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Abstract
Radiative corrections to the decay h — Zv are evaluated in the one-loop approximation. The
unitary gauge is used. The analytic result is expressed in terms of the Passarino-Veltman func-
tions. The calculations are applicable for the Standard Model as well for a wide class of its gauge
extensions. In particular, the decay width of a charged Higgs boson H* — W~ can be derived.

The consistence of our formulas and several specific earlier results is shown.
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I. INTRODUCTION

After the discovery of the Higgs boson particle at LHC in 2012 H, ], many improved mea-
surements confirmed the consistence of its quantum numbers and couplings with the Stan-
dard Model (SM) predictions, including the loop-induced coupling hy~y é, |. Meanwhile,
another loop-induced coupling hZ~ related to the decay h — Z7 has not been measured
yet even so that the predicted decay rate is of the same order as the one of h — 7 in the
SM case [5]. The partial decay width h — Z~ was calculated within the SM framework and
its supersymmetric extension ] From the experimental side, this decay channel is now
been searched at the LHC by both CMS and ATLAS collaborations JQ/] Many discus-
sions concerning studies of this channel are going also in planned experimental projects as at
the LHC as well as at future e™e™ and even 100 TeV proton-proton colliders ‘j, |. While
the effective coupling h~vy~ is now very strictly constrained experimentally, the coupling hZ~y
might be still significantly different from the SM prediction in certain SM extensions because
of the Z boson couplings with new particles. Studies the decay of the SM-like Higgs boson
h — Z~ affected by the presence of new fermions and charged scalars were performed in
several models beyond the SM (BSM) having the same SM gauge group E, ]

At the one loop level, the amplitude of the decay h — Z~ contains also contributions from
new gauge boson loops of the BSM models constructed from larger electroweak gauge groups
such as the left-right (LR), 3-3-1, and 3-4-1 models |. Calculating these contributions
is rather difficult in the usual 't Hooft-Feynman gauge, because of the appearance of many
unphysical states, namely Goldstone bosons and ghosts which always exist along with the
gauge bosons. They create a very large number of Feynman diagrams. In addition, their
couplings are indeed model dependent, therefore it is hard to construct general formulas
determining vector loop contributions using the t’ Hooft-Feynman gauge. This problem
has been mentioned recently [20] in a discussion of the Georgi-Machacek model, where
only new Higgs multiplets are added to the SM. The reason is that the new Higgs bosons
will change the couplings of unphysical states with the gauge bosons Z and W*. In the
left-right models predicting new gauge bosons that contribute to the amplitude of the decay
h — Z~, previous calculations in this gauge were also model dependent L;j, @] An approach

introduced recently in Ref. [85] for calculating the decay h — Z~, with the help of numerical

computation packages, may be more convenient.



The technical difficulties caused by unphysical states will vanish if calculations have
been done in the unitary gauge. There the number of Feynman diagrams as well as the
number of necessary couplings become minimum, namely only those which contain physical
states are needed. Then the Lorentz structures of these couplings are well defined, and
hence the general analytic formulas of one-loop contributions from gauge boson loops can
be constructed. But in the unitary gauge we face complicated forms of the gauge boson
propagators, which generate many dangerous divergent terms. Fortunately, many of them
are excluded by the condition of on-shell photon in the decay h — Z~. The remaining ones
will vanish systematically when loop integrals are written in terms of the Passarino-Veltman
(PV) functions ] This situation will be demonstrated in this work explicitly. Moreover,
the choice of the unitary gauge allows us to derive general analytic formulas for one-loop
contributions involving various gauge bosons to the amplitude of the decay h — Z~. The
formulas will be given in terms of standard PV functions defined by ref. [42] and in the
LoopTools library ] The analytic forms of these PV functions are also presented so that
our results can be compared with the earlier results calculated independently in specific
cases. In addition, the analytic formulas can be implemented into numerical stand-alone
packages without dependence on the LoopTools. Our results can be translated into the
general analytic form used to calculate the amplitudes of the charged Higgs decay H* —
W=+~ which is also an interesting channel predicted in many BSM models. Our results
can be easily compared also with those given recently in [20], which were calculated in the
't Hooft-Feynman gauge. Moreover, our results can be cross-checked with another one-loop
formula expressing new gauge boson contributions in the gauge-Higgs unification (GHU)
model [44].

The decay H — Z~ of the new heavy neutral Higgs boson H in the SM supersymmetric
model was also mentioned in [12]. The signal strength of this decay was shown to be very
sensitive with the parameters of the model, hence it may give interesting information on the
parameters once it is detected. Many other BSM also contain heavy neutral Higgs bosons
H, and the one loop amplitudes of their decays H — Z7 may include many significant
contributions that do not appear in the case of the SM-like Higgs boson. Some of the com-
plicated contributions are usually ignored by qualitative estimations. The analytic formulas
introduced in this work are enough to determine more quantitatively these approximations.

Apart from the above BSM with non-Abelian gauge group extensions, there are BSM



with additional Abelian gauge groups M, ] These models predict new kinetic mixing
parameters between Abelian gauge bosons, which appear in the couplings of the neutral
physical gauge bosons including the SM-like one, for example see [86]. Our calculation in
the unitary gauge are also applicable with only condition that couplings of physical states
are determined.

Our paper is organized as follows. Section [l will give the general notations and Feynman
rules necessary for calculation of the width of the decay h — Z~ in the unitary gauge. In
section [[TI] we present important steps of the derivation of the analytic formula for the total
contribution of gauge boson loops. We also introduce all other one-loop contributions from
possible new scalars and fermions appearing in BSM models. In section [[V], the comparison
between our results with previous ones will be discussed, including the case of charged
Higgs decays. We will emphasize the contributions from gauge boson loops both in decays
of neutral CP-even and charged Higgs bosons. Our result will be applied to discuss on two
particular models in section [Vl In Conclusions we will highlight important points obtained in
this work. In the first Appendix, we review notations of the PV functions given by LoopTools
and their analytic forms used in other popular numerical packages. Two other Appendices
contain detailed calculations of the one-loop fermion contributions to the amplitude h — Z~

and the relevant couplings in the LR models discussed in our work.

II. FEYNMAN DIAGRAMS AND RULES

The amplitude of the decay h — Z~ is generally defined as

M(h = Zvy) = M(Zu(p1), 7(p2), h(p3)) €1 (p1)e5" (p2)
= Myei’ey”, (1)

where €} and &} are the polarization vectors of the Z boson and the photon ~, respectively.
The external momenta pq, po, and ps satisfy the condition p3 = p; + po with the directions
denoted in figure [l where one-loop Feynman diagrams contributing to the decay are pre-
sented. Only diagrams which are relevant in the unitary gauge are mentioned. The on-shell

conditions are p? = m%, p3 = 0, and p2 = mj.
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FIG. 1: One-loop diagrams contributing to the decay h — Z~, where f; ;, S; j and V; ; are fermions,

Higgs, and gauge bosons, respectively.

