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Abstract

We present one-loop formulas for the decay of CP-odd Higgs A° — ¢¢V with ¢ = e,p and
V =+, Z in Higgs Extensions of the Standard Model, considering two higgs doublet model with
a complex (and real) scalar, two higgs doublet model as well as triplet higgs model. Analytic
results for one-loop amplitudes are expressed in terms of Passarino-Veltman functions following
the standard notations of LoopTools. As a result, physical results can be generated numerically
by using the package. In phenomenological results, the total decay widths and the differential
decay rates with respect to the invariant mass of lepton pair are analyzed for two typical models
such as two higgs doublet model and triplet higgs model.
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1. Introduction

Discovering the scalar Higgs potential, subsequently answering the nature of dynamic of
the electroweak spontaneous symmetry breaking (EWSB), is one of the priority tasks at future
colliders, e.g. High-luminosity Large Hadron Collider (HL-LHC) [1, 2] as well as future Lepton
Colliders (LC) [3]. It is well-known that the scalar potential is extended by including scalar
singlets or scalar multiplets in many of beyond the standard models (BSM). As a result, there
exist many new heavy scalar particles, for examples, neutral CP-even and CP-odd Higges, singly
charged Higgses as well as doubly charged Higgses in many of BSMs. The precise measurements
for decay widths and the production cross-sections of the scalar particles are important for the
indirect and direct searches for new physic signals at future colliders. From the measured data,
we can therefore verify the nature of scalar Higgs potential and understand deeply the dynamic
of EWSB. Recently, direct production of a light CP-odd Higgs boson has been performed at
the Tevatron and LHC [4], search for a CP-odd Higgs boson decaying to Zh in pp collisions has
performed at the LHC [5, 6]. Probing for a light pseudoscalar Higgs boson in puurt events at the
LHC in [7] and in the di-muon decay channels in pp collisions at /s = 7 TeV [8] has reported.

From theoretical views, the detailed evaluations for one-loop radiative corrections to the
decay rates and the production cross-sections for the standard model-like Higgs boson (SM-like
Higgs) as well as for all new scalar particles in many of BSMs play a crucial role for probing
new physics signals at future colliders. One-loop contributing to the decay and production
processes of SM-like Higgs, CP-even Higgses have computed in many Higgs Extensions of the
SM (HESM). It is worth to refer to typical works in this paper, for examples, in the works of
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following papers [9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21] and the references in therein.
One-loop radiative corrections to the CP-odd Higgs (A°) production processes in the HESM
have evaluated at LHC [22, 23, 24] and at future LC [25, 26, 27, 28]. Furthermore, the decay
channels of the CP-odd Higgs including one-loop and beyond one-loop corrections have also
computed in many of BSMs as in [29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34]. In this work, we present the first
calculations of one-loop contributing for decay channels A° — €0V with ¢ = e, and V =
v, Z within many of HESM frameworks, including two higgs doublet model with a complex
(and real) scalar, two higgs doublet model as well as triplet higgs model. Analytic results
for one-loop form factors are expressed in terms of Passarino-Veltman scalar functions (PV-
functions) following the standard notations of LoopTools [35]. Subsequently, physical results
can be computed numerically by using the package. In phenomenological results, the decay rates
of CP-odd Higgs and its differential decay widths with respect to the invariant mass of lepton
pair are examined for two typical models such as two higgs doublet model (THDM) and triplet
higgs model (THM).

Overview of the paper is as follows. We first review two specific classifications of HESMs in
detail in this work such as two higgs doublet model with a complex scalar field and triplet higgs
model in the section 2. We then present in concrete the evaluations for one-loop contributions
to the decay amplitudes A° — ¢/V in the section 3. Phenomenological results for the HESMs
are shown in section 4. Conclusion and outlook are devoted in section 5. In appendices A, B we
derive all related couplings to the processes under consideration in the above-mentioned models.
Proving one-loop mixings of A with scalar CP-even Higgs ¢, of with Z boson as well as the
mixings of ¢ with Z boson are vanished in appendices C, D.

2. Higgs Extension Standard Models

In this section, we review the Higgs Extensions of the Standard Models, examining two higgs
doublet model with a complex scalar field (noted as THDMS, or STHDM hereafer) [36], with
soft breaking Z, symmetry and triplet higgs models. From the general STHDM, we can reduce
to the next minimum two higgs doublet models (NTHDM) [37, 38] and THDM [39, 40, 41, 42,
43, 45, 46, 47]. We then turn our attention to the second classification of HESM, triplet higgs
model (THM), in the subsection 2.2.

