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Abstract: This paper presents a novel tagging technique to measure the beauty-quark

partial decay-width ratio Rb and its forward-backward asymmetry AbFB at the FCC-ee,

using O(1012) Z-boson decays. The method is based on the exclusive reconstruction of a

selected list of b-hadron decay modes in Z → bb̄ events at the Z pole, which can provide

the flavour and possibly the charge of the hemisphere. This approach effectively elimi-

nates the contamination from light-quark physics events and reduces the leading system-

atic uncertainties arising from background contamination, tagging-efficiency correlations,

and gluon-radiation corrections by exploiting the geometric and kinematic properties of

beauty hadrons. This results in a total relative uncertainty of the order of 0.01% for both

observables. Furthermore, this precision allows to obtain a commensurate precision on the

weak mixing angle sin2(θeffW) compared to the muon forward-backward asymmetry on the

order of 0.002%.
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1 Introduction

The discovery of the Higgs boson at CERN’s Large Hadron Collider (LHC) in 2012 marked

an important step towards the completion of the Standard Model of Particle Physics

(SM) [1, 2]. Despite its indisputable success to describe short-scale fundamental interac-

tions, it does neither account for the existence of dark matter nor the observed magnitude
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of the asymmetry of matter and antimatter in the universe, among others. In absence of a

definite energy scale for Beyond Standard Model (BSM) processes, it is therefore manda-

tory to push the limits of precision physics further by studying the properties of electroweak

(EW) particles with even greater accuracy. However, even though the LHC experiments

recently provided breakthroughs in precision [3–6], the latest benchmarks in this field are

mostly set by measurements from the Large Electron Positron (LEP) collider that was

in service until 2000. It allowed to study the electroweak interaction from centre-of-mass

energies ranging from
√
s ≈ mZ up to

√
s = 209GeV. From about 2 · 107 Z-boson decays,

fundamental parameters of the SM like the weak mixing angle sin2(θeffW) could be deter-

mined with a precision of 0.1%. Furthermore, the data revealed a 2.9σ tension with the

SM prediction of the beauty-quark forward-backward asymmetry AbFB, an observable that

is sensitive to radiative corrections to the Z-boson propagator and Zbb̄ vertex-corrections.

The latter are better captured by the partial decay-width ratio Rb. The measurements of

these two observables at the Future Circular Collider (FCC) as an electron-positron collider

(FCC-ee) are discussed in this article.

The FCC-ee features operations at energy stages from
√
s = mZ up to the tt̄ energy

threshold [7]. The sheer amount of Z-boson decays would allow to study beauty-quark

EW precision observables (EWPO) with exceptionally high statistical precision. However,

methods to overcome the systematic limitations of the measurement of Rb and AbFB are

required to improve the overall uncertainty of the measurement. One of these methods is

presented in this paper, which is structured as follow: Sec. 2 motivates the measurement

of EWPOs at FCC-ee; the measurement principle and quark-identification techniques from

LEP-times are discussed in Sec. 3; the proof of concept of the exclusive hemisphere-tagger

is provided in Sec. 4 with a performance evaluation in Sec. 5; the application for the

measurement of Rb and AbFB is presented in Sec. 6 and Sec. 7, respectively; the paper is

concluded in Sec. 8.

2 Motivation for the Z pole at FCC-ee

Beyond its role in precision EW measurements, the immense dataset provided by the

FCC-ee at the Z pole offers the potential for discovery, including the identification of new

long-lived [8] or axion-like [9] particles, as well as the detection of subtle deviations from SM

predictions in EWPOs. The couplings of the Z boson to quarks and leptons are therefore

useful to directly probe BSM physics, but the abundant production of heavy flavours at

the Z pole makes FCC-ee a multiple heavy-flavour factory as well: it is simultaneously a

tau, a charm, and a beauty factory. Measurements of rare c- and b-hadron decays, as well

as τ decays, will complement the EWPO constraints, offering a coherent picture of New

Physics.

Fundamental SM parameters will be measured with exquisite statistical precision, such

as sin2(θeffW), which can be inferred from the measurement of the forward-backward asym-

metry AfFB of a fermion f , arising from the vectorial-axial parity-violating coupling of the

Z boson to fermions. Although the standard way to measure sin2(θeffW) is through AµFB, it

would require a precise validation in the case of a potential deviation from the SM pre-
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diction. This can be brought about by AbFB, which, among any other forward-backward

asymmetry, has the highest sensitivity to sin2(θeffW). Additionally, the combined measure-

ment of LEP [10–13] still has the highest tension of 2.9σ with the SM prediction out of

all EWPOs [14]. However, the precision of AbFB at the Z pole is strictly limited by the

systematic uncertainty and requires a fundamental revision to reach competitive statistical

and systematic uncertainties.

Furthermore, the partial b-quark decay width with respect to all hadronic Z decays, Rb,

provides direct access to vertex corrections at the Zbb̄ vertex from top-quark and W -boson

loops, since higher-order radiative corrections to the Z propagator cancel out in

Rb =
Γbb̄

ΓZ→had.
. (2.1)

This allows for unique tests of modifications to theWtb coupling (as well as the indirect Ztt̄

coupling), potentially offering a higher precision than any direct top-quark measurement.

Although both observables will be measured with outstanding statistical precision, the

limitations are given by the control over systematic uncertainties. In the following chapters,

a new measurement philosophy will be presented and discussed in detail. If not stated

otherwise, the index Z → had. as in Eq. (2.1) is replaced by simply stating Z as the index,

which accounts for the hadronic fraction of Z-boson decays.

3 Measurement principle and lessons learnt from history

Both b-quark observables, Rb and A
b
FB, share the need for an unambiguous identification of

the quark flavour, also called tag. Although this is sufficient for Rb, for A
b
FB it is necessary

to identify the charge of the quark and its direction. Since the most precise measurements

have been made at LEP and SLD, it is worth looking back at the tagging techniques used

at the time. Principally, two main methods of flavour identification have been used in

decays of the Z boson, whose event topology is briefly highlighted before going into further

detail of the tagging techniques used by the time.

3.1 Event topology and equations

The initial quarks produced by the Z-boson decay can radiate high-energetic gluons before

they hadronise and form at least two sprays of particles; the hadronic decay products

therefore emerge back-to-back from the interaction point. The plane perpendicular to the

direction of the thrust defines the two hemispheres of the event. The thrust axis in the first

approximation models the direction of the initial quark. It has often been used at LEP in

analyses of AbFB [10–13] or the strong coupling constant αS [15].

For the measurement of Rb, the b-flavour identification of the hemispheres is required

and is based on a double-tag method. This allows for the simultaneous determination of

Rb as well as the b-tagging efficiency εb directly from the data. The number of single- and

double-tagged events Nb and Nbb̄ is given by

Nb = 2NZ · (Rbεb1,2 +Rcεc1,2 + (1−Rb −Rc)εuds1,2) ,

Nbb̄ = NZ · (Rbεb1εb2Cb +Rcεc1εc2Cc + (1−Rb −Rc)εuds1εuds2 Cuds) .
(3.1)
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In Eq. (3.1), εi1,2 and εi1εi2 are the single- and double-tagging efficiencies to identify the

flavour of the quark i and Ci is the hemisphere efficiency correlation (further simply referred

to as hemisphere correlation). The correlation term accounts for a biased tagging efficiency

of the other hemisphere, if the first hemisphere has been identified to originate from a quark

of flavour i. Its mathematical expression can be derived from Eq. (3.1)

Ci =
εi1εi2
ε2i1,2

. (3.2)

The efficiencies εcj and εudsj account for the mis-identification (ID) of a c- or light quark as

b quark. Their size depends on the technique for tagging b quarks, where state-of-the-art

methods are presented below. However, the impact of actual b quarks in the hemisphere

from gluon radiations is discussed in Sec. 6 in the case of the novel approach introduced

below.

While εbj and Rb are determined from data, εcj and εudsj must be estimated from

Monte-Carlo (MC) simulations. The same is true for Cb. Due to the small values of εcj
and εudsj , Cc and Cuds have been assumed to be unity in the former measurements.

In addition to the simple knowledge of the flavour of the hemisphere, the charge infor-

mation as well as the direction of the inital b quark have to be known with high precision

for a measurement of the b-quark forward-backward asymmetry AbFB.

For both observables, an effective reduction of systematic uncertainties to the scale of

the statistical one forRb and A
b
FB requires a more accurate b-hemisphere tagging. Therefore,

the latest b-flavour tagging techniques that have been used in measurements at LEP are

discussed in the following paragraphs, and their limitations in an application at the Tera-

Z programme at FCC-ee will be described afterwards. However, it must be stated that

the main goal and challenge of tagging the flavour and charge of the hemisphere is to

use flavour-specific properties of the hemispheres, such as longer lifetimes of b hadrons or

higher masses, to reduce misidentification from udsc physics as much as possible. Due

to the similar physics properties of c quarks compared to b quarks (lifetime, semileptonic

decays, etc.), the main challenge is therefore the suppression of the contribution of c quarks

compared to b quarks.

Lifetime-mass tag (hemisphere-flavour tag) The lifetime-mass tag combines two

tags into a single one. The sole lifetime tag is based on the large displacement of the b

hadron from the primary vertex (PV) due to its comparatively long lifetime of about 1.6 ps

and the boost at the Z pole. However, due to the similar decay lengths of b and c hadrons,

additional information is required to purify the event selection. This information is taken

from the invariant mass of the particles that form secondary vertices, since b hadrons have a

significantly larger mass than c hadrons. The highest b-tagging purity following this flavour

technique has been achieved by the OPAL Collaboration with 98.6% with an efficiency of

29.6% [16].

Lepton tag (hemisphere-flavour and charge tag) The decay signatures of heavy b-

and c-hadrons can provide (additional) identification and separation power. The identifi-

cation of high-momentum leptons produced in semileptonic decays is an example of such
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a tagging property. Although both quark flavours produce high-momentum leptons, the

transverse momentum pT is larger for b hadrons, since it is kinematically limited to mhadr./2.
Nevertheless, a flavour identification using only the lepton tag on its own is not competitive

with the lifetime-mass tag, but is used to identify the quark charge. Actually, the charge

of the lepton corresponds to the flavour of the decaying b hadron. It must be noticed that

the correspondence to the initial quark charge is diluted in the presence of neutral b-meson

B0−B̄0 mixing or secondary semileptonic b→ c→ ℓ+ cascades.

Jet charge (hemisphere-charge tag) From the average charge of particles in a jet or

hemisphere, the initial quark charge can be inferred. In combination with other taggers,

such as the vertex charge, very high purities have been reached for the measurement of

AbFB [10].

Although the tags using techniques such as the lifetime, mass, high-energetic leptons,

or the vertex charge have made the most of the statistics available at the former lepton

collider generation, their application at a Tera-Z programme becomes challenging: the

estimation of the quantities εc and εuds would simultaneously require enormous amounts

of simulated events and much more accurate control of the physics details of the simulation

to achieve a precision comparable to that obtainable with data on εb.

