton shower variations in each of
the reconstructed event categories for the (a) ggF and (b) VBF production. Up (down)
variations are shown as solid (dashed) lines.
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Figure 5.32: Systematic uncertainties from alternate parton shower variations in each of
the reconstructed event categories for the (a) V H and (b) ttH production. Up (down)
variations are shown as solid (dashed) lines.
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5.5 Statistical Analysis Model

In this approach of comparing different generators one difficulty arises. There is a
possibility that one and the same event will enter a different particle level or reconstruc-
ted bin after it is showered by two different generators. Therefore, the change of the
generator can cause events to migrate between different particle level or reconstruction
categories, which can lead to uncertainties of up to ±100% in depopulated bins, when
the uncertainty for a given category is defined as the ratio of the number of events
from Herwig and Pythia8 generators in each of the particle level bins. In order to
avoid such large uncertainties due to statistical fluctuations and to derive a more reliable
estimate of the alternate parton shower generator uncertainty, a particle level reweighting
of Pythia8 events to the Herwig prediction is used. The reweighting is performed
with two-dimensional histograms

(
η4`,p

4`
T

)
in particle level bins of the Reduced-Stage-1

derived separately for each of the two parton shower generators. Scale factors are derived
in each histogram bin to reweight the particle level Higgs boson pT and η4` distributions
from Pythia8 to match the ones from Herwig. The scale factors are then applied to
events in the corresponding nominal SM reconstruction-level samples. In this way, the
impact of the described statistical fluctuations is mitigated.

The uncertainties obtained from alternate parton shower generator are Figure 5.31 and
Figure 5.32 for both the signal strength and Stage-0 production cross section measure-
ment. On average, the uncertainties amount to about 5% for all production modes. For
the VBF and ttH processes these uncertainties reach up to 30% in categories with a small
number of events from these process.

5.5 Statistical Analysis Model

The measurement of production cross sections in particle level bins, as well as the
measurement of the corresponding signal strengths is performed via a binned maximum-
likelihood fit to the data using the profiled likelihood ratio method [193].

The likelihood function is a product of Poisson distributions P corresponding to the
observed number of events ni,j in each bin i of the discriminant observable in a given
reconstructed category j, for a given signal si,j(θ) =σ ·B ·Ai,j (θ) and background bi,j(θ)
expectation,

L (σ,θ) =
NCategories∏

j

NBins∏
i

P (ni,j | L ·σ ·B ·Ai,j (θ) + bi,j (θ))×
NNuisance∏

m

Cm (θ) . (5.9)

The vector σ = {σ1,σ2, . . . ,σN} represents the Higgs boson production cross sections in
different particle level bins, which are treated as independent parameters of interest and
correlated among the different reconstructed event categories. B is the branching ratio
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and the vector Ai,j corresponds to the signal acceptance in each reconstructed event
category j and particle level production bin i. The vector θ = {θ1,θ2, . . . ,θN} represents
the nuisance parameters corresponding to the systematic uncertainties described in Sec-
tion 5.4. The nuisance parameters are constrained by a Gaussian constraint term Cm (θ)
which represents an external measurement of the corresponding parameter.

The test statistic q used for the comparison of different fitted hypotheses is the ratio of
profiled likelihoods,

q =−2ln
L

(
σ,

ˆ̂
θ (σ)

)
L
(
σ̂, θ̂

) =−2ln(λ) . (5.10)

L(σ̂, θ̂) is the maximum-likelihood estimator of an unconditional fit in which both σ and
θ parameters are free parameters of the fit. L(σ, ˆ̂θ(σ)) is the likelihood estimator of a
conditional fit with profiled parameters of interest σ, i.e. with parameters σ fixed to a
given value in the fit. The nuisance parameters ˆ̂

θ (σ) denote the free-floating parameters
in such a conditional fit. The best-fit values of parameters σ are obtained from the
scan of the test statistic q over a range of these parameters of interest, assuming that
the asymptotic approximation [193] is valid. The smaller the value q, the better the
agreement of the data with the tested hypotheses of parameter values σ is expected. The
best-fit result corresponds to the minimal value of the test statistic q.

Alternatively, the parameter of interest in each particle level production bin i, σi, is
replaced by µiσi,SM (θ), allowing for the measurement of the signal strength µi relative to
the SM prediction σi,SM (θ). In this case, the measurement includes the uncertainties on
the signal yield, while in the former case only the uncertainty on the signal acceptance is
relevant.

5.6 Results

The observed and expected numbers of events after the full H → ZZ∗→ 4` event selec-
tion (Section 4.3) and classification into the reconstructed event categories are shown
in Table 7.10. As discussed in Section 4.5, a slight excess of Higgs boson candidates
is observed compared to the SM prediction. The largest excess is observed in the two
VBF-enriched categories. No events are observed in the 0j-p4`

T -High and in the two
ttH-enriched categories.
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5.6 Results

Table 5.6: Expected and observed number of events per reconstructedH→ZZ∗→ 4` event
category for an integrated luminosity of 79.8 fb−1 at

√
s= 13 TeV after the inclusive event

selection in the mass range of 115 GeV <m4` < 130 GeV assuming the SM Higgs boson
signal with a mass mH = 125 GeV. Statistical and systematic uncertainties are added in
quadrature [183].

Reconstructed SM Higgs boson ZZ∗ Other Total Observed

event category signal backgrounds expected

0j-p4`
T -Low 56 ±5 35.2 ±2.5 4.1 ±0.4 95 ± 6 112

1j-p4`
T -Low 17.9 ±2.2 7.6 ±1.1 1.36 ±0.14 26.9 ± 2.5 25

1j-p4`
T -Med 11.5 ±1.5 2.25 ±0.32 0.72 ±0.08 14.5 ± 1.5 14

1j-p4`
T -High 3.3 ±0.5 0.31 ±0.05 0.198 ±0.028 3.8 ± 0.5 4

VBF-enriched-pjT -Low 12.8 ±1.6 2.8 ±0.7 1.04 ±0.10 16.6 ± 0.8 24

VBF-enriched-pjT -High 1.25 ±0.20 0.28 ±0.09 0.155 ±0.025 1.68 ± 0.23 4

V H-Had-enriched 7.2 ±1.1 1.6 ±0.4 0.59 ±0.07 9.4 ± 1.2 11

V H-Lep-enriched 0.70 ±0.05 0.068 ±0.013 0.035 ±0.008 0.80 ± 0.05 1

0j-p4`
T -High 0.183±0.025 0.0082±0.0027 0.164 ±0.023 0.355± 0.034 0

ttH-Had-enriched 0.60 ±0.05 0.035 ±0.016 0.194 ±0.030 0.83 ± 0.06 0

ttH-Lep-enriched 0.238±0.026 0.0005±0.0005 0.0144±0.0034 0.253± 0.026 0

Total 112 ±5 50 ±4 8.96 ±0.12 171 ±61 195

The expected and observed distributions of the number of jets in the final state (Nj)
and the transverse momentum of the four leptons in the final state (p4`

T ) used for the
classification in reconstructed categories are shown in Figure 5.33. Both are in good
agreement with the data.

The expected and observed distributions of the BDT are shown in Figure 5.34 and
Figure 5.35. The small excess of observed events in the VBF-enriched-pjT -Low categories
is observed at larger values of the BDT response in which the highest contribution of
VBF production is expected. All other distributions are in good agreement with the data.

The inclusiveH→ZZ∗ production cross section within the Higgs boson rapidity |yH |< 2.5
is measured under the assumption that the relative signal fractions in each particle level
bin are given by the SM prediction, yielding

σ ·B = 1.57±0.15 (stat.) 0.08 (exp.) ±0.04 (th.) pb = 1.57±0.18 pb. (5.11)

This is in good agreement with the SM prediction (σ ·B)SM = 1.33±0.09 pb.
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(a) (b)

Figure 5.33: The observed and expected distribution of the (a) number of jets in the
final state and (b) p4`

T for an integrated luminosity of 79.8 fb−1 at
√
s = 13 TeV in the

mass range of 115 GeV <m4` < 130 GeV assuming a Higgs boson signal with a mass of
mH = 125 GeV [183].

In a similar way, the global signal strength is measured to be

µ= 1.19±0.12 (stat.) ±0.06 (exp.) +0.08
−0.07 (th.) = 1.19+0.16

−0.15. (5.12)

The measured signal strength and the inclusive production cross section agree within the
SM prediction at a level of 1.4 and 1.5 standard deviations, respectively.

The corresponding observed and expected distributions of the test statistics (likelihood
scans) for the signal strength and cross section measurement are shown in Figure 5.36(a)
and Figure 5.36(b), respectively. The likelihood scans are shown before and after in-
cluding systematic uncertainties. The signal strength measurement is equally affected
by the experimental and theoretical systematic uncertainties, while for the cross section
measurement the experimental uncertainties are dominant, since the uncertainty is on
the signal yield.
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(a) (b)

(c)

Figure 5.34: The observed and expected BDT output distributions in the (a) 0j-p4`
T -

Low, (b) 1j-p4`
T -Low and (c) 1j-p4`

T -Med reconstructed event category for an integrated
luminosity of 79.8 fb−1 at

√
s = 13 TeV in the mass range of 115 GeV <m4` < 130 GeV

assuming a Higgs boson signal with a mass of mH = 125 GeV [183].
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(a) (b)

(c)

Figure 5.35: The observed and expected BDT output distributions in the (a) VBF-
enriched-pjT -Low, (b) V H-Had-enriched and (c) ttH-Had-enriched reconstructed event
category for an integrated luminosity of 79.8 fb−1 at

√
s = 13 TeV in the mass range

of 115 GeV < m4` < 130 GeV assuming a Higgs boson signal with a mass of mH =
125 GeV [183].
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(a) (b)

Figure 5.36: The expected (blue) and observed (black) test statistic q =−2ln(λ) for the
(a) inclusive signal strength µ and (b) the σ ·B(H → ZZ∗) measurement. The scans are
shown both with (solid line) and without (dashed line) systematic uncertainties [183].

The expected and observed cross sections σ ·B, as well as their ratio to the SM pre-
diction are shown in Table 7.10 and in Figure 5.37 for the inclusive, Stage-0 and in
Figure 5.38 for Reduced-Stage-1 particle level production bins. The ratio with respect
to the SM prediction is calculated without the uncertainties on the SM prediction. Due
to an excess of observed events compared to the expectation in the reconstructed event
categories sensitive to the VBF production mode, a slight deviation of more than two
standard deviations is observed for the VBF production cross section in the Stage-0 and
Reduced-Stage-1 particle level production bins. All other production cross sections agree
with the SM prediction within two standard deviations. Since no events are observed
in the ttH-enriched categories, only upper limits are set on the cross section for the
ttH production. To avoid negative total event yields in the ttH-enriched categories
after the fit, the parameter of interest is constrained to be positive. The impact of this
constraint on the final fit results is negligible.
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Table 5.7: The expected SM cross section (σ ·B)SM, the observed cross section (σ ·B) and
their ratio (σ ·B)/(σ ·B)SM for the inclusive production, for the Stage-0 and Reduced-
Stage-1 production bin for the H→ZZ∗ decay for an integrated luminosity of 79.8 fb−1 at√
s= 13 TeV. The upper limits correspond to the 95% CL. The uncertainties are given as

(stat.)+(exp.)+(th.) for the inclusive cross section and Stage-0, while they are given as
(stat.)+(syst.) for Reduced-Stage-1, since the actual impact of theory uncertainties are
smaller than the rounding.

Production bin Cross section (σ ·B) [pb] (σ ·B)/(σ ·B)SM
SM expected Observed Observed

Inclusive production, |yH |<2.5
Inclusive 1.33 ±0.09 1.57±0.16±0.07±0.04 1.18±0.12±0.05±0.03

Stage-0 production bins, |yH |<2.5
ggF 1.17 ±0.08 1.22±0.17±0.07±0.04 1.04±0.14±0.06±0.03

VBF 0.0917±0.0028 0.25±0.08±0.02±0.01 2.8 ±0.9 ±0.2 ±0.2

V H 0.0524+0.0026
−0.0047 0.05±0.05±0.01±0.01 0.9 ±1.0 ±0.1 ±0.1

ttH 0.0154+0.0011
−0.0016 < 0.07 < 4.04

Reduced-Stage-1 production bins, |yH |<2.5
ggF-0j 0.72 ±0.05 0.87 ±0.14 ±0.08 1.20±0.20±0.10

ggF-1j-pHT -Low 0.170 ±0.020 0.10 ±0.10 ±0.05 0.59±0.55±0.27

ggF-1j-pHT -Med 0.120 ±0.020 0.08 ±0.06 ±0.02 0.70±0.48±0.13

ggF-1j-pHT -High 0.024 ±0.005 0.007±0.026±0.006 0.3 ±1.1 ±0.3

ggF-2j 0.140 ±0.030 0.16 ±0.10 ±0.03 1.19±0.76±0.26

VBF-pjT -Low 0.0872±0.0027 0.24 ±0.09 ±0.02 2.8 ±1.0 ±0.2

VBF-pjT -High 0.0041+0.0004
−0.0002 0.03 ±0.02 ±0.01 7.5 ±6.0 ±0.7

V H-Had 0.0359+0.0019
−0.0033 0.02 ±0.10 ±0.01 0.6 ±2.9 ±0.3

V H-Lep 0.0165+0.0008
−0.0014 0.02 ±0.03 ±0.01 1.2 ±1.5 ±0.1

ttH 0.0154+0.0011
−0.0016 < 0.06 < 4.02
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5.6 Results

Figure 5.37: The observed and expected SM values of the cross section rations σ ·B norm-
alised to the SM prediction (σ ·B)SM for the inclusive production and Stage-0 production
bins for an integrated luminosity of 79.8 fb−1 at

√
s= 13 TeV. The different colours of the

observed results indicate different Higgs boson production modes. Hatched area indicates
that the ttH parameter of interest is constrained to positive values. For visualisation
purposes, the VBF-pjT -High value is divided by a factor of three. Yellow vertical bands
represent theory uncertainty in the signal prediction, while horizontal grey bands represent
the expected measurement uncertainty [183].
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Figure 5.38: The observed and expected SM values of the cross section rations σ ·B
normalised to the SM prediction (σ ·B)SM for the Reduced-Stage-1 production bins for an
integrated luminosity of 79.8 fb−1 at

√
s= 13 TeV. The different colours of the observed

results indicate different Higgs boson production modes. Hatched area indicates that the
ttH parameter of interest is constrained to positive values. For visualisation purposes, the
VBF-pjT -High value is divided by a factor of three. Yellow vertical bands represent theory
uncertainty in the signal prediction, while horizontal grey bands represent the expected
measurement uncertainty [183].
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6
Projection of Higgs Cross Section

Measurement to HL-LHC

One of the main goals of the high-luminosity upgrade of the LHC (HL-LHC) is the
precision measurement of the Higgs boson properties. In order to estimate the expected
precision of the measurement of the Higgs boson production cross sections and couplings,
a comprehensive projection study has been performed by the ATLAS Collaboration in
2014 based on the extrapolation of the Run 1 results to an integrated luminosity of
3000 fb−1 expected at the HL-LHC [57]. Since, several analyses have been improved with
Run 2 data, the extrapolation is updated based on most recent analyses using Run 2
data sets of 36.1 fb−1 or 79.8 fb−1 collected at

√
s= 13 TeV. In addition, to the increase

in integrated luminosity, the extrapolation accounts for the increase in the total cross
section due to an increase of the centre-of-mass energy from 13 to 14 TeV [194]. The
corresponding results serve as an input for the long-term planning of the research strategy
in particle physics being prepared by the European Strategy [195].

The extrapolation for the H → ZZ∗→ 4` decay channel was performed as a part of this
thesis and is presented in this chapter. A detailed description of the extrapolation is
given followed by the discussion of the results. The projected results are obtained based
on the results of the Stage-0 Higgs boson cross section measurements with 79.8 fb−1 of
data as described in Chapter 5.

6.1 Extrapolation Procedure

The high-luminosity LHC machine is expected to start in 2026 and operate at a centre-of-
mass energy of

√
s= 14 TeV with a baseline instantaneous luminosity of 5 ·1034 cm−2s−1.

It should deliver a total luminosity of about 3000 fb−1 over about 10 years of operation.

In order to account for the higher centre-of-mass energy, the signal expected yields from
the Run 2 analysis (Chapter 5) are scaled according to the ratio of Higgs boson production
cross sections at 14 and 13 TeV [189], as summarised in Table 6.1. The increase of the
background yields is also taken into account. Processes which are predominantly quark
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pair initiated are scaled by a factor of 1.08, while gluon pair initiated processes are scaled
by 1.12 [29].

Table 6.1: Cross sections for the production of the SM Higgs boson with mH = 125 GeV at
a centre-of-mass energy of 13 TeV and 14 TeV [189], as well as their ratio corresponding
to the scale factor applied on the expected signal yields for the projection from Run 2 to
HL-LHC

Higgs boson production mode

ggF VBF WH qq→ ZH gg→ ZH ttH bbH tHq/b tHW

σ (14 TeV) [pb] 54.67 4.278 1.513 0.8418 0.1443 0.6137 0.5529 0.0935 0.0186

σ (13 TeV) [pb] 48.58 3.782 1.373 0.7620 0.1227 0.5071 0.4880 0.0771 0.0151

Scale factor 1.125 1.131 1.102 1.105 1.176 1.121 1.133 1.210 1.224

It is expected that the systematic uncertainties described in Section 5.4 can be reduced
for the HL-LHC program as described later on. In order to show the impact of this
reduction of systematic uncertainties two extrapolation scenarios are considered. In the
first scenario (HL-LHC S1), systematic uncertainties from the current Run 2 analysis
are kept, while the event yields are extrapolated to higher luminosity and cross sections.
The second scenario (HL-LHC S2) takes into account the reduction of the systematic
uncertainties. It is assumed that the improved performance of the ATLAS detector will
compensate for the performance degradation due to higher pile-up. Therefore, to simplify
the extrapolation, the reconstruction efficiency, resolution and fake rate for some of the
final state particles are assumed to be the same as in the baseline Run 2 analysis used
for the projection. In addition, it is assumed that uncertainties related to the limited
size of the simulated samples will become negligible. The systematic uncertainties from
Section 5.4 are separated into the individual components for the extrapolation. Their
values are reduced such to reflect the improvements reachable at the end of the HL-LHC
area [196]. The sources of uncertainties with the corresponding reduction scale factors
are summarised in Table 6.2.

The expected uncertainty on the integrated luminosity for the full HL-LHC data set is
reduced by a factor of two down to 1% due to an increased statistical precision of the
measurement [196]. All sources of uncertainties that are measured with calibrated data
and thus driven by statistical precision are assumed to scale by a factor of

√
L. In an

optimistic case the uncertainty on the scale factor applied in the pile-up reweighting
would scale with

√
L since it is measured in data. However, for the extrapolation a more

conservative case is assumed. It is assumed that this uncertainty reduces by a factor
of two. Uncertainties on the energy scale and resolution, as well as reconstruction and
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6.1 Extrapolation Procedure

identification efficiency uncertainties of electrons, muons and photons are kept unchanged
for the extrapolation. This is also the case for the jet energy scale uncertainties, while
uncertainties related to the jet energy resolution are reduced by a factor of two. The
uncertainties on the light flavour, b- and c-tagging efficiencies are scaled by a factor of 1/3.

The theoretical systematic uncertainties for the signal and background processes are
in general reduced by a factor of two, except for the PDF+αs uncertainties. In the
latter case, the reduction factor depends on the quark/gluon initial states as well as the
energy scale at which the collision takes place [197]. Since the initial state cannot be
distinguished for the extrapolation an averaged scale factor of 0.45 is applied.

Table 6.2: Reduction scale factor applied to the systematic uncertainties in the H →
ZZ∗→ 4` analysis of 79.8 fb−1 Run 2 data (see Section 5.4) to extrapolate to 3000 fb−1 at
HL-LHC [196, 197]

Source of systematic uncertainty Reduction scale factor

Integrated luminosity 0.5

Sources with data-based uncertainty measurement
√
L

Scale factor applied in the pile-up reweighting 0.5

Lepton energy scale and resolution 1

Lepton reconstruction and identification efficiency 1

Jet energy scale 1

Jet energy resolution 0.5

Light flavour, b- and c-tagging efficiencies 0.33

Theory predictions for signal and background (except of PDF+αs) 0.5

Theory predictions for signal and background (PDF+αs) 0.45
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Chapter 6 Projection of Higgs Cross Section Measurement to HL-LHC

6.2 Results

The expected results are obtained using the same statistical framework with binned
maximum-likelihood fits as described in Section 5.5. The HL-LHC S1 (S2) projection of
the cross section measurement for SM Higgs boson production in the Stage-0 gives [194]

σggF ·B = 1.305+0.073
−0.072

(+0.057
−0.056

)
pb

= 1.305+0.026
−0.026 (stat) +0.055

−0.056
(+0.046

−0.046
)

(exp) +0.034
−0.031

(+0.021
−0.020

)
(sig) +0.009

−0.009
(+0.008

−0.008
)

(bkg) pb,
σV BF ·B = 0.104+0.015

−0.014
(+0.013

−0.012
)

pb
= 0.104+0.010

−0.010 (stat) +0.006
−0.006

(+0.006
−0.005

)
(exp) +0.009

−0.008
(+0.005

−0.005
)

(sig) +0.001
−0.001

(+0.001
−0.001

)
(bkg) pb,

σV H ·B = 0.058+0.012
−0.011

(+0.011
−0.010

)
pb

= 0.058+0.010
−0.010 (stat) +0.003

−0.002
(+0.002

−0.002
)

(exp) +0.005
−0.004

(+0.004
−0.003

)
(sig) +0.001

−0.001
(

<0.001
<0.001

)
(bkg) pb,

σttH ·B = 0.016+0.004
−0.003

(+0.004
−0.003

)
pb

= 0.016+0.003
−0.003 (stat) +0.001

−0.001
(+0.001

−0.001
)

(exp) +0.002
−0.001

(+0.001
−0.001

)
(sig) +0.001

−0.001
(

<0.001
<0.001

)
(bkg) pb.

The corresponding scans of the expected test statistic per production mode are shown in
Figure 6.1. For comparison, the results of the Run 2 analysis are shown together with
both extrapolation results of the HL-LHC S1 and HL-LHC S2 scenarios in Table 6.3.
Their cross section uncertainties are shown per particle level production bin relative to
the corresponding SM cross section.

For all production modes the statistical uncertainties ∆stat approximately scale with the
factor luminosity, i.e. by a factor (3000 fb−1/80 fb−1)1/2≈ 6.3. Small differences are due to
the expected higher centre-of-mass energy. The reduction of the systematic uncertainties
in scenario HL-LHC S2 improves the precision of the measurement (∆tot) by a factor of
about 1.2 for all production modes compared to HL-LHC S1. The Stage-0 ggF production
bin is dominated by the systematic uncertainties for both the HL-LHC S1 and HL-LHC S2
scenario, whereas the measurements from the 79.8 fb−1 data set are still statistically dom-
inated. The systematic uncertainties with the largest impact are the experimental ones.
The measurement of the cross sections of other Stage-0 production modes (VBF, V H and
ttH) is statistically dominated for all considered scenarios. Among the systematic uncer-
tainties the experimental uncertainties dominate in the current Run 2 measurement of
the VBF production cross section. In scenario HL-LHC S1 the theoretical uncertainties
on the signal are the most important, while the experimental ones are again dominant in
scenario HL-LHC S2. The measurement of the production cross section of the V H and
ttH production mode is strongly limited by statistical uncertainties, while the largest
contribution of systematic uncertainties in all scenarios are the experimental uncertainties.
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Figure 6.1: The expected test statistic q = −2ln(λ) at an integrated luminosity of
3000 fb−1 and a centre-of-mass energy of 14 TeV for the cross section measurement for
the (a) ggF, (b) VBF, (c) V H and (d) ttH production mode. The scenario "stat" without
systematic uncertainties (blue line) is shown, as well as the scenario HL-LHC S1 with
systematic uncertainties as applied in the Run 2 analysis (black dashed line) and the
scenario HL-LHC S2 with reduced systematic uncertainties (black solid line).
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Chapter 6 Projection of Higgs Cross Section Measurement to HL-LHC

Table 6.3: Expected results of the Stage-0 production cross section measurements in the
H→ZZ∗→ 4` decay channel with 79.8 fb−1 of Run 2 data and at HL-LHC. Uncertainties
(∆) are reported relative to the SM cross section σSM at the corresponding centre-of-mass
energy. Two HL-LHC scenarios, S1 and S2, with different assumptions on the systematic
uncertainties are shown for the HL-LHC extrapolation. The upper limit on the cross
section for ttH production in the Run 2 analysis is given at 95% CL [194].

Analysis ∆tot/σSM ∆stat/σSM ∆exp/σSM ∆sig/σSM ∆bkg/σSM

Stage-0 ggF production bin

Run 2 79.8 fb−1 +0.160
−0.152

+0.143
−0.136

+0.053
−0.052

+0.043
−0.036

+0.011
−0.014

HL-LHC S1 +0.056
−0.055

+0.020
−0.020

+0.042
−0.043

+0.026
−0.024

+0.007
−0.007

HL-LHC S2 +0.043
−0.043

+0.020
−0.020

+0.035
−0.035

+0.016
−0.015

+0.006
−0.006

Stage-0 VBF production bin

Run 2 79.8 fb−1 +0.782
−0.598

+0.753
−0.583

+0.157
−0.095

+0.136
−0.074

+0.014
−0.029

HL-LHC S1 +0.147
−0.135

+0.097
−0.094

+0.059
−0.054

+0.088
−0.078

+0.007
−0.008

HL-LHC S2 +0.125
−0.117

+0.097
−0.094

+0.057
−0.052

+0.051
−0.047

+0.007
−0.006

Stage-0 VH production bin

Run 2 79.8 fb−1 +1.410
−0.959

+1.381
−0.946

+0.155
−0.075

+0.228
−0.137

+0.012
−0.008

HL-LHC S1 +0.200
−0.185

+0.176
−0.167

+0.051
−0.042

+0.082
−0.070

+0.002
−0.001

HL-LHC S2 +0.190
−0.178

+0.176
−0.167

+0.043
−0.033

+0.064
−0.056

<0.001
<0.001

Stage-0 ttH production bin

Run 2 79.8 fb−1 < 5.75 −
HL-LHC S1 +0.246

−0.213
+0.217
−0.195

+0.056
−0.042

+0.100
−0.074

+0.020
−0.026

HL-LHC S2 +0.226
−0.202

+0.217
−0.195

+0.042
−0.032

+0.047
−0.037

+0.010
−0.015

162



6.2 Results

The expected evolution of different sources of systematic uncertainties with integrated
luminosity is shown in Figure 6.2 for all four production modes assuming the scenario
HL-LHC S2 at a centre-of-mass energy of 14 TeV. It is assumed, that the systematic
uncertainties scale with

√
L until they reach the value from the HL-LHC S2 scenario at

3000 fb−1 (compare Table 6.2).

For the ggF production, the statistical uncertainties are dominant up to a luminosity of
1000 fb−1, after which the experimental uncertainties become dominant. At 3000 fb−1 the
statistical uncertainties are of the similar size as the theoretical systematic uncertainties.
For other Stage-0 production modes, the statistical uncertainties are clearly dominant.
Much smaller impact have the experimental systematic uncertainties, followed by the
theoretical uncertainties on the signal and background.

In order to understand in more detail the impact of each individual source of systematic
uncertainty, a so-called ranking of nuisance parameters is performed. The impact of each
source of systematic uncertainty on the cross section measurement is computed by fitting
the statistical model described in Section 5.5 on the pseudo data 1 corresponding to the
SM hypothesis.

As a first step, the variations of each of the nuisance parameters corresponding to one
standard deviations (±1 σ) are determined from an unconditional likelihood fit. Sub-
sequently, the value of a given nuisance parameter is fixed (pulled) to ±1 σ away from the
nominal value and the minimisation is performed again with this fixed value. This is done
for each source of systematic uncertainties. The impact of a given source corresponds to
the difference between the value of the fitted cross section from the unconditional fit and
from the fit with the nuisance parameters pulled to ±1 σ.

The respective nuisance parameter ranking for the ten dominant sources of systematic
uncertainties is shown in Figure 6.3 and Figure 6.4 for the cross sections of the Stage-0
ggF, VBF, V H and ttH production modes in the HL-LHC S2.

In the Run 2 cross section measurement, the dominant systematic uncertainties for
the ggF production are the electron and muon reconstruction as well as identification
efficiency and pile-up modelling uncertainties (Table 5.5). For the extrapolation to
HL-LHC, these still have a large impact. In addition, the uncertainty on the luminosity
measurement and theory uncertainties related to the irreducible ZZ∗ background become
important, as well as the uncertainty on ggF production from alternative parton shower
generators.

1Pseudo data sets are defined in such way that, if they are used to evaluate the estimators for all
parameters, one obtains the true parameter values [193]. 163
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Figure 6.2: Expected statistical (grey line), experimental (blue line) and theoretical signal
(green line) and background (pink line) uncertainties on the production cross section
measurement in the HL-LHC S2 scenario as a function of the integrated luminosity at a
centre-of-mass energy of 14 TeV for (a) ggF, (b) VBF, (c) V H and (d) ttH production
mode. The total uncertainty, given by the squared sum of all sources of uncertainties, is
shown as black line. The systematic uncertainties scale with

√
L until the values from

Table 6.2 are reached.
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6.2 Results

Major sources of systematic uncertainties for the VBF production mode in the Run 2 ana-
lysis are the jet energy scale and resolution, as well as QCD scale uncertainties related
to jet and pHT bin migrations. For the HL-LHC S2 scenario these uncertainties are still
dominant. In addition the alternative parton shower generator uncertainty is one of the
ten dominant sources.

Dominant systematic uncertainties for the V H production mode in the Run 2 analysis
are the same as for the VBF production. In the HL-LHC S2 scenario some of them are
still dominant ones, but the uncertainty on the luminosity measurement, parton shower
uncertainties and on electron reconstruction and identification become important.

In case of the ttH production mode, the largest uncertainty in the Run 2 analysis origin-
ates from the theory uncertainties related to parton shower and to the heavy flavour quark
production modelling for the ggF background contribution. These are still dominant in
the HL-LHC S2 scenario. Additional, systematic uncertainties with large impact are the
uncertainties on electron and muon reconstruction efficiencies as well as on jet energy scale.
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7
Measurement of the Tensor Structure of

Higgs Boson Couplings

The studies presented in this chapter probe the tensor structure of the Higgs boson coup-
lings to weak vector bosons, gluons and top quarks in search for new physics phenomena
beyond the SM (BSM). In general, there are two types of observables sensitive to the
tensor structure: the total production and decay rates in different Higgs boson production
modes in exclusive phase space regions and the shape of the distributions related to the
kinematic properties of final state particles.

The latter case is discussed in Chapter 8, while the studies presented in this chapter are
based on the former one. The production and decay rates are in most cases more strongly
affected by the BSM effects as compared to the kinematic properties. However, these
observables cannot directly probe the CP-violation in the Higgs sector, i.e. they cannot
distinguish between CP-even and CP-odd BSM contributions. CP-violating effects can
only be measured through interference effects in SM and BSM interactions, which mani-
fest themselves in modified distributions of the kinematic properties of final state particles.

Two separate analyses were performed to probe the tensor structure of the Higgs boson
couplings by means of measured production and decay rates in the H→ ZZ∗→ 4` decay
channel. Both analyses have been introduced and performed almost entirely as a part of
this thesis work.

The first analysis is performed with the first 36.1 fb−1 of Run 2 data and starts with the
Higgs boson candidates selected by the full reconstruction chain of the inclusive analysis
described in Section 4.5. These events are classified into categories of reconstructed
events similar to those in Chapter 5 and the observed number of events in all categories
is interpreted in terms of additional BSM Higgs boson couplings to vector bosons (HV V
interaction vertex) and to gluons (Hgg interaction vertex). Both, CP-even and CP-odd
BSM contributions are considered and are modelled by the Higgs Characterisation (HC)
framework introduced in Section 2.5.2.2. In the following, this study will be referred to
as the HC analysis and is described in the first part of this chapter (Section 7.2).
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Chapter 7 Measurement of the Tensor Structure of Higgs Boson Couplings

The second analysis, the so-called EFT interpretation is performed with 139 fb−1 of
data. Rather than interpreting directly the event yields of fully reconstructed events,
constraints on CP-even and CP-odd BSM coupling parameter are set by interpreting the
cross section measurements in the Reduced-Stage-1.1 scheme (see Section 5.1.3) in terms
of BSM couplings with the Standard Model Effective Field Theory (SMEFT) introduced
in Section 2.5.2.1. The cross sections expected in each particle level production bin are
parametrised as functions of BSM coupling parameters. In addition to the HV V and Hgg
interaction vertex, also the top Yukawa interaction vertex ttH is probed. The analysis
of the full Run 2 data set is quite similar to the one described in Chapter 5 with small
changes introduced to further improve the sensitivity. Theses changes and the results of
the EFT interpretation are described in detail in Section 7.3.

7.1 Observables Sensitive to BSM Contributions

The presence of BSM contributions in Higgs boson interactions with SM particles can
significantly enhance the cross sections of different Higgs boson production modes and
change the relative production mode contributions compared to the SM prediction.

The expected cross section dependence in the H → ZZ∗ → 4` decay channel on differ-
ent BSM couplings of the HC framework is shown in Figure 7.1 and Figure 7.2. The
impact of CP-even (cακHV V ) and CP-odd (sακAV V ) BSM contributions in the HV V
vertex is shown in Figure 7.1(a) and Figure 7.1(b), respectively, separately for the ggF,
VBF+V H-Had and V H-Lep production. As described in Section 4.2.2.2, VBF and
V H-Had processes both have the same initial and final state particles, qq→Hqq and are
generated simultaneously in order to take possible interference effects into account.

The BSM coupling parameter κXV V , where X = H,A, affect the production rates of all
production modes. VBF and V H production rates are changing more steeply (∝ κ4

XV V )
than the ggF rate (∝ κ2

XV V ), since in the former case the BSM coupling contributes to
both production and decay interaction vertex, while it affects only the decay vertex in the
latter case. The dependence of production rates on the CP-odd BSM coupling parameter is
symmetric with respect to the SM point at sακAV V = 0 providing no sensitivity to the sign
of the coupling parameter. In contrast, the sign of the CP-even BSM coupling parameter
cακHV V can be probed due to interference with the CP-even coupling term of the SM
interaction. Due to the interference effects, the minimal Higgs boson production cross
section is expected at a non-zero value of the BSM coupling parameter. For the VBF and
ggF (V H) production modes this minima are located at negative (positive) values of BSM
coupling parameters. The combination of the VBF process with V H-Had contribution in
Figure 7.1(a) shifts the minimum to the positive values.
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Figure 7.1: The expected Higgs boson production cross section times branching ratio nor-
malised to the SM prediction of the branching ratio at a centre-of-mass energy of 13 TeV
for ggF (blue), VBF+V H-Had (green) and V H-Lep (orange) Higgs boson production in
dependence on the BSM coupling parameters (a) cακHV V and (b) sακAV V [198]. The cross
sections are calculated at next-to-leading-order for ggF and leading-order for VBF and
V H using MadGraph5_aMC@NLO. Horizontal dashed lines indicate the value of the
predicted SM production cross section for a given production mode.
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Figure 7.2: The expected Higgs boson production cross section times branching ratio
normalised to the SM prediction of the branching ratio at a centre-of-mass energy of
13 TeV for ggF Higgs boson production in dependence on the BSM coupling parameter
sακAgg [198]. The cross sections are calculated at next-to-leading-order using Mad-
Graph5_aMC@NLO. Horizontal dashed lines indicate the value of the predicted SM
production cross section for a given production mode.

