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Benemérita Universidad Autónoma de Puebla, C.P. 72570, Puebla, México.
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Abstract
We study the production and possible detection of a single Higgs boson in association with a top quark in proton-

proton collisions (pp → th+X) at the High-Luminosity Large Hadron Collider. This process absent in the Standard

Model is predicted by other models such as the Two-Higgs Doublet Model of type III, which is the theoretical

framework adopted in this work. Promising results are found for specific scenarios of the model parameter space,

which consist mainly of the parameters tanβ, cos(α−β) and the parameter χtc, responsible for the Flavor-Changing

Neutral Scalar Interactions (FCNSI). Using the machine learning Boosted Decision Trees algorithm, we predict signal

significances at level of 5σ for tanβ = 1, cos(α − β) = 0.1 and χtc = 5 and integrated luminosities in the range

2500 fb−1 ≤ Lint ≤ 3000 fb−1.
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I. INTRODUCTION

More than twelve years ago, the ATLAS and CMS collaborations announced the observation of a new

spin-0 particle with mass m = 125.10 ± 0.14GeV consistent with the Higgs boson properties predicted

by the Standard Model (SM) [1, 2]. After the discovery of the Higgs boson an objective of the Large

Hadron Collider (LHC) is to characterize its properties because, among other things, the Higgs field is

fundamental to the generation of the particle masses contained in the SM [3–6]. As we know the SM provides

a detailed description of the weak, strong and electromagnetic interactions, also successfully explains many

of the experimental observations made in particle physics. However, despite these achievements, there

are phenomena that cannot be explained within the SM, which is commonly referred as Beyond Standard

Model (BSM) physics [7–12]. The fact that the SM leaves open questions for some phenomena directs our

attention to exploring additional models, particularly those with an extended Higgs sector. One of them

is the Two-Higgs Doublet Model of type III (2HDM-III) [13–17], which predicts Flavor-Changing Neutral

Currents (FCNC) at tree-level. The 2HDM-III leads to study interactions not found in the SM and to

perform analysis of processes that could enhance the SM-like Higgs boson signals. It is also attractive to

investigate Flavor-Violating (FV) processes involving top quarks because these kinds of interactions have

large rates predicted by the model and at the same time allowed by experimental constraints. In contrast,

FV processes are strongly suppressed in the SM due to the Glashow-Iliopoulos-Maiani (GIM) mechanism [18]

and FCNSI are forbidden. Recently, the ATLAS [19] and CMS [20] collaborations reported upper limits on

the BR(t → ch), particularly CMS reported a BR(t → ch) < 0.00046 at 95% of confidence level, whose

importance for this work lies in the fact that this result imposes limits on the parameter χtc, responsible for

the Flavor-Changing interaction in the process to study. A review of the process pp → th+X is presented in

Ref. [21] while the authors of Ref. [22] studied the process from an effective field theory viewpoint, analyzing

the impact of the coupling λtqh on the production cross-section and the signal significance. However, as

shown later, sophisticated machine learning techniques allow one to explore smaller values for the λtqh

coupling.

In this paper, we are interested in the single Higgs boson production in association with a top quark

via proton-proton collisions at the High Luminosity LHC (HL-LHC) [23]. Specific channels of decay are

considered, that is, pp → th+X (t → ℓνℓb, h → γγ). Although the branching ratio of the Higgs boson into

photons is relatively small O(10−3), it has the advantages of good resolution on the Higgs mass and small

QCD backgrounds. In fact, this channel is essential for signal isolation, as will be seen later.

This work is structured as follows. In Sec. II, we conduct a comprehensive review of the 2HDM-III

with a particular emphasis on the theoretical implications of employing a four-zero texture in the Yukawa

Lagrangian. Experimental constraints on the model parameter space are also included. Section III focuses

on taking advantage of the insights gained from previous sections, performing a computational analysis of

the proposed signal and its SM background processes. Finally, the conclusions are presented in Sec. IV.