The decay amplitude is generally written in the following form B]

2

M,uz/ = FOO g,uz/ + Z Ejpiupju + F5 X ieuuaﬁp?pgv (2>
1,7=1

where €,,45 is the totally antisymmetric tensor with €po3 = —1 and €2 = 41 ]

The equality €5*ps, = 0 for the external photon implies that Fjs99 do not contribute

to the total amplitude (). In addition, the M,, in eq. (@) satisfies the Ward identity,

psM,,, = 0, resulting in Fj; = 0 and [9]

Foo = —(p1.p2) Fo1 = %le- (3)
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FIG. 2: Counterterm vertices and related one-loop diagrams contributing to the one-loop amplitude

of the decay h — Z~.

Hence the amplitude () can be calculated through the form (2) via the following relations

M(h — Zy) = M,et"ey”,

M;w = F21 [_(p2-p1)guu +p2uplz/] + F5 X iqwaﬁp(llpg’ (4)

The partial decay width then can be presented in the form M, E]
mj, m, ’ 2 2

F(h*ZV)::)Q—WX (1_m—%) (|For|” + | F5 ) - (5)
The above formula shows us that we need to find only two scalar coefficients F5; and Fj in
eq. (). Because Fj arises from only chiral fermion loops, it is enough to pay attention to
terms proportional to Fbpa,p1, for gauge boson loops. Therefore calculations will be sim-
plified, especially in the unitary gauge. Combining with notations of the PV functions M],
we will determine explicitly which terms give contributions to Fa;py,p1,, and hence exclude
step by step irrelevant terms throughout our calculations.

Calculation of the factor Fy; is very interesting because it does not receive contributions
from diagrams which contain counterterm vertices. The Lorentz structures of the countert-
erm vertices are shown in figure [l The first line represents three additional counterterm
vertices. The second line shows two more diagrams. The total amplitude is the sum of three

diagrams 1, 4, and 5 in figure [Tl and all diagrams shown in figure [l We can see in figure [l



that, the first diagram contributes only to Fyg. In the unitary gauge, the propagator of a

gauge boson is

) —1 L, kPR
AR (K?,m?) = 72— m2 (9” T2 ) : (6)
The Lorentz structures of the two remaining counterterms are
-2 4CT aa’ pgpg/
Z~/\/l(4)w ~ Gua X (g T2 ) X (GarvCiza + P2arP2vCaza)
z

Ciza
= g;wClZA + P2uPav (C2ZA - P) )
my

iM(C;EpV ~ (p3 ‘|‘p2)u X (p2VCSiA) = (pl + 2p2)up2l/CSiAa

which contribute only to Fyg, Fio, and Fyy. The result for the Lorentz structures is unchanged
if the virtual gauge boson Z in diagram 4 is replaced with the new ones in a gauge extended
versions of the SM. As the result, Fy; is not affected by counterterms, therefore we do
not need to include them in our calculation. In addition, F3; is finite without including

the related counterterm diagrams. A similar situation in two Higgs doublet models was

discussed in [19]. Examples for Lorentz structures of the counterterms were given also, e.g.,
in refs. , ]

The Feynman rules used in our calculations are listed in table[ll. We found them to appear
commonly in many gauge extensions of the SM, for example in the models constructed from
the following electroweak gauge symmetries: SU(2); x SU(2)e x U(1)y, SU(2), x SU(2) g %
U(l)y, and SU(3), x U(1)x E

valid. It results in that many complicated terms containing dangerous divergences in two

], where an important relation gz,v, = eQgzv, is

contributions from diagrams 5 and 6 in figure [I] cancel each other out.

Following LoopTools ], figure [I] defines three internal momenta ¢, g1, ¢» as follows

G=q+ki=q—p, @=q+k=q—(1+p2), p1=—-k, pr=ki— ks (7)

Our formulas will be written in terms of common well-defined PV functions. Moreover, we
can compare our results with previous works, as well as we can perform numerical estimates
with the help of the LoopTools library. Definitions and notations for the PV functions are
shown in Appendix [Al

As the result, we only need to calculate the coefficient Fy;. In the next section, we will

present important steps of how to get contributions from pure gauge boson loops to Fb;.
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TABLE I: Couplings involving the decay of CP even neutral Higgs h — Z~, in the unitary gauge.
A new notation is I'yux(po, p+.p-) = (Po — P+)aguw + (P+ — P=)ugur + (P— — Po)vgru, Where all
momenta are incoming, and pg + are respective momenta of h and charged gauge and Higgs bosons

with electric charges +(), denoted as sz;Q and Sij, respectively. The general case of four-gauge-

boson coupling is (2, =1, 1) — (a1, a2,a3) and gzv;;, # € Q gzv;;-

III. ANALYTIC FORMULAS

A. Total contribution from diagrams with pure gauge boson mediations

Here we will consider calculation of the contribution from pure gauge boson loops to the
decay amplitude of h — Z~. All of them were performed using the FORM language B, .
Other contributions from diagrams which contain only one or two internal gauge boson lines
are computed more easily.

The contribution from diagram 5 from figure [l reads

dq (i )—z’ w040
———(19nv:. Gas) — —
(2m)d InVig Jop D J m?

v | O
F = 2 ) X [—ie QTyps(—p2, q1, —q2)] %
2

) X [—igZ\/;;jFlu,a’)\(_p17q7 _q1>:|

B
<géﬁ _ ng; )

iM(5)W =2 X /
—1
(s

Ds

ms3



ddq 1 A
=2 gv ViV, 8
where my o = my; , Dy = ¢*—m3, Dy = q%g —m3,
aa’ qaqa/
Vvluﬁ)\ = Gop (g - 2 ) Pua’)\(_pb q, —Q1)>
my

AP 5B

A 919 424
Vi = (g”’ - 1—21) X [Cyps(—p2, 41, —2)] <g‘55 — 2—22) : (9)

my my

We note that factor 2 appearing in the first line of eq. (§) was added in order to count two
different diagrams with opposite internal lines in the loops. It can be done because coupling
constants gpy;; and gzy;; are real numbers in all models that we consider here. Based on
the structure of the PV functions, we know that Fbips,pi, gets contributions from parts
having the following factors: ¢,q., ¢.pP1v, P24y, and pa,p1,. This means that we can do the

following replacements in the calculation:

Qi =7 Quy,  Qp 7 GQu — P2y G20 = Qv — P1v = Q1

klu — 0, k2u — —DP2u, klua k21/ — —Pv, Guv — 0. (10)
After some intermediate steps shown in Appendix [Bl and combining with the relations
¢> = Do +m7 and Dy = ¢}, + m3, we have

d’q 1
(2m)*  mim3

iM)yw = [€Q gnvi; 92v,] X/

y 1 1 +2(m%—m§+m2z) m? +m3 +m3)
Wi\ =5 " Dy D1 D, Do D,
8(d — 2)m2m3 + 2 (m? +m3 +m2) (m? +m3 — m%)
DoD1 D,
1 1 2(m? —m2+m? 5m? + 3m?2 + m?
b g | — = — (my 2 7)  5mj 2 h
D2 D(] D1D2 D0D2
2(mi +mi —m3)  8(d—2)mim3 + 2 (mi +m3 +mj) (mf +mj —m3)
DOD1 D0D1D2
4m?  2m2 +4m2  A(m? —md)(m? + mi —m?%)
=+ P2uqv | — + -
D1D2 DOD2 DOD1D2
4m? 2mi  4Ami(mi+ 3mj — m%)
v . 11
TP [DlDQ " DoD DoD1 D (1

The calculation to derive the needed contribution from digram 6 in figure [T are the same way

applied to diagram 1, see details in Appendix [Bl Diagram 7 does not give any contributions.

10



We can see that many divergent terms related to ¢,q, in two amplitudes (IIl) and (B7) of
diagram 6 will cancel out each other when they are summed. Hence, the pure gauge boson

loops give the following total contribution:

d’q 1
M(S-‘,—ﬁ)/u/ — nghViVj gZVzV] (27T)d X 2,12

myms;
2(m? — m2 + m>
y {CMIV[ (m7 2 7)

Dy D
8(d — 2)mim3 + 2 (m? + m3 + m3) (m? + m3 — m%)
D0D1D2
b [ Ly L 2mE—mi+m)  7(mb+md) +md
2+ — i) S(d— 2 + 2 (3 + 3+ mid) (w3 + 3 — )
Dol DoDyD;
L Ami  7(md+m3) +mj
+ P2uqyv | — — _
2D2 2D0 D1D2 2D0D2
_4(m% — m%)(m% + m% — m2Z)
DyD: D,
4m2  4Am2(m? + 3m2 —m?)
) ) 12
+Pp2up1 [D1D2 + DuD. D, 12)

Based on Appendix [A] expression (I2]) can be presented explicitly in terms of the PV func-
tions M 546y = M (516)u (Bo v s Co ) X 1/(167). In addition, to keep only the parts

with factor py,p1, we can use the following replacements:

(12)
@ p@ B
AO AW B 0, {Aff),BfL2),BfL12)}—>{AO ,—B® =20 }pm,

% v 9
(12) _ p12) »12) By
Ay(/Lz)a B£1,2)7 B£12) — {AO’ ) _Bl ’ ) BO }pltn B}(j}) — 02 p2,upll/7
Cp — —Cypoy, C, = —(C1 + Co)pry, Cpy — (Cra + Co2)poppin- (13)
Then, the total contribution from V; — V; — V; gauge boson loops is
7 _ 2eQ gnvy; 9zvi,
SC A 1672
2 2 2 (412 2 _ 2
X { [8 4 (mi +m3 + mhl(m; +m3 —mz) (Cha + Cay + Cs)
myms;
mims; my

where all PV functions having divergence completely disappeared, and therefore d = 4. We

would like to emphasize now that formula (I4]) is written in terms of PV functions which are

11



contained in LoopTools and hence it can be easily evaluated numerically. Moreover, analytic
expressions for the relevant PV functions have been constructed Q], that is enough to
implement our results in existing numerical programs or to write a new stand-alone code.
We would like comment here about a more general case when couplings of gauge bosons
and photon do not obey the relation gz,v;; = e gzv;;, which helps us to reduce many
divergent terms in M sy6),,- The key point here is that the condition of on-shell photon
always cancels out the most dangerous divergent terms in the last line of (B3]). As a by-
product, the final form of M s6),, can contain more PV functions with divergent parts.
Fortunately, all of them are well-determined and widely used for numerical computation.
Before comparing our result with many well-known expressions computed in specific

models, we will introduce analytic formulas for contributions from the remaining diagrams

listed in figure [l for completeness.

B. Contributions from other diagrams in figure [

The contributions to F5; from the first four diagrams in figure [I] are

e N,
Fyr g, = Fy) = — fgﬂz [4(Kfp pr + Kipps +cc.) (Cra+ Coz + Cb)
+2 (KLL RR Kz_R,RL + C-C-) (Cy+Cy) + 2(KLL rr T C.C. )CO}
eQ N, _ _ _
Fs gy = 1612 [ (KLL RR KLR,RL - C-C) (C1+Cy) — 2(KLL,RR - C-C-)CO} , (15)
o _ ¢ (AhS 975 + C‘C‘>
Fas,, =Fy = 62 [4(Cha + Coy + Cy)], (16)
@) e Q (ghv,s,92v.s; + c.c.)
F21,VSS — F21 — 1672
_ + 2
[ < %) (Crz + Co + Cy) +4(C1 + Ca + Co)] ; (17)
1
a4 e (ghV'Sig}‘/jSi +c.c.)
F21,SVV - F21 - d 167‘(2
—m? +m}
X [2 (1 + T) (C1a + Oy + Cy) — 4(Cy + Cg):| , (18)
p

where my o = mx y in the loop of Fy; yyy, N, is the colour factor coming from the SU(3)¢
symmetry, and the abbreviation c.c. stands for the complex conjugated parts. The latter

are the contributions coming from diagrams having opposite directions of internal lines with

12



respect to the ones given in figure [Il. Other relevant notations are

+ * *
KL1rr =1 <YhfijL 92550 F YasyR ngin> ’

Kip e =ms (iYhfijL 9zf,8 T Yas,R 9212-@) : (19)

Details of calculating contributions from fermion loops Fyy y,, . are shown in Appendix Bl

Formulas for Fj g, and Fb ygs are calculated easily. The Fb gyy part was computed

i3
based on the result of VQB in eq. (BI). All steps we presented here were performed using
the FORM language ,@]

Formulas for Fyy, ., F5y,.., and Fy s, are irrelevant for the discussion of boson medi-

i
ations. Similar general forms can be found in many previous works, e.g., in H] All of
them are easy to check to be consistent with our result so we will not present the comparison

here. We just focus on the most important formula Fby v, ..