172



7.1 Observables Sensitive to BSM Contributions

Figure 7.2 shows the expected ggF production cross section in dependence on the CP-odd
BSM coupling parameter (sακAgg) related to the couplings of the Higgs boson to gluons.
The dependence is quadratic (∝ κ2

Agg), since the BSM coupling contributes only in the
production vertex. In general, a similar impact on the expected cross section is also seen
for the BSM coupling parameters of the SMEFT model.

As stated previously the distributions of kinematic properties of the final state particles
are also sensitive to CP-even and CP-odd BSM contributions. An example of such ob-
servables which are related to the Higgs boson decay system are illustrated in Figure 7.3.
In addition, to the decay observables, also the distributions of the transverse momentum
of the final state jets, the transverse momentum of the Higgs boson and the mass of
subleading lepton pair m34 can be modified by the presence of BSM contributions. As an
example, theses distributions are shown for the VBF+V H-Had production mode for the
SM and selected BSM Higgs boson signals in Figure 7.5 and Figure 7.4.

z′

z

Φ1

Φ

p X

Z2

Z1

p

µ+

µ−

θ1

θ∗

θ2

e+

e−

Figure 7.3: Definition of the decay angles in the four-lepton final state fromH→ZZ∗→ 4`
decays shown in the Higgs boson (X) rest frame [28]. θ1 (θ2) is the angle between the
negatively charged lepton from the decay of the on-shell (off-shell) Z boson in the direction
of flight of the respective Z boson, Φ is the angle between the two decay planes spanned by
the di-lepton pairs in the four-lepton rest frame, Φ1 is the angle between the direction of
the momentum of the on-shell Z boson and the decay plane spanned by its decay products
and θ∗ is the production angle of the on-shell Z boson.
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Chapter 7 Measurement of the Tensor Structure of Higgs Boson Couplings

The Higgs boson candidates on which the HC analysis is performed are classified into
several reconstructed categories targeting different production modes. The categorisation
is based on the kinematic properties of final state particles. Therefore, both the produc-
tion rates as well as the shape of distributions of kinematic properties are employed for
the measurement of the tensor coupling structure. Similarly, the EFT interpretation is
based on cross sections in exclusive phase space regions of particle level production bins
(Section 7.3.2). Thus, also here the kinematic properties of the final state products are
employed in addition to the total production rate.

The BSM contributions can also be probed by a complementary approach with inclusive
differential distributions of kinematic properties without classification into event categor-
ies or particle level production bins. This approach is not covered by this thesis.
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129 GeV for SM and selected BSM Higgs boson signals in the H → ZZ∗ → 4` decay
channel. The distributions are normalised to unit area. The last bin is an overflow bin
collecting all events beyond the plotted x-axis range.
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Figure 7.5: The distribution of (a) p4`
T and (b) mjj in the mass range of 118 GeV <

m4l < 129 GeV for SM and selected BSM Higgs boson signals in the H→ZZ∗→ 4` decay
channel. The distributions are normalised to unit area. The last bin is an overflow bin
collecting all events beyond the plotted x-axis range.
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7.2 Tensor Structure Measurement in the Higgs
Characterisation Framework

The CP-even and CP-odd BSM contributions to the Higgs boson interactions introduced
within the Higgs Characterisation (HC) model, are probed with the first Run 2 data of
36.1 fb−1.

The contributions to Higgs boson couplings to weak vector bosons in the XV V effective
interaction vertex and to gluons in the Xgg effective interaction vertex are probed sep-
arately. It is assumed that the CP-even and CP-odd BSM coupling parameters to the Z
bosons are directly correlated to the couplings to the W bosons, κXV V = κXZZ = κXWW .
The cross section times branching ratio dependence on different BSM couplings is sum-
marised in Table 7.1 separately for the XV V and Xgg interaction vertices.

Table 7.1: Dependence of the production cross section times branching ratio σ ·B(H →
ZZ∗) in different Higgs boson production modes on the BSM coupling contributions to
the effective XV V and Xgg interaction vertices. The BSM couplings are defined in the
Higgs Characterisation framework.

Interaction Dependence on the BSM coupling

vertex ggF VBF V H ttH bbH

HV V ∝ (cακHV V )2 ∝ (cακHV V )4 ∝ (cακHV V )4 ∝ (cακHV V )2 ∝ (cακHV V )2

AV V ∝ (sακAV V )2 ∝ (sακAV V )4 ∝ (sακAV V )4 ∝ (sακAV V )2 ∝ (sακAV V )2

Agg ∝ (sακAgg)2 const. const. const. const.

In the XV V interaction vertex, the parameters cακHV V and sακAV V of the CP-even
and CP-odd BSM couplings to vectors bosons, respectively, are probed. In the VBF and
V H production modes they are contributing both to the production as well as to the
decay vertex such that the production rates are proportional to the corresponding BSM
coupling parameter to the power of four. In case of ggF, ttH and bbH production modes,
the coupling parameters appear only in the decay leading to a quadratic dependence of
production rates. The measurement of the VBF and V H production process therefore
provides the highest sensitivity to BSM contributions in the XV V vertex.

In the effectiveXgg interaction vertex, the parameter sακAgg of the CP-odd BSM coupling
to gluons is probed. This coupling affects only the ggF production vertex resulting in a
quadratic dependence of the ggF production rate on the BSM coupling. The analysis
is not sensitive to the parameter cακHgg of the CP-even Higgs boson coupling. This
parameter is therefore assumed to be equal to the SM value of cακHgg = 1.
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7.2 Tensor Structure Measurement in the Higgs Characterisation Framework

7.2.1 Event Categorisation

In order to measure the signal production rates in different production modes, the re-
constructed Higgs boson candidates selected by the inclusive H → ZZ∗ → 4` analysis
(Section 4.5) in a mass window of 118 GeV <m4` < 129 GeV in the 36.1 fb−1 data set are
classified into several categories based on the properties of final state products related to
the production vertex. In addition, some of the categories are subdivided according to
the transverse momentum of the four-lepton final state or the leading jet pT to provide
an additional sensitivity to BSM couplings.

To be consistent with the cross section measurement (see Chapter 5), the categorisation
scheme is closely following the one described in Section 5.2. There are small differences
since the categorisation in Chapter 5 is optimised for the larger data set of 79.8 fb−1. One
additional category is added to increase the sensitivity to BSM couplings. The differences
and the expected BSM sensitivity in the relevant categories is discussed in the following.

The schematic overview of the categorisation scheme for the HC analysis is summarised
in Figure 7.6. As for the scheme used in the cross section measurement (Section 5.2)
the ttH-enriched events are selected first, by requiring at least one b-tagged jet tag and
either more than four additional reconstructed jets or at least two jets and at least one
additional lepton in the final state. The former requirement targets the fully hadronic
decay of the top quark pair, while the latter one selects the semi-leptonic tt decays. Due
to a very small number of events in this category for 36.1 fb−1, the ttH-enriched category
is not further subdivided according to hadronic and semi-leptonic tt final states as it was
the case for the scheme in Section 5.2.

Events with additional leptons in the final state (Nlep ≥ 5) which do not enter the
ttH-enriched category are assigned to the V H-Lep-enriched category targeting the Higgs
boson production in association with leptonically decaying vector bosons. This category
provides sensitivity to the measurement of BSM couplings in the XV V interaction vertex.

The remaining production modes are again selected according to the number of jets in
the final state. VBF and V H-Had production are separated from the ggF production by
requiring at least two jets in the final state, Nj ≥ 2. The former two production modes are
further disentangled by the threshold on the invariant massmjj of the two leading jets res-
ulting in the VBF-enriched (mjj > 120 GeV) and the V H-Had-enriched (mjj < 120 GeV)
categories.
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Figure 7.6: Overview of the event categories employed for the HC analysis of the Higgs
boson couplings tensor structure.
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The presence of non-vanishing BSM couplings in the XV V vertex is expected to lead
to a harder distribution of the Higgs boson and leading jet transverse momenta, p4`

T

and pj1T , respectively. To further increase the sensitivity to BSM contributions, the
V H-Had-enriched category is therefore split according to the p4`

T into the V H-Had-
enriched-p4`

T -Low (p4`
T < 150 GeV) and the V H-Had-enriched-p4`

T -High (p4`
T > 150 GeV)

category. The expected distributions in the events with Nj ≥ 2 and mjj < 120 GeV are
shown in Figure 7.7(a) for SM and several BSM Higgs boson signals. BSM contributions
to the XV V vertex lead to higher population of bins with higher p4`

T values.

Similarly, to gain additional BSM sensitivity in the VBF-enriched category a threshold
on the transverse momentum of the leading jet is applied at pj1T = 200 GeV. In the case
of the SM hypotheses the Higgs boson candidates tend to populate the VBF-enriched-
pjT -Low category (pj1T < 200 GeV), while in the case of BSM contributions they mainly
contribute to the VBF-enriched-pjT -High category (pj1T > 200 GeV). The expected pj1T dis-
tribution in the VBF-enriched category is shown in Figure 7.7(b).

The ggF, VBF and V H-Had production processes contribute to the category with one
additional jet in the final state. In order to distinguish the different production modes
and to isolate BSM effects, this category is split according to the four-lepton transverse
momentum as in the case of cross section measurements. Events with p4`

T smaller than
60 GeV are assigned to the 1j-p4`

T -Low category, while events with 60 GeV <p4`
T < 120 GeV

and p4`
T > 120 GeV are collected in the 1j-p4`

T -Med and 1j-p4`
T -High categories, respect-

ively. The expected p4`
T distribution in the combined 1j category is shown is Figure 7.8,

separately for ggF and VBF+V H-Had production modes. While no differences between
SM and BSM hypotheses are visible for the ggF production, a harder spectrum is expec-
ted for the VBF+V H-Had production in case of BSM contributions. In addition, the
VBF+V H-Had spectra are harder than the ggF spectra independent of BSM contribu-
tions. Therefore, the categorisation according to p4`

T in the 1j category provides at the
same time discrimination between the two production modes and the sensitivity to BSM
contributions in the XV V vertex in the 1j-p4`

T -High category.

The 0j category is almost pure in ggF contribution and therefore provides the largest
sensitivity to BSM contributions in the Xgg interaction vertex.
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Figure 7.7: The distribution of (a) p4`
T in the V H-Had-enriched category with Nj ≥ 2 and

mjj < 120 GeV and (b) pj1T in the VBF-enriched category with Nj ≥ 2 and mjj > 120 GeV
for SM and selected BSM Higgs boson signals in the H → ZZ∗→ 4` decay channel. The
distributions are normalised to unit area. The last bin is an overflow bin collecting all
events beyond the plotted x-axis range.
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Figure 7.8: The distribution of p4`
T in the 1j category (Nj = 1) for SM and selected BSM
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to unit area. The last bin is an overflow bin collecting all events beyond the plotted x-axis
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The expected number of events in each of the reconstructed event categories are shown in
Table 7.2 for the different Higgs boson production modes assuming the SM hypotheses.
The corresponding expected signal composition in each category is shown in Figure 7.9.
The V H-Lep-enriched and ttH-Had-enriched reconstructed event categories are very
pure with about 80% contribution of the respective production mode. However, the
ttH-Had-enriched category plays only a minor role in the measurement for the tensor
structure of Higgs boson couplings, providing no sensitivity to the Xgg production vertex.

Table 7.2: The expected number of SM Higgs boson events with a mass ofmH = 125 GeV in
the mass range of 118 GeV <m4` < 129 GeV for an integrated luminosity of 36.1 fb−1 at
a centre-of-mass energy of 13 TeV in each of the reconstructed event category, shown
separately for the different Higgs boson production modes. The ggF and bbH contributions
are shown separately but they are merged into a single production bin (ggF) for the final
result. Statistical and systematic uncertainties are added in quadrature [182].

Reconstructed SM Higgs boson production mode

event category ggF VBF V H ttH bbH

0j 25.9 ±2.5 0.29 ±0.09 0.253 ±0.025 0.00025±0.00019 0.29 ±0.14

1j-p4`
T -Low 8.0 ±1.1 0.514 ±0.034 0.230 ±0.018 0.0007 ±0.0005 0.09 ±0.05

1j-p4`
T -Med 4.5 ±0.7 0.64 ±0.09 0.227 ±0.019 0.0010 ±0.0005 0.026 ±0.013

1j-p4`
T -High 1.10 ±0.24 0.27 ±0.04 0.095 ±0.007 0.00080±0.00024 0.0036 ±0.0018

VBF-enriched-pjT -Low 3.9 ±0.8 2.03 ±0.19 0.285 ±0.024 0.065 ±0.009 0.045 ±0.023

VBF-enriched-pjT -High 0.33 ±0.09 0.185 ±0.024 0.050 ±0.004 0.0159 ±0.0027 0.00058±0.00029

V H-Had-enriched-p4`
T -Low 2.3 ±0.5 0.169 ±0.014 0.418 ±0.023 0.022 ±0.004 0.025 ±0.013

V H-Had-enriched-p4`
T -High 0.42 ±0.09 0.048 ±0.008 0.162 ±0.005 0.0090 ±0.0015 < 0.0001

V H-Lep-enriched 0.0129±0.0018 0.00310±0.00021 0.263 ±0.018 0.038 ±0.005 0.0009 ±0.0005

ttH-enriched 0.050 ±0.016 0.010 ±0.006 0.0196±0.0031 0.301 ±0.032 0.0064 ±0.0035

Total 47 ±4 4.16 ±0.23 2.00 ±0.11 0.48 ±0.05 0.48 ±0.24

The ggF production contributes with a larger fraction in almost all categories. Its
largest contribution with a purity of 97% is in the 0j category. With increasing p4`

T the
ggF fraction in 1j categories decreases from 90% to 75%. In the 2j categories, the relative
ggF contribution is still quite high with about 60% purity.

The VBF production mode is targeted in the VBF-enriched-pjT -Low and VBF-enriched-
pjT -High categories with purities of 58% and 75%, respectively. There is also a substantial
VBF contribution in the three 1j categories, with purities between 5% and 18%.

The V H-Had production mode is targeted by the V H-Had-enriched-p4`
T -Low and V H-

Had-enriched-p4`
T -High categories with corresponding signal purities of 14% and 25%, re-

spectively. Smaller V H-Had contributions are also expected in the VBF-enriched and
1j categories.
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Figure 7.9: Expected signal composition of the SM Higgs boson signal in each of the
reconstructed event category.

7.2.2 Signal Modelling

To study the tensor structure of the Higgs boson couplings to vector bosons and gluons,
a dedicated signal model is needed which predicts the event yields from the different
production modes in each reconstructed event category as a function of the BSM coupling
parameters. The signal model is based on the so-called morphing method [199] which al-
lows for a signal prediction in an arbitrary point of the multi-dimensional BSM parameter
space by means of interpolation between the cross section predictions at discrete points of
this space, obtained from dedicated samples. In order to take into account higher-order
cross section calculations, which are not implemented in generated signal samples, a
further correction is applied on the predicted signal yields taking into account highest-
order prediction of the inclusive cross sections as listed in Table 4.2. As described in
Section 4.2.2.2, the BSM signal samples are simulated with MadGraph5_aMC@NLO.
The presence of BSM coupling contributions affects also the total width of the Higgs
boson decay, which is not taken during the simulation. Therefore, the signal model
is additionally corrected to take these effects into account. Each of the three signal
modelling steps are described in more detail in the following subsections.

Examples of the resulting signal model are shown in Figure 7.10 for the ggF production
in the 0j category and for VBF+V H production in the VBF-enriched-pjT -Low category.
The former is sensitive to the Higgs boson couplings to gluons, the latter to couplings to
vector bosons.
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Figure 7.10: The signal model describing the expected event yield as a function of the BSM
coupling parameter (a) sακAgg for the ggF production in the 0j event category, (b) cακHV V
and (c) sακAV V for the VBF+V H production in the VBF-enriched-pjT -Low category. The
signal models include the signal morphing via simulated samples, the scaling to the best-
prediction cross sections and the scaling corrections accounting for BSM effects on the
total Higgs boson decay width.
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7.2.2.1 The Morphing Method

The tensor structure of the Higgs boson couplings is probed separately for the effective
Xgg and XV V interaction vertices, using separate signal models. Each signal production
mode is modelled on its own, using the BSM signal samples described in Section 4.2.2.2.
The samples of ggF, VBF+V H-Had and V H-Lep events are simulated with different
values of BSM coupling parameters, sακAgg, cακHV V and sακAV V . No BSM samples are
generated for the ttH and bbH processes, since there is no significant BSM sensitivity
expected from the corresponding production vertices. The coupling parameters κHgg and
κAgg include the Higgs boson coupling to top or bottom quarks in the effective coupling
to gluons, but the sensitivity to ttH production in the H → ZZ∗ → 4` decay is very
small and there is no sensitivity to the bbH production mode. The production vertex of
the ttH and bbH processes is therefore assumed to be described by the SM. The BSM
contributions in the decay vertex (XV V ) are taken into account by assuming that the
production rates scale by the same amount as for the ggF production with no BSM
contributions in the Xgg vertex.

Three signal models with different sets of coupling parameters are constructed for the
ggF, VBF+V H-Had and V H-Lep production using the morphing method. The first is
the Xgg model employed for the study of the tensor structure of Higgs boson couplings
to gluons. Since the presence of BSM contributions in the Xgg vertex only affects the
ggF production and not the decays, the other production modes are modelled by the SM
prediction. The CP-even ggF production and decay contributions with SM-like tensor
structure are fixed to the SM prediction with cακHgg = 1 and cακSM = 1. The expected
number of events in each reconstructed category is therefore modelled only in dependence
on the CP-odd coupling parameter,

NggF
exp = sXggggF (sακAgg) . (7.1)

For the study of the XV V interaction vertex a three-dimensional (3D XV V ) signal model
is used, describing CP-even and CP-odd BSM coupling contributions simultaneously. In
addition, the parameter cακSM of the CP-even coupling contribution with the SM-like
structure in the XV V vertex is taken into account, while the cακHgg contributions in the
ggF production vertex is fixed to the SM prediction, cακHgg = 1. The expected signal
yield is modelled separately for each of the production modes,

NggF
exp = s3D XV V

ggF (cακSM , cακHV V ,sακAV V ) ,
NVBF+V H−Had
exp = s3D XV V

VBF+V H−Had (cακSM , cακHV V ,sακAV V ) and (7.2)
NV H−Lep
exp = s3D XV V

V H−Lep (cακSM , cακHV V ,sακAV V ) .
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The introduced three-dimensional signal model is employed for the simultaneous measure-
ment of the BSM parameters cακHV V and sακAV V from CP-even and CP-odd couplings
and for the measurement of the BSM CP-even coupling parameter cακHV V with the
CP-odd coupling sακAV V set to zero.

In general, this model can also be employed for the measurement of the CP-odd BSM coup-
ling parameter sακAV V with cακHV V = 0. However, statistical fluctuations in this model
cause asymmetric predictions with respect to the sign, i.e. introduce a small artificial
sensitivity to the sign of the CP-odd BSM coupling parameter. To avoid this the CP-odd
BSM coupling contribution to the XV V vertex is modelled with a two-dimensional (2D
XV V ) signal model, with cακHV V set to zero:

NggF
exp = s2D XV V

ggF (cακSM ,sακAV V ) ,
NVBF+V H−Had
exp = s2D XV V

VBF+V H−Had (cακSM ,sακAV V ) and (7.3)
NV H−Lep
exp = s2D XV V

V H−Lep (cακSM ,sακAV V ) .

The SM-like coupling contributing in the Xgg vertex is set to the SM prediction,
cακHgg = 1 and the corresponding CP-odd BSM contribution sακAgg is set to zero.

To avoid artificial sensitivity to the sign of the CP-odd BSM coupling parameter in the
signal models from Equation 7.3, the input samples with opposite signs of the coupling
parameters sακAV V are combined together and averaged. Similar procedure is applied to
the signal model of Equation 7.1.

The input samples for the three described signal models obtained via the morphing
technique are summarised in Tables 7.3, 7.4 and 7.5. The values of BSM parameters are
chosen such to cover most of the BSM parameter space to which the measurement is
sensitive.

The signal models described above are obtained with the morphing technique [199]. The
model provides a continuous multi-dimensional description of the BSM parameter space,
by describing simultaneously the production rates and the distributions of the kinematical
variables in dependence on the BSM coupling parameters.

The target value Tt of the physical quantity T , which is related to the cross section
whether inclusive or in a given bin of a differential distribution, at an arbitrary point t
in the coupling parameter space gt can be described as a linear combination of a fixed
number N of the corresponding input quantities (cross sections) Ti(gi) obtained from the
simulation for a given set of parameters gi,

Tt (gt) =
N∑
i=1

wi (g,gi)Ti (gi) . (7.4)
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Table 7.3: List of simulated input samples employed for the one-dimensional Xgg signal
model of the ggF production and the corresponding production cross section (σ) times
the branching ratio B (H → ZZ∗→ 4`)

Input sample
BSM parameters

σ ·B [fb]
cα κHgg κSM κAgg

ggF SM 1 1 1 0 4.1

ggF Mixture_P 1/
√

2 1 1 0.5 1.6

ggF Mixture_N 1/
√

2 1 1 −0.5 1.6

Table 7.4: List of simulated input samples employed for 2D XV V signal models of the
ggF and VBF+V H productions and the corresponding production cross section (σ) times
the branching ratio B (H → ZZ∗→ 4`)

Input sample
BSM parameters

σ ·B [fb]
cα κHgg κSM κHV V κAV V

ggF production

ggF SM 1 1 1 0 0 4.1

ggF Mixture_P 1/
√

2 1 1 0 6 1.1

ggF Mixture_N 1/
√

2 1 1 0 −6 1.1

VBF+VH production

VBF+V H SM 1 − 1 0 0 0.62

VBF+V H Mixture_P1 1/
√

2 − 1 0 −2.5 0.25

VBF+V H Mixture_N1 1/
√

2 − 1 0 2.5 0.25

VBF+V H Mixture_P2 1/
√

2 − 1 0 5 0.53

VBF+V H Mixture_N2 1/
√

2 − 1 0 −5 0.53
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Table 7.5: List of simulated input samples employed for 3D XV V signal models of the
ggF and VBF+V H productions and the corresponding production cross section (σ) times
the branching ratio B (H → ZZ∗→ 4`)

Input sample
BSM parameters

σ ·B [fb]
cα κHgg κSM κHV V κAV V

ggF production

ggF SM 1 1 1 0 0 4.1

ggF Pure BSM (H) 1 1 0 1 0 5.4 ·10−3

ggF Pure BSM (A) 1/
√

2 1 0 0 1 0.5 ·10−3

ggF Mixture_P (A/H) 1 1 1 −6 0 2.8

ggF Mixture_1 (A/H) 1/
√

2 1 1 6 6 1.5

ggF Mixture_2 (A/H) 1/
√

2 1 1 −6 −6 0.7

VBF+VH production

VBF+V H SM 1 − 1 0 0 0.62

VBF+V H Pure BSM (H) 1 − 0 10 0 1.12

VBF+V H Pure BSM (A) 1/
√

2 − 0 0 15 1.29

VBF+V H Mixture_P1 (A) 1/
√

2 − 1 0 5 0.53

VBF+V H Mixture_N1 (A) 1/
√

2 − 1 0 −5 0.53

VBF+V H Mixture_P2 (A) 1/
√

2 − 1 0 2.5 0.25

VBF+V H Mixture_P1 (H) 1 − 1 5 0 2.76

VBF+V H Mixture_N1 (H) 1 − 1 −5 0 2.57

VBF+V H Mixture_P2 (H) 1 − 1 2.5 0 0.92

VBF+V H Mixture_1 (A/H) 1/
√

2 − 1 2.5 −5 0.66

VBF+V H Mixture_2 (A/H) 1/
√

2 − 1 5 5 1.19

VBF+V H Mixture_3 (A/H) 1/
√

2 − 1 5 6 1.42

VBF+V H Mixture_4 (A/H) 1/
√

2 − 1 −2.5 −5 0.65

VBF+V H Mixture_5 (A/H) 1/
√

2 − 1 −5 5 0.93

VBF+V H Mixture_6 (A/H) 1/
√

2 − 1 −5 −6 1.05
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The weight function wi (g,gi) depends on the targeted and input values of the coupling
parameters, gt and gi, respectively, determining relative contribution of each sample. This
holds under the assumption that the physical quantity T is proportional to the squared
matrix element of the underlying process

T (g)∝ |M (g)|2 . (7.5)

The matrix element M (g) can be written as a linear sum of products of the coupling
parameters gα and the corresponding operator O (gα),

|M (g)|2 =

 ∑
α∈p,s

gαO (gα)

2

·
 ∑
α∈d,s

gαO (gα)

2

, (7.6)

with p,d and s running over couplings appear only in production, only in decay and in
both production and decay vertices, respectively. The weights wi are functions of the
targeted coupling parameters (gα,gβ,gγ ,gδ), defined as

wi =
N∑

α,β,γ,δ=1
Cα,β,γ,δgαgβgγgδ, (7.7)

where the values of the coefficients Cα,β,γ,δ are obtained by requiring that for the target
points which are equal to one of the input points Ti the corresponding weight wi must
satisfy

wi (gt = gi,gi) = 1, (7.8)

while the weights of other input samples Tj for the same target point Ti,i 6=j must be zero,

wi 6=j
(
gt = gi,gj

)
= 0. (7.9)

The resulting linear system of equations, is called a morphing matrix and the coefficients
Cα,β,γ,δ are calculated by inverting the morphing matrix.

The minimal number of input samples N(ns,np,ns) needed for the morphing method
procedure is dependent on the number of coupling parameters in the production and
decay vertices [199],

N = np (np+ 1)
2 · nd (nd+ 1)

2 +
(

4 +ns−1
4

)

+
(
np ·ns+ ns (ns+ 1)

2

)
· nd (nd+ 1)

2

+
(
nd ·ns+ ns (ns+ 1)

2

)
· np (np+ 1)

2 (7.10)

+ ns (ns+ 1)
2 ·np ·nd+ (np+nd)

(
3 +ns−1

3

)
,
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where np corresponds to the number of coupling parameters appearing only in the pro-
duction vertex, nd only in the decay and ns in both the production and decay vertex. The
number of input samples needed to construct the signal models for the measurement of
the effective Xgg and XV V couplings is shown in Table 7.6.

Table 7.6: Number of input samples needed to construct the signal model in a given BSM
coupling parameter space, shown separately for the ggF and VBF+V H Higgs boson
production modes

Model Production couplings Decay couplings np nd ns N

ggF production

1D Xgg cακHgg, sακAgg cακSM 2 1 0 3

2D XV V cακHgg cακSM , sακAV V 1 2 0 3

3D XV V cακHgg cακSM , cακHV V , sακAV V 1 3 0 6

VBF+VH production

2D XV V cακSM , sακAV V cακSM , sακAV V 0 0 2 5

3D XV V cακSM , cακHV V ,sακAV V cακSM , cακHV V ,sακAV V 0 0 3 16

The complete set of N input samples can in general be chosen arbitrarily, as long as it
provides an independent set of linear equations defining the morphing matrix. However,
the statistical accuracy of the target quantity depends on position of the target couplings
in the coupling parameter space covered by the input samples. The statistical error
increases if the target coupling is outside of the spanned parameter space. Therefore, the
values of the BSM parameters input samples are chosen such to span the range which can
be probed by data and provide sufficiently small errors in the studied parameter range.

7.2.2.2 Best-Prediction-Scaling of the Signal Model

The ggF and VBF+V H input samples for the signal modelling are generated at NLO
and LO, respectively, with the MadGraph5_aMC@NLO generator. As outlined
in Section 4.2.2, the corresponding nominal SM signal samples are simulated with
Powheg which includes the higher-order effects. Furthermore, the inclusive SM cross
section in each production mode is normalised by the factor k to the highest-order
inclusive SM cross section calculation available.

In order to take these best-predictions of the cross sections into account, the expected
number of events (N exp,i) predicted by the signal model in each of the categories is scaled
by a scale factor (K) defined as the ratio of the highest-order SM prediction and the
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SM prediction from MadGraph5_aMC@NLO. Since the SM signal samples with the
highest-order corrections do not distinguish between hadronically and leptonically decays
of the vector boson in V H production, the signal model for the VBF+V H-Had and V H-
Lep production is combined to apply best-prediction-scaling. This is possible, because
the input samples are generated with the same BSM coupling values. It is assumed,
that the same scale factor is valid for all BSM samples, i.e. that the impact of the
higher-order corrections under a SM hypothesis is not affected by the presence of BSM
coupling parameters.

The scale factors are calculated separately for the ggF and VBF+V H processes. For each
reconstructed event category i, the scale factor for the ggF production is given as

Ki(ggF) =
kggFN

exp,i
Powheg,SM(ggF)

N exp,i
MG5,SM(ggF)

, (7.11)

and for the combined VBF+V H process

SFi(VBF+V H) =
kVBFN

exp,i
Powheg,SM(VBF) +kWHN

exp,i
Powheg,SM(WH) +kZHN

exp,i
Powheg,SM(ZH)

N exp,i
MG5,SM(VBF+V H-Had) +N exp,i

MG5,SM(V H-Lep)
.

(7.12)
The calculated scale factors for each reconstructed event category are shown in Table 7.7.

Table 7.7: Best-prediction scale factors K in each reconstructed event category, shown
separately for the ggF and VBF+V H production modes

Event Best-prediction scale factor

category ggF VBF+V H

0j 1.6 1.4

1j-p4`
T -Low 1.4 1.3

1j-p4`
T -Med 1.5 1.4

1j-p4`
T -High 1.2 1.5

VBF-enriched-pjT -Low 1.2 1.0

VBF-enriched-pjT -High 1.0 1.0

V H-Had-enriched-p4`
T -Low 1.4 1.3

V H-Had-enriched-p4`
T -High 0.9 1.4

V H-Lep-enriched 1.2 1.3

ttH-enriched 0.9 1.9
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7.2.2.3 Scaling of the Total Decay Width

The branching ratio (B) is defined as the ratio of the partial and the total decay width.
Both of these change in the presence of BSM couplings in the decay vertex. While the
change of the partial decay width is taken into account in MadGraph5_aMC@NLO,
the total decay width is kept at its SM value. Therefore, the event yield predicted from
the simulated samples has to be corrected to take into account the dependence of the
total decay width on BSM contributions.

The event yield is proportional to the inverse of total Higgs boson decay width ΓSM.
Accordingly, the correction function fΓ (g) applied on the event yield for a given set of
BSM couplings g is

fΓ (g) = ΓSM
ΓBSM

= ΓSM∑
iΓiBSM

= 1∑
iB

i
SM ·f i(g) , (7.13)

where i corresponds to a particular Higgs boson decay channel, BiSM = ΓiSM/ΓSM is the
SM branching ratio and f i(g) are polynomials of BSM coupling parameters in the decay
vertex, which are derived from the matrix element morphing method of the correspond-
ing process. In the case of the SM, the correction factor for the total decay width is
fΓ(SM) = 1.

The modification of the total decay width due to BSM effects are taken into account
for the measurement of the tensor structure of the Higgs boson couplings in H →WW ,
H→ZZ andH→ gg decays. Although loop-inducedH→Zγ andH→ γγ decays are also
affected by the BSM contributions through the effective XWW vertex, the corresponding
branching ratios are small compared to other decays and their values are kept at the SM
prediction. The correction function applied on the total decay width is, therefore, for the
presented analysis given as

fΓ (g) =
(
B
gg
SM ·fgg(g) +BWW

SM ·fWW (g) +BZZSM ·fZZ(g) +BOther
SM

)−1
, (7.14)

with the values of the SM branching ratios summarised in Table 2.4. The branching
ratio BOther

SM = 0.67 corresponds to the sum of the branching ratios of all other decay modes.

The correction functions are fgg for the H → gg decays,

fgg (cακHgg,sακAgg) =
= 1 + cgg1 · (sακAgg)2 + cgg2 · cαsακHggκAgg, (7.15)
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and fWW/ZZ for the H →WW and H → ZZ decays

fWW/ZZ (cακSM , cακHV V ,sακAV V ) =

= 1 + c
WW/ZZ
1 · (cακHV V )2 + c

WW/ZZ
2 · (sακAV V )2

+ c
WW/ZZ
3 · c2

ακSMκHV V

+ c
WW/ZZ
4 · cαsακSMκAV V

+ c
WW/ZZ
5 · cαsακHV V κAV V , (7.16)

where cggi , cWW
i and cZZi are constant coefficients, which are given relative to the re-

spective SM terms, i.e. the terms (cακHgg)−2 and (cακSM )−2 are absorbed into the
factors cggi and cWW/ZZ

i , respectively, and set to one. Therefore, if cακHgg or cακSM are
free parameters in the fit, the branching ratio has to be corrected with (cακHgg)2 and
(cακSM )2, respectively. The coefficients are derived using the morphing method, similarly
as deriving the signal model. To evaluate the fgg correction function, the cross section
times the branching ratio is calculated for the ggF production with different values for
κAgg and the cross section dependence on κAgg is modelled to obtain the dependence of
ΓggBSM with the assumption that it has the same dependence as the cross section since
the respective coupling does not contribute to the H → ZZ∗ decay. For the fWW/ZZ

correction functions ggF samples with H → ZZ∗→ 4` (` = e,µ) and H →WW ∗→ `ν`ν

(` = e,µ,τ) decays are produced with different values of κHV V and κAV V . Since these
couplings are contributing only in the decay, the dependence of ΓWW/ZZ

BSM is obtained
directly without any assumption. The input samples used for the derivation of the
constant coefficients ci are summarised in Table 7.8. As for the signal modelling with
the morphing method, the inputs for the calculation of the fgg correction function are
symmetrised. Three input samples are used for the fgg correction function and six for
fWW/ZZ . The obtained values of the coefficients cggi , cWW

i and cZZi are summarised in
Table 7.9.

