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Abstract

Measuring the vector boson scattering (VBS) precisely is an important step towards understand-
ing the electroweak symmetry breaking of the standard model (SM) and detecting new physics
beyond the SM. We propose a neural network which compress the features of the VBS into three
dimensional latent space. The consistency of the SM prediction and the experimental data is tested
by the binned log-likelihood analysis in the latent space. We will show that the network is capable
of distinguish different polarization modes of WWjj production in both dileptonic channel and
semi-leptonic channel. The method is also applied to constrain the effective field theory and two
Higgs Doublet Model. The results demonstrate that the method is sensitive to generic new physics
contributing to the VBS.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Vector Boson Scattering (VBS) represents sensitive probe of both the Standard Model
(SM) electroweak symmetry breaking (EWSB) and new physics Beyond-the-SM (BSM) |1,
2]. If the couplings of the Higgs boson to vector bosons deviate from the SM prediction, the
cross sections of VBS processes will increase with center-of-mass energy up to the scale of new
physics. In addition, many BSM models predict extended Higgs sector. The contribution
from new resonances can also increase the VBS cross section in certain phase space.

Measuring the VBS processes at hadron collider is experimentally challenging due to their
low signal yields and complex final states. The LHC experiments have built comprehensive
searches for the VBS processes [3-5]. The same-sign WW production with leptonic decay
has the largest signal-to-background ratio among VBS processes. This channel was the
first VBS process that has been observed during the run 1 of the LHC [6, 7| and has
been confirmed by the measurements at the LHC run II [8, 9]. The ATLAS and CMS
Collaborations have also performed the measurements for other VBS channels, such as fully
leptonic ZZ [10, 11|, fully leptonic WZ [12, 13| and semi-leptonic WV or ZV with the V/
decaying hadronically [14, 15]. New physics contributions to the VBS channels are usually
parameterized by effective field theory (EFT) operators. Precision measurement of the VBS
channels can be recast as constraints on the coefficient of the operators [16-18].

Understanding the polarization of the gauge bosons is an important step after the mea-
surements of the VBS processes. Vector bosons are unstable and can only be observed
through their decay products. This lead to the interference among different polarizations,
which cancels exactly only when the azimuthal angles of the decay products are integrated
over. Even though selection cuts in analyses render the incompleteness of the cancellation, it
is still possible to extract polarization fractions by fitting data with Monte Carlo simulated
templates. There are studies aiming to determine the polarization of gauge bosons in the
WEWT channel [19, 20|, in fully leptonic W*W#* channel [21], in fully leptonic WZ/ZZ
channels [22], in the SM Higgs decay [23]| and in generic processes with boosted hadronically
decaying W boson [24]. Various kinematic observables have been proposed in these works to
discriminate the longitudinal and transverse polarized gauge boson. Several recent studies
have shown that deep neural network with input of final states momenta can be used for
regression of the lepton angle in the gauge boson rest frame |25, 26| and classification of
events from different polarizations [27, 28].

Autoencoders have been widely used in model-agnostic searches at colliders, dubbed as
anomaly detection or novelty detection. The main function of the autoencoder is that it
learns to map an input to a latent compressed representation and then back to itself. The
autoencoder which is trained on known SM processes could be able to identify the BSM
events as anomalies [29-36]. In other cases, when the anomaly can not be detected on a
single event, density-based novelty evaluators [37-39] are proposed to detect discrepancies
between two datasets in the latent space. Since the VBS processes are the perfect window
to access any new physics related with EWSB, we can adopt autoencoders to detect possible
new physics contributions to the process.

In this work, focusing on the fully leptonic and semi-leptonic channels of the W*WT +jets
process, we propose a neural network based on the Transformer architecture [40] to learn
the features of the VBS process. Those features are not only useful in separating the VBS
process from the SM backgrounds but also capable of discriminating different polarizations
of the W bosons in the VBS process. An autoencoder is trained on the features to reduce



the dimensionality so that only the most relevant features are kept. Eventually, we perform
binned log-likelihood test in the latent space to find out whether the distributions of the
feature is coincide with the SM prediction. The EFT and Two Higgs Doublet Model (2HDM)
are considered as examples to demonstrate that this method is able to test a wide class of
BSM physics.

The paper is organized as follows. The analysis framework is introduced in Sec. II, in-
cluding the event generation, architecture of neural network and binned log-likelihood anal-
ysis. Discrimination of different polarization modes of the W jj production is discussed
in Sec. III. In Sec. IV and Sec. V, we consider the applications of our method to effective
field theory and two Higgs Doublet Model, respectively. Our conclusions are presented in
Sec. VI.

II. ANALYSIS FRAMEWORK
A. Event generation for signals and backgrounds

The signal and background events in our study is generated with the MADGRAPH5 AMCQ@QNLO
[41] framework, in which the MADSPIN is used for the decays of heavy SM particles (top
quark, W/Z boson), and PYTHIA 8.2 [42] is used for parton shower, hadronization and
decay of hadrons. The latest version of MG5 is capable of handling polarized parton scat-
tering [43]. This function is adopted to simulate the events of the VBS processes with
fixed vector boson polarization in the final state. The detector effects are simulated by
DELPHES 3 with ATLAS configuration card, where b-tagging efficiency is set to 70%, and
mistagging rates for the charm- and light-flavor jets are 0.15 and 0.008, respectively [44].

