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A search is presented for new Higgs bosons, targeting proton-proton
(pp) collision events with a same-sign top quark pair associated with an
extra jet via the processes pp → tH/A → ttc and pp → tH/A →
ttu, where H and A represent exotic scalar and pseudoscalar bosons,
respectively. The study is based on data collected at a center-of-mass
energy of 13 TeV with the CMS detector at LHC Run 2, corresponding
to an integrated luminosity of 138 fb−1. The analysis is made based on
generalized two-Higgs-doublet model (g2HDM). It targets the new Higgs
masses ranging from 200 GeV to 1TeV and extra Yukawa couplings, ρtu
and ρtc , from 0.1 to 1.0. Two scenarios are studied, in which only one
of H and A exists or in which they coexist and interfere. No significant
excess above standard model predictions is observed.
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1 Introduction

The ATLAS [1] and CMS [2] experiments discovered a scalar boson, h125, with a
mass of 125GeV, using proton-proton (pp) collision data collected during the CERN
LHC Run 1 (2011-2012) [3, 4]. The scalar boson has the properties that are so far
consistent with the Higgs boson predicted by the standard model (SM) [5]. Natu-
ral questions then emerge about the existence of additional SU(2) doublets. With
introducing a second doublet, two-Higgs-doublet model (2HDM) predicts five phys-
ical scalar bosons: CP-even neutral scalar bosons h and H with mh < mH , CP-odd

neutral pseudoscalar boson A, and two charged scalar bosons H± [6]. These scalar
bosons with subTeV mass scales can be searched with the existing LHC data [7],
but their signatures may be suppressed by fermion mass-mixing hierarchy [8] and
alignment mechanisms, where the mixing angle γ between the scalar bosons h and
H has a value for which cos γ ≈ 0 [9]. In the alignment limit [10], the lighter scalar
neutral boson h and SM h125 boson become the same and its flavor changing neutral
currents (FCNC) are suppressed. This alignment scenario may be achieved if extra
Higgs quartic couplings are O(1) and no Z2 symmetry requirement is imposed [9],
allowing FCNC involving H and A bosons. This scenario without Z2 symmetry can
be studied in the framework of the generalized 2HDM (g2HDM) [11, 8, 6]. In this
model, new Yukawa couplings emerge and some of them, such as ρtt , ρcc , may still
be assumed to have large values. These couplings combined with O(1) Higgs quar-
tic couplings may explain the electroweak baryogenesis [12, 13]. The new top quark
Yukawa coupling ρtc with ρτµ having a similar strength may also explain a possible
muon g-2 anomaly [14] while being compatible with the observed data depending on
the H± mass.
In this paper, we present a search for the existence of the real part of these cou-
plings, ρtu and ρtc through the pp → tH/A → ttq(q = u, c) and its charge conjugate
processes, considering only one coupling at a time [15]. A representative Feynman
diagram for the ttq process is displayed in Fig1. The analysis is based on the pp
collision data collected at a center-of-mass energy of 13 TeV with the CMS detector
at the LHC Run 2 (2016-2018), corresponding to an integrated luminosity of 138 fb−1.

2 Event reconstruction and selection

Data is selected online with double lepton and single lepton triggers to maximize the
signal efficiency. A multivariant discriminant [16] and a cut based technique are used
for electron and muon identification, respectively. For improving the measurement of
the lepton charge, further criteria is imposed [17]. An additional multivariant discrim-
inant is introduced for both electrons and muons in order to improve the separation
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Figure 1: Representative Feynman diagram for ttq (q = u, c) production through a
new scalar(H) or pseudoscalar(A) Higgs boson. In this analysis, events with q = q′

are considered. Figure is taken from Ref [15].