The resulting final correction fΓ of the total decay width is shown in Figure 7.11 in
dependence on the BSM coupling parameters sακAgg, cακHV V and sακAV V . In the pres-
ence of non-vanishing CP-odd BSM coupling parameter the correction of the total decay
width amounts up to −9% for the sensitive range sακAgg = ±0.7 and up to −1% for
sακAV V =±6. Due to the quadratic dependence on the CP-odd BSM contributions, the
correction functions are symmetric around the SM value. Since the CP-even BSM inter-
actions interfere with the SM ones the corresponding correction function is not symmetric
around the SM point. The expected event yield is scaled up by +11% for cακHV V =−6
and down by −13% for cακHV V = +6 after applying the described corrections.
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Table 7.8: List of input samples and their respective cross section times branching ratio
employed for the calculation correction functions fgg, fWW and fZZ with the morphing
method

Input sample
BSM parameters σ ·B [fb]

cα κHgg κSM κAgg κHV V κAV V H → ZZ∗ H →WW ∗

fgg correction function

SM 1 1 1 0 0 0 4.1 −
Mixture 1/

√
2 1 1 0.5 0 0 1.6 −

Mixture 1/
√

2 1 1 −0.5 0 0 1.6 −

fWW and fZZ correction function

SM 1 1 1 0 0 0 4.1 745

BSM CP-even 1 1 0 0 1 0 5.3 ·10−3 2

Mixture 1 1 1 0 −6 0 2.8 418

BSM CP-odd 1/
√

2 1 0 0 0 1 0.5 ·10−3 0.2

Mixture 1/
√

2 1 1 0 6 6 1.5 317

Mixture 1/
√

2 1 1 0 −6 −6 0.7 120

Table 7.9: Values of the coefficients in the functions fXX (XX = g,W,Z) correcting the
decay width of the Higgs boson in presence of BSM contributions

Correction Coefficients

function cXX1 cXX2 cXX3 cXX4 cXX5

fgg 2.3 0 − − −
fWW 3.0 ·10−3 1.3 ·10−3 0.09 −3.2 ·10−3 0.5 ·10−3

fZZ 1.2 ·10−3 0.5 ·10−3 0.06 −0.4 ·10−3 0.02 ·10−3
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Figure 7.11: Total width correction fΓ as a function of (a) sακAgg, (b) cακHV V and (c)
sακAV V .
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7.2.3 Systematic Uncertainties

The HC analysis of the coupling tensor structure is affected by the same sources of
experimental and theoretical systematic uncertainties as in the case of the cross section
measurements described in Section 5.4. Since this analysis is performed on a smaller data
set, the size of the systematic uncertainties is in general slightly larger. However, the
analysis of the 36.1 fb−1 is dominated by the statistical error, such that the systematic
uncertainties have a small impact on the results.

The uncertainty on the integrated luminosity is measured with a precision of 3%. A 2%
uncertainty is assigned on the event yields due to the uncertainties on the modelling of
the pile-up. Uncertainties on the lepton identification efficiencies are from 0.5%− 1.0%
for muons and from 1%− 1.3% for electrons. The uncertainty on the lepton isolation
efficiency is about 2%, while uncertainties on lepton energy scale and resolution are small
and have a negligible impact on the final state result. Jet energy scale and resolution
uncertainties are in the range from 3%−7% and 2%−4%, respectively. Flavour tagging
uncertainties due to the efficiency of the b-tagging algorithm are in the order of a few
percent over most of the jet pT range. Three sources of uncertainties associated with the
data-driven estimation of the reducible background are taken into account. The first is the
uncertainty of about 6% on the inclusive background estimation from the determination
of the event selection efficiencies related to the lepton identification, isolation and impact
parameter significance. The second source of uncertainty with the size of about 4% is
also assigned to the inclusive background estimation and corresponds to the statistical
uncertainty of the control data sample. It is in the order of 4%. The last and the largest
uncertainty of up to 13% is due to the modelling and statistical uncertainties after the
classification into the reconstructed event categories.

The theoretical uncertainties are derived using the same methods described in Sec-
tion 5.4.2. As in the case of the signal strength measurement the impact of both the
uncertainties on the acceptance and on the prediction of the SM cross sections is taken
into account. QCD scale uncertainties affect the ggF signal prediction by up to 18%
and VBF and V H production modes by up to 10%. For all production modes the PDF
uncertainties are in the order of 2%. Uncertainties related to the parton shower amount
to about 5%.

In addition, further uncertainties are assigned specifically for the HC analysis of the
coupling tensor structure. An uncertainty on the VBF+V H signal is assigned to account
for the uncertainty of the assumption of the best-prediction-scaling that higher-order
scale factors K are the same for the SM and the BSM signal hypotheses. In order to
qualify this uncertainty, additional reconstructed BSM VBF+V H samples are generated
at NLO QCD accuracy with MadGraph5_aMC@NLO for the same values of BSM

196



7.2 Tensor Structure Measurement in the Higgs Characterisation Framework

coupling parameters as for the nominal LO BSM samples. The expected number of events
predicted by these LO and NLO samples is compared in each reconstructed category and
the relative difference is assigned as uncertainty. Since the best-prediction scale factors
are derived at the SM point, no such uncertainty is assigned on the SM hypothesis.
Figure 7.12 shows the best-prediction uncertainties in each reconstructed event category
for the five BSM samples with largest uncertainty. Depending on the reconstructed event
category and the point in the BSM parameter space, the systematic uncertainties on the
best-prediction-scaling range from 10% to 40%. The total impact of this uncertainty on
the final measurement is less than 1%.
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Figure 7.12: Systematic uncertainty on the best-prediction-scaling for the VBF+V H BSM
signal model in each reconstructed event category.

The experimental and best-prediction systematic uncertainties on the VBF+V H signal
yield are evaluated for the SM and all BSM signal samples and interpolated to an ar-
bitrary point in the BSM parameter space using the morphing method. The theoretical
signal uncertainties are only determined with the SM sample. It is assumed that they are
of the same size also for all BSM signals.
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In addition to the signal uncertainties, also the background uncertainties are taken into
account. The largest uncertainty impacting the irreducible ZZ∗ background is the QCD
scale uncertainty. It affects the total event yield by 4% and the yields in the reconstructed
event categories with additional jets by up to 30%. PDF and parton shower uncertainties
affect the ZZ∗ event yields by 1%−2% and 1%−5%, respectively.

7.2.4 Statistical Analysis Model

As for the production cross section measurement (Section 5.5), the constraints on the
BSM couplings within the HC framework are obtained from binned maximum likelihood
fits to the data using the profiled likelihood ratio method.

The likelihood function is constructed as a product of Poisson distributions P correspond-
ing to the observed number of events ni in each of the reconstructed categories i for a
given signal si(κ,θ) and background bi(θ) expectation,

L (κ,θ) =
NCategories∏

i

P (ni | si (κ,θ) + bi (θ))×
NNuisance∏

m

Cm (θ) , (7.17)

with the vector of coupling parameters κ = {cακHgg,sακAgg, cακSM , cακHV V ,sακAV V }.
The vector θ = {θ1,θ2, . . . ,θN} represents the set nuisance parameters corresponding to
the systematic uncertainties. The nuisance parameters are constraint by a Gaussian
constrained term Cm (θ) which reflects the constraints from external measurement.

The constraints on the BSM coupling parameters are set by using a test statistic q similar
as the one in Equation 5.10,

q =−2ln
L

(
κ,

ˆ̂
θ

)
L
(
κ̂, θ̂

) =−2ln(λ) , (7.18)

based on a ratio of profiled likelihoods [193] of the conditional and the unconditional
maximum-likelihood estimators in the numerator and the denominator, respectively,
which is tested of the cross section σ in Equation 5.10, the BSM parameters κ are fitted
as parameter of interest instead.

7.2.5 Results

The expected number of events from the SM signal and the background as well as the
observed number of events are shown in Table 7.10, separately in each reconstructed
category resulting from the HC Analysis of the data set with an integrated luminosity of
36.1 fb−1 at

√
s= 13 TeV. The data and the SM prediction are in a reasonable agreement.

A slight excess of events above the SM prediction is observed. The largest deviation
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from the SM prediction is observed in the VBF-enriched-pjT -Low and VBF-enriched-
pjT -High categories, with respectively about two and four times more observed events
than expected. The expected and the observed distributions of observables used for
the classification of events into reconstructed event categories are shown in Figure 7.13
and Figure 7.14: the number of jets Nj in the final state, the invariant mass mjj of
the two leading jets, the transverse momentum pj1T of the leading jet and the transverse
momentum p4`

T of the four-lepton final state. An excess of events is observed for the dijet
invariant mass distribution in events with Nj ≥ 2 and for the jet pj1T distribution in the
subset of events with mjj > 120 GeV (see Figure 7.13(c) and Figure 7.14(a)). All other
distributions are in a good agreement with the SM expectation. The measurement of the
Higgs boson tensor coupling structure is performed based on these results.

Table 7.10: Expected and observed number of events at an integrated luminosity of
36.1 fb−1 after the full event selection in the mass range of 118 GeV < m4` < 129 GeV
at
√
s = 13 TeV in each reconstructed event category assuming the SM Higgs boson sig-

nal with a mass mH = 125 GeV. Statistical and systematic uncertainties are added in
quadrature [182].

Reconstructed SM Higgs boson ZZ∗ Other Total Observed

event category signal backgrounds expected

ggF-0j 26.8 ±2.5 13.7 ±1.0 2.23 ±0.31 42.7 ±2.7 49

1j-p4`
T -Low 8.8 ±1.1 3.1 ±0.4 0.53 ±0.07 12.5 ±1.2 12

1j-p4`
T -Med 5.4 ±0.7 0.88 ±0.12 0.38 ±0.05 6.7 ±0.7 9

1j-p4`
T -High 1.47 ±0.24 0.139±0.022 0.045 ±0.007 1.65 ±0.24 3

VBF-enriched-pjT -Low 6.3 ±0.8 1.08 ±0.32 0.40 ±0.04 7.7 ±0.9 16

VBF-enriched-pjT -High 0.58 ±0.10 0.093±0.032 0.054 ±0.006 0.72 ±0.10 3

V H-Had-enriched-p4`
T -Low 2.9 ±0.5 0.63 ±0.16 0.169 ±0.021 3.7 ±0.5 3

V H-Had-enriched-p4`
T -High 0.64 ±0.09 0.029±0.008 0.0182±0.0022 0.69 ±0.09 0

V H-Lep-enriched 0.318±0.019 0.049±0.008 0.0137±0.0019 0.380±0.020 0

ttH-enriched 0.39 ±0.04 0.014±0.006 0.07 ±0.04 0.47 ±0.05 0

Total 54 ±4 19.7 ±1.5 3.9 ±0.5 77 ±4 95

Constraints on BSM coupling parameters are obtained with different set of assumptions.
Firstly each coupling parameter sακAgg, cακHV V and sακAV V is fitted separately as-
suming that all other BSM parameters are equal to zero. The parameters related to the
SM-like tensor structure are set to the SM predictions, cακHgg = 1 and cακSM = 1. In
addition, the two BSM coupling parameters contributing to the XV V interaction vertex,
cακHV V and sακAV V are probed also with a free-floating value of the SM-like coupling
parameter cακSM . In this way, it can be studied which fraction of the observed deviations
from the SM can be absorbed in the SM-like coupling contribution related to the coupling
strength modifiers of the κ framework.
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(a) (b)

(c)

Figure 7.13: The observed and expected distributions of (a)Nj after the inclusive selection,
(b) p4`

T in the 1j categories and (c) mjj in the 2j categories for an integrated luminosity
of 36.1 fb−1 in the mass range of 118 GeV <m4` < 129 GeV at a centre-of-mass energy
of
√
s= 13 TeV assuming a Higgs boson signal with a mass the SM mH = 125 GeV [182].
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(a) (b)

Figure 7.14: The observed and expected distributions of (a) pj1T in the VBF-enriched cat-
egories and (b) p4`

T in the V H-Had-enriched categories for an integrated luminosity of
36.1 fb−1 in the mass range of 118 GeV <m4` < 129 GeV at a centre-of-mass energy of√
s= 13 TeV assuming a Higgs boson signal with a mass the SM mH = 125 GeV [182].

Table 7.11 summarises the resulting constraints on BSM parameters obtained from the
one-dimensional likelihood scans. The observed and expected values of the test statistics
from the scan over the sακAgg parameter is shown in Figure 7.15. The excess observed
in data in the 0j and VBF-enriched categories results in a non-zero best-fit value of
this parameter sακ̂Agg = ±0.43, which corresponds to a small deviation from the SM
expectation at the level of 1.8 σ. Since the size of the CP-odd BSM coupling contributions
are not sensitive to the sign of the coupling parameter, the presented likelihood scan is
symmetric around the SM value of sακAgg = 0.

Figure 7.16 shows the observed and expected values of the test statistics from the scans
of BSM coupling parameters cακHV V and sακAV V with fixed parameter cακSM of the
SM-like coupling. The observed excess of data in the VBF-enriched categories leads to a
non-zero best-fit value of cακHV V = 2.9 and sακAV V =±2.9. By allowing the parameter
cακSM of the SM-like coupling to be free-floating in the fit (Figure 7.17), the excess
observed in data is partially absorbed leading to a best-fit value of cακ̂SM = 1.2, while
the best-fit values of BSM coupling parameters move closer to the SM expectation. The
corresponding deviation from the SM prediction also decreases from 2.3 σ (1.4 σ) to 1.7 σ
(0.5 σ) for cακHV V (sακAV V ) parameters. Due to the interference of the BSM CP-even
and the SM-like interactions, the data is sensitive to the sign of the cακHV V parameter.
The fit to the data prefers the positive value. The CP-odd BSM coupling parameter in
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the XV V vertex has no sign sensitivity. The deviations from the SM prediction for all
one-dimensional scans of BSM coupling parameters are at most 2.3 σ, thus indicates no
evidence of new couplings.

Table 7.11: The expected and observed 95% confidence level (CL) intervals from the one-
dimensional likelihood scans over the BSM coupling parameters sακAgg, cακHV V and
sακAV V , together with the corresponding best-fit values and the deviation from the SM
expectation. The results are obtained from the HC analysis using 36.1 fb−1 of data at a
centre-of-mass energy of 13 TeV. The parameter related to the SM-like coupling to the
gluons is fixed to the SM value, cακHgg = 1 [182].

BSM coupling Fit 95% CL interval Observed best-fit value Deviation

κBSM configuration Expected Observed κ̂BSM cακ̂SM from SM

sακAgg cακSM = 1 [−0.47,0.47] [−0.68,0.68] ±0.43 − 1.8 σ

cακHV V cακSM = 1 [−2.9,3.2] [−0.8,4.5] 2.9 − 2.3 σ

cακHV V cακSM free [−3.1,4.0] [−0.6,4.2] 2.2 1.2 1.7 σ

sακAV V cακSM = 1 [−3.5,3.5] [−5.2,5.2] ±2.9 − 1.4 σ

sακAV V cακSM free [−4.0,4.0] [−4.4,4.4] ±1.5 1.2 0.5 σ

The CP-even (CP-odd) BSM coupling parameter cακHV V (sακAV V ) is also probed
in a two-dimensional fit together with the parameter cακSM of the SM-like coupling.
One BSM coupling is probed at a time with the other BSM coupling parameter set to
zero. The corresponding best-fit values and the deviations from the SM expectation are
summarised in Table 7.12. The corresponding observed and expected two-dimensional
contours of the test statistics at 95% CL for the likelihood scans of the (cακHV V , cακSM )
and (cακHV V , cακSM ) parameter space are shown in Figure 7.18. Values of BSM coup-
ling parameters inside the contours surrounding the SM point are allowed at 95% CL,
while values outside are excluded. The best-fit values for the BSM coupling parameters,
cακ̂HV V = 2.1 and sακ̂AV V = ±1.5 from the two-dimensional scans are very similar to
those obtained from one-dimensional scans with a free-floating SM-like coupling para-
meter (Table 7.11). The data prefer positive values of the SM-like coupling parameter,
again cακ̂SM = 1.2 for both scans. As in the case of one-dimensional scans, there is no
sign sensitivity to the BSM CP-odd coupling. The deviation from the SM expectation
are at most 2.1 σ, providing no evidence for new BSM couplings contributions.
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Figure 7.15: The observed (solid black line) and SM expected (dashed blue line) test stat-
istic q =−2ln(λ) from the scan of the BSM coupling parameter sακAgg using 36.1 fb−1 of
data at a centre-of-mass energy of 13 TeV. The horizontal lines indicate the value of the
test statistic corresponding to the 68% CL and 95% CL intervals for the parameter of
interest, assuming the asymptotic χ2 distribution of the test statistic.
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Figure 7.16: The observed (solid black line) and SM expected (dashed blue line) test
statistic q = −2ln(λ) from scans of the BSM coupling parameters (a) cακHV V and (b)
sακAV V with parameters of the SM-like couplings fixed to cακSM = 1. Results are obtained
with 36.1 fb−1 data at a centre-of-mass energy of 13 TeV. The horizontal lines indicate
the value of the test statistic corresponding to the 68% CL and 95% CL intervals for the
parameter of interest, assuming the asymptotic χ2 distribution of the test statistic.
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Figure 7.17: The observed (solid black line) and SM expected (dashed blue line) test
statistic q = −2ln(λ) from scans of the BSM coupling parameters (a) cακHV V and (b)
sακAV V with parameter of the SM-like coupling cακSM as free parameter of the fit.
Results are obtained with 36.1 fb−1 data at a centre-of-mass energy of 13 TeV. The
horizontal lines indicate the value of the test statistic corresponding to the 68% CL and
95% CL intervals for the parameter of interest, assuming the asymptotic χ2 distribution
of the test statistic.
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Figure 7.18: The observed (black solid line) and SM expected (dashed blue line) contours
of the two-dimensional negative log-likelihood at 95% CL for the (a) cακSM and cακHV V
and (b) cακSM and sακAV V BSM coupling parameters using 36.1 fb−1 data at a centre-
of-mass energy of 13 TeV.
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Table 7.12: The best-fit values and the corresponding deviation from the SM prediction
obtained from the two-dimensional likelihood scans of the (κXV V ,κSM ) parameter space
performed with 36.1 fb−1data at a centre-of-mass energy of 13 TeV. The parameter of the
SM-like coupling gluons is kept at the SM value, cακHgg = 1 in the fits.

Fit Observed best-fit value Deviation

configuration cακ̂HV V sακ̂AV V cακ̂SM from SM

(cακHV V , cακSM ), sακAV V = 0 2.1 − 1.2 2.1 σ

(cακHV V , cακSM ), cακAV V = 0 − ±1.5 1.2 1.5 σ

Finally, the constraints on the BSM contributions in the XV V vertex are set simultan-
eously on the cακHV V and sακAV V coupling parameters, assuming either cακSM = 1 or
letting cακSM as free-floating in the fit. The corresponding two-dimensional likelihoods
are symmetrised with respect to the sign of the CP-odd BSM coupling parameter to avoid
nonphysical results due statistical fluctuations. A more direct approach of symmetrising
the input samples for the two-dimensional signal modelling was not possible with the
available simulated input samples. The best-fit values of fitted parameters and the
deviation from the SM prediction are summarised in Table 7.12. The respective observed
and expected two-dimensional contours of the test statistics at 95% CL for the likelihood
scans of the (cακHV V ,sακAV V ) parameter space are shown in Figure 7.19. The best-fit
value cακ̂HV V = 2.9 in the scan with a fixed SM-like coupling parameter is similar to the
one obtained from the one-dimensional scan, while value sακ̂AV V =±0.5 is closer to the
SM point. The respective deviation from the SM prediction is 1.9 σ.

Table 7.13: The best-fit parameter values and the corresponding deviation from the SM
prediction obtained from the two-dimensional likelihood scans in the (cακHV V ,sακAV V )
parameter space or a free-floating value of the SM-like coupling parameter performed
with 36.1 fb−1 of data at a centre-of-mass energy of 13 TeV. The parameter of the SM-
like coupling to gluons is fixed to the SM value, cακHgg = 1 [182].

Fit Observed best-fit Deviation

configuration cακ̂HV V sακ̂AV V cακ̂SM from SM

cακSM = 1 2.9 ±0.5 − 1.9 σ

cακSM free 2.1 ±0.3 1.7 1.2 σ
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By letting cακSM be free-floating parameter in the fit, the coupling parameter phase
space is expected to become less constrained. However, this is not fully the case for
the observed test statistics. The excess in data is partially absorbed by the SM-like
coupling parameter (cακ̂SM = 1.7), reducing also the deviation from the SM prediction
to 1.2 σ. Therefore, a larger region of the phase space can be excluded for the BSM
CP-odd coupling parameter compared to the fit with cακSM = 1. For the CP-even BSM
parameter the excluded area is similar to the one with fixed value cακSM = 1, except
for negative values close to the SM point. In this region, the interference with the SM
CP-even coupling is the strongest, corresponding to a minimum value of the predicted
event yield. The observed excess of data can in this region only be compensated by the
free-floating of the SM-like coupling in the fit. The different behaviour of the observed
test statistics compared to the expected one is caused by the fact, that the observed
excess in data is more consistent with a modification of the SM-like coupling, than with
a non-zero value of the BSM CP-odd coupling.
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Figure 7.19: The observed (black solid line) and SM expected (dashed blue line) contours
of the two-dimensional negative log-likelihood at 95% CL for the BSM coupling parameter
space (sακAV V , cακHV V ) with the SM coupling parameter cακSM (a) fixed to the SM value
of one and (b) free floating in the fit, obtained with 36.1 fb−1 of data at a centre-of-mass
energy of 13 TeV.
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7.3 Interpretation within the Standard Model Effective Field
Theory

In the second approach that probes the tensor structure of the Higgs boson couplings
to weak vector bosons, gluons and top quarks, in this thesis, the results of the cross
section measurements in particle level production bins are interpreted in terms of the
parameters of the SMEFT model (see Section 2.5.2.1). The main difference of this
so-called EFT interpretation compared to the study presented in Section 7.2 are the
observables used in the fit to data. While in the HC analysis (Section 7.2), the BSM
predictions are fitted to event yields in each reconstructed event category, the study
presented in this section interprets the measured particle level cross sections in each
bin of the STXS framework in terms of EFT parameters. In the former approach,
the BSM contributions are fully parametrised up to the reconstruction level, including
production cross sections, branching ratio, detector acceptance as well as the signal
reconstruction efficiency. In the latter approach, the cross sections, branching ratio and
acceptance are parametrised, while the reconstruction efficiency is assumed not to be
affected by BSM contributions. This assumption should be valid for the studied decay
channel as presented later on. It allows for an EFT interpretation at particle level, instead
of relying on the resources consuming full detector simulation for the BSM signal samples.

The interpretation is based on the results of the SM production cross section measure-
ment obtained with the full Run 2 data set, which is similar to one performed with the
79.8 fb−1 data as presented in Chapter 5. Differences between the cross section measure-
ments with the two data sets are described in the next subsection. The production cross
sections, the branching ratio as well as the acceptance in each particle level production
bin are parametrised as functions of BSM coupling parameters (Wilson coefficients) using
particle level event generation. These predictions are then fitted to the corresponding
measurement.

With the described EFT interpretation, constraints are set on ten CP-even and CP-odd
BSM coupling parameters of the SMEFT model (summarised in Table 2.7). The entire
analysis was developed as a part of this thesis, together with the derivation and imple-
mentation of the signal parametrisation for the CP-even BSM coupling parameters. The
parametrisation for the CP-odd BSM coupling parameters has been performed elsewhere
following the same approach. Therefore, the evaluation of the parametrisation and the
validation with fully reconstructed signal samples are discussed in detail for the CP-even
BSM coupling parameters in the following. The corresponding studies for the CP-odd
BSM coupling parameters are very similar and summarised in Appendix C.
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7.3 Interpretation within the Standard Model Effective Field Theory

In general, if the Wilson coefficients are small enough, the so-called linear approximation
holds, in which only terms with linear dependence on Wilson coefficients are significant,
while the quadratic terms can be neglected. Taking into account only the dimension-six
terms and neglecting higher dimensions, these interference terms between the SM and the
introduced BSM physics are suppressed by a factor 1/Λ2. However, in the H→ ZZ∗→ 4`
decay channel, the linear approximation is not valid for the VBF+V H-Had, V H-Lep and
ttH+tH production modes. As discussed later, the sensitivity to the corresponding BSM
parameters is in the range of parameter values for which also quadratic terms have a
significant impact. Therefore, the dimension-six quadratic terms suppressed by a factor
1/Λ4 are also taken into account for the presented study. The linear terms from the
CP-odd operators do not contribute to the total production cross section. The sensitivity
to CP-odd BSM parameters is only reached when taking into account the dimension-six
quadratic terms suppressed by a factor 1/Λ4. Linear terms from dimension-eight operators
are also suppressed by a factor 1/Λ4 and can therefore in general contribute by a similar
amount as the quadratic dimension-six terms. These dimension-eight terms are currently
not available in the SMEFT model and are neglected in the following.

The following Wilson coefficients are probed (see Section 7.3.6): cHW , cHB and cHWB

related to the Higgs boson couplings to vector bosons, cHG for the Higgs boson coupling
to gluons and cuH for the top Yukawa coupling. With the current amount of data it is
only possible to measure one or two BSM couplings at a time, while others have to be
fixed to a constant value (zero for the SM). Some of the SMEFT Wilson coefficients are
already constrained using the LEP and LHC data [200]. Therefore, contributions from
these BSM coupling parameters are neglected in the presented analysis, including their
contribution to the total Higgs boson decay width. No constraints are evaluated for the
mixtures of CP-even and CP-odd BSM contributions, since it is difficult to model the
BSM dependence of the detector acceptance in multi-dimensional phase space with such
a high number of free parameters as discussed later.

7.3.1 Higgs Boson Cross Section Measurements for Full Run 2

For the measurement of the Higgs boson cross section in particle level production bins
using the full Run 2 data set [201] with an integrated luminosity of 139 fb−1, the Higgs
boson candidates are reconstructed by the inclusive analysis described in Section 4.3.
Only the candidates in the mass window of 115 GeV <m4` < 130 GeV are considered.

The analysis follows closely the previous one with 79.8 fb−1 of data (see Chapter 5).
However, the definition of reconstructed event categories and the discriminating variables
used to improve the background rejection and to distinguish between different Higgs
boson production modes have been optimised for the larger data set to improve the
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Chapter 7 Measurement of the Tensor Structure of Higgs Boson Couplings

measurement sensitivity. In addition, the larger amount of data allows to constrain the
normalisation of the ZZ∗ and tXX background with dedicated samples of control data
from side-bands of the m4` distribution. Systematic uncertainties are calculated in a
similar way as described in Section 5.4. A detailed description is given in [201].

The definition of particle level bins for the production cross section measurement in
exclusive phase space regions has also been updated (see Figure 7.20) compared to the
79.8 fb−1 analysis (Figure 5.7). The larger amount of data allows for a finer granularity
of the production bins. In addition, the definition of several production bins is adjusted
to better fit the full STXS Stage-1 scheme (see Section 5.1.2). A detailed description
of the updated scheme, the so-called Reduced-Stage-1.1, is given in Section 5.1.3. The
gg → Z(→ jj) +H production process is now considered as a part of the gluon fusion
production, rather than of the V H production. The corresponding production bin is
therefore renamed from ggF to gg2H. Instead of the five ggF production bins, there
are new seven gg2H bins. Before any classification according to the number of jets, a
high-pHT bin (pHT > 200 GeV) is split targeting the BSM contributions. The remaining
events are then split into categories with 0, 1 and ≥ 2 jets. A threshold of pHT = 10 GeV
is introduced in the 0j gg2H bin, defining the two gg2H-0j categories. The remaining
gg2H production bins remain the same. Compared to the previous STXS scheme, the
VBF and V H-Had production modes are combined into a single qq2Hqq production
bin, which is further divided into three exclusive production bins. The production bins
for the V H-Lep and ttH production mode are unchanged. To be consistent with the
qq2Hqq production bin, the V H-Lep bin is referred as qq/gg2HLep production bin the
following.

The redefinition of the particle level production bins calls also for an adjusted definition
of the reconstructed event categories. An overview of the reconstructed event categories
as well as the new introduced side-band categories is shown in Figure 7.20, together with
production bins of the Reduced-Stage-1.1 scheme.

The ttH production mode is targeted by means of requirements on the number of b-jets
with a certain b-jet selection efficiency η% (Nη%

b ). Events are collected in the ttH-Lep-
enriched category, requiring at least one additional lepton in the final state and one of
the following requirements: N85%

b ≥ 2, N85%
b ≥ 1 and Nj ≥ 5 or N60%

b ≥ 1. Remaining
events satisfying Nj ≥ 5 and N85%

b ≥ 2 or Nj ≥ 4 and N85%
b ≥ 2 are assigned to the

ttH-Had-enriched event category. Events with one additional lepton which do not fulfil
the ttH requirements are classified into the V H-Lep-enriched event category.

The remaining events are categorised according to the jet multiplicity. Higgs boson
candidates produced via VBF or V H-Had production are targeted by requiring at least
two jets in the final state. Events with a dijet invariant mass larger than 120 GeV and
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Chapter 7 Measurement of the Tensor Structure of Higgs Boson Couplings

p4`
T > 200 GeV are assigned to the 2j-BSM-Like reconstructed category which is expected

to be sensitive to BSM contributions. Events failing these requirements are collected in
the 2j category.

Events with one additional jet in the final state are enriched in both ggF and VBF con-
tributions. Motivated by the particle level production bins they are divided into four
categories with different requirements on the four-lepton transverse momentum: smaller
than 60 GeV (1j-p4`

T -Low); between 60 and 120 GeV (1j-p4`
T -Med); between 120 and

200 GeV (1j-p4`
T -High); and larger than 200 GeV (1j-p4`

T -BSM).

Finally, the three categories with no jets in the final state are the 0j-p4`
T -Low (p4`

T <

10 GeV), 0j-p4`
T -Med (10 GeV< p4`

T < 100 GeV) and 0j-p4`
T -High (p4`

T > 100 GeV), motiv-
ated by the corresponding particle level production bins. The requirement p4`

T > 100 GeV
enhances the contribution of the V (→ `ν/``)H process.

Additional side-band categories are introduced to constrain the background contri-
butions, selecting events in the mass windows of 105 GeV < m4` < 115 GeV and
130 GeV < m4` < 350 GeV. Side-band events with at least two jets in the final state,
including at least one b-tagged jet with 60% b-tagging efficiency and EmissT > 100 GeV are
assigned to the SB-tXX-enriched category. The larger side-band mass range introduced
above is only used in this category, to improve the statistical precision. For the remaining
events, the upper mass window is reduced to 130 GeV <m4` < 160 GeV. Events in this
mass window with an additional lepton in the final state are assigned to the SB-V H-Lep-
enriched category. The remaining events are split according to the number of jets into
the SB-2j, SB-1j and SB-0j categories.

The numbers of expected and observed events in each reconstructed event category
are shown in Table 7.14 together with the number of events in the side-band regions.
The expected event yields are in a reasonable agreement with the observed ones. A
small excess of about two times more observed than expected events is observed in the
0j-p4`

T -High and in the 2j-BSM-Like reconstructed event categories. A deficit of events
is observed in the 1j-p4`

T -Low category. The event yields in the side-band categories
constraining the ZZ∗ contributions are in good agreement with the SM prediction, while
a small excess is observed in the SB-V H-Lep-enriched and SB-tXX-enriched categories.

As for the previous analysis of the 79.8 fb−1 data set, the separation of contributions from
different production modes in each reconstructed event category is improved by means
of multivariate discriminating observables. Neural network (NN) discriminants [202, 203]
are used, instead of the BDT discriminants (Section 5.3), improving the measurement
sensitivity by up to 20% in several particle level production bins.
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7.3 Interpretation within the Standard Model Effective Field Theory

Table 7.14: Expected and observed number of events after the full event selection at an
integrated luminosity of 139 fb−1 and

√
s= 13 TeV in each reconstructed event category

assuming the SM Higgs boson signal with a mass mH = 125 GeV. Statistical and system-
atic uncertainties are added in quadrature [201].

Reconstructed SM Higgs boson ZZ∗ tXX Other Total Observed

event category signal background background backgrounds expected

Signal region: 115 GeV < mH < 130 GeV

0j-p4`
T -Low 24.2 ±3.5 30 ± 4 − 0.93 ±0.13 55 ± 5 56

0j-p4`
T -Med 76 ±8 37 ± 4 − 6.5 ±0.6 120 ± 9 117

0j-p4`
T -High 0.355±0.031 0.020± 0.012 0.0094±0.0027 0.30 ±0.05 0.69± 0.06 1

1j-p4`
T -Low 34 ±4 15.5 ± 2.7 − 1.91 ±0.29 52 ± 5 41

1j-p4`
T -Med 20.8 ±2.8 4.0 ± 0.7 0.114 ±0.013 1.02 ±0.19 26.0 ± 2.9 31

1j-p4`
T -High 4.7 ±0.8 0.48 ± 0.10 0.043 ±0.008 0.27 ±0.04 5.5 ± 0.8 4

1j-p4`
T -BSM 1.23 ±0.23 0.069± 0.031 0.0067±0.0031 0.062 ±0.012 1.37± 0.23 2

2j 38 ±5 9.1 ± 2.7 0.95 ±0.08 2.13 ±0.31 50 ± 6 48

2j-BSM-Like 3.3 ±0.6 0.18 ± 0.06 0.032 ±0.005 0.091 ±0.017 3.6 ± 0.6 6

V H-Lep-enriched 1.29 ±0.07 0.156± 0.025 0.039 ±0.009 0.0194±0.0032 1.50± 0.08 1

ttH-Had-enriched 1.02 ±0.18 0.058± 0.025 0.252 ±0.032 0.119 ±0.033 1.45± 0.18 2

ttH-Lep-enriched 0.42 ±0.04 0.002±0.005 0.0157±0.0023 0.0028±0.0029 0.44± 0.04 1

Side-band region: 105 GeV < mH < 115 GeV or 130 GeV < mH < 160 GeV

SB-0j 4.5 ±0.5 150 ±13 − 16.2 ±2.2 171 ±13 183

SB-1j 2.80 ±0.30 51 ± 7 1.29 ±0.16 8.4 ±1.2 63 ± 7 64

SB-2j 2.02 ±0.27 25 ± 7 4.4 ±0.5 6.0 ±0.9 38 ± 7 41

SB-V H-Lep-enriched 0.273±0.015 0.48 ± 0.06 0.125 ±0.018 0.126 ±0.019 1.00± 0.07 3

Side-band region: 105 GeV < mH < 115 GeV or 130 GeV < mH < 350 GeV

SB-tXX-enriched 0.071±0.012 0.32 ± 0.12 12.1 ±1.3 0.84 ±0.33 13.3 ± 1.4 19

As in the case of BDT discriminants the NN discriminants are also trained in each
reconstructed event category using several discriminating input distributions in simulated
SM Higgs boson signal and background samples. Two types of neural networks are
combined to define the final discriminant: one multilayer perceptron (MLP); and two
recurrent neural networks (rNN), one for the four-momenta of the four leptons and one
the four-momenta for up to three jets. These three components are chained into another
MLP to obtain the final NN discriminants. In each reconstructed category, one or two
NN discriminants are used to distinguish between two or three signals (ggF, VBF, V H or
ttH production) or between signal and background (ZZ∗ or tXX production) processes.
The input variables employed for the MLP and the two rNN are shown in Table 7.15
together with the targeted processes. The definition of the input variables is given in
Section 5.3.
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Depending on the reconstructed event category and the number of targeted signal and
background processes the neural network processing results in two or three output quant-
ities, corresponding to probabilities for the event to originate from the given process. For
example, in the 0j category two probabilities are given, NNggF for the ggF production
mode and NNVBF for the VBF production. Since these values are linearly correlated to
each other, only one of them (NNggF) is used as discriminant. In case of three output
values, two of them are independent. In this case, sub-categories of events are defined by
the threshold on one of the two independent NN discriminants and in each sub-category
only one of the two output discriminants is used. The final NN discriminants used in
the respective reconstructed event categories are also shown in Table 7.15, together with
the definition of the related sub-categories. The expected and observed distributions of
the final NN discriminants are shown in Figures 7.21,7.22,7.23 and 7.24. Figure 7.24 also
shows the expected and observed yields in the remaining reconstructed categories in which
no NN discriminant is used, including the side-band regions. All distributions are in good
agreement with the data.

