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Top quark polarization provides an important tool for studying its production mechanisms, spin

correlations, top quark properties, and new physics searches. Unlike lighter quarks, the top quark’s

polarization remains intact until its decay, enabling precise spin measurements. While the down-

type fermions from W boson decay are known to be effective spin analyzers, charged leptons have

typically been the main target for most analyses. In this paper, we investigate the relevance of

global jet dynamics – considering kinematics, jet charges, and particle multiplicity – for hadronic

top quark polarimetry. The formalism used allows for analytical derivations obtained throughout

the manuscript, offering deeper insights into the corresponding phenomenology.

I. INTRODUCTION

Top quark polarization is crucial for understanding its production mechanisms and shedding light into spin dynamics

through observable decay patterns. Unlike lighter quarks, the top quark decays before its polarization is disrupted by

soft QCD interactions, enabling precise spin measurements. Spin correlations between top quark pairs reveal complex

structures, enhancing our understanding beyond event rates and making them useful in new physics searches [1–15].

Recent studies at the Large Hadron Collider (LHC) not only confirm these correlations [16–23], but also demonstrate

that top quarks can be entangled in certain kinematic regimes [24–40], motivating further research with increasing

energy and luminosity to explore other quantum correlations that become more phenomenologicaly relevant at high

energy scales, such as Bell’s inequalities [32].

The down-type fermion from the W boson decay is the most effective spin analyzer for the top quark, providing

particularly clean measurements in leptonic decays [41]. However, there is significant interest in measuring the

polarization of top quarks that decay hadronically due to their sizable branching ratio. Conventionally, it is assumed

that up to 50% of the spin analyzing power can be restored in such scenarios using the softest of the two light jets

from the top decay in the top quark rest frame [42]. Ref. [43] examined a straightforward method for analyzing

spin in hadronic decays by using top quark decay kinematics, achieving a spin analyzing power of 64% at leading
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order. This has been proposed as a promising kinematic method to probe entanglement and Bell’s inequalities in

the semileptonic channel of tt̄ production at the LHC [32, 33]. More recently, we have proposed a jet flavor tagging

method and demonstrated the improvements to hadronic top quark polarimetry on simulated data using a Graph

Neural Network [39]. We find that the spin analyzing power can be improved to approximately 0.75 (0.86), assuming

an efficiency of 0.5 (0.2) for the network.

In this paper, we apply the general formalism to hadronic top quark polarimetry presented in Ref. [39] to investigate

the relevance of global jet dynamics – arising from kinematics, jet charges [44–47], and particle multiplicity – on

enhancing the sensitivity to hadronic top quark polarimetry. We aim to provide an analytical understanding for this

subset of observables used in our previous machine learning study [39]. In Sec. II, we adopt an analytical approach,

providing parametric estimates of the improvement with helicity angle, jet charge, and particle multiplicity. In

Sec. III, we study the phenomenological relevance of these observables, highlighting the phase space where they lead

to substantial improvements. We conclude in Sec. IV. Appendix A is reserved for a simple proof demonstrating that

incorporating jet charge information always enhances the spin analyzing power.

II. THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK

In this section, we explore the influence of helicity angle, jet charge, and particle multiplicity on the spin analyzing

power in hadronic top quark decays, exploring the general formalism presented in Ref. [39]. We begin by reviewing

the fundamental definitions for top quark polarization and jet charges. Following this, we apply the general formalism

from Ref. [39] to the observables under consideration.

A. Top Quark Polarization

Due to its short lifetime, the polarization axis of the top quark p⃗, with 0 ≤ |p⃗ | ≤ 1, correlates with its decay

products [17, 48] as

1

Γ

dΓ

d cos θk
=

1

2
(1 + βkp cos θk) , (1)

where cos θk ≡ p̂ · k̂ with k̂ being the direction of a particular final state particle k (calculated in the top rest frame), p

is the degree of polarization of the ensemble, βk is the spin analyzing power of the final state k, and Γ is the top quark

partial decay width. Among the top quark final states, the direction d̂ of the down-type fermion from the W decay

displays maximal spin analyzing power due to the V − A structure of the weak interactions, leading to βℓ+,d̄ = 1.

