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Yoav Afik,1, ∗ Yevgeny Kats,2, † Juan Ramón Muñoz de Nova,3, ‡ Abner Soffer,4, § and David Uzan2, ¶

1Enrico Fermi Institute, University of Chicago, Chicago, Illinois 60637, USA
2Department of Physics, Ben-Gurion University, Beer-Sheva 8410501, Israel

3Departamento de F́ısica de Materiales, Universidad Complutense de Madrid, E-28040 Madrid, Spain
4School of Physics and Astronomy, Tel Aviv University, Tel Aviv 69978, Israel

In the past years, it was shown that entanglement and Bell nonlocality, which are key concepts in
Quantum Mechanics, can be probed in high-energy colliders, via processes of fundamental particle
scattering. Recently, it has been shown that spin correlations can be measured in pairs of bottom
quarks at the LHC. Given the low mass of the bottom quark compared to typical scattering pro-
cesses at the LHC, many of the bottom-quark pairs are in the ultrarelativistic regime, where they
can exhibit strong spin entanglement. We find that entanglement of bottom-quark pairs may be
measurable even with Run 2 data, especially with the CMS B parking dataset, while observation of
Bell nonlocality may become feasible at the high-luminosity phase of the LHC.

Introduction.—Entanglement is a fundamental prop-
erty of Quantum Mechanics (QM) [1, 2]: if a pair of
particles is entangled, the quantum state of the system
cannot be described by specifying the state of each of the
particles separately. A most remarkable manifestation of
entanglement is the violation of Bell-type inequalities [3],
which addresses the counter-intuitive absence of local re-
alism. Both concepts are at the heart of QM, and have
been probed in a variety of systems at different scales [4–
12].

In recent years, it has been shown that quantum cor-
relations are measurable in particle colliders, such as the
LHC. Collider experiments offer a unique setup for these
measurements, as they allow testing QM at the highest
energies accessible to us. In particular, top-quark pair
production at colliders has been studied extensively [13–
23]. These proposals take advantage of the large mass of
the top quark (mt ≈ 173 GeV), resulting in an extremely
short lifetime (τt ≈ 5×10−25 s), significantly shorter than
the typical time for hadronization (1/ΛQCD ≈ 3×10−24 s)
or spin decorrelation (mt/Λ2

QCD ≈ 2 × 10−21 s). For
this reason, the information of the top-quark pair spins
is propagated directly to the decay products, allowing
one to measure the polarizations and spin correlations
of the top-quark pair system. Indeed, recent analyses
by the ATLAS and CMS collaborations have observed
quantum entanglement between a pair of top quarks for
the first time [24, 25]. Other elementary particles such
as neutrinos [26–28], τ leptons [29–31], or massive gauge
bosons [19, 32–37] also offer avenues for studying quan-
tum correlations, as reviewed in Ref. [38].

Recently, it has been shown that measurement of spin
correlations is possible not only in top-quark pairs, but
also in pairs of lighter quarks [39]. In particular, bottom-
quark pairs were found to be promising. Although the
bottom quarks hadronize, their hadronization products
can be used to measure their polarizations and spin cor-
relations, albeit with some loss of precision. Since the
bottom-quark mass is only mb ≈ 5 GeV, a bb̄ pair is in
the ultrarelativistic regime at a low invariant mass, Mbb̄,

compared to the tt̄ case. This makes the bb̄ system par-
ticularly attractive for study in this regime.

In this Letter we show that the LHC experiments AT-
LAS [40], CMS [41], and LHCb [42], with either standard
or special trigger paths, are promising avenues for de-
tecting entanglement and/or Bell nonlocality in bb̄ pairs.
Some of the measurements can be pursued with data al-
ready collected, while others will become feasible at the
high-luminosity phase of the LHC (HL-LHC).
General Formalism.—A bb̄ pair forms a bipartite sys-

tem of two spin-1/2 particles. As such, it is described by
the density matrix

ρ =
I4 +

∑
i

(
B+

i σi ⊗ I2 + B−
i I2 ⊗ σi

)
+
∑

i,j Cijσ
i ⊗ σj

4
(1)

with In the n×n identity matrix, B±
i the components of

the Bloch vectors B± that represent the quark/antiquark
polarizations, Cij the elements of the spin-correlation
matrix C, and σi the Pauli matrices.