Table 7.15: The input variables for the multilayer perceptron (MLP) and lepton and jet
recurrent neural networks (lepton rNN, jet rNN) chained into the final neural network
discriminant (NN) for each reconstructed event category. The corresponding targeted
processes, the final NN discriminants and the definition of the NN sub-categories are also
shown. The transverse momentum (pseudorapidity) of each of the four leptons and each
of the up to three jets is denoted as p`T (η`) and pjT (ηj) [201]. In addition, the final
discriminant used in the respective reconstructed event category as well as the definition
of the sub-category is shown.

Reconstructed
event category

MLP Lepton rNN Jet rNN Processes Final NN
Discriminant

Sub-category

0j-p4`
T -Low

p4`
T ,KD (ZZ∗) ,m12,m34,

cosθ∗,cosθ1,φZZ
p`T ,η` − ggF,ZZ∗ NNggF −

1j-p4`
T -Low

p4`
T ,p

j
T ,ηj ,∆R(j,4`),

p`T ,η` − ggF,VBF,ZZ∗
NNVBF NNZZ < 0.25

KD (ZZ∗) NNZZ NNZZ > 0.25

1j-p4`
T -Med

p4`
T ,p

j
T ,ηj ,∆R(j,4`),

p`T ,η` − ggF,VBF,ZZ∗
NNVBF NNZZ < 0.25

EmissT ,KD (ZZ∗) ,η4` NNZZ NNZZ > 0.25

1j-p4`
T -High p4`

T ,p
j
T ,ηj ,

∆R(j,4`),EmissT ,η4`
p`T − ggF,VBF NNVBF −

2j mjj ,p
4`jj
T

p`T ,η` pjT ,ηj ggF,VBF,V H
NNVBF NNVH < 0.2

NNVH NNVH > 0.2

2j-BSM-Like η∗4`,p
4`jj
T

p`T ,η` pjT ,ηj ggF,VBF NNVBF −

V H-Lep-enriched Nj ,N
70%
b EmissT ,HT p`T − V H,ttH NNttH −

ttH-Had-enriched
p4`
T ,mjj ,∆RminjZ ,

p`T ,η` pjT ,ηj ggF,ttH, tXX
NNttH NNtXX < 0.4

N70%
b

NNtXX NNtXX > 0.4
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Figure 7.21: The observed and expected neural network (NN) output distributions for
an integrated luminosity of 139 fb−1 and at

√
s = 13 TeV in the different reconstructed

event categories, (a) NNggF in 0j-p4`
T -Low, (b) NNggF in 0j-p4`

T -Med, (c) NNVBF in 1j-p4`
T -

Low with NNZZ <0.25 and (d) NNZZ in 1j-p4`
T -Low with NNZZ >0.25. The boundaries of

the bins are chosen to maximise the significance of the targeted signal in each category.
The hatched band shows the combined statistical and theoretical uncertainty [201].
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Figure 7.22: The observed and expected neural network (NN) output distributions for an
integrated luminosity of 139 fb−1 and at

√
s = 13 TeV in the different reconstructed event

categories, (a) NNVBF in 1j-p4`
T -Med with NNZZ <0.25, (b) NNZZ in 1j-p4`

T -Med with
NNZZ >0.25, (c) NNVBF in 1j-p4`

T -High and (d) NNVBF in 2j with NNVH <0.2. The
boundaries of the bins are chosen to maximise the significance of the targeted signal in
each category. The hatched band shows the combined statistical and theoretical uncer-
tainty [201].
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Figure 7.23: The observed and expected neural network (NN) output distributions for an
integrated luminosity of 139 fb−1 and at

√
s = 13 TeV in the different reconstructed event

categories, (a) NNVH in 2j with NNVH >0.2 (b) NNVBF in 2j-BSM-Like, (c) NNttH in
ttH-enriched with NNtXX <0.4 and (d) NNtXX in ttH-enriched with NNtXX >0.4. The
boundaries of the bins are chosen to maximise the significance of the targeted signal in
each category. The hatched band shows the combined statistical and theoretical uncer-
tainty [201].
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Figure 7.24: The observed and expected neural network (NN) output distribution for an
integrated luminosity of 139 fb−1 and at

√
s = 13 TeV in the (a) V H-Lep-enriched re-

constructed event category NNttH. The expected and observed number of events in the
reconstructed event categories and in the side-band regions are shown in (b) and (c),
respectively. The boundaries of the bins are chosen to maximise the significance of the
targeted signal in each category. The hatched band shows the combined statistical and
theoretical uncertainty [201].

220
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The constraints on the production cross section measurement in exclusive regions of the
phase space as defined in Reduced-Stage-1.1 are obtained from a binned maximum likeli-
hood fits to the data using the profiled likelihood ratio method as described in Section 5.5.
The normalisation of the irreducible ZZ∗ and tXX background are included as additional
nuisance parameters in the fit. The respective likelihood function is given as

L (σ,θ) =
NCategories∏

j

NBins∏
i

P (ni,j | L ·σ ·B ·Ai,j (θ) + bi,j (θ))×
NNuisance∏

m

Cm (θ) . (7.19)

The constraints on σ ·B are again obtained using a test statistic based on the ratio of
profiled likelihoods as given in Equation 5.10.

The expected and the observed cross sections σ ·B, as well as their ratio to the SM predic-
tion are shown in Table 7.16 for each particle level bin of the Reduced-Stage-1.1 scheme.
The results are summarised in Figure 7.25. The uncertainties on the SM prediction are
not included in the uncertainties on the ratio (σ ·B)/(σ ·B)SM. The results agree with
the SM prediction within two standard deviations.

Table 7.16: The expected SM cross section (σ ·B)SM, the observed cross section (σ ·B) and
their ratio (σ ·B)/(σ ·B)SM measured in the Reduced-Stage-1.1 production bins with the
H→ZZ∗ decay for an integrated luminosity of 139 fb−1 at

√
s= 13 TeV. The uncertainties

on the observed values are given as (stat.)+(syst.). The impact of the theory uncertainties
is smaller than the rounding of the total uncertainty [201].

Production bin Cross section (σ ·B) [pb] (σ ·B)/(σ ·B)SM
SM expected Observed Observed

gg2H-0j-pHT -Low 0.176 ±0.025 0.17±0.05±0.02 0.96±0.30±0.09

gg2H-0j-pHT -High 0.55 ±0.04 0.63±0.09±0.06 1.15±0.17±0.11

gg2H-1j-pHT -Low 0.172 ±0.025 0.05±0.07 +0.04
−0.06 0.30±0.40 +0.2

−0.3

gg2H-1j-pHT -Med 0.119 ±0.018 0.17±0.05 +0.02
−0.01 1.4±0.4±0.1

gg2H-1j-pHT -High 0.020 ±0.004 0.009+0.016
−0.011±0.002 0.5+0.8

−0.6±0.1

gg2H-2j 0.127 ±0.027 0.04±0.07±0.04 0.3±0.5±0.3

gg2H-pHT -High 0.015 ±0.004 0.038+0.021
−0.016

+0.003
−0.002 2.5+1.3

−1.0
+0.2
−0.1

qq2Hqq-V H-Like 0.0138+0.0004
−0.0006 0.021+0.037

−0.029
+0.009
−0.006 1.5+2.7

−2.1
+0.6
−0.4

qq2Hqq-V BF 0.1076+0.0024
−0.0035 0.15±0.05 +0.02

−0.01 1.4±0.5 +0.2
−0.1

qq2Hqq-BSM 0.00420±0.00018 0.0005+0.0079
−0.0047±0.008 0.1+1.9

−1.1±0.2

qq/gg2HLep 0.0164±0.0004 0.022+0.028
−0.018

+0.003
−0.001 1.3+1.7

−1.1
+0.2
−0.1

ttH 0.0154+0.0010
−0.0013 0.025+0.026

−0.017
+0.005
−0.003 1.6+1.7

−1.1
+0.3
−0.2
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Figure 7.25: The observed and expected values of the cross sections σ ·B Reduced-Stage-
1.1 production bins, normalised to the SM prediction (σ ·B)SM with the H→ZZ∗ decays
for an integrated luminosity of 139 fb−1 at

√
s= 13 TeV. The fitted normalisation factors

for the ZZ∗ and tXX background are shown in the inserts. Different colours indicate
different Higgs boson production modes or background sources. The grey vertical band
represents the theory uncertainty on the signal prediction. [201].

The presented results of the cross section measurements in production bins of the Reduced-
Stage-1.1 scheme are interpreted in the framework of the SM Effective Field Theory
(SMEFT) as described in the following.

7.3.2 BSM Signal Modelling

The observables in each particle level production bins of the Reduced-Stage-1.1 scheme
are parametrised in terms of BSM parameters (SMEFT Wilson coefficients) within an
effective field theory. The parametrisation is determined separately for the production
cross sections, the branching ratio and the particle level acceptance of the H→ZZ∗→ 4`
Higgs boson candidates. Each of these parametrisations is described in more detail in the
following.
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7.3.2.1 Cross Section Parametrisation

First, the production cross section can be parametrised as a function of BSM coupling
parameters by employing the linear correlation of a production cross section to the squared
matrix element of the corresponding process. The matrix element including new physics
via Wilson coefficients Ci is given as

MMix = MSM +
∑
i

Ci
Λ2 ·Mi, (7.20)

where Λ corresponds to the energy scale at which new physics is assumed to appear. The
squared matrix element is then

|MMix|2 = |MSM|2 +
∑
i

Ci
Λ2 ·2Re(M∗SMMi) +

∑
ij

CiCj
Λ4 ·2Re(M∗iMj) . (7.21)

The first term corresponds to the cross section of the given SM process (SM term), the
second one to the interference between the SM and the introduced BSM interactions (INT
term) which is suppressed by a factor of 1/Λ2 and the last one describes the pure BSM
contributions (BSM term) suppressed by a factor of 1/Λ4. The production cross section
can, therefore, be separated into the corresponding three terms,

σ = σSM +σINT +σBSM. (7.22)

The dependence of the Higgs boson production cross section σp(c) in a given particle level
production bin p on a set of Wilson coefficient c= C/Λ2 can then be expressed as

σp(c)
σpSM

= 1 +
∑
i

Api ci+
∑
ij

Bp
ijcicj , (7.23)

where Api
(
Bp
ij

)
are the pre-factors of the linear interference (quadratic) terms that can

be obtained from simulation.

The considered BSM coupling parameters ci are summarised in Table 2.7. The pre-factors
Api and Bp

ij are computed using the SMEFTsim_A_U35_MwScheme_UFO_v2.1 UFO
model [32, 169] within the MadGraph5_aMC@NLO event generator. The currently
available implementation of the SMEFT model only provides the computation at LO
in QCD and SM EW processes with additional corrections introducing the LO effective
couplings of the Higgs boson to gluons and photons. It is assumed that the higher-order
corrections are the same for both the SM and the BSM LO predictions [204], such that the
parametrisation in Equation 7.23 can be used as a relative correction to the SM prediction
calculated at NLO or NNLO,

σp(c) = σ
p,(N)NLO
SM

1 +
∑
i

Api ci+
∑
ij

Bp
ijcicj

 . (7.24)
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The pre-factors Api and B
p
ij are computed with MadGraph5_aMC@NLO generator by

calculating separately the SM, the interference and the BSM part of the total production
cross section for processes involving BSM physics. The input syntax used in the gener-
ator to obtain these fractions (SM term, INT term and BSM term) is shown in Table 7.17.

For example, in the case of two BSM coupling parameters entering into the interaction
vertex, six Monte Carlo samples are required to calculate the parametrisation: one SM
sample; two BSM samples which include only the interference terms, with one BSM
coupling parameters ci set to one and the other to zero; two BSM samples with the
same configuration but including only the pure quadratic BSM terms |Mi|2; and one
mixed BSM sample including the BSM terms with both BSM coupling parameters set to
one. The configuration of the Monte Carlo samples used for the pre-factor calculation is
summarised in Table 7.18, together with the resulting six production cross sections σX,
where X indicates the type of the contribution (SM, INT or BSM). Each of these Monte
Carlo samples is analysed on particle level to obtain the fraction fp of events that fall into
a given particle level production bin p. Accordingly, the production cross section in the
particle level production bin corresponds to

σpX = fp ·σX. (7.25)

The pre-factors corresponding to the linear and quadratic term can be directly obtained
from the calculated production cross sections in the particle level production bin as follows

Ap1 =
σpA1

σpSM
, Ap2 =

σpA2

σpSM
, Bp

11 =
σpB11

σpSM
and Bp

22 =
σpB22

σpSM
. (7.26)

Since the production cross sections σpB11
and σpB22

are included in σpB12
, they are subtracted

to determine the pre-factor Bp
12 related to the mixed term c1c2

B
σp
12 =

σpB12
−σpB11

−σpB22

σSM
. (7.27)

Table 7.17: MadGraph5_aMC@NLO syntax to obtain the three different contributions
(SM, INT and BSM) of the production cross section with non-vanishing values of BSM
coupling parameters

Syntax Cross section BSM dependence

SM term: NP∧2==0 σSM −
INT term: NP∧2==1 σINT linear

BSM term: NP∧2==2 σBSM quadratic
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Table 7.18: Configuration of the Monte Carlo samples used for the cross section paramet-
risation in case two arbitrary BSM coupling parameters c1 and c2

Sample Type Value c1 Value c2 Syntax Cross section

SM 0 0 NP∧2==0 σSM

INT term c1 1 0 NP∧2==1 σA1

BSM term c2
1 1 0 NP∧2==2 σB11

INT term c2 0 1 NP∧2==1 σA2

BSM term c2
1 0 1 NP∧2==2 σB22

BSM term c1c2 1 1 NP∧2==2 σB12

To obtain the BSM parametrisation, several Monte Carlo samples are generated, with
100 000 events in each sample. Without the loss of generality, a massless version of the
SMEFT model is used, i.e. the mass of the light quarks and the mass of e,µ and τ leptons
is set to zero. A Higgs boson mass of mH = 125 GeV is assumed. The generated events are
showered with Pythia8 using the CKKW-L matching scheme to match matrix element
and parton shower computations with different jet multiplicities [131]. The generator
level cuts pjT > 10 GeV and mjj > 3 GeV are applied. All processes are simulated within
the four-flavour scheme (4FS) apart from the tHW production for which the five-flavour
scheme (5FS) is used [167].

The MadGraph5_aMC@NLO input syntax for the simulation of a given Higgs boson
production process, the required number of simulated samples and the detailed config-
uration of each sample is shown in Appendix B.1. Since the bbH production mode is
treated as a part of the gg2H production bin, the ggF and bbH process are simulated in
the same sample (gg2H production). For each of the processes, the SM cross section, the
interference (linear) and pure BSM (quadratic) terms with the respective BSM coupling
parameters set to one is calculated.

In case of the gg2H (WH-Lep) production, only one of the considered BSM coupling
parameters enters into the interaction vertex, cHG (cHW ). Therefore, the corresponding
parametrisation is obtained with three Monte Carlo samples. The VBF+V H-Had and
ZH-Lep production modes depend on three BSM coupling parameters (cHW , cHB and
cHWB), requiring ten Monte Carlo samples for the parametrisation. The ttH, tHjb and
tHW processes are affected by the cuH and cHG BSM coupling parameters correspond-
ing to six Monte Carlo samples. Contributions from the gg → Z(→ ``)H process are
assumed to have the same parametrisation like the qq→ Z(→ ``)H process such that no
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corresponding BSM Monte Carlo samples are produced. The impact of BSM coupling
parameters on the background is assumed to be negligible.

The resulting total production cross sections for each generated SM and BSM process
are summarised in Appendix B.2. Similar parametrisation procedure is also used for
the CP-odd BSM coupling parameters, assuming that CP-even BSM parameters are
not contributing. Since the CP-odd interference term does not contribute to the total
cross section, a smaller number of samples is required in this case. The configuration
of the corresponding generated Monte Carlo samples and the resulting total inclusive
production cross sections can be found in Appendix C.1 and C.2, respectively.

As mentioned above, all simulated samples are analysed on particle level to obtain the
fraction of events falling into a particular particle level production bin. The gg2H pro-
duction bins are defined based on the pseudorapidity ηH and the transverse momentum
pHT of the Higgs boson, the pjT of the final state jets as well as the number of jets
with pjT > 30 GeV in the final state Nj . The respective distributions from the SM, the
interference and the BSM terms with cHG = 1 are shown in Figure 7.26. In the SM case,
the Higgs boson is produced more centrally in the detector and with a larger transverse
momentum. The jets in the final state tend to have larger transverse momenta and a
higher jet multiplicity as expected for the SM.

The relevant observables for the production bins of the VBF+V H-Had production (re-
ferred as qq2Hqq production in the following), are ηH , pHT and pjT . In addition, the
invariant mass of the two leading jets mjj is used for the classification. As an example,
the kinematic distributions of these variables are shown for cHW = 1 in Figure 7.27.
The equivalent distributions with cHB = 1 and cHWB = 1 are shown in Appendix B.3.
Compared to the SM, the ηH distribution from the interference term is wider while it
is more central in the case of the BSM term. The Higgs boson has a larger transverse
momentum in case of the interference and BSM terms compared to the SM term. The
jet transverse momenta tend to have smaller values for the interference term, while the
spectra is harder for the BSM term. The invariant mass of the two leading jets tends to
have slightly higher values in case of the SM Higgs boson.

For the ZH-Lep, WH-Lep and ttH+tH production only the pseudorapidity of the Higgs
boson and the jet transverse momenta is used for the definition of the respective particle
level production bin. The corresponding distributions are shown in Figure 7.28 for the
WH-Lep (tHjb) production for cHW = 1 (cuH = 1). The remaining distributions are
shown in Appendix B.3. The interference term cHW = 1 in the WH-Lep production gives
similar distributions as the SM, while the Higgs boson is produced more central and the
jet transverse momenta are larger in case of the BSM term. In case of tHjb production
the Higgs boson and the jets tend to have smaller values of ηH and pjT as compared to
the SM term.
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Figure 7.26: The expected distributions of (a) ηH , (b) pHT (c) pjT and (d) Nj with pjT >
30 GeV in the gg2H production mode shown separately for the SM, the interference and
BSM term with the BSM coupling parameter cHG = 1.
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Figure 7.27: The expected distributions of (a) ηH , (b) pHT , (c) pjT and (d) mjj in the
qq2Hqq production mode shown separately for the SM, the interference and BSM term
with the BSM coupling parameter cHW = 1.
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Figure 7.28: The expected distributions of ηH and Nj shown separately for the SM, the
interference and BSM term with the BSM coupling parameter cHW = 1 in (a) and (b)
WH-Lep and cuH = 1 in (c) and (d) tHjb production.
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The fractions of events in each particle level production bins of the Reduced-Stage-1.1
scheme are summarised in Appendix B.4 and C.3 for all considered Higgs boson pro-
duction modes with CP-even and CP-odd BSM coupling parameters, respectively. For
the EFT parametrisation of the qq/gg2HLep (ttH) production bin, the calculated cross
section in the production bin is summed up for ZH-Lep and WH-Lep (ttH, tHjb and
tHW ) production. The resulting EFT parametrisation is summarised in Table 7.19. The
EFT parametrisation for CP-odd BSM coupling parameters is given in Appendix C.4.

In order to validate the derived EFT parametrisation, dedicated validation Monte Carlo
samples are generated for each of the production modes including all three terms in a
single sample (SM, INT and BSM). The samples are produced for different values of BSM
coupling parameters. The production cross section is calculated in each particle level
production bin and is compared to the expected value from the EFT parametrisation.
The validation results are shown in Figure 7.29. Within the statistical errors all calculated
production cross sections agree with the predictions of the EFT parametrisation.

7.3.2.2 Branching Ratio Parametrisation

In addition to the cross section also the branching ratio of the H→ ZZ∗ decay is affected
by the studied BSM coupling parameters. The parametrisation of the branching ratio is
obtained from the parametrisation of partial and total decay width, in a similar way as
for the cross sections. The partial and the total decay width can also be divided into the
SM, interference and BSM terms

Γ4`/tot = Γ4`/tot
SM + Γ4`/tot

INT + Γ4`/tot
BSM , (7.28)

where Γ4` is the partial width for the H→ ZZ∗→ 4` decay and Γtot =∑
f Γf is the total

Higgs boson decay width, defined as the sum of all partial decay widths from all decays.
Therefore, the dependence of the branching ratio on the BSM coupling parameters can
be expressed as

B4`(c) = Γ4`(c)
Γtot(c) = Γ4`

SM
Γtot
SM
·

1 +∑iA
4`
i ci+

∑
ijB

4`
ij cicj

1 +∑f

(∑
iA

f
i ci+

∑
ijB

f
ijcicj

) . (7.29)
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Figure 7.29: Comparison of the relative cross section σ/σSM per particle level production
bin as predicted by the EFT parametrisation for different BSM parameters (dotted lines)
and the production cross section of the validation points (VP) obtained from the Monte
Carlo samples (points) for (a) gg2H, (b) qq2Hqq, (c) V H-Lep and (d) ttH production.

The pre-factorsA4`
i ,B

4`
ij ,A

f
i andB

f
ij are computed at LO using MadGraph5_aMC@NLO

samples with the Higgs boson decay alone. The branching ratio is expressed as a relative
correction to the SM prediction calculated at NLO

B4`(c) = B
4`,NLO
SM ·

1 +∑iA
4`
i ci+

∑
ijB

4`
ij cicj

1 +∑f

(∑
iA

f
i ci+

∑
ijB

f
ijcicj

) , (7.30)

assuming that the higher-order corrections to the branching ratio are the same for the
SM and for the BSM samples.
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Each Monte Carlo sample comprises 100 000 events generated with the massless version
of the SMEFT model. A cut is applied on the Breit-Wigner distribution of the resonance,
defining the Higgs boson to be on-shell if its invariant mass is within the mass window of
mH ±Γtot · 15. In addition, an angular separation between leptons of ∆R(`,`′) > 0.05 is
required. For the generated Monte Carlo samples the obtained total Higgs boson decay
width at LO, Γtot,LO

SM = 4.995× 10−3 GeV, is used. Only the dominant decay modes are
considered for the calculation.

Table 7.19: EFT parametrisation of the cross section ratio σ/σSM for each particle level
production bin of the Reduced-Stage-1.1 scheme and of the ratio of decay widths Γ/ΓSM

in dependence on the CP-even BSM coupling parameters

Production bin Cross section parametrisation, σ/σSM

gg2H-0j-pHT -Low 1 + 35.80cHG+ 326.23c2
HG

gg2H-0j-pHT -High 1 + 35.33cHG+ 319.05c2
HG

gg2H-1j-pHT -Low 1 + 31.27cHG+ 264.44c2
HG

gg2H-1j-pHT -Med 1 + 29.55cHG+ 236.09c2
HG

gg2H-1j-pHT -High 1 + 28.00cHG+ 225.53c2
HG

gg2H-2j 1 + 17.62cHG+ 118.92c2
HG

gg2H-pHT -High 1 + 17.77cHG+ 162.65c2
HG

qq2Hqq-V H-Like 1 + 0.593cHW + 0.258c2
HW + 0.019cHB + 0.014c2

HB + 0.088cHWB +
0.023c2

HWB + 0.005cHW cHB + 0.034cHW cHWB + 0.005cHBcHWB

qq2Hqq-BSM 1 + 0.190cHW + 0.506c2
HW − 0.002cHB + 0.057c2

HB + 0.042cHWB +
0.048c2

HWB + 0.012cHW cHB−0.059cHW cHWB−0.028cHBcHWB

qq2Hqq-V BF 1 + 0.059cHW + 0.092c2
HW + 0.002cHB + 0.027c2

HB + 0.037cHWB +
0.018c2

HWB + 0.015cHW cHB−0.016cHW cHWB−0.024cHBcHWB

qq/gg2HLep 1 + 0.828cHW + 0.321c2
HW + 0.035cHB + 0.013c2

HB + 0.127cHWB +
0.026c2

HWB−0.218cHW cHB−0.155cHW cHWB + 0.020cHBcHWB

ttH/tH 1 + 0.483cHG+ 0.590c2
HG−0.108cuH + 0.009c2

uH −0.015cHGcuH

Decay process Decay width parametrisation, Γ/ΓSM

Γ4`/Γ4`
SM

1 − 0.199cHW + 0.753c2
HW − 0.112cHB + 2.665c2

HB + 0.181cHWB +
0.760c2

HWB−0.043cHW cHB−1.288cHW cHWB−1.397cHBcHWB

Γtot/Γtot
SM

1 − 0.054cHW + 0.162c2
HW − 0.076cHB + 1.209c2

HB + 0.062cHWB +
0.357c2

HWB+1.519cHG+14.922c2
HG+0.518cHW cHB−0.441cHW cHWB−

1.132cHBcHWB
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The MadGraph5_aMC@NLO syntax for all considered decays is shown in Ap-
pendix B.1. The total decay width depends on four BSM coupling parameters: cHG,
cHW , cHB and cHWB. Since cHG does not contribute to the decay vertex, twelve simu-
lated samples are required. The HV V interaction vertex depends on three BSM coupling
parameters (cHW , cHB and cHWB) leading to ten simulated Monte Carlo samples. The
values of the partial and total decay width for each of the simulated samples are sum-
marised in Appendix B.2 and C.2 for CP-even and CP-odd BSM coupling parameters,
respectively. The resulting EFT parametrisation for CP-even (CP-odd) BSM coupling
parameters is shown in Table 7.19 (Appendix C.3).

7.3.2.3 Detector Acceptance Parametrisation

The selection criteria of the Higgs boson candidates in the H→ ZZ∗→ 4` decay channel
(see Section 4.3) introduce an additional dependence on the BSM coupling parameters.
The largest impact of BSM contributions is expected on the invariant mass m34 of the
subleading lepton pair as shown in Figure 7.30 for the gg2H production. The larger
the absolute value of the BSM coupling parameter (cHW , cHB and cHWB) the smaller
the invariant mass of the subleading lepton pair. Therefore, the four-lepton selection
criteria reject more events in case of BSM hypotheses as compared to the SM. In order
to take this effect into account, the signal acceptance is parametrised in dependence on
the Wilson coefficients cHW , cHB and cHWB assuming vanishing CP-odd BSM coupling
parameters values.

A common acceptance parametrisation is used, since the modifications introduced by the
different production bins are shown to be very small. The parametrisation is derived
using the dominant gg2H production mode, while the same parametrisation is expected
also for other production modes.

The acceptance correction relative to the SM prediction is described by a three-
dimensional Lorentzian function with free acceptance parameters α0,α1,α2, βi, δi, δi,j
and δi,j,k,

A(c)
ASM

= α0 + (α1)2 ·

α2 +∑
i
δi · (ci+βi)2 + ∑

ij
i 6=j

δi,j · cicj + δi,j,k
i 6=j 6=k

· cicjck


−1

, (7.31)

where indices i, j and k run over HW,HB and HWB. In addition, a quadratic modelling
of the detector acceptance has been implemented. However, in the expected sensitivity
range this approximation is not valid. In order to determine the values of the accept-
ance parameters in Equation 7.31 , a three-dimensional fit of the signal acceptance ratio
A/ASM is performed. For this purpose, 117 Monte Carlo samples with different values
of BSM coupling values and including all contributing terms (SM, INT and BSM ) are
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generated for the Higgs boson production via gg2Hand the H → ZZ∗→ 4` decay. The
simulated events are fed through the event selection of the inclusive analysis and the signal
acceptance defined as,

A = Nafter 4` selection
Ntotal

, (7.32)

is calculated for each of the samples. The ratio to the corresponding SM prediction ASM

is used as input for the fit. The configuration of the generated Monte Carlo samples, as
well as the calculated ratio of acceptances is shown in Appendix B.5.

The fit result, i.e. the values of the acceptance parameters are summarised in Table 7.20.
The EFT parametrisation of the signal acceptance is visualised by means of one-
dimensional projections for cHW , cHB and cHWB shown Figure 7.31. Each projections
agrees well with a one-dimensional Lorentzian function. The signal acceptance para-
metrisation for the CP-odd BSM coupling parameters is derived in the same way, by
assuming vanishing CP-even BSM coupling parameters values. The fit result is shown in
Appendix C.5.

For the modelling of the detector acceptance with mixtures of CP-even and CP-odd BSM
contributions a description with a six-dimensional Lorentzian function is required. Since
for the three-dimensional case already a very large number of generated Monte Carlo
samples is required and the number of free acceptance parameters in the fit is large, the
detector acceptance is not modelled for both CP-even and CP-odd BSM contributions at
the same time.

Table 7.20: Values of acceptance parameters obtained from the fit of the three-dimensional
Lorentzian function (Equation 7.31)

Acceptance
parameter

Fit result Acceptance
parameter

Fit result

α0 0.153±0.003 δHW 0.614±0.027

α1 0.874±0.010 δHB 2.294±0.033

α2 0.881±0.019 δHWB 0.703±0.029

βHW −0.133±0.012 δHW,HWB −1.210±0.040

βHB 0.005±0.005 δHB,HWB −1.220±0.060

βHWB 0.120±0.011 δHW,HB 0.080±0.070

δHW,HB,HWB 0.050±0.060
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Figure 7.30: Particle level distribution of the invariant mass m34 of the subleading lepton
pair for different values of BSM coupling parameters (a) cHW , (b) cHB and (c) cHWB.
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Figure 7.31: One-dimensional projections of the BSM parametrisation of the acceptance
ratio A/ASM for the (a) cHW , (b) cHB and (c) cHWB Wilson coefficients.
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7.3.2.4 Full Signal Model

The expected number of events in each particle level production bin p of Reduced-Stage-1.1
scheme is parametrised as a product of the cross section, branching ratio and acceptance.
The final signal parametrisation is, therefore, given as

σp(c) ·B4`(c) ·Ap(c) =

σ
p,(N)NLO
SM ·B4`,NLO

SM ·Ap
SM

·
1 +

∑
i

Api ci+
∑
ij

Bp
ijcicj

 (7.33)

·
 1 +∑iA

4`
i ci+

∑
ijB

4`
ij cicj

1 +∑f

(∑
iA

f
i ci+

∑
ijB

f
ijcicj

)


·

α0 + (α1)2 ·

α2 +
∑
i

δi · (ci+βi)2 +
∑
ij
i 6=j

δi,j · cicj + δi,j,k
i 6=j 6=k

· cicjck


−1 .

The expected event yields relative to the SM prediction are shown in Figure 7.34 for a
given Wilson coefficient after setting all other coefficients to zero. Only particle level
production bins with the highest sensitivity to the corresponding BSM coupling paramet-
ers are shown, in addition as an example the production bin with the lowest sensitivity
(gg2H-pHT -High) is shown for the gg2H production. The BSM dependence of expected
event yields in all remaining production bins is given in Appendix B.6. For comparison,
also the predictions without the acceptance (σ ·B), and without both acceptance and
branching ratio corrections (σ) are shown. In addition, the grey bands indicate the
prediction of the SM production cross section measurement at 1 σ level, closely related
to the measurement sensitivity in the corresponding production bin.

The BSM coupling parameter cHG contributes only to the effective Higgs boson coupling
to gluons. Therefore, the largest sensitivity is expected in the gg2H production bins. In
the most sensitive production bin (gg2H-0j-pHT -High) a linear EFT approximation is valid,
while in production bins with ten times smaller sensitivity also the quadratic term contrib-
utes. In the expected sensitivity, range the impact of non-vanishing values of cHG on the
total Higgs boson decay width is small, and there is no impact on the partial decay width.
The BSM coupling parameters cHW , cHWB and cHB contribute to the qq2Hqq produc-
tion and to the H → ZZ∗→ 4` decay. The particle level production bin with the largest
sensitivity to VBF or V H production is qq2Hqq-V BF . The parametrisation of the pro-
duction cross section has a strong quadratic dependence in the expected sensitivity range,
such that the contributions from the BSM term (suppressed by 1/Λ4) of the EFT para-
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Figure 7.32: The expected dependence of the event yield relative to the SM prediction in
dependence on the BSM coupling parameter cHG in (a) gg2H-0j-pHT -High and (b) gg2H-
pHT -High production bin and (c) in dependence on cuH in the ttH production bin. The
grey band indicates the expected sensitivity at 1 σ level from the SM production cross
section measurement.
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Figure 7.33: The expected dependence of the event yield relative to the SM prediction
in dependence on the BSM coupling parameter (a) cHW , (b) cHB and (c) cHWB in the
gg2H-0j-pHT -High production bin. The grey band indicates the expected sensitivity at 1 σ
level from the SM production cross section measurement.
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Figure 7.34: The expected dependence of the event yield relative to the SM prediction
in dependence on the BSM coupling parameter (a) cHW , (b) cHB and (c) cHWB in the
qq2Hqq-V BF production bin. The grey band indicates the expected sensitivity at 1 σ

level from the SM production cross section measurement.
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metrisation cannot be neglected. Adding the parametrisation of the branching ratio the
sensitivity is improved. However, this improvement is lost for the BSM coupling para-
meter cHW after accounting for the signal acceptance. On the other hand, the expected
sensitivity remains approximately the same for cHWB and cHB, because the parametrisa-
tion of the signal acceptance for these two parameters flops the sign compared to the one
for the cHW parameter. Since the BSM coupling parameters cHW , cHWB and cHB enter in
the decay vertex, they are measured in all Higgs boson production modes, including the
dominant gg2H production. The largest sensitivity for these BSM coupling parameters
comes from the gg2H production bins due to the largest expected number of events in that
bins. There is also a non-negligible sensitivity in qq2Hqq bins since the Wilson coefficient
appear in the corresponding production vertex. The effective top Yukawa interaction is
measured in the ttH production bin. Also here the quadratic terms cannot be neglected
in the expected sensitivity range.