Whereas the charged lepton from the top quark decay can be uniquely identified, pinpointing the down-type quark

from hadronic top quark decay in a collider environment is more challenging. Nevertheless, a proxy for the down-type

quark direction can be defined by a probability weighted vector using a combination of kinematics and jet flavor

tagging [39, 43]. Generally, this direction can be defined as a combination of the soft q̂soft and hard q̂hard jet directions

from the W boson decay [39]:

q⃗opt = p(d̄ → qhard|{O}) q̂hard + p(d̄ → qsoft|{O}) q̂soft , (2)
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where {O} represents a set of observables, such as helicity angle, jet charge, and particle multiplicity. The spin

analyzing power for this general direction is obtained from the vector’s length βopt ≡ |q⃗opt|, where 0 ≤ |q⃗opt| ≤ 1. In

this article, we assume that the b-quark from the hadronic top decay has already been identified.

B. Jet Charge

A definition of jet charge is given by [44, 47]

Qκ ≡
∑
i∈J

zκi Qi , (3)

where the sum runs over all particles i in the jet J , Qi is the electric charge of particle i, zi is its the energy fraction

of particle i in a given jet, and κ > 0 is a parameter introduced to ensure the infrared safety of the jet charge.

Although the jet charge distribution can be computed from data, under a few assumptions, the functional form of

the jet charge distribution conditioned on particle multiplicity can be approximated with a Gaussian function with

appropriate mean and variance [47]. Therefore, we can estimate the impact of the jet charge in the spin analyzing

power analytically. We note that the average charged particle multiplicity from on-shell W decay has been measured

to be ⟨Ncharged⟩ = 19.39, while the average charged pion multiplicity is ⟨Nπ±⟩ = 15.7 [48].

C. Conditional Probabilities and Spin Analyzing Power

To study the top quark polarimetry, we first determine the probability that the harder of the two jets from the W

decay, in the rest frame of the top quark, is initiated by a down-type quark. For concreteness, we will consider the

top quark decay t → b(W+ → d̄u) in the following discussion. This probability is calculated based on the measured

values of a set of observables. In this paper, the observables we consider are:

• the cosine of the helicity angle cW (the angle between the down-type quark and opposite direction of the bottom

quark in the frame of the W boson),

• the jet charges of the hard and soft jets, Qκ,h and Qκ,s, and

• particle multiplicity in the two jets, Nh and Ns.

We start by considering only measurements of the helicity angle and jet charges, and work to simplify the relevant

probability of Eq. (2) following some reasonable assumptions. For the case at hand, we want to compute the conditional

probability

p(d̄ → qhard|cW ,Qκ,h,Qκ,s) =
p(d̄ → qhard, cW ,Qκ,h,Qκ,s)

p(cW ,Qκ,h,Qκ,s)
. (4)

The key assumption we make is that the jet charge measurements on the two W decay product jets are independent

of one another, and so the denominator factorizes to

p(cW ,Qκ,h,Qκ,s) = p(Qκ,h,Qκ,s|cW ) p(cW ) = p(Qκ,h|cW ) p(Qκ,s|cW ) p(cW ) . (5)
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We believe this is a reasonable assumption because only the sum of the mean values of the jet charges of the decay

product jets is constrained to reproduce the electric charge of the W boson. The conditional probability can then be

written as

p(d̄ → qhard|cW ,Qκ,h,Qκ,s) =
p(d̄ → qhard,Qκ,h,Qκ,s|cW )

p(Qκ,h|cW ) p(Qκ,s|cW )
. (6)

Going further, we decompose the numerator

p(d̄ → qhard|cW ,Qκ,h,Qκ,s) =
p(Qκ,h,Qκ,s|cW , d̄ → qhard) p(d̄ → qhard|cW )

p(Qκ,h|cW ) p(Qκ,s|cW )
, (7)

where p(d̄ → qhard|cW ) is the probability identified to define the optimal polarization axis using exclusively kinematic

information based on Ref. [43]. Since the probability in the numerator also factorizes assuming the independence of

jet charge measurements, we have

p(d̄ → qhard|cW ,Qκ,h,Qκ,s) =
p(Qκ,h|cW , d̄ → qhard) p(Qκ,s|cW , d̄ → qhard) p(d̄ → qhard|cW )

p(Qκ,h|cW ) p(Qκ,s|cW )
. (8)