II. THE MODEL

The 2HDM introduces an additional Higgs doublet with the same hypercharge +1: ΦT
a = (ϕ+

a , ϕ
0
a) (a =

1, 2), where ϕ0
a denotes the neutral part and ϕ±

a denotes the charged part. Depending of the vacuum

expectation values (VEVs) chosen for the two Higgs doublets we can have two basis: (i) in the Higgs basis
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only one of the two Higgs doublets acquires a VEV, (ii) whereas in the generic basis both of the Higgs

doublets acquire a VEV. The 2HDM built on the generic basis is called “the general 2HDM” [24]. In this

section, we present the scalar potential and the Yukawa Lagrangian for the 2HDM type III.

A. Scalar potential

The most general SU(2)L × U(1)Y invariant scalar potential of the 2HDM is given by [24, 25]

V = µ2
1(Φ

†
1Φ1) + µ2

2(Φ
†
2Φ2)− (µ2

12(Φ
†
1Φ2 +H.c.))

+
1

2
λ1(Φ

†
1Φ1)

2 +
1

2
λ2(Φ

†
2Φ2)

2 + λ3(Φ
†
1Φ1)(Φ

†
2Φ2) + λ4(Φ

†
1Φ2)(Φ

†
2Φ1)

+

(
1

2
λ5(Φ

†
1Φ2)

2 + λ6(Φ
†
1Φ1)(Φ

†
1Φ2) + λ7(Φ

†
2Φ2)(Φ

†
1Φ2) + H.c.

)
.

(1)

Hermiticity condition for the potential implies that the λ1,2,3,4, µ1,2 parameters are real, while the λ5,6,7

and µ2
12 parameters can be complex numbers. We choose to work in a general 2HDM CP-conserving with a

softly broken Z2 symmetry.

After the Electroweak Symmetry Breaking (EWSB), the two Higgs doublets acquire VEVs given as

⟨Φa⟩ =
1√
2

(
0

υa

)
, a = 1, 2, (2)

where v1,2 are real and satisfy v =
√

v21 + v22 = 246 GeV [26]. The VEV ratio defines the parameter

tanβ ≡ v2/v1.

The mass matrix in the CP-even sector is given by

Meven =

(
m11 m12

m12 m22

)
, (3)

where

m11 = 2λ1v
2 cos2 β + 2µ2

12

sinβ

cosβ
,

m12 = 2(λ3 + λ4 + λ5)v
2 cosβ sinβ − µ2

12,

m22 = 2λ2v
2 sin2 β + 2µ2

12

cosβ

sinβ
.

(4)

After diagonalization of the mass matrix Meven and defining a mixing angle α, we translate the gauge states

into the mass eigenstates h0 and H0:(
H0

h0

)
=

(
cosα sinα

− sinα cosα

)(
Re(ϕ0

1)

Re(ϕ0
2)

)
, (5)

with

tan 2α =
2m12

m11 −m22
. (6)
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Likewise, the mixing angle β rotates the charged components of Φa into the charged mass eigenstates G±
W

and H± as follows: (
G±

W

H±

)
=

(
cosβ sinβ

− sinβ cosβ

)(
ϕ±
1

ϕ±
2

)
. (7)

On the other hand, to obtain the neutral mass eigenstates GZ and A we make the following rotation:(
GZ0

A0

)
=

(
cosβ sinβ

− sinβ cosβ

)(
Im(ϕ0

1)

Im(ϕ0
2)

)
. (8)

We obtain the physical masses MH± , Mh0 , MH0 and MA0 , given by the equations:

M2
H0,h0 =

1

2

(
m11 +m22 ±

√
(m11 −m22)2 + 4m2

12

)
, (9)

M2
H± =

µ2
12

sinβ cosβ
− 1

2
v2
(
λ4 + λ5

)
, (10)

M2
A0 = M2

H± +
1

2
v2(λ4 − λ5). (11)

Four new particles emerge from the introduction of a second Higgs doublet, H0, A0 and H±. Detection of

these new particles is a goal of future experiments such as HL-LHC [27] and FCC [28, 29].

