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2 Instituto de F́ısica Teórica UAM/CSIC, Calle Nicolás Cabrera 13-15, Cantoblanco, 28049, Madrid, Spain

3 II. Institut für Theoretische Physik, Universität Hamburg, Luruper Chaussee 149, 22761 Hamburg, Germany

Both ATLAS and CMS have recently performed the first searches for a heavy new spin-0 resonance decaying
into a lighter new spin-0 resonance and a Z boson, where the lighter spin-0 resonance subsequently decays
into tt̄ pairs. These searches are of particular interest to probe Two Higgs doublet model (2HDM) parameter
space regions that predict a strong first-order electroweak phase transition. In the absence of CP violation,
the investigated decay is possible if the lighter and the heavier spin-0 particles have opposite CP parities.
The analysis techniques employed by ATLAS and CMS do not distinguish between the two possible signatures
A → ZH and H → ZA, where A and H denote CP-odd and CP-even Higgs bosons, respectively, if both signals
are predicted to have the same total cross sections. We demonstrate the capability of angular variables that
are sensitive to spin correlations of the top quarks to differentiate between A → ZH and H → ZA decays,
even in scenarios where both signals possess identical total cross sections. Focusing on masses of 600 GeV and
800 GeV as a representative 2HDM benchmark, we find that a distinction between the two possible channels is
possible with high significance with the anticipated data from the high-luminosity LHC, if the invariant mass
distribution of the tt̄ system is further binned in angular variables defined by the direction of flight of the
leptons produced in the top-quark decays. Moreover, we find a moderate gain in experimental sensitivity due
to the improved background rejection for both signals.

1 Introduction

∗ † ‡In 2012 the LHC discovered a Higgs boson which, at
the current level of experimental precision, behaves
in agreement with the predictions of the Standard
Model (SM) [1, 2]. While the SM predicts only one
Higgs boson, theories beyond the SM (BSM) often con-
tain more than one fundamental spin-0 particle. Con-
sequently, the search for additional Higgs bosons is one
of the prime tasks of the current and future LHC pro-
gramme.

Most searches for additional Higgs bosons focus on
the production of one BSM resonance. However, BSM
theories that contain additional Higgs fields that are
charged under the electroweak (EW) gauge symmetry
predict more than one BSM Higgs boson. Such BSM
theories have the potential to resolve some of the most
pressing open questions that remain unanswered in the
SM, e.g. extended Higgs sectors can provide an expla-
nation of the observed matter-antimatter asymmetry
via EW baryogenesis [3], and additional neutral scalar
particles can be stable and account for the observed
cosmological abundance of dark matter. Consequently,
during Run 2 at 13 TeV, ATLAS and CMS also per-
formed searches for signals in which two BSM spin-0
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resonances are involved. These searches mostly com-
prise signatures with a heavy BSM resonance decaying
into a lighter BSM resonance and either a 125 GeV
Higgs boson or a massive gauge boson [4].

Among these, searches for a neutral spin-0 parti-
cle decaying into another neutral spin-0 particle and
a Z-boson have gathered significant attention [5–9].
This search channel has been identified as a “smoking-
gun” signature for a first-order EW phase transition
in the Two Higgs doublet model (2HDM) [7, 9–11].
A sufficiently strong EW phase transition is a re-
quired ingredient for the realisation of EW baryoge-
nesis [3, 12–14], and it leads to the production of a
primordial gravitational-wave background that might
be in reach of future space-based gravitational-wave
detectors [7, 15, 16].

Assuming CP conservation, the 2HDM predicts a
second CP-even Higgs boson H and a CP-odd Higgs
boson A. A strong EW phase transition typically
requires a sizeable mass splitting between these two
states [11], and (depending on their mass hierarchy)
either the decay H → ZA or the decay A → ZH
can be kinematically allowed. Furthermore, since the
top quark has the largest Yukawa coupling, its inter-
actions are well-suited for providing the CP-violating
source term that generates the baryon asymmetry. As
a consequence, small values of tanβ are preferred for
EW baryogenesis [17], and the dominant decay modes
for the lighter resonance in the 2HDM are A/H → tt̄
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if its mass exceeds the di-top threshold, giving rise to
Ztt̄ final states. Notably, parameter points facilitating
the decay A → ZH are more favourable for a success-
fully realisation of EW baryogenesis compared to the
ones featuring the H → ZA decay [10, 14, 18, 19]. It
will therefore be crucial to be able to experimentally
distinguish between the two decay modes if a signal
in the “smoking gun” searches will be observed at the
LHC in the future.

Searches for this signal in Ztt̄ final states have been
recently performed for the first time by both AT-
LAS and CMS, using the Run 2 data collected at
13 TeV [20, 21]. The resulting experimental limits
have been exploited in Ref. [9] by demonstrating that
they exclude substantial parts of the 2HDM parame-
ter space giving rise to a strong first-order EW phase
transition. In both the ATLAS and the CMS analy-
ses, the applied experimental analyses lack sensitivity
to the CP-properties of the BSM particles. Therefore,
a distinction between the A → ZH and the H → ZA
signatures is not possible if both signals predict the
same total cross section. In this work, we propose to
use angular variables in Ztt̄ final states in order to
distinguish between A → ZH and H → ZA signals
where the lighter BSM particle decays into a pair of
top quarks, which subsequently decay leptonically.