7.3.3 Validation with Simulated Data

In order to validate the EFT parametrisation several fully reconstructed BSM signal
samples (see Section 4.2.2.2) are used. The configuration of the samples and the corres-
ponding cross sections times branching ratios are summarised in Table 7.21. The values
of the BSM coupling parameters are chosen such to cover the expected sensitivity range
at the 1 σ level.

As an example the comparison of the p4`
T distribution obtained with the SM (N)NLO

validation samples and with the SMEFT LO Monte Carlo samples are shown Figure 7.35
for the different Higgs boson production modes. Further distributions are shown in
Appendix B.7. Since the VBF and V H-Had production mode are simulated as one
sample in case of the BSM signal process, the corresponding EFT prediction is combined
with the one for the V H-Lep production in order to compare with the best-prediction
from the SM VBF and V H signal samples. In case of the gg2H production mode, the
shape of the p4`

T distribution of the SMEFT LO sample differs from the SM higher-order
predication (NNLO)sample. For the gg2H production the higher-order corrections have
a larger impact on the cross section and the expected kinematic distributions compared
to the other production modes. However, the distribution matches the LO expectation.
Other distributions agree well with the NLO prediction.

Similarly, the p4`
T distributions for the reconstructed validation samples with the BSM

signal are compared to the respective SM sample in Figure 7.36 separately for the gg2H,
qq2Hqq, V H-Lep and ttH production mode. Further distributions are shown in Ap-
pendix B.7. Non-vanishing BSM coupling values lead to a slightly harder spectra of the
four-lepton transverse momentum.
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Table 7.21: Configuration of the fully simulated and reconstructed BSM signal samples
used for the validation of the EFT parametrisation at reconstructed level. The corres-
ponding cross sections times branching ratio (σ ·B) are shown in addition.

BSM coupling σ ·B [fb] BSM coupling σ ·B [fb]

parameter parameter

gg2H production qq2Hqq production

SM 2.44 SM 0.41

cHG = 0.005 2.82 cHW = 0.5 0.48

cHW = 0.50 2.64 cHB = 0.5 0.55

cHB = 0.5 3.32 cHWB = 0.5 0.53

cHWB = 0.5 3.12

VH-Lep production ttH production

SM 0.038 SM 0.040

cHW = 0.5 0.061 cuH = 0.5 0.011

The EFT parametrisation of the production bins is performed on particle level. However,
as described in Section 7.3.1, the measurement of the production cross sections is per-
formed simultaneously in several event categories designed to target the different Higgs
boson production bins. Since some of the observables used for the categorisation are
in general sensitive to BSM physics, non-vanishing BSM coupling parameters could lead
to the BSM dependence of the reconstruction efficiency in each category. In this case,
the EFT parametrisation could only be done at reconstructed level, i.e. with a large set
of fully simulated samples. To investigate whether such a BSM dependence exists, the
selection efficiency ε in each of the reconstructed event categories i, defined as

εi = Ni

Nafter 4` selection
, (7.34)

is calculated for each of the BSM signal samples, see Figure 7.37. Ni is the total number of
events in a given reconstructed category and Nafter 4` selection is the total number of events
after the inclusive 4` selection. Within the statistical uncertainties a good agreement is
observed between the SM and various BSM hypotheses. Therefore, no additional EFT
parametrisation of the event reconstructed efficiency is needed.
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Figure 7.35: Expected distribution of p4`
T for the SM (N)NLO and SM SMEFT LO sample

for (a) gg2H, (b) VBF+V H and (c) ttH production.
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Figure 7.36: Expected distribution of p4`
T for SM and selected BSM Higgs boson signals

for (a) gg2H, (b) qq2Hqq, (c) V H-Lep and (c) ttH production.
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Figure 7.37: Event reconstruction efficiency in each event category, shown for different
values of BSM coupling parameters and for the SM point, separately for the (a) gg2H,
(b), qq2Hqq, (c) V H-Lep and (d) ttH production.

In order to increase the sensitivity of the cross section measurements, NN discriminants
(Section 7.3.1) are employed in the reconstructed event categories. However, the BSM
contributions can modify the distribution of a given variable which is used for the neutral
network. If this BSM dependence is not taken into account for the signal parametrisation,
the measurement results may be biased. The distributions of the NN discriminants in
reconstructed event categories with large sensitivity to a given production bin are shown
in Figure 7.38. For all NN discriminants, a small BSM dependence is observed, which can
be neglected with the current statistical precision of the measurement.
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Figure 7.38: Expected distributions of NN discriminants (a) NNggF in the 0j-p4`
T -Med, (b)

NNVBF in the 2j, (c) NNttH in the 0j-p4`
T -High and (d) NNttH in the ttH-Had-enriched cat-

egory.
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7.3.4 Systematic Uncertainties

The impact of the QCD scale and PDF variations is computed using the Mad-
Graph5_aMC@NLO generator and evaluated in a similar way as described in Sec-
tion 5.4.2. The QCD scale uncertainties are evaluated by varying the renormalisation and
factorisation scale and by comparing the nominal choice (µ0,R and µ0,F ) to different pairs
of QCD renormalisation and factorisation variations of µ= µ0/2 or µ= 2 ·µ0. The impact
of the PDF uncertainties is calculated using the internal variations of the NNPDF23lo
PDF set.

As an example, the evaluated uncertainties on the event yield for the gg2H production
in the production bin with largest sensitivity (gg2H-0j-pHT -High) for each of the recon-
structed samples are shown in Figure 7.39. The impact of the QCD scale and PDF
uncertainties is very large (in the order of 10-20%) and the size of the variations is
approximately the same for different values of Wilson coefficients. This holds also for the
other particle level production bins.

The size of the calculated systematic uncertainties is large, because the Monte Carlo
samples are generated at LO accuracy. Since there is only a negligible dependence on the
value of the BSM coupling parameter and the BSM parametrisation is introduced as a
relative correction to the best-prediction of the SM, the theoretical uncertainties assigned
on the SM best-prediction are used. In addition, it is assumed that there is no BSM
dependence of the experimental systematics. They are also taken from the production
cross section measurement.

7.3.5 Statistical Analysis Model

The signal EFT parametrisation is implemented in the likelihood function of Equation 7.19
by means of the BSM dependent signal strength parameters µp(c) for each given produc-
tion bin p,

µp(c) = σ(c)
σSM

· B
4`(c)
B4`
SM
·A(c)
ASM

. (7.35)

This is then fitted to the observed event yields. Default SM predictions at the highest
available order are employed for the cross sections and the branching ratio multiplying the
signal strengths in the likelihood function from Equation 7.19. Constraints on the Wilson
coefficients are obtained using a test statistic based on the ratio of profiled likelihoods as
given in Equation 5.10.

247



Chapter 7 Measurement of the Tensor Structure of Higgs Boson Couplings

SM =0.005HGc =0.5HWc =0.4HBc =0.5HWBc

Coupling parameter

0.6

0.8

1

1.2

1.4

1.6

1.8

2

V
ar

ia
tio

n

4l→ZZ*→H
-113 TeV, 139 fb

-High
T

Hgg2H-0j-p

=0.5
F

µ=1.0, 
R

µ =2.0
F

µ=1.0, 
R

µ
=1.0

F
µ=0.5, 

R
µ =0.5

F
µ=0.5, 

R
µ

=2.0
F

µ=0.5, 
R

µ =1.0
F

µ=2.0, 
R

µ
=0.5

F
µ=2.0, 

R
µ =2.0

F
µ=2.0, 

R
µ

(a)

SM =0.005HGc =0.5HWc =0.4HBc =0.5HWBc

Coupling parameter

0.9

1

1.1

1.2

1.3

1.4

V
ar

ia
tio

n

4l→ZZ*→H
-113 TeV, 139 fb

-High
T

Hgg2H-0j-p

NNPDF23lo EV247010 NNPDF23lo EV247020
NNPDF23lo EV247057 NNPDF23lo EV247060
NNPDF23lo EV247084 NNPDF23lo EV247086
NNPDF23lo EV247092 NNPDF23lo EV247093
NNPDF23lo EV247095

(b)

Figure 7.39: The impact of (a) QCD scale and (b) PDF variations on the event yield in the
gg2H-0j-pHT -High production bin for gg2H production with different BSM coupling values.
For visualisation, only a subset of PDF uncertainties is shown. Up (down) variations are
shown as solid (dashed) lines.
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7.3.6 Results

The observed cross section times branching ratio normalised to the SM prediction
(σ ·B)/(σ ·B)SM measured in the Reduced-Stage-1.1 production bins is shown in Fig-
ure 7.40. In all particle level production bins the measured value is in a good agreement
with the SM prediction of one. A small excess is observed in the gg2H-pHT -High produc-
tion bin which originates from the about two times more events observed than expected
in the 1j-p4`

T -BSM reconstructed event category. A small deficit is measured in the gg2H-
1j-pHT -Low production bin due to less events observed than expected in the corresponding
1j-p4`

T -Low event category.

The observed (σ ·B)/(σ ·B)SM ratio is compared to the prediction of the signal model in
each production bin. The values of the Wilson coefficients are chosen to be within the
quoted 68% CL of the cross section measurement (Section 7.3.1). All Wilson coefficients,
except cHW , cuH and cũH , affect the cross section times branching ratio by 10− 20%
in the gg2H production bins. Although the effective coupling to the gluons (cHG and
c
HG̃

) contributes in the gg2H and ttH production bins, but it is mainly measured in
the gg2H bins due to a larger number of expected events. Deviations from the SM
prediction in the qq2Hqq production bins can be mostly described by the Wilson coeffi-
cient cHW or c

HW̃
. The sensitivity for these Wilson coefficients originates mainly from

BSM contributions to the production vertex, since modifications in the decay vertex
are compensated by considering the BSM dependence of the detector acceptance. The
BSM couplings cuH and cũH can only be constraint in the ttH production bin. The
sensitivity to cHB, cHB̃, cHWB and c

HW̃B
is mainly obtained from the H→ ZZ∗→ 4` de-

cay predominantly measured in the gg2H production bins. The prediction of the BSM
parametrisation in each of the particle level production bins does not match the quoted
error of the cross section measurement, since all production bins are fitted simultaneously.

Due to the limited number of observed events, at most two BSM coupling parameter are
fitted at a time while the others are set to zero. Firstly, each individual BSM coupling
parameter is fitted by assuming that all other BSM coupling parameters are zero. The
respective fit results are summarised in Figure 7.41. The observed and expected values
of the test statistics from scans over the CP-even and CP-odd Wilson coefficients are
shown in Figure 7.42, 7.43, 7.44, 7.45 and 7.46, respectively. Table 7.22 shows the
corresponding observed and expected 95% CL interval, the best-fit parameter values and
the corresponding deviation from the SM expectation. The strongest constraints are
obtained on the cHB and c

HW̃B
BSM coupling parameters which are mostly affect the

H→ZZ∗ decays. The corresponding 95% CL intervals are [−0.61,0.58] and [−1.03,1.03],
respectively. The constraints obtained on cHW and c

HW̃
are weaker ([−3.40,2.12] and

[−2.32,2.32] at 95% CL), since they are mainly determined from the VBF and V H pro-
duction vertices. However, the largest deviation from the SM is observed for these Wilson
coefficients corresponding to 0.4 σ and 0.2 σ deviation from the SM, respectively.
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Figure 7.40: Observed cross section times branching ratio normalised to the SM prediction
(σ ·B)/(σ ·B)SM measured in the Reduced-Stage-1.1 production bins compared to the
prediction in each production bin derived from the (a) CP-even and (b) CP-odd BSM
parametrisation. The error on the cross section measurement is given at 68% CL interval.
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Figure 7.41: The observed and expected values of BSM coupling parameters from (a)
CP-even and (b) CP-odd operators obtained for an integrated luminosity of 139 fb−1 at√
s = 13 TeV. Only one BSM coupling parameter is fitted at a time while all others are

set to zero.
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Table 7.22: The expected and observed confidence intervals at 95% CL on the BSM
coupling parameters of the SMEFT model for an integrated luminosity of 139 fb−1 at√
s= 13 TeV. The limits are computed using the confidence level interval method. Only

one BSM coupling parameter is fitted at a time with all others set to zero.

BSM coupling 95% CL interval Observed Deviation

parameter Expected Observed best-fit from SM

CP-even BSM coupling parameter

cHG [−0.007,0.008] [−0.008,0.007] −0.001 0.3 σ

cuH [−14,26] [−18,30] −6,18 0.6 σ

cHW [−2.9,1.6] [−3.4,2.1] 0.5 0.4 σ

cHB [−0.62,0.60] [−0.62,0.59] −0.03 0.0 σ

cHWB [−1.09,0.99] [−1.06,0.99] 0.1 0.1 σ

CP-odd BSM coupling parameter

c
HG̃

[−0.031,0.031] [−0.029,0.029] 0.000 0.0 σ

cũH [−40,40] [−50,50] ±21 0.7 σ

c
HW̃

[−2.1,2.1] [−2.4,2.4] ±0.6 0.2 σ

c
HB̃

[−0.57,0.57] [−0.56,0.56] 0.00 0.0 σ

c
HW̃B

[−1.05,1.05] [−1.03,1.03] 0.0 0.0 σ

The observed 95% CL intervals for the top Yukawa coupling are [−18,30] ([−50,50]) for
the CP-even (CP-odd) BSM coupling parameter cuH (cũH). The best-fit values are in
agreement with the SM prediction within 0.6 σ (0.7 σ) deviation from the SM.

For the Wilson coefficients where the linear approximation is not valid, i.e. the quadratic
terms are not negligible, the constraints of the CP-even Wilson coefficients are in the
same order as for the corresponding CP-odd Wilson coefficients. This is not the case for
the effective Higgs boson coupling to the gluons. More stringent constraints can be set on
the CP-even BSM coupling parameter cHG corresponding to [−0.0074,0.0080] at 95% CL
compared to [−0.029,0.029] for c

HG̃
. The reason is, that for cHG the linear approximation

is valid and the linear terms from the CP- odd operators do not contribute to the total
production cross section. Therefore, the slightly smaller measured cross section times
branching ratio in the gg2H-1j-pHT -Low, gg2H-1j-pHT -High and gg2H-2j is assigned to the
CP-even BSM coupling parameter with a best-fit value of ĉHG =−0.0002 corresponding
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7.3 Interpretation within the Standard Model Effective Field Theory

to a deviation from the SM prediction of 0.3 σ. The deviations from the SM prediction
for all one-dimensional scans of BSM coupling parameter are at most 0.7σ, thus indicates
no evidence for new couplings.

In addition, two-dimensional scans of several combination of the BSM coupling para-
meters are performed. All other BSM coupling parameters are set to zero in the fit,
except the two fitted ones. No mixtures of CP-even and CP-odd BSM contributions are
probed. The observed and expected two-dimensional contours of the test statistics at
95% CL intervals are shown in Figure 7.47 and 7.48 for the CP-even and in Figure 7.49
and 7.50 for the CP-odd BSM coupling parameters. The values inside the shown contours
surrounding the SM point are allowed at 95% CL interval, while the values outside are
excluded. Table 7.23 and 7.24 summarises the best-fit values of the two-dimensional
scans and the corresponding deviations from the SM. All such possible combinations are
in good agreement with the SM predictions. The observed best-fit values agree well with
the one obtained in the one-dimensional scans.

Table 7.23: The best-fit values and the corresponding deviation from the SM prediction
obtained from the two-dimensional likelihood scans of the CP-even BSM coupling para-
meters performed with 139 fb−1 data at a centre-of-mass energy of

√
s = 13 TeV. The

limits are computed using the confidence level interval method. Except for the two fitted
BSM coupling parameters, all others are set to zero.

BSM coupling Observed best-fit Deviation

parameter from SM

cHW , cHB ĉHW = 0.57 ĉHB = 0.05 0.15 σ

cHW , cHWB ĉHW = 0.59 ĉHWB =−0.14 0.15 σ

cHB, cHWB ĉHB = 1.74 ĉHWB = 2.24 0.23 σ

cHG, cHW ĉHG =−0.001 ĉHW = 0.54 0.20 σ

cHG, cHB ĉHG =−0.001 ĉHB =−0.04 0.51 σ

cHG, cHWB ĉHG =−0.001 ĉHWB =−0.02 0.00 σ

cHG, cuH ĉHG =−0.001 ĉuH =±5.7 0.29 σ

The shape of the contours of the two-dimensional scans originates from taking into ac-
count the detector acceptance. Around the SM point the parametrisation of the cross
sections times branching ratio is quite flat which leads by constraining the parameter
space to an elliptical contour. However, by introducing the BSM dependence of the de-
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Table 7.24: The best-fit values and the corresponding deviation from the SM prediction
obtained from the two-dimensional likelihood scans of the CP-odd BSM coupling para-
meters performed with 139 fb−1 data at a centre-of-mass energy of

√
s = 13 TeV. The

limits are computed using the confidence level interval method. Except for the two fitted
BSM coupling parameters, all others are set to zero.

BSM coupling Observed best-fit Deviation

parameter from SM

c
HW̃

, c
HB̃

ĉ
HW̃

=±1.12 ĉ
HB̃

=∓0.21 0.11 σ

c
HW̃

, c
HW̃B

ĉ
HW̃

=±1.13 ĉ
HW̃B

=±0.39 0.11 σ

c
HB̃

, c
HW̃B

ĉ
HB̃

= 0.00 ĉ
HW̃B

= 0.00 0.00 σ

c
HG̃

, c
HW̃

ĉ
HG̃

= 0.000 ĉ
HW̃

=±0.56 0.02 σ

c
HG̃

, c
HB̃

ĉ
HG̃

= 0.000 ĉ
HB̃

= 0.00 0.00 σ

c
HG̃

, c
HW̃B

ĉ
HG̃

= 0.000 ĉ
HW̃B

= 0.00 0.00 σ

c
HG̃

, cũH ĉ
HG̃

= 0.000 ĉũH =±21 0.27 σ

tector acceptance a larger BSM dependence appears around the SM point and in addition
the sensitivity decreases. Therefore, by constraining the parameter space the mixed terms
between the two Wilson coefficients gets more important, which introduce the shape of the
contours of the two-dimensional scans. The largest deviations from the SM are observed
for cHG vs. cHB and c

HG̃
vs. cũH corresponding to 0.51 σ and 0.3 σ. All results are

in a very good agreement with the SM predictions, therefore no evidence for new BSM
coupling contributions.
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Figure 7.42: The observed (solid black line) and SM expected (dashed blue line) test
statistic from scans of the BSM coupling parameters (a) cHW and (b) c

HW̃
. Results are

obtained with 139 fb−1 data at
√
s = 13 TeV. The horizontal lines indicate the value of

the test statistic corresponding to the 68% CL and 95% CL intervals for the parameter
of interest, assuming the asymptotic χ2 distribution of the test statistic. Except for the
fitted BSM coupling parameter, all others are set to zero.
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Figure 7.43: The observed (solid black line) and SM expected (dashed blue line) test
statistic from scans of the BSM coupling parameters (a) cHB and (b) c

HB̃
. Results are

obtained with 139 fb−1 data at
√
s = 13 TeV. The horizontal lines indicate the value of

the test statistic corresponding to the 68% CL and 95% CL intervals for the parameter
of interest, assuming the asymptotic χ2 distribution of the test statistic. Except for the
fitted BSM coupling parameter, all others are set to zero.

256



7.3 Interpretation within the Standard Model Effective Field Theory

HWB
c

1− 0.5− 0 0.5 1

)
λ

­2
ln

(

0

2

4

6

8

10

12

14

16

18

 = 0.00
HWB

cSM Expected:  

 = 0.10
HWB

cObserved:  

SM Expected

Observed

 4l→ ZZ* →H 
­113 TeV, 140 fb

68% CL

95% CL

(a)

BW
~

H
c

1− 0.5− 0 0.5 1

)
λ

­2
ln

(

0

2

4

6

8

10

12

14

16

18

| = 0.0
BW

~
H

cSM Expected:  |

| = 0.0
BW

~
H

cObserved:  |

SM Expected

Observed

 4l→ ZZ* →H 
­113 TeV, 140 fb

68% CL

95% CL

(b)

Figure 7.44: The observed (solid black line) and SM expected (dashed blue line) test
statistic from scans of the BSM coupling parameters (a) cHWB and (b) c

HW̃B
. Results

are obtained with 139 fb−1 data at
√
s= 13 TeV. The horizontal lines indicate the value

of the test statistic corresponding to the 68% CL and 95% CL intervals for the parameter
of interest, assuming the asymptotic χ2 distribution of the test statistic. Except for the
fitted BSM coupling parameter, all others are set to zero.
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Figure 7.45: The observed (solid black line) and SM expected (dashed blue line) test
statistic from scans of the BSM coupling parameters (a) cHG and (b) c

HG̃
. Results are

obtained with 139 fb−1 data at
√
s = 13 TeV. The horizontal lines indicate the value of

the test statistic corresponding to the 68% CL and 95% CL intervals for the parameter
of interest, assuming the asymptotic χ2 distribution of the test statistic. Except for the
fitted BSM coupling parameter, all others are set to zero.
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Figure 7.46: The observed (solid black line) and SM expected (dashed blue line) test
statistic from scans of the BSM coupling parameters (a) cuH and (b) cũH . Results are
obtained with 139 fb−1 data at

√
s = 13 TeV. The horizontal lines indicate the value of

the test statistic corresponding to the 68% CL and 95% CL intervals for the parameter
of interest, assuming the asymptotic χ2 distribution of the test statistic. Except for the
fitted BSM coupling parameter, all others are set to zero.
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Figure 7.47: Expected and observed likelihood contours for the two-dimensional fit of the
CP-even BSM coupling parameters of the SMEFT model for an integrated luminosity of
139 fb−1 and

√
s = 13 TeV. The values of the Wilson coefficients, which are not among

the two parameters of interest, are set to zero.
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Figure 7.48: Expected and observed likelihood contours for the two-dimensional fit of the
CP-even BSM coupling parameters of the SMEFT model for an integrated luminosity of
139 fb−1 and

√
s = 13 TeV. The values of the Wilson coefficients, which are not among

the two parameters of interest, are set to zero.
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Figure 7.49: Expected and observed likelihood contours for the two-dimensional fit of the
CP-odd BSM coupling parameters of the SMEFT model for an integrated luminosity of
139 fb−1 and

√
s = 13 TeV. The values of the Wilson coefficients, which are not among

the two parameters of interest, are set to zero.
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Figure 7.50: Expected and observed likelihood contours for the two-dimensional fit of the
CP-odd BSM coupling parameters of the SMEFT model for an integrated luminosity of
139 fb−1 and

√
s = 13 TeV. The values of the Wilson coefficients, which are not among

the two parameters of interest, are set to zero.
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7.4 Comparison with Previous Measurements

The two studies to probe the tensor structure of Higgs boson couplings presented in
this chapter, the HC analysis (Section 7.2) and the interpretation within the SMEFT
(Section 7.3), use different effective field theories to introduce the BSM contributions
to the Higgs boson interaction. The former one is formulated in mass eigenstates after
the electroweak symmetry breaking (HC framework), while the latter one is formulated
before the electroweak symmetry breaking (SMEFT framework). A direct comparison,
i.e. a translation between the SMEFT and the HC model, is only possible under cer-
tain assumptions. In the SMEFT model BSM contributions to the XV V vertex are
described by three coupling parameters (cHW , cHB, cHWB or c

HW̃
, c
HB̃

, c
HW̃B

), while
these correspond to one in the HC model (κHV V or κAV V ). Therefore, a comparison is
only possible if all BSM coupling parameters in the SMEFT model are measured at the
same time which was not possible in the presented study due to less amount of data. In
addition, with the assumption in the HC model that the BSM coupling parameters to the
Z bosons have the same correlation to corresponding couplings to W bosons as in the SM
(κXWW = κXV V ) a translation from HC to SMEFT is not possible. Thus, the results of
the HC analysis and the interpretation within the SMEFT are not compared to each other.

However, the measurement of the tensor structure of Higgs boson couplings to weak
vector bosons and gluons has also been performed by several other analyses in different
Higgs boson decay channels with the ATLAS and CMS experiment (see Table 7.25).
As mentioned in the beginning of this chapter, the BSM coupling contributions in the
interaction vertex can be probed with different approaches: using total production and
decay rates in different Higgs boson production modes, either by measuring directly the
event yields in reconstructed event categories (see Section 7.2) or by interpreting the
measured cross sections in each bin of the STXS framework (see Section 7.3); by means
of inclusive differential distributions of kinematic properties without classification into
event categories or particle level production bins; and from the shape of the distributions
related to the kinematic properties of final state particles (see Chapter 8). The analyses
summarised in Table 7.25 use one or more of these approaches to set constraints on BSM
coupling parameters. All Higgs boson tensor structure measurements are in agreement
with the SM expectation.

In the following, the constraints on BSM coupling parameters obtained in this thesis
are compared to those from other analyses which use a compatible EFT framework, i.e.
formulated either before or after the electroweak symmetry breaking. In some of the
decay channels the same analysis is performed with different data sets and the latest
measurement is used for the comparison.
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Table 7.25: Summary of the measurements of the tensor structure of Higgs boson couplings
in different analysis channels

Decay mode Experiment Data set
Centre-of-mass Integrated

Observable Reference
energy luminosity

H → ZZ∗→ 4` ATLAS

Run 1 7,8 TeV 4.5,20.3 fb−1 Kinematic of decay [28]

Run 2 13 TeV
36.1 fb−1 Production rate information [182]

Cross section in STXS production bins [182]

139 fb−1 Cross section in STXS production bins [201]

H →WW ∗→ eνµν ATLAS Run 1 8 TeV 20.3 fb−1 Kinematic of decay [28]

H → γγ ATLAS Run 2 13 TeV
36.1 fb−1

Differential cross sections
[205]

139 fb−1 [206]

H → ττ ATLAS
Run 1 8 TeV 20 fb−1

Kinematic of production
[207]

Run 2 13 TeV 36.1 fb−1 [208]

H → V V → 4` CMS
Run 1 7,8 TeV 5.1,19.7 fb−1

Kinematic of production and decay
[27]

Run 1, Run 2 7,8,13 TeV
5.1,19.7,38.6 fb−1 [209]

5.1,19.7,80.2 fb−1 [210]

H → ττ CMS Run 2 13 TeV 35.9 fb−1 Kinematic of production and decay [211]

7.4.1 Tensor Structure Measurements in the Higgs Characterisation
Framework

In the H → ZZ∗ → 4` decay channel, the tensor structure of the Higgs boson coupling
to weak vector bosons has already been probed with the Run 1 proton-proton collision
data recorded with the ATLAS detector at a centre-of-mass energy of 7 and 8 TeV
corresponding to 4.5 fb−1 and 20.3 fb−1, respectively.

In contrast to the production rate information used in the HC analysis from Section 7.2,
only the kinematic properties of final state particles are used in the Run 1 study. Con-
straints on BSM coupling parameters are set by means of the first- and second-order
Optimal Observables similar to those as in Section 8.2.2. These matrix element based
observables combine the full information of the decay products into two variables and the
shapes of their distributions are used in the fit as final discriminants. To suppress the
large ZZ∗ background, a BDT discriminant is used as an additional observable in all fits.

Admixtures of BSM contributions to the XV V vertex are described using the HC frame-
work as in Section 7.2, but the constraints are set relative to the SM-like coupling para-
meter κSM . The CP-even and CP-odd BSM coupling parameters are defined as

κ̃HV V
κSM

= v

4 ·Λ ·
κHV V
κSM

and κ̃AV V
κSM

· tan(α) = v

4 ·Λ ·
κAV V
κSM

· tan(α) , (7.36)

respectively. When including the production rate information the κXV V and κSM have to
be probed independently of each other, since the total cross section depends on both BSM
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and SM coupling parameters. Therefore, the comparison with the results of this thesis is
only possible for a specific configuration with the SM coupling parameters fixed to their
SM values, i.e. cακSM = 1 and cακHgg = 1. To increase the sensitivity, the results of the
H → ZZ∗ → 4` Run 1 analysis are combined with those from the H →WW ∗ → eνµν

decay channel. This analysis is also based on kinematic properties of the final state
particles, while using BDT output instead of Optimal Observables as final discriminant.

Table 7.26 summarises the observed and expected 95% CL intervals as well as the
best-fit values of BSM coupling parameters from both measurements. The Run 1 res-
ults are expressed in terms of the BSM coupling parameters used in the HC analysis
from Section 7.2. The shapes of kinematic distributions of final state particles in the
Run 1 analysis are sensitive to the sign of the CP-odd BSM coupling parameter sακAV V ,
as opposed to the Run 2 analysis. Both analyses are sensitive to the sign of the CP-
even BSM coupling parameter cακHV V due to the interference of the SM and BSM
CP-even coupling contributions. Comparing the 95% CL intervals, the Run 1 analysis
is over an order of magnitude less sensitive. Both analyses are dominated by statistical
uncertainties and the sensitivity, therefore, increases with the fourth square root of the
integrated luminosity. In addition, in Run 2 the number of signal and background events
increases by a factor of two due to an increased centre-of-mass energy. After taking into
account both the increase of the integrated luminosity and the centre-of-mass energy, the
Run 2 analysis is still two times more sensitive than the combined Run 1 H→ ZZ∗→ 4`
and H →WW ∗ → eνµν analysis, since the total production and decay rates are much
more sensitive to the presence of BSM coupling parameters. However, these observables
cannot be used for the direct test of CP-violation since they cannot distinguish between
the CP-even and CP-odd BSM contributions.

The XV V tensor structure is also studied with the ATLAS detector in VBF Higgs
boson production using the H → ττ decay channel. The last published analysis is per-
formed with proton-proton collision data corresponding to an integrated luminosity of
36.1 fb−1 collected at

√
s= 13 TeV in the years 2015 and 2016.

The analysis employs a similar strategy as the Run 1 analysis in the H → ZZ∗ → 4`
decay channel based on the shape of distributions of an Optimal Observable calculated
from matrix elements (see Section 8.2.2). However, the study employs only the first-order
Optimal Observables defined by the four-momenta of the Higgs boson candidates and
of the two jets produced in the VBF, i.e. using only the production vertex. The BSM
dependence of the production rates is not considered. The background to the VBF signal
is suppressed by a threshold requirement on BDT discriminants trained separately for
each of the considered final states, with leptonic and hadronic τ decays.
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Table 7.26: Comparison of the expected and observed confidence intervals at 95% CL
for CP-even and CP-odd BSM coupling parameters cακHV V and sακAV V in the XV V
interaction vertex, as obtained from the Run 1 analysis in the H → ZZ∗→ 4` and H →
WW ∗→ eνµν decay channel and from the Run 2 analysis in the H → ZZ∗→ 4` decay
channel

BSM coupling Fit 95% CL interval Observed

κBSM configuration Expected Observed best-fit value

H → ZZ∗→ 4` and H →WW ∗→ eνµν

Run 1, 4.5 fb−1 and 20.3 fb−1 at
√
s= 7 and 8 TeV

cακHV V − [−8.9,77.9] [−11.9,10.2] − 7.9

sακAV V − [−37.9,37.4] [−35.4,13.5] −11.0

H → ZZ∗→ 4`

Run 2, 36.1 fb−1 at
√
s= 13 TeV

cακHV V cακSM = 1 [−2.9,3.2] [−0.8,4.5] 2.9

sακAV V cακSM = 1 [−3.5,3.5] [−5.2,5.2] ± 2.9

The effective Lagrangian is defined as the SM Lagrangian with CP-odd dimension-six
operators which involve the Higgs and the electroweak gauge fields. No BSM CP-even
dimension-six operators are taken into account since the final CP-sensitive observable is
shown not to be sensitive to such contributions. After the electroweak symmetry breaking
the Lagrangian can be written as [212]

Leff = LSM + g̃HAAHÃµνA
µν + g̃HAZHÃµνZ

µν

+ g̃HZZHZ̃µνZ
µν + g̃HWWHW̃

+
µνW

−µν , (7.37)

in the mass basis of the Higgs boson H, the photon A and the weak gauge bosons W±

and Z. V µν and Ṽµν = εµνρσVρσ (V = W±,Z,A) denote the field strength and dual field
strength tensors, respectively. The couplings g̃HV V can be expressed in terms of the two
dimensionless couplings d̃ and d̃B [213, 214]

g̃HAA = g

2mW

(
d̃sin2 θW + d̃B cos2 θW

)
, g̃HAZ

g

2mW
sin2θW

(
d̃− d̃B

)
,

g̃HZZ = g

2mW

(
d̃cos2 θW + d̃B sin2 θW

)
, g̃HWW

g

mW
d̃, (7.38)

where g is the electroweak coupling and θW the weak mixing angle. The arbitrary choice
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d̃= d̃B leads to the relations

g̃HAA = g̃HZZ = 1
2 g̃HWW = g

2mW
d̃ and g̃HAZ = 0. (7.39)

With this assumption, the strength of CP-violation in the VBF production is described
by a single parameter d̃. The CP-odd BSM coupling parameter d̃ can be translated into
the CP-odd parameter of the HC model via the relation

d̃= v ·κAV V
4 ·Λ ·κSM

tan(α). (7.40)

With the current available amount of data, no constraints can be set on d̃ at 95% CL with
the observed data in the H→ ττ channel. Therefore, the 68% CL intervals are compared
to those obtained for the CP-odd BSM coupling parameter cακAV V in the HC analysis
with value of the SM-like coupling parameter fixed to one. The respective observed
and expected confidence intervals at 68% CL intervals are summarised in Table 7.27
for both analysis. The results of the H → ττ analysis are expressed in terms of the
parameters in the HC model. Although the H→ ττ analysis uses only shape information
from kinematic distributions in the VBF Higgs boson production mode, while the HC
analysis employs the production rates in all production modes, the sensitivity of both
measurements is of the same order of magnitude. The largest sensitivity of the HC
analysis is reached in the VBF production mode. The number of selected VBF signal
events is however about ten times larger in the H→ ττ decay channel, while the signal-to-
background ratio remains similar, such that a better constraint at 68% CL is achieved in
the H→ ττ decay channel. With the H→ ττ analysis, it is also possible to distinguish the
sign of the CP-odd BSM coupling, while no confidence intervals at 95% CL were obtained.

Several measurements were performed by the CMS collaboration to probe for anomalous
XV V couplings in H → ZZ/Zγ∗/γ∗γ∗ → 4` decays. The studies were continuously
updated using the increasing amount of available data. The latest published result is
obtained with the proton-proton collision data collected during Run 1 and Run 2 at
centre-of-mass energies of 7,8 and 13 TeV corresponding to 5.1 fb−1, 19.7 fb−1and
80.2 fb−1, respectively.