With a fixed flavor for the jet, the jet charge measurement is independent of kinematics, simplifying the numerator:

p(d̄ → qhard|cW ,Qκ,h,Qκ,s) =
p(Qκ,h|d̄ → qhard) p(Qκ,s|u → qsoft) p(d̄ → qhard|cW )

p(Qκ,h|cW ) p(Qκ,s|cW )
. (9)

Next, we establish the probability p(Qκ,h|cW ), which can be defined by summing over all possible hard jets using

the conditional probability

p(Qκ,h|cW ) = p(Qκ,h|d̄ → qhard) p(d̄ → qhard|cW ) + p(Qκ,h|u → qhard) p(u → qhard|cW ) , (10)

with a similar expression for p(Qκ,s|cW ). Thus, the conditional probability of interest is given by

p(d̄ → qhard|cW ,Qκ,h,Qκ,s) =
p(Qκ,h|d̄ → qhard)

p(Qκ,h|d̄ → qhard) p(d̄ → qhard|cW ) + p(Qκ,h|u → qhard) p(u → qhard|cW )

× p(Qκ,s|u → qsoft)

p(Qκ,s|d̄ → qsoft) p(d̄ → qsoft|cW ) + p(Qκ,s|u → qsoft) p(u → qsoft|cW )
(11)

× p(d̄ → qhard|cW ) .

This result can be readily extended to include the measurements of particle multiplicity in the two jets, where

p(d̄ → qhard|cW ,Qκ,h, Nh,Qκ,s, Ns) =
p(Qκ,h, Nh|d̄ → qhard)

p(Qκ,h, Nh|d̄ → qhard)p(d̄ → qhard|cW ) + p(Qκ,h, Nh|u → qhard)p(u → qhard|cW )

× p(Qκ,s, Ns|u → qsoft)

p(Qκ,s, Ns|d̄ → qsoft)p(d̄ → qsoft|cW ) + p(Qκ,s, Ns|u → qsoft)p(u → qsoft|cW )

× p(d̄ → qhard|cW ) . (12)

If we assume that the quarks are first generation and isospin is an exact symmetry, then the particle multiplicity



5

distribution of the d̄ versus u jets is identical, making the overall dependence on multiplicity distribution cancel out.

We then find

p(d̄ → qhard|cW ,Qκ,h, Nh,Qκ,s, Ns) =
p(Qκ,h|d̄ → qhard, Nh)

p(Qκ,h|d̄ → qhard, Nh)p(d̄ → qhard|cW ) + p(Qκ,h|u → qhard, Nh)p(u → qhard|cW )

× p(Qκ,s|u → qsoft, Ns)

p(Qκ,s|d̄ → qsoft, Ns)p(d̄ → qsoft|cW ) + p(Qκ,s|u → qsoft, Ns)p(u → qsoft|cW )

× p(d̄ → qhard|cW ) . (13)

The universality assumption in the particle multiplicity between first and second generations is in general not accurate.

However, given the limitations of collider experiments, it serves as a reasonable approximation for practical purposes.

For instance, while we expect more kaons from the second generation quarks, achieving high accuracy in discriminating

between kaons and pions is very challenging. This universality assumption provides a conservative estimate on

the conditional probability above, offering only minimal enhancement to top quark polarimetry. Any additional

information would invariably lead to further improvements.1

Finally, we observe that only the likelihood ratio of the jet charge distribution is necessary, where

p(d̄ → qhard|cW ,Qκ,h, Nh,Qκ,s, Ns) =
1

p(d̄ → qhard|cW ) +
p(Qκ,h|u→qhard,Nh)

p(Qκ,h|d̄→qhard,Nh)
p(u → qhard|cW )

× 1
p(Qκ,s|d̄→qsoft,Ns)
p(Qκ,s|u→qsoft,Ns)

p(d̄ → qsoft|cW ) + p(u → qsoft|cW )
(14)

× p(d̄ → qhard|cW ) .