At hadron colliders like the LHC, at leading or-
der (LO) in quantum chromodynamics (QCD), bottom-
quark pairs are produced from quark-antiquark (qq̄ →
bb̄) or gluon-gluon (gg → bb̄) interactions. The kine-
matic state of a bb̄ pair in its center-of-mass (COM)
frame is specified by the invariant mass Mbb̄ and the b-

quark direction k̂. For fixed (Mbb̄, k̂), the spin quantum
state of the bb̄ pair is described by the density matrix
ρ(Mbb̄, k̂), which is the weighted sum of the density ma-

trices ρI(Mbb̄, k̂) arising from the initial states I = qq̄, gg,

ρ(Mbb̄, k̂) =
∑

I=qq̄,gg

wI(Mbb̄)ρ
I(Mbb̄, k̂) , (2)

where the weights wI are determined by the parton distri-
bution functions (PDFs) that effectively describe the con-
tent and structure of the colliding hadrons. The polar-
izations and spin correlations of ρ(Mbb̄, k̂) are described

in terms of those of ρI(Mbb̄, k̂) by equivalent expressions.
The orthonormal basis customarily used to evaluate

B±
i and Cij is the helicity basis (e.g., Ref. [43]), defined
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in the bb̄ COM frame in terms of the vectors {k̂, n̂, r̂}.

Here r̂ = (p̂ − cos Θ k̂)/ sin Θ and n̂ = r̂ × k̂, where p̂

is the proton-beam axis, and cos Θ = k̂ · p̂. At LO in
QCD, the bb̄ quantum state is unpolarized (B±

i = 0) and
the non-vanishing spin-correlation matrix elements are
Ckk, Cnn, Crr, Crk = Ckr. The analytical expressions
for CI

ij are solely functions of (Mbb̄, cos Θ), and given in
Refs. [43–45].

The polarization and spin correlations for bb̄ pairs can
be measured using events in which the b quarks hadronize
into baryons. The lightest, most commonly produced b-
baryon is the Λb, which in the simple quark model con-
tains a spin-singlet, isospin-singlet combination of the
light quarks u and d in addition to the b quark, which
carries the baryon spin. Since mb ≫ ΛQCD, Λb baryons
are expected to carry a large fraction of the original b-
quark polarization [46–49]. The baryon polarization can
be measured from the kinematic distribution of its de-
cay products. This has been done, although with large
statistical uncertainties, in Z → bb̄ decays at LEP, using
semileptonic decays of the Λb [50–52].

Spin-correlation measurements can be performed with
both the Λb and Λb decaying semileptonically via Λb →
Xcℓ

−ν̄ℓ, where Xc denotes a charmed state containing a
baryon, usually the Λ+

c . The angular distribution of the
neutrinos from the two semileptonic decays is approxi-
mately [39]

1

σ

dσ

dxij
=

1

2
(1 − cijxij) ln

(
1

|xij |

)
, (3)

where xij = cos θ+i cos θ−j , the angles θ+i and θ−j , respec-
tively, describe the momentum directions of the antineu-
trino (from the Λb) and the neutrino (from the Λb) with
respect to the basis axes i and j in the bb̄ COM frame,
and

cij = α2rirjCij , (4)

where α ≃ 1 is the spin analyzing power of the
(anti)neutrino in the semileptonic Λb decay. The fac-

tors ri and rj are the longitudinal (rL, for the k̂ axis) or
transverse (rT , for the n̂ and r̂ axes) polarization reten-
tion factors [48, 49]. They describe the fraction of the
original quark’s longitudinal or transverse polarization
that is retained in the baryon and are rough approxi-
mations of the spin-dependent fragmentation functions
(e.g., Refs. [53, 54]). Their values are expected to be
roughly in the ranges 0.4 ≲ rL ≲ 0.8, 0.5 ≲ rT ≲ 0.8 [49]
(see [55] for additional details), where the dominant po-

larization loss arises from Λb baryon production in Σ
(∗)
b

decays [48, 49]. An approximate combination of the LEP
measurements [50–52] gives rL = 0.47 ± 0.14. It is also
possible to measure rL with competitive level of precision
with the data already available in ATLAS and CMS, us-
ing the highly polarized b quarks from pp → tt̄ events [49].