The clustering of final state particles into jets are implemented by FASTJET [45] using the
anti-kp algorithm with cone size parameter R = 0.4.

All of the diagrams at agy (agw is the electroweak coupling constant) are included in
simulating the VBS process (referred as EW production hereafter), such as vy — WW,
processes with final state vector boson radiated from quark directly, and the significant in-
terferences among diagrams. There are also mixed electroweak-QCD diboson productions
at O(a?ady), where ay is the strong coupling constant. In the SM, the interference be-
tween the electroweak and mixed EW-QCD production is found to be small [20, 46, 47].

In simulating the polarized processes, the definition of the polarization is frame-dependent.
We take the partonic center of mass frame as the reference frame in this work, i.e. the rest
frame defined by the two initial parton in the q¢’ — WTW ~jj process *.

We will study both the dileptonic channel and semi-leptonic channel of the EW W5
production. So that at least one of the W bosons should be decaying leptonically (denoted
by W,W;3EW). The dominant backgrounds are QCD production of tf process, single top
production, mixed EW-QCD production of WW/W Z and the EW production of WZ. Since
the fully hadronic final states are not relevant in our analysis, the following requirements are
applied in generating the background events: (1) at least one of the top decays leptonically
in the ¢t process (denoted by tt;); (2) either W or top quark decays leptonically in the
tW process (denoted by tW,/t,W) ; (3) at least one of the W boson decays leptonically
in the mixed electroweak-QCD WWjj process (denoted by W,W;jRCP): (4) the W boson

1 One could also use the rest frame of W W~ system as the reference frame, in which the fraction of
longitudinal polarized W boson is slightly higher [43].



decays leptonically in the mixed electroweak-QCD W Zjj process (denoted by W,Z;;j%P)
and in the EW W Zjj process (denoted by W,Z;jj5W). In all of those cases, the transverse
momenta of final state jets should be greater than 20 GeV. We will use the measured inclusive
cross sections at the LHC for ¢¢ [48] and tW [49] processes, and use the leading order cross
sections which are calculated by MADGRAPHS5 AMCQ@NLO for diboson processes. The
fiducial cross sections at 13 TeV LHC are provided in the second column of Tab. I.

o [pb] o™ [fb][a" [fb]
tty 210.3 | 139.8 | 3007.6
tW/teW || 15.9 | 11.6 | 224.6
W,W35iQCP1 468 | 14.7 | 340.5
W, ZjjQCP || 220 | 4.49 | 165.7
W,Zji"W || 0.487 | 3.68 | 22.2
WWiiW |l 0.738 | 4.36 | 37.3

TABLE I. The production cross sections of signal and background processes before and after
pre-selections.

The events are divided into two classes with the following preselections [3]:

e Di-Lepton: exactly two opposite sign leptons with pr(¢) > 20 GeV, |n(l)| < 2.5; at
least two jets with pr(j) > 20 GeV, |n(j)| < 4.5; the two jets with leading pr should
give large invariant mass (m;; > 500 GeV) and have large pseudorapidity separation
(|Anl;; > 3.6); no b-tagged jet in the final state.

e Semi-Lepton: exactly one charged lepton with pr(¢) > 20 GeV, |n(l)| < 2.5; at least
four jets with pr(j) > 20 GeV, |n(j)| < 4.5; the pair of jets with the largest invariant
mass (m;; > 500 GeV) that also satisfies |An|;; > 3.6 is taken as the forward-backward
jet pair; (4) among the remaining jets, the jet pair with invariant mass closest to the
W boson mass is regarded as the jet pair from W decay.

The cross sections for signal and backgrounds after the Di-Lepton and Semi-Lepton selections
are provided in the third and fourth columns of the Tab. I, respectively. We can find that
the tf process is the most important background in both channels, the cross section of which
is ~ O(100) times larger than that of the VBS process.

The preselected events are fed into the network for learning the features. The deep
learning is known to be able to transform lower level inputs into discriminative outputs. So
we represent each event by a set of four-momenta ? and their identities (the lepton charge
is implied). Different networks will be adopted for dileptonic channel and semi-leptonic
channel. The input for the network of dileptonic channel consists of momenta of two leptons,
forward and backward jets, sum of all detected particles and sum of jets that are not assigned
as forward-backward jets. And the input for the network of semi-leptonic channel consists
of momenta of the lepton, forward and backward jets, two jets from W decay, sum of all
detected particles and sum of remaining jets ®. In short, there are six/seven momenta with
identities for the input of dileptonic/semi-leptonic channel.

2 We use the (pg, py, ps, E), although sometimes (pr, 7, ¢, m) is used.
3 Jets that are not assigned as forward-backward jets and jets from W boson decay.



B. Architecture of neural network

A simple fully connected neural network can extract the features of the input data, but
there are a lot of redundant connections, which will make the extraction efficiency low and
prone to overfitting. These problems can be alleviated by including the attention mechanism.
As proposed in Ref. [40], the Transformer with multi-head self-attention mechanism provides
a variety of different attentions and improved the learning ability, thus can be used to
effectively extract the internal connections of features.
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FIG. 1. Architecture of neural network.