Notice that the jet charge dependence appears in two factors: one for the charge of the hard jet and another for the

charge of the soft jet. The first factor depends on the likelihood ratio of the u quark leading to the hard jet over

the d̄ quark resulting in the hard jet. For a fixed Nh, the mean of p(Qκ,h|u → qhard, Nh) is slightly more positive

than the mean of p(Qκ,h|d̄ → qhard, Nh), see Eq. (17). Hence, for large positive values of Qκ,h the likelihood ratio
p(Qκ,h|u→qhard,Nh)

p(Qκ,h|d̄→qhard,Nh)
becomes very large and the right-hand side of Eq. (14) approaches zero. This suggests that the

average vector length should show an enhancement for large positive values of Qκ,h, resulting in a large spin analyzing

power βopt, see Eq. (2). Using a similar argument, we can conclude that the ratio
p(Qκ,s|d̄→qsoft,Ns)
p(Qκ,s|u→qsoft,Ns)

becomes sizable

for large negative values of Qκ,s, and we should expect an enhancement in spin analyzing power βopt for this limit as

well.

In the limit of a large multiplicity N and assuming independent emissions, the general form of the jet charge

1 Discrimination between up-type and down-type jets can be enhanced by incorporating trajectory data from the tracking system, using
charm tagging techniques [49, 50]. We leave these improvements for the second-generation fermions from charm tagging for a future
study.
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distribution conditioned on multiplicity is Gaussian, which can be expressed as [47]

p(Qκ|d̄, N) =
1√
2πσ2

e−
(Qκ−µ

d̄
)2

2σ2 , (15)

p(Qκ|u,N) =
1√
2πσ2

e−
(Qκ−µu)2

2σ2 . (16)

Assuming that all particles in the jets are only pions and exact isospin conservation holds (see comments on this

assumption below Eq. (13)), we have

µd̄ =
1

3
N−κ

(
1 +

κ

2
(κ− 1)σ2

zN
2 + · · ·

)
,

µu =
2

3
N−κ

(
1 +

κ

2
(κ− 1)σ2

zN
2 + · · ·

)
, (17)

σ2 =
2

3
N1−2κ

(
1 + κ(2κ− 1)σ2

zN
2 + · · ·

)
.

Since the soft and hard jets can display different particle multiplicities, Ns and Nh, the means and variance would

differ depending on whether the up/down quarks are identified as the soft/hard jets. In general, this implies that

σ2
zN

2 could vary for each of these cases. For simplicity, we assume that this term is the same for all distributions.

These expressions explicitly depend on the energy weighting exponent κ from the definition of the jet charge, see

Eq. (3). We have included contributions through the variance σ2
z of the multiplicity-conditioned energy fraction

distribution p(z|N), where we note that

⟨z⟩ =
∫

dz z p(z|N) =
1

N
, (18)

σ2
z =

∫
dz

(
z − 1

N

)2

p(z|N) . (19)

Although σ2
z is in principle unknown, it is strictly non-negative, bounded, and can be assumed to scale as σ2

z ∼

1/N2 [47, 51].

III. RESULTS

While the evaluation of the mean spin resolving power must be performed numerically, the mean of the square

resolving power can be expressed in closed form. When using exclusively kinematic information, the square spin

resolving power is given by

|q⃗ kin
opt |2 = 1− 2 p(d̄ → qhard|cW )p(d̄ → qsoft|cW ) (1− q̂hard · q̂soft) . (20)

Here, the angle between the hard and soft jets in the top rest frame can be expressed in terms of the helicity angle

θW as

1− q̂hard · q̂soft =
2

1 +
(m2

t−m2
W )2

4m2
tm

2
W

sin2 θW
, (21)
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where mt and mW are the masses of the top quark and W boson, respectively. In this estimation, we neglect the

effects of the b-quark mass. The mean of the square resolving power is then obtained by integrating |q⃗ kin
opt |2 over the

distribution of the helicity angle, p(cW ),

⟨|q⃗ kin
opt |2⟩ =

∫
dcW p(cW ) |q⃗ kin

opt |2 , (22)

where the helicity angle distribution p(cW ) is defined as [52]

p(cW ) =
3

8
fR(1± cW )2 +

3

4
f0(1− c2W ) +

3

8
fL(1∓ cW )2 . (23)