3.2 Limitations

In the following, a new hemisphere-flavour tagger is motivated in the context of the Tera-Z

programme at FCC-ee with approximately 1012 Z → bb̄ events. Although with this amount

of data at hand, statistical precision is no longer a limiting factor, efficient control over

the (sources of) systematic uncertainties becomes inevitable to improve the measurement

uncertainty for Rb and A
b
FB to actually reach O(σsyst.) = O(σstat.).

The breakdown of systematic uncertainties from the ALEPH measurement of Rb points

to the region in the measurement, which can bring the largest improvement to shrink the

respective source of systematic uncertainty. The three main sources of systematic uncertain-

ties are briefly summarised below, indicating their percentage weight in parentheses [17].

Monte-Carlo statistics (16%) The finite number of MC events leads to a small un-

certainty in determining εcj and εudsj . Studying systematic effects from c and light-quark

physics modelling would require unfeasible amounts of simulated events. This is directly

linked to the next point.

udsc physics (62%) Systematic uncertainties on εcj and εudsj arise from two main

sources: in the simulation of tracking and in the physics modelling of charm- and light-

quark events. Momentum and angular dependencies on the impact-parameter resolution

affect the tagging efficiency, and have been treated as systematic uncertainty. Furthermore,

uncertainties on the physics inputs to model udsc events have been propagated to estimate

the impact on Rb. The modelling of hadronisation fractions, which control the production

of different charm states, is particularly important due to the hierarchy in lifetimes and,

therefore, influence εcj . The main uncertainty in εudsj originates from the modelling of

gluon-splitting events, where εcj and εudsj depend on the g → bb̄ rate.

– 5 –



Hemisphere correlation (22%) The departure of the hemisphere correlation value Cb
from unity is a source of systematic uncertainty, which contributes to the total uncertainty

budget. A detailed study of Cb discussing its sources and how to overcome its implications

for Rb is given in Sec. 6.

For Rb, it can be concluded that approximately 80% of the systematic uncertainty

arises from the contamination of udsc-physics events and the estimation of their respective

tagging uncertainties in b-quark events. This leads to the two main requirements for Rb at

FCC-ee:

1. b-quark events need to be identified with a purity of 100%, which in turn results in

εcj = εudsj = 0%.

2. The hemisphere correlation Cb must be controlled to the per-mille level around one.

For AbFB, the systematic uncertainty budget consists of about 50% referred to correc-

tions that have to be applied to account for gluon radiations from the b quark (Quantum

Chromodynamics (QCD) corrections). Further uncertainties arise from the knowledge on

hadronisation and modelling parameters, contamination from udsc-physics events, and

detector-related uncertainties. Similarly to Rb, two main conclusions can be drawn for the

measurement of AbFB at FCC-ee:

1. The charge and the flavour of the b-quark events need to be identified with a purity

of 100%.

2. The QCD corrections need an effective reduction up to a level such that their impact

on the systematic uncertainty does not inflate the overall measurement uncertainty.

All of the aforementioned lessons from the LEP measurements are addressed with a new

hemisphere-flavour tagger, which is based on the exclusive reconstruction of b-hadrons in

the hemispheres. This leads to a background-free, up to a charge-unambiguous tag when

using only non-mixing b hadrons, which reduces the systematic uncertainty budget for both

measurements by about 70%. In the following section, the exclusive reconstruction and its

implications for Rb and A
b
FB are detailed.
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4 Exclusive b-hadron reconstruction

The following section describes the fundamental principle of tagging hemispheres with

exclusively reconstructed b-hadrons. For this, the statistical precision is evaluated first for

the tagger before the simulated events used for the reconstruction and further studies are

detailed.

4.1 Statistical precision

The basic principle lies in the reconstruction of a list of b-hadron decay modes that, if

one of them has been reconstructed in an event, gives an unambiguous tag of the b-quark

flavour in Z → qq̄ events with light-quark contribution only from g → bb̄ gluon-splitting.

Furthermore, the charge ambiguity in the application for AbFB can be removed by consid-

ering only charged b-mesons and -baryons as a flavour and charge tagger, namely B± and

Λ0
b .

In turn, this means for Rb, that εcj = εudsj = 0 and Eq. (3.1) simply reduces to1

Nb = 2NZRbεb1,2 (4.1)

Nbb̄ = NZRbεb1εb2Cb . (4.2)

With these updated equations at hand, the statistical uncertainty can be calculated to

serve as a benchmark for the systematic uncertainty.

Statistical uncertainty of Rb Since charge information is not required for Rb, the list

of b hadrons to be used can be extended to neutral b mesons so that it covers the decays

of B0, B0
s , B

± and Λ0
b . Due to the limited branching ratio (Br), only decay modes with

sufficiently large probabilities (typically greater than 10−3) are considered. In addition,

a maximum number of two neutral pions in the final state and no leptonic modes have

been selected. The complete list of the decay modes included is presented in App. A.1.1.

In conclusion, an overall tagging efficiency of εb1,2 = 1% is within reach. From this, the

statistical precision is calculated from the known Gaussian uncertainty propagation

σstat.(Rb) =

√

√

√

√

∑

i∈[Z,b,bb̄]

(

∂Rb
∂Ni

·
√

Ni

)2

+
∑

i,j,i 6=j
κNi,Nj

, (4.3)

with the correlation expressions

κNi,Nj
(Rb) = 2 cov(Ni, Nj)

∂Rb
∂Ni

∂Rb
∂Nj

. (4.4)

Taking into account the correlations between Nb, Nbb̄ and NZ , σstat.(Rb) is derived numer-

ically with the ForwardDiff package [18] and results to

σstat.(Rb) = 2.22 · 10−5 , (4.5)

which is an improvement of a factor of 30 with respect to the most precise measurement [19].

1Here, gluon radiations and splitting into a bb̄ pair has been neglected in this first, simplified approach
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Statistical uncertainty of Ab
FB In case of AbFB the list of b-hadrons is reduced, which

results in a lowered b-tagging efficiency of εb1,2 ≈ 0.45%. However, for AbFB, only single-

tagged forward and backward events NF and NB are needed, and εb1,2 does not scale to

the square as for Rb. In this context, forward and backward refer to the angle between the

incoming electron and the outgoing b-quark. The statistical uncertainty follows from the

definition of AbFB expressed in terms of NF and NB

AbFB =
NF −NB

NF +NB
. (4.6)

Again, the statistical uncertainty is derived numerically and gives

σstat.(A
b
FB) = 1.56 · 10−5 . (4.7)

This bare statistical precision translates into an improvement of about a factor 60 compared

to the statistically most precise measurement [10].

In the following sections, the new tagging method is applied to simulated events in

order to test the purity assumption of 100% in an FCC-ee environment.

4.2 Event samples

Simulated events have been used to perform different stages of the analysis. A summary is

given is Tab. 1. The hard scattering as well as the hadronisation of inclusive Z → qq̄ events

Table 1: The tabular summary of all samples used throughout this paper.

Dataset and analysis Simulation type Exclusive/Inclusive Sample size

1 Hemisphere-tagger performance Fast (IDEA) Inclusive 4 · 107
2 Application for Rb Full (CLD) Exclusive 106

3 Application for Ab
FB Fast (IDEA) Exclusive 5 · 107

have been centrally simulated using PYTHIA8 [20] with a parameterised IDEA detector [21]

response (dataset 1 ). Observable-specific samples have been exclusively simulated forcing

the decay in both hemispheres to be

• Hemisphere 1: b→ B+ → [K+π−]D̄0 π+

• Hemisphere 2: b̄→ B− → [K−π+]D0 π−

For this, EvtGen [22] has been used together with either a fully simulated CLD detector [23]

response using GEANT4 [24] (dataset 2 ) or the IDEA detector card using DELPHES. In the

following, statistical uncertainties for Rb and AbFB are derived and the principle of the

exclusive b-hadron reconstruction is detailed.

4.3 Representative decays: one of the six

Out of the O(200) decay modes to be considered, a comprehensive selection of six has been

made to serve as representative modes for the rest. These six modes are characterised by

– 8 –



the number of tracks and the number of neutral pions in their respective final state and

have been exclusively reconstructed from the simulated dataset 1 as indicated in Tab. 1.

They are grouped into three classes.

Including one c meson B+ → D̄0π+ with Br = 4.61 · 10−3, considering different D̄0

decays:

Fully charged: D̄0 → K+π−, with Br = 3.947%

One neutral pion: D̄0 → K+π−π0, with Br = 14.4%

Two neutral pions: D̄0 → K+π−π0π0, with Br = 8.86%

Four charged tracks at the decay vertex: D̄0 → K+π−π−π+, with Br = 8.22%

Including two c mesons B+ → D̄0D+
s with Br = 9 · 10−3 and the fully charged decay

of D̄0 → K+π− and D+
s → K+K−π+, which has a Br of 5.37%

Including a cc̄ meson B+ → J/ψK+ with Br = 1.02 · 10−3 and fully leptonic decay of

J/ψ → ℓ+ℓ− with Br = 11.932% for ℓ ∈ [e, µ]

In the following, the mode B+ → D̄0π+ → [K+π−]D̄0π+ has been chosen to exemplary

present the reconstruction process and to quantify its tagging performance. If not stated

otherwise, the charge-conjugated decay is considered likewise. The results of the remaining

five decay modes are presented in App. A.1.2.

B+ reconstruction A pair of oppositely charged kaon and pion is required to have a

common vertex with less than 50 µm disagreement. At this stage, no vertex-fitting tools

have been applied, since neutral pseudotracks have not yet been made available in the

DELPHES tool [25]. Hence, the sole four-vectors of the reconstructed particles have been

used. The invariant mass of the D̄0 candidates has been modelled with the sum of three

Gaussian distributions from which the mass window of (1790 ≤ m(D̄0) < 1940)MeV has

been chosen to accept the candidates for the B+ reconstruction.

In the second step, an additional charge-matching pion has been added to the D̄0 to

form B+ candidates. Similarly to the D̄0 reconstruction, a vertex resolution of 50 µm has

been emulated. To further remove the contribution from background events and to make

use of the boost at the Z pole, a cut on the B+ flight distance of 300 µm with respect to the

PV has been applied. In Fig. 1, the left panel shows the invariant-mass distribution at the

particle and object level of the truth-matched B+ signal candidates, including an unbinned

maximum likelihood fit to the object-level distribution. Further exclusion of contamination

from background events in the signal region, which enter only from gluon splitting through

q → q + [bb̄]g with q ∈ [u, d, s, c], has been achieved by inspecting the energy spectrum of

the background candidates, which is expected to be softer than from the signal, as shown

in the right panel of Fig. 1. The limited amount of data at hand does not allow for a proper

statistical evaluation of a suitable energy cut; therefore, an opportunistic one has been set

at EB+ > 20GeV, which removes most of the background B+ candidates.