IV. COMPARISON WITH PREVIOUS RESULTS
A. The Standard Model

The contribution of W bosons corresponds to (gnv;,, 9zv;;, @) — (9mw, gcw, 1) with
my = mg = my, where myy is the W boson mass, g is the gauge coupling of the SU(2),
group, sy = sin fy, with Oy being the Weinberg angle. Then formula (I4]) is reduced to the
simpler form:

2 2 2 2
F§1¥W:%7ngw{2 {8+(2+m—2h) ( —m—f)} (012—1-022—0—02)—1-4( —%) C'o}

myy

My w
(20)
_ Cem9ew Jls 2 (1L 2N 2] Lt ) — A — ) Dot ) (21)
— 47TmWSW t2 t2 w 1\t2, 01 w /L2 t2, b1 )
where we have used aeo, = €?/(4n), e = gsw, mi/mi, = 4/ty, m%/m}, = 4/t

m%/mé, = 1/¢, = 1+ t}, sw = sinfy, and ty = swy/c. We also used the well-
m‘]/ to 1dent1fy Clg -+ 022 -+ 02 = [1 (tQ, tl)/(4m12,v),
and Cy = —Iy(ta,t;)/m3,'. They are proved in Appendix [A2 Formula (2] is consistent

known functions I o(t2,t1) given in ref.

! The function Cy in this special case is consistent with the one from ﬂﬁ, IE], but different from the one
in ﬂg] by the opposite sign.

13



with well-known result for the SM case given in ﬂﬂ, E], which even has been confirmed
using various approaches [55].

The right hand side of eq. (20) can be proved to be completely consistent with the W
contribution to the amplitude of the decay h — vy with gzww — g,ww = e, and in the
limit myz — 0, equivalently ¢; = 4m3,/m% — oo. The analytic form of this contribution is

known [10, 56], namely

Qe
Fz}?%/SM 47vagv [2+ 3ta + 3(2t2 — 13) f(t2)] , (22)

where t, = 4m¥,/m2 and f(z) is the well-known function given in Appendix [A2] The
partial decay width is T'(h — vv) = m3 /(647)|F27" M2 where FI7M contains FQ}?%/SM
The above determination of Fy; y depends only on the diagrams with W boson, hence it
should be the same in both cases of photon and Z boson, except their masses and couplings

with the W boson. For the case of photon we have

1 tof(t
CO =—— lim IQ(tQ,tl) 2f(22>,
1
Cia + Cyp + Cy = 4mW tlhm I(ty, ty) = 8t [—t2 + t%f(tz)] , (23)

where the expression for Yy is the same as the one in B] By inserting two equalities (23])
into the right hand side of ([20) with mz = 0, we will obtain exactly eq. (22).

Regarding the fermionic contribution in the SM, we verify here the simple case of a single
fermion without mixing and color factors, where m; = my = my and Yy = Yigp,r =

emys/(2mw sw), leading to

+ * * 2
KLL ,RR — KLR RL — KLL ,RR — KLR RL — X mf(ngL + ngR)

2mwsw

and Kpppp = Kpppe = Kifpr = Krppe = m3(9250 — 9z4r)- Two formulas (I5) for

fermionic contributions are

e?Q
F2511\7/; = _7167T2mWSW X m?(ngL + ngR) [8 (C12 + 022 + Cg) + 200]
aemyg | —2Q (TP —2Qs)
= I (ta,t1) — Is(to, t
47TmW X [ St O [ 1( 25 1) 2( 2 1)]7
F57fijj =0, (24>

where gzpp + gzpr = (T35 —2Qs3y,) ¥ g/cvﬁaand T} is the fermion weak isospin. For-
]

mula (24]) coincides with the result given in

14



At the one loop level, the effective coupling hyy can be calculated using the 't Hooft
- Feynman gauge [84], which will be useful to crosscheck with our result when the decay

h — ~7v in a particular BSM is investigated.

B. Recent results

The one-loop contribution from new gauge bosons in the GHU model was given in ref. ],
where the unitary gauge was mentioned without detailed explanations. We see that the
triple and quartic gauge boson couplings in this model also obey the Feynman rules listed
in table [, hence our formula in eq. ([I4]) is also valid. Because the final result in ref. [44]
was written in terms of only By and C functions, which are independent on the choice of
integration variable, it can be compared with our result. Translated into our notation, the

most important relevant part in ref. ] is

Fﬁf‘l,U = (m] 4+ my + 10mim3) B (mq, mo) + [(m] + m3)(m; — m3,) — mpm3] E_(my, ms)

= [4mim5(my, = mZ) + 2m(mi +m3)] (Co + Cp), (25)

where function C) is determined by changing the roles of m; and ms, and

2
m
z
Ei(my,mg) =14+ ———

(B((f) - Bg”) + (m2Cy + m2CY). (26)
Formula (23]) should be equivalent to our result, namely to the sum Fyi v, + Fov,,. In
the special case where V; =V}, corresponding to m; = mg = m, C{, = Co = —I1(t2,11)/m?,
and Cjy + Coy + Cy = I1(ta,t1)/(4m?). In fact we find the agreement between eq. (3.18) of

ref. [44] and our result, namely

1672
0Fy = Fyiy — { (Forvyy, + Foryy,) | % [=mimg(mi, —m?)] =0.
2¢ Q gnvi; 9zvi, mi=ms
But two general results are not the same, i.e. they differ by 6Fy; = —2 (m2Cy + m3Ch) m%,.

Except Iy, in eq. (I4), our formulas are consistent with the results given in ref. [20],
which were obtained by calculating the decay amplitude of charged Higgs boson h* — W+
in the 't Hooft-Feynman gauge for the Georgi-Machacek model. In our notations, Fy s, ,
Fy s,vss, and Fy gyy correspond to scalar, vector-scalar-scalar, and scalar-vector-vector
loop diagrams mentioned in ref. [20]. By using the same notations from LoopTools, our

results and those of ref. [20] have the same form.
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The consistency between our results and those in ref. ﬂﬂ] is explained by the same Lorentz
structures in couplings of the gauge bosons Z and W*. An important difference is that the
W carry electric charges while the Z does not. For a certain diagram with W+ or W~
in the final state, the directions of internal lines are fixed, hence the complex conjugated
terms are allowed in the amplitude of the decay h — Z~, but not in that of H* — W*r,
Hence, except the pure gauge boson loop diagrams, the contributions to h — Z+v can be
translated into those to H* — W*v by excluding all complex conjugated parts. Of course,
the mass my and couplings of the Z boson must be replaced with those of the W+ bosons.
This explanation can be checked directly based on our calculations given above.