Our study demonstrates that sensitivity to the CP-
properties of the BSM particles can be achieved by
exploiting the dependence of the tt̄ invariant mass dis-
tribution (mtt̄) on angular variables defined in terms
of the direction of flight of the leptons produced in the
leptonic decay of the top quarks.1 By considering the
angular correlations of the leptons, we show that dis-
tinguishing between the two signatures is feasible with
the anticipated 3000/fb of data collected during the
high-luminosity phase of the LHC, even if they possess
the same total cross section. It is worth noting that the
relevant angular variables have been previously em-
ployed in searches for a single new particle decaying
into top-quark pairs at both the Tevatron [23] and the
LHC [24–26], see also Ref. [27]. We demonstrate here
the potential of extending such an experimental strat-
egy based on angular variables to signatures involving
two BSM particles.

In addition to obtaining a discrimination power be-
tween the two potential signals, we demonstrate that
a refined analysis technique utilizing angular variables
also improves the signal-background discrimination,
and thus the overall experimental sensitivity. Here it
should be noted that our approach relies on the lep-
tonic decays of both top quarks, in contrast to the

1An analysis of the CP properties of a BSM resonance de-
caying into a Z boson and the 125 GeV Higgs boson, the latter
assumed to be purely CP even, can be found in Ref. [22].
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Figure 1: Feynman diagram of the considered signals with
H and A being a CP-even and a CP-odd spin-0 resonance,
respectively.

experimental analyses conducted by ATLAS [20] and
CMS [21], which only incorporate the semi-leptonic
and the fully hadronic decays, respectively. As a re-
sult, while there exists potential for increased back-
ground rejection, this potential of our proposed anal-
ysis comes at the cost of a reduced number of signal
events resulting from the requirement of leptonically
decaying top quarks. On the other hand, the angu-
lar information obtained from the leptons in the signal
regions where both top quarks decay leptonically can
be combined with the experimental information gained
from the signal regions targeting semileptonically and
hadronically decaying tt̄ pairs for which our approach
is not directly applicable.2

The outline of our paper is as follows. In Section 2
we introduce the theoretical framework, including a
brief description of the 2HDM that we use as a theoret-
ical framework in order to benchmark our results, and
a detailed discussion of the Monte Carlo simulation of
the considered process. In particular, we discuss the
implementation of the angular variables in the exper-
imental analysis that are sensitive to the spin correla-
tions of the top-quark pairs. In Section 3 we present
the results of our simulation, focusing on the one hand
on the discrimination between the signals and the SM
background, and on the other hand on the discrimina-
tion between the two potential signals. We summarise
our results and conclude in Section 4.

2 Theoretical framework and simulation

In order to demonstrate the application of the angu-
lar variables to the mtt̄ distribution in the processes
A → ZH → Ztt̄ and H → ZA → Ztt̄, we perform
a Monte-Carlo (MC) simulation of both signals and
SM background. The Feynman diagram for the pro-
duction of the two signals is depicted in Fig. 1. For

2The measurement of tt̄ spin correlations may also be feasi-
ble in the semileptonic channel with the data collected during
the high-luminosity phase of the LHC [28, 29], relying on the
possibility of charm-tagging [30]. However, we focus here on the
fully leptonic channel since it is the final state with the high-
est sensitivity to the tt̄ spin information, see the discussion in
Section 2.2.
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BPH→ZA BPA→ZH

tanβ 1.14 1.50

cos(β − α) 0 0

mh/GeV 125 125

mH/GeV 800 600

mA/GeV 600 800

mH±/GeV 800 800

M/GeV 600 600

BR(H → tt̄) 71% 99%

BR(A → tt̄) 99% 63%

BR(H → ZA) 29% –

BR(A → ZH) – 37%

ΓH/mH 4.3% 1.5%

ΓA/mA 3.5% 3.3%

σ(gg → H)/pb 0.35 0.89

σ(gg → A)/pb 2.43 0.27

Table 1: Definitions of the benchmark points BPH→ZA

and BPA→ZH and predicted branching ratios, total widths
and gluon-fusion production cross sections at the LHC with√
s = 13 TeV.

our simulations we choose the 2HDM as theoretical
framework, noting that our conclusions can be applied
more generally to any BSM theory with an extended
scalar sector featuring at least two neutral extra Higgs
bosons with opposite CP charges (or potentially two
CP-mixed states for the case of CP violation) such that
a coupling of the form AHZ is present.

2.1 The 2HDM

The 2HDM [31] augments the scalar sector of the SM
by a second scalar SU(2) doublet field. For the case
of CP conservation, the 2HDM predicts two CP-even
Higgs bosons h andH, one CP-odd Higgs boson A, and
a pair of charged Higgs bosons H±. The angles α and
β diagonalise the CP-even and CP-odd scalar sectors
of the model, respectively. In addition, tβ ≡ tanβ is
given by the ratio of the two Higgs doublet vacuum
expectation values. Throughout this work, the lighter
CP-even Higgs boson h corresponds to the detected
Higgs boson at 125 GeV. Parameter space regions that
give rise to EW baryogenesis favour small values of
tβ (see the discussion above) and the alignment limit
(defined by cos(β − α) = 0), in which h resembles
the Higgs boson predicted by the SM, as well as a
sizeable mass splitting between the pseudoscalar A and
the second CP-even scalar H.