of prompt leptons from nonprompt leptons that originate from decays of hadrons in
the jets, hadrons misidentified as leptons, or photon conversions [18]. “Tight” elec-
trons(muons) are required to have pT > 20 GeV and |η| < 2.5(2.4) while “loose” ones
pT > 10 GeV with the same |η| condition. The electrons falling in the gap between
ECAL barrel and endcap region (1.442 < |η| < 1.554) are vetoed. Jets are required to
have pT > 30 GeV, |η| < 2.4 and separated from leptons by at least ∆R(j, ℓ) = 0.4,

where ∆R(j, ℓ) =
√
(∆η(j, ℓ))2 + (∆ϕ(j, ℓ))2. To identify different jet flavors, vari-

ables CvsB and CvsL [19, 20], which indicates the ratio of the probability of the jets
to be from c jets over that from b jets or from light jets and gluons, respectively, are
used. These variables are provided by the DeepJet algorithm [21], a neural network
utilizing global variables, charged and neutral particle, and secondary vertex features
in a jet to perform flavor tagging.
The events are required to have exactly two same-sign charge “tight” leptons, in three
channels: e±e±, e±µ±, µ±µ±. The ones with the third lepton passing “loose” criteria
are dropped. They are also required to have at least three jets and pmiss

T > 35GeV.
The two leptons are required to have ∆R(ℓ, ℓ) > 0.3 and invariant mass m(ℓ, ℓ) >
20GeV. For the e±e± channel, events with 60GeV < m(ℓ, ℓ) < 120GeV are vetoed
to suppress Drell-Yan backgrounds.
The nonprompt background is estimated from control regions utilizing data through
the fake-factor method [22]. A similar method is applied to estimate charge misiden-
tified background in the e±e± channel. Other backgrounds are estimated via Monte-
Carlo simulations.

3 Signal extraction

A boosted decision tree (BDT) discriminant [23] is used to separate the signal from
the background. Utilizing half of the Monte-Carlo samples, the training is performed
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using input variables listed in table 1. For nonprompt background, semileptonic tt
Monte-Carlo sample is used as a proxy in the BDT training.

Input variables of the BDT
CvsL(ja) a = 1, 2, 3 Charm- vs light-quark jet flavor

identification variable
CvsB(ja) a = 1, 2, 3 Charm- vs bottom-quark jet flavor

identification variable
∆R(ja, jb) 1 ≤ a < b ≤ 3 Angular separation between jets
m(ja, jb) 1 ≤ a < b ≤ 3 Invariant mass of jet pairs
∆R(ja, lb) a = 1, 2, 3; b = 1, 2 Angular separation between jet and lepton
m(ja, lb) a = 1, 2, 3; b = 1, 2 Invariant mass of jet-lepton pairs
pT(ℓa) a = 1, 2 Transverse momentum of leptons
m(ℓ1, ℓ2, ja) a = 1, 2, 3 Invariant mass of the two leptons

plus the highest pT jet
m(ℓ1, ℓ2) Invariant mass of the two leptons
HT Scalar pT sum of the jets

pmiss
T Missing transverse momentum

Table 1: Input variables of the BDT. Jets and leptons are ordered by pT.

To maximize the sensitivity, independent BDTs are trained in four eras of data-
taking and also for different H/A mass assumptions: mA/H from 200 to 1000 GeV in
a scenario where either H or A exists, and mA from 250 to 1000 GeV where H and
A coexist and interfere (mA − mH = 50 GeV is assumed). Also, BDTs are trained
separately for ρtu and ρtc cases, for which coupling value is assumed to be 0.4 in each
case. Signals with different coupling values are obtained through scaling the ones
with the coupling value 0.4.
The signal strength parameter, µ̂, is obtained by a simultaneous maximum likelihood
fit [24] performed on three decay channels in four eras for each mass and coupling
assumption. BDT score > −0.6 cut is applied in order to reduce the impact on the
fit of background-dominated regions and also help to improve the stability of the fit
and corresponding fit uncertainties.

4 Systematic uncertainties

Systematic uncertainties arise from various sources, such as detector effects, mis-
modeling and theoretical uncertainties. These effects modify the event yield or the
shape of measured distribution. The systematic uncertainties are modeled as nuisance
parameters when performing maximum likelihood estimation to determine the best
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fit signal strength µ̂ [24].
The systematic uncertainties can be categorized in two main groups: experimen-
tal uncertainties and theoretical uncertainties. In this study, the experimental un-
certainties are those related to the integrated luminosity, pileup, L1 trigger ineffi-
ciency, nonprompt-lepton and charge misidentified background estimation, jet energy
scale and resolution, unclustered energy scale, lepton identification, muon momentum
scale, jet flavor identification and trigger efficiencies. The theoretical uncertainties
are those related to matrix-element renomalization and factorization scales, parton
shower scales that control the initial- and final-state radiation, parton distribution
functions, and, for backgrounds estimated from Monte-Carlo samples, uncertainties of
cross sections. The dominant uncertainties come from nonprompt-lepton background
estimation, ttW cross section, jet flavor identification and statistics.