In the following section, the performance of the tagger in terms of purity and recon-

struction efficiency is evaluated from the invariant-mass spectrum of the reconstructed B+

candidates.
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(a) Truth-matched B+ candidates with an un-

binned maximum likelihood fit, showing the dis-

tributions at the particle- and object level in or-

ange and black dots, respectively.
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inate only from gluon-splitting events and have

much less energy.

Figure 1: Fit to the invariant-mass distribution around the signal peak in Fig. a and the

B+-energy distribution in Fig. b. An opportunistic cut on the energy is set to EB+ ≥
20GeV.

5 Performance of the tagger

So far, neither the direction of the hemisphere has been considered nor has the question

of whether events have one or two tagged hemispheres been considered. However, the

bare reconstruction and tagger performance can be evaluated from the invariant B+-mass

spectrum, which serves as observable to quantify the purity of the hemisphere-flavour tag-

ger. The spectrum is presented in the range from (2000 ≤ m([K+π−π0]π+) ≤ 5500)MeV

in Fig. 2, distinguishing between different contributions: the grey peak shows the candi-

dates from the signal B+ mesons, while the partially reconstructed2 and combinatorial

background candidates from Z → bb̄ events are coloured red and black, respectively. The

overall background contribution from Z → qq̄ events with q ∈ [u, d, s, c] is shown in green,

while each contribution is weighted with their respective fraction Rq.

For the purpose of flavour (and charge) tagging the event, candidates within the mass-

peak region of (5100 ≤ mB+ ≤ 5500)MeV have been selected, also to first assess systematic

uncertainties in this region. The purity P , where every contribution except the udsc-physics

background is taken as signal NS, results in

P =
NS

NS +NB
= (99.81 ± 0.07)% , (5.1)

2Partially reconstructed particles refer to the (intermediate) particles where not all decay products are

fully reconstructed. In case of B+
→ D̄0π+, this can include B+

→ D̄0π+π+π− with a Br of 5.5 · 10−3 and

two missing charged pions.

– 10 –



2000 2500 3000 3500 4000 4500 5000 5500
m([K±π∓] π±) /MeV

0.1

1

10

100

103

104

C
an
d
id
at
es
/
35

M
eV

Z pole, IDEA

Signal
Partially reconstructed
Combinatorical
udsc-background
Object-level

Figure 2: Invariant mass-spectrum for the B+ → [K+π−]D̄0π+ decay mode. The different

contributions from the signal, partially reconstructed, and combinatorial background, as

well as from the udsc-physics background events are shown in grey, red, black, and green,

respectively. The purity in the mass region of (5150 ≤ mB+ ≤ 5400)MeV has been

evaluated to be (99.89 ± 0.09) % with EB+ ≥ 20GeV. Lowering the mass constraint to

also include partially reconstructed events greatly increases the efficiency of the exclusive

tagger.

where the uncertainty given is statistical and NB refers to the number of background events.

Here, it can already be concluded that the exclusive reconstruction as tagger achieves ultra-

high purities, which are only contaminated from physical, non-reducible background arising

from gluon splitting. Their impact on the systematic uncertainty, also in comparison to

the hemisphere correlation, is studied in further detail in Sec. 6.

The performance of the other representative decay modes is summarised in Tab. 2.

As can be seen, for all decay modes a purity above 99.7% has been reached, where the

uncertainty stated in the table refers to the finite statistical precision of the dataset. For

the decay B+ → D+
s D̄

0, no energy cut has been applied, since no background events have

been found, also due to the smallest Br among all modes. However, the energy cut will

probably be required with the full event statistics in place.

The reconstruction efficiencies εreco are calculated as the ratio of reconstructed can-

didates with respect to the generated ones. Therefore, the efficiency includes all cut effi-

ciencies, namely the cut on the flight distance, cuts on invariant masses of intermediate

particles, and the final B+-meson energy. This section closes the motivation, description

and evaluation of a new b-hemisphere tagger for the application at the Tera-Z programme

at FCC-ee. Its validity and feasibility have been shown and the principle has been demon-

strated with the exclusive reconstruction of the B+ → [K+π−π0]D̄0π+ decay. The next
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Table 2: Reconstruction efficiencies and purities for the six representative decay modes

in the mass-peak region. In total, purities above 99.7% are in reach for all considered B+

decay modes.

B+ decay mode εreco /% Purity /%

D̄0π+ → [K+π−]D̄0π+ 77.17± 2.99 99.93± 0.11

D̄0π+ → [K+π−π0]D̄0π+ 64.89± 1.41 99.89± 0.09

D̄0π+ → [K+π−π0π0]D̄0π+ 49.95± 2.68 99.81± 0.07

D̄0π+ → [K+π−π−π+]D̄0π+ 72.63± 6.90 99.73± 0.27

D+
s D̄

0 → [K+K−π+]D+
s
[K+π−]D̄0 78.57± 22.39 100.00

J/ψ K+ → [ℓ+ℓ−]J/ψK
+ 85.87± 4.13 99.90± 0.24

section presents the application of the reconstructed b-hadrons for the measurement of Rb
and AbFB.

6 Application to the measurement of Rb

For Rb, only the flavour tag of the hemisphere is of interest; therefore, information about

the direction or about the charge of the hemisphere is not necessary. This specificity allows

to significantly increase the tagger efficiency εb1,2 from the targeted 1% by including also

partially reconstructed candidates as hemisphere taggers. This approach is mainly driven

by the absence of udsc contributions outside the signal-peak region. The possibility of

releasing the mass-peak constraint and its impact on the purity and tagging efficiency are

discussed below.

The left panel of Fig. 3 illustrates εb1,2 as a function of the invariant B+-mass cut,

where εb1,2 is determined by

εb =
Nall

S

Ngen
. (6.1)

In Eq. (6.1), Ngen = 9.5 · 106 represents the number of generated events and Nall
S is the

number of all candidates originating from the Z → bb̄ decay, respectively. As anticipated,

the efficiency for all decay modes increases significantly with the mass threshold, even

reaching the 1% threshold for the modes with neutral pions within the mass window

studied. In addition, the combined efficiencies of the decay modes studied are highlighted

in black and are referred to as Superposition. The plot indicates that the six representative

decay modes with a lower invariant-mass cut of mB+ > 4800MeV are sufficient to achieve

a tagging efficiency of εb ≈ 1%.

Consequently, the purity at the same invariant-mass cuts, as calculated in Eq. (5.1), is

displayed in the right panel of Fig. 3. A convergence towards purities exceeding 99.8% can

be observed for all decay modes. Even tighter cuts on the B+ energy can be applied when

the mass window constraint is released, which would further reduce the impact from gluon

radiation and would lead to even higher purities. However, the release of the invariant-

mass constraint would require a dedicated investigation into the impact on the systematic
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Figure 3: Already with the six representative decay modes and a cut at mB+ ≥ 4800MeV,

the targeted 1% tagging efficiency is reached without loss in purity.

uncertainties for Rb, which is beyond the scope of this paper. The impact of systematic

uncertainties has only been examined assuming the candidates in the signal-peak region.

Their sources and handling are discussed in the following sections.

Sources and impact of systematic uncertainty Systematic uncertainties arise from

two main origins:

1. Gluon radiation from a light quark and subsequent splitting into a bb̄ pair through

q → q[bb̄]g for q ∈ [u, d, s, c]. These enter the signal region when the b quark hadronises

and decays into the channel under study. The probability of gluon splitting is given

by gbb̄ and its precision and impact on σsyst.(Rb) are examined.

2. Correlation of single- and double-tagging efficiencies between the two hemispheres,

Cb. The sources of this correlation and the appropriate methods for addressing it in

the measurement of Rb are discussed.

The impact of both sources of systematic uncertainties on σsyst.(Rb) is first worked out,

assuming that each contribution adds in quadrature to the total systematic uncertainty

σsyst.(Rb) =

√

(

σ
from gbb̄
syst. (Rb)

)2
+
(

σfromCb
syst. (Rb)

)2
(6.2)

For this analysis, the most precise measurements for gbb̄ (where the average value has been

calculated from all LEP and SLD measurements [26–30] as described in Ref. [31]) and the

hemisphere-correlation coefficient Cb obtained by the ALEPH Collaboration [17] are used
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as reference values

gbb̄ = 0.002 47 ± 0.000 56 , (6.3)

∆CALEPH
b = 0.0376 ± 0.0025(stat.) ± 0.0027(syst.) = 0.0376 ± 0.0037 . (6.4)

Because in most measurements of Rb, the difference to unity, ∆Cb = 1 − Cb, is stated, it

will also be used in the following. A value of ∆Cb = 0 would refer to no bias in the tagging

of the hemispheres.

Both values have been used to compute the systematic uncertainty on Rb. To individ-

ually study the effect of gluon splitting on Rb, Eq. (3.1) is adjusted as follows

Nb = 2NZ · (RbεZ→bb̄
b εZ→bb̄

E + (1−Rb)gbb̄ε
g→bb̄
b εg→bb̄

E ) , (6.5)

with the efficiency of the energy cut on the B-meson candidates, individually for the sig-

nal and background events, εZ→bb̄
E = 88% and εg→bb̄

E = 8%, respectively. Furthermore,

εg→bb̄
b ≈ εZ→bb̄

b = 1% neglecting any kinematic difference for signal and background events.

Rearranging Eq. (6.5) gives the following for Rb

Rb =
Nb − 2NZε

g→bb̄
b εg→bb̄

E

2NZ

(

εZ→bb̄
b εZ→bb̄

E − gbb̄ε
g→bb̄
b εg→bb̄

E

) . (6.6)

The left panel of Fig. 4 illustrates the systematic uncertainty of Rb as a function of the

relative uncertainties due to gbb̄ and ∆Cb, depicted in orange and blue, respectively, arising

from the central values from Eqs. (6.3) and (6.4). The figure indicates that the bias from the

gluon-splitting uncertainty is suppressed by more than two orders of magnitude compared

to the effect of the hemisphere correlation. Furthermore, the systematic uncertainty on

Rb is highly dependent on the precision of the respective inputs gbb̄ and ∆Cb. Although

measured with a higher accuracy at FCC-ee, the current precision on gbb̄ is sufficient such

that it does not limit the measurement of Rb, where the statistical limit at σstat.(Rb) =

2.22 ·10−5 is indicated by the lighter grey colour. Therefore, the systematic uncertainty on

Rb simply reduces to
σsyst.(Rb)

Rb
=
σ(∆Cb)

∆Cb
. (6.7)

In conclusion, the primary influencing factor arises from the hemisphere correlation, whose

effect on the measurement is described in the following discussion.

6.1 Hemisphere correlation

The hemisphere correlation ∆Cb measures the bias introduced in the probed hemisphere by

the tagged one. The precision of ∆Cb has been shown to be a handle to reduce σsyst.(Rb).