Regarding Fy;y;,;, which presents the total vector loop contribution to the decay ampli-

tude H* — W+, the explicit expression derived from eq. (I4]) reads
Vi T T 1672

y {[8+ (m +m3 + mpe ) (m} +m3 — miy)
m2m3
17792

HE*w*y € Q 9nvi; GwWvi,

(C12 + 022 + 02)

2 _ 2 2 2 _m2 i 5 —mj
+2(7711 m3)(mi + mjy — miy) (C1+ Cs) + 20my + 3my mW)CO} ) (27)

2.2 2
mim; ma

where mpy+ is the charged Higgs boson mass, gwv;; is the triple gauge coupling of the W
boson, and () is always the electric charge of the gauge boson V; coupling with the photon.
We note that the factor 2 in eq. (4] is not counted anymore. Now, we only need to focus
on the part generated by the loop structures used to compare with the specific result given
in [20]. This case corresponds to m; = myz,my = my = mzcy and my+ = my for the

decay hi — WT~. Formula (27) now has the following form

. L m ! 1
Fylvy, "~ 9+t 2+ 5 ) (Cat O+ C)+2 5 1) (C1+ ) +2{ 5 +2)C
Gy My “w “w
2
m
= 10(012 + 022 + 02) + 600 + m—25(012 + C22 + 02)
%
2
+ 2 (Cra + Cin + 201 + 302 + 2C)), (28)

W
which is different from the result given in ref. @] by the coefficient 10 instead of 12 in front
of the sum (Ca+ Ca+Cy). We see that the two parts in our result with coefficients m2/m3;
and s3;,/cd, are consistent with Sgge and Sxeg in ref. [20], respectively. The difference in
the remaining part might arise due to a missed sign of the ghost contribution Sgpost-

An approach using Feynman gauge was introduced in Ref. [85], where the result must be
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implemented in some numerical packages. The results can be used to crosscheck with ours

for consistence, but left for a further work.

V. HEAVY CHARGED BOSON EFFECTS ON HIGGS DECAYS h — Zvy IN BSM

Because new heavy charged gauge V* and Higgs bosons S* appear in non-trivial gauge
extensions of the SM, they may contribute to loop-induced SM-like Higgs decays h — vy
and h — Z~. While the couplings AVV and hSS consisting of virtual identical charged
particles always contribute to both decay amplitudes, the couplings AWV and hW S of the
SM-like Higgs boson only contribute to the later. These couplings may cause significant
effects to Br(h — Z+) in the light of the very strict experimental constraints of Br(h — )

]. When m% > m¥, with X = S,V the loop structures of the form factors with at least
one virtual W boson have an interesting property that

;o Forw
egnwwgzww/(16m2)

Forwxx + For xww
eQanxwgzxw/(1672)

~

/
FWX

i.e., the same order with the W loop contribution.

In contrast, the loop structure of a heavy gauge boson Fy; yyy is

Forvvy N
F ’ ~ O(m;?),
V' gnvvgzvy/(1672) (my”)

which is different from the SM contribution of the ¥ boson by a factor m#,/m?,. Numerical
illustrations are shown in figure B where fwx = Fj, /Fy. fv = F{,//F],, and mg =
my . Hence, the large coupling product gnw xgzwx may give significant effects on the total
amplitude of the decay h — Z~. But the contributions arising from this part were omitted
in the literature, even with well known-models such as the left-right models and the Higgs
Triplet Models (HTM).

In the original LR models reviewed in ], gzww ~ (my /mw)?, lower bounds of few
TeV for heavy gauge boson mass my were concerned from recent experiments at LHC [5§].
As a result, its contributions may be small. In contrast, recent versions introducing different
assignments of fermions representations to explain latest experimental data of anomalies in

)

Interesting studies on new charged gauge bosons W' in left-right models @B] indicated

that the couplings W/Wh, W'W Z, W'H*Z result in important decays of W'*, which are

B meson decays allow lower values of my near 1 TeV [59,
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FIG. 3: fym3./m%,, fw,s and fuw,y as functions of the SU(2)g scale my .

being hunted at LHC. These coupling also contribute to the decay h — Zv. The gaﬁe
[,

respectively. The Higgs sector consists of one bidoublet > whose breaks the electroweak

scale, and a SU(2)g multiplet whose breaks the SU(2)g x U(1)p_p scale. Apart from the

bosons of the gauge groups SU(2)r g and U(1)p_p, are W7, (¢ =1,2,3) and Ap_p,

SM-like gauge bosons Z,, W;t, and photon A, the left-right models predict new heavy
gauge bosons including W'# and Z’ with masses my» and m, respectively. The bidoublet
contributes mainly to the SM-like Higgs boson, Goldstone bosons of Z and W+, and a pair
of singly charged Higgs H* that couple with the SM-like Higgs boson.

Relevant vertex factors are summarized in Table [l The details of the models and calcu-
lations are given in Appendix[Cl We have used the condition o = 8 — /2 to guarantee that
the coupling hWWW is the same as that in the SM. We ignore all suppressed terms having
factors with orders larger than O(€?), where € = my /my and my is the new heavy gauge
boson mass, which can be considered as the breaking scale of the SU(2)g group. The cou-
plings of the SM-like Higgs boson we discuss here are consistent with those in Ref. .

The triple gauge couplings are also consistent with Refs. , @] Because they are not
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Vertex SM LR [61, 63]

ghww gzww g2 mw cw, 91 mwew sin(f — )
IhW'WIZW W' - grgrmw cos(B + a) sc%
W' W' GZW W - —gpmw sin(8 — a)%
9w+ H-9zW-H+ - —% my ew sin(B + ) cos(26)s3,
Ghw+H-97W- H+ - —% my cw sin(f + «) cos(20)

TABLE II: Vertex factors involved charged gauge and Higgs bosons contributing to one loop
amplitude of the SM-like Higgs decay h — Z+~ in the LR model with g = g1 and sg, ~ tanf, =

% x sin(28)e?, and € = my /myp.

affected by the fermion assignments, they can be considered in the general case which does
not depend on the recent experimental limit.

With the above assumptions, the couplings of the SM-like Higgs boson are nearly the
same as those in the SM. The decay h — Zv has contributions associated with charged

gauge bosons estimated as follows,

leif,{WWW N F2L11?W’W’W’ N _912%5%[/ 2
F2SII\,/IW - F2811\,4W 9%012/1/ ’
Elvww + Flwww N ghsin’(28) »  Faiwww + Fotwonn N gr cos*(28) 5 (29)
Fly 28 Py 297

where ¢ = my /my and o ~ f — w/2. We can see that all quantities listed in (29)
have the same order, although some of them are affected by the tiny mixing parameter
sg, = O(e?) between two charged gauge bosons. Hence all of them must be taken into
account. This argument is different from previous treatment where only Fyiy .y, was
mentioned @, @] The recent lower bounds of the SU(2)g scale give €2 < O(1073),
implying that the heavy charged Higg and gauge contributions discussed here are suppressed.
But the calculation is very useful for further investigation in many other gauge extensions
allowing lower new breaking scales, for example, the models belonging to the class of breaking
pattern I mentioned in Ref. [66], or recent models with breaking pattern II |59, ]