The upper sign corresponds to W+ and the lower sign to W−. The polarization fractions can be obtained from the

following relations

f0 = 2− 5⟨c2W ⟩, fL = −1

2
∓ ⟨cW ⟩+ 5

2
⟨c2W ⟩, fR = −1

2
± ⟨cW ⟩+ 5

2
⟨c2W ⟩ , (24)

where the fractions for the zero helicity, left-handed helicity, and right-handed helicity for the W+ boson in the top

quark rest frame are given by f0 ≈ 0.7, fL ≈ 0.3, and fR = 0, respectively. For the W− decay, the quoted values for

fR and fL are exchanged, as can be inferred from Eq. (24).

The integral from Eq. (22) evaluates to

⟨|q⃗ kin
opt |2⟩ =

m4
t − 5m2

tm
2
W − 2m4

W

m4
t +m2

tm
2
W − 2m4

W

+
12m2

tm
4
W

(m4
t +m2

tm
2
W − 2m4

W )
√
m4

t −m4
W

(
tanh−1

√
m2

t −m2
W√

m2
t +m2

W

)
. (25)

Plugging in the values for mt = 172.57GeV and mW = 80.3692GeV [48], we obtain

√
⟨|q⃗ kin

opt |2⟩ ≈ 0.640 , (26)

which is slightly larger than the mean spin resolving power ⟨|q⃗ kin
opt |⟩ ≈ 0.638. Hence,

√
⟨|q⃗ kin

opt |2⟩ also works as a good

proxy for βopt, and we shall use it to numerically estimate the effect of the jet charge on the spin analyzing power.

This is done by generalizing Eq. (22) to account for the average of |q⃗opt|2 over the charge of the hard and soft jets,

and over the (cosine of the) helicity angle for a fixed particle multiplicity2

⟨|q⃗opt|2⟩ =
∫

dcW p(cW )

∫
dQκ,h dQκ,s p(Qκ,h,Qκ,s|cW , Nh, Ns) |q⃗opt|2, (27)

2 In Appendix A, we prove, using these results and general arguments, that the spin analyzing power is enhanced by incorporating jet
charge information.
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FIG. 1: Spin analyzing power
√

⟨|q⃗opt|2⟩ as a function of the particle multiplicity Ns, assuming Nh +Ns = 20. We present the
results for different values of κ, taking σ2

zN
2 = 1/4 (left panel) and σ2

zN
2 = 1 (right panel).

Taking into account the particle multiplicity, the joint probability distribution p(Qκ,h,Qκ,s|cW , Nh, Ns) becomes

p(Qκ,h,Qκ,s|cW , Nh, Ns) =
[
p(Qκ,h|Nh, d̄ → qhard) p(d̄ → qhard|cW ) + p(Qκ,h|Nh, u → qhard) p(u → qhard|cW )

]
×
[
p(Qκ,s|Ns, d̄ → qsoft) p(d̄ → qsoft|cW ) + p(Qκ,s|Ns, u → qsoft) p(u → qsoft|cW )

]
, (28)

where p(Q|N, d̄) and p(Q|N, u) take the Gaussian forms from Eqs. (15) and (16).

The integrand in Eq. (27) is a complicated function of Qκ,h, Qκ,s and cW , so we perform the numerical integration

for a fixed particle multiplicity Ns, assuming Ns +Nh = 20, and different values of κ. To illustrate the dependence

on the width, we will present results with σ2
zN

2 = (1/4, 1). Our results are presented in Fig. 1, which shows that√
⟨|q⃗opt|2⟩ presents a U-shape profile due to the fixed Ns +Nh. The spin analyzing power increases for small Ns with

large Nh, as well as large Ns with small Nh. In addition, we note that the spin analyzing power slightly increases for

smaller κ. This is in agreement with the results reported in Ref. [47], indicating an increase in quark discrimination

power as κ approaches zero.