In addition, both rL and rT can be measured in pp → bb̄
events [39]. This can be done independently of the en-
tanglement measurement using a dedicated control re-
gion of phase space where significant entanglement is not
expected while some of the elements Cij are sizable.

Measuring Cij requires reconstructing the momenta of
the two b-quarks, the Λb baryons, and the neutrinos. This
can be approximately done as outlined in Refs. [49, 56–
60]. The approximations involved will need to be ac-
counted for in interpreting the data and will lead to a
reduction in sensitivity, the evaluation of which is be-
yond the scope of the current work.
Entanglement and Bell Nonlocality.—A quantitative

measurement of entanglement is provided by the concur-
rence C [61], which satisfies 0 ≤ C ≤ 1, where C > 0 is a
sufficient and necessary condition for entanglement and
C = 1 corresponds to a maximally entangled state. At
LO QCD, the concurrence is given by C = max(∆, 0) [16],
with

∆ ≡ −Cnn + |Ckk + Crr| − 1

2
. (5)

In general, ∆ > 0 is always a sufficient condition for
entanglement and can then be used as an entanglement
marker.

Highly entangled states can violate Bell inequalities.
For spin-1/2 particles, a useful form of Bell inequality is
the Clauser-Horne-Shimony-Holt (CHSH) inequality [62],
which involves projective spin measurements on each par-
ticle along alternate axes. A quantum state can violate
CHSH inequality iff µ1 + µ2 > 1, with 0 ≤ µ2 ≤ µ1 ≤ 1
the largest eigenvalues of CTC [63]. In practice, a suffi-
cient condition for CHSH violation is V > 0, with

V ≡ C2
kk + C2

rr − 1 ≤ µ1 + µ2 − 1 . (6)

This observable is expected to accurately capture the Bell
nonlocality of the bb̄ quantum state in the ultrarelativistic
regime, where Ckr ≃ 0 and C2

kk, C
2
rr > C2

nn.
Figure 1 shows the concurrence of the bb̄ spin quantum

state at the LHC, computed from Eq. (2), as a function
of the invariant mass Mbb̄ and production angle Θ; here
and in the following we use the NNPDF3.0 LO PDFs [64].
Entanglement (Bell nonlocality) takes place in the re-
gions outside the solid white (dashed black) lines. Due
to the dominance of the gg production channel, we can
understand the entanglement structure in similar terms
to that of tt̄ production [13, 16]. Close to threshold,
Mbb̄ ≃ 2mb, the bb̄ system is in a spin singlet, maximally
entangled. However, in contrast to the tt̄ case, the thresh-
old region is small relative to the range of Mbb̄ achievable
at the LHC. In the ultrarelativistic regime, Mbb̄ ≫ 2mb,
the bb̄ are in a maximally entangled spin-triplet state for
transverse production (cos Θ ≃ 0).

Feasibility Study.—We study the feasibility of measur-
ing ∆ and V at the LHC with Run 2 data and the fu-
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FIG. 1. Concurrence C of the bb̄ quantum state ρ(Mbb̄, k̂) at
the LHC for pp collisions at a COM energy of

√
s = 13 TeV,

as a function of the invariant mass Mbb̄ and the production
angle Θ of the bottom quark in the bb̄ COM frame. The solid
white (dashed black) line represents the critical boundary for
entanglement (Bell nonlocality).

ture HL-LHC data [65, 66], assuming that similar trig-
gers will be employed there. We consider the datasets
of ATLAS/CMS (using the ATLAS parameters for our
estimates) and LHCb, as well as the Run 2 CMS B park-
ing dataset [67–70]. We use the estimated signal and
background event counts from Ref. [39] for ATLAS, and
perform additional simulations here to estimate the event
counts for LHCb and the CMS B parking dataset, as well
as compute the spin correlations for all cases.

