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R. Mart́ınez-Ballaŕın,29 P. Mastrandrea,49 M. Mathis,23 M.E. Mattson,57 P. Mazzanti,6 K.S. McFarland,47

P. McIntyre,51 R. McNultyi,27 A. Mehta,27 P. Mehtala,21 A. Menzione,44 C. Mesropian,48 T. Miao,15

D. Mietlicki,32 A. Mitra,1 H. Miyake,53 S. Moed,20 N. Moggi,6 M.N. Mondragonk,15 C.S. Moon,25

R. Moore,15 M.J. Morello,15 J. Morlock,24 P. Movilla Fernandez,15 A. Mukherjee,15 Th. Muller,24 P. Murat,15

M. Mussiniz ,6 J. Nachtmanm,15 Y. Nagai,53 J. Naganoma,56 I. Nakano,38 A. Napier,54 J. Nett,58 C. Neu,55

M.S. Neubauer,22 J. Nielsene,26 L. Nodulman,2 O. Norniella,22 E. Nurse,28 L. Oakes,40 S.H. Oh,14 Y.D. Oh,25

I. Oksuzian,55 T. Okusawa,39 R. Orava,21 L. Ortolan,4 S. Pagan Grisoaa,41 C. Pagliarone,52 E. Palenciaf ,9

V. Papadimitriou,15 A.A. Paramonov,2 J. Patrick,15 G. Paulettaff ,52 M. Paulini,10 C. Paus,30 D.E. Pellett,7

A. Penzo,52 T.J. Phillips,14 G. Piacentino,44 E. Pianori,43 J. Pilot,37 K. Pitts,22 C. Plager,8 L. Pondrom,58

K. Potamianos,46 O. Poukhov∗,13 F. Prokoshinx,13 A. Pronko,15 F. Ptohosh,17 E. Pueschel,10 G. Punzibb,44

J. Pursley,58 A. Rahaman,45 V. Ramakrishnan,58 N. Ranjan,46 I. Redondo,29 P. Renton,40 M. Rescigno,49



F. Rimondiz,6 L. Ristori45,15 A. Robson,19 T. Rodrigo,9 T. Rodriguez,43 E. Rogers,22 S. Rolli,54 R. Roser,15

M. Rossi,52 F. Rubbo,15 F. Ruffinicc,44 A. Ruiz,9 J. Russ,10 V. Rusu,15 A. Safonov,51 W.K. Sakumoto,47

Y. Sakurai,56 L. Santiff ,52 L. Sartori,44 K. Sato,53 V. Savelievt,42 A. Savoy-Navarro,42 P. Schlabach,15

A. Schmidt,24 E.E. Schmidt,15 M.P. Schmidt∗,59 M. Schmitt,36 T. Schwarz,7 L. Scodellaro,9 A. Scribanocc,44

F. Scuri,44 A. Sedov,46 S. Seidel,35 Y. Seiya,39 A. Semenov,13 F. Sforzabb,44 A. Sfyrla,22 S.Z. Shalhout,7

T. Shears,27 P.F. Shepard,45 M. Shimojimas,53 S. Shiraishi,11 M. Shochet,11 I. Shreyber,34 A. Simonenko,13

P. Sinervo,31 A. Sissakian∗,13 K. Sliwa,54 J.R. Smith,7 F.D. Snider,15 A. Soha,15 S. Somalwar,50 V. Sorin,4

P. Squillacioti,15 M. Stancari,15 M. Stanitzki,59 R. St. Denis,19 B. Stelzer,31 O. Stelzer-Chilton,31 D. Stentz,36

J. Strologas,35 G.L. Strycker,32 Y. Sudo,53 A. Sukhanov,16 I. Suslov,13 K. Takemasa,53 Y. Takeuchi,53 J. Tang,11

M. Tecchio,32 P.K. Teng,1 J. Thomg,15 J. Thome,10 G.A. Thompson,22 E. Thomson,43 P. Ttito-Guzmán,29

S. Tkaczyk,15 D. Toback,51 S. Tokar,12 K. Tollefson,33 T. Tomura,53 D. Tonelli,15 S. Torre,17 D. Torretta,15

P. Totaroff ,52 M. Trovatodd,44 Y. Tu,43 F. Ukegawa,53 S. Uozumi,25 A. Varganov,32 F. Vázquezk,16 G. Velev,15

C. Vellidis,3 M. Vidal,29 I. Vila,9 R. Vilar,9 M. Vogel,35 G. Volpibb,44 P. Wagner,43 R.L. Wagner,15 T. Wakisaka,39

R. Wallny,8 S.M. Wang,1 A. Warburton,31 D. Waters,28 M. Weinberger,51 W.C. Wester III,15 B. Whitehouse,54

D. Whitesonc,43 A.B. Wicklund,2 E. Wicklund,15 S. Wilbur,11 F. Wick,24 H.H. Williams,43 J.S. Wilson,37

P. Wilson,15 B.L. Winer,37 P. Wittichg ,15 S. Wolbers,15 H. Wolfe,37 T. Wright,32 X. Wu,18 Z. Wu,5 K. Yamamoto,39

J. Yamaoka,14 T. Yang,15 U.K. Yangp,11 Y.C. Yang,25 W.-M. Yao,26 G.P. Yeh,15 K. Yim,15 J. Yoh,15 K. Yorita,56