To further investigate a possible enhancement of the spin analyzing power, we explore two-dimensional correlations

between the observables: multiplicity of the soft jet Ns, the charges of the hard and soft jets (Qκ,h,Qκ,s), and helicity

angle cW . For this purpose, we defined the average of the squared-vector length over a region, R,

⟨|q⃗opt|2⟩R =

∫
R dcW dQκ,h dQκ,s p(cW ) p(Qκ,h,Qκ,s|cW , Nh, Ns) |q⃗opt|2∫

R dcW dQκ,h dQκ,s p(cW ) p(Qκ,h,Qκ,s|cW , Nh, Ns)
, (29)

where R denotes each bin of the two-dimensional distribution. The corresponding results are presented in Fig. 2. We

observe that the spin analyzing power increases for large helicity angles, getting close to unity as cW approaches 1.

In this limit, the down quark rarely decays collinear to the W boson in the top quark rest frame because fR ≃ 0

in Eq. (23). Hence, it is possible to obtain the full spin analyzing power in this kinematic regime. Furthermore,

there is a significant increase in spin analyzing power for particular jet charge values. More concretely, we observe an

enhancement for large and positive Qκ,h (large and negative Qκ,s). This phenomenological behavior was anticipated
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FIG. 2: Square root of the mean square optimal direction as a function of multiplicity and helicity angle (upper left), jet charge
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in the discussion after Eq. (14). These features can be easily incorporated as a part of event selection at the cost of

statistics, taking advantage of the large branching fraction for the hadronic top quark final state.
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FIG. 3: In the top panel, we present the average of the spin analyzing power
√

⟨|q⃗opt|2⟩ as a function of the helicity angle cW
(left), jet charge for the soft jet Qκ,s (middle), and hard jet Qκ,h (right). The results are shown for different multiplicities of
the soft jet Ns = 3 (black), Ns = 5 (blue), and Ns = 7 (red), assuming Ns + Nh = 20. In the bottom panel, we show the
average of the spin analyzing power for distinct efficiency cuts on cW (left), Qmax

κ,d̄→qsoft
(middle), and Qmin

κ,d̄→qhard
(right). We

assume κ = 0.3 and σ2
zN

2 = 1.

Eff = 100% Eff(cmin
W ) = 50% Eff(cmin

W ) = 20% Eff(Qmax
κ,s ) = 50% Eff(Qmax

κ,s ) = 20%√
⟨|q⃗opt|2⟩Ns=3

0.646 0.649 0.695 0.666 0.683√
⟨|q⃗opt|2⟩Ns=5

0.644 0.647 0.694 0.659 0.672√
⟨|q⃗opt|2⟩Ns=7

0.644 0.647 0.693 0.655 0.667

TABLE I: Spin analyzing power
√

⟨|q⃗opt|2⟩ for different efficiencies and soft jet multiplicities Ns = (3, 5, 7).

In Fig. 3, we illustrate the magnitude of this improvement. The top panel displays the spin analyzing power as

a function of helicity angle, and jet charges for the soft and hard jets. The results are shown for distinct soft jet

multiplicities Ns = (3, 5, 7), assuming Ns + Nh = 20. While the average of the spin analyzing power as a function

of the helicity angle does not show significant changes for different Ns values (and the changes for Qκ,h version of

this plot are only mild), the average of the spin analyzing power as a function of the jet charge Qκ,s shows relevant

changes for different Ns. Based on the profiles of these distributions, we define minimal or maximal thresholds in the

phase space to enhance the spin analyzing power. This is presented in terms of the efficiency of the corresponding

selection, shown in the bottom panel of the same figure and illustrated in Table I for particular efficiency values. We

observe that by implementing a minimal threshold on the helicity angle, cW > cmin
W , it is possible to increase the spin

analyzing power from 0.64 by 1.4% (8.6%) for 0.5 (0.2) efficiency. Similarly, we examine the potential enhancement

arising from the jet charge distributions. In particular, for Qκ,d̄→qsoft
< Qmax

κ,d̄→qsoft
, the possible increase can reach up

to approximately 4.0% (6.7%) for 0.5 (0.2) efficiency. Hence, considering the studied observables, the major gains for

the hadronic top quark polarimetry will come from a combination of cW and Qκ,s dependencies.
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IV. CONCLUSION

The measurement of top quark polarization provides a unique and powerful tool to advance precision physics and

explore new physics beyond the Standard Model. While its leptonic decay serves as a clean proxy for the top quark

polarimetry, it comes with significant statistical limitations. In contrast, the sizable hadronic decays of the top quark,

despite their complexity, offer a promising avenue for polarization studies [32, 38, 39, 43].