The architecture of our neural network is illustrated in Fig. 1. The input consists of iden-
tities and four-momenta of N particles (N = 6/7 for the dileptonic/semi-leptonic channel).
The original particles momentum (p#) is normalized according to

o D=t

Pl P (I1.1)
where the index 7 runs over N particles in an event. The mean p* and standard deviation
ope are calculated on the particles from the full set of the training sample. Then, we embed
the particles identities of each event into a uniform distribution (N x 64), and map the
normalized four momenta to a matrix (N x 64) through a Mapping network. The Mapping
network is a fully connected neural network with 4 hidden layers (each layer contains 64
neurons). The summation of those two components (encode the types of particles into the
four momenta, denoted by Myye4) are fed into the Transformer. The Transformer contains
four copies of encoder layers. Each encoder consists of a self-attention layer and a feed
forward neural network followed by normalization layers. In particular, the self-attention

layer map the Myygq into My g,
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. 1Q,K,V :
where W@V is constructed from Myygq - Wehe', and WK VO are trainable parameter

matrices.

The output of the Transformer is a matrix of size N x 64. The features are obtained by
averaging over the particle index (thus it has the shape 1 x 64). Eventually, a Classifier and
an Autoencoder is applied for classifying the inputs (to the processes which they belong)
and reducing the dimensionality of the feature space. The Classifier and Autoencoder are
trained simultaneously, using the Adam optimizer with learning rate of 3 x 107%. Even
though higher dimensional feature space provides better discrimination power, the statistical
uncertainty in shape analysis is significantly larger due to the limited number of simulated
events (O(10°) for each signal processes after preselection). In Fig. 2, we show the stabilized
loss (typically after ~100 epochs in the training) of the Autoencoder for different choices of
the dimensionality of feature space. We can find that for all of the polarization modes in
both dileptonic and semi-leptonic channels, the three dimensional latent space can reproduce
the 64-dimensional features reasonably well (with loss < 107*). Meanwhile, the binned log-
likelihood analysis can be performed with relatively small statistical uncertainty.
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FIG. 2. Stabilized loss of the Autoencoder for different choices of the dimensionality of feature
space in dileptonic channel (left panel) and semi-leptonic channel (right panel).

C. Binned log-likelihood analysis in the latent space

The 3-dimensional latent space is divided into 8 x 8 x 8 bins for dileptonic channel and
10 x 10 x 10 bins for semi-leptonic channel, since the latter has larger production rate. In
principle, one could perform the binned log-likelihood test over all of the bins. However,
we find this renders the result sensitive to the tail of the distribution, where the signal
and background event numbers are small. Although more dedicated analysis is possible to
resolve this issue, we try to only use bins that contain relatively large number of signal
events as a simpler alternative. Among the bins which contain at least 1% of total signal
events, ten with highest signal to background ratios are selected for the log-likelihood test *.

4 For the EFT case, since the kinematic feature of W*W T jj production with non-zero ¢z is similar to that
of the SM W*W T, the selected bins are identical in most of the cases. As for the 2HDM, around half
of the selected bins are different from those of SM W*WTjj. Moreover, the selected bins are different

from parameter point to parameter point in the 2HDM.



The backgrounds here refers to the summed contributions of tt,, tW,/t,\W, W,Wj G,
W,Z559P and W,Zj55W processes. And the signal here refers to the W,W ;W and its
new physics modifications. In realistic experiments, the number of signal in each bin can be
obtained by subtracting the predicted background event number from the measured number.
This procedure selects ~ 30% of signal events and ~ 0.5% of total background events in
most of the cases. According to the cross sections in the Tab. I, this procedure reduce the
cross section of combined backgrounds to the same level as that of the VBS signal.

For a given hypothesis H (either the SM or new physics BSM), the expected number of
events (¢;) in the ith bin can be obtained from Monte Carlo simulation. The probability of the
ith bin having n; observed events follows the Poissonian probability, ¢!""e~" /n;!. So we can
determine the probability of the full distribution by multiplying the Poissonian probabilities
of the selected bins. The binned likelihood for hypothesis H, is defined as

N ,—1;
t,re "

nz‘ ’

L(data|Ha) =[] (11.3)

%

where ¢ runs over 10 selected bins. Subsequently, we can define the test statistic Q as the
log likelihood ratio between a given hypothesis H,, (new physics with fixed parameters) and
the null hypothesis Hy (the SM).

(IL.4)

0= 2log (E(data|7—la)> '

L(data|H,)

We use the expected numbers of events from two hypotheses (H, and H,) to generate
two sets of pseudo-data. In each bin, the pseudo-data is obtained by generating a random
number from Poissonian (statistical uncertainty) plus Gaussian distribution (systematical
uncertainty) with mean value of ¢;. We repeat this procedure 10° times for H, and H,,
respectively. This gives two distributions of the test statistic Q. Finally, the p-value of the
test hypothesis (H,) can be calculated by assuming that the actual observation is at the
center of Q distribution under null hypothesis.