5 Results

The results of the study are interpreted in terms of upper limit of signal strength,
µ̂, in the context of g2HDM. The upper limits are calculated at 95% confidence level
(CL) and with an asymptotic approximation [25]. It is observed that in the scenario
where only H or A exist, H and A can be used interchangeably since they have the
same BDT distribution and also the same signal cross sections.
Figure 2 and 3 show the observed 95% CL upper limit as a function of mA and
extra Yukawa coupling ρtu , ρtc for the scenario with(without) A–H interference. No
significant excess above the standard model predictions is observed.
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Figure 2: Expected and observed upper limit as a function of mA from 200GeV to
1TeV for extra Yukawa coupling ρtu(left) and ρtc(right) from 0.1 to 1.0 in the scenario
where only H or A exists. Figure is taken from Ref [15].
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Figure 3: Expected and observed upper limit as a function of mA from 200GeV
to 1TeV and extra Yukawa coupling ρtu(left) and ρtc(right) from 0.1 to 1.0 in the
scenario where H and A coexist and interfere with mass difference of 50GeV. Figure
is taken from Ref [15].

5



[5] ATLAS and CMS Collaborations, “Measurements of the Higgs boson
production and decay rates and constraints on its couplings from a combined
ATLAS and CMS analysis of the LHC pp collision data at

√
s = 7 and 8 TeV”,

JHEP 08 (2016) 045, doi:10.1007/JHEP08(2016)045, arXiv:1606.02266.

[6] G. C. Branco et al., “Theory and phenomenology of two-Higgs-doublet
models”, Phys. Rept. 516 (2012) 1, doi:10.1016/j.physrep.2012.02.002,
arXiv:1106.0034.

[7] M. Kohda, T. Modak, and W.-S. Hou, “Searching for new scalar bosons via
triple-top signature in cg → ts0 → ttt”, Phys. Lett. B 776 (2018) 379,
doi:10.1016/j.physletb.2017.11.056, arXiv:1710.07260.

[8] W.-S. Hou, “Tree level t → ch0 or h0 → tc decays”, Phys. Lett. B 296 (1992)
179, doi:10.1016/0370-2693(92)90823-M.

[9] W.-S. Hou and M. Kikuchi, “Approximate alignment in two Higgs doublet
model with extra Yukawa couplings”, Eur. Phys. Lett. 123 (2018) 11001,
doi:10.1209/0295-5075/123/11001, arXiv:1706.07694.

[10] J. F. Gunion and H. E. Haber, “The CP conserving two Higgs doublet model:
The approach to the decoupling limit”, Phys. Rev. D 67 (2003) 075019,
doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.67.075019, arXiv:hep-ph/0207010.

[11] T. D. Lee, “A theory of spontaneous T violation”, Phys. Rev. D 8 (1973)
1226, doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.8.1226.

[12] K. Fuyuto, W.-S. Hou, and E. Senaha, “Electroweak baryogenesis driven by
extra top Yukawa couplings”, Phys. Lett. B 776 (2018) 402,
doi:10.1016/j.physletb.2017.11.073, arXiv:1705.05034.

[13] K. Fuyuto, W.-S. Hou, and E. Senaha, “Cancellation mechanism for the
electron electric dipole moment connected with the baryon asymmetry of the
universe”, Phys. Rev. D 101 (2020) 011901,
doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.101.011901, arXiv:1910.12404.

[14] Muon g-2 Collaboration, “Measurement of the Positive Muon Anomalous
Magnetic Moment to 0.20 ppm”, (8, 2023). arXiv:2308.06230.

[15] CMS Collaboration, “Search for new Higgs bosons via same-sign top quark pair
production in association with a jet in proton-proton collisions at

√
s = 13

TeV”, arXiv:2311.03261.