In this paper, we investigated the relevance of global jet dynamics – arising from kinematics, jet charges, and particle

multiplicity – for enhancing the sensitivity to hadronic top quark polarimetry. By applying the general formalism

presented in Ref. [39], we provided analytic parametric estimates of the improvement in the spin analyzing power for

hadronic top quarks. Our analysis demonstrated that the considered observables can lead to substantial improvements

in specific regions of phase space. In particular, we observed that the helicity angle and jet charge for the soft jet yield

sizable effects, underscoring their importance in hadronic top quark polarimetry. These analytical derivations provide

deeper insights into the sources of improvement in hadronic top quark polarimetry, building on the foundation laid

in Ref. [39].
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Appendix A: Enhancing Spin Analyzing Power with Jet Charge: a Simple Proof

In this appendix, we provide a simple proof that the spin analyzing power is always improved by incorporating jet

charge information. The spin analyzing power can be examined in terms of the length of the vector

q⃗opt = p(d̄ → qhard|cW ,Qκ,h, Nh,Qκ,s, Ns) q̂hard + p(d̄ → qsoft|cW ,Qκ,h, Nh,Qκ,s, Ns) q̂soft . (A1)

Then, |q⃗opt|2 becomes

|q⃗opt|2 = 1− 2x(1− x)(1− q̂hard · q̂soft) , (A2)

where x ≡ p(d̄ → qhard|cW ,Qκ,h, Nh,Qκ,s, Ns). For a fixed value of the dot product q̂hard · q̂soft, this length increases

if the product x(1 − x) decreases. With this in mind, we can analyze how the inclusion of jet charge improves the

spin resolving power.



12

Assuming that the measured value of cW is such that p(d̄ → qhard|cW ) < 1/2, we will argue that p(d̄ →

qhard|cW ,Qκ,h, Nh,Qκ,s, Ns) < p(d̄ → qhard|cW ), and correspondingly that the spin analyzing power has improved by

measuring the jet charge information. Consider the first factor of p(d̄ → qhard|cW ,Qκ,h, Nh,Qκ,s, Ns) in Eq. (14)

1

p(d̄ → qhard|cW ) +
p(Qκ,h|u→qhard,Nh)

p(Qκ,h|d̄→qhard,Nh)
p(u → qhard|cW )

. (A3)

Necessarily, we have the sum rule, p(d̄ → qhard|cW )+p(u → qhard|cW ) = 1. Because we assume that p(d̄ → qhard|cW ) <

1/2, most of the time the harder jet is u, and so on average the ratio

p(Qκ,h|u → qhard, Nh)

p(Qκ,h|d̄ → qhard, Nh)
> 1 . (A4)

Therefore, the first factor is less than 1:

1

p(d̄ → qhard|cW ) +
p(Qκ,h|u→qhard,Nh)

p(Qκ,h|d̄→qhard,Nh)
p(u → qhard|cW )

< 1 . (A5)

A similar argument holds for the second factor in Eq. (14), and we have

1
p(Qκ,s|d̄→qsoft,Ns)
p(Qκ,s|u→qsoft,Ns)

p(d̄ → qsoft|cW ) + p(u → qsoft|cW )
< 1 . (A6)

Thus, we necessarily find that p(d̄ → qhard|cW ,Qκ,h, Nh,Qκ,s, Ns) < p(d̄ → qhard|cW ). Similarly, it is also true that

p(d̄ → qsoft|cW ,Qκ,h, Nh,Qκ,s, Ns) > p(d̄ → qsoft|cW ) for the same value of cW .

Now, x(1−x) is maximized where x = 1/2, but we assumed that we started away from the maximum and with the

inclusion of jet charge moved further from the maximum because the difference p(d̄ → qsoft|cW ,Qκ,h, Nh,Qκ,s, Ns)−

p(d̄ → qhard|cW ,Qκ,h, Nh,Qκ,s, Ns) is larger than p(d̄ → qsoft|cW ) − p(d̄ → qhard|cW ). Therefore, the spin analyzing

power must be improved by measuring jet charge information.
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