B. Yukawa Lagrangian

The different versions of the 2HDM can be defined through the Higgs doublets and fermionic field inter-

actions, as shown in Table I.

Model ui
R diR liR

Flavor conserving models

I Φ2 Φ2 Φ2

II Φ2 Φ1 Φ1

Lepton-specific Φ2 Φ2 Φ1

Flipped Φ2 Φ1 Φ2

Flavor violating model

III Φ1,Φ2 Φ1,Φ2 Φ1,Φ2

TABLE I. 2HDM definitions based on the Higgs doublets couplings with fermions in the Yukawa sector.

For the 2HDM-III, the Yukawa Lagrangian is written as [30]:

LY = −
(
Y u
1 QLΦ̃1uR + Y u

2 QLΦ̃2uR + Y d
1 QLΦ1dR + Y d

2 QLΦ2dR

+ Y l
1LLΦ1lR + Y l

2LLΦ2lR +H.c.
)
,

(12)

where Φ̃a = iσ2Φ
∗
a, QL is the weak isospin quark doublet, LL is the weak isospin lepton doublet, uR, dR are

weak isospin quark singlets, lR is the weak isospin lepton singlet and Y f
a (f = u, d, ℓ) are the 3× 3 Yukawa

matrices.
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From the Yukawa Lagrangian in Eq. (12) and after the EWSB, the fermion mass matrices come into:

Mf =
1√
2

(
v1Y

f
1 + v2Y

f
2

)
, f = u, d, ℓ. (13)

We assume that both Yukawa matrices have a four-zero texture [31] and that they are Hermitian. The sum

of such matrices inherits its structure to the mass matrix as follows

Mf =

 0 Df 0

Df Cf Bf

0 Bf Af

 , (14)

The elements of the matrix in Eq. (14) are related to the fermion masses mfi (i = 1, 2, 3), through the

principal invariants:

Tr (Mf ) = Cf +Af = mf1 +mf2 +mf3 ,

λ (Mf ) = CfAf −D2
f −Bf = mf1mf2 +mf1mf3 +mf2mf3 ,

det (Mf ) = −D2
fAf = mf1mf2mf3 .

(15)

From Eq. (15) we find a relation between the components of the mass matrix of four-zero textures and

the fermion masses as follows:

Af = mf3 −mf2 ,

Bf = mf3

√
r2(r2 + r1 − 1)(r2 + r2 − 1)

1− r2
, (16)

Cf = mf3(r2 + r1 + r2),

Df =

√
mf1mf2

1− r2
,

where ri = mfi/mf3 .

Performing a bi-unitary transformation we diagonalize the fermion mass matrices as

Mf = V †
fLMfVfR = 1√

2

(
v1Ỹ

f
1 + v2Ỹ

f
2

)
, (17)

where Mf = diag(mf1 ,mf2 ,mf3) and Ỹ f
a = V †

fLY
f
a VfR. However, the Yukawa matrices are not necessarily

diagonalized. As a consequence, FCNSI will be induced at tree-level. The fact that Mf is assumed as

Hermitian, implies that VfL = VfR ≡ Vf . Here, Vf = OfPf , where Pf = diag{eiαf , eiβf , 1} and

Of =


√

mf2
mf3

(A−mf1
)

A(mf2
−mf1

)(mf3
−mf1

)

√
mf1

mf3
(mf2

−A)

A(mf2
−mf1

)(mf3
−mf2

)

√
mf1

mf3
(A−mf3

)

A(mf3
−mf1

)(mf3
−mf2

)

−
√

mf1
(mf1

−A)

(mf2
−mf1

)(mf3
−mf1

)

√
mf2

(A−mf2
)

(mf2
−mf1

)(mf3
−mf2

)

√
mf3

(mf2
−A)

(mf2
−mf1

)(mf3
−mf2

)√
mf1

(A−mf2
)(A−mf3

)

A(mf2
−mf1

)(mf3
−mf1

) −
√

mf2
(A−mf1

)(mf3
−A)

A(mf2
−mf1

)(mf3
−mf2

)

√
mf3

(A−mf1
)(A−mf2

)

A(mf3
−mf1

)(mf3
−mf2

)

 . (18)

An important point is that Vu,d must reproduce the observed CKM matrix elements (VCKM), which is

obtained as VCKM = V †
uVd, as shown in Ref. [17].