The analysis employs the full kinematic information for the Higgs boson production
and decay vertex without using the production rate information. The larger amount of
data in Run 2 allows for a discrimination between the VBF and V H production modes.
Therefore, the events collected in 2016 and 2017 are categorised into three categories:
VBF-tagged, V H-tagged and Untagged. The data collected during Run 1 and in 2015
are assigned to the Untagged category. For each of the coupling parameters in each
of the reconstructed categories a three-dimensional matrix element based discriminant
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Table 7.27: Comparison of the expected and observed confidence intervals at 68% CL for
CP-odd couplings sακAV V in the XV V interaction vertex from the Run 2 analysis in the
H → ττ decay channel and the H → ZZ∗→ 4` decay channel

BSM coupling Fit 68% CL interval Observed

κBSM configuration Expected Observed best-fit value

H → ττ

Run 2, 36.1 fb−1 at
√
s= 13 TeV

sακAV V − [−0.6,0.5] [−1.5,0.6] −0.2

H → ZZ∗→ 4`

Run 2, 36.1 fb−1 at
√
s= 13 TeV

sακAV V cακSM = 1 [−2.3,2.3] [−4.0,−1.5]∪ [1.5,4.0] ±2.9

is constructed (two dimensions for the signal process and one for the ZZ∗ background
suppression). The ratio of the observed and SM expected number of events is taken into
account by means of signal strength parameters which are left free in the fit: µV is used
for VBF and V H production and µF for all other production modes.

Possible BSM contributions to the XV V vertex are described with a generic paramet-
risation of the scattering amplitude called the anomalous couplings approach [215]. The
general scattering amplitude including all possible tensor structures that are consistent
with gauge and Lorentz invariance is

A(XJ=0→ V V ) = 1
v

(
a1m

2
V ε
∗
1ε
∗
2 +a2f

∗(1)
µν f∗(2),µν +a3f

∗(1)
µν f̃∗(2),µν

)
, (7.41)

describing the interactions of the Higgs boson (X) with a pair of gauge bosons (V V =
ZZ,WW,Zγ,γγ and gg). The field strength tensor is defined as f (i),µν = εµi q

ν
i − ενi qµi

with the momentum vector qi and the polarisation vector εi of the gauge boson. The
corresponding conjugate is f̃ (i),µν = 1/2εµναβfαβ. The momentum dependent form factors
ai (i= 1,2,3) denote the coupling strengths. The SM coupling of the Higgs boson to weak
bosons is described by the first term with vanishing couplings a2 and a3. SM loop processes
and anomalous CP-even BSM couplings are introduced with the second term and CP-odd
BSM couplings with the third. In general, the coupling strength ai can be complex due to
contributions of new light particles. Since no new physics has been observed so far, ai are
assumed to be real and constant. With this assumption, the couplings can be expressed
in terms of the parameters of the HC model via the relations

a2
a1

= v

4 ·Λ ·
κHV V
κSM

and a3
a1

= v

4 ·Λ ·
κAV V
κSM

· tan(α) , (7.42)

for the CP-even and CP-odd BSM coupling parameter, respectively.
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The results of the CMS analysis expressed in terms of the parameters of the HC model are
compared to the results of the HC analysis in Table 7.28. Since the CMS collaboration
measures the ratios of coupling parameters, a translation to the HC model is only possible
assuming the SM-like couplings in the HC analysis to be equal one. Despite the larger
amount of data analysed in the CMS measurement, tighter constraints on BSM coupling
parameters are set with the ATLAS HC analysis. The reason is that the HC analysis
employs mainly the production and decay rate information, while for the measurement
performed from the CMS collaboration the shapes of kinematic distributions defined by
the properties of final state particles are employed.

Table 7.28: Comparison of the expected and observed confidence intervals at 95% CL
for CP-even and CP-odd BSM couplings cακHV V and sακAV V in the XV V interaction
vertex from the CMS analysis and the ATLAS Run 2 analysis in the H→ZZ∗→ 4` decay
channel

BSM coupling Fit 95% CL interval

κBSM configuration Expected Observed

CMS H → 4`

Run 1 and Run 2, 5.1 fb−1, 19.7 fb−1 and 80.2 fb−1 at
√
s=7,8 and 13 TeV

cακHV V − [−3.9,5.0] [−1.9,4.2]

sακAV V − [−12.3,12.3] [−18.3,13.0]

ATLAS H → ZZ∗→ 4`

Run 2, 36.1 fb−1 at
√
s= 13 TeV

cακHV V cακSM = 1 [−2.9,3.2] [−0.8,4.5]

sακAV V cακSM = 1 [−3.5,3.5] [−5.2,5.2]

Anomalous XV V interactions are also studied by the CMS collaboration in the H → ττ

decay channel using proton-proton collision data collected in 2016 at a centre-of-mass
energy of 13 TeV corresponding to 35.9 fb−1.

The analysis employs the full kinematic information from the Higgs boson production
and decay without using the production rate information. The events selected in the
different final states (eµ, eτh, µτh and τhτh) are categorised into three event categories:
the 0-jet and VBF category, targeting the ggF and VBF production and remaining
events collected in the Boosted category. As in the case of the H → 4` analysis, matrix
element based discriminants are used. In each of the categories two discriminants are
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used separating SM and BSM processes. As in the case of the CMS H→ 4` analysis, the
observed yield is absorbed by the free signal strength parameters (µV and µF ) in the fit.

In the CMS H → ττ analysis, possible BSM contributions are introduced via the anom-
alous couplings approach introduced above (Equation 7.41), which can be translated into
the HC model using Equation 7.42.

With the available amount of data no constraints can be obtained at 95% CL in the
H→ ττ channel for both the CP-even and CP-odd BSM coupling parameters. Therefore,
the results are combined with the CMS H → 4` analysis described above. Table 7.29
shows the combined results translated into the ATLAS HC model as well as the results
of the HC analysis. Since the CMS results are reported as ratios of coupling parameters,
the SM-like coupling parameter in the HC analysis is set to one. Due to a larger amount
of data, the combined measurement in the H → 4` and H → ττ decay channels provides
a similar sensitivity as the ATLAS HC analysis, even through it employs the information
from the shapes of kinematic distributions.

Table 7.29: Comparison of the expected and observed confidence intervals at 95% CL for
CP-even and CP-odd BSM couplings cακHV V and sακAV V in the XV V interaction vertex
from the combined CMS analysis in the H → 4` and the H → ττ decay channel and the
ATLAS Run 2 analysis in the H → ZZ∗→ 4` decay channel

BSM coupling Fit 95% CL interval

κBSM configuration Expected Observed

CMS H → 4` and H → ττ

Run 1 and Run 2, 5.1 fb−1, 19.7 fb−1 and 80.2 fb−1 at
√
s=7,8 and 13 TeV

and Run 2, 35.9 fb−1 at
√
s=13 TeV

cακHV V − [−1.8,1.8] [−0.9,1.6]

sακAV V − [−1.5,1.5] [−13.2,5.0]

ATLAS H → ZZ∗→ 4`

Run 2, 36.1 fb−1 at
√
s= 13 TeV

cακHV V cακSM = 1 [−2.9,3.2] [−0.8,4.5]

sακAV V cακSM = 1 [−3.5,3.5] [−5.2,5.2]
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7.4.2 Tensor Structure Measurements within the Standard Model Effective
Field Theory

The tensor structure of the Higgs boson interaction is also probed in H → γγ decays
using the framework of the standard model effective field theory (SMEFT). The latest
study is performed with the full Run 2 data set of proton-proton collision data (139 fb−1)
collected with the ATLAS detector at a centre-of-mass energy of 13 TeV.

The study uses a similar approach as the interpretation of the H→ ZZ∗→ 4` within the
SMEFT (Section 7.3), but instead of employing the measured the cross sections in each
bin of the STXS framework, several measured differential cross section are employed. The
H → γγ cross section is measured in bins of several kinematic variables: the transverse
momentum pγγ of the di-photon system, number of jets Nj in the final state, the invariant
mass mjj of the two leading jets, the transverse momentum pj1T of the leading jet and
the angular distance ∆φjj between the two leading jets. The cross section in each of
these bins is parametrised as a function of BSM coupling parameters normalised to the
corresponding SM prediction.

As in the study presented in this thesis Section 7.3), the H → γγ analysis employs the
SMEFT framework including the quadratic matrix element terms. Constraints on each
individual BSM coupling parameter describing the Higgs boson interaction with the weak
vector bosons or gluons are obtained under the assumption that all other BSM coupling
parameters equal to zero. This allows for a direct comparison of the results. The effective
top Yukawa interaction is not probed in H → γγ decays.

The observed 95% CL intervals for both analysis are summarised in Table 7.30. Expected
CL intervals are not shown, since they are not reported for the measurement in the
H → γγ decay channel. The measurement in H → γγ decays is about one order of
magnitude more sensitive for the Wilson coefficients describing the effective Higgs to
gluon coupling (cHG and c

HG̃
) compared to the interpretation performed in this thesis.

This is due to a larger amount of reconstructed Higgs boson candidates in H→ γγ decays.
For the other probed Wilson coefficients, the measurement in H → ZZ∗→ 4` decays is
about four orders of magnitude less sensitive. This is on the one hand caused by the
strong BSM dependence of the detector acceptance in the H → ZZ∗→ 4` decay channel
which decreases the sensitivity and on the other hand a smaller number of reconstructed
H → 4` Higgs boson candidate events.
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Table 7.30: The expected and observed confidence intervals at 95% CL for the BSM
coupling parameters of the SMEFT model for an integrated luminosity of 139 fb−1 at√
s= 13 TeV from the analyses of the H → γγ and H → ZZ∗→ 4` decay channels

BSM coupling 95% CL interval BSM coupling 95% CL interval

parameter Observed parameter Observed

H → γγ

Run 2, 139 fb−1 at
√
s= 13 TeV

cHG [−6.1,4.7]×10−4 c
HG̃

[−1.5,1.4]×10−3

cHW [−8.3,8.3]×10−4 c
HW̃

[−3.7,3.7]×10−3

cHB [−2.4,2.4]×10−4 c
HB̃

[−1.2,1.1]×10−3

cHWB [−4.2,4.2]×10−4 c
HW̃B

[−2.0,2.0]×10−3

H → ZZ∗→ 4`

Run 2, 139 fb−1 at
√
s= 13 TeV

cHG [−83,68]×10−4 c
HG̃

[−29,29]×10−3

cHW [−3.4,2.1] c
HW̃

[−2.4,2.4]

cHB [−0.62,0.59] c
HB̃

[−0.56,0.56]

cHWB [−1.06,0.99] c
HW̃B

[−1.03,1.03]

The results of the STXS Stage-0 measurement in the ggF production bin obtained using
the H → ZZ∗→ 4` decay channel with the 36.1 fb−1 of data are also interpreted within
the effective field theory approach using the HC model.

For this purpose, the cross section in the ggF production bin is parameterised as a function
of the CP-odd BSM coupling parameter sακAgg. Since for this interaction vertex no
additional assumptions are made and since sακAgg is the only parameter describing the
effective Higgs boson coupling to gluons, it can be translated into the SMEFT coupling
parameter c

HG̃
via the relation

− α2
s

8 ·π ·sακAgg = c
HG̃

, (7.43)

where αs corresponds to the strong coupling constant.
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The expected and observed 95% CL intervals obtained with the 36.1 fb−1 and
139 fb−1 data sets are shown in Table 7.31. The results obtained with the HC model
are expressed in terms of the coupling parameter c

HG̃
in the SMEFT model. The inter-

pretation of the measured STXS cross sections within the SMEFT (Section 7.3) is about
one order of magnitude more sensitive than the HC analysis. Since both measurements
are dominated by statistical uncertainties the exclusion limits improve with the fourth
squared of the integrated luminosity. Taking this into account, the 95% CL intervals
obtained with the 36.1 fb−1 data set improve by a factor of two, which is still about one
order of magnitude less sensitive compared to the constraints obtained with the 139 fb−1.
This is because there is only one production bin (ggF) employed with 36.1 fb−1 of data,
while seven ggF production bins are employed in the interpretation of the 139 fb−1 data
set within the SMEFT. The larger amount of production bins defined by the range of the
Higgs boson transverse momentum pHT increases the sensitivity to BSM physics in the
Xgg interaction vertex.

Table 7.31: Comparison of the expected and observed confidence intervals at 95% CL for
the CP-odd BSM couplings c

HG̃
in the Xgg interaction vertex from the measurement in

the H → ZZ∗→ 4` decay channel with the 36.1 fb−1 and 139 fb−1 data sets

BSM coupling 95% CL interval

Expected Observed

Run 2, 36.1 fb−1 at
√
s= 13 TeV

c
HG̃

[−0.41,0.41] [−0.56,0.56]

Run 2, 139 fb−1 at
√
s= 13 TeV

c
HG̃

[−0.031,0.031] [−0.029,0.029]
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Test of CP-Violation in Vector Boson Fusion

Production

In the previous chapter, the tensor structure of the Higgs boson couplings is mainly
probed by the event rates measured for different Higgs boson production modes. In
an alternative approach, the tensor structure can also be tested in a rate-independent
way, by relying only on the shapes of the distributions of kinematic variables of final
state particles. Such observables are in general less sensitive to BSM couplings than
the production rates. However, the shape observables can be chosen such that they are
insensitive to CP-even BSM couplings providing a direct probe of the CP-odd couplings
and, therefore, of CP-violation in the Higgs sector.

In this chapter, a sensitivity study for such a test for CP-violation at the XV V vertex
in H → ZZ∗→ 4` decays for the full Run 2 data set in VBF Higgs boson production is
performed.

8.1 Analysis Strategy

The BSM signal is modelled within the Higgs Characterisation (HC) framework and
the analysis is performed with the same CP-odd BSM signal and the same background
samples (see Section 4.2.2) that were also used for the EFT-based HC analysis with
the 36.1 fb−1data set (Section 7.2). The signal events were generated with the Mad-
Graph5_aMC@NLO generator. The sensitivity of the CP-violation measurement is
evaluated for the integrated luminosity of 139 fb−1 of the full Run 2 data set.

The Higgs boson candidates are selected as for inclusive analysis using the 36.1 fb−1 data
set described in Section 4.3. The 4` mass window is adjusted to 115 GeV <m4`< 130 GeV
to agree with the one used in the most recent coupling studies with 139 fb−1 (Section 7.3).
The VBF Higgs boson production mode is targeted by selecting Higgs boson candidates
which fall into the VBF-enriched category requiring at least two jets in the final state
with an invariant mass of the two leading jets larger than 120 GeV.
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Chapter 8 Test of CP-Violation in Vector Boson Fusion Production

The signal in this event category is modelled with simulated BSM VBF+V H-Had samples
taking into account the contaminations from the background and the ggF Higgs boson
production. In order to apply the best-prediction-scaling on the VBF+V H-Had samples
simulated at LO in QCD (see Section 7.2.2.2), the samples are combined with the corres-
ponding V H-Lep samples and compared to the sum of the nominal VBF and WH and
ZH Powheg samples. The signal event yield in the VBF-enriched category is then scaled
to the best-prediction according to Equation 7.12, with a resulting scale factor of

SF(VBF+V H) = 1.044410. (8.1)

The observables sensitive to the CP-odd XV V contributions are defined using only the
production vertex information (see Section 8.2). Thus, it can be assumed that there is
no impact of BSM contributions to the contaminating ggF production mode.

The distributions of CP-sensitive observables are modelled with the morphing method
as described in Section 7.2.2.1 with the difference that each bin of the observable dis-
tribution is modelled instead of just a single event yield value in the reconstructed
category. The same VBF+V H-Had and V H-Lep input samples are used as in the case of
the one-dimensional scan of the Higgs Characterisation parameter sακAV V (see Table 7.4).

The constraints on possible CP-violating contributions are obtained from the binned like-
lihood fit with a likelihood function L (data | κ) constructed out of Poisson distributions
P for the observed distribution of the observable T in the VBF-enriched reconstructed
category given the signal and background expectations s(κ) and b, respectively,

L (data | κ) = P (T | s(κ) + b) . (8.2)

The likelihood function depends on the parameter of interest κ= {cακSM ,sακAV V }. The
parameter cακSM is related to the SM-like CP-even interaction terms, while sακAV V
represents the CP-odd ones. The sensitivity study is performed without taking systematic
uncertainties into account. Therefore, the nuisance parameters θ are not included into
the likelihood function. The exclusion limits on κ are obtained from the κ−scan of the
test statistic q based on the ratio of likelihoods [193],

q =−2ln L (κ)
L (κ̂) =−2ln(λ) . (8.3)

8.2 CP-Violating Observables

As mentioned previously, the production rates are sensitive to both CP-even and CP-odd
BSM contributions. Such variables, therefore, cannot be employed as an unambiguous
probe of CP-odd admixtures to the SM Higgs boson coupling. On the other hand,
the interference between the SM and BSM CP-odd interactions introduce modifications
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8.2 CP-Violating Observables

of certain kinematic distributions in the final state, while keeping the production rate
constant. The distributions of the corresponding CP-odd observables OCP, therefore,
provide a direct test for CP-violation.

In order to remove any sensitivity on CP-even BSM interactions, only the shape and no
normalisation of a given OCP distribution is considered. In case of the CP-invariance, the
mean value of the CP-odd observable vanishes, 〈OCP〉 = 0, while a non-vanishing mean
value would be a clear sign of CP-violation.

Two CP-odd observables are discussed in the following: the azimuthal angle between the
two tagging jets in the final state (∆φsign

jj ) and the first-order Optimal Observable for
VBF production (OO1,jjH). The latter is based on a matrix element calculation which
combines the information of jet and Higgs boson four-momenta, thus providing a higher
sensitivity compared to the former one.

8.2.1 Azimuthal Angle Between Tagging Jets

A rather straightforward and model independent variable sensitive to CP-violation is the
signed difference of the azimuthal angle of the two leading jets ∆φsign

jj [216, 217], defined
on particle level as,

εµνρσb
µ
+p

ν
+b

ρ
−p

σ
− = 2pT,+pT,− sin(φ+−φ−) = 2pT,+pT,− sin

(
∆φsign

qq

)
, (8.4)

where bµ+ and bµ− correspond to the normalised four momenta of the two proton beams
and pµ+ and pµ− to the four momenta of the two leading quarks, with p+(p−) pointing
into the same detector hemisphere as bµ+(bµ−). Since this definition is invariant under the
interchange (b+,p+)↔ (b−,p−), ∆φsign

qq is a CP-odd observable.

The corresponding ∆φsign
jj observable can be calculated from the reconstructed final state

particles by rewriting Equation 8.4:

∆φsign
jj =

{
φj1−φj2 for yj1 > yj2

φj2−φj1 for yj2 > yj1
, (8.5)

where j1 and j2 are the leading (highest-pT ) and the subleading (second-highest pT ) jet,
respectively; yj is the jet rapidity and φj the jet azimuthal angle. The distributions of the
CP-odd observable ∆φsign

jj in the VBF-enriched reconstructed event category are shown
in Figure 8.1 for the SM hypothesis and for CP-odd BSM admixtures to the SM. The
expected distributions for the SM hypothesis is symmetric around zero, i.e. the mean
value is vanishing 〈OCP〉 = 0. In contrast to that, the ∆φsign

jj distribution is asymmetric
and sensitive to the sign of the CP-odd BSM coupling parameters. Positive (negative)
values of the CP-odd BSM coupling parameters induce shifts with ∆φsign

jj > 0 (∆φsign
jj < 0).
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Figure 8.1: The expected distributions of the CP-odd observable ∆φsign
jj in the VBF-

enriched reconstructed category (Nj ≥ 2,mjj > 120 GeV) for the SM signal alone and
with CP-odd BSM admixture with positive and negative CP-odd couplings.

In order to set constraints on the CP-violating contributions, either the observed mean
value of the ∆φsign

jj distribution is compared to data or a maximum likelihood fit to
the entire ∆φsign

jj distribution is performed. While the first approach is most model-
independent, the latter approach is used in this thesis since the full shape information
provides a better signal sensitivity.

8.2.2 First-Order Optimal Observable for VBF Production

Another CP-odd observable studied in this thesis is defined based on the concept of
Optimal Observables [218–222]. Assuming momentum conservation in the transverse
plane of the proton-proton collision and neglecting the jet mass, the final state with the
Higgs boson and two tagging jets can be fully described by seven phase space variables.
The concept of the Optimal Observable method combines in a well defined optimum way
the full information of this multi-dimensional phase space into one single variable, the
Optimal Observable (OO), which is calculated from the leading-order matrix elements
for the VBF production.

The leading-order matrix element MMix for the VBF production in the presence of CP-
odd BSM contributions can be written as the sum of the CP-even SM matrix element
MSM and the CP-odd contribution MCP−odd,

MMix = MSM + v

4 ·Λ · tan(α) · κAV V
κSM

·MCP−odd = MSM + d̃ ·MCP−odd, (8.6)
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which leads to three components of the square of the matrix element:

|MMix|2 = |MSM|2 + d̃ ·2Re(M∗SMMCP−odd) + d̃2 · |MCP−odd|2 . (8.7)

The two terms |MSM|2 and d̃2 · |MCP−odd|2 transform CP-even, while the interference
term d̃ ·2Re(M∗SMMCP−odd) is CP-odd and, therefore, directly sensitive to CP-violation.
The integral of this term over a CP-symmetric part of the phase space vanishes yielding
to no contribution to the total cross section. The SM cross section is only modified by
the third term in Equation 8.7, which increases it proportional to d̃2.

The second and third terms in Equation 8.7 are used to compute the Optimal Observables.
In general, any value of d̃ can be used for the construction. For simplification, the value
d̃= 1 is used, corresponding to a parameter configuration in the HC model of Λ = 1 TeV,
v = 246.22 GeV, κSM =

√
2 and sακAV V = 22.975/

√
2. The first-order Optimal Observable

is defined as
OO1,jjH = |MMix|2−|MSM|2−|MCP−odd|2

|MSM|2
, (8.8)

while the second-order Optimal Observable is

OO2,jjH = |MCP−odd|2

|MSM|2
. (8.9)

In the case of CP-invariance, the distribution of the first-order Optimal Observable
OO1,jjH has mean zero, while the mean is shifted to positive (negative) values in the case
of CP-violation with the positive (negative) sign of the CP-odd BSM coupling parameter
sακAV V . The second-order Optimal Observable OO2,jjH affects the total cross section
and is, therefore, not used in the present analysis in order to avoid sensitivity of the
analysis to CP-even BSM contributions.

The matrix elements for the OO1,jjH are calculated with MadGraph5_aMC@NLO us-
ing the NNPDF23lo PDF set as for the generation of the HC BSM signal samples (Sec-
tion 4.2.2.2). For each reconstructed event, the matrix element is calculated from the
four-momenta of the Higgs boson (from the four-momenta of the four leptons) and of
the two leading jets. Since in total 60 Feynman diagrams contribute to the VBF process
and because the flavour of the incoming and outgoing partons cannot be determined ex-
perimentally, the observable is summed over all possible flavour configurations ij→ klH

weighted by the parton distribution functions fi(x). The SM matrix element is then given
by

|MSM|2 =
∑
i,j,k,l

fi(x1)fj(x2) |MSM|2 (ij→ klH) , (8.10)

and the interference term as

2Re(M∗SMMCP−odd) =
∑
i,j,k,l

fi(x1)fj(x2)2Re(M∗SMMCP−odd)(ij→ klH) , (8.11)

279



Chapter 8 Test of CP-Violation in Vector Boson Fusion Production

with the Bjorken momentum fractions x1 and x2 of the incoming partons. Due to energy-
momentum conservation, the Bjorken values can be reconstructed from the reconstructed
final state observables,

xreco1 = mjjH√
s
eyjjH and xreco2 = mjjH√

s
e−yjjH , (8.12)

where mjjH is the mass and yjjH the rapidity of the vectorial sum of the four-momenta
of the Higgs boson and the two tagging jets. Figure 8.2 shows the distribution of
OO1,jjH for the SM hypothesis and for the CP-odd BSM admixtures to the SM in the
VBF-enriched event category from simulation. As for ∆φsign

jj , the distribution of the first-
order Optimal Observable for the SM CP-even hypothesis is symmetric around zero, while
the CP-odd observable is asymmetric and distinguishes between positive and negative CP-
odd BSM contributions. Positive coupling parameters induce a shift of the distribution
to positive values, while negative coupling parameters prefer negative values.
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Figure 8.2: The expected distributions of the CP-odd observable OO1,jjH in the VBF-
enriched reconstructed category (Nj ≥ 2,mjj > 120 GeV) for the SM signal alone and with
CP-odd BSM admixture with positive and negative CP-odd couplings.
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8.2.3 Validation of the CP-odd Observables

In order to verify that the CP-odd observables introduced above are not affected by
CP-even BSM contributions to the XV V interaction vertex, the limits on the CP-odd
sακAV V coupling parameter are evaluated for a CP-even BSM contribution to the interac-
tion in the Monte Carlo Simulation. The signal samples used are summarised in Table 8.1.

The distributions of the CP-odd observables ∆φsign
jj and OO1,jjH for the SM and different

BSM CP-even hypotheses are shown in Figure 8.3(a) and Figure 8.4(a). For both observ-
ables, the distributions from the different CP-even BSM hypotheses can be distinguished
from each other and also from the SM hypothesis. This dependence of the shape of
the CP-odd observables on the CP-even BSM coupling parameter is clearly visible in
the ratio to the SM (Figure 8.3(b) and Figure 8.4(b)). For the ∆φsign

jj observable, the
ratio on average increases for increasing absolute values of BSM coupling parameters.
In case of positive (negative) values of CP-even BSM coupling parameters, the ratio
increases (decreases) with increasing absolute value of ∆φsign

jj . In case of the OO1,jjH

observable, the ratio to the SM also increases with increasing absolute values of CP-even
BSM couplings. Different than for ∆φsign

jj , the ratio increases with increasing OO1,jjH

values for both the positive and negative BSM coupling parameters. Despite of this
dependence, the measurement of the CP-invariance is not expected to be significantly
biased by CP-even BSM contributions, because all distributions are symmetric around
zero with a vanishing mean value of 〈OCP〉= 0.

Table 8.1: The VBF+V H Monte Carlo samples with CP-even BSM admixtures to the SM,
used for the validation of the CP-odd observables ∆φsign

jj and OO1,jjH . The corresponding
cross section times branching ratio values are also shown. In the sample name, P (N)
denotes that positive (negative) coupling parameters were used for the generation.

Sample cα κSM κHV V σ ·B [fb]

Mixture_1P 1 1 5 2.76

Mixture_1N 1 1 −2.5 1.31

Mixture_2P 1 1 2.5 0.92

Mixture_2N 1 1 −5 2.57
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Figure 8.3: The (a) expected distributions of the CP-odd observable ∆φsign
jj as well as (b)

their ratio to the SM in the VBF-enriched reconstructed category (Nj ≥ 2,mjj > 120 GeV)
in case of the SM hypothesis and assuming CP-even BSM admixtures to the SM.
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Figure 8.4: The (a) expected distributions of the CP-odd observable OO1,jjH as well as (b)
their ratio to the SM in the VBF-enriched reconstructed category (Nj ≥ 2,mjj > 120 GeV)
in case of the SM hypothesis and assuming CP-even BSM admixtures to the SM.
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In addition to the comparison of the shape of the distributions, a maximum likelihood
fit of the full distribution is performed to directly evaluate the impact on the CP-odd
BSM coupling sακAV V . For this purpose, pseudo-data are introduced corresponding
to the hypothesis with CP-even BSM admixtures and a scan of the test statistics q is
performed over a range of the CP-odd BSM coupling parameter values sακAV V using this
pseudo-data.

The expected values of the test statistics q of the scans are shown in Figure 8.5 for the
SM hypothesis as well as for the four different CP-even BSM admixtures. The expected
best-fit results and the 68% and 95% CL are summarised in Table 8.2. Within the
statistical precision, the best-fit values obtained with all tested CP-even BSM hypotheses
is zero for both CP-odd observables. Therefore, CP-even BSM contribution do not
bias the measurement of the CP-odd coupling parameter value, verifying the eligibility of
the ∆φsign

jj andOO1,jjH observables for the study of the CP-invariance in theXV V vertex.

Table 8.2: The expected 68% and 95% CL intervals and best-fit values from one-
dimensional likelihood scans of the test statistics q over the CP-odd BSM coupling para-
meter for the SM and various CP-even BSM hypotheses. The scans are performed with
pseudo-data assuming an integrated luminosity of 139 fb−1 at a centre-of-mass energy of
13 TeV. The value of the SM-like coupling parameter cακSM is set to one in all scans.

BSM coupling Confidence interval (CL) Best-fit

κBSM 68% 95% cακ̂AVV

Observable: ∆φsignjj

SM cακHV V = 0 [−1.69,1.69] [−,−] 0.00

BSM cακHV V =−5 [−0.62,0.64] [−1.65,1.70] 0.00

BSM cακHV V =−2.5 [−0.97,0.88] [−,−] −0.04

BSM cακHV V = 2.5 [−0.77,0.74] [−,−] −0.01

BSM cακHV V = 5 [−0.42,0.46] [−0.94,0.98] 0.02

Observable: OO1 ,jjH

SM cακHV V = 0 [−1.80,1.84] [−,−] 0.00

BSM cακHV V =−5 [−1.20,1.09] [−,−] −0.05

BSM cακHV V =−2.5 [−1.43,1.41] [−,−] −0.01

BSM cακHV V = 2.5 [−1.22,1.09] [−,−] −0.05

BSM cακHV V = 5 [−0.77,0.79] [−2.17,2.25] 0.00
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Figure 8.5: Expected values of test statistic q = −2ln(λ) in dependence on the CP-odd
coupling parameter sακAV V , for (a) the CP-odd observables ∆φsign

jj and (b) OO1,jjH

assuming a signal with CP-even BSM contributions in the pseudo-data at an integrated
luminosity of 139 fb−1 at a centre-of-mass energy of 13 TeV. The horizontal lines indicate
the 68% and 95% CL intervals for the parameter of interest, assuming the asymptotic χ2

distribution of the test statistic.
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Since the observables ∆φsign
jj and OO1,jjH are symmetric around zero in case of CP-even

BSM contributions, it is expected that also the exclusion limits would be symmetric.
This is not fully the case in the presented study, due to fluctuations caused by the small
number of expected events in the VBF-enriched category.

The exclusion limits on sακAV V obtained for different CP-even BSM hypotheses are more
stringent compared to those for the SM hypothesis. The limits are increasingly tighter
for the increasing ratio of the distributions from SM and CP-even BSM hypotheses (see
Figure 8.3(b) and Figure 8.4(b)). For both observables, the largest ratio is expected for
sακAV V = 5 leading to the tightest confidence intervals of [−0.77,0.79] and [−2.17,2.25]
at 95% CL compared to the SM limits of [−1.69,1.69] and [−1.80,1.84] for the observables
∆φsign

jj and OO1,jjH , respectively. Since in the case of the ∆φsign
jj observable, the ratio to

the SM is larger as for OO1,jjH the corresponding difference in exclusion limits is also
larger. Thus, the presence of CP-even BSM admixtures to the SM XV V vertex lead to
tighter constraints on the CP-odd BSM parameters.

A more model independent measurement can be provided by a fit of the expected mean
value of the observable to data or by using a one-bin asymmetry value as the final
discriminant in the fit instead of the full distribution.

8.3 Expected Sensitivity for Full Run 2

The expected number of events after the inclusive analysis selection of Higgs boson
candidates in the mass range of 115 GeV < m4` < 130 GeV and after the classification
into the reconstructed VBF-enriched category are shown in Table 8.3 for an integrated
luminosity of 139 fb−1 at

√
s= 13 TeV . The numbers differ slightly from those quoted in

Section 7.3, since they are obtained from simulated samples used in the analysis of the
36.1 fb−1 data set. In addition, the inclusive event selection for the 139 fb−1 data set has
been slightly changed compared to 36.1 fb−1 as described in Section 4.3.

The observables introduced for the test of CP-invariance are probing the VBF production
vertex. However, since the BSM HC Monte Carlo samples include in addition to the
VBF also V H-Had production mode, the VBF+V H-Had samples are combined with the
V H-Lep samples to build the VBF+V H signal model. Processes with no XV V vertex in
the production, such as the ggF, ttH and bbH production modes are taken into account
as background processes, since this contributions are not modified by CP-odd BSM
couplings. In addition, the SM ZZ∗ production is taken into account as the largest back-
ground contributions, while minor contributions from other backgrounds are neglected.
The expected distributions of the CP-odd observables ∆φsign

jj and OO1,jjH and back-
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ground processes are shown in Figure 8.6 and Figure 8.6, respectively, assuming the SM
signal hypothesis. All distributions are symmetric around zero. The ∆φsign

jj distributions
of the background processes have a similar parabolic shape as the distribution from the
SM Higgs boson signal and in case of the OO1,jjH observable all of the background dis-
tributions peak at zero while for the VBF+V H signal a double peak structure is expected.

Table 8.3: Expected number of events at an integrated luminosity of 139 fb−1 and√
s = 13 TeV after the H → ZZ∗→ 4` event selection in the mass range of 115 GeV <

m4` < 130 GeV, as well as after the categorisation in the reconstructed VBF-enriched cat-
egory, assuming the SM Higgs boson signal with a mass mH = 125 GeV. Only statistical
uncertainties are quoted.

Event selection stage VBF+V H ggF ttH+bbH ZZ∗ Total

115 GeV <m4` < 130 GeV 24.53±0.05 186.9 ±0.5 3.76 ±0.05 100.4 ±0.5 315.5 ±0.7

VBF-enriched 10.10±0.03 16.83±0.12 0.507±0.015 5.98±0.11 33.41 ±0.16

In order to estimate the sensitivity to CP-violation using the full Run 2 data set the
distribution of an CP-sensitive observable is fitted to the expected data using a binned
maximum likelihood fit. Only the shape and no rate information is employed. Two hypo-
theses are tested for the expected data: the SM hypothesis and a BSM hypothesis with
the CP-odd BSM coupling parameter set to sακAV V = 0.43. To evaluate the influence of
the various background processes on the exclusion limits, the ggF, the ttH+bbH and the
ZZ∗ background contributions are cumulatively taken into account.

The expected 68% CL intervals on the BSM parameter sακAV V as well as the best-fit
values are shown in Table 8.4 for both tested hypotheses. The corresponding distributions
of the test statistics are shown in Figure 8.8. As expected stronger exclusion limits
are obtained with the OO1,jjH observable, since this observable incorporates the full
information on the kinematic properties of final state particles, while the ∆φsign

jj observable
includes only the jet information.
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Figure 8.6: The expected distributions of the CP-odd observable ∆φsign
jj for (a) ggF, (b)

ttH+bbH and (c) ZZ∗ background. The SM expectation for the VBF+V H signal is
shown for comparison in all cases.
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Figure 8.7: The expected distributions of the CP-odd observable OO1,jjH for (a) ggF,
(b) ttH+bbH and (c) ZZ∗ background. The SM expectation for the VBF+V H signal is
shown for comparison in all cases.
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Figure 8.8: Expected values of the test statistic q =−2ln(λ) scanned over sακAV V using
the (a) and (b) SM and (c) and (d) pseudo-data for distributions ∆φsign

jj (left-hand-side)
and OO1,jjH (right-hand-side) for 139 fb−1 at a centre-of-mass energy of 13 TeV. The
horizontal lines indicate the value of the profile likelihood ratio corresponding to the
68% and 95% CL intervals for the parameter of interest, assuming the asymptotic χ2

distribution of the test statistic.
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Table 8.4: The expected confidence intervals at 68% CL and the best-fit values of the CP-
odd BSM coupling parameter sακAV V for one-dimensional likelihood scans with the SM
and CP-odd BSM pseudo-data at an integrated luminosity of 139 fb−1at a centre-of-mass
energy of 13 TeV. The SM coupling parameter cακSM is set to one in all scans.