Furthermore, its nominal value is another crucial factor in minimising its effect on the sys-

tematic uncertainty of Rb. This is shown in the right graph of Fig. 4, which shows the total

uncertainty σtot.(Rb) =
√

σ2syst.(Rb) + σ2stat.(Rb) as a function of the relative uncertainty on

∆Cb for two different cases: the first case represents the best current determination from

the measurement of the ALEPH Collaboration [17]. The second case emulates a reduced
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certainty of Rb, as well as the precision in the

determination of ∆Cb.

Figure 4: The importance of the hemisphere correlation on the measurement precision of

Rb. Other sources such as the gluon splitting rate (contamination of the background in the

signal region) become negligible.

hemisphere correlation by approximately a factor of ten, resulting in ∆Cb = 0.005. It can

be seen that the reduction of the nominal value of ∆Cb directly impacts the measurement

uncertainty of Rb, reducing it by about a factor of ten.

Therefore, the primary causes of ∆Cb deviating from zero are examined in the next

paragraph, starting with the findings from Ref. [17]. Four sources of hemisphere correlations

have been identified:

Detector-acceptance effects Due to the back-to-back configuration of the two b quarks

initially, if one enters a region with lower detector acceptance, such as the very

forward or backward region, the other hemisphere is likely to present a similar lower

acceptance.

Hard gluon radiation In events where a high energetic gluon in the initial state has been

radiated (Z → bb̄g), the momenta of the b hadrons in each hemisphere will decrease,

making the reconstruction of the other b hadron less probable.

Shared PV When both hemispheres share a single PV, increased measurement uncer-

tainty of the PV affects the probability of tagging both b hadrons; a bias of the PV

measurement towards one hemisphere increases the likelihood of tagging the b hadron

in the opposite hemisphere.

Unequal flight distances A longer flight distance of one b hadron caused by a higher

b-hadron momentum reduces the number of fragmentation tracks that form the PV,
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Figure 5: Distribution of v as defined in Eq. (6.8) with a fit of a truncated Gaussian

function, from which the size of the LR of σv = 5.96µm is extracted.

decreasing its measurement precision. As a consequence, the reconstruction of the

second b hadron is less likely.

The first two effects have been identified as less significant, whereas the third and fourth

factors are particularly influential in determining the hemisphere correlations. The latter

two share a similar origin, which can be attributed to the reconstruction of a common

and shared PV in the event. Consequently, measurements at LEP have reconstructed

two PVs (one in each hemisphere) to mitigate the bias caused by a single PV per event.

Although this method has proven effective, a simpler alternative approach based on a differ-

ent track-selection procedure has been pursued to address the limitations imposed by the

measurement uncertainty of the PV. Nevertheless, all results are compared to the method

of using a shared PV. To thoroughly investigate the impacts of detector imperfections,

the following studies have been outlined using the fully-simulated dataset within the CLD

detector, named dataset 2 in Tab. 1. The alternative track selection is described below.

Tracks outside the luminous region The accurate knowledge of the beam-spot region

(LR) as well as its smallness is used to select tracks issued from the primary and secondary

vertices. The LR refers to the area where the two beams intersect, also referred to as the PV

at the truth level. Given the finite sizes of the beams, their intersection point has specific

dimensions in the (x, y, z)⊤ plane. In order to define variables that measure the agreement

of track origins with the IP, the IP region in the (x, y)⊤ plane has been translated into a

single transverse variable, v, defined as

v =

√

(

PVParticle-level
x

)2
+
(

PVParticle-level
y

)2
, (6.8)

– 16 –



where the size of the transverse beam-spot region is given by the width of the distribution

of v, σv, and is taken as the LR. The resulting distribution of v is presented in Fig. 5 and

has been derived from the exclusive dataset 2 . The superscript Particle-level indicates

that the true collision point of the electron and positron beam has been used. In order to

identify whether reconstructed tracks of an event are consistent with the beam-spot region,

track-wise variables v1,2 have been introduced

v1 =
d0

√

σ2d0 + σ2v

, v2 =
z0

√

σ2z0 + σ2v
, (6.9)

where σd0 and σz0 are the respective uncertainties of the impact parameters. Although v2
uses the longitudinal impact parameter z0 and quantifies its agreement with the transverse

extension of the beam spot, at this stage of the analysis it has served its purpose to find

thresholds up to which tracks are taken as consistent or inconsistent with the beam-spot

region. These thresholds have been determined by independently varying v1 and v2 and

maximising the significance S of the D̄0- and B+-meson reconstruction, along with the

number of remaining tracks after selection. The significance is defined as

S =
Nsig

√

Nsig +Nbkg

, (6.10)

where Nsig represents the number of truth-matched meson candidates and Nbkg denotes

the number of background events (where background refers to partially reconstructed and

combinatorial background events, since only Z → bb̄ events have been used) in the region

of interest. Here, in the considered mass region, the background rate is approximated to

be uniform. The dependence of S as a function of v1,2 thresholds and the mean number

of tracks inconsistent with the LR are shown in Fig. 6. The significance of the B+ meson

shows a maximum around 1.7 for v1, which has been chosen as the optimal cut. In contrast,

v2 shows only a slight dependence on the significance, so its threshold has been determined

based on the mean number of tracks that are inconsistent with the LR. This threshold,

where a similar number of tracks is observed as with the given v1 cut, has been set at eight.

Given that the v1 and v2 distributions are symmetric around zero, the absolute value is

used to decide whether tracks have been used in the B+-meson reconstruction process.

Particle reconstruction The evaluation of ∆Cb requires a full reconstruction of the

charged B+ mesons in both hemispheres. In contrast to the exemplary reconstruction in

Sec. 4, the decay B+ → [K+π−]D̄0 π+ has been simulated in the hemispheres (plus the

charge-conjugate decay). In contrast to the reconstruction method described in Sec. 4, the

vertexing features of the DELPHES package have been used [32]. During this phase of the

analysis, the neutral vertexing capabilities have been made available for the reconstruction

of neutral intermediate D̄0 tracks. As in the reconstruction method detailed in Sec. 4, a

pair of oppositely charged kaon and pion tracks has been combined to a common vertex,

constraining their mass to the D̄0 pole-mass. The fit provides updated momenta for the

tracks, which then have been used to form D̄0 candidates. Candidates with (1800 ≤ mD̄0 ≤
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Figure 6: Optimised parameters for the determination of the LR and to select tracks that

are inconsistent with the LR. They have been further used to perform the reconstruction

of D̄0 and B+ mesons.

1930)MeV have been further vertexed with another pion track, resulting in B+ candidates

that fall within (5150 ≤ mB+ < 5400)MeV and have a vertex quality of χ2
B+ < 25.

Subsequently, the single- and double-tag efficiencies εb1,2 and εb1εb2 have been calcu-

lated and then differentially assessed in distributions that are sensitive to deviations of

∆Cb from zero.

6.2 Integrated and differential hemisphere-correlation

The integrated ∆Cb value has been determined for both the shared PV and the LR, taking

into account detector-acceptance effects by excluding events where the absolute value of

the thrust-axis polar angle | cos(θThrust)| exceeds 0.9. The inclusive values are determined

to be

∆Cshared PV
b = 0.035 ± 0.003 ,

∆CLR
b = −0.001 ± 0.003 ,

(6.11)

where ∆CLR
b is statistically consistent with zero, unlike the shared PV approach. There-

fore, eliminating dependencies caused by intrinsic biases from the PV by choosing tracks

independently of the PV already reduces the hemispheric correlation to the required level

for an accurate measurement of Rb. Nevertheless, the potential causes of a non-zero ∆Cb
value are examined in the following, with an emphasis on detector-acceptance effects and

displacement from the IP.

Dependence on detector acceptances The influence of detector acceptance has been

analysed in bins of the maximum allowed | cos(θThrust)|. A finer binning has been chosen for
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Figure 7: ∆Cb as function of the maximally allowed | cos(θThrust)|, comparing the shared

PV and the LR approach. Although both drop towards higher values in the very for-

ward/backward region, ∆Cb becomes compatible with zero within the statistical precision

when | cos(θThrust)| < 0.9 for the LR approach. The value of ∆Cb has been confirmed from

the fast simulation dataset.

the extreme forward/backward region where | cos(θThrust)| > 0.9. The results are illustrated

in Fig. 7, indicating that for | cos(θThrust)| > 0.9, ∆Cb decreases for both methods and

converges for | cos(θThrust)| < 0.9, which also sets the cut value. The dependence and

inclusive value of ∆Cb have been validated using the high-statistics fast simulation dataset

within the IDEA detector (dataset 3 ), also depicted in Fig. 7 with black dots. It shows a

less pronounced drop in the extreme forward/backward region due to the larger acceptance

area of the IDEA detector compared to CLD. Therefore, a precise measurement of Rb also

requires a detector with a wide acceptance range, which would increase the fraction of

accepted events while reducing the hemisphere correlation at the same time.

Displacement from the PV The deviation of the PV at the object level from the true

collision point (PV at the particle level), defined as

dPV =

√

√

√

√

∑

i∈[x,y,z]

(

PVObject-level
i − PVParticle-level

i

)2
(6.12)

encapsulates two metrics simultaneously. Firstly, dPV introduces a bias in one hemisphere,

increasing the likelihood of tagging the b-hadron in that hemisphere, while decreasing the

reconstruction probability for the b-hadron in the opposite hemisphere. Secondly, dPV
serves as an indicator of the PV reconstruction quality, which diminishes with increasing

dPV. Fig. 8a shows ∆Cb in bins of dPV, separately for the shared PV and the LR approach.
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Figure 8: The displacement of the PV has strong impact on the hemisphere correlation.

When the PV has been reconstructed preferring one hemisphere, the b-hadron reconstruc-

tion probability decreases for the other hemisphere. All dependencies have been removed

when using tracks for the reconstruction which have been selected due to their inconsistency

with the LR.

In addition, a χ2 test has been used to evaluate the agreement of the points with zero,

with the result presented in the legend as p-value. Values near one indicate support for the

hypothesis that there is no deviation from zero, whereas p-values less than 0.05 generally

lead to the rejection of this hypothesis.

It can be seen that there is a strong dependence of ∆Cb for the shared PV approach,

already for PV displacements above 0.01mm, for which an ALEPH-like size of the hemi-

sphere correlation is reached. As already discussed in Fig. 4b, the overall uncertainty in Rb
would be significantly affected. In contrast, no dependence within the statistical precision

can be observed for the LR ansatz.

Flight distance /Momentum The flight distance is directly related to the momentum,

which allows to use the momentum as a proxy for the flight distance. This resolves any

ambiguities with respect to the reference point for the flight distance (either (0, 0, 0)⊤ or

the PV) in the two methods. Concerning ∆Cb, the higher momentum B-meson introduces

a bias, reducing the likelihood of reconstructing the oppositely-charged B meson in the

opposite hemisphere. Fig. 8b displays ∆Cb in different B+-meson momentum bins. Both

methods show good agreement within the statistical uncertainty in the low-momentum

range, but the correlation increases at higher momenta for the shared-PV method. This

also leads to the rejection of the hypothesis that ∆Cb is consistent with zero for the shared
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PV.