T. Yoshidaj ,39 G.B. Yu,14 I. Yu,25 S.S. Yu,15 J.C. Yun,15 A. Zanetti,52 Y. Zeng,14 and S. Zucchelliz6

(CDF Collaboration†)
1Institute of Physics, Academia Sinica, Taipei, Taiwan 11529, Republic of China

2Argonne National Laboratory, Argonne, Illinois 60439, USA
3University of Athens, 157 71 Athens, Greece

4Institut de Fisica d’Altes Energies, Universitat Autonoma de Barcelona, E-08193, Bellaterra (Barcelona), Spain
5Baylor University, Waco, Texas 76798, USA

6Istituto Nazionale di Fisica Nucleare Bologna, zUniversity of Bologna, I-40127 Bologna, Italy
7University of California, Davis, Davis, California 95616, USA

8University of California, Los Angeles, Los Angeles, California 90024, USA
9Instituto de Fisica de Cantabria, CSIC-University of Cantabria, 39005 Santander, Spain

10Carnegie Mellon University, Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania 15213, USA
11Enrico Fermi Institute, University of Chicago, Chicago, Illinois 60637, USA

12Comenius University, 842 48 Bratislava, Slovakia; Institute of Experimental Physics, 040 01 Kosice, Slovakia
13Joint Institute for Nuclear Research, RU-141980 Dubna, Russia

14Duke University, Durham, North Carolina 27708, USA
15Fermi National Accelerator Laboratory, Batavia, Illinois 60510, USA

16University of Florida, Gainesville, Florida 32611, USA
17Laboratori Nazionali di Frascati, Istituto Nazionale di Fisica Nucleare, I-00044 Frascati, Italy

18University of Geneva, CH-1211 Geneva 4, Switzerland
19Glasgow University, Glasgow G12 8QQ, United Kingdom

20Harvard University, Cambridge, Massachusetts 02138, USA
21Division of High Energy Physics, Department of Physics,

University of Helsinki and Helsinki Institute of Physics, FIN-00014, Helsinki, Finland
22University of Illinois, Urbana, Illinois 61801, USA

23The Johns Hopkins University, Baltimore, Maryland 21218, USA
24Institut für Experimentelle Kernphysik, Karlsruhe Institute of Technology, D-76131 Karlsruhe, Germany

25Center for High Energy Physics: Kyungpook National University,
Daegu 702-701, Korea; Seoul National University, Seoul 151-742,

Korea; Sungkyunkwan University, Suwon 440-746,
Korea; Korea Institute of Science and Technology Information,

Daejeon 305-806, Korea; Chonnam National University, Gwangju 500-757,
Korea; Chonbuk National University, Jeonju 561-756, Korea

26Ernest Orlando Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratory, Berkeley, California 94720, USA
27University of Liverpool, Liverpool L69 7ZE, United Kingdom

28University College London, London WC1E 6BT, United Kingdom
29Centro de Investigaciones Energeticas Medioambientales y Tecnologicas, E-28040 Madrid, Spain

30Massachusetts Institute of Technology, Cambridge, Massachusetts 02139, USA
31Institute of Particle Physics: McGill University, Montréal, Québec,
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The tt̄ spin correlation at production is a fundamental prediction of QCD and a potentially incisive
test of new physics coupled to top quarks. We measure the tt̄ spin state in pp̄ collisions at