We generate pp → bb̄ events at LO QCD using the
MadGraph [71] Monte Carlo (MC) generator and pass
them through Pythia 8.3 [72] for parton showering,
hadronization and decays. We use the anti-kT algo-
rithm [73, 74] with R = 0.4 for jet clustering and consider
only the two leading pT b-jets in each event, in the pseu-
dorapidity range 2 < η < 5 for LHCb, |η| < 2.4 for Run 2
ATLAS and CMS, and |η| < 2.5 for HL-LHC ATLAS
and CMS. To estimate the event counts and spin correla-
tions of the signal alone, we require the selection cuts on
muons described below to be satisfied by muons produced
directly in b-hadron decays and not in charmed-hadron
decays or other sources, using truth MC information. We
then use the binned truth parton-level values of Mbb̄ and
cos Θ in the selected events to analytically compute the
bb̄ spin correlation components for each bin [43].

In the analyses proposed for ATLAS, we rely on event
selection via the double-muon trigger, which requires a
pair of muons with pT > 15 GeV and |η| < 2.4 in Run 2
or pT > 10 GeV and |η| < 2.5 at the HL-LHC [75, 76].
Backgrounds from processes with prompt or mildly dis-
placed muons (originating from charm or τ decays) are
assumed to be eliminated by a b tagging requirement,
which needs to be satisfied by at least one of the jets,
with an 80% efficiency for b jets. Backgrounds from c-

hadron decays in b jets, where the muons are typically
softer than those produced directly in b-hadron decays,
are assumed to be eliminated by applying the require-
ment z ≡ pµT/p

jet
T > 0.2 to at least one of the muons. An

important remaining background is due to semileptonic
decays of B mesons. Reference [49] proposed three possi-
ble approaches to dealing with this background. The first
approach (“Inclusive Selection”) does not attempt to re-
duce it. This results in low sample purity, but keeps the
signal efficiency high. The B-meson background can be
reduced (with a corresponding cost in signal statistics) by
requiring the jet to contain a reconstructed Λ+

c baryon
(via one of its fully reconstructible decay modes, such
as Λ+

c → pK−π+) or a Λ baryon (reconstructed via its
Λ → pπ− decay). These are referred to as “Exclusive Se-
lection” and “Semi-Inclusive Selection”, respectively [49].
Each of these requirements can be applied to either one
or both sides of the event, leading to six possible anal-
ysis channels, all of which were analyzed in [39]. The
statistical uncertainty [55] was found to be the lowest for
the inclusive/exclusive channel (although the other chan-
nels turned out rather comparable). The sample purity
obtained in this channel is ∼ 4.9%. A higher sample
purity of ∼ 44% is possible in the exclusive/exclusive
channel at the price of lowering the signal efficiency by a
factor of ∼ 22 and increasing the statistical uncertainty
for the spin correlation components by a factor of ∼ 1.6.
We base our estimates on the inclusive/exclusive channel,
while noting that sensitivity can be improved by combin-
ing all six channels or by utilizing electrons in addition
to muons, which we do not pursue here. We estimate
the number of signal events that will be available for the
analysis as

N = 2σbb̄ L f2(b → Λb) BR2(Λb → Xcµ
−ν̄µ)

× BR(Λ+
c → reco.) ϵreco. ϵb,2 ϵz,2 ,

(7)

where σbb̄ is the cross section after the cuts on muons but
with the branching and fragmentation fractions factored
out. For the fragmentation fraction, we use f(b → Λb) ≈
7% [49], except for hadrons with pT < 25 GeV where
we implement a pT-dependent enhancement of the Λb

fragmentation fraction [77, 78] based on the results of
Ref. [77]. This enhancement is important primarily for
the LHCb analysis described below. Moreover, we use
BR(Λb → Xcµ

−ν̄µ) ≈ 11%, and BR(Λ+
c → reco.) ≈

18% [79] for the list of channels included in Ref. [39]. The
factor ϵreco. ≈ 50% is our rough estimate for the average
Λ+
c decay reconstruction efficiency, ϵb,2 ≡ 2ϵb − ϵ2b is the

efficiency for any of the two jets to pass the b tagging
condition, and ϵz,2 ≡ 2ϵz − ϵ2z is the efficiency for any of

the two muons to pass the pµT/p
jet
T cut mentioned above.