6.3 Conclusions for Rb

In summary, the use of exclusively reconstructed b-hadrons as b-hemisphere taggers enables

unprecedented purity levels during the Z-pole run at FCC-ee. For six representative decay

modes and a target efficiency of 1%, purities exceeding 99.8% are achievable, leaving ∆Cb
as the sole unknown in the set of equations (refer to Eqs. (4.2)) due to the minimal impact

of gluon radiation on the systematic uncertainty. From fully-simulated events, ∆Cb has

been found to be consistent with zero by eliminating dependencies from a shared PV and

selecting tracks outside the LR. With the current dataset, ∆Cb has been found to be

∆Cb = −0.001 ± 0.003(stat.) . (6.13)

Given the nominal value of ∆Cb from Eq. (6.13) and assuming that the precision of Rb
only depends on the precision of ∆Cb, achieving a relative precision of 10% on ∆Cb is

necessary to determine Rb with exclusive b-hadron decays such that σstat.(Rb) ≈ σsyst.(Rb).

Consequently, ∆Cb must be derived from a simulation dataset of at least NZ ≈ 109 events,

where in both hemispheres the b-hadron decays according to a list of approximately 200

decay modes. Based on this, Rb results in

Rb = µ(Rb) ± 2.22 · 10−5(stat.) ± 2.16 · 10−5(syst.) ,

= µ(Rb) ± 3.10 · 10−5(tot.) .

The simultaneous use of both, a novel ultra-pure tagger and a selection of the secondary

tracks based on the inconsistency with the LR, which have been presented in this paper,

enables the precision on Rb to be improved by about a factor of 60 [33] with respect to the

state-of-the-art while keeping a measurement dominated by statistics of the sample.

7 Application to the measurement of Ab
FB

The forward-backward asymmetry of the b quark is of particular interest for the hemisphere

tagger based on the exclusive b-hadron reconstruction. To date, it still has the highest

tension [14] among all EWPOs with the SM prediction of

Ab,SMFB = 0.1037 ± 0.0008 , (7.1)

which is in 2.9σ tension with the average of the LEP measurements

AbFB = 0.0992 ± 0.0016 . (7.2)

Similarly to Rb, the primary challenge of the measurement is the effective reduction of the

systematic uncertainty given the raw statistical precision available at FCC-ee. However, in

addition to the hemisphere flavour tag, which is sufficient to measure Rb, an estimation of

the charge and direction of the initial b-quark is necessary. This leads to two consequences:
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1. The criteria for the decay modes to be considered are more stringent. To mitigate

one source of systematic uncertainty that comes from the charge confusion of neutral

B-meson mixing, only the modes of the B+ meson and the Λ0
b baryon can be used

as taggers.

2. Various estimators of the b-quark direction can be employed, such as jets, the thrust

axis, or the flight direction of the b hadron. In the latter, only fully reconstructed

b-hadrons can be used, restricting the selection of candidates to those from the mass-

peak region.

Nevertheless, the exclusive b-hadron reconstruction provides all tools in order to overcome

limitations induced by the main source of systematic uncertainties, which is the accounting

for the correction of the direction estimation from high-energetic gluon radiations, the QCD

corrections. Therefore, the application is described in this section. However, the principle

of the AbFB measurement is discussed first, before going into detail about the remaining

systematic uncertainty.

7.1 Measurement principle

The forward-backward asymmetry can be calculated by counting the number of forward

and backward events (see Eq. (4.6)) or by extracting the value from a fit to the differential

cross-section distribution

dσ

d cos(θb)
=

1

1 + fL

(

3

8
(1 + cos2(θb)) +

3

4
fL(1− cos2(θb))

)

+AbFB cos(θb) . (7.3)

The parameter fL represents the fraction of longitudinally polarised Z bosons along the

quark’s flight path and has been set to zero in the fit3. The b-quark polar-angle distribution

before gluon radiations, shown in the left panel of Fig. 9, has been taken to extract Ab,0FB.

For all the following studies, the exclusively simulated dataset 3 has been used. Although

at this stage the kinematic properties of the b quark are not affected by radiation effects

in the final state, ISR from the colliding beams can reduce the energy of the b quarks. In

order to account for effects from ISR, a minimal energy-cut on the b quarks has been set to

45GeV. In addition, the correction factor to account for γ exchange and Z/γ propagator

interference even at
√
s = mZ has not been considered here, since it introduces a constant

bias.

The result of the fit and the counting leads to

Fit: Ab,0FB = 0.1009 ± 0.0001 ,

Counting: Ab,0FB = 0.1010 ± 0.0001 ,
(7.4)

where the fit result is shown as green line in Fig. 9a. Both results are in precise agreement

with each other. However, since the fitting procedure is insensitive to angular acceptance

and/or efficiency effects and provides a generally smaller statistical uncertainty, it has

3In a first approach, fL is expected to be zero without considering effects that might distort the b-quark’s

direction of flight from the radiation of gluons.
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Figure 9: Proof of concept, that extracting Ab,0FB from the fit and counting leads to the

same result in Fig. a. In Fig. b, different approximations of the b-quark direction have been

examined.

been used as default method to compute AbFB from angular distributions. Yet, since the

b-quark polar angle is experimentally inaccessible, different estimators have been used to

approximate the initial quark direction cos(θb) in Eq. (7.3). They are presented below.

7.1.1 Experimental access to the quark direction

In the following paragraphs, different quark-direction estimators are presented, before their

accuracy to model the b-quark direction is examined.

First, the thrust axis is considered, which has been the conventional event-shape variable to

assess the b-quark direction at LEP [10–13]. Second, a revision of AbFB at FCC-ee [34] has

explored the possibility of utilising the reconstructed b-tagged jet direction, also to reduce

the impact of QCD corrections. A recapitulation of this approach is discussed in Sec. 7.3.

Finally, the list is extended by incorporating the reconstructed b-hadron, which, when fully

reconstructed, also approximates the original b-quark direction. All of the aforementioned

direction estimators are discussed in the following.

Thrust The thrust has been calculated from all particles at the object level

T̃ = max
~T

(

∑

i |~pi · ~T |
∑

i |~pi|

)

, (7.5)

with i running over all particles in the event with their momentum vector ~p. The thrust

direction corresponds to the thrust-axis polar angle, where the sign of the z component is

extracted from the hemisphere with the higher energy.
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Jets Jets at both the particle and object levels have been reconstructed using the anti-kt
jet-clustering algorithm with a cone-radius parameter of R = 0.4. To account for additional

jets from radiated gluons, the jets have been clustered inclusively with a minimum trans-

verse momentum of 5GeV. For this analysis, the flavour and charge of the jet have been

determined from a matching procedure with the nearest b hadron. However, dedicated

algorithms must be installed for a more realistic analysis. Details of the matching are

provided below. Furthermore, the jet polar-angle distribution at the object level has been

corrected for acceptance effects in the very forward and backward region of the detector

using the polar-angle distribution from the jets at the particle level.

B+ meson Similar to the b-hadron reconstruction described in Sec. 6.1, B+ candidates

have been reconstructed by vertexing D̄0 candidates in a first stage from the fast-simulation

dataset. They have been furthermore combined with a charged-pion track. The final B+

candidates must have a reconstructed vertex-quality χ2 < 25 and must meet the mass

criteria (5150 ≤ mB+ ≤ 5400)MeV. In the following, it is generally referred to as the b

hadron.

An important aspect arises from the reconstructed b-hadron: usually, the b-jet flavour

tagging achieves efficiencies of the order (10−90)% depending on the background-rejection

rate. This is at least an order of magnitude larger compared to the presence of a recon-

structed b-hadron from the list of possible decay modes to consider with efficiencies of the

order 0.5%. However, in the case of a reconstructed b-hadron in the event, valuable infor-

mation can be obtained from it to identify the jet flavour and charge. This can be achieved

by matching the b hadron with the jet that is closest to it to minimise the effect from

jet-charge confusion using traditional methods discussed in Sec. 3.1 and the mis-ID of the

jet flavour. In addition, the same procedure can be applied to tag the hemisphere charge

and flavour when using the thrust axis as a direction estimator. The matching criterion is

based on a distance measure ∆R, defined via

∆R =
√

(ηk − ηB)2 + (φk − φB)2 , where k ∈ [Jetn,Thrust] , (7.6)

considering the pseudorapidity ηi and the azimuth φi. In case of at least two jets per event,

the index n considers all of them. Given that the sample used is biased and has been

produced so that each hemisphere contains a b hadron, the jet or thrust-hadron pair with

the smallest opening angle has been selected to act as the charge and flavour tagger for

the hemisphere. This choice has been determined by finding the smallest angle ω between

the b hadron, represented as ~B = (Bx, By, Bz)
⊤, and either a jet or the thrust vector,

~q = (qx, qy, qz)
⊤ using the known formula

ω = sin−1

(

| ~B × ~q|
| ~B| · |~q|

)

(7.7)

This method ensures that the pairing reduces the impact of hemisphere confusion

caused by high-energy gluon radiation that might change the b-hadron direction. Experi-

mentally, with typically only one b hadron per hemisphere, minimising ∆R from Eq. (7.6)
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is usually sufficient. The result, shown as the relative difference in the polar-angle distribu-

tion in the right panel of Fig. 9, compares the different estimators to the b-quark direction

before gluon radiation, from which Ab,0FB has been extracted. A narrow, zero-centred distri-

bution is obtained for all estimators; however, the novel approach based on the b-hadron

reconstruction method serves as the most precise approximation of the b-quark direction.

The jet and thrust axes produce similar results in terms of precision.

Nevertheless, as pointed out earlier, the direction of flight can be distorted by the radi-

ation of gluons, referred to as QCD corrections. An introduction is given in the following,

with a focus on experimental handles to minimise their effects.

7.2 Angular distortions: QCD corrections

In the determination of AbFB at LEP [10–13] and their combined analysis [14], QCD cor-

rections have contributed to about 50% of the systematic uncertainty budget and are the

leading uncertainty after excluding contamination from udsc-physics events. These QCD

corrections are mainly due to the emission of high-energy gluons from the b quark before

it hadronises, causing the quark’s initial direction to change, potentially even reversing

it. The degree of this distortion depends on the energy of the emitted gluon(s) and the

chosen method for estimating the b-quark’s direction, since the quark direction cannot be

directly measured in experiments. Consequently, a correction factor must be applied later

to account for the distortion, which is further detailed below.

Typically, the uncorrected b-quark forward-backward asymmetry Ab,0FB without gluon

radiation is adjusted using a scaling factor CQCD(µ) to derive the experimentally measur-

able AbFB
AbFB =

(

1− αS

π
CQCD(µ)

)

Ab,0FB , (7.8)

where µ = 2mq/√s is the quark-specific energy-scale parameter of a quark with mass mq. In

the following, µ is set to 0.107 for b quarks with mb = 4.8GeV and has been neglected in

notations. The main challenge is to reduce the impact of CQCD, making sure that its uncer-

tainty does not increase the total uncertainty of the measurement by using experimental

methods that are sensitive to CQCD.