Our analysis targets signal cross sections that are
compatible with the limits from the LHC searches per-
formed during Run 2, but which lie in reach of the

high-luminosity LHC (HL-LHC) with an anticipated
integrated luminosity of 3000/fb. For ease of com-
parison we use a centre-of-mass energy of

√
s = 13

TeV also for the HL-LHC. As a representative 2HDM
benchmark point we choose masses of 600 GeV for the
lighter and 800 GeV for the heavier BSM resonance,
respectively. The mass of the charged Higgs bosons
is set to be equal to the mass of the heavier BSM
state, mH± = 800 GeV, to satisfy constraints from
electroweak precision observables [32]. We also assume
the alignment limit, i.e. cos(β − α) = 0. Regarding
tβ, we use two different values depending on the mass
hierarchies of H and A in order to predict the same to-
tal cross section for the two possible signals. We use a
value of tβ = 1.5 for the casemA = 800 GeV andmH =
600 GeV, and tβ = 1.14 for the case mH = 800 GeV
and mA = 600 GeV, such that for both signals we
find σ[pp → A(H) → Z H(A) → Ztt̄] = 0.1 pb. Here
the production cross sections of H and A were com-
puted at NNLO in QCD using HiggsTools [33] (see
also the discussion in Section 2.3.2), and their branch-
ing ratios were computed using HDECAY [34, 35],
including state-of-the-art QCD corrections. The re-
maining 2HDM parameter m2

12 is not relevant for the
considered signature. To fix m2

12, in our analysis
we set the BSM mass scale M2 = m2

12/(sinβ cosβ)
equal to the mass of the lighter BSM Higgs boson,
M = 600 GeV, in order to comply with theoretical
constraints from vacuum stability [36, 37] and pertur-
bative unitarity [38] which we checked using thdm-
Tools [9]. The values of the free parameters for the
two considered benchmark scenarios are summarised
in Tab. 1, where we also show the relevant branching
ratios, the total widths and the cross sections of the
neutral BSM scalars.

Using the HiggsBounds [39–42] module contained
in HiggsTools [33], we verified that the two bench-
mark points pass the LHC cross section limits from
searches for H± → tb [43, 44] and from searches for
A/H → tt̄ in tt̄tt̄ final states [45, 46]. The bench-
mark points are also compatible with the limits on Htt̄
and Att̄ couplings from searches for A/H → tt̄ in the
di-top final state obtained by CMS utilising the first-
year Run 2 data [24]. Recently, both ATLAS [25] and
CMS [26] reported preliminary results of searches in
the di-top final state including the full Run 2 dataset.
Due to the large interference effects between the signal
and the QCD background the resulting limits depend
on the width of the new particle. No limits are pre-
sented for a relative width of about 3.5% that we find
for the lighter resonance in our benchmark points, see
Table 1. Assuming that the limits given for a rela-
tive width of 5% are approximately applicable to our
benchmark points, the limits from the new searches

3
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Figure 2: Top: gluon-fusion production cross section at
13 TeV for the heavier BSM spin-0 resonance (with a mass
of 800 GeV) as a function of tβ . Centre: branching ratios for
the heavy spin-0 resonance decaying into the lighter spin-0
resonance (with a mass of 600 GeV) and a Z-boson as a
function of tβ . Bottom: Signal cross sections contributing
to Ztt̄ production as a function of tβ . The horizontal black
dashed lines show the current experimental 95% CL limits
from ATLAS [20] and CMS [21] using an integrated lumi-
nosity of 140/fb and 138/fb, respectively. In all plots the
orange and blue vertical lines correspond to the benchmark
points BPH→ZA and BPA→ZH , respectively, which are de-
fined in Tab. 1.

would be in tension with our benchmark points at
about the 2σ level. However, since we are mainly
interested in the improvement of the searches in the
Ztt̄ final state that can be achieved by exploiting top-
quark spin correlations, and not in a comparison be-
tween searches in different final states, we stick to our
benchmark points. We also stress that the cross sec-
tions for the gg → A → ZH and gg → H → ZA sig-
nals decrease more slowly with increasing tβ compared
to the direct production of the lighter state gg → H
and gg → A, respectively, see the discussion below.
Hence, for tβ values larger than the ones considered
in our benchmark points, the lighter state could be
detected first via its production from the decay of a
heavier BSM resonance as in the channel investigated
here rather than via its direct production and searches
using the tt̄ final state [9].

We show in Fig. 2 the total cross sections for the
heavier BSM resonance (top), the branching ratios for
the A → ZH and H → ZA decays (middle), and the

total signal cross section contributing to Ztt̄ produc-
tion (bottom) as a function of tβ, with all other pa-
rameters fixed as shown in Tab. 1. The gluon fusion
production is dominated by the contribution from the
top-quark loop. Since the absolute values of the cou-
plings of H and A to the top quark scale with a factor
of 1/tβ, the cross sections shown in the top plot are ap-
proximately proportional to 1/t2β. The decrease of the
production cross section of the heavier BSM resonance
with increasing values of tβ is partially compensated
by an increase of BR(A → ZH) and BR(H → ZA)
with increasing value of tβ, as shown in the plot in
the middle. In both benchmark scenarios, the lighter
BSM resonance dominantly decays via H/A → tt̄ with
a branching ratio of more than 99% for the small val-
ues of tβ relevant here. As a consequence, the final sig-
nal cross sections show an approximately linear depen-
dence on 1/tβ, as is visible in the bottom plot, where
we also indicate with the horizontal black dashed lines
the current 95% CL cross-section limits found by AT-
LAS [20] and CMS [21] including 140/fb and 138/fb,
respectively, collected during Run 2.