2.1. STHDM

In this subsection, we arrive at STHDM, the two higgs doublet model with adding a complex
scalar field S, following the soft breaking Z, symmetry. In this model, two scalar fields ®; and
®, are doublets of SU(2), with hypercharge Y = +1/2. The additional complex scalar S is
a scalar singlet of SU(2), with with hypercharge Y = 0. In this paper, we only concern the
CP-conservating case for the scalar sector. As a result, all parameters in scalar potential are
considered to be real parameters. Furthermore, the scalar potential follows the soft breaking
term of Zy symmetry, e.g. ®;, — —®; for i = 1,2. Under the above assumptions, the most
generalized gauge invariant formulation in accordance with the renormalizable condition for the



scalar potential is given by:
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The potential includes a scalar sector from THDM, a singlet complex Higgs part and the mixing
term of THDM with singlet complex scalar S. In the above scalar potential, the last term is
broken softly the U(1) symmetry.

For the electroweak spontaneous symmetry breaking, the scalar fields can be parameterized
as follows:
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By minimizing the potential, we find the following system equations:
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where the notation A;ji... = A\; +A; + Ay + - -+ has used. In this model, x becomes a stable dark
matter (DM) candidate. After the EWSB, the mass of x is given by:
2 ? o L oo 1y 1 2, 1 2

my = mg=—mg+ 5™Ms + 5)\31)8 + 5)\5@11)1 + 5)\5%1}2. (6)
In scenario of m7 = 0, it means there isn’t soft breaking term in this case. As a result, y
becomes a massless Nambu-Goldstone boson. For the case of mZ > 0, x has non-zero masss, x
is a pseudo-Nambu-Goldstone boson. In the scope of this paper, the role of x isn’t related to
the processes under concern. Therefore, we skip discussing y in the rest of this paper.

The charged scalars part can be collected in the form of

+ 1 - +
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The C'P-odd scalar sector is presented as the same form as follows:
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Physical mass terms can be obtained by diagonalying the above matrices. This can be done by
applying the following rotation matrices:
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where the rotation angle g is given by:

v
tg = —.

(10)
U1

We know that G* and G are being massless Nambu-Goldstone bosons giving the masses

for the weak gauge bosons W= and Z, respectively. The remaining physical states H* and A°

become charged Higgs and CP-odd Higgs. Their masses are then given by

v2 4 02 1

M12{+ = 11)11)2 2 [7’)732 — 5)\451}11}2 s (11)
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Mio = 1U1U2 2 (m%2 — )\5’01’1}2). (12)

As the same procedure, the C'P-even scalars py, p2, and ps3 can be first collected in the from

of
1 ) P1
Efnass = _5 (Pb P2, 03) Mp P21 - (13)
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Where the elements of the matrix Mi are shown as follows:
(M2 = Mof+ %m%% (M2)22 = Aov + %Mfz, (14)
1 P)
(Mi)s?, = )\Svgv (Mi)m = A3450102 — m%27 (15)
(M2)1s = Asa, U105, (M2)23 = Aga, U205 (16)

The matrix ./\/li can be diagonalized by applying the rotation matrix O as follows:
diag(Mp,, M7, M7,) = O"M20. (17)

As a result, the mass eigenstates H; are then related to the flavor bases p; for i = 1,2, 3 via the
rotation matrix O as

P1 H,
P3 Hj

Detail the form of O is given explicitly in Appendix A. Finally, we get the physical masses
CP-even Higgses. One of H; becomes the SM-like Higgs boson. In this paper, we note that h° is
the SM-like Higgs boson and H; for remaining CP-even Higges in the model under consideration
for the later computation.

We turn our attention to kinetic terms of the above Lagrangian. The terms are expressed as
follows:

Lign = (D"®)'D,®, + (D"®5)' D, ®,. (19)

Masses for the weak gauge bosons can be derived from expanding the kinetic terms. In detail,
mass terms can be collected in the form of
rv _922 2—,p+1922 2\ 7u
mass Z(Ul + U2)W W,u + 5%(1)1 + U2>Z Zﬂ‘ (2())

Here, we use cw = cosfw which is cosine of Weinberg’s angle. In this equation, we fix v =
VUi +v3 ~ 246 GeV at electroweak scale. The masses of W and Z bosons then read
_gv gvu

My = My = .
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Finally, we consider the Yukawa sector. In order to avoid Tree-level Flavor-Changing Neutral
Currents (FCNCs), four independent types of Yukawa couplings are listed as follows:

Type L: E%f’ = —yy, Lilig®s — ﬂ;jQiLd;R% - ﬂgQiLU;Réz + H.c. (22)

Type Il LY" = —yy, Lilin®, — 7 Qudip®1 — §I Qa2 + Hec. (23)

Type X: £§(X) = _yZiEiLgiR(I)l — gdijQiLd;Rq)Q — guijQiLu;R(i)g + H.c. (24)

(25)

Type Y: ,Cg(y) = —ygif/iL&-R(Ib - g;jQiLd;Rq)l — gfj@lLU;R(i)g + H.c. 25

Here &, = io?®3, lepton doublet L;, = (V,'L,&L)T for generation index ¢ = 1,2,3 and quark
doublet Q;1, = (uly,d);)". The mixing matrices g for down-quarks and ¢ for up-quarks can
be diagonalized by following rotation matrix (Uy),;;. In detail, we have
(Ud);‘rjgék(Ud)kl = Ya,0, (26)
UL U = Yuiba- (27)

The quarks basis u, and d; are related to their mass basis u; and d; through

d; = (Ud)ljd_]7 ul = (Uu)wuj (28>

1

The Cabibbo-Kobayashi-Maskawa matrix is then identified as
CKMy; = (U) ] (Ua)ss- (29)

Since we aren’t interested in neutrino physics in this work, we assume the lepton sector is the
same as in the SM. After the EWSB, the four types of Yukawa interactions can be written in
the form of

3
_ m _ m _
Lr 2 = 2 [mfff+zﬂfm7f Hif f + who=* A Finsf ). (30)
f:éj7dj,uj' =1
The couplings of H; and Ay to fermion pair are taken the form of
m . fm
9H:ff = —’finTf, Gaoff = —MQOTf%. (31)

The coefficients Iiin and mgo are are shown in detail in Table 1. Here we note h° is SM-like Higgs
bososn and H; for new heavy CP-even Higges in the corresponding models in the following Table.

r-factors Type 1 Type 11 Type X Type Y
fﬁg@ Ozz’/sﬁ Olz’/CB Oli/cﬁ O2i/sﬁ
/ﬁfjj Osi/ s O1i/cp O/ 53 O1i/cp
mzj O/ s O/ s Osi/s5 O/ s
ot 1/ts —tg —tg 1/ts

K o 1/ts —ts 1/ts —ts

K o —1/ts —1/ts —1/ts —1/ts

Table 1: The factors /@L and Iif;o are are listed for four types of STHDM. The elements of the rotation matrix

O;; are given explicitly in Appendices A, B. It is noted that k" is noted for the SM-like Higgs boson and H; are
for remaining CP-even Higgeses in the mentioned models.



Other couplings relating to the processes under consideration are listed in Table 2. In the
Table 2, a general form of the couplings are shown in the second column. In the third column,
we present the couplings in STHDM. While the couplings in THDM can be reduced from the
third column and are presented in the last column. For the vertices of scalar particle with vector
boson pair, we express the couplings in terms of x-factor of the SM’s couplings The couplings

for SM-like Higgs to vector boson pair in the SM are given ghOZZ = Cevi/lsv“;/, ghOWW = Mw

sw
Vertices HESM STHDM THDM
e T a0
AOZ# ¢ gaozho - (pho _pAO)u ——(—55012 + c5O0) - (pho - pAO)” - (pho - pAO)“
. 0 - i 0 - — 0
gz, - (p" —pT) ~ ——(cpOy; — Oyjs5) - (p' —p™ ) 82vi (" —p* )
02,2,  —iKpgz- Gy, 9" —i [05011 + 53091] - ghOZZ g iS50 Gryg - G"
—UKH,27 g8y, g —ilegOnj + s50y] - ghOZZ g iCoa g, "
OWIWF —iknoww - Groyw - 9" —ilcgOn + 5502 - ghoWW g i Sg—a Sroyrw - 9"
—1q LM g O, + 550 pv ; o SM v
LERHWW - Gpoww " 9 i[csO01j + 55021 - groww 9 LC8—a " Groww " 9

Table 2: All related couplings with V = +,Z and ¢ = h° H; to the processes under con51derat10n H; is

for remaining CP-even Higgses in the mentioned models. Here, we have the SM couplings as gh0 Y7 = ceMSVZV
w

g%oMWW = ewi . In THDM, one has H; = H and we have the appropriate couplings in the last column.