The effects of heavy charged Higgs boson my from Fy; ywes and Fy; syw appear in simple
models like the HTM, for a review see [68]. They even appear in the simple HTM models
extended from the SM by adding only one Higgs triplet A |. It contains one singly,

another doubly charged scalar components, and a neutral one with non-zero expectation
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vacuum value (vev) denoted as va. As a result, apart from the SM particles, the HTM
predicts only new Higgs bosons. The factors g5 and gz s arise from couplings of singly
charged Higgs bosons S* with all gauge and neutral bosons. The correlation of the two
decays h — vy and h — Z~ were investigated previously, but the contributions F5; wgg and
F51 sww mentioned here were ignored in ] because of the small product grswgzws. It is
proportional to the small ratio (va/v)? ], where v = 246 GeV. The requirement that the
parameter p = my;;, is close to 1 at the tree level forces va to be small with largest
values of few GeV é Q [Alj But the tree-level deviation Ap —1 predicted by this model
is negative, in contrast with the recent experimental results ‘é] Hence, loop corrections
should be included into this parameter, implying that small v, is no longer necessary [68,[76].
Theoretical prediction for va ~ O(10) GeV is still allowed [77]. The recent experimental
upper bound is va < 25 GeV [78]. As a result, contributions from Fb sy and Fb wss to
the SM-like Higgs boson decay h — Z~y can reach value of Fy; y x O(1072), which is still far
from the sensitivity of the recent experiments. Hence, previous investigations _ l l
ignoring Iy sww and Fh wgg in the one loop amplitude of the SM-like Higgs decay h — Z~
are still accepted.

On the other hand, heavy neutral bosons H predicted by many BSM may have large
gaws gzws, for example the HTM [72]. In this case, contributions of Fb sww, Forwss
can reach the significant values of Fy yww x O(va/v) = Fopwww X O(1071) in the de-
cay Br(H — Z7v) but they were ignored in previous works [74, [79, 80]. The formulas we

introduced in this work should be used for improved calculations of the mentioned decay

rates.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

The decay h — Z~ attracts now a great interest from both theoretical and experimental
sides. It should be observed and studied soon by the LHC experiments. If a deviation
from the SM prediction is found, it will be associated with new physics implying additional
contributions from exotic particles in many BSM models. In this paper, we have introduced
the general analytic formulas expressing one-loop contributions from scalars, fermions, and
gauge bosons to the amplitude of the decay h — Z~. In addition, we proved that our results

can be used to calculate the amplitude of the charged Higgs decays H* — W ¥~ which exist
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in many BSM models. Although some of these formulas were derived earlier by other groups,
the general forms were not concerned, in particular, the contributions related to new gauge
boson loops. Our formulas are applicable to many well-known gauge extended versions of the
SM, as we discussed in detail. We stress that all one-loop contributions with gauge bosons
involved are calculated explicitly using the unitary gauge, so that the readers can cross-check
our results. Our final results are written in a convenient form. Namely, they are presented
in terms of the standard Passarino-Veltman functions which can be evaluated numerically
with the help of the LoopTools library. The analytic forms of these PV functions were also
discussed, so that our results can be identified with well known formulas in several special
cases as well as implemented into other numerical packages. Our results were checked to be
mainly consistent with several recent calculations in some specific BSM models, except the
contributions from diagrams containing two different virtual gauge bosons. We believe that
our results will be useful for further studies of loop-induced decays of neutral and charged
Higgs bosons H — Z~, W+, which have not been yet treated in many well-known BSM

models.
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Appendix A: PV functions in LoopTools
1. Definitions, notations and analytic formulas

We use the notations for the Passarino-Veltman functions from the LoopTools library ]:

i 2 4—d dig {1
AP, = Ao (k25 m2,) = ZTH / (AEETIS SIS

i7T2 Dz
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4—d d
0 _ 2. o _ (2mp) d®q {1, qu, qu0} .
BO 4y 4V BOM(I{: m1> 2+1) = in2 / D()DZ , 1= 1, 2,
_ @m)* [ d% {1, qu, 4uan}
CO%/W = Co,u,w(p%, pg’ (pl + p2)2; m%> m§> miz’») = im2 DODTD: ) (Al)

where d = 4 — 2¢ (e — 0) is the integral dimension, D; = (q+ k;)? — m?_1,ko = 0, k1 = —px,
ko = —(p1 + p2), i = 0,1,2. In our case, we always have ms = mo.

Denoting A, = 2 + In(47p?) — v, it is well-known that @
AP =mi(A ~mm?+ 1), A =mi(A ~lnmi+1), AD = -APk,,, (A2)

Based on the LoopTools notations ] functions B(() L o and Co o are written as

B(i) — B(l)]{?w,
BY) = B g0 + B ki,
Cp = Cikiy + Cokay,,

Cow = Cooguw + Crik1pkry + Cra(kiukay + kopkiy) + Cookaykay. (A3)

There is another case where we have to change the integration variable ¢ — ¢’ = ¢ + k1 to

get the standard form defined by (AJ):

mp)*= [ diq {1, qu, q.q.}
B((]’li’)wj = BO,M,MV(I{:%7 kgv mg? m%) = ’é7T2 DllM)2 :
_ (2np)t [ A {1, 0 — o (a0 = byp) (a0 — b )} (A
im2 (> —m3) [(qg+ ks — k1)? — m3]

Then we can use the scalar coefficients B(()m), B§12), and BSQ) with the standard definitions,

where ky — k1 = —po,

(2mp)*? / dq {1, qu, ¢.9.}
(¢?

o2 @ —m3) [(q+ ko — k1)?2 —m3]’
= B((]12)7 _B§12)p2,u7 Bééz g,ul/ + B11 )p2up2u- (A5>

BO,u,uu((k2 - k1)2; mgv m%) =

Inserting these into (Adl) we get with k; = —p; and p3 = 0

2
3507 = 2B = B = A, ~ta(md), BYY = "2 (1+50?),

(12)

B 12
B;(Lw) = 02 yom + B(() )pluv
(12) (12) By By (12)
B’ = (1 + By ) Juw + —g PP + —5— (P2uP1v + P1up2s) + By ' pruprs.  (A6)
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For two other cases we get

; 1
Béz) — B(12) +2— Z (1 - ) In(1 — z,),

o=+

B = o [A(O — AV — (m? —m2 + k? )B(()i)] , (A7)

where k? = m%, k3 = m3, and wx,;, are the roots of the equation m3xz? — (m3 — m?} + k?)x +
k? +ie = 0. The forms of Béf% used for numerical investigation are well-known, see e.g. [81].