2.2 Angular variables

To gain information on the CP nature of the BSM res-
onances, we propose to utilize the spin correlations of
the final state tt̄ pair. The production density matrix
of two top quarks can be written in terms of the Pauli
matrices σ as [47]

R ∝ A1⊗1+B+
i σ

i⊗1+B−
i 1⊗σi+Cijσ

i⊗σj , (1)

where A and the vector B⃗± arise from the parton level
kinematics and the polarisations of the di-top state, re-
spectively. The spin correlations of the top and anti-
top quarks are encoded in the matrix C. They are
commonly extracted experimentally by evaluating ob-
servables in an orthonormal basis (k̂, r̂, n̂). The coor-
dinate k̂ is defined as the unit vector of the top-quark
direction in the zero-momentum frame (ZMF), which
is equal to the centre-of-mass frame of the tt̄ system.
Taking p̂ as the direction of flight of one of the incom-
ing protons, the scattering angle of the top quark is
given by cos θt = p̂ · k̂, which can be used to obtain the
unit vector

n̂ =
sign(cos θt)

sin θt
(p̂× k̂) . (2)

We define the remaining coordinate as r̂ = −n̂ × k̂.
Assuming fully leptonic decays of both top quarks,
the leptons are boosted first to the di-top ZMF frame
and subsequently to their respective parent top-quark
ZMF. Their directions of flight are denoted as ℓ̂+ and
ℓ̂−. The normalised angular distributions can then be

4



written in terms of B⃗± and C as

1

σ

dσ

dΩ+dΩ− =
1

(4π)2
(1 + κℓB⃗

+ · ℓ̂+ + κℓB⃗
− · ℓ̂−

− κ2ℓ ℓ̂
+ · C · ℓ̂−)

(3)

for solid angles dΩ±. We assume a spin analysing
power of κℓ = 1 for leptons, which is the case at
tree-level (higher orders effects are of relative order
10−3 [48] or smaller). Quarks have spin analysing pow-
ers smaller than unity and receive larger corrections
from higher QCD orders, rendering the fully-leptonic
channel the easiest case for extracting the top-quark
spin-correlations [49].
Choosing a reference axis â ∈ {k̂, r̂, n̂}, the angle of

the lepton and the axis is given by cos θ±â = ±ℓ̂± · â.
Allowing for different axes â, b̂ ∈ {k̂, r̂, n̂}, the differen-
tial cross section for a choice of axes after integrating
over azimuthal angles is then given by

1

σ

dσ

d cos θ+â d cos θ
+

b̂

=
1

4
(1 +B+

â cos θ+â +B−
â cos θ−â

− Câb̂ cos θ
+
â cos θ−

b̂
) , (4)

where we have written the vectors B⃗± and the ma-
trix C in terms of their components. The connec-
tion of cos θ+â cos θ−

b̂
to the spin correlations of the tt̄

system renders them well-suited observables to distin-
guish between cases of different parities. This can be
employed for example (as considered here) to distin-
guish whether the top-quark pair originated from a
scalar or pseudoscalar state. Similarly to Refs. [26, 50]
we use the observables

chel = − cos θ+
k̂
cos θ−

k̂
− cos θ+r̂ cos θ−r̂ − cos θ+n̂ cos θ−n̂ ,

chan = cos θ+
k̂
cos θ−

k̂
− cos θ+r̂ cos θ−r̂ − cos θ+n̂ cos θ−n̂ ,

(5)

which are sensitive to the CP-nature of the state pro-
ducing the top-quark pair. The diagonal spin corre-
lation coefficients that contribute to the chel and chan
observables have been studied for the tt̄Z channel in
Ref. [51]. They obtain different values compared to
the tt̄ channel (without an emitted Z boson) for the
SM. Most importantly, in tt̄Z the diagonal spin corre-
lation coefficients have the opposite sign compared to
tt̄ which implies that the same should be true for chel.
We investigate this further including the effects from
additional (pseudo)scalars in Sections 2.3.1 and 2.3.2.

2.3 Monte Carlo simulation

To study the impact on the chel and chan observ-
ables from additional scalar states in the tt̄Z chan-
nel, we perform a numerical MC simulation us-
ing MadGraph5 aMC@NLO [52, 53]. We use

FeynRules [54, 55] to extend the SM model with
the additional interactions of interest that couple the
scalar and pseudoscalar to the top quark and the Z
boson,

L ⊃ −mt

vtβ
t̄(H+ iAγ5)t−

e

2sW cW
(H∂µA−A∂µH)Zµ ,

(6)
where sW , cW denote the sine and cosine of the weak
mixing angle, v ≈ 246 GeV is the SM Higgs vacuum
expectation value, and e is the electric charge. The
effective interactions between the (pseudo)scalar and
the gluon field are also introduced,

L ⊃ αS

8πv

[
FH(τ)HGa

µνG
aµν + iFA(τ)AG

a
µνG̃

aµν
]
,

(7)
where the strong coupling constant is denoted by αS .
The interactions are exported as a UFO [56, 57] model
file with an additional pseudoscalar A and scalar H.
The UFO file is extended to include the momentum-
dependent form factors arising from the top-quark tri-
angle loop [58]

FH(τ) =
1

τ2
(τ + (τ − 1)f(τ)) , (8)

FA(τ) = −1

τ
f(τ) , (9)

where τ = ŝ/(4m2
t ). The function f(τ) is given by

f(τ) =

arcsin2 (
√
τ) τ ≤ 1 ,

−1
4

[
log 1+

√
1−τ−1

1−
√
1−τ−1

− iπ
]2

τ > 1 .
(10)

We have cross-checked our matching of the effective
vertex to the triangle loop contribution using Fey-
nArts [59, 60] and FormCalc [61].