III. LEARNING THE FEATURES OF VECTOR BOSON POLARIZATION

Among polarization modes of the VBS processes, the longitudinally polarized component
is most closely related to the unitarity issue, i.e. the property of the Higgs boson and
possible new physics. There have been extensive studies on separating the polarization of
the gauge boson in the VBS process, exploiting various kinematic variables. The lepton
angular distribution in the gauge boson rest frame is known to be sensitive to the vector
boson polarization,

1 do B 3
odcos 8

fr(1+cosf)? + ng(l —cosf)? + Zfo sin? 6, (TIL.1)

where the f1 ro is the fraction of the corresponding helicity and the 6 is the angle between
the vector boson flight direction in a certain frame and the lepton flight direction in the
vector boson rest frame. Even though the shape of the angular distribution is a good
discriminating variable, it can not be reconstructed precisely for the most of the time. In
the dileptonic channel of W*W T, there are two missing neutrinos in the final state. One
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can not reconstruct the rest frame for individual W boson. As for the semi-leptonic channel,
even though the neutrino momentum can be solved up to a twofold ambiguity (thus the full
momenta of all particles can be calculated), there are usually large uncertainties in measuring
the jets momenta and identifying the forward-backward jets and jets from W boson decay.
Moreover, the shape of the 8 distribution can be distorted by kinematic cuts that need to
be used to separate VBS from its backgrounds [50].

In this section, we demonstrate that our network is capable of discriminating different
polarization modes of the electroweak W*W T jj production with the low-level inputs.

A. The dileptonic channel

We train the network with labeled events of electroweak W, r W, jj, W, W jj, WAW, jj,
WAW jj productions, respectively. Here W, (W) represents longitudinally (transversely)
polarized W boson. The normalized ° distributions of those polarization modes in the three
dimensional latent space are shown in Fig, 3. Larger size of cube indicates more events in
that bin. We can find remarkable differences in the distributions of different polarizations.

wiwp WFwWp

Latent 3
Latent 3
Latent 3

Latent 3

FIG. 3. The normalized distributions of the latent features for different polarization modes in the
dileptonic channel.

To assess the discriminating power of our network, we perform a comparative study on
methods with different input variables. Besides the three latent features, two classes of
variables are defined °:

e Detector level variables: Variable in this class can be reconstructed experimentally,
include the transverse momenta of two leptons pr(¢2) and the forward-backward
jets pr(j12); the azimuthal angle difference between the forward and backward jets

A¢(j,7)-

e Truth level variables: Variable in this class can only be obtained from Monte Carlo
simulation, include the transverse momenta of two W bosons pr(WW*); the lepton angle

in the W boson rest frame cos(;+). The later is calculated by cosf = l?""g t where
W I1Pe

pw is the W boson momentum in the initial parton center of mass frame and ﬁg is the
lepton momentum in the W boson rest frame.

5 Integrating the distribution over all bins gives one.
6 We have tried many other variables, only those showing significant discriminating power are kept.



The Gradient Boosting Decision Tree (GBDT) method is adopted to calculate the receiver
operating characteristic (ROC) curves with inputs of the variables in a class either with or
without including the latent variables. The ROC curves are showing in the left panel of
Fig. 4, where we have considered the events of the W; W, jj as the signal and events of
other polarization modes as background. We can find that the method using latent features
alone have already outperform the GBDT with all detector level variables. And the GBDT
which combines the latent variables with the detector level variables does not have better
discriminating power than the method with solely latent variables. It indicates that the
information of those detector level variables should have been included in the latent variables.
The GBDT with truth level variables have slightly improved discriminating power than the
method with latent variables. It is also interesting to observe that the discriminating power
can be improved further by combining the truth level variables and latent variables.
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FIG. 4. Left: comparison of the discriminating power of methods with different input variables in
the dileptonic channel. Right: the sensitivity to 1% change in the rate of the Wf W, jj mode. The
width of a band indicates the statistical uncertainty and the color represents different systematic
uncertainties.

When the new physics modifies the Higgs to gauge boson interaction, the incomplete can-
cellation in the VBS amplitude leads to an increased fraction of longitudinal polarized gauge
boson final state. The current precision measurements of the SM allows the increasement of
W, W jj fraction by a percent level, e.g. from 6% to 7% in the following case. To study the
sensitive of latent variables to this amount of change, we perform the binned log-likelihood
analysis, taking the SM cross section (after applying the cut of m;; > 500 GeV at parton
level) for each polarized component. These are o(W, W, ) = 25.5 tb, o(W,/ W, ) = 73.2
fb, o(WiW,) =76.9 fb and o(W,/ W, ) = 243.8 fb respectively. The test hypothesis take
o(W W) = 29.7 fb while keep other cross sections the same. The p-values for the hypothe-
sis test with varying the integrated luminosity are shown in Fig. 4, where we have considered
the cases with three different systematical uncertainties. We can conclude that future LHC
is capable of detecting such change, if the systematic uncertainty is below ~ 5%. Note that
the background processes are not considered at this stage. Moreover, the new physics may
not be simply considered as the summation of the SM components. More complete and
realistic analysis will be given in the next two sections.



B. The semi-leptonic channel

Comparing to the dileptonic channel, the semi-leptonic channel has much larger produc-
tion cross section and only includes a single neutrino in the final state. Better discrimination
power can be obtained in this channel. Similarly, the network for the semi-leptonic channel
is trained with labeled events of EW production of W*W¥jj with different polarizations.
The normalized distribution for each polarization mode in the latent space is shown in Fig. 5.

WHW5

Latent 3
Latent 3
Latent 3

Latent 3

FIG. 5. The normalized distributions of the latent features for different polarization modes in the
semi-leptonic channel.

Two classes of variables that are used in GBDT method to calculate the ROC curves are
listed as follows.

e Detector level variables: transverse momentum pr(¢) and pseudorapidity n(¢) of
the lepton, azimuthal angle difference between forward backward jets A¢(j, j) and the
transverse momentum of W boson pair pr(W, W) which can be calculated by vector
sum of the transverse momenta of its decay products (including the missing transverse
momentum).

e Truth level variables: transverse momenta of two W bosons pr(W®), the lepton
angle in the W boson rest frame cos(¢) and the invariant mass of the forward backward
jets my;.