The CMS B parking dataset of Run 2 [67–70] is based
on a trigger requiring a displaced muon with |η| < 1.5 and
pT above thresholds between 7 and 12 GeV. The informa-
tion on the integrated luminosity for each pT threshold
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σbb̄ [pb] L [fb−1] N Ckk Crr Cnn ∆ V rL σstat
∆ σstat

V
∆

σstat
∆

V
σstat
V

∆

σtot
∆

V
σtot
V

Run 2,
√
s = 13 TeV

ATLAS 1.0× 104 140 1.4× 104 0.96 0.62 −0.61 0.60 0.31
0.75 0.19 0.48 3.1 0.6 2.6 0.6

0.45 0.32 1.11 1.8 0.3 1.7 0.3

LHCb, ∆ > 0.4 2.7× 106 5.7 4.2× 104 0.62 0.76 −0.66 0.52 −0.04
0.75 0.11 0.25 4.6 −0.1 3.4 −0.1

0.45 0.19 0.46 2.7 −0.1 2.4 −0.1

CMS B parking 2.8× 105 41.6 3.7× 105 0.88 0.61 −0.58 0.53 0.14
0.75 0.038 0.089 > 10 1.6 4.7 1.5

0.45 0.064 0.20 8.4 0.7 4.3 0.7

HL-LHC,
√
s = 14 TeV

ATLAS, V > 0.3 3.9× 104 3000 6.2× 105 0.94 0.86 −0.85 0.82 0.63
0.75 0.03 0.08 > 10 7.5 4.9 4.2

0.45 0.05 0.17 > 10 3.7 4.8 3.0

LHCb, V > 0.3 3.2× 106 300 3.3× 105 0.83 0.88 −0.83 0.77 0.48
0.75 0.040 0.11 > 10 4.3 4.8 3.3

0.45 0.067 0.21 > 10 2.2 4.6 2.0

CMS B parking, V > 0.2 3.1× 105 800 3.2× 106 0.84 0.85 −0.80 0.75 0.43
0.75 0.013 0.035 > 10 > 10 5.0 4.6

0.45 0.022 0.068 > 10 6.3 4.9 3.9

TABLE I. The cross section σbb̄ (after the cuts on muons but with the branching and fragmentation fractions factored out),
integrated luminosity L, number of expected signal events N (after the full selection), expected values for the diagonal spin
correlation matrix elements, the quantities ∆ and V, as well as their statistical uncertainties and significances. In the last
two columns, we also show their total significance for a scenario with 20% systematic uncertainty. We present the statistical
uncertainties for two values of the polarization retention factors ri from Eq. (4): we fix rT = 0.7 and take an optimistic case of
rL = 0.75 in the first subrow and a pessimistic case of rL = 0.45 in the second subrow.

(out of the total 41.6 fb−1) is available in Refs. [68, 69].
Our proposed analysis requires the presence of an ad-
ditional muon (in another jet) with an opposite charge,
pT > 5 GeV and |η| < 2.4. The advantage of this dataset
is the higher statistics thanks to the low pT thresholds
relative to the typical ones used in CMS and ATLAS.
We calculate the number of expected signal events ac-
counting for the fact a muon is already required on one
side:

N = 2f2(b → Λb) BR(Λb → Xcµ
−ν̄µ)A

× BR(Λ+
c → reco.) ϵreco N0 ,

(8)

where N0 ≈ 1010 is the number of bb̄ events in the CMS
B parking dataset [67–70] (with an average purity of ≈
80% [68]), A ≈ 38% is the acceptance of selecting the
muon on the non-triggering side of the event (found by
our simulation) and, as in the previous case, we consider
the inclusive/exclusive selection. We will also present the
expected reach for the HL-LHC, in case such a trigger
will be implemented. As an example, we will assume
L = 800 fb−1 for the integrated luminosity and rescale
N0 also by the ratio of our simulated cross section times
acceptance at

√
s = 14 vs. 13 TeV.