2.3.1 Background

In the fully leptonic channel, the main background is
the SM pp → tt̄Z production from proton collisions
which we simulate at leading order with leptonic de-
cays of the top quarks, t → bℓνℓ, and Z → ℓ+ℓ−.3

By extracting the chel and chan observables, we show
the two-dimensional differential distribution in the left
plot of Fig. 3 in arbitrary units (a.u.), defined as the
number of events in each bin divided by the total num-
ber of events. For comparison we additionally show in
the middle plot the SM distribution of pp → tt̄ with
leptonic decays that shows the opposite behaviour, as
expected from the discussion in Section 2.2, due to the
opposite signs of the diagonal elements of the spin-
correlation matrix [51]. It should be noted that the
differences in these distributions can be attributed to
the emission of a spin-one particle. Unlike tt̄Z, the

3We discuss the background rate normalisation in Section 3.
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Figure 3: Two-dimensional distributions in the chel-chan plane for different SM channels. Our process of interest tt̄Z
(left) has a chel value with opposite sign compared to tt̄ (middle) and tt̄h (right).

emission of a spin-zero boson, such as the Higgs bo-
son, does not induce the same effect. For comparison,
the distribution for tt̄h production is also shown in the
right plot of Fig. 3, which has the same overall shape
as the tt̄ distribution.

2.3.2 Signal

The signal processes under consideration are

gg →
(

A
H

)
→

(
ZH
ZA

)
→ Z tt̄ → ℓ+ℓ− bb̄ℓ+ℓ−νℓν̄ℓ

(11)
where we focus in particular on the distinction be-
tween the A → HZ and H → AZ signals. The
cross sections are corrected by calculating K-factors
as the ratio of the QCD next-to-next-to-leading order
gg → A/H production cross sections obtained with the
HiggsTools framework [33], which incorporates pre-
dictions obtained with SusHi [62, 63], divided by the
leading-order gg → A/H production cross sections ob-
tained withMadGraph5 aMC@NLO.4 As discussed
above, for the two benchmark scenarios defined in Sec-
tion 2.1 the two signal processes gg → A → ZH and
gg → H → ZA have the same total cross section. This
makes them indistinguishable in the searches recently
performed by ATLAS and CMS, where the fully lep-
tonic channel and the angular information of the final-
state leptons have not been exploited.

We include interference effects between the signal
and the SM gg → tt̄Z background and calculate the
chel and chan observables after subtracting the SM
background. In particular, differential distributions
for the gg → tt̄Z channel (including the decays of
the top quarks) are obtained by calculating the full
result for the distribution consisting of the BSM, SM
and interference contributions dσfull and subtracting

4The K-factor for the pseudoscalar is 2.04, while for the
scalar it is 2.08 using a fixed renormalisation scale in Mad-
Graph5 aMC@NLO.

the pure-SM contribution, i.e. dσBSM = dσfull−dσSM.5

The interference effects are in general small as shown
in Fig. 4, where the invariant mtt̄ distribution for the
A → ZH channel is displayed on the left and for the
H → ZA channel on the right.

We do not include additional interference contribu-
tions between gg → A/H → (H/A)Z and box dia-
grams resulting in the same final states, gg → (H/A)Z
(an example diagram is shown in Fig. 10 below). We
have checked their importance at the tt̄Z parton level
(not including the decays of the top quarks) with a
loop-ready model file produced with NLOCT [64] and
found that the impact of the box-diagrams is negligi-
ble, see Appendix A.

The differential cross section distributions in terms
of chan and chel (in a.u.) for the two signals A → HZ
and H → AZ are shown in Fig. 5 (the range of the
colour coding is different than in Fig. 3). The dis-
played results show that the chel and chan variables
can potentially provide sensitivity for distinguishing
the two signals. While the A → HZ signal peaks for
negative chel and chan, the H → AZ signal peaks for
positive chel and chan. Furthermore, unlike the SM
distributions, the A → HZ and H → AZ signal dis-
tributions are not only concentrated in the diagonal
bins. Thus, exploiting the variables chel and chan and
their interplay appears to be a promising approach to-
wards a possible distinction between the two signals in
a realistic analysis.

3 Numerical results

We proceed to examine the statistical significance of
the two considered signals, A → HZ and H → AZ,
through an analysis utilising the chel and chan ob-
servables as well as the invariant mass of the di-top

5In practice we achieve this by modifying the matrix element
in MadGraph5 aMC@NLO in order to improve numerical sta-
bility.
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Figure 5: Two-dimensional distributions for chel and chan for the A → HZ and H → AZ channels, indicating the
potential power to discriminate the two signatures if the two observables are utilised in the tt̄Z final state.