Contributing SM pseudo-data BSM pseudo-data

processes 68% CL interval Best-fit 68% CL interval Best-fit

Observable: ∆φsignjj

VBF+V H [−1.69,1.69] 0.00 [−1.02,−] 0.43

+ ggF [−,−] 0.00 [−,−] 0.43

+ ttH+bbH [−,−] 0.00 [−,−] 0.43

+ ZZ∗ [−,−] 0.00 [−,−] 0.43

Observable: OO1 ,jjH

VBF+V H [−1.80,1.84] 0.00 [−1.27,2.52] 0.43

+ ggF [−3.65,3.80] 0.00 [−2.66,5.41] 0.43

+ ttH+bbH [−3.74,3.88] 0.00 [−2.72,5.56] 0.43

+ ZZ∗ [−4.90,4.85] 0.00 [−3.30,−] 0.43

In the case of the ∆φsign
jj observable the exclusion limits at 68% CL can only be obtained

for a pure VBF+V H signal and no background contributions. The corresponding 68% CL
interval is [−1.69,1.69]. By adding the ggF contribution or other background processes
no exclusion limits can be set, neither for the SM nor for the BSM hypothesis.

The expected 68% CL interval in case of the OO1,jjH observable and by considering only
the VBF+V H signal is [−1.80,1.84] about 10% less significant than the one achieved
with the ∆φsign

jj observable. However, the OO1,jjH observable provides in contrast to the
∆φsign

jj observable a 68% CL interval even when all background processes are taken into
account. By including the ggF production mode the exclusion limit degrades by a factor
of two, due to a large ggF contribution of about 50% in the VBF-enriched category.
Since the ttH+bbH production have only a small contribution of about 1.5% to the
total signal yield only a slight degradation of the exclusion limit is expected from these
processes. The irreducible background contributes with 18% to the event yield, leading to
a further degradation of the exclusion limits by 30%. Finally, after taking all background
processes into account, the expected exclusion limit on sακAV V is [−4.90,4.85] at 68% CL.
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Chapter 8 Test of CP-Violation in Vector Boson Fusion Production

The maximum likelihood fit under the CP-odd BSM hypotheses always converges to the
correct value of the hypothesised signal parameter of sακAV V = 0.43. The values of the
test statistics are smaller for positive than for negative BSM coupling parameters, leading
to a one sided constrain on sακAV V of [−3.30,−] at 68% CL from the OO1,jjH observable
after accounting for all background contributions.

In order to further improve the measurement sensitivity, the relatively large contribu-
tion of the background of about 70% has to be suppressed and discriminated from the
VBF+V H signal. One possibility is to employ boosted decision trees as for the SM cross
section measurement described in Section 5.3. This and other possible improvements are
discussed in the following section.

8.4 Optimisation of the Measurement

The major background contribution in the VBF-enriched category originates from the
ggF production mode with 50% of all events, followed by the irreducible ZZ∗ background
and the ttH+bbH production with 18% and 1.5%, respectively. As discussed in the
previous section, these background contributions decrease the analysis sensitivity.

In order to provide a discrimination between the VBF+V H signal and the background
processes, boosted decision trees introduced in Section 5.3 can be employed. A require-
ment on the BDT discriminant is optimised such to obtain the best signal enhancement.
The BDT discriminant (BDTVBF) used in the VBF-enriched category in the SM cross
section measurement (Section 5.3.4) is employed.

The expected distribution of the BDTVBF output discriminant in the VBF-enriched cat-
egory is shown in Figure 8.9 for the SM ggF and SM VBF+V H production, as well as
for VBF+V H signal with non-vanishing CP-odd BSM parameters. The distribution of
the VBF+V H signal is shifted to positive values, while negative values are preferred by
the ggF background. Thus, with a cut on BDTVBF the ggF background contamination
can be reduced.

However, the shape of the BDTVBF discriminant for the VBF+V H processes is affected
by the size of the CP-odd BSM coupling parameter. The larger absolute value of the
CP-odd BSM coupling parameter, the stronger the shift of the distribution forwards to
negative values. This dependence reduces the separation between signal and ggF and is
due to the fact that some of the input variables used in the BDT training are dependent
on BSM couplings.
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Figure 8.9: The expected distribution of the BDT response in the VBF-enriched recon-
structed event category for the ggF and VBF+V H production predicted by the SM, as
well as for the signal with different values of BSM CP-odd coupling parameters.

The distributions of input variables with largest BSM dependence (pj1T , pj2T , ∆ηjj and
∆RminjZ ) are shown in Figure 8.10 for the VBF+V H processes with the SM and CP-odd
BSM coupling parameters. The spectra of the transverse momentum of the two lead-
ing jets tend to be harder in the presence of BSM couplings (further away from ggF),
while the jets are less separated in pseudorapidity compared to the SM expectation
(i.e. closer to ggF). The minimal angle between the leading jet and the reconstructed
Z boson ∆RminjZ is also smaller in case of the BSM couplings, i.e. it becomes similar to ggF.

Therefore, the threshold on the BDTVBF response not only reduces the ggF background
contribution, but also the BSM signal contribution. In order to remove potential biases
of BDT discriminants on the final result, the final threshold value is chosen such to reject
a similar fraction of SM and BSM VBF+V H signal events.

The fraction of signal events in the VBF-enriched category surviving a given require-
ment on the BDTVBF threshold is shown in Table 8.5. Since the minimal value of the
BDTVBF is −0.8, the first cut is applied at BDTVBF = −0.6, rising in steps of 0.2 up
to BDTVBF > 0.8. The fraction of SM signal events is 19.36% for a requirement of
BDTVBF > 0.8 while it is even smaller, down to 16.15% and 12.62% for sακAV V = 2.5
and sακAV V = 5, respectively. In order to optimise the threshold value, the sensitivity of
the analysis is studied in dependence on the threshold. The threshold values up to 0.4
are considered, corresponding to a relative difference in the fraction with respect to the
SM of about 30% for the CP-odd BSM coupling parameter sακAV V = 5.
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Figure 8.10: The expected distributions of discriminating variables (a) pj1T , (b), pj2T , (c)
∆ηjj and (d) ∆RminjZ used as an input for the boosted decision tree discriminant BDTVBF

in the VBF-enriched reconstructed event category for the VBF+V H SM expectation and
BSM CP-odd coupling parameters.
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The expected number of signal and background events in the VBF-enriched event cat-
egory are shown in Table 8.6 for several different thresholds on the BDTVBF discriminant.
The corresponding signal composition in each of these categories is shown in Table 8.7
and visualised in Figure 8.11. The number of SM VBF+V H signal events reduces by up
to a factor of two for a BDT threshold of 0.4. The ggF background decreases by a larger
factor of ten, and the ttH+bbH production and the ZZ∗ background by a factor of 30
and 20, respectively. Since the background is rejected more strongly compared to the
signal, the signal purity can be enhanced up to 72%.

For each of the tested BDT thresholds, a maximum likelihood fit of the ∆φsign
jj and

OO1,jjH distribution is performed for the SM hypothesis and for the BSM hypothesis
with the CP-odd BSM coupling parameter sακAV V = 0.43. The result is shown in
Table 8.8. The respective values of the test statistic are shown in Figure 8.12.

Table 8.5: Expected fractions of VBF+V H signal events in the reconstructed VBF-
enriched category after applying a requirement on the BDTVBF response after the full
event selection at an integrated luminosity of 139 fb−1 at

√
s = 13 TeV for the SM and

CP-odd BSM admixtures with two different CP-odd BSM coupling parameters. In ad-
dition, the difference of the fraction ∆BSM

rel = fractionSM−fractionBSM
fractionSM

to the SM prediction is
shown.

VBF-enriched VBF+V H SM sακAV V = 2.5 ∆sακAV V =2.5
rel sακAV V = 5 [%] ∆sακAV V =5

rel

category [%] [%] [%] [%] [%]

No BDTVBF cut 100.00 100.00 0 100.00 0

BDTVBF >−0.6 92.57 90.64 2.08 89.06 3.79

BDTVBF >−0.4 79.69 72.81 8.63 67.27 15.59

BDTVBF >−0.2 71.95 63.35 11.95 56.07 22.07

BDTVBF > 0.0 64.14 55.24 13.88 47.87 25.37

BDTVBF > 0.2 55.38 46.51 16.02 39.77 28.19

BDTVBF > 0.4 45.81 38.45 16.08 31.69 30.83

BDTVBF > 0.6 34.39 28.56 16.93 22.53 34.48

BDTVBF > 0.8 19.36 16.15 16.54 12.62 34.79
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Table 8.6: Expected number of VBF+V H signal and background events after the full event
selection in the reconstructed VBF-enriched event category at an integrated luminosity
of 139 fb−1 at

√
s = 13 TeV for different thresholds on the BDTVBF response assuming

the SM Higgs boson signal with a mass mH = 125 GeV. Only statistical uncertainties are
quoted.

VBF-enriched
category

VBF+V H ggF ttH+bbH ZZ∗ Total

No BDTVBF cut 10.10±0.03 16.83±0.12 0.507±0.015 5.98 ±0.11 33.41±0.16

BDTVBF >−0.6 9.31±0.03 12.05±0.10 0.375±0.013 4.16 ±0.09 25.89±0.14

BDTVBF >−0.4 8.03±0.03 7.43±0.08 0.136±0.008 2.07 ±0.06 17.66±0.11

BDTVBF >−0.2 7.31±0.02 5.24±0.07 0.081±0.007 1.26 ±0.05 13.88±0.09

BDTVBF > 0.0 6.62±0.02 3.74±0.06 0.049±0.005 0.802±0.039 11.22±0.07

BDTVBF > 0.2 5.87±0.02 2.57±0.05 0.027±0.004 0.503±0.031 8.97±0.06

BDTVBF > 0.4 5.05±0.02 1.69±0.04 0.018±0.003 0.319±0.025 7.07±0.05

Table 8.7: Expected VBF+V H signal and background fractions after the full event se-
lection in the reconstructed VBF-enriched event category at an integrated luminosity of
139 fb−1 at

√
s= 13 TeV for different thresholds on the BDTVBF response assuming the

SM Higgs boson signal with a mass mH = 125 GeV

VBF-enriched VBF+V H ggF ttH+bbH ZZ∗

category [%] [%] [%] [%]

No BDTVBF cut 30.22 50.36 1.52 17.90

BDTVBF >−0.6 35.95 46.55 1.45 16.06

BDTVBF >−0.4 45.47 42.07 0.77 11.70

BDTVBF >−0.2 52.65 37.72 0.58 9.05

BDTVBF > 0.0 59.06 33.35 0.44 7.15

BDTVBF > 0.2 65.45 28.65 0.30 5.60

BDTVBF > 0.4 71.39 23.85 0.25 4.51
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Figure 8.11: Expected signal composition in the VBF-enriched reconstructed event cat-
egory with different thresholds on the BDTVBF discriminant.

For both CP-odd observables the sensitivity is significantly improved by the BDT require-
ment. For the CP-violating observable ∆φsign

jj , the SM hypothesis cannot be excluded
if no BDTVBF cut is applied. The 68% CL interval for the CP-odd coupling parameter
improves to [−2.39,2.42] with a cut BDTVBF > 0.4.

For the CP-odd observable OO1,jjH the exclusion limits improve by a factor of two
from [−4.90,4.85] to [−2.47,2.58] after applying the cut BDTVBF > 0.4. For BDTVBF

cuts above −0.2 the sensitivity improves only slightly, since the statistical uncertainty
increases.

The fit performed for the hypothesis of a CP-odd BSM signal gives similar results as
the one obtained for the SM expectation. The limits improve with larger thresholds on
BDTVBF and the relative improvement for thresholds above −0.2 is only minor. The
best-fit values of sακAV V obtained from the fits agree with the values assumed for the
BSM hypothesis, sακAV V −0.43.
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Table 8.8: The expected confidence intervals at 68% CL and best-fit values of the CP-odd
BSM parameter sακAV V , obtained from the one-dimensional likelihood scan with the SM
and the CP-odd BSM hypotheses at an integrated luminosity of 139 fb−1at

√
s= 13 TeV.

The results are shown for different BDTVBF cuts. In all scans the value of the SM coupling
parameter cακSM is set to the SM prediction of one.

Employed SM pseudo-data BSM pseudo-data

threshold 68% CL interval Best-fit 68% CL interval Best-fit

Observable: ∆φsignjj

No BDTVBF cut [−,−] 0.00 [−,−] 0.43

BDTVBF >−0.6 [−,−] 0.00 [−,−] 0.43

BDTVBF >−0.4 [−3.56,4.65] 0.00 [−1.96,−] 0.43

BDTVBF >−0.2 [−2.90,2.55] 0.00 [−1.73,−] 0.43

BDTVBF > 0.0 [−2.51,2.47] 0.00 [−1.64,−] 0.43

BDTVBF > 0.2 [−2.40,2.37 0.00 [−1.62,−] 0.43

BDTVBF > 0.4 [−2.39,2.42] 0.00 [−1.61,4.36] 0.43

Observable: OO1 ,jjH

No BDTVBF cut [−4.90,4.85] 0.00 [−3.30,−] 0.43

BDTVBF >−0.6 [−3.52,3.75] 0.00 [−2.65,5.02] 0.43

BDTVBF >−0.4 [−2.81,3.03] 0.00 [−2.18,3.92] 0.43

BDTVBF >−0.2 [−2.56,2.64] 0.00 [−1.96,3.39] 0.43

BDTVBF > 0.0 [−2.46,2.59] 0.00 [−1.91,3.30] 0.43

BDTVBF > 0.2 [−2.43,2.52] 0.00 [−1.90,3.19] 0.43

BDTVBF > 0.4 [−2.47,2.58] 0.00 [−1.94,3.25] 0.43
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Figure 8.12: Expected values of the test statistic q =−2ln(λ) for the SM (left-hand-side)
and BSM (right-hand-side) hypothesis, obtained from the scans over the CP-odd BSM
coupling parameter sακAV V at an integrated luminosity of 139 fb−1 at a centre-of-mass
energy of 13 TeV. The likelihood curves are shown for different BDTVBF cuts, in (a) and
(b) using the ∆φsign

jj observable and in (c) and (d) the OO1,jjH observable. The horizontal
lines indicate the value of the profile likelihood ratio corresponding to the 68% CL interval
for the parameter of interest, assuming the asymptotic χ2 distribution of the test statistic.
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As a consequence of these optimisation studies a cut of BDTVBF > −0.2 is employed.
The corresponding relative difference in the BSM signal fraction relative to the SM signal
is up to 20% (compare Table 8.5) for the BSM coupling parameter sακAV V = 5 and the
signal purity is 50%. The expected confidence intervals at 68% CL are [−2.90,2.55] and
[−2.56,2.64] for the ∆φsign

jj and the OO1,jjH observable, respectively.

To summarise, the use of BDT discriminants suppress the background contribution and
allows for an improvement of exclusion limits on the CP-odd BSM couplings. How-
ever, the currently used BDTVBF discriminant has a strong dependence on the size of
the BSM couplings, reducing the discrimination power for large BSM coupling values.
Possible solution is to train a new BDT discriminant dedicated for the measurement of
CP-violation. The input variables should be chosen such to provide a good separation
between the VBF+V H and ggF production mode, while at the same time minimising
the BSM dependence.

Another possibility of the background suppression is the employment of recurrent neural
network (rNN) [223] instead of BDTs. This deep learning method provides in general
a better separation of the signal from the background for the same input variables.
However, the training of the rNN requires larger input data sets.

Further improvements can be obtained by fitting the entire distribution of the multivari-
ate discriminating variable instead of selecting only events above a certain threshold. In
this way, the statistical precision is not reduced. The sensitivity can also be increased
by using a variable binning for the distributions of the CP-odd observables. In this way,
interesting structures in the shapes of the distribution can be resolved, while less sensitive
regions like the side-band regions can be combined into one single bin, thus increase the
statistical precision.

As discussed in Section 8.2.3, BSM CP-even contributions can influence the results of
the CP-invariance measurement. To be agnostic against such contributions the amount
of asymmetry of the distribution could be used as a single parameter instead of the full
distribution. Another possibility is to take the shape information into account by using
a binned asymmetry.
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8.5 Comparison with Previous Measurements

The test of CP-invariance in the XV V vertex has been performed by several other
analysis summarised in Table 8.9. No evidence for CP-violation has been found in any
of the mentioned measurements. In particular, the CP-invariance was probed in the
decay vertex of H → ZZ∗ → 4` and H → WW ∗ → eνµν decays using the full set of
Run 1 data recorded with the ATLAS detector [28]. The XV V production vertex has
also been probed with Run 1 and first Run 2 data with the ATLAS experiment in the
VBF production mode using the similar Optimal Observable method in the H → ττ

decay channel [207, 208].

Since the analyses in the H → ττ decay channel use the same approach to investigate
the CP-invariance as presented in this thesis, this study is described in more detail. The
results of each analysis are compared with the results obtained in this thesis.

Table 8.9: Summary of ATLAS analyses testing the CP-invariance in the XV V vertex

Decay mode Data set Centre-of-mass energy Integrated luminosity Reference

H → ZZ∗→ 4` Run 1 7,8 TeV 24.8 fb−1 [28]

H →WW ∗→ eνµν Run 1 8 TeV 20.3 fb−1 [28]

H → ττ Run 1 8 TeV 20 fb−1 [207]

H → ττ Run 2 13 TeV 36.1 fb−1 [208]

The test of the CP-invariance in the XV V decay vertex of H → ZZ∗ → 4` and H →
WW ∗→ eνµν decays is performed with proton-proton collision data of the full Run 1 data
set corresponding to an integrated luminosity of 24.3 fb−1 collected with the ATLAS
detector at

√
s = 7 and 8 TeV. Possible CP-violating contributions are modelled within

the HC framework. The CP-odd BSM coupling under study is defined relative to the
SM-like coupling parameter κSM ,

κ̃AV V
κSM

· tan(α) = v

4 ·Λ ·
κAV V
κSM

· tan(α) . (8.13)

The measurement is based on the shape of the CP-sensitive kinematic distributions of the
Higgs boson decay products. Constraints on the CP-odd BSM coupling are set separately
for H → ZZ∗→ 4` and H →WW ∗→ eνµν decays and their combination.

The expected confidence intervals at 68% and 95% CL for the combined measurement
are (κ̃AV V /κSM ) · tan(α) ∈ [−1.2,1.2] and (κ̃AV V /κSM ) · tan(α) ∈ [−2.33,2.30]. Assuming
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Chapter 8 Test of CP-Violation in Vector Boson Fusion Production

the SM prediction for the SM-like coupling parameter, cακSM = 1, the intervals translate
into sακAV V ∈ [−19.5,19.5] at 68% CL and sακAV V ∈ [−37.9,37.4] at 95% CL. The
limits improve by a factor 4√L and

√
2 due to the larger amount of data and increased

centre-of-mass energy, respectively, leading to an expected limit of [-8.9,8.9] at 68% CL
and [-17.4,17.2] at 95% CL for 139 fb−1 and

√
s= 13 TeV.

The exclusion limit obtained with the study presented in this thesis is [-2.56,2.64] at
68% CL, which is about a factor of three better. The CP-invariance measurement in
H → ZZ∗→ 4` and H →WW ∗→ eνµν decays is also based on the concept of Optimal
Observables but employing only the measured four-momenta of the charged leptons
from the Higgs boson decay for the calculation of the matrix elements without taking
into account the information of the leading final state jets from the VBF production.
The decay vertex information and a better signal-to-background ratio allows to set the
exclusion limits at 95% CL, which is not possible in the study presented in this thesis,
which relies on the information from the VBF production vertex. Thus, the presented
study can be further improved by taking into account the information from the decay
vertex.

The CP-sensitive H → ττ analysis is performed with proton-proton collision data cor-
responding to an integrated luminosity of 36.1 fb−1 collected with the ATLAS detector
at
√
s = 13 TeV in the years 2015 and 2016. The effective Lagrangian considered in the

H→ ττ decay channel is the SM Lagrangian augmented with CP-odd dimension-six oper-
ators, as introduced in Section 7.4.1. The strength of CP-violation in the VBF production
is described by a single parameter d̃. The CP-odd coupling parameter d̃ can be translated
into the HC model via the relation

d̃= v ·κAV V
4 ·Λ ·κSM

tan(α). (8.14)

The CP-invariance measurement in the H → ττ decay channel employs the same defin-
ition of the first-order Optimal Observable for the VBF production as introduced in
Section 8.2.2, allowing for a direct comparison of the two measurements.

The analysis in the H → ττ channel has a larger sensitivity to the VBF production.
Due to a larger number of events much stronger VBF selection criteria can be applied:
Nj ≥ 2, pj2T > 30 GeV, mjj > 300 GeV, |ηjj | > 3 and pj1T > 40 GeV. In addition, the
signal-to-background ratio in the signal regions is enhanced by means of dedicated BDT
discriminants. Furthermore, an optimised variable binning is used for the OO1,jjH

observable.

The measurement in the H → ττ is performed with all possible combinations of final
states, with τ leptons decaying either leptonically (τ → `νν̄ with `= e,µ) or hadronically
(τ → ν hadrons). Depending on the decay mode of the τ lepton the events are separated

302



8.5 Comparison with Previous Measurements

into four analysis channels, the dileptonic same-flavour (τlepτlep SF), the dileptonic dif-
ferent flavour (τlepτlep DF), the semileptonic (τlepτhad), and the fully hadronic (τhadτhad)
channel. In each final state a BDT discriminant is trained using different discrimin-
ating input variables. The signal regions are built by a threshold requirement on the
corresponding BDT response. With the introduction of these criteria a similar signal-to-
background ratio of about 2 as in the presented study can be achieved.

The analysis results are obtained from a binned maximum-likelihood fit of the OO1,jjH

distribution in the signal regions fitted simultaneously with dedicated discriminants in
the control regions, which are used to constrain the background normalisations and the
systematic uncertainties.

For an integrated luminosity of 36.1 fb−1 the expected 68% CL interval for the para-
meter d̃ after combining all analysis channels is d̃ ∈ [−0.035,0.033], which translates into
sακAV V ∈ [−0.40,0.38] in the HC model. The limits scale with to an expected interval
of [−0.28,0.27] at 139 fb−1. The exclusion limit obtained with the study presented in
this thesis is [−2.56,2.64], which is worse by a factor of about ten. This is mainly due
to the larger number of signal events in the H → ττ decay channel. With more the pure
VBF category and the BDT observables a similar signal-to-background ratio is achieved
in the H → ττ as in the H → ZZ∗→ 4`. However, the number of signal events is larger
by a factor of ten. Furthermore, the variable binning of the OO1,jjH distribution also
increases the sensitivity.
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9
Summary

The Higgs boson as last missing particle predicted by the Standard Model has been
discovered in 2012 by the ATLAS and CMS experiments in proton-proton collisions
at the Large Hadron Collider (LHC). The measurements of the spin and CP quantum
numbers of the discovered particle confirmed that it is in deed the Standard Model Higgs
boson. So far, the measurements of cross sections for different Higgs boson production
modes and decay rates are well compatible with the Standard Model prediction. The
measurement precision still does not exclude the most favoured models of physics beyond
the Standard Model (BSM). For instance, it is still possible that the tensor structure of
the Higgs boson couplings is modified by small CP-even or CP-odd BSM admixtures to
the pure CP-even Higgs state of the Standard Model. Precise measurements of the Higgs
boson production cross sections and of the tensor structure of the Higgs boson couplings,
including the direct search for CP-violation in the Higgs sector, are very important as a
window to new physics.

In this thesis, such measurements have been performed in the H → ZZ∗→ 4` (` = e,µ)
decay channel to probe the Higgs boson coupling structure. The cross sections for the
main Higgs boson production modes have been measured inclusively in different phase
space regions. These measurements have also been extrapolated to 3000 fb−1 of lumin-
osities to estimate the ultimate precision at the high-luminosity LHC (HL-LHC). The
tensor structure of the Higgs boson couplings to weak vector bosons, gluons and the
top quark have been probed using two different analysis approaches. The sensitivity
for CP-violation in the vector boson fusion production of the Higgs boson has been
evaluated. The measurements have been performed with Run 2 data sets of the ATLAS
detector at the LHC at a centre-of-mass energy of 13 TeV. The data sets used correspond
to integrated luminosities of 36.1 fb−1, 79.8 fb−1 and 139 fb−1. The numbers of selec-
ted Higgs boson decays to four leptons in these data sets are 95, 195 and 316, respectively.

The Higgs boson production cross sections for the main production modes have been
measured with 79.8 fb−1 of data. For this purpose, the selected Higgs boson decays have
been classified according to their production process. Multivariate discriminants were
employed to improve the sensitivity to the production modes in the different categories.
The measured cross sections times branching ratio for H→ ZZ∗→ 4` decays are in good
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agreement with the Standard Model prediction. In the rapidity range |yH | < 2.5 the
measured value is 1.57± 0.18 pb which agrees within 1.5 standard deviations, with the
Standard Model prediction of 1.33±0.08 pb.

The above measurements have been extrapolated to the maximum integrated luminosity
of 3000 fb−1 expected at the HL-LHC taking into account the increase in the centre-of-
mass energy to 14 TeV and a reduction of theoretical and experimental uncertainties.
The overall measurement precision is expected to improved by a factor of about four for
ggF production and by a factor of about six for VBF and V H production at the end of
the HL-LHC data taking. While with 79.8 fb−1 of data only an upper limit could be set
on the ttH production cross section, it can be measured with a precision of 20% at the
end of the HL-LHC.

The tensor structure of the Higgs boson couplings have been probed using two different
effective field theory approaches in which deviations from the Standard Model predictions
are parametrised in terms of BSM coupling parameters. The first analysis, performed
with 36.1 fb−1 of data, probed for the contributions of anomalous CP-even and CP-
odd contributions in the Higgs production and decay using the Higgs Characterisation
framework. Possible BSM contributions to the Higgs boson couplings to vector bosons
(HV V interaction vertex) and to gluons (Hgg interaction vertex) have been studied
independently. Limits have been placed on CP-even (CP-odd) BSM coupling contribu-
tions to the HV V interaction vertex described by the coupling parameter cosα ·κHV V
(sinα ·κAV V ) and on CP-odd BSM contributions to the Hgg interaction vertex described
by the parameter sinα ·κAgg. Input to the analysis are the reconstructed Higgs boson
candidates selected by the inclusive H → ZZ∗ → 4` analysis classified according to the
different production modes. The limits −0.6< cosα ·κHV V < 4.2, −4.4< sinα ·κAV V < 4.4
and −0.68< sinα ·κAgg < 0.68 have been set on the BSM coupling parameters at 95% CL.

The second analysis has been performed with the full Run 2 data set corresponding to
an integrated luminosity of 139 fb−1. In addition to the Higgs boson couplings to vector
bosons and gluons, also the top Yukawa interaction vertex ttH has been probed in ttH
production for CP-even and CP-odd BSM contributions modelled using the Standard
Model Effective Field Theory (SMEFT). In the SMEFT, the CP-even (CP-odd) BSM
couplings at the Hgg interaction vertex are described by coupling parameters cHG (c

HG̃
).

The corresponding CP-even (CP-odd) SMEFT parameters for the HV V interaction
vertex are cHW , cHB, cHWB (c

HW̃
, c
HB̃

, c
HW̃B

) and cuH (cũH) for the ttH vertex. Cross
sections have been measured in exclusive phase space regions defined at particle level and
fitted with the SMEFT prediction, rather than interpreting directly the observed event
yield as in the previous approach. The most stringent limits have been set on the CP-even
BSM coupling parameter to gluons, −0.0074 < cHG < 0.0080, and on the CP-odd BSM
coupling parameters to the weak vector bosons, −2.4 < c

HW̃
< 2.4, −0.56 < c

HB̃
< 0.56
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and −1.03 < c
HW̃B

< 1.03. The constraints on the CP-even BSM coupling parameters
are weaker, −3.4< cHW < 2.1, −0.62< cHB < 0.59 and −1.06< cHWB < 0.99.
These are the first constraints on SMEFT coupling parameters in the H → ZZ∗ → 4`
channel. They will be combined with the measurements in other Higgs boson decay
channels.

The sensitivity to CP-violation in vector boson production of the Higgs boson has been
evaluated using fully simulated H → ZZ∗→ 4` candidates of the full Run 2 data set of
139 fb−1. The kinematic properties of the final state particles are combined into a single
discriminant in a well defined optimum way (Optimal Observable). Expected limits for the
full Run 2 data set from Monte Carlo simulation have been derived for the CP-odd BSM
coupling parameter sinα ·κAV V of the Higgs Characterisation framework. The expected
68% CL interval is −2.56< sinα ·κAV V < 2.64 while no limits can yet be set at 95% CL.
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Four-Lepton Triggers

A.1 Electron Trigger

Table A.1: Electron trigger requirements for the H → ZZ∗→ 4` analysis

Data Period Single-electron Di-electron Tri-electron

2015 HLT_e24_lhmedium_L1EM18VH (D) HLT_2e12_lhloose_L12EM10VH HLT_e17_lhloose_2e9_lhloose

D,E,F,G,H,J HLT_e24_lhmedium_L1EM20VH (E,F,G,H,J )

HLT_e60_lhmedium e120_lhloose

2016 HLT_e24_lhtight_nod0_ivarloose HLT_2e15_lhvloose_nod0_L12EM13VH HLT_e17_lhloose_nod0_2e9_lhloose_nod0

A HLT_e60_lhmedium_nod0

HLT_e60_medium

HLT_e140_lhloose_nod0

HLT_e300_etcut

2016 HLT_e24_lhtight_nod0_ivarloose HLT_2e15_lhvloose_nod0_L12EM13VH HLT_e17_lhloose_nod0_2e9_lhloose_nod0

B-D3 HLT_e60_lhmedium_nod0

HLT_e60_medium

HLT_e140_lhloose_nod0

HLT_e300_etcut

2016 HLT_e26_lhtight_nod0_ivarloose HLT_2e17_lhvloose_nod0 HLT_e17_lhloose_nod0_2e9_lhloose_nod0

D4-E HLT_e60_lhmedium_nod0

HLT_e60_medium

HLT_e140_lhloose_nod0

HLT_e300_etcut

2016 HLT_e26_lhtight_nod0_ivarloose HLT_2e17_lhvloose_nod0 HLT_e17_lhloose_nod0_2e9_lhloose_nod0

F-G2 HLT_e60_lhmedium_nod0

HLT_e60_medium

HLT_e140_lhloose_nod0

HLT_e300_etcut

2016 HLT_e26_lhtight_nod0_ivarloose HLT_2e17_lhvloose_nod0 HLT_e17_lhloose_nod0_2e9_lhloose_nod0

G3-I3 HLT_e60_lhmedium_nod0

HLT_e60_medium

HLT_e140_lhloose_nod0

HLT_e300_etcut

2016 HLT_e26_lhtight_nod0_ivarloose HLT_2e17_lhvloose_nod0 HLT_e17_lhloose_nod0_2e9_lhloose_nod0

I4-L HLT_e60_lhmedium_nod0

HLT_e60_medium

HLT_e140_lhloose_nod0

HLT_e300_etcut

2017 HLT_e26_lhtight_nod0_ivarloose HLT_2e17_lhvloose_nod0_L12EM15VHI HLT_e24_lhvloose_nod0_2e12_lhvloose_nod0_L1EM20VH_3EM10VH

HLT_e60_lhmedium_nod0 HLT_2e24_lhvloose_nod0

HLT_e140_lhloose_nod0

HLT_e300_etcut

2018 HLT_e26_lhtight_nod0_ivarloose HLT_2e17_lhvloose_nod0_L12EM15VHI HLT_e24_lhvloose_nod0_2e12_lhvloose_nod0_L1EM20VH_3EM10VH

HLT_e26_lhtight_nod0 HLT_2e24_lhvloose_nod0

HLT_e60_lhmedium_nod0

HLT_e140_lhloose_nod0

HLT_e300_etcut
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A.2 Muon Trigger

Table A.2: Muon trigger requirements for the H → ZZ∗→ 4` analysis

Data Period Single-muon Di-muon Tri-muon

2015 HLT_mu20_iloose_L1MU15 HLT_2mu10 HLT_3mu6

D,E,F,G,H,J HLT_mu40 HLT_mu18_mu8noL1 HLT_3mu6_msonly

HLT_mu60_0eta105_msonly HLT_mu18_2mu4noL1

2016 HLT_mu24_ivarloose_L1MU15 HLT_2mu10 HLT_mu20_2mu4noL1

A HLT_mu24_iloose_L1MU15 HLT_2mu10_nomucomb HLT_3mu4

HLT_mu40 HLT_mu20_mu8noL1 HLT_mu6_2mu4

HLT_mu50 HLT_mu20_nomucomb_mu6noL1_nscan03 HLT_mu20_nomucomb_mu6noL1_nscan03

HLT_mu11_nomucomb_2mu4noL1_nscan03_L1MU11_2MU6

HLT_mu20_msonly_mu10noL1_msonly_nscan05_noComb

2016 HLT_mu24_ivarmedium HLT_2mu14 HLT_mu20_2mu4noL1

B-D3 HLT_mu24_imedium HLT_2mu14_nomucomb HLT_3mu6

HLT_mu50 HLT_mu20_mu8noL1 HLT_mu6_2mu4

HLT_mu20_nomucomb_mu6noL1_nscan03 HLT_mu20_nomucomb_mu6noL1_nscan03

HLT_mu11_nomucomb_2mu4noL1_nscan03_L1MU11_2MU6

HLT_mu20_msonly_mu10noL1_msonly_nscan05_noComb

2016 HLT_mu24_ivarmedium HLT_2mu14 HLT_mu20_2mu4noL1

D4-E HLT_mu24_imedium HLT_mu20_mu8noL1 HLT_3mu6_msonly

HLT_mu26_ivarmedium HLT_mu22_mu8noL1

HLT_mu26_imedium

HLT_mu50

2016 HLT_mu26_ivarmedium HLT_2mu14 HLT_mu20_2mu4noL1

F-G2 HLT_mu26_imedium HLT_mu22_mu8noL1 HLT_3mu6_msonly

HLT_mu50

2016 HLT_mu26_ivarmedium HLT_2mu14 HLT_mu20_2mu4noL1

G3-I3 HLT_mu50 HLT_mu22_mu8noL1 HLT_3mu6_msonly

2016 HLT_mu26_ivarmedium HLT_2mu14 HLT_mu20_2mu4noL1

I4-L HLT_mu50 HLT_mu22_mu8noL1 HLT_3mu6_msonly

HLT_3mu4

2017 HLT_mu26_ivarmedium HLT_2mu14 HLT_mu20_2mu4noL1

HLT_mu50 HLT_mu22_mu8noL1 HLT_3mu6_msonly

HLT_mu60_0eta105_msonly HLT_mu22_mu8noL1_calotag_0eta010 HLT_3mu4

HLT_3mu6

HLT_4mu4

2018 HLT_mu26_ivarmedium HLT_2mu14 HLT_mu20_2mu4noL1

HLT_mu50 HLT_mu22_mu8noL1 HLT_3mu6

HLT_mu60_0eta105_msonly
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A.3 Electron-Muon Trigger

Table A.3: Electron-muon trigger requirements for the H → ZZ∗→ 4` analysis

Data Period Electron-muon Data Period Electron-muon

2015 HLT_e17_lhloose_mu14 2016 HLT_e17_lhloose_nod0_mu14

D,E,F,G,H,J HLT_2e12_lhloose_mu10 G3-I3 HLT_e26_lhmedium_nod0_L1EM22VHI_mu8noL1

HLT_e12_lhloose_2mu10 HLT_e7_lhmedium_nod0_mu24

HLT_e24_medium_L1EM20VHI_mu8noL1 HLT_e12_lhloose_nod0_2mu10

HLT_e7_medium_mu24 HLT_2e12_lhloose_nod0_mu10

2016 HLT_e17_lhloose_nod0_mu14 2016 HLT_e17_lhloose_nod0_mu14

A HLT_e24_lhmedium_nod0_L1EM20VHI_mu8noL1 I4-L HLT_e26_lhmedium_nod0_L1EM22VHI_mu8noL1

HLT_e7_lhmedium_nod0_mu24 HLT_e7_lhmedium_nod0_mu24

HLT_e12_lhloose_nod0_2mu10 HLT_e12_lhloose_nod0_2mu10

HLT_2e12_lhloose_nod0_mu10 HLT_2e12_lhloose_nod0_mu10

2016 HLT_e17_lhloose_nod0_mu14 2017 HLT_e17_lhloose_nod0_mu14

B-D3 HLT_e24_lhmedium_nod0_L1EM20VHI_mu8noL1 HLT_e26_lhmedium_nod0_mu8noL1

HLT_e7_lhmedium_nod0_mu24 HLT_e7_lhmedium_nod0_mu24

HLT_e12_lhloose_nod0_2mu10 HLT_e12_lhloose_nod0_2mu10

HLT_2e12_lhloose_nod0_mu10 HLT_2e12_lhloose_nod0_mu10

2016 HLT_e17_lhloose_nod0_mu14 2018 HLT_e17_lhloose_nod0_mu14

D4-E HLT_e26_lhmedium_nod0_L1EM22VHI_mu8noL1 HLT_e26_lhmedium_nod0_mu8noL1

HLT_e7_lhmedium_nod0_mu24 HLT_e7_lhmedium_nod0_mu24

HLT_e12_lhloose_nod0_2mu10 HLT_e12_lhloose_nod0_2mu10

HLT_2e12_lhloose_nod0_mu10 HLT_2e12_lhloose_nod0_mu10

2016 HLT_e17_lhloose_nod0_mu14

F-G2 HLT_e26_lhmedium_nod0_L1EM22VHI_mu8noL1

HLT_e7_lhmedium_nod0_mu24

HLT_e12_lhloose_nod0_2mu10

HLT_2e12_lhloose_nod0_mu10
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B
EFT Parametrisation with CP-even BSM

Coupling Parameters

B.1 Generated BSM Signal Samples

Table B.1: MadGraph5_aMC@NLO syntax of the different Higgs boson production
processes used for the event generation. Where not otherwise stated the four flavour
scheme (4FS) is used for simulation of the Monte Carlo sample. 5FS denotes the five
flavour scheme.