The ROC curves for methods with different inputs are presented in the left panel of
Fig. 6. Even though the semi-leptonic channel only contain one neutrino in the final state,
the large uncertainty in jet measurement and confusion of forward-backward jets with jets
from W boson decay render the similar polarization discriminating power of this channel
with that of the dileptonic channel. However, due to the sizable production rate of this
channel, dataset with integrated luminosity of < 600 fb~! can be used to probe the 1%
change in the W, W, jj fraction.

It should be noted that this result is only provided as a rough estimation. In a concrete
model, the differential cross section of the EW W*W ™54 channel is not simply given by the
combination of the SM polarization components. Variables other than those listed above
can be helpful in discriminating different polarizations. Meanwhile, the contribution from
SM background processes should be taken into account. In the following two sections, we
will consider the effective field theory and two-Higgs-Doublet-Model (2HDM) as case study.
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FIG. 6. Same as Fig. 4, but for the semi-leptonic channel. Note the variables used for plotting the
ROC is different from that in the dileptonic channel.

IV. APPLICATION TO THE EFFECTIVE FIELD THEORY

In absence of direct observations of new states, a practical way for investigating the new
physics lies in a description based on the EFT, which is valid up to the scale of new physics.
The EFT contains a complete set of independent gauge-invariant operators made up by
the SM fields. There have been numerous studies on constraining the coefficients of these
operators with precision measurements at experiments [51-55]. Most of the operators are
tightly constrained by the elctroweak precision tests (EWPT) of the SM. We will consider
the following operator |56, 57]

O = $20"(D10]0,[010] = Lo"ho,h (IV.1)

since it is less constrained by the EWPT. The ¢ field is Higgs doublet and A denotes the
Higgs boson field with the vacuum expectation value v = 246.2 GeV. The Oy operator
contributes to the Higgs boson kinetic term, and an appropriate field redefinition is required
to bring back the kinetic term to its canonical form

h— h[l — %cH]. (IV.2)

It leads to the following changes to the Higgs couplings

| 1
L 2TV — 2] Z,2Ph + gmuw [l — =eu|WIW R
Ciy 2 2
YL = e Pah t hel (IV.3)
V2 2

The up-dated global fit to the EFT coefficients constrains ¢y < 0.4 (marginalizing over all
other operators) [58]. Future lepton colliders, such as the ILC, will constrain the ¢y to the
1% level [59].

We study its effects on the EW WTW =45 production at the LHC. As the polarization
vector €f ~ % +O("F) grows with momentum p, the longitudinally polarized gauge boson
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scattering (W, W, — Wy W) is dominant at high energy. In the high energy limit, the
amplitude for the longitudinal W boson scattering without Higgs contribution is

2

auge gw 0
MeEauge — u+O(s") (IV.4)
4mi,

which cancels with the amplitude from Higgs exchange

MHises — _ G (s =miy)* (= miy)® seusmvmn Gu IV.5
L RS
w H H w

leaving terms not rising with energy. Here, s,¢,u are Mandelstam variables. However, the
cancellation only holds if the Higgs boson couplings to gauge bosons are exactly SM-like.
The Oy operator modifies the Higgs boson couplings as shown in Eq. IV.3, leading to an
incomplete cancelation up to the scale where new physics states come in. As a result, the

fraction of the W, W; jj is increased and the kinematic properties of final states are changed.

| ey [|-10]-05] 0 |05 ] 1.0 |
Tp>500 |D]]|440.6|421.8|419.7]426.7|436.2
oy [fb] 4.82 [ 4.44 | 4.36 | 4.48 | 4.62
o [fb] || 40.2 [ 37.7 | 37.3 | 37.9 | 39.3
ok 500 [fb]]|46.29|29.68]25.84|28.79|34.01
ol [fb]  1]0.754]0.397(0.314{0.356 | 0.462
o [fb] || 5.283.04|2.40 | 2.79 | 3.50

TABLE II. O‘%jj>500 and a#?j>500 are the production cross sections (requiring the invariant mass
of forward backward jets to be greater than 500 GeV at parton level) for the total and longitudinal
polarized EW WTW~jj productions. al(lL/le) correspond to the cross sections of the dileptonic

channel ({l) and the semi-leptonic channel (lj) after preselection cuts.

We adopt the UFO model as implemented in Ref. [60] to generate the EW W~ jj
events in the EFT. All of the coefficients except the ¢y are set to zero. Both the dileptonic
channel and the semi-leptonic channel are considered. Only those events that pass through
the preselection cuts as listed in Sec. [T A will be fed into the network for further analyses.
The production cross section of the EW WTW ™ jj process (with different choices of ¢p)
before and after the preselections are given in Tab. II. The ¢z = 0 case corresponds to
the SM. We can find the fraction of the longitudinal W production increases with |¢y| as
the cancellation become less exact. And our preselection cuts can raise the fraction of the
longitudinal W W, jj, especially for the dileptonic channel. After the preselections, the
production rate of the semi-leptonic channel is an order of magnitude large than that of the
dileptonic channel.