state, mtt̄. We design our phenomenological analy-
sis following the approach of ATLAS for the differen-
tial cross section measurements of tt̄Z production [65].
For simplicity we work with parton-level events, but
set requirements for the signal region similar to the
ATLAS experiment and subsequently apply Gaussian
smearing (see the discussion in Ref. [27]). Selected
leptons are required to have a transverse momentum
pT (ℓ) > 10 GeV and pseudorapidity |η(ℓ)| < 2.5. At
least two pairs of opposite-sign same-flavour leptons
must be identified, where the leading lepton needs to
have a pT value exceeding 27 GeV. One lepton pair
must have an invariant mass close to the mass of the
Z boson, |mZ −mℓℓ| < 20 GeV. We require at least
two jets with pT (j) > 25 GeV and |η(j)| < 2.5, as
b-quarks can only be tagged in the central part of the
detector. The parton-level top quarks and their daugh-
ter leptons are identified from MC-truth information
saved in the LHE [66] files. In an actual experimental

analysis, the four-momenta of the two top-quarks are
reconstructed using the four-momenta of the daughter
leptons. The proper reconstruction of the tt̄-system
with fully leptonic decays is non-trivial due to the un-
detected neutrinos, and relies on algebraic kinematic
reconstruction methods by imposing pT conservation
and the masses of the W -bosons and top-quarks as
constraints [67–69]. The reconstruction efficiency us-
ing this technique has been shown to be about 94% in
the tt̄ channel [69].

ATLAS expects about 101 events from the SM tt̄Z
channel, while the total number of expected events
including additional backgrounds rises to 139 for an
integrated luminosity of 140/fb. We choose to nor-
malise our background sample such that we obtain
139 events at the same integrated luminosity (we use
MadGraph5 aMC@NLO to obtain the shape of the
background distributions, assuming that it follows the
main tt̄Z background).
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Apart from the K-factors applied to both of the sig-
nals, as discussed in Section 2.3.2, we additionally ap-
ply efficiency factors that equally reduce the cross sec-
tion rates for A → HZ and H → AZ. We apply
an efficiency factor of (0.7)2 for b-tagging and a factor
of 0.9 for correctly identifying the reconstructed top
quarks and their daughter leptons [68, 69].6

Throughout this section we will evaluate the statis-
tical significance of the A → HZ and H → AZ signals
w.r.t. the SM in each bin i with

Zi =

√
2

[
(Si +Bi) log

(
1− Si

Bi

)
− Si

]
, (12)

where Si and Bi denote the signal and SM back-
ground events in bin i, respectively [70]. Combined
significances are subsequently obtained by summing in

quadrature Z =
√∑

i Z
2
i (without including bin-by-

bin correlations). It should be noted that we do not
include systematic uncertainties beyond efficiency fac-
tors for b-tagging and top-quark reconstruction, and
therefore a real experimental analysis is expected to
yield smaller significances than the ones obtained in
our numerical analysis, see also the discussion below.
Nevertheless, our evaluation of the significances will
be useful in order to quantify the improvement of the
experimental sensitivity as a consequence of incorpo-
rating the information from tt̄ spin correlations.

3.1 mtt̄ distributions

We first investigate themtt̄ distributions from the A →
HZ channel for a parameter point withmA = 650 GeV
and mH = 450 GeV with tanβ = 1. This is motivated
by the fact that ATLAS has observed a 2.85σ excess
for these mass values, compatible with this tanβ value,
in their search based on the full Run 2 data set in
the semi-leptonic top-quark decay channel [20]. Using
bins of 50 GeV and assuming a 20% Gaussian smear-
ing to approximate detector effects, we evaluate the
significance for each bin of the mtt̄ distribution. After
summing in quadrature we obtain a combined signif-
icance of 3.8σ at 140/fb. While this significance is
not directly comparable to the one obtained by AT-
LAS, as our phenomenological analysis has a different
setup and uses a different channel, we regard the fact
that the significance that we obtain for this example
point is not far away from the ATLAS result as reas-
suring regarding the validity of our projections for the
HL-LHC. The feature that our obtained significance is
somewhat higher than the one found by ATLAS is ex-
pected since, as discussed above, we neglect systematic
effects.

6The ATLAS analysis only requires one tagged b-jet [65].
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in blue, while the H → AZ (A → HZ) signals are shown in
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Subsequently, we proceed to study the mtt̄ distribu-
tions for H → AZ and A → HZ for the two bench-
mark scenarios defined in Section 2.1 (as shown in
Fig. 2 these parameter points are compatible with the
current experimental limits from LHC searches in the
Ztt̄ final state). The expected events for the mtt̄ in-
variant mass distribution are shown in Fig. 6 for an
integrated luminosity at the HL-LHC of 3/ab. We
have assumed an improved smearing of 10% for the
HL-LHC stage. As expected, the mtt̄ distribution does
not yield any important differences between the scalar
and the pseudoscalar production modes, implying that
a resonance search utilising only mtt̄ would be unable
to identify the CP properties of the resonance state.
Evaluating the significances in each bin according to
Eq. (12) and combining the significances for the differ-
ent bins yields a significance of 5.9 (5.5) for A → HZ
(H → AZ) with the assumed 10% smearing effect.