From Eq. (17), we obtain the following expression

[
Ỹ f
a

]
ij
=

√
2

va
δijM

f

ij −
vb
va

[
Ỹ f
b

]
ij
, i, j = 1, 2, 3, b = 1, 2, (19)
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2HDM-III X Y Z ξuh ξdh ξlh ξuH ξdH ξlH
2HDM-I-like − cotβ cotβ − cotβ cα/sβ cα/sβ cα/sβ sα/sβ sα/sβ sα/sβ

2HDM-II-like tanβ cotβ tanβ cα/sβ −sα/cβ −sα/cβ sα/sβ cα/cβ cα/cβ

2HDM-X-like − cotβ cotβ tanβ cα/sβ cα/sβ −sα/cβ sα/sβ sα/sβ cα/cβ

2HDM-Y-like tanβ cotβ − cotβ cα/sβ −sα/cβ cα/sβ sα/sβ cα/cβ sα/sβ

TABLE II. Parameter expressions for the 2HDM-III like models, where sα ≡ sinα, cα ≡ cosα, sβ ≡ sinβ y

cβ ≡ cosβ.

where [
Ỹ f
a

]
ij
=

√
mfimfj

v

[
χ̃f
a

]
ij
. (20)

The χ̃f
a matrices are responsible for inducing Flavor-Changing (FC) interactions at three-level. Finally using

Eqs. (12)-(20) and by making use of the definitions in Ref. [32], we derive the Yukawa Lagrangian for quarks

and the neutral scalar bosons LY
ns given by

LY
ns = − g

2MW

[
d̄i

([
mdiξ

d
Hδij −

(
ξdh +XξdH

)
f(X)

√
mdi

mdj√
2

χ̃d
ij

]
H

+

[
mdi

ξdhδij +

(
ξdH −Xξdh

)
f(X)

√
mdimdj√

2
χ̃ij

]
h

+ i

[
−mdi

Xδij + f(X)

√
mdi

mdj√
2

χ̃d
ij

]
γ5A

)
dj

+ ui

([
mui

ξuHδij +
(ξuh − Y ξuH)

f(Y )

√
mui

muj√
2

χ̃u
ij

]
H

+

[
muiξ

u
hδij −

(ξuH + Y ξuh)

f(Y )

(√
mui

muj√
2

)
χ̃u
ij

]
h

+ i

[
−mui

Y δij + f(Y )

√
mui

muj√
2

χ̃u
ij

]
γ5A

)
uj

]
,

(21)

where f(x) =
√
1 + x2 (x = X,Y, Z). The remaining parameters are defined in the Table II. The Eq. (21)

allows us to write a specific 2HDM plus FC interactions.

To compute the cross-section for pp → th+X, we extract the coupling gtch from Eq. (21)

gtch =
g

2
√
2mW

(ξuH + Y ξuh)
√
mtmc

f(Y )
χ̃u
tc, (22)

when the Y , ξuH0 and ξuh0 parameters are replaced in Eq. (22), we can see that gtch is the same for all the

models of Table I, meaning that our results are valid for any of these models.

C. Constraints on the 2HDM-III parameter space

We present a general overview of the 2HDM-III parameter space. Details of the analysis can be found in

Ref. [33].