In this and the next section, the same network that is trained on the labeled SM back-
ground processes as well as the SM W*W ;5 with different polarizations is used for testing.
Events of the new physics are not used for training the network, in order to show that
our method is model agnostic. Analyzing the preselected events of both SM background
processes and the EFT processes with the pre-trained network, we can obtain the distri-
butions of those processes in the 3-dimensional latent space. The normalized distributions
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are presented in Fig. 7, where the background corresponds to the weighted sum of all SM
processes (including tt,, tW,/t,W, W,W35jCP W, 7P and W,Z;j5W) as discussed in
Sec. IT A. Since the network is trained to classify the SM background processes with the SM
WW35EW . it is not surprised to find that the background events are well separated from the
signal events (EW WWjj production in the EFT). Moreover, there are visible differences
among the distributions of EW WW jj production with different ¢y. This feature can be
used to constrain the value of ¢y.

Background éy=—-1.0 éy=0.0 cy=1.0

Latent 3
Latent 3
Latent 3

Latent 3

Background ¢y=-1.0

Latent 3
Latent 3
Latent 3

Latent 3

FIG. 7. The normalized distributions of the latent features for different processes in the dileptonic
channel (upper panels) and semi-leptonic channel (lower panels). Processes from left to right
panels correspond to the backgrounds and EW WTW ~jj productions in the EFT model with
cg = —1.0, 0, 1.0, respectively.

To measure the consistency of the SM and EFT with non-zero ¢y, we perform the binned
log-likelihood test in the latent space. As have been discussed in Sec. I C, only ten bins
with highest signal to background ratios are used. According to our simulation, this will
select ~ 30% signal events and ~ 0.5% background events after the preselection. The null
hypothesis is the SM backgrounds plus SM EW W*W~jj and the test hypothesis is the
SM backgrounds plus EFT EW W*W~jj with a non-zero ¢g. The required integrated
luminosity to achieve 95% Confidence Level (C.L.) probing for different ¢y are presented in
Fig. 8. It can be seen that the semi-leptonic channel outperforms the dileptonic channel if
the systematic uncertainty can be controlled below ~ 5%. Due to higher backgrounds in the
semi-leptonic channel, the sensitivity drop quickly when the systematic uncertainty is larger
than 5%. With systematic uncertainty around 5%, our method will be able to constrain the
¢y to [-0.2,0.1] at high luminosity LHC.

A. Effects of event simulation error

Since our network is trained to detect the anomaly in the simulated SM processes, it could
be sensitive to the errors in the simulation. In Fig. 9, we show how the results of our shape
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FIG. 8. Integrated luminosity required to probe the signal (with different ¢g) at 95% C.L. in the
dileptonic channel (left panel) and semi-leptonic channel (right panel). Several different systematic
uncertainties are considered.

analyses change if the testing samples are simulated independently from the training ones.
To calculate the p-values in the figure, the null hypothesis is always the SM prediction with
events simulations as have been discussed above. In test hypothesis (NSM and Nég), the
events of the SM processes are simulated independently with Herwig++ [61, 62| for parton
shower and hadronization, and Delphes with ATLAS parameters for detector simulation.
For the SM processes, two independent simulations lead to 5% (3%) systematical deviations
in the selected bins for dileptonic (semileptonic) channel. As a result, if the systematic
uncertainty in the shape analysis is chosen to be smaller than the systematical deviations
caused by the simulation, event samples of two simulations for the SM processes can be
distinguished, as shown by the blues lines in both panels. Moreover, the difference of the
simulations in null and test hypothesis renders over-optimistic results for the sensitivity
to new physics, although the effects is mild when the systematic uncertainty in the shape
analysis is chosen to be large.

I s
. 95% C.L.
=
2 e,
a R N
—— SM-NSM [0gy = 5%] . SM-NSM [0ys = 5%] 10-6 | — SM-NSM [0y = 2%] —— SM-NSM [04ys = 2%]
10-3 4 === SM-(=05) [04ys=5%]  —— SM-NGy(=0.5) [0oys =5%] ——- SM-&4(—0.75) [Osys = 2%] —— SM-NEn(=0.75) [Osys = 2%]
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0 5(I)0 10‘00 15‘00 20‘00 25‘00 3000 0 560 10’00 15’00 ZO’OO 25’00 3000
Integrated Luminosity [fb~1] Integrated Luminosity [fb~!]
FIG. 9.  The p-values (at varying integrated luminosity) for independent simulation of event
samples and for benchmark points. Left panel: dileptonic channel with benchmark point ¢y =
—0.5. Right panel: semileptonic channel with benchmark point ¢z = —0.75. SM denotes the

null hypothesis with events simulated as before. For NSM and Né¢g, the background events are
simulated by using Herwig+-+. The ogys indicates the systematic uncertainty that we adopt in the
binned log-likelihood analysis.
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V. APPLICATION TO THE 2HDM

The EFT description may not valid when the collision energy is approaching the masses
of new states. Here we consider an ultraviolet complete model, the 2HDM [63, 64| which
is one of the simplest extension to the Higgs sector of the SM. The scalar sector of the
2HDM consists of two SUy (2) doublets. A discrete Z, symmetry is imposed to avoid tree-
level flavor changing neutral currents. Depending on how this symmetry is extended to the
fermion sector, four types of the 2HDM can be realized. The type-II case will be considered
in this work. The 2HDM predicts many remarkable signatures at the hadron collider. In
particular, there are resonant signals due to the existence of extra CP-even scalar, CP-odd
scalar and charged scalar. Instead of proposing dedicated search for each of those signals,
we will show that our method is sensitive to changes of the polarization and kinematic
properties of the EW W*W ™34 production in the 2HDM. Comparing the latent features
of the WTW =355 process in the 2HDM with those from measurement, constraints on the
parameters of the 2HDM can be obtained.