The Cj function with mg = ms has a simple form [9]:

2k?
Co = k2zz )'Liz [ 2 m%+ki2+0)\1/2(ki2,m%>m%)] ’ A

i=1 o=+

where \(z,vy,2) = 2% + y* + 2? — 22y — 2yz — 2x2. This formula is also consistent with
LoopTools and [47], where notations are changed as (m?, m3 m%,m%) — (k% k3, m?, m3).
The C;;; functions are found based on the reduction technique @] Their explicit forms
used in this work are ]

o, (mitm) (B8 = B = 2m2 (B - B G

(mj, —m%)? my —mj,’

) (89 - 55%) 2w (8- 5%) g,

(mj, —m%)? my —mj’

Cy =

[fa (=3m} +m% — 4mim?) + 4m — 4mim?] B(()z)
2m3 (m% —m3)’
3AmEBYY  [fi+ fo+2(mY — m})] B{Y N (f? +2m3m7)Co
(m% —mj)? 2(m% —mj,)? (m% —mj)?
(m%, +m3) (A i ) . m
th(mz - mh) (m2z - m%)
[(5m% +m2) +m} —mp] B [fi(5m} +m2) +mj —m}] B
2 2\3 + 2 2\3
2(m7 —mj) 2(mz —my)
(2m3 — 2m3 +m% +m3) By [fifa + md(m% +m3)] Co
2(my —mj)? (m% —mj)?

. AV A m+md
(mZ —mp)?  2(mZ —mp)?>’

C22 =

2?

Cip = —

(A9)

where f; = m3 — m? + k?. Some combinations which appear commonly in our calculations

are

B(()l) B B((f)

2 2
my — My,

Cr+Co=— — Co,
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1 12
(—m? +m3 +m%) (B — B§'”)
2(m% — m})?

2 12
[(m? — m3)(2m3 — m%) —mZm3] (B — B{'?)

" 2 — )2
m3Co  mi — m3+ i — i n(m3/m3) "
g — s, — )

2. Analytic formulas in special case of m; =ms =m

In the case of equal masses, we can use the following well-known functions H, @, E]

\/x—larcsin\/g x>1,

gle) = \/12_—9” (—z'7r +In if\/\/g) z<1 (A1)
B arcsin? \/E r>1, AL
fle)= —1 ( z7r+lni+*/\/z> r<l1 ’ ( )

_ oy Y ey 7Y o
Li(z,y) = =) + 3= ) [f(z) — f(y)] + CImE l9(x) = g(y)], (A13)
Blwy) = =525 £ = £, (A14)

Defining t; = t, = 4m?/m% and t, = t, = 4m?*/m?, the PV functions involved with this

work can be written as

B = BYY 2 - 2g(t), A
Iy(ta, 1)
o G (A16)
B(l) o B(2)
Ciro =B B o)
9 ( (2) 2
Z( 5 B ) m CO ]_ Il(t2?t1)
_ . A17
Cia + Co + Cy = 2(m2 — m?)? m% —mi  2(m% —m3) 4m? ( )

The B(()i) in eq. (AIH) is derived from the general well-know form, namely

BY = B{"» / drn [1+ 4t (- 1)) = B - / Cdeln 472 41— 471

1
0 -3

More intermediate steps, including integration by parts, are as follows

1 1 1

2 2 S8t tx? dx 2 2dx

drl 4t.—12+1—t.—1:—/ ‘ :—2+/ T = 24 929(t).
/_% :L’Il[ i X 2} _%4t2~_1I2+1—ti—1 _%%_‘_1 g()
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Appendix B: Details of amplitude calculation

For completeness, we present some more detailed steps to obtain the formulas of M),
and M6, in Egs. (II) and ([I2)). Also, the contribution from diagram 1 in figure [IJ will
be discussed.

Using the replacements in Eq. (I0) to calculate the Fy factor in Ms),,, we get

(&)

o 480"
Viusr = Jap <95 - %) [(q + q)ugorr — (@ +P)rGor — (@1 — P1)ar Gpua]
1
(q+ q1)uas9
= (¢ + q1)ugx — (@ +P1)agus — (@1 — P1)pGur — TM
1
+ .
+ (g pllAQBQu i (¢ P1)2QQ59AN
my my
_ — (g — 48 1 2 _ 2
— 24,95 (q +p1),\guﬁ (¢ p1)5gux + m2 [ qudix + Uh mz)gm}
1
1
= Viusr + ol Vi 208 (B1)

1
where we have used pf = m%, p3 = 0, ¢.(q1—p1) = (@1 +p1)-(a1—p1) = G =17, @1-(¢2—p2) = @
etc. The arrow means that replacements (I0) have been applied. And we will apply them
automatically from now on. Similarly, we can prove that

1 \
Vo = Vi, + —5 x Vaoy, + —
1% 7I/ m% ,l/ m%

X Vi, (B2)
where

A
Vil = —(a1 +p2)°6) — (g2 — p2)*0) + 2q1,9™,
A
Vi = a (55<I§ +qu (@ + p2)® — 2q1,4) ) +d5 (00d — qoups — 41 33)
= (6005 + 430,47 — 201,470 -

Vzﬁz?u = —(a -Pz)ChAqun — 0. (B3)

Now the part we need is written as follows

(‘/1,1‘/2,2>,uu + (‘/1,2‘/2,1>,uu + (‘/1,2‘/2,2>,uu

2 2 2.2
msy my mims;

ViVl = (Via Vo) + (B4)

where

(ViaVo)w = 2(2d — 3)quq, + (—4d + 7)qup1v — P2uGy + SP2uP1v,s

(ViiVa2)w = @utu [¢° + @ +mi — 2m%) + qup1 [—¢* — 347 + @3 — mj, + 2m7]
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+ poudy [—26% + ¢ + 2m%] + poupr, 26 + ¢ — 2m%]
(VigVa)w = @u [—010(0.02) + 063 + (¢f — m%) (0.9 — 24up10 + 2D20G,)

2 2 2
m; — 2m
= qpql/ [—(2 + _'_ Q2 + h Z:|

2 2
2 2 2
q @ m; +4m
+ Qub1v [5 —2¢7 + 52 2 5 Z} + Poudy [2qf — 2m2z} ,

(VioVa2)w = =i + 4.q10(0-02) [207 — 4i]

1
= u4, [—m%cé + 5(612 +q5—mp) (—q + szz)]

1

(¢ + ¢ —mj) (—qf +2m3) . (B5)

— qupP1v 9

From this, it is easy to derive the Eq. ().