The model free parameters that have a direct impact on our predictions are:
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1. Cosine of the difference of mixing angles: cos(α− β),

2. Ratio of the VEV’s: tanβ,

3. The parameter that changes flavor χtc (χtc ≡ χ̃u
tc).

The observables we consider to be constraint are the following:

• LHC Higgs boson data [34, 35],

• Neutral meson physics B0
s → µ+µ− [36], B0

d → µ+µ− [36],

• ℓi → ℓjℓk ℓ̄k and ℓi → ℓjγ [37],

• Muon anomalous magnetic moment aµ [38].

The only parameter we did not consider in Ref. [33] is the matrix element χtc, which is constrained by the

upper limit on BR(t → ch) [19], as shown in Fig. 1.

FIG. 1. Plot of χtc − cos(α− β) plane. The colored points are allowed by the upper limit on BR(t → ch).

We show in Fig. 2 the cos(α − β)− tanβ plane whose points correspond those allowed by 1) LHC Higgs

boson data (green points), 2) Lepton Flavor Violating processes (yellow) and 3) upper limit on BR(t → ch)

(blue points). We observe that the most stringent constraints come from the LHC Higgs boson data, which

allow values for cos(α − β) ∼ 0 corresponding to the interval 0.1 < tanβ < 50; in agreement with the

decoupling limit (cos(α− β) → 0).

The proposed process directly depends on the Y = cotβ factor, as shown in Eq. (22), it is clear that our

signal is favored by small values of tanβ.

After a meticulous analysis of the model free parameters, we define three scenarios to be used in the next

section:

• S1 : tanβ = 1, χtc = 1, 5, 10 and cos(α− β) = 0.1,

• S2 : tanβ = 3, χtc = 1, 5, 10 and cos(α− β) = 0.1.
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FIG. 2. Model parameter space of the 2HDM-III in the cos(α−β)− tanβ plane. The colored point are those allowed

by LHC Higgs boson data (green), LFV processes (yellow) and upper limit on BR(t → ch).

III. COLLIDER ANALYSIS

In this section, we compute a Monte Carlo simulation and explore the prospects for detecting the proposed

signal as well as the SM background processes that obscure it. In order to separate the signal from the

background, we use the Boosted Decision Trees (BDT) machine learning algorithm [39] instead of making

direct kinematic cuts as is commonly done.

A. Signal and background

We search for the process pp → th + X (t → ℓνℓb, h → γγ), whose Feynman diagrams that contribute

to the signal are presented in Fig. 3. The red points indicate the new interaction coming from 2HDM-III,

which induces the Flavor-Changing interaction. One of the most relevant observables of the signal is the

resonant effect that comes from the decay h → γγ. Moreover, both photons show a transverse momentum

such that their sum is approximately the mass of the Higgs boson, which is of utmost importance for the

isolation of the signal. Meanwhile, the main SM background comes from Whj, Wjγγ, tjγγ, Wjjγ, tjγ,

where j represents non-bottom-jets.

The cross-sections of the signal and the SM background processes are shown in Tables III and IV, respec-

tively.

TABLE III. Cross-section of the signal for the scenarios S1, S2.

Scenario Cross-section [fb] (χtc = 1) Cross-section [fb] (χtc = 5)

S1 0.01 0.025

S2 0.004 0.014

As far as our computation scheme is concerned, we first implement the full model via FeynRules [40] for
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(a) (b)

FIG. 3. Feynman diagrams for the process pp → th, (a) s-channel and (b) t-channel.

TABLE IV. Cross-section of the dominant SM background processes.

SM backgrounds Cross-section [fb]

pp → Whj 0.19

pp → Wjγγ 68.27

pp → tjγγ 0.019

pp → Wjjγ 16590

pp → tjγ 1.84

the MadGraph5 [41] event generator, interfaced with Pythia8 [42] for parton showering, and finally we use

Delphes3 [43] for detector simulations. Concerning to the jet reconstruction, the finding package FastJet [44]

and the anti-kt algorithm [45] package were used.