We note that we can derive the corresponding couplings for NTHDM by considering the
singlet scalar S being real scalar field. In order to arrive at the respective couplings in THDM,
we take the limits for the rotation matrix O in Appendix A as follows: ¢12 — ¢, and s93 = 513 = 0.

2.2. Triplet Higgs Models

We turn our attention to another type of the HESM which is triplet higgs model (THM),
a classification of the SM with adding a real Higgs triplet, denoted as A with hypercharge
YA =2 [48, 49, 50, 51, 52, 53, 54, 55, 56, 57, 58, 59, 61, 62, 63]. The most general form of the
scalar potential of THM with obeying the renormalizable condition and the gauge invariance is
taken the form of:

Ve (®,A) = —m2d'd + %((I)TCD)Q + MATr(ATA) + [u(@Tio? AT®) + H.c]

+A1(DTR)Tr(ATA) + A (TrATA)? + A3 Tr(ATA)? + N PTAATD.  (32)

Here, o2 is Pauli matrix. All Higgs self couplings \; (i = i,4) are considered as real parameters.
For the EWSB, two Higgs multiplets are parameterized as follows:

A = i( o ﬁW) and @:i( V20! ) (33)

V2 \va +na +ixa —0F V2 \Vs + Ne + iXa

where vacuum expectation values (VEV) the two neutral Higgs are corresponding to ve and va.
The electroweak scale is fixed at v = \/v2 + 203 ~ 246 GeV for agreement with the SM case. In
order to obtain the masses of physical scalar bosons, one rotates the flavor bases into the physics



states. The relations are shown as follows:
¢i . Cpt —Sp+ G:t
((5i o Sgi Cgi Hi ’ (34>
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where the rotation angles are given tg+ = ‘[”A , tgo = \/§t5:ﬁ: and the mixing angle o between
two neutral Higgs is taken into account. After the EWSB, charged Nambu-Goldstone bosons G+
and neutral Nambu-Goldstone bosons GV are eaten by charged gauge bosons W= and neutral
gauge boson Z, respectively. As a result, all gauge bosons gain their masses. The remaining
fields become the physical Higgs states. The Higgs spectrum of the THM includes pair of doubly
charged Higgs H**, two singly charged H*, a neutral CP-odd A° and two CP-even H and

h° being the SM-like Higgs boson. The masses of Higgses are expressed in terms of the Higgs
self-coupling parameters and u as follows:

and

V202 — Audva — 230

MEis = o , (37)
2 4+ 202) (2421 — A

Méi _ (v UA)Z[JLU\A/_N 4UA]7 (38)

A2 — Alvs +40R) (39)

M3 = %{Avq,s +c [fu (1+ 4U—Ata) +4vX (A2 +A3) — (M + M)S—ita)} } (40)

M = {)\%c + 52 [\/_,u (1—4 , )—|—4vi(()\1+)\4) v

Vpley VAly
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As same procedure, the Yukawa Lagrangian is expressed in terms of the mass eigenstates as
follows:

Lovaaws = Lbawa — Ly, C(i0?A)L; + H.c, (42)

where L] = (L., L,, L,) are three left-handed lepton doublets, y, is the 3 x 3 Yukawa coupling
matrix and C' is the charge conjugation operator. Expanding the Yukawa sector, one arrives the
couplings of A°ff and ¢ff for ¢ = hy, H. The corresponding couplings are shown in Table 3.
We also express the couplings in terms of x-factors in the Table 3 as

. mf mf
gaogr = —ZF&QOT%N 9efr = —FGZ;T- (43)
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Table 3: The couplings of A°ff and ¢ff are shown in this Table. We have used ¢ = hg, H in the THM.

Other couplings relating to the processes under consideration are shown in Table 4. In this
Table, the notations V = v, Z and ¢ = k", H are used.

Vertices HESM THM
0 —e 0
AOZM¢ gAoZpo - (pZ - pﬁ ) Sow (QSaCﬁO - Sﬁoca) ’ (pZ - pﬁ )
0 —1€e 0
gaozu - (Pl — pf} ) - (2cacg0 + Sp05a) - (P — Pﬁ )
¢z, 2" ~iknoz7 " Ghogz 9" —i(cgoca + 25a530) - Ghoy 5+ 9"
—iKH77 * Q;SL})V[ZZ gt —i(—Cpo8a + 2CaSpo) - ngL(I)v[ZZ g™
¢W5Wj —IKROWW ggé\dww g _i(cacﬁi + ﬁsasﬁi) 'Q;Szg/lww g™
—IKHWW Q;Sléwww - g"” —i