The amplitude corresponding to diagram 6 from figure [l is

diq —1 / qaqa/
My = | L (ign gag)— (9% —
t (G)N / (27T)d (ZghV” g ﬁ)DO <g m%

. —1 BB ngg/
X (_ZeQ gZVij) [29;“/90/6’ — YwYa' s — GuwGa' g’ ] g 5

dig 1 1
[6 Q ghV” gZV”:| / (27T)d DOD2 mlmg
X [=2miqeuqer — 2m34,q0 + (4.92) (42200 + qu20)] - (B6)
Then it is easy to derive that
d’q 1

X
2m)4 " mim3

iM(G)uV — [nghVij gZVij] /(

y 1 N 1 mi+ms+m; N 1 1 +3m%—m§+m%
Wi\ DT D, DoDs Wb\ =op 7 9D, 92D, D,
1 1L 3mi—mi+m} —2m?
N == B7
P24 { 5D, 2D, © 2D.D, tPuP | B (BT)

Contribution from the diagram 1 of figure [ is

' i ; (g2 +m
ZM(I)uu =(—1) x / q x Tr {—z (YhfijL P; + yhfinpR) M

(2m)d D,
(Z€Q7v)l(ngw [ <ngzJL’yM PL + ngLJR’yM PR)] %]
= el / D0D1D2

X 2Tr [(42%41% + mﬂu%) (KZ_LRR - L_L,RR%)
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+ (427 Vud + Votl1Vudl) ( Lrre T K RL75)}
While the contribution of the corresponding diagram with opposite internal directions is

A gl
My eQ/ ) DoDlDz

X 2Tr [(42%41% + mﬂu%) (KZ_L*,RR + L_E,RRVS)

+ (A2 vVl + Vot Vud) (KZ—;%RL Kig RL75)} :

The sum of the two above diagrams gives the final result of Fy; s - and f5 . where the
complex conjugation corresponds to the contribution from /\/l’(l) - Using the properties of

the Dirac matrices, it is easy to find out the two expresions given in eq. ([I3]).

Appendix C: Gauge bosons and couplings in the left-right model SU(2);, x SU(2)g X

Ul)p-1

The model used here was introduced in Ref. B, @], where many results we show here
were introduced. The relations between the original gauge boson states and the physical

ones {W[Li, Wf,Au, Z,, Z,} are

+ I+
WRu _ Co, So. WM
+ + |’
WLM —Sg, Co, WM
3 3 gr 2
Wi, Sw, Cw, —Cpite A,
3 ~
Wie | = | Skew, —SrSw,  ¢r Zy | (C1)
!/
Ap_ry CRCW, —CRSW, —SR Z,
w FiW
where W, = —22 ot
JgR o . _ 9y  9itw _ my myy
Sg, = —€ Sln25, SR = — = , €= s myr = .
gr dr mw CR

We will keep the approximation up to the order O(e?), which gives s3, = 0 and ¢y, = 1.
Only the bidoublet Higgs ¥ ~ (2,2,0) contributes to the SM-like Higgs boson, namely

¥ ¥F vgcg — 22h, Hte
i P ol R Sk (2)
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where only the SM-like Higgs h and charged Higgs bosons are kept. The SM-like gauge
boson W* has mass my ~ grvg/v/2.

The respective covariant derivative is ],

. Oaiira T4 a
DHZ == 8“2 - ZgL?WLME _'_ Zng:?WRM7

_ 9L
=0,2 — TPE’“ (C3)
where g, g and W} 5, (a = 1,2,3) are the gauge couplings and bosons of the groups

SU(2)r.r, 04 are Pauli matrices.

The kinetic term of the X is

£h=Tr [(DMZ)T (DNZ)}
~ 2
~Tr [aMzT (@%) - 2 (9,21 (Prx) - (B (@0D)] + L (D) (P”Z)] ()
which contains couplings of Higgs and gauge bosons. The part of the Lagrangian (C4l) giving
couplings hV V'~ is

2 2
g * * — g —
LWEVT) = = {(22 21+ 59%9) (WI”WLM + g—’jW,}{”WRM)
L

9dr % _ " _
22 (505w W, + 38 zgwgﬂww)]

2
—grmw sin(3 — a)h (W“Wu_ - f]—gW”r“WL_)
L

— grmw cos(B 4+ a)h (WHW,~ + WHIWF) (C5)

where we keep only dominant contributions to the coefficients of the hV V'~ ie. we use
the approximation W ~ W and W’ ~ Wg.

The couplings ZH*VT are

LZHTVT) = —grpmy cos(28) x Wi, (Wi"H™ + Wi"H™)
~ —grewmy cos(28) X Z, (so, WHH™ + W*H™ + Hc.), (C6)

where we used cg, = 1 and Wz’“ — cwZ". This result is consistent with B]

The couplings hH*VT are

L(RH*VF) = —%Tr [aMzT (Prs) — (P,5)! (aﬂ@)}

= T cos(B = a) [(po — p-)u Wi H™h = (po = p4) W, "H'h]
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+ g?R sin(B + a) [(po — p-) Wa"H h — (po — p1) Wr"HTh], (C7)

where we have used 9, — —ip,,; po+ are momenta of the Higgs boson h and H*. The first line
of the final result in (C7)) contains the factor cos(f—a)) ~ cos(m/2) = 0, because the matching
condition with the SM coupling hW W~ lead to f = o+ 7/2. Using WEM ~ Wf + SQWj:,

the second line is written in the physical gauge boson states as follows,
L(WHFVF) = %R sin(8 + @) [(po — p_)u (W 4 sgW*) Hh
—(po =P+ ) (W' + sgW ) HTh] . (C8)

The triplet couplings of three gauge bosons ZV'V' are contained in the kinetic term of the

non-abelian gauge bosons, namely [48]

1 a apy 1 a auy
‘CI; = _EFWL,LWF’L‘u - EFR,LWFRu )
FLa,R/u/ = aHWLa,RV - 8VW£L,RM + gL,R‘SabCWIb/,RuWIC/,RV‘ (Cg)

The triplet gauge couplings are derived as follows,

L3y = —gre™ (Wi )WHWE — gre™ (0, Wi, )W W5
= —igrew [Z" (=W, W " + WL, W, ") + Z" (0.W/, W — 9, W, W)
+0,Z, (W WY + WHW) ] — igr(—srsw) x (L = R), (C10)

where we pay attention to only Z couplings by replaced W3 — ¢y Z and W3 — —spswZ
in the last row of (CILQ).

Now based on the Feynman rules, the vertex factor of the coupling Z*W#IW " defined
as —igzw+w- Lo (Po, Py, p—) can be derived by taking the limit W7 — W*. As a result,

we obtain gzw+w- =~ grew. Similarly, the coupling Z*W/TFW'~" with the vertex factor

—igzwrw-Lapw (Pos P4, P—) 8iVeS gzwriw— ~ —grSrSw = —gysw = —grLSy/cw.
Using WZFMWL_V —  —sg,co,W,SW, + Hc. and W}‘{MWgu = so,co, WTW, +
H.c., the couplings Z*W'TFW =" and Z“WTHW'™Y give grwiw- = Grwrw- =

—50, o, (grew + grSrSW) =~ —gLSe, /cw, Tespectively.
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