A sensitive parameter identified is the acollinearity between the two b quarks. This

method has been explored in earlier studies (see, for example, Ref. [35]), but has been

first implemented in an experimental FCC-ee setting in Ref. [34]. Mathematically, the

acollinearity angle cos(ζ(x, x̄)), defined as

cos(ζ(x, x̄)) =
xx̄+ µ2 + 2(1− x− x̄)
√

x2 − µ2
√

x̄2 − µ2
, (7.9)

is a measure for the angle between the two b quarks when projected onto the plane orthog-

onal to the initial beam-direction. It solely depends on the energy of the b and b̄ quark,

x = 2Eb/√s and x̄ = 2Eb̄/√s. Furthermore, the analytical expression of CQCD is written

in App. A.2.1. However, to illustrate the main conclusions of the formula, the differential

correction I(x, x̄) in the integral of CQCD, expressed via

I(x, x̄) =
(x2 + x̄2) · (1− cos(ζ(x, x̄)))

3(1− x)(1 − x̄)
, (7.10)
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Figure 10: Since the QCD corrections CQCD affect the precision of AbFB, regions in the

phase space are found, in which their impact is minimised.

is presented in the left panel of Fig. 10 as a function of Eb and Eb̄ on the x- and y-axis,

respectively. It represents a measure for the amount of QCD corrections, where higher

values of I correspond to larger values of CQCD. The possibility of radiating gluons from

either the b and/or b̄ quark is accounted for by symmetrising I accordingly to the expression

in Eq. (A.1).

It can be seen that the QCD corrections are largest for the lowest energies possible

for the b quarks. The reason for this is the reduction of the b-quark energy when gluons

have been radiated beforehand. In the figure, constant acollinearity angles at cos−1(ζ) =

[0.3, 1.5, 2.5] are shown as black lines and indicate the cut in the phase space when the

acollinearity of the b quarks is required to have a certain value.

The effect on the actual QCD corrections CQCD as a function of the upper limit on the

acollinearity angle is shown on the right side of Fig. 10. Without cuts, CQCD = 0.78,

indicated as a horizontal black line. For tighter cuts applied, CQCD reduces significantly

by about an order of magnitude for cos−1(ζ) ≤ 0.3, therefore mitigating its impact on the

systematic uncertainty of AbFB. However, a direct approach to reduce I would be to select

the highest energetic b-quarks, which requires, in addition to the direction estimation of

the b quark, an estimation of Eb and/or Eb̄. The potential of the reconstructed b-hadron as

an energy estimator is discussed in the second part of the following analysis. Furthermore,

fL also influences the measurement of AbFB, and becomes nonzero when including QCD

corrections. The impact of fL has been examined in Refs. [34, 36] and is expected to have

a minimal effect on AbFB when kinematic cuts are applied with the aim of reducing the

effect of QCD corrections.
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Two strategies have been followed, which are described in detail in the following:

1. A recapitulation of the analysis in Ref. [34] is performed using acollinearity cuts on

reconstructed jets as direction estimators. Since cuts on the jet acollinearity require

the reconstruction of at least two objects in the event that approximate the b-quark

direction, limits on the b-hadron acollinearity are not directly applicable because

typically only one b hadron per event is reconstructed. However, the b hadron has

been used to extend the study by serving as an unambiguous charge identifier for the

hemisphere in the unlikely case of a reconstructed b-hadron in the event (details are

given in Sec. 7.1). Furthermore, the impact of incorrect pairing of the b hadron with

a jet is greatly reduced when acollinearity cuts on the jets are applied, as these cuts

are designed to lower the probability for scenarios with three or more jets originating

from gluons.

2. A more straightforward and novel approach is presented to experimentally reduce

the effects of QCD corrections, which involves leveraging the kinematic properties of

the reconstructed b-hadron. This approach is based on also estimating the b(b̄)-quark

energy Eb(Eb̄) from the energy of the b hadron.

For both, the proof of principle is demonstrated at the parton level first, before applying

the concept at the object level.

7.3 Acollinearity cuts

In the following section, a recapitulation of the analysis in Ref. [34] is performed. As a fur-

ther development of the presented method in Ref. [34], the assumption of a perfect flavour

tag in an inclusive Z → bb̄ sample can be adapted by using the exclusively reconstructed

b-hadron of the event. However, since only one b hadron is expected to be reconstructed

for the measurement of AbFB, an inclusive tag of the other hemisphere jet would be needed

to apply acollinearity cuts. In the following, the method is presented first at the parton

level.

Parton level The impact of acollinearity cuts is first studied at the parton level, con-

sidering the b quarks after gluon radiation. According to Ref. [34], the quark acollinearity

cuts have been chosen to

max
(

cos−1(ζ)
)

= {π, 1.5, 1.0, 0.5, 0.3, 0.2, 0.1} . (7.11)

The size of QCD corrections has then been estimated from Eq. (7.8) to

CQCD =
π

αS

Ab,0FB −AbFB

Ab,0FB

. (7.12)

Given that Ab,0FB and AbFB have been derived from the same dataset, there is no statistical

uncertainty associated with CQCD. The numerical values for AbFB and CQCD are shown in

Tab. 3. The decrease in CQCD due to acollinearity cuts results in AbFB approaching Ab,0FB.

Consequently, this reduces the influence of CQCD on the overall uncertainty of Ab,0FB, which
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Figure 11: The fit result for different

cuts on the b-quark acollinearity. The

b-quark forward-backward asymmetry

without gluon radiation is shown as a

dashed line. For tighter cuts, the re-

sults converge.

Cut AbFB αS/π · CQCD

π 0.0950± 0.0001 0.0585

1.5 0.0975± 0.0001 0.0337

1.0 0.0982± 0.0001 0.0268

0.5 0.0990± 0.0002 0.0188

0.3 0.0997± 0.0002 0.0119

0.2 0.1003± 0.0002 0.0059

0.1 0.1010± 0.0004 −0.0009

Table 3: AbFB and CQCD computed

from the b quarks after gluon radia-

tion for different cuts on the acollinear-

ity. A convergence of AbFB towards

Ab,0FB = 0.1009 can be observed due to a

significant reduction of CQCD.

is derived from the propagation of the uncertainty and is considered as the only systematic

uncertainty

σsyst.

(

Ab,0FB

)

=
παSA

b
FBσ(CQCD)

(π − αSCQCD)2
, (7.13)

with the uncertainty on CQCD, σ(CQCD). The impact of acollinearity cuts is visualised

in Fig. 11, which presents the interpolation result for cuts at max(cos−1(ζ)) ≤ [π, 1.0, 0.1]

together with the result from Ab,0FB in the dashed line. It can be seen that towards tighter

cuts, the effect of QCD radiations becomes negligible.

Consequently, cuts on the b-quark acollinearity impact the longitudinal fraction fL as

shown in the left panel of Fig. 12, while fL has been determined from the simultaneous fit

at the parton level to Eq. (7.3). The errorbars represent the uncertainty of the fit. Again,

a significant decrease towards fL = 0 can be seen for tighter acollinearity cuts. With the

result obtained at the parton level, the study has been extended to use the experimentally

accessible jet acollinearity in the following.

Object level At the object level, acollinearity cuts have been implemented between the

two jets identified as b jets. In an analysis with actual data from an FCC-ee experiment,

specialised tools are required to identify the flavour of both b jets. Additionally, employing

a jet-flavour tagging algorithm requires careful handling and consideration of factors such

as detector-acceptance effects, since the performance of these algorithms typically depends

on the polar angle of the jet.

Compared to the acollinearity cuts applied at the quark level, the acollinearity between

two reconstructed jets derived from the jet angles can be greater than one due to inaccu-

racies in the jet-energy estimation. Consequently, imposing 0 ≤ cos−1(ζ) ≤ π inherently
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Figure 12: The longitudinal component fL as function of the acollinearity cuts at the par-

ton level for the b quarks after gluon radiation. Experimentally, cuts on the jet acollinear-

ity reduce the number of events. The remaining fraction of events is presented in the

one-dimensional distribution of the jet acollinearity in Fig. b.

results in an event cut, which has been determined to be insignificant. The jet-acollinearity

distribution for the b jets at the object level is shown in the right panel of Fig. 12. This

distribution indicates that a substantial portion of events has jet acollinearities below 0.2,

thereby reducing CQCD by about an order of magnitude at this working point (refer to

Tab. 3).

In a manner similar to the parton-level studies, cuts on the jet acollinearity have

been applied and AbFB has been determined from the fit. Due to the lack of experimental

sensitivity to the longitudinal fraction, the values of fL have been fixed to those obtained

at the parton level. The fit has been performed on the polar-angle distribution of the jet

that has been assigned the negative charge in the event.

To establish a threshold where the systematic uncertainty matches the statistical un-

certainty, two scenarios have been considered for the systematic uncertainty due to CQCD.

For clarity, the QCD-corrected result from

Ab,0FB =
1

1− αS

π CQCD
AbFB , (7.14)

has been evaluated below, and the uncertainty from Eq. (7.13) has been computed. The first

scenario considers a relative uncertainty on CQCD from Tab. 3 to be 1%, while the second,

more conservative scenario, assumes an uncertainty of 5%. The statistical precision is

derived from the nominal statistical precision of σstat.(A
b
FB) = 1.56 · 10−5 and its reduction

has been assumed to follow the remaining fraction of events from the jet-acollinearity
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Figure 13: Jet-acollinearity cuts are valid estimators for the amount of direction dis-

tortion of the b quark and the jet direction. For tighter cuts, both converge towards

Ab,0FB. By applying the QCD corrections, optimal thresholds at max(cos−1(ζ)) ≤ 0.66 and

max(cos−1(ζ)) ≤ 0.24 have been found for two scenarios of the uncertainty on the QCD

corrections, for which σstat.(A
b
FB) = σsyst.(A

b
FB).

distribution. Fig. 13 illustrates the results as a function of jet acollinearity, employing a

finer binning for the maximum allowed acollinearity cuts compared to previous analyses.

The left panel displays AbFB without any QCD corrections at both the object and parton

levels following gluon radiation in black and green, respectively. Both results converge

towards the horizontal line, which indicates the parton-level value prior to gluon radiation

and includes the expected statistical precision as an uncertainty band. It is evident that

the statistical uncertainty grows considerably with very stringent acollinearity cuts. The

discrepancy between the object-level and parton-level results stems from selection criteria

and the impact of jet acollinearity, such as the requirement for at least two b-tagged jets.

Further factors include the detector-acceptance effects of additional gluon jets. However,

this effect reduces with tighter acollinearity cuts, thus reducing the discrepancy, since the

general event topology of the jets becomes more back-to-back. For acollinearity cuts below

0.8, the difference becomes almost negligible.