We also consider LHCb, which has lower integrated
luminosity than ATLAS or CMS, but also lower trigger
thresholds and better reconstruction capabilities. Mo-
tivated by Refs. [80, 81], we consider a trigger requir-
ing a muon with pT > 1.8 GeV and 2 < η < 5, a
two-, three- or four-track secondary vertex with a sig-
nificant displacement from any primary vertex (consis-

tent with a b-hadron decay), and a charged particle with
pT > 1.6 GeV inconsistent with originating from a pri-
mary vertex. We simulate only the muon pT and η re-
quirements, assuming that the rest of the conditions will
be satisfied for bb̄ events with an O(1) efficiency. Our
proposed analysis requires the presence of a second muon
(in another jet) with an opposite charge, pT > 0.5 GeV
and 2 < η < 5. The number of expected signal events is
computed with Eq. (7). The enhancement of the Λb frag-
mentation fraction at low pT is important here. For the
LHCb sample without any further cuts, our simulation
gives the mean value ⟨f(b → Λb) f(b̄ → Λb)⟩ ≈ 0.036.

Our results are presented in Table I. In some of the
cases, as indicated, we applied an additional cut, on the
expected parton-level value of ∆ or V for the event, to
increase the ∆ or V significance in the sample. In these
cases, for LHCb we also required Mbb̄ > 20 GeV at the
parton level to focus on the ultrarelativistic entangled
regime. We have explicitly checked that directly averag-
ing the value of V in phase space, which should increase
the signal due to the convexity of Bell locality [16, 22],
does not lead to a sensible improvement in the signifi-
cance of the observation.

We find that the CMS B parking dataset is the most
promising avenue for detecting entanglement in Run 2
data, with statistical significance of roughly 10σ, with
the exact number depending on the values of the polar-
ization retention factors rL and rT . This leaves room
for obtaining high significance even after accounting for
the systematic uncertainties. LHCb may also be able
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FIG. 2. The expected statistical significance of entanglement
in Run 2 CMS B parking dataset (left) and Bell nonlocality
in the ATLAS HL-LHC data with the V > 0.3 cut (right) as a
function of the polarization retention factors rL and rT . The
white dotted polygons approximately indicate the region of
plausible values for rL and rT [48, 49, 55]. The vertical yellow
lines show the central value of rL (thick line) and its ±1σ
uncertainties (thin lines) from an approximate combination
of the LEP measurements [50–52].

to produce a meaningful measurement, especially if rL
and rT happen to be high. At the HL-LHC all the ex-
periments are promising for detecting entanglement with
high significance, and show potential for detecting Bell
nonlocality as well. In Fig. 2 we show how the statistical
significance depends on rL and rT for the measurement of
entanglement with the CMS B parking dataset of Run 2
and the measurement of Bell nonlocality with the ATLAS
HL-LHC dataset.

Conclusions and Discussion.—We propose methods to
measure entanglement and Bell nonlocality at the LHC
with pairs of bb̄ quarks. This system is especially at-
tractive given the large cross section for ultrarelativistic
bottom quarks at the LHC. We find that the observation
of entanglement is possible with high significance with
the currently available CMS B parking data, while Bell
nonlocality is still beyond our current reach but will be
accessible using the full HL-LHC data. We find that en-
tanglement observation is also possible in LHCb, further
motivating the study of quantum correlations at this de-
tector.

In future work, it will be useful to extend the predic-
tions for bb̄ spin correlations beyond LO QCD. It will
also be interesting to explore the possibility of measur-
ing entanglement and Bell nonlocality in future colliders,
such as the FCC-ee and the FCC-hh [82–84], with dif-
ferent production mechanisms. Furthermore, other QM
concepts, such as discord and steering [18], can be also
addressed in bb̄ pairs. In general, our work paves the way
to study quantum correlations in hadronizing systems.
Among others, this could have impact on the character-
ization of the quark-gluon plasma, whose vortical struc-
ture can lead to non-trivial spin properties [85]. The
direct access to the ultrarelativistic regime provided by
bottom quarks can be also of interest for the study of the
relativistic behavior of the spin operator, a fundamental

question in QM which is still open [86–92].
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SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIAL

Polarization retention factors

As analyzed in [48] and developed further in [49], in
the heavy-quark limit, the polarization retention factors
in b → Λb fragmentation can be expressed in terms of
two nonperturbative QCD parameters, A and w1, as

rL ≈ 1 + A (0.23 + 0.38w1)