3.2 Discrimination between A → ZH and
H → ZA

We now incorporate information from tt̄ spin correla-
tions. As a first step we consider the case where either
the angular observable chel or chan is utilised. As a
possible binning in chel, the generated events can be
separated into the three different regions chel < −0.33,
−0.33 < chel < 0.33 and chel > 0.33 such that separate
results are obtained for the mtt̄ distributions in each
region. For the case where chan is utilised as single
angular observable the same kind of binning can be
chosen. Results for the two cases are shown in Fig. 7,
where the expected mtt̄ distributions of the events and
the ratio of the distributions including the H → AZ
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or A → HZ signals to the SM prediction are displayed
for the different regions in chel or chan for an integrated
luminosity of 3/ab. The choice of using three regions
for chel or chan rather than a finer binning was made
in order to ensure that the resulting mtt̄ bins are not
depleted of background events. The mtt̄ binning of
50 GeV has been kept as for the case of Section 3.1
where no angular variable is utilised. In line with the
expectations from Fig. 5, for the case where chel is
utilised as angular variable one observes a higher ra-
tio of A → HZ events with respect to the SM for the
chel < −0.33 region. In contrast, H → AZ yields a
higher ratio w.r.t. the SM for chel > 0.33. The highest
value of the ratio across all regions is obtained for the
H → AZ signal in this case. A similar pattern can also
be observed for the chan regions, albeit in this case the
ratio to the SM across all the regions reaches higher
values for A → HZ. This indicates that chel and chan
have discriminating power allowing the separation be-
tween the A → HZ and H → AZ signals, in contrast
to the case where one uses only the cross section rates
or only the mtt̄ distribution.

In order to further quantify the sensitivity to the two
signals, we evaluate the statistical significance in each
mtt̄ distribution according to Eq. (12) and then obtain

the combined significance for each bin of the angular
observable. The results are displayed in Fig. 8. We find
that both cases, i.e. utilising only the angular variable
chel or only the angular variable chan, yield high sig-
nificances for both signals H → AZ and A → HZ.
For the two cases the combined significances follow a
similar pattern across the three bins of the angular
variable. Furthermore, the two types of signals can
be distinguished and thus, assuming that a potential
signal consists of a CP eigenstate, the CP nature of
this state can be determined. If in this case the high-
est significance is obtained from utilising a binning in
chel and arises mostly from events with chel > 0.33,
then evidently the signal is due to the production of
a CP-even state, gg → H. The opposite is true for a
signal that originates from a CP-odd state, gg → A,
for which the highest significance would occur in the
region chan < −0.33.

We furthermore note that utilising the angular ob-
servables has the potential to yield a higher signifi-
cance compared to simply using the mtt̄ distribution.
We find that the significance of the two signals does
not surpass 6σ for the case where the spin-correlation
observables are not taken into account. In contrast,
binning in chel (chan) gives rise to a significance of more
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than 6σ for the H → AZ (A → HZ) signal, as shown
in Fig. 8. We checked that this remains true even if
one increases the number of bins in themtt̄ distribution
(we tried this for two cases by reducing the bin-size to
25 GeV and to 16.7 GeV). We note that this improve-
ment of the significance of a detected signal will only
occur in the data set where both top quarks decay
leptonically, while signal regions based on semilepton-
ically or hadronically decaying top-quark pairs will not
be affected.

We now turn to the case where the two angular ob-
servables are exploited simultaneously. Thus, instead
of only binning in either chel or chan, we now use nine
different regions arising from a simultaneous binning
in both chel and chan and construct mtt̄ distributions
within each region. For this purpose we readjust the
number of bins in the mtt̄ distribution to 80 GeV in
order to avoid depleting any bin of background events
and compute the combined significances in each region
for the H → AZ and A → HZ signals. These results
are shown in Fig. 9. We find similar conclusions to
the case where only one of the angular observables is
employed. The simultaneous binning in both observ-
ables yields a high sensitivity for distinguishing be-
tween the A → HZ and H → AZ signals, where the
former is expected to have the highest significance in
the (chel < −0.33, chan < −0.33) bin while the latter
is expected to occur with the highest significance in
the (0.33 < chel, 0.33 < chan) bin. The overall sig-
nificances for each of the two signals are found to be
similar as for the case where only one of the angu-
lar observables is employed if the significances in the
different regions are combined. Ultimately, the appro-

priate choice for the binning in the angular observables
and the mtt̄ distribution will depend on the number of
events that are obtained in the actual analysis at the
HL-LHC.

4 Summary and conclusions

In this work, we have focused on (HL-)LHC searches
for a new spin-0 boson, produced through gluon fu-
sion, that decays into a Z boson and a lighter new
spin-0 boson of opposite CP character, where the lat-
ter decays into a pair of top quarks. Such a signal
has been identified as a “smoking-gun” signature for a
first-order EW phase transition in extended Higgs sec-
tors like the Two Higgs doublet model (2HDM). In the
absence of CP violation, the two spin-0 resonances in-
volved in this process will be a CP-even state, H, and
a CP-odd state, A, which can occur either as parent or
daughter particle in the decay. Thus, the process can
give rise to two possible signals, gg → A → ZH → Ztt̄
and gg → H → ZA → Ztt̄. The current experimental
searches performed by ATLAS and CMS lack sensitiv-
ity to the CP properties of the spin-0 bosons. There-
fore, these searches cannot distinguish between the two
kinds of possible signals if the total production rates
for the Ztt̄ final state are predicted to be the same
within the involved theoretical and experimental un-
certainties.
We have proposed here a method to distinguish be-

tween the A → ZH and H → ZA signals that ex-
ploits the spin correlations of the tt̄ system. To achieve
this, we utilise the observables chan and chel (defined
in Eq. (5)), which are reconstructed from the angu-
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lar distributions of the two leptons produced in the
fully leptonic decays of the two top quarks. These
observables were previously applied in LHC searches
for a single new resonance in the tt̄ channel. We have
demonstrated that the application of these angular ob-
servables can successfully be extended to signatures
involving two BSM particles. In particular we have
shown that exploiting the tt̄ spin correlations is valu-
able in the Ztt̄ channel both for determining the CP
properties of new spin-0 resonances and to increase the
overall experimental sensitivity.