There are six parameters in the type-II 2HDM: mass of scalars (mpy,, mg,, ma and
mpy+), the mixing angle between two CP-even scalars o and the ratio between two vacuum
expectation values tan 8. The mpy, has been measured to be close to 125 GeV. The my4 and
mpy+ are not relevant in the W+W ™ jj production. Their mass is set to 3 TeV to forbid the
decays of Hj into those states. The couplings of CP-even scalars to the W bosons are given
by

2m? 2m?
Ty sin(ar — B)HyW,FWH™ + Ty cos(av — B)H,W,FWH™ (V.1)

LD

So the combination sin(a — ) is usually used to replace the a parameter. Even though
the tan 5 alone is not related to the HWW couplings, it can modify the scalar to fermions
couplings, which means the total decay width of the Hj thus the kinematics of W*+W~jj
can be affected. We will chose tan 3 = 5 for simplicity 7. So we are left with two free
parameters: my, and sin(a — ). The partial widths of the Hy are given by

4 02 2 2 o4 2 2 4
g, cos”(a — B m2, my, — 4my, miy, + 12m
L(Hy = W) = 2 1 4m2W e ’;17214 i v (V.2)
H2 H2 w

I'(Hy — Z7) = (/)" cos™(a = B)o” 1—4 m}, miy, — dmp,m% +12my (V.3)
2 o12mmp, m%{Q , ‘

my
3y; (sin(B — ) — tan B cos(B — a))? am? | ,
T(Hy — tf) = L L P
(Hz = 1) 16mmy, tan? 3 m2, (my, —4mz) . (V.4)
5y _ B(cos(8 — a) —tan fsin(5 — ) [ dAmp
T(Hy — bb) = L . |
(2~ th) 16mm g, my, (my, —4mi) ,  (V.5)

with ¢’ = cos(0y)gw + sin(6,,)g1, and y,/y, is the Yukawa coupling of the top/bottom quark.
The model is implemented in FEYNRULES [65], which generates the UFO model files for
the MGH5 to calculate the leading order production cross section and simulate the events.

7 The influence of the tan 8 to the WTW ~jj production is mild as long as the decay width of the H, is

not too large.
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In Tab. III, we present the production cross sections of the EW W™~ ;7 process for a few
points in the 2HDM as illustration. In particular, the contribution of the heavy scalar H,
is taken into account, which lead to an increased total production rate for the most of the

time 8.

| (my, sin(8 — «))[[(300,0.7)[(300,0.9) | (700, 0.7)[(700,0.9)|

T =500 [D] 636.2 | 4925 | 461.9 | 428.5
oy [fb] 8.362 | 5.853 | 5.527 | 4.842
o1 [fb] 64.07 | 46.52 | 43.70 | 39.33

ok <500 [fD] 170.75 | 79.81 | 71.58 | 42.65
ol |fb] 2.91 1.27 1.30 0.676
i |fb] 20.78 9.35 9.50 5.06

TABLE III. Similar as Tab. II, but for the 2HDM model. The corresponding parameters are given
in the first row.

Due to the facts that the cancellation between the amplitudes with and without Higgs
exchange are delayed to the scale of mpy, and the heavy scalar dominantly decays into
longitudinally polarized vector boson, the fraction of W, W jj is considerably larger than
that of the SM. For relatively light Hy and small sin( —«) (which means the contribution of
H, is significant), the fraction of W; W} jj can reach ~ 30% before applying the preselection
cuts, while the number is 6% in the SM. The preselections can increase the fraction even
further. This feature renders our network very sensitive to the signals in the 2HDM.

my, = 400 GeV my, = 600 GeV my, = 1200 GeV

Latent 3
Latent 3
Latent 3

FIG. 10. The normalized distributions of the latent features for the resonant Hs production and
decay Hy — WTW ™ in the dileptonic channel. The mass of the Hs is given in the title of each
subfigure.

Moreover, the existence of the Hjy resonance in the W™W ™54 production also gives rise
to discriminative features in the final state. In Fig. 10, we plot the normalized distributions
of latent features for the W*™W ™55 production from pure H, resonance in the dileptonic
channel. Different masses of the Hy have distinct distributions in the latent space. It means

8 The cross section in 2HDM can be smaller than that in SM when the mass of the Hy is heavy and decay

width of the Hs is large, because of the destructive interference between H; and Hs in some phase space.
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FIG. 11. The contours correspond to the required integrated luminosity to probe the signal (with
different sin( —«) and mp,) at 95% C.L. The color grades correspond to the fiducial cross sections
(requiring m;; > 500 GeV at parton level) times the branching ratios. The systematic uncertainties
are set to 5% for both the dileptonic channel (left) and semi-leptonic channel (right).

the network is not only capable of classifying the polarizations of the vector bosons, but
also sensitive to their kinematic properties, even though those 2HDM events are not used
for trainning.