1 + A
, (9)

rT ≈ 1 + A (0.62 − 0.19w1)

1 + A
. (10)

These quantities, rL and rT , are the fractions of the ini-
tial b-quark polarization (in the longitudinal and trans-
verse directions, respectively, relative to the fragmenta-
tion axis, i.e., the b quark momentum direction) that are
retained in the final Λb polarization. The above expres-
sions describe the dominant polarization loss effect, due

to the contribution to the Λb sample from Σ
(∗)
b → Λbπ

decays. The parameter

A =
prob (Σ

(∗)
b )

prob (Λb)
= 9

prob (T )

prob (S)
(11)

is the ratio of the Σ
(∗)
b -decay and direct Λb production

rates. It is related to the probability for the two light
quarks in the baryon to form any of the nine spin-triplet,
isospin-triplet diquark states T and the probability to
form the spin-singlet, isospin-singlet diquark state S.
The statistical hadronization model (for a brief overview,
see [93]) predicts A ≈ 2.6 [49], but it is unclear how ac-
curate this number is. The parameter

w1 =
prob (T±1)

prob (T )
(12)

accounts for the possibility that the fragmentation axis
breaks the rotational symmetry in the spin-triplet di-
quark production. It describes the probability for the
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diquark to be produced with spin component +1 or −1
(but not 0) along the fragmentation axis. The isotropic
case is obtained for w1 = 2/3. The value of w1 can be
determined from the angular distributions of the pions in

the Σ
(∗)
b → Λbπ decays [48, 49]. Measurements of both A

and w1 can certainly be done at LHCb [94] and perhaps
even at ATLAS and CMS. The white dotted polygons in
Fig. 2 of the main text correspond to the range

1 ≤ A ≤ 5 , 0 ≤ w1 ≤ 1 , (13)

where the chosen range for A reflects a large systematic
uncertainty.

Statistical uncertainty estimation

The expected statistical uncertainty in a measurement
of the spin correlation matrix components Cij , using a fit
of the data to Eq. (3) from the main text and the relation
in Eq. (4) therein, is approximately [39]

σstat
Cij

≃ 3

rirjα2
√
fN

, (14)

where N is the expected number of signal events after the
full event selection, f is the sample purity N/(N + NB),
with NB being the number of background events, and
we have approximated the angular distribution of the
background to be similar to that for Cij = 0.
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[65] I. Béjar Alonso et al. (Eds.), High-Luminosity Large
Hadron Collider (HL-LHC): Technical design report ,
Tech. Rep. CERN-2020-010 (CERN, Geneva, 2020).

[66] Framework TDR for the LHCb Upgrade II: Opportunities
in flavour physics, and beyond, in the HL-LHC era, Tech.
Rep. CERN-LHCC-2021-012, LHCB-TDR-023 (CERN,
Geneva, 2021).

[67] R. Bainbridge (CMS), Recording and reconstructing 10
billion unbiased b hadron decays in CMS, EPJWeb Conf.
245, 01025 (2020).

[68] A. Hayrapetyan et al. (CMS), Enriching the physics pro-
gram of the CMS experiment via data scouting and data
parking, (2024), arXiv:2403.16134 [hep-ex].

[69] A. Hayrapetyan et al. (CMS), Test of lepton flavor uni-
versality in B±→ K±µ+µ− and B±→ K±e+e− decays
in proton-proton collisions at

√
s = 13 TeV, (2024),

arXiv:2401.07090 [hep-ex].
[70] A. Hayrapetyan et al. (CMS), Search for long-lived

heavy neutrinos in the decays of B mesons produced
in proton-proton collisions at

√
s = 13 TeV, (2024),

arXiv:2403.04584 [hep-ex].
[71] J. Alwall, R. Frederix, S. Frixione, V. Hirschi, F. Mal-

toni, O. Mattelaer, H. S. Shao, T. Stelzer, P. Torrielli,
and M. Zaro, The automated computation of tree-level
and next-to-leading order differential cross sections, and
their matching to parton shower simulations, JHEP 07
(2014), 079, arXiv:1405.0301 [hep-ph].
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