√
s = 1.96

TeV using 1001 candidate events in the lepton plus jets decay channel reconstructed in the CDF II
detector. In the helicity basis, for a top-quark mass of 172.5 GeV/c2, we find a spin correlation
coefficient κ = 0.60 ± 0.50 (stat) ± 0.16 (syst), consistent with the QCD prediction, κ ≈ 0.40.
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In quark-pair production by the strong interaction, the
quark spins are entangled according to the short distance
dynamics of quantum chromodynamics (QCD) [1]. The
spin state is observable in angular correlations among the
quark decay products induced by the V-A nature of the
weak interaction, but is typically destroyed by the depo-
larizing effects of hadronization before the decay can pro-
ceed. The top quark is an exception to this rule. Because
of its large mass, the top-quark lifetime is shorter than
the fragmentation timescale, cutting off the long distance
QCD effects and transmitting the tt̄ production config-
uration to the final state. Measurement of the tt̄ spin
configuration is a first look at a bare-quark pair at pro-
duction. The measurement tests the fundamental predic-
tions of QCD [1–5] and could be a sensitive discriminant
of new physics coupled to top quarks [6, 7]. For example,
a tt̄ resonance appearing as an excess in the tt̄ invariant-
mass spectrum can be verified as a Kaluza-Klein graviton

tute, Ljubljana, Slovenia,
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through measurement of the spin correlation as described
in Ref. [7].

Because final state charged leptons have the strongest
correlation to the top-quark spin, the tt̄ spin correlation
is usually discussed in terms of the di-lepton final state
tt̄ → (W+b)(W−b̄) → (ℓ̄ν)(ℓ′ν̄′)bb̄ [4]. This mode suf-
fers from a small branching ratio and poor definition of
the top-quark kinematics due to the presence of two un-
detectable neutrinos. A previous measurement of the tt̄
spin correlation was limited to a small sample of just six
events in this mode [8].

We report on a new measurement of the tt̄ spin cor-
relation in pp̄ collisions at 1.96 TeV with a data sam-
ple corresponding to an integrated luminosity of 4.3
fb−1 collected with the CDF II detector at the Fermi-
lab Tevatron. We measure the spin correlation of pair-
produced quarks for the first time in the lepton plus
jets decay topology, tt̄ → (W+b)(W−b̄) → (ud̄b)(ℓν̄b̄)
or tt̄ → (W+b)(W−b̄) → (ℓ̄νb)(ūdb̄) [9]. In this decay
mode, we take advantage of a large branching ratio com-
pared to the di-lepton channel and the well-constrained
tt̄ kinematics in the lepton plus jets final state with only
one neutrino. The measurement relies critically on a new
technique for identifying the final state down-type quark
(d or s), which has the same spin-analyzing power as a
charged lepton. We expect the spin correlation measure-
ment to show the dominance of tt̄ production via the
J=1 qq̄ annihilation channel that occurs in ∼85% of pp̄
collisions at the Tevatron [10].

We work in the helicity basis, where the spin-
quantization axis is defined as the direction of motion
of the t (or t̄) quark in the tt̄ rest frame. There are other
quantization axes which predict a larger value for the spin
correlation [3], but they do not provide any significant in-
crease in the statistical sensitivity of our approach, so we
work with the simpler helicity basis. A quark is called
right-handed (tR)/left-handed (tL) if its spin is oriented
along/opposite to its direction of motion. In the tt̄ rest
frame the quarks move back-to-back; thus the same-spin
states with J=1 are those with opposite helicity: t̄LtR
and t̄RtL. Near the energy threshold for tt̄ production,
the opposite-helicity fraction is predicted in the standard
model (SM) to be ∼67% for tt̄ production via qq̄ anni-
hilation, while for top quarks with large momenta com-
pared to the top-quark mass, helicity is approximately
conserved and this fraction rises to ∼100% [1, 3]. Inte-
grating over all top-quark momenta according to the par-
ton distribution functions and adding the small (∼15%)
J = 0 contribution from gluon-gluon fusion processes, we
expect to find an opposite-helicity fraction [1, 3]

FOH =
σ(t̄RtL) + σ(t̄LtR)

σ(t̄RtR) + σ(t̄LtL) + σ(t̄RtL) + σ(t̄LtR)

≈ 0.70. (1)

FOH is simply related to the spin correlation coeffi-
cient κ that measures the fractional difference between
the number of events in which the top-quark spins are

aligned and the number of events in which they have
opposite directions: κ = 2FOH − 1. We thus expect
κ ≈ 0.40 [1, 3], while for uncorrelated spins, κ = 0.0 and
FOH = 0.5.