We have used the CP-conserving 2HDM as a mini-
mal UV-complete BSM framework that predicts two
neutral BSM Higgs bosons H and A, which are CP-
even and CP-odd, respectively. Therefore, our analy-
sis then focuses on discriminating between the signals
H → ZA and A → ZH, which is phenomenologically
of great interest since the presence of the latter is more
favourable for a realisation of a strong first-order EW
phase transition in the 2HDM. Such a phase transition
is required for an explanation of the observed matter-
antimatter asymmetry of the universe via EW baryo-
genesis, and it gives rise to a primordial gravitational-
wave background that might be detectable with fu-
ture space-based gravitational-wave experiments, such
as LISA.

For our numerical analysis, we have defined two
benchmark scenarios featuring a resonant Ztt̄ produc-
tion cross section of 0.1 fb and masses of 800 GeV
and 600 GeV for the two Higgs bosons. While these
rates are currently below the experimental sensitivity
of the searches at the LHC in the Ztt̄ channel, they
are expected to be within the reach of the HL-LHC.
In a first step, we have evaluated the statistical signif-
icance of the A → HZ → tt̄Z and H → AZ → tt̄Z
signals from the cross section distributions w.r.t. the

top-quark pair invariant mass, mtt̄. We have then ex-
plored the impact of considering the spin correlations
from the di-top system by considering either a binning
for one of the angular observables chel or chan or a
simultaneous binning for both of the angular observ-
ables.

Our results show that the signal A → HZ yields
contributions to the angular observables that predom-
inantly occur in the regions where chel and chan are
negative, while for H → AZ the largest contributions
occur in the regions where both chel and chan are pos-
itive. This behaviour allows one to infer information
about the CP nature of the produced states, which is
not possible with the current search strategy applied
by ATLAS and CMS. In this way, a distinction be-
tween the two signals A → HZ and H → AZ is possi-
ble with high statistical significance, which has impor-
tant implications for assessing the possible realisation
of EW baryogenesis and the prospects for a future de-
tection of gravitational waves with observatories such
as LISA.

It should be noted that the realisation of EW baryo-
genesis also requires new sources of CP violation.
Therefore, in the future it would be worthwhile to in-
vestigate how precisely the CP properties of the pro-
duced new states could be determined if they are not
CP eigenstates but a mixture of CP-even and CP-odd
components. Such an analysis is beyond the scope of
the present paper.

We have also shown that applying a binning of
events with respect to either one of the angular vari-
ables (with an appropriate choice of chel or chan for
the two signals) or both of them yields a higher statis-
tical significance for the signals compared to the SM
background for both A → HZ and H → AZ. For
our chosen benchmark scenarios, we find an enhanced
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Figure 10: Box diagram resulting in the production of a
scalar H or pseudoscalar A in association with a Z boson.

statistical significance of 6.4–6.5 for the case where the
information from the angular variables chel and chan is
included, compared to 5.5–5.9 for the case where this
information is not taken into account. Hence, the sep-
aration of events in different bins of chan and chel is
also promising for increasing the overall experimental
sensitivity of the experimental searches, irrespective of
whether the signature originates from the A → ZH or
the H → ZA decay. It should be kept in mind, how-
ever, that our proposed analysis strategy is only di-
rectly applicable to the data set where both top quarks
decay leptonically.

In summary, we find that exploiting the information
from top-quark spin correlations, through the observ-
ables chel and chan, can provide crucial sensitivity to
the CP properties of BSM states that are detectable
in current and future Ztt̄ searches at the (HL-)LHC,
while the current searches carried out by ATLAS and
CMS are insensitive to the CP nature of the produced
states. We encourage the experimental collaborations
to make use of this important source of information in
their future Higgs-boson searches in the Ztt̄ final state
(and other tt̄+X final states) at the LHC by improving
their search strategies along the lines that have been
proposed in this paper.
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A Impact of box-diagram contribution

The ZH and ZA final states considered here can
also be produced via contributions involving a box-

diagram. The corresponding type of Feynman diagram
is depicted in Fig. 10. In order to assess the relevance
of these contributions, we simulated events with Mad-
Graph5 aMC@NLO including the box-diagrams at
the tt̄Z parton level (not including the decays of the
top quarks) with a loop-ready model file produced with
NLOCT [64]. In Fig. 11 we show the cross section
distributions for the A → ZH signal (left) and the
H → ZA signal (right) as a function of the invariant
mass of the top-quark pair (top row) and the invariant
mass of the tt̄Z state (bottom row) for different con-
tributions: the total signal (green), the interference
between the resonant production and the box-diagram
leading to HZ production (red), and the interference
between the resonant production and the box-diagram
leading to AZ production (blue). Overall, we find that
the interference effects (blue and red lines) are small
compared to the signal (green line). Our findings are in
agreement with Refs. [6, 20, 21]. We therefore do not
take into account the production of a spin-0 resonance
in association with a Z-boson via the box diagrams in
our Monte-Carlo simulations.
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[16] D. Gonçalves, A. Kaladharan and Y. Wu, Electroweak
phase transition in the 2HDM: Collider and gravitational
wave complementarity, Phys. Rev. D 105 (2022) 095041
[2108.05356].

[17] L. Fromme and S.J. Huber, Top transport in electroweak
baryogenesis, JHEP 03 (2007) 049 [hep-ph/0604159].
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