The traditional strategy of making hard cuts on the observables removes a significant number of background

events but also refuses an important number of signal events. This situation can be improved by using MVA

techniques, such as BDT. We perform a BDT training [39] using variables related to the kinematics of the final

state, including the transverse momentum (pT ) and the pseudo-rapidities of the b-jet, the charged lepton ℓ and

photons. We present in Fig. 4 the most discriminating training variables, plotted with MadAnalysis5 [46].

The relevant hyperparameters for the BDT training are as follows: Number of trees NTree=50, maximum

depth of the decision tree MaxDepth=5, maximum number of leaves MaxLeaves=8; the remaining parameters

are set to their default values.

We present in Fig. 5 the discriminant for the signal and background. The goodness of fit is verified with

the Kolmogorov-Smirnov (KS) test. We observed that the KS value lies within the allowed interval [0, 1]

and has a value of 0.47 (0.59) for the signal (background). Once the classifier has been trained, it exports

the output in terms of a single variable (xgb), which separates the signal events from the background, as

shown in Fig. 5. Then, the signal-to-background ratio is optimized. The BDT training is computed using

the Monte Carlo simulated data. The signal and background samples are scaled to the expected number

of events, which is calculated via the integrated luminosity and cross-section values. The BDT selection is

optimized individually for each channel to maximize the figure of merit, i.e., the signal significance, defined

as S/
√
S +B, where S and B represent the number of signal and background candidates respectively.

Fig. 6 presents our main results, i.e, the signal significance as a function of the integrated luminosity for the

two scenarios defined in the previous section: S1, S2. We found that the scenario S1 is the most promising,

this because the cross-section for pp → th+X is highly sensitive to low values of tanβ (ghtc ∼ 1/ tanβ), as

9



(a) (b) (c)

FIG. 4. Plots for the signal and background variables: (a) Invariant mass of the two photons, (b) pT of the leading

photon and (c) pT of the subleading photon.

FIG. 5. Plot of the discriminant for signal and background data.

(a) (b)

FIG. 6. Signal significance as a function of the integrated luminosity: (a) Scenario S1, (b) Scenario S2
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shown in Eq. (21). For scenario S1 we predict a signal significance σ ≥ 5 (σ = 3) for an integrated luminosity

Lint ≥ 2500 fb−1 (Lint ∼ 900 fb−1) and χtc = 5. This result indicates that in the HL-LHC experiment,

evidence for the process pp → th+X could be achieved. Meanwhile, scenario S2 is the less favored because

we set tanβ = 3; although the signal significance for S2 is relatively low, evidence for pp → th+X can be

achieved if a Lint ∼ 2500 fb−1 is reached.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

The search for new physics is fundamental in collider experiments such as the LHC, particularly interesting

are the Flavor-Violating processes which are very restricted in the SM. The 2HDM-III allows for this kind of

interactions at tree-level that significantly increasing their production cross-sections. In this work, we have

investigated the Flavor-Violating process pp → th+X, which does not exist in the SM but has origin in the

htc interaction predicted in the theoretical framework of the 2HDM-III.

We first have presented the relevant aspects of the 2HDM-III in which we studied prospects for detecting

a single Higgs boson in association with a top quark. Specifically, we search for the final state t → ℓνℓb and

h → γγ, whose kinematic characteristics of the photons provided valuable information to isolate the signal

from the background. The model parameter space was constrained on the basis of experimental results,

namely, LHC Higgs boson data, upper limits on BR(t → ch) and relevant lepton FV processes. Using the

previous results, we define two realistic scenarios S1, S2. In order to increase the signal significance, we

performed a Multivariate Analysis using BDT for the two scenarios. After using BDT, we found that the

scenario S1: tanβ = 1, χtc = 1, 5 and cos(α − β) = 0.1, is the most promising, which is expected since

the htc ∼ 1/ tanβ interaction is favored for small values of tanβ. Our results allow us to predict a signal

significance at level of ≥ 5σ once the integrated luminosity Lint ≥ 2500 fb−1 is reached. Given our results

for the proposed signal, it is very likely that a future collider with higher center-of-mass energy may permit

to achieve a higher significance for a broad range of parameters.
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