In top-quark decays in the SM the V-A couplings fix
the angular distributions of the decay products according
to the polarization of the parent top quark via

1

Γ

dΓ

d cos θi

=
1

2
(1 ± Ai cos θi), (2)

where the positive/negative sign is used for right-
handed/left-handed quarks, and the helicity angle θi is
defined as the angle between the spin-quantization direc-
tion and the momentum of the decay particle in the rest
frame of its parent top quark. In the V-A weak decay, the
spin-analyzing-power coefficient Ai is equal to +1.0 for
the charged lepton or down-type quark, -0.41 for the bot-
tom quark, and -0.31 for the neutrino or up-type quark,
with the signs reversed for antitop-quark decays [3]. The
tt̄ spin correlation connects the daughter helicity angles
on each side of the decay. The differential cross-section
in these variables is

1

σ

d2σ

d(cos θi)d(cos θj)
=

1 + κAiAj cos θi cos θj

4
, (3)

where i and j refer to top-quark and antitop-quark decay
products respectively [3].

For each of the four possible tt̄ helicity states, we cre-
ate model templates for the distributions of cos θl cos θd

and cos θl cos θb, where the charged lepton l is a decay
product from one top quark in the pair and the quarks d
and b are decay products from the other quark. We then
find the relative normalization of these model templates
that gives the best fit to a two-dimensional distribution
of these variables in the data. The model templates ac-
count for all acceptance effects and dilutions due to event
reconstruction, so that the parton-level value of FOH fol-
lows directly from the template fit to the data.

CDF II [11] is a general purpose, azimuthally and
forward-backward symmetric detector. Charged-particle
directions and momenta are measured with a silicon
tracker [12] and a drift chamber [13] in a 1.4 T solenoidal
magnetic field. Electromagnetic and hadronic calorime-
ters [14] are located beyond the solenoid and allow for jet
and missing ET reconstruction. Beyond the calorimeter,
muon chambers [15] provide coverage for the pseudora-
pidity range |η| ≤ 1.0. We use a cylindrical coordinate
system with its origin at the center of the detector and
the z-axis along the proton direction [16].

Lepton plus jets events are selected by requiring one
electron or muon with transverse momentum of at least
20 GeV/c and |η| < 1.0, missing transverse energy of
at least 20 GeV, and four or more jets with transverse
energy of at least 20 GeV and |η| < 2.0, at least one
of which must be tagged as a b jet by the presence of
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a displaced secondary vertex [17]. This selection yields
1001 total candidate events, 224 of which have two tagged
b jets.

Non-tt̄ backgrounds are well-constrained by precision
tt̄ cross-section measurements [18], with a predicted to-
tal of 215 ± 48 background events. Non-tt̄ models are
checked against background-enriched sidebands with no
tagged b jets and are found to give very good represen-
tations of the normalizations and kinematics in all vari-
ables, including lepton and jet energies and angular dis-
tributions.

The helicity angles are determined in a complete re-
construction of the tt̄ kinematics in tt̄ → (Wb)(Wb) →
(ℓνb)(udb), where we constrain M(ℓν) = M(ud) = 80.4
GeV/c2, the mass of the W boson, and M(ℓνb) =
M(udb) = 172.5 GeV/c2, the top-quark mass, and re-
quire any tagged b jets to be identified with b partons.
The constraints were chosen to be close to the world av-
erages in Ref. [19]. Each of the 24 possible jet-to-parton
assignments is evaluated using a χ2 comparison to the tt̄
hypothesis with the above constraints, and we choose the
assignment with the lowest χ2 value [20]. This procedure
correctly assigns all jets to the corresponding partons in
approximately 37% of events. All effects of angular ac-
ceptance and jet reconstruction and mis-assignment are
fully modeled by our simulated samples.

Down-type-quark identification relies on the V-A decay
correlation that tends to send the down-type quark in the
direction opposite that of the hadronically decaying W
boson in the top-quark rest frame. We therefore assign
the down-type quark as the jet that, in the W boson rest
frame, is closest to the bottom jet identified as coming
from the same top quark as the W boson [3]. Simulation
studies show that this algorithm correctly identifies the
down-type quark 60% of the time.

The same-helicity and opposite-helicity model tem-
plates are created with a customized version of the her-

wig event generator [21] that implements the angular
distribution of Eq. 2 for the charged lepton or down-type
quark, with a tunable choice of right- or left-handed top
quarks, and preserves all the other expected spin cor-
relations [22]. We create four different simulated sam-
ples, corresponding to the four possible top-quark-pair
helicity states: t̄LtR, t̄RtL, t̄LtL, and t̄RtR. QCD in-
teractions respect both the parity symmetry (P ) and
the combined symmetry of parity and charge conjuga-
tion (CP ). Because CP transforms t̄RtR → tLt̄L, we
can define the same-helicity (SH) model template shape
to be the symmetric sum of σ(t̄RtR) + σ(tL t̄L). Since
P transforms t̄RtL → t̄LtR, we let the opposite-helicity
(OH) model template shape be the symmetric sum of
σ(t̄RtL) + σ(t̄LtR).