Production process MadGraph5 syntax Number of Monte Carlos samples

ggF+bbH

define jb = j b b∼

3
generate p p > h QED=1

add process p p > h jb QED=1

add process p p > h jb jb QED=1

VBF+V H-Had generate p p > h j j QCD=0 10

ZH-Lep
generate p p > h l+ l-

10
add process p p > h vl vl∼

WH-Lep
generate p p > h l+ vl

3
add process p p > h l- vl∼

ttH generate p p > h t t ∼ 6

tHjb
generate p p > h t b∼

6
add process p p > h t∼ b j

tHW

define p = p b b ∼
6generate p p > h t w -

add process p p > h t∼ w+
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Table B.2: MadGraph5_aMC@NLO syntax of the considered decay modes for the
parametrisation of the total decay width, as well as for the partial decay width in the
H → ZZ∗→ 4` decay. In addition, the number of required simulated samples is quoted.

Decay process MadGraph5 syntax Number of Monte
Carlos samples

H → γγ generate h > a a

12

H → Zγ add process h > z a

H → bb add process h > b b∼

H → gg add process h > g g

H →W`ν
add process h > w+ l- vl∼

add process h > w- l+ vl

H →Wjj
add process h > w+ j j

add process h > w- j j

H → Z`` add process h > z l+ l-

H → Zjj add process h > z j j

H → Zνν add process h > z vl vl∼

H → 4` add process h > l+ l- l+ l- 9
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B.1 Generated BSM Signal Samples

Table B.3: Configuration of the simulated BSM signal samples with Mad-
Graph5_aMC@NLO for ggF+bbH, VBF+V H-Had and V H-Lep production

Monte Carlo sample type cHG cuH cHW cHB cHWB Syntax

ggF+bbH
SM 0 0 0 0 0 NP∧2==0

INT term cHG 1 0 0 0 0 NP∧2==1

BSM term cHG 1 0 0 0 0 NP∧2==2

SM 0 0 0 0 0 NP∧2==0

INT term cHW 0 0 1 0 0 NP∧2==1

INT term cHB 0 0 0 1 0 NP∧2==1

INT term cHWB 0 0 0 0 1 NP∧2==1

VBF+V H-Had BSM term cHW 0 0 1 0 0 NP∧2==2

and V H-Lep BSM term cHB 0 0 0 1 0 NP∧2==2

BSM term cHWB 0 0 0 0 1 NP∧2==2

BSM term cHW , cHB 0 0 1 1 0 NP∧2==2

BSM term cHW , cHWB 0 0 1 0 1 NP∧2==2

BSM term cHB, cHWB 0 0 0 1 1 NP∧2==2

Table B.4: Configuration of the simulated BSM signal samples with Mad-
Graph5_aMC@NLO for WH-Lep, ttH, tHjb and tHW production

Monte Carlo sample type cHG cuH cHW cHB cHWB Syntax

WH-Lep
SM 0 0 0 0 0 NP∧2==0

INT term cHW 0 0 1 0 0 NP∧2==1

BSM term cHW 0 0 1 0 0 NP∧2==2

SM 0 0 0 0 0 NP∧2==0

INT term cHG 1 0 0 0 0 NP∧2==1

ttH, tHjb INT term cuH 0 1 0 0 0 NP∧2==1

and tHW BSM term cHG 1 0 0 0 0 NP∧2==2

BSM term cuH 0 1 0 0 0 NP∧2==2

BSM term cHG, cuH 1 1 0 0 0 NP∧2==2
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B.2 Production Cross Sections, Partial Decay and Total Width
of the Higgs Boson

Table B.5: Inclusive cross section for all production modes as well as the total and par-
tial Higgs boson decay width for CP-even BSM coupling parameters. NP1 denote the
MadGraph5_aMC@NLO syntax NP∧2==1 and corresponds to the SM-BSM interfer-
ence term, while NP2 denotes NP∧2==2 and corresponds to the pure BSM term.

ggF+bbH SM
cHG = 1,
NP1

cHG = 1
NP2

Cross section [pb] 27.64 826.65 7077.00

VBF+V H-Had SM
cHW = 1,

NP1
cHW = 1,

NP2
cHB = 1,
NP1

cHB = 1,
NP2

cHWB = 1,
NP1

cHWB = 1,
NP2

cHW = 1,
cHB = 1,
NP2

cHW = 1,
cHWB = 1,

NP2

cHB = 1,
cHWB = 1,

NP2

Cross section [pb] 4.14980 0.54030 0.53309 0.01442 0.11343 0.18065 0.08263 0.70511 0.56707 0.10768

ZH-Lep SM
cHW = 1,

NP1
cHW = 1,

NP2
cHB = 1,
NP1

cHB = 1,
NP2

cHWB = 1,
NP1

cHWB = 1,
NP2

cHW = 1,
cHB = 1,
NP2

cHW = 1,
cHWB = 1,

NP2

cHB = 1,
cHWB = 1,

NP2

Cross section [pb] 0.1506 0.10958 0.03852 0.01327 0.00472 0.04880 0.00962 0.04351 0.07219 0.02207

WH-Lep SM
cHW = 1,

NP1
cHW = 1,

NP2

Cross section [pb] 0.23775 0.21016 0.08283

ttH SM
cHG = 1,
NP1

cHG = 1
NP2

cuH = 1,
NP1

cuH = 1,
NP1

cHG = 1,
cuH = 1,
NP2

Cross section [pb] 0.41310 0.22906 0.28077 −0.04893 0.00145 0.27764

tHjb SM
cHG = 1,
NP1

cHG = 1
NP2

cuH = 1,
NP1

cuH = 1,
NP1

cHG = 1,
cuH = 1,
NP2

Cross section [pb] 0.06476 0.00045 0.00268 −0.00199 0.00273 0.00273

tHW SM
cHG = 1,
NP1

cHG = 1
NP2

cuH = 1,
NP1

cuH = 1,
NP2

cHG = 1,
cuH = 1,
NP2

Cross section [pb] 0.01651 0.00814 0.00596 −0.00170 0.00016 0.00585

H → 4` SM
cHW = 1,

NP1
cHW = 1,

NP2
cHB = 1,
NP1

cHB = 1,
NP2

cHWB = 1,
NP1

cHWB = 1,
NP2

cHW = 1,
cHB = 1,
NP2

cHW = 1,
cHWB = 1,

NP2

cHB = 1,
cHWB = 1,

NP2

Width [MeV] 5.02 ·10−4 −1.00 ·10−4 3.78 ·10−4 −5.62 ·10−5 1.34 ·10−3 9.07 ·10−5 3.81 ·10−4 1.69 ·10−3 1.13 ·10−4 1.02 ·10−3

H → all SM
cHW = 1,

NP1
cHW = 1,

NP2
cHB = 1,
NP1

cHB = 1,
NP2

cHWB = 1,
NP1

cHWB = 1,
NP2

cHG = 1,
NP1

cHG = 1,
NP2

cHW = 1,
cHB = 1,
NP2

cHW = 1,
cHWB = 1,

NP2

cHB = 1,
cHWB = 1,

NP2

Width [MeV] 4.99 −0.269 0.809 −0.377 6.03 0.309 1.78 7.58 74.4 9.42 0.392 2.17
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B.3 Particle Level Distributions
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Figure B.1: The expected distributions of (a) ηH , (b) pHT , (c) pjT and (d) mjj in the
qq2Hqq production mode shown separately for the SM, the interference and BSM term
with the BSM coupling parameter cHB = 1.
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Figure B.2: The expected distributions of (a) ηH , (b) pHT , (c) pjT and (d) mjj in the
qq2Hqq production mode shown separately for the SM, the interference and BSM term
with the BSM coupling parameter cHWB = 1.
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Figure B.3: The expected distributions of (a) ηH , (b) pHT , (c) pjT and (d) mjj in the
qq2Hqq production mode shown separately for the SM and the mixed BSM terms.
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Figure B.4: The expected distributions of (a) and (c) ηH and (b) and (d) in the ZH-Lep
production mode shown separately for the SM, the interference and BSM term with the
BSM coupling parameter cHW = 1 and cHB = 1, respectively.
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Figure B.5: The expected distributions of (a) and (c) ηH and (b) and (d) in the ZH-
Lep production mode shown separately for the SM, the interference and BSM term with
the BSM coupling parameter cHWB = 1 and for the SM and the mixed BSM terms,
respectively.
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Figure B.6: The expected distributions of (a) and (b) ηH and (c) and (d) pjT in the
ttH production mode shown separately for the SM, the interference and BSM term with
the BSM coupling parameter cuH = 1 and cHG = 1, respectively.
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Figure B.7: The expected distributions of (a) and (b) ηH and (c) and (d) pjT in the
tHW production mode shown separately for the SM, the interference and BSM term with
the BSM coupling parameter cuH = 1 and cHG = 1, respectively.
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Figure B.8: The expected distributions of (a) ηH and (b) pjT in the tHB production mode
shown separately for the SM, the interference and BSM term with the BSM coupling
parameter cHG = 1.
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B.4 Calculated Fractions for the Cross Section Parametrisation

Table B.6: Fractions of the cross section in each STXS bins for CP-even BSM coupling
parameters. NP1 denote the MadGraph5_aMC@NLO syntax NP∧2==1 and corres-
ponds to the SM-BSM interference term, while NP2 denotes NP∧2==2 and corresponds to
the pure BSM term.

STXS bin ggF SM
c
HG̃

= 1,
NP1

c
HG̃

= 1
NP2

gg2H-0j-pHT -Low 0.1182 0.1415 0.1506

gg2H-0j-pHT -High 0.3271 0.3864 0.4076

gg2H-1j-pHT -Low 0.1097 0.1147 0.1133

gg2H-1j-pHT -Med 0.0924 0.0913 0.0852

gg2H-1j-pHT -High 0.0235 0.0220 0.0207

gg2H-2j 0.1927 0.1135 0.0895

gg2H-pHT -High 0.0414 0.0246 0.0263

STXS bin VBF+V H-Had SM
cHW = 1,

NP1
cHW = 1,

NP2
cHB = 1,
NP1

cHB = 1,
NP2

cHWB = 1,
NP1

cHWB = 1,
NP2

cHW = 1,
cHB = 1,
NP2

cHW = 1,
cHWB = 1,

NP2

cHB = 1,
cHWB = 1,

NP2

qq2Hqq-V BF 0.7769 0.3523 0.557 0.3493 0.77 0.6618 0.6987 0.6145 0.5373 0.6289

qq2Hqq-V H-Like 0.0996 0.4537 0.2004 0.5566 0.0522 0.2008 0.1141 0.1631 0.2301 0.1628

qq2Hqq-BSM 0.0393 0.0572 0.1547 −0.0245 0.0826 0.0376 0.0952 0.1331 0.1423 0.117

STXS bin ZH-Lep SM
cHW = 1,

NP1
cHW = 1,

NP2
cHB = 1,
NP1

cHB = 1,
NP2

cHWB = 1,
NP1

cHWB = 1,
NP2

cHW = 1,
cHB = 1,
NP2

cHW = 1,
cHWB = 1,

NP2

cHB = 1,
cHWB = 1,

NP2

qq/gg2HLep 0.8768 0.8812 0.8997 0.8864 0.9084 0.881 0.8961 0.902 0.8972 0.8968

STXS bin WH-Lep SM
cHW = 1,

NP1
cHW = 1,

NP2

qq/gg2HLep 0.866 0.872 0.8929

STXS bin ttH SM
c
HG̃

= 1,
NP1

c
HG̃

= 1
NP2

cuH = 1,
NP1

cuH = 1,
NP1

c
HG̃

= 1,
cuH = 1,
NP2

ttH 0.9828 0.9784 0.9809 0.9842 0.9837 0.9816

STXS bin tHjb SM
c
HG̃

= 1,
NP1

c
HG̃

= 1
NP2

cuH = 1,
NP1

cuH = 1,
NP1

c
HG̃

= 1,
cuH = 1,
NP2

ttH 0.9059 1.0375 0.9574 1.0276 0.9789 0.9585

STXS bin tHW SM
c
HG̃

= 1,
NP1

cHG = 1
NP2

cuH = 1,
NP1

cuH = 1,
NP2

cHG = 1,
cuH = 1,
NP2

ttH 0.9933 0.9872 0.9787 0.9931 0.9908 0.9795
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B.5 Simulated Monte Carlo Samples for the Parametrisation of
the Acceptance

Table B.7: Simulated truth level samples with different BSM values for parametrisation
of the acceptance with the corresponding value of the acceptance ratio ABSM/ASM.

cHW cHB cHWB ABSM/ASM cHW cHB cHWB ABSM/ASM cHW cHB cHWB ABSM/ASM

0.0 0.0 0.0 1.0 0.3 −0.3 0 0.838 10 −10 0 0.176
−3 0 0 0.270 0.8 −0.8 0 0.462 3 3 0 0.153
−2 0 0 0.367 0.3 0.3 0 0.843 10 10 0 0.136
−0.8 0 0 0.687 0.8 0.8 0 0.415 −10 0 −10 0.334
−0.5 0 0 0.827 −0.8 0 −0.8 0.925 −3 0 −3 0.543
−0.3 0 0 0.912 −0.3 0 −0.3 0.990 −10 0 +10 0.148
0.3 0 0 0.999 −0.8 0 +0.8 0.425 −3 0 +3 0.173
0.5 0 0 0.937 −0.3 0 +0.3 0.780 3 0 −3 0.179
0.8 0 0 0.804 0.3 0 −0.3 0.898 10 0 −10 0.147
2 0 0 0.400 0.8 0 −0.8 0.488 3 0 3 0.530
3 0 0 0.288 0.3 0 0.3 0.991 10 0 10 0.328
5 0 0 0.214 0.8 0 0.8 0.920 0 −10 −10 0.158
10 0 0 0.183 0 −0.8 −0.8 0.564 0 −3 −3 0.209
0 −3 0 0.192 0 −0.3 −0.3 0.914 0 −10 +10 0.146
0 −2 0 0.236 0 −0.8 +0.8 0.363 0 −3 +3 0.175
0 −0.8 0 0.490 0 −0.3 +0.3 0.732 0 3 −3 0.159
0 −0.5 0 0.677 0 0.3 −0.3 0.768 0 10 −10 0.147
0 −0.3 0 0.844 0 0.8 −0.8 0.361 0 3 3 0.179
0 0.3 0 0.842 0 0.3 0.3 0.840 0 10 10 0.143
0 0.5 0 0.672 0 0.8 0.8 0.492 −10 −10 −10 0.142
0 0.8 0 0.458 −0.8 −0.8 −0.8 0.615 10 −10 −10 0.168
0 2 0 0.215 0.8 −0.8 −0.8 0.425 −10 10 −10 0.173
0 3 0 0.173 −0.8 0.8 −0.8 0.391 −10 −10 10 0.142
0 5 0 0.156 −0.8 −0.8 0.8 0.299 10 10 −10 0.134
0 10 0 0.150 0.8 0.8 −0.8 0.301 10 −10 10 0.168
0 0 −3 0.261 0.8 −0.8 0.8 0.404 −10 10 10 0.155
0 0 −2 0.381 −0.8 0.8 0.8 0.360 10 10 10 0.139
0 0 −0.8 0.790 0.8 0.8 0.8 0.589 −3 −3 −3 0.220
0 0 −0.5 0.928 −0.3 −0.3 −0.3 0.910 3 −3 −3 0.187
0 0 −0.3 0.988 0.3 −0.3 −0.3 0.831 −3 3 −3 0.185
0 0 0.3 0.908 −0.3 0.3 −0.3 0.776 −3 −3 3 0.152
0 0 0.5 0.815 −0.3 −0.3 0.3 0.654 3 3 −3 0.145
0 0 0.8 0.671 0.3 0.3 −0.3 0.726 3 −3 3 0.195
0 0 2 0.337 0.3 −0.3 0.3 0.782 −3 3 3 0.178
0 0 3 0.238 −0.3 0.3 0.3 0.921 3 3 3 0.181
0 0 5 0.178 0.3 0.3 0.3 0.901
0 0 10 0.149 −10 −10 0 0.142
−0.8 −0.8 0 0.428 −3 −3 0 0.171
−0.3 −0.3 0 0.784 −10 +10 0 0.172
−0.8 +0.8 0 0.415 −3 +3 0 0.193
−0.3 +0.3 0 0.782 3 −3 0 0.203
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Figure B.9: The expected dependence of the event yield relative to the SM prediction in
dependence on the BSM coupling parameter cHG in the (a) gg2H-0j-pHT -Low, (b) gg2H-1j-
pHT -Lowand (c) gg2H-1j-pHT -Med production bin. The grey band indicates the expected
sensitivity at 1σ level from the SM production cross section measurement.
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Figure B.10: The expected dependence of the event yield relative to the SM prediction
in dependence on the BSM coupling parameter cHG in the (a) gg2H-1j-pHT -High and (b)
gg2H-2j production bin. The grey band indicates the expected sensitivity at 1σ level from
the SM production cross section measurement.
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Figure B.11: The expected dependence of the event yield relative to the SM prediction
in dependence on the BSM coupling parameter (a) cHW , (b) cHB and (c) cHWB in the
qq2Hqq-V H-Like production bin. The grey band indicates the expected sensitivity at 1σ
level from the SM production cross section measurement.
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Figure B.12: The expected dependence of the event yield relative to the SM prediction
in dependence on the BSM coupling parameter (a) cHW , (b) cHB and (c) cHWB in the
qq2Hqq-BSM production bin. The grey band indicates the expected sensitivity at 1σ
level from the SM production cross section measurement.
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Figure B.13: The expected dependence of the event yield relative to the SM prediction
in dependence on the BSM coupling parameter (a) cHW , (c) cHB and (c) cHWB in the
qq/gg2HLep production bin. The grey band indicates the expected sensitivity at 1σ level
from the SM production cross section measurement.
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Figure B.14: Expected distribution of (a) m12, (b) m34, (c) pj1T , (d) pj2T , (e) η4` and (f)
mjj for the SM NNLO and SM SMEFT LO sample for gg2H production.
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Figure B.15: Expected distribution of (a) m12, (b) m34, (c) pj1T , (d) pj2T , (e) η4` and (f)
mjj for the SM NLO and SM SMEFT LO sample for VBF+V H production.
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Figure B.16: Expected distribution of (a) m12, (b) m34, (c) pj1T , (d) pj2T , (e) η4` and (f)
mjj for the SM NLO and SM SMEFT LO sample for ttH production.
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Figure B.17: Expected distribution of (a) m12, (b) m34, (c) pj1T , (d) pj2T , (e) η4` and (f)
mjj for SM and selected BSM Higgs boson signals for gg2H production.
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Figure B.18: Expected distribution of (a) m12, (b) m34, (c) pj1T , (d) pj2T , (e) η4` and (f)
mjj for SM and selected BSM Higgs boson signals for qq2Hqq production.
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Figure B.19: Expected distribution of (a) m12, (b) m34, (c) pj1T , (d) pj2T , (e) η4` and (f)
mjj for SM and selected BSM Higgs boson signals for V H-Lep production.
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Figure B.20: Expected distribution of (a) m12, (b) m34, (c) pj1T , (d) pj2T , (e) η4` and (f)
mjj for the SM and several BSM signal samples for ttH production.
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C
EFT Parametrisation with CP-odd BSM

Coupling Parameters

C.1 Generated BSM Signal Samples

Table C.1: Configuration of the simulated BSM samples with Mad-
Graph5_aMC@NLO for all production processes taken into account

Monte Carlo sample type c
HG̃

cuH c
HW̃

c
HB̃

c
HW̃B

Syntax

ggF+bbH
SM 0 0 0 0 0 NP∧2==0

BSM term c
HG̃

1 0 0 0 0 NP∧2==2

SM 0 0 0 0 0 NP∧2==0

BSM term c
HW̃

0 0 1 0 0 NP∧2==2

VBF+V H-Had BSM term c
HB̃

0 0 0 1 0 NP∧2==2

and BSM term c
HW̃B

0 0 0 0 1 NP∧2==2

V H-Lep BSM term c
HW̃

, c
HB̃

0 0 1 1 0 NP∧2==2

BSM term c
HW̃

, c
HW̃B

0 0 1 0 1 NP∧2==2

BSM term c
HB̃

, c
HW̃B

0 0 0 1 1 NP∧2==2

WH-Lep
SM 0 0 0 0 0 NP∧2==0

BSM term c
HW̃

0 0 1 0 0 NP∧2==2

SM 0 0 0 0 0 NP∧2==0

ttH, tHjb BSM term c
HG̃

1 0 0 0 0 NP∧2==2

and tHW BSM term cũH 0 1 0 0 0 NP∧2==2

BSM term c
HG̃

, cũH 1 1 0 0 0 NP∧2==2

341



Appendix C EFT Parametrisation with CP-odd BSM Coupling Parameters

C.2 Production Cross Sections, Partial Decay and Total Width
of the Higgs Boson

Table C.2: Inclusive cross section for all production modes as well as the total and partial
Higgs boson decay width for BSM CP-odd coupling parameters. NP1 denote the Mad-
Graph5_aMC@NLO syntax NP∧2==1 and corresponds to the SM-BSM interference
term, while NP2 denotes NP∧2==2 and corresponds to the pure BSM term.

ggF+bbH SM
c
HG̃

= 1,
NP1

c
HG̃

= 1
NP2

Cross section [pb] 27.6 < 10−3 7048.6

VBF+V H-Had SM
c
HW̃

= 1,
NP1

c
HW̃

= 1,
NP2

c
HB̃

= 1,
NP1

c
HB̃

= 1,
NP2

c
HW̃B

= 1,
NP1

c
HW̃B

= 1,
NP2

c
HW̃

= 1,
c
HB̃

= 1,
NP2

c
HW̃

= 1,
c
HW̃B

= 1,
NP2

c
HB̃

= 1,
c
HW̃B

= 1,
NP2

Cross section [pb] 4.1503 < 10−4 0.3900 < 10−4 0.1068 < 10−4 0.0673 0.5530 0.3821 0.0756

ZH-Lep SM
c
HW̃

= 1,
NP1

c
HW̃

= 1,
NP2

c
HB̃

= 1,
NP1

c
HB̃

= 1,
NP2

c
HW̃B

= 1,
NP1

c
HW̃B

= 1,
NP2

c
HW̃

= 1,
c
HB̃

= 1,
NP2

c
HW̃

= 1,
c
HW̃B

= 1,
NP2

c
HB̃

= 1,
c
HW̃B

= 1,
NP2

Cross section [pb] 0.1505 < 10−4 0.0247 < 10−4 0.0050 < 10−4 0.0057 0.0294 0.0384 0.0139

WH-Lep SM
c
HW̃

= 1,
NP1

c
HW̃

= 1,
NP2

Cross section [pb] 0.2382 < 2 ·10−4 0.0528

ttH SM
c
HG̃

= 1,
NP1

c
HG̃

= 1
NP2

cũH = 1,
NP1

cũH = 1,
NP1

c
HG̃

= 1,
cũH = 1,
NP2

Cross section [pb] 0.4128 < 10−4 0.2850 < 10−4 0.0006 0.3064

tHjb SM
c
HG̃

= 1,
NP1

c
HG̃

= 1
NP2

cũH = 1,
NP1

cũH = 1,
NP1

c
HG̃

= 1,
cũH = 1,
NP2

Cross section [pb] 0.06476 − 0.00268 − 0.00024 0.00292

tHW SM
c
HG̃

= 1,
NP1

c
HG̃

= 1
NP2

cũH = 1,
NP1

cũH = 1,
NP2

c
HG̃

= 1,
cũH = 1,
NP2

Cross section [pb] 0.01651 − 0.00597 − 0.00012 0.00646

H → 4` SM
c
HW̃

= 1,
NP1

c
HW̃

= 1,
NP2

c
HB̃

= 1,
NP1

c
HB̃

= 1,
NP2

c
HW̃B

= 1,
NP1

c
HW̃B

= 1,
NP2

c
HW̃

= 1,
c
HB̃

= 1,
NP2

c
HW̃

= 1,
c
HW̃B

= 1,
NP2

c
HB̃

= 1,
c
HW̃B

= 1,
NP2

Width [MeV] 5.02 ·10−7 < 10−9 3.52 ·10−7 < 10−9 1.30 ·10−6 < 10−9 4.07 ·10−7 1.68 ·10−6 9.43 ·10−8 9.85 ·10−7

H → all SM
c
HW̃

= 1,
NP1

c
HW̃

= 1,
NP2

c
HB̃

= 1,
NP1

c
HB̃

= 1,
NP2

c
HW̃B

= 1,
NP1

c
HW̃B

= 1,
NP2

c
HG̃

= 1,
NP1

c
HG̃

= 1,
NP2

c
HW̃

= 1,
c
HB̃

= 1,
NP2

c
HW̃

= 1,
c
HW̃B

= 1,
NP2

c
HB̃

= 1,
c
HW̃B

= 1,
NP2

Width [MeV] 5.00 ·10−3 < 10−9 8.07 ·10−4 < 10−9 6.03 ·10−3 < 10−10 1.78 ·10−3 < 10−9 7.44 ·10−2 9.42 ·10−3 3.90 ·10−4 2.17 ·10−3
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C.3 Calculated Fractions for the Cross Section Parametrisation

C.3 Calculated Fractions for the Cross Section Parametrisation

Table C.3: Fractions of the cross section in each STXS bins for BSM CP-odd coupling
parameters. NP1 denote the MadGraph5_aMC@NLO syntax NP∧2==1 and corres-
ponds to the SM-BSM interference term, while NP2 denotes NP∧2==2 and corresponds to
the pure BSM term.

STXS bin ggF SM
c
HG̃

= 1
NP2

gg2H-0j-pHT -Low 0.1194 0.1488

gg2H-0j-pHT -High 0.3255 0.4084

gg2H-1j-pHT -Low 0.1075 0.1148

gg2H-1j-pHT -Med 0.0935 0.0874

gg2H-1j-pHT -High 0.0231 0.0212

gg2H-2j 0.1906 0.0852

gg2H-pHT -High 0.0434 0.0276

STXS bin VBF+V H-Had SM
c
HW̃

= 1,
NP2

c
HB̃

= 1,
NP2

c
HW̃B

= 1,
NP2

c
HW̃

= 1,
c
HB̃

= 1,
NP2

c
HW̃

= 1,
c
HW̃B

= 1,
NP2

c
HB̃

= 1,
c
HW̃B

= 1,
NP2

qq2Hqq-V BF 0.7806 0.5127 0.7683 0.7138 0.5964 0.4874 0.6231

qq2Hqq-V H-Like 0.0975 0.1986 0.0475 0.0746 0.1507 0.2264 0.1325

qq2Hqq-BSM 0.0385 0.2107 0.0875 0.1241 0.1684 0.2089 0.1633

STXS bin ZH-Lep SM
c
HW̃

= 1,
NP2

c
HB̃

= 1,
NP2

c
HW̃B

= 1,
NP2

c
HW̃

= 1,
c
HB̃

= 1,
NP2

c
HW̃

= 1,
c
HW̃B

= 1,
NP2

c
HB̃

= 1,
c
HW̃B

= 1,
NP2

qq/gg2HLep 0.8763 0.9158 0.9512 0.9432 0.9219 0.9092 0.9313

STXS bin WH-Lep SM
c
HW̃

= 1,
NP1

c
HW̃

= 1,
NP2

qq/gg2HLep 0.8689 0.9043

STXS bin ttH SM
c
HG̃

= 1
NP2

cũH = 1,
NP2

c
HG̃

= 1,
cũH = 1,
NP2

ttH 0.9835 0.9822 0.9909 0.9821

STXS bin tHjb SM
c
HG̃

= 1
NP2

cũH = 1,
NP2

c
HG̃

= 1,
cũH = 1,
NP2

ttH 0.9059 0.9582 0.9828 0.9608

STXS bin tHW SM
c
HG̃

= 1
NP2

cũH = 1,
NP2

c
HG̃

= 1,
cũH = 1,
NP2

ttH 0.9933 0.9791 0.9909 0.9797
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C.4 EFT Parametrisation

Table C.4: EFT parametrisation of the cross section ratio σ/σSM for each of particle-level
production bin of the Reduced-Stage-1.1 scheme and of the ratio of decay widths Γ/ΓSM

in dependence on the CP-odd BSM coupling parameters

Production bin Cross section parametrisation, σ/σSM

gg2H-0j-pHT -Low 1 + 317.69c2
HG̃

gg2H-0j-pHT -High 1 + 319.85c2
HG̃

gg2H-1j-pHT -Low 1 + 272.23c2
HG̃

gg2H-1j-pHT -Med 1 + 238.29c2
HG̃

gg2H-1j-pHT -High 1 + 233.95c2
HG̃

gg2H-2j 1 + 113.95c2
HG̃

gg2H-pHT -High 1 + 162.11c2
HG̃

qq2Hqq-V H-Like 1 + 0.1912c2
HW + 0.0125c2

HB̃
+ 0.0124c2

HW̃B
+ 0.0022cHW cHB̃ +

0.0101cHW cHW̃B
−0.0002c

HB̃
c
HW̃B

qq2Hqq-BSM 1 + 0.5138c2
HW + 0.0585c2

HB̃
+ 0.0523c2

HW̃B
+ 0.0105cHW cHB̃ −

0.0665cHW cHW̃B
−0.0334c

HB̃
c
HW̃B

qq2Hqq-V BF 1 + 0.0617c2
HW + 0.0253c2

HB̃
+ 0.0148c2

HW̃B
+ 0.0148cHW cHB̃ −

0.0190cHW cHW̃B
−0.0256c

HB̃
c
HW̃B

qq/gg2HLep 1 + 0.2075c2
HW + 0.0141c2

HB̃
+ 0.0158c2

HW̃B
− 0.0009cHW cHB̃ +

0.0203cHW cHW̃B
+ 0.0083c

HB̃
c
HW̃B

ttH/tH 1 + 0.599c2
HG̃

+ 0.0020c2
uH + 0.043c

HG̃
cuH

Decay process Decay width parametrisation, Γ/ΓSM

Γ4`/Γ4`
SM

1 + 0.702c2
HW + 2.586c2

HB̃
+ 0.811c2

HW̃B
+ 0.050cHW cHB̃ −

1.325cHW cHW̃B
−1.434c

HB̃
c
HW̃B

Γtot/Γtot
SM

1 + 0.161c2
HW + 1.206c2

HB̃
+ 0.357c2

HW̃B
14.888c2

HG̃
+ 0.518cHW cHB̃ −

0.440cHW cHW̃B
−1.129c

HB̃
c
HW̃B
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C.5 EFT Parametrisation of the Signal Acceptance

Table C.5: Values of acceptance parameters obtained from the fit of the three-dimensional
Lorentzian function (Equation 7.31) to the simulated BSM CP-odd predictions

Acceptance
parameter

Fit result Acceptance
parameter

Fit result

α0 0.118±0.001 δ
HW̃

0.572±0.003

α1 0.853±0.001 δ
HB̃

2.022±0.004

α2 0.826±0.002 δ
HW̃B

0.644±0.001

β
HW̃

−0.001±0.001 δ
HW̃ ,HW̃B

−1.070±0.004

β
HB̃

−0.001±0.001 δ
HB̃,HW̃B

−1.085±0.006

β
HW̃B

0.001±0.001 δ
HW̃ ,HB̃

−0.010±0.008

δ
HW̃ ,HB̃,HW̃B

−0.060±0.088
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