In contrast, the QCD-corrected value Ab,0FB from Eq. (7.14) is illustrated on the right

side of Fig. 13. In this context, AbFB has been derived from the object-level distribution to

overcome the discrepancies between the object- and parton-level quantities, as previously

discussed, since the aim of this study is to determine an appropriate cut on the jet acollinear-

ity, where the systematic precision matches the statistical precision. The systematic uncer-

tainty is shown for the two scenarios σ(CQCD)/CQCD = [1, 5]% in darker and lighter orange,
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Figure 14: The fit result for differ-

ent cuts on the b-quark energy. The

b-quark forward-backward asymmetry

without gluon radiation is shown as a

dashed line. For tighter cuts, the re-

sults converge.

Cut AbFB αS/π · CQCD

10 0.0955± 0.0001 0.0535

20 0.0968± 0.0001 0.0406

30 0.0980± 0.0001 0.0287

35 0.0987± 0.0002 0.0218

40 0.0994± 0.0002 0.0156

41 0.0996± 0.0002 0.0129

42 0.0998± 0.0002 0.0109

43 0.1005± 0.0003 0.0040

44 0.1009± 0.0004 0.0000

Table 4: AbFB and CQCD computed

from the b quarks for different cuts on

the b-quark energy. A convergence of

AbFB towards Ab,0FB can be observed due

to a significant reduction of CQCD.

respectively. The result shows that in both cases the systematic uncertainty reduces with

tighter jet-acollinearity cuts. From the intersection σstat.(A
b,0
FB) = σsyst.(A

b,0
FB), the optimal

thresholds have been determined to be max(cos−1(ζ)) ≤ 0.66 and max(cos−1(ζ)) ≤ 0.24

and the uncertainties on Ab,0FB result to

σ(CQCD)

CQCD
= 5% ⇒ Ab,0FB = µ(Ab,0FB) ± 4.5 · 10−5(stat.) ± 4.5 · 10−5(syst.)

σ(CQCD)

CQCD
= 1% ⇒ Ab,0FB = µ(Ab,0FB) ± 2.2 · 10−5(stat.) ± 2.2 · 10−5(syst.) .

(7.15)

Here, it is assumed that in a more realistic scenario the statistical uncertainty behaves

similarly when only one hemisphere has been exclusively reconstructed and the other one

decays inclusively. With this result, the analysis of jet-acollinearity cuts as a means to

reduce the QCD corrections is concluded. Nevertheless, the effects of the jet-clustering al-

gorithm, b-jet tagging, and the transverse-momentum cut still require further investigation.

To inherently address the aforementioned issues, the next section studies the potential of

minimising the QCD correction through kinematic cuts on the b hadron, eliminating the

necessity of clustering and tagging b jets in the event.

7.4 b-hadron energy cuts

In order to minimise the QCD corrections, the kinematic characteristics of the reconstructed

b-hadron in the event can be used. Analogously to the investigation of acollinearity cuts,

the feasibility has initially been confirmed at the parton level with energy cuts on the b

quarks after gluon radiation. It is mentioned that, because both hemispheres are compelled

to contain two b hadrons, there are events with one or two reconstructed b hadrons in the
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Figure 15: The longitudinal component fL as function of the energy cuts at the parton

level for the b quarks after gluon radiation. Experimentally, cuts on the b-hadron energy

reduce the number of events, where the remaining fraction of events is presented in the

one-dimensional distribution in Fig. b.

event. If both b hadrons have been reconstructed, one has been chosen randomly to avoid

biases in the determination of AbFB. To comply with this strategy at the parton level, only

one of the b quarks is randomly required to meet the energy criterion.

Parton level As first step, suitable energy cuts have been chosen to be

min(E) ≥ {10, 20, 30, 35, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44} , (7.16)

with an emphasis on the higher energies, since it is expected that the reduction of the QCD

corrections is driven by the highest-energetic b quarks or hadrons.

The parton-level result is illustrated in Fig. 14 and is numerically detailed in Tab. 4.

As expected, the magnitude of the QCD corrections is significantly reduced for higher b-

quark energies following gluon radiation. Consequently, the QCD corrections are reduced

by approximately an order of magnitude for b-quark energies above 43GeV.

The impact on fL is presented on the left side of Fig. 15, which shows a similar trend

towards zero compared to the acollinearity cuts for higher-energy cuts on the b quark. This

result motivates the use of an effective reduction of the QCD corrections by applying cuts

on the b-hadron energy in the paragraph below.

Object level Since the cuts on the b-hadron energy aim to improve the direction esti-

mation of the initial b-quark prior to gluon radiation, a differential analysis of the relative

polar-angle difference has been carried out, showing the mean of the relative difference in

bins of the b-hadron energy in the left panel of Fig. 16. For clarity, the standard error of the

mean has been increased by a factor of ten and is shown as an error bar on the points. The

bias in the distribution, expressed by the difference of the points to the zero line, reduces to
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Figure 16: The impact of energy cuts applied on the reconstructed b hadrons on the

accuracy of the b-quark direction estimation.

zero for the highest-energetic b hadrons. Accordingly, the 68% and 90% smallest intervals

of the relative polar-angle resolution are shown in the right panel of Fig. 16, which decrease

significantly with increasing energy. The remaining ranges of the order 0.03 and 0.1 for the

smallest 68% and 90% intervals at energies above 44GeV are due to hadronisation effects.

Although a notable reduction in bias and a gain in direction-estimation precision can be

achieved for the highest-energetic candidates, the loss in statistical precision is significant.

This is evident when examining the b-hadron’s energy distribution in the right panel of

Fig. 15, where only a small fraction of candidates of the order 10% remains after placing

cuts on the b-hadrons energy above 40GeV.

Nevertheless and similarly to the study of the jet-acollinearity cuts, the primary focus

is on the threshold value that reduces the impact of CQCD on AbFB to a level such that the

systematic uncertainty on AbFB becomes competitive with the statistical precision. Follow-

ing this, AbFB has been derived from the polar-angle distribution of the negatively charged

b-hadron.

In analogy to the studies in Sec. 7.3, a finer binning of the energy cuts has been chosen

to properly identify the threshold, at which σstat.(A
b
FB) = σsyst.(A

b
FB) for the two scenarios

of the relative QCD-correction uncertainty σ(CQCD)/CQCD = [1, 5]%. The left panel of Fig. 17

presents the result normalised to the object level as a function of the reconstructed b-hadron

energy, similar to Fig. 13b. The statistical precision is again shown in the grey uncertainty

band, while the systematic uncertainty for Ab,0FB for the more conservative and optimistic

estimations for σ(CQCD)/CQCD are presented in lighter and darker orange, respectively. The

threshold values have been found to be min(EB) ≥ 32GeV and min(EB) ≥ 38.1GeV for
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Figure 17: The energy of the b hadron directly serves as estimator for the amount of gluon

radiation, which distort the initial b-quark direction. With a cut of min(EB) ≥ 32GeV and

a knowledge of the QCD corrections of 1%, sin2(θW) can be derived with similar precision

compared to AµFB.

σ(CQCD)/CQCD = 1% and 5%, respectively. This results in the final uncertainties for Ab,0FB

σ(CQCD)

CQCD
= 5% ⇒ Ab,0FB = µ(Ab,0FB) ± 5.6 · 10−5 (stat.) ± 5.6 · 10−5 (syst.) ,

σ(CQCD)

CQCD
= 1% ⇒ Ab,0FB = µ(Ab,0FB) ± 2.3 · 10−5 (stat.) ± 2.3 · 10−5 (syst.) .

(7.17)

The total uncertainty on Ab,0FB in the conservative and optimistic scenario results to 7.9·10−5

and 3.3·10−5, respectively. Consequently, this would improve the measurement uncertainty

from the LEP average in Eq. (7.2) by about a factor of 20 and 50.

7.5 Constraints on the weak mixing angle

The constraints on sin2(θW) are expected to be competitive with those in reach from the

muon forward-backward asymmetry, AµFB, with a notable improvement in the measurement

of AbFB. The impact on sin2(θW) is discussed in the following. From the b-quark forward-

backward asymmetry, the weak mixing angle sin2(θW) can be extracted via

AbFB =
3

4
AeAb , with Ab =

2vbab
v2b + a2b

. (7.18)
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using the explicit formulations of the vectorial (vb) and axial (ab) coupling of the Z boson

to the b quark

ab = Tb ,

vb = Tb − 2Qb sin
2(θW) .

(7.19)

In Eq. (7.19), Tb is the third component of the weak isospin and Qb refers to the charge of

the b quark. Although the standard method for extracting sin2(θW) is through AµFB, A
b
FB

can provide a competitive method for comparing both methods to probe departures. This

is because the sensitivity of AbFB is approximately three times higher than that of AµFB.

Consequently, the uncertainty on sin2(θW) derived from AbFB is about three times lower

than that derived from AµFB, given the same total uncertainty.

Therefore, it is worthwhile to calculate σtot.(sin
2(θW)) using the latest estimation [37]

for the precision of AµFB

σtot.(A
µ
FB) =

√

(2 · 10−6(stat.))2 + (2.4 · 10−6(syst.))2 (7.20)

and σtot.(A
b
FB) (see Eq. (7.17)). In σtot.(A

µ
FB), the systematic uncertainty mainly arises

from the knowledge of the COM energy. Numerical methods from the scipy library have

been used to calculate

sin2(θW) = f(AiFB) ,

σtot.(sin
2(θW)) =

(

∂f(AiFB)

∂AiFB

)

· σtot.(AiFB) ,
(7.21)

for sin2(θW) = 0.23089. The result is presented in the right panel of Fig. 17 for the muon

and b quark in orange and blue, respectively. The grey-shaded area indicates the most

precise uncertainty of sin2(θW) to date. The filled points represent the currently most

accurate measurements of Aµ,bFB [33]. The shaded and white blue dot show the pessimistic

and optimistic scenario, where the pessimistic scenario assumes σ(CQCD)/CQCD = 5% and

the optimistic scenario assumes σ(CQCD)/CQCD = 1%.

The figure reveals a bias between both representations, which originates from the higher

sensitivity of AbFB to sin2(θW). In the pessimistic case, an improvement in the precision of

sin2(θW) of about one order of magnitude is within reach. In contrast, the result becomes

comparable to the one obtainable with AµFB in the optimistic scenario, where the precision

from AbFB compared to AµFB is worse by about a factor of three.