Finally, we pass the preselected events in dileptonic channel and semi-leptonic channel
to the pre-trained network, to extract the latent features. The binned log-likelihood test is
performed in the latent space to find out the discovery potential of models with different
parameters in 2HDM. Similar as before, the null hypothesis is taken as the SM backgrounds
plus the SM EW W*W~jj and the test hypothesis is taken as the SM backgrounds (assum-
ing those processes are kept intact in 2HDM) plus the EW W1~ 55 in 2HDM with different
sets of parameters. The required integrated luminosity for achieving 95% C.L. probing on the
mp,-sin(3 — «) plane are shown in Fig. 11, for dileptonic channel and semi-leptonic channel,
respectively. Unlike the traditional heavy Higgs resonant searches [66, 67|, the sensitivities of
which drop quickly at large mpy, due to the suppressed production rate. Our method probe
both the resonant feature and the modification to Higgs couplings simultaneously. The pa-
rameter space with Hs as heavy as 1.5 TeV can be probed with relatively low integrated
luminosity provided the sin(f8 — «) is not too close to one. However, as sin(f — «) — 1 (the
alignment limit), our method loss the sensitivity completely. Searches for the resonances in
fermionic channels are still able to constrain the model [68-71], since their productions are
mainly controlled by the Yukawa couplings. The production cross sections of both channel
before applying the preselection cuts are indicated by the color grades in the figure. We can
find the sensitivity of the method is roughly determined by the cross section, even though
a slightly better sensitivity can be achieved in the small sin(f — «) region, e.g. comparing
to the the point (mpg, = 300 GeV,sin(5 — a) = 0.9), lower integrated luminosity is required
to probe the point (mp, = 550 GeV,sin(5 — «) = 0.7), even though their production cross
sections are similar. The improvement of the sensitivity attribute to the fact that point with
smaller sin(8 — «) = 0.7 contains larger fraction of the longitudinal W boson.
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VI. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

In this work, we construct a neural network consists of a classification network and an
autoencoder. With the input of low level information (4-momenta and the identities of
particles in our case), the network is capable of reducing the dimensionality of the feature
space for WW jj production, without losing much discriminating power (discriminating the
EW WW3jj from other processes, as well as discriminating different polarization modes of
the EW WWjj). We find the feature space of both dileptonic and semi-leptonic channels
can be compacted into three dimensions. Performing the binned log-likelihood test on the
distributions of latent features, we can draw the conclusion whether the data is consistent
with the SM predict. We have shown that those latent features are very sensitive to various
possible new physics contributing to the VBS. Even though the scores given by the classifier
network contain a certain amount of the process information, they are not as complete as
the latent features. In Fig. 12, we present the sensitivities of the latent features and the
sensitivities of the score Y obtained by the classifier for two benchmark points in the EFT and
the 2HDM. It is not surprised to find out that the latent features have better sensitivities.
In particular, the remarkable kinematic feature of the 2HDM is not very useful in classifying
SM processes, which means this sort of information can be lost in the scores given by the
classifier. Comparing to the EFT case, the improvements of using latent features are much
more significant in the 2HDM model.

.\X —— Score SM-¢4(—0.75)
10-10 J \:‘\\ 95% C.L. —— Score SM-2HDM(1200, 0.95)
e ——- Latent SM-¢,(—0.75)
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b ~, 10—08
-3.0 e
3 10 S.. S 10-10
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FIG. 12.  The p-value (at varying integrated luminosity) of the shape analysis in latent space
(dashed lines) and the p-value calculated only with score from the classifier (solid lines) for dilepton
channel (left panel) and semileptonic channel (right panel).

Considering both the dileptonic and semi-leptonic channel of the W*W ™5 production,
we show that our network is capable of classifying different polarization modes efficiently.
Without considering the background, the LHC dataset with integrated luminosity < 600
fb~! will be sufficient to probe the 1% change in the longitudinal W ~j; fraction, using
the semi-leptonic channel. The dileptonic channel is less sensitive due to its small production
rate. Then, the network is applied to the EFT with non-zero Oy operator and the type-II
2HDM taking into account the background effects, to obtain more complete and realistic
results. In the EFT, our method will be able to constrain the coefficient ¢y to [-0.2,0.1]
providing the systematic uncertainty is around 5%. The dileptonic channel outperforms the

9 Among the scores, we find the summation of scores of all polarization components of EW WWjj lead to

the best result. So it is used for calculating the p-value in the plots.
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semi-leptonic channel if the systematic uncertainty is higher than 5%. In the 2HDM, since
our method is sensitive to both the resonant decay Ho — W~ and the modification to
the SM Higgs couplings, the whole region with sin(f — «) < 0.95 and my, < 1.5 TeV can
be probed with integrated luminosity ~ 300 fb~! at the LHC.

We note that modifications of the SM are unlikely to be confined to VBS processes.
Assuming a new physics scenario of some kind, the model dependent searches can be very
effective in discovering the signal. Our method may not as sensitive as those model dependent
searches for specific signals. For example, in the 2HDM with tan § = 5, our method is
insensitive to the parameter space where cos(5 — «) = 0.05 (corresponds to sin(f — a) =
0.9987). On the other hand, searches for H — 77 at the LHC have already excluded the
parameter space with my ~ [200,350] GeV [68-70]. The advantage of our method is that it
is suitable for detecting a wide class of new physics which contributes the VBS, i.e. related
to the SM electroweak symmetry breaking. This is especially useful when the forms of new
physics are not known.
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