6

http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2016)045
http://www.arXiv.org/abs/1606.02266
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physrep.2012.02.002
http://www.arXiv.org/abs/1106.0034
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2017.11.056
http://www.arXiv.org/abs/1710.07260
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(92)90823-M
http://dx.doi.org/10.1209/0295-5075/123/11001
http://www.arXiv.org/abs/1706.07694
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.67.075019
http://www.arXiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0207010
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.8.1226
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2017.11.073
http://www.arXiv.org/abs/1705.05034
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.011901
http://www.arXiv.org/abs/1910.12404
http://www.arXiv.org/abs/2308.06230
http://www.arXiv.org/abs/2311.03261


[16] CMS Collaboration, “Measurement of the Higgs boson production rate in
association with top quarks in final states with electrons, muons, and
hadronically decaying tau leptons at

√
s = 13 TeV”, Eur. Phys. J. C 81

(2021) 378, doi:10.1140/epjc/s10052-021-09014-x, arXiv:2011.03652.

[17] CMS Collaboration, “Performance of electron reconstruction and selection with
the CMS detector in proton-proton collisions at

√
s = 8 TeV”, JINST 10

(2015) P06005, doi:10.1088/1748-0221/10/06/P06005, arXiv:1502.02701.

[18] CMS Collaboration, “Measurement of the cross section of top quark-antiquark
pair production in association with a W boson in proton-proton collisions at√
s = 13 TeV”, JHEP 07 (2023) 219, doi:10.1007/JHEP07(2023)219,

arXiv:2208.06485.

[19] CMS Collaboration, “A new calibration method for charm jet identification
validated with proton-proton collision events at

√
s = 13 TeV”, JINST 17

(2022) P03014, doi:10.1088/1748-0221/17/03/P03014, arXiv:2111.03027.

[20] CMS Collaboration, “Performance summary of AK4 jet charm tagging with the
CMS Run2 legacy dataset”, CMS Detector Performance Note
CMS-DP-2023-006, 2023.

[21] E. Bols et al., “Jet flavour classification using DeepJet”, JINST 15 (2020)
P12012, doi:10.1088/1748-0221/15/12/P12012, arXiv:2008.10519.

[22] CMS Collaboration, “Evidence for associated production of a Higgs boson with
a top quark pair in final states with electrons, muons, and hadronically
decaying τ leptons at

√
s = 13 TeV”, JHEP 08 (2018) 066,

doi:10.1007/JHEP08(2018)066, arXiv:1803.05485.

[23] J. H. Friedman, “Greedy function approximation: A gradient boosting
machine”, Annals Statist. 29 (2001), no. 5, 1189,
doi:10.1214/aos/1013203451.

[24] The ATLAS and CMS Collaborations and the LHC Higgs Combination Group,
“Procedure for the LHC Higgs boson search combination in summer 2011”,
CMS Physics Analysis Summary CMS-NOTE-2011-005,
ATL-PHYS-PUB-2011-11, 2011.

[25] G. Cowan, K. Cranmer, E. Gross, and O. Vitells, “Asymptotic formulae for
likelihood-based tests of new physics”, Eur. Phys. J. C 71 (2011) 1554,
doi:10.1140/epjc/s10052-011-1554-0, arXiv:1007.1727.

7

http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-021-09014-x
http://www.arXiv.org/abs/2011.03652
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/10/06/P06005
http://www.arXiv.org/abs/1502.02701
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2023)219
http://www.arXiv.org/abs/2208.06485
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/17/03/P03014
http://www.arXiv.org/abs/2111.03027
https://cds.cern.ch/record/2854610
https://cds.cern.ch/record/2854610
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/15/12/P12012
http://www.arXiv.org/abs/2008.10519
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2018)066
http://www.arXiv.org/abs/1803.05485
http://dx.doi.org/10.1214/aos/1013203451
https://cds.cern.ch/record/1379837
https://cds.cern.ch/record/1379837
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-011-1554-0
http://www.arXiv.org/abs/1007.1727

	Introduction
	Event reconstruction and selection
	Signal extraction
	Systematic uncertainties
	Results