8 Conclusions

Although a powerful collider concept like FCC-ee unlocks unprecedented statistical preci-

sion with an enormous amount of O(1012) expected Z-boson decays, it requires careful

consideration of controlling systematic uncertainties, which are not automatically reduced

collecting more data. To substantially improve on fundamental SM parameters and to

provide a competing method for their validation, new approaches to measuring the quan-

tities of interest are needed. This has been demonstrated in the field of b-quark EWPOs
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by tagging the hemisphere flavour with exclusively reconstructed b-hadrons, eliminating

over 75% of the systematic uncertainty in the measurement of Rb and A
b
FB. Historically,

both observables have suffered from contamination by lighter quarks. It could be shown

through six representative decay modes that purities above 99.8% are achievable using

exclusively reconstructed b-hadrons as hemisphere-flavour tagger. Further studies have ad-

dressed subleading systematic uncertainties, specifically the hemisphere correlation and the

QCD correction for Rb and A
b
FB, respectively. The sources of these uncertainties have been

identified and mitigated by removing the PV dependence and using the energy of the b

hadron to estimate the angular distortion from radiated gluons prior to hadronisation. For

AbFB, QCD corrections must be known with a relative precision of 1%, while it is sufficient

to estimate the hemisphere correlation with 10% precision. With these assumptions, Rb,

AbFB and sin2(θW) are expected to be measured with the following precisions at FCC-ee

Rb = µ(Rb) ± 2.22 · 10−5 (stat.) ± 2.16 · 10−5 (syst.) ,

AbFB = µ(AbFB) ± 2.30 · 10−5 (stat.) ± 2.30 · 10−5 (syst.) ,

⇒ sin2(θW) = µ(sin2(θW))± 6 · 10−6 .
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A Appendices

A.1 Rb analysis

The following sections provide additional material for the Rb analysis.

A.1.1 List of b-hadron decay modes

In this section of the appendix, the list of all b-hadron decay modes to be included to

reach a tagging efficiency of ≈ 1% is first presented before the results of the remaining

representative decay modes are presented.

The following tables present the b-hadron decay modes, separately for the different b

hadrons: B± in Tab. 5, B0 in Tab. 6, B0
s in Tab. 7 and for the Λ0

b baryon in Tab. 8. If

available, the subsequent decay of, for example, heavy c-hadrons and baryons is indicated

in the third column. The sum of Brs in percentage values, which quantifies the overall

tagging efficiency, is given in the last column. Heavy c-hadron decays in the B0
(s) and Λ0

b

decays are expected to be the ones of Tab. 5.
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Mode Br(B+ → XY ) /% Br(X → final state) /%
∑

Br /%

J/ψK+ 0.102 ± 0.002
J/ψ → e+e− 5.971 ± 0.032

0.012
J/ψ → µ+µ− 5.961 ± 0.033

D̄0 ρ+

D̄0 π+π−π+

D̄0 π+

[D̄0π+]D∗(2010)+ π
−π−π0

1.340 ± 0.180

0.560 ± 0.210

0.468 ± 0.013

10.160 ± 4.740

D̄0 → K+π−π0 14.400 ± 0.500
0.545

0.723

0.909

0.950

D̄0 → K+π−2π0 8.860 ± 0.230

D̄0 → K+2π−π+ 8.220 ± 0.140

D̄0 → K+2π−π+π0 4.300 ± 0.400

D̄0 → K+π− 3.947 ± 0.030

D− π+π− 0.107 ± 0.005
D+ → K−2π+ 9.380 ± 0.160

0.966
D+ → K−2π+π0 6.250 ± 0.180

D+
s D̄

0 0.900 ± 0.090

D+
s → [π+π−π0]η π+π0 9.500 ± 0.500

1.081

D+
s → [π+π−π0]η [π+π0]ρ+ 8.900 ± 0.800

D+
s → K+K−π+π0 5.500 ± 0.240

D+
s → K+K−π+ 5.380 ± 0.100

D+
s → 2π+π− 1.080 ± 0.040

D+
s → K+K−2π+π− 0.860 ± 0.150

D+
s → 3π+2π− 0.790 ± 0.080

–
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Table 6: List of possible B0 decay-modes. The subsequent decays of the J/ψ and c mesons

are not shown as they can be found in Table 5. The hadronisation fraction of a b quark to

a B0 is 40.7% and is not included in the branching fraction calculations.

Mode Br(B0 → final state) /%
∑

Br /%

J/ψK+π− 0.014 0.014

D∗(2010)− π+π+π−π0 0.473 0.487

D∗(2010)− π+π0 0.403 0.891

D∗(2010)− π+π+π− 0.194 1.084

D− π+π+π− 0.094 1.178

D∗(2010)− π+ 0.074 1.252

D∗(2010)−D+
s 0.069 1.321

D− π+ 0.039 1.360

D−D+
s 0.036 1.396

D∗(2010)−D0K+ 0.026 1.422

D−D0K+ 0.007 1.429

Table 7: List of possible B0
s decay-modes. The subsequent decays of the c mesons are not

shown as they can be found in Tab. 5. The hadronisation fraction of a b quark to a B0
s is

10.1% and is not included in the branching fraction calculations.

Mode Br(B0
s → final state) /%

∑

Br /%

D−

s [π+π0]ρ+ 0.218 0.218

D−

s π
+π+π− 0.195 0.413

D∗(2010)− π+π+π− 0.194 0.607

D−

s π
+ 0.095 0.702

D+
s D

−

s 0.045 0.747

D0K−π+ 0.041 0.789

Table 8: List of possible Λ0
b decay-modes. The hadronisation fraction of a b quark to a Λ0

b

is 8.4% and is not included in the branching fraction calculations.

Mode Br(Λ0
b → XY ) /% Br(X → final state) /%

∑

Br /%

Λ0
b → Λ+

c π
+π−π− 0.760 ± 0.110

Λ+
c → pK−π+ 6.280 ± 0.320

0.082
Λ+
c → pK−π+π0 4.460 ± 0.300
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A.1.2 Reconstruction of the remaining b-hadron decay modes

The characteristics of the decay modes in the aforementioned tables are represented in the

listing of six decay modes in Sec. 4.3. As an example, the decay B+ → [K+π−π0]D̄0π+

has been reconstructed. In the following, the results of the remaining five decay modes

are shown. In general, the assumptions made for the vertex-resolution emulation and for

kinematic cuts on intermediate particles have been applied similarly.

Fully charged D0 decay The invariant-mass distribution of the B+ meson from B+ →
[K+π−]D̄0π+ is shown on the right side of Fig. 18 after an energy cut on the B+ candidates

of 20GeV has been applied. The distribution of the energy is presented on the left side

of Fig. 18. With an energy cut of EB+ ≥ 20GeV, a purity of (99.93 ± 0.11)% has been

achieved, where the uncertainty originates only from the size of the available sample.
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Figure 18: Energy and invariant-mass distribution of the signal and background candi-

dates in Figs. a and b, respectively. The energy cut has been set to 20GeV.
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D0 decay with two π0 The invariant-mass distribution of the B+ meson from B+ →
[K+π−π0π0]D̄0π+ is shown on the right side of Fig. 19 after an energy cut on the B+

candidates of 20GeV has been applied. The distribution of the energy is presented on the

left side of Fig. 19. With an energy cut of EB+ ≥ 20GeV, a purity of (99.81± 0.07)% has

been achieved, where the uncertainty originates only from the size of the available sample.
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Figure 19: Energy and invariant-mass distribution of the signal and background candi-

dates in Figs. a and b, respectively. The energy cut has been set to 20GeV.
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Four charged tracks at the D0 decay-vertex The invariant-mass distribution of the

B+ meson from B+ → [K+π−π−π+]D̄0π+ is shown on the right side of Fig. 20 after an

energy cut on the B+ candidates of 20GeV has been applied. The distribution of the

energy is presented on the left side of Fig. 20. With an energy cut of EB+ ≥ 20GeV, a

purity of (99.73 ± 0.27)% has been achieved, where the uncertainty originates only from

the size of the available sample.
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Figure 20: Energy and invariant-mass distribution of the signal and background candi-

dates in Figs. a and b, respectively. The energy cut has been set to 20GeV.
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Including two c mesons The invariant-mass distribution of the B+ meson from B+ →
D̄0D+

s with the subsequent decays D̄0 → K+π− and D+
s → K+K−π+ is shown in Fig. 21

without any energy cut on the B+ candidates, since with the limited amount of simulated

events, no udsc events have been found in the signal mass window. Therefore, a purity

of 100.00% has been achieved, which is expected to be slightly lowered with more events

available.

4000 4250 4500 4750 5000 5250 5500
m([K+K−π+]D+

s
[K+π−]D̄0) /MeV

0

5

10

15

20

25

30

35

C
an
d
id
at
es
/
34

M
eV

Z pole, IDEA

Signal
Partially reconstructed
Combinatorical
udsc-background
Object-level

Figure 21: The invariant-mass distribution without any energy cut. However, it is ex-

pected to have some light-quark contamination when considering the full event statistics.
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Including a cc̄ meson The invariant-mass distribution of the B+ meson from B+ →
[ℓ+ℓ−]J/ψK

+ with ℓ ∈ [e, µ] is shown on the right side of Fig. 22 after an energy cut on the

B+ candidates of 20GeV has been applied. The distribution of the energy is presented on

the left side of Fig. 22. With an energy cut of EB+ ≥ 20GeV, a purity of (99.90 ± 0.24)%

has been achieved, where the uncertainty originates only from the size of the available

sample.
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Figure 22: Energy and invariant-mass distribution of the signal and background candi-

dates in Figs. a and b, respectively. The energy cut has been set to 20GeV.
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A.2 Ab
FB analysis

In the following additional information for the analysis of AbFB is provided.

A.2.1 Theory of QCD correction and longitudinal boson-polarisation

In the following, the theoretical basis is provided, mainly motivated and adapted by the

studies in Ref. [34]. The analytical expressions for CQCD are provided as follows

CQCD(µ) ≈
∫ xmax

xmin

∫ x̄max(x)

x̄min(x)

2x̄2(1− cos(ζ(x, x̄, µ)))

3(1− x)(1 − x̄)
dx̄dx , (A.1)

with the energy fractions of the b and b̄ quark x = 2Eb/√s and x̄ = 2Eb̄/
√
s, respectively. The

acollinearity here is written explicitly as a function of (x, x̄, µ) and the definition is given

according to Ref. [35] as

cos(ζ(x, x̄, µ)) =
xx̄+ µ2 + 2(1− x− x̄)
√

x2 − µ2
√

x̄2 − µ2
. (A.2)

The integral limits in Eq. (A.1) are derived from the possible configurations for the b and

b̄ quarks. This means xmin = µ, xmax = 1 (either carrying no momentum or the full

momentum of
√
s/2), such that

x̄min(x) = 1− x+
√

x2 − µ2

2
+

µ2

2− x−
√

x2 − µ2
, (A.3)

x̄max(x) = 1− x−
√

x2 − µ2

2
+

µ2

2− x+
√

x2 − µ2
. (A.4)

The analytical expression for fL is given as

fL(µ) ≈
∫ xmax

xmin

∫ x̄max(x)

x̄min(x)

4αS

√

x̄2 − µ2(1− cos2(ζ(x, x̄, µ)))

3π(1 − x)(1− x̄)
dxdx̄ . (A.5)
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