Figure 1 compares the SH and OH model templates af-
ter detector simulation, event selection, and reconstruc-
tion in the two distributions that we use for the mea-
surement, cos θl cos θd and cos θl cos θb. Our sensitivity
results from the SH model template being shifted towards
negative values of cos θl cos θd, while the OH model tem-

plate is shifted towards positive values, with the opposite
shifts occurring in the cos θl cos θb distribution.
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FIG. 1: Distributions of the cos θl cos θd and cos θl cos θb vari-
ables, after detector simulation, event selection, and recon-
struction, in our same-helicity and opposite-helicity simulated
tt̄ samples.

We perform our measurement using a binned likelihood
fit to find the relative normalization of these model tem-
plates that gives the best simultaneous representation of
cos θl cos θd and cos θl cos θb in our data. The background
normalization is constrained to be close to the predicted
value, with a Gaussian uncertainty, but the same-helicity
fraction FSH and opposite-helicity fraction FOH are al-
lowed to float freely. We do not require that FSH and
FOH be constrained to physical values between 0 and 1,
but we do require FSH + FOH = 1. The fit runs over
all bins in a two-dimensional distribution of cos θl cos θd

vs. cos θl cos θb. The expected statistical uncertainty for
FOH is approximately 0.23, corresponding to an uncer-
tainty for κ of 0.46, and is independent of the actual value
of FOH and κ.

Additional contributions to the uncertainty result from
incomplete knowledge of the background size and shape,
of the exact detector response, and of the parton distribu-
tion functions (PDF), and are estimated by performing
the measurement in simulated samples with reasonable
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TABLE I: Systematic Uncertainties on FOH

Systematic Uncertainty

Generator dependence 0.060

JES 0.042

ISR/FSR 0.030

Background shape 0.023

Color reconnection 0.009

PDF 0.007

Parton shower 0.006

Background size 0.002

Total uncertainty 0.083

variations in the model assumptions. These systematic
uncertainties are shown in Table I. The largest uncer-
tainty, generator dependence, results from small biases
seen when testing with simulated samples created using a
range of generators, including herwig [21], pythia [23],
alpgen [24], and madevent [25]. Other significant
contributions come from the uncertainty of the jet en-
ergy scale (JES) during event reconstruction and uncer-
tainty in the amount of initial and final state radiation
(ISR/FSR) in our observed tt̄ events. The small vari-
ation of FOH with the assumed value of the top-quark
mass is not included in our systematic uncertainty; our
measurement assumes a mass of 172.5 GeV/c2 for the
top quark.

The final result of our fit to the two-dimensional dis-
tribution cos θl cos θd vs. cos θl cos θb is shown in Fig. 2.
This figure shows one-dimensional distributions of both
variables, with our data being compared to the sum of the
background model, same-helicity model, and opposite-
helicity model, with the model normalizations deter-
mined by our fit result. Assuming the top-quark mass
is 172.5 GeV/c2, we find an opposite-helicity fraction of

FOH = 0.80 ± 0.25 (stat) ± 0.08 (syst) .

Converting this to the spin correlation coefficient, using
κ = 2FOH − 1, yields

κ = 0.60 ± 0.50 (stat) ± 0.16 (syst) .

This first measurement of the top-quark pair spin cor-
relation in the lepton plus jets decay channel agrees well
with the theoretical prediction of κ ≈ 0.40 [1, 3], although
the statistical uncertainty is still large. Simulated exper-
iments with larger datasets indicate that if the Tevatron
dataset reaches 15 fb−1 before the end of the Tevatron
lifetime, the expected statistical uncertainty on κ would
be reduced to 0.26. This technique can thus be applied
in future measurements with larger datasets collected at
the Tevatron and LHC to constrain the tt̄ production
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FIG. 2: Distribution of the cos θl cos θd and cos θl cos θb vari-
ables in data compared to the sum of our background model,
the same-helicity model template, and the opposite-helicity
model template. The relative normalizations of the model
distributions are determined by our fit result.

spin structure or to connect with other anomalies that
may show up in the reconstructable tt̄ kinematics of the
lepton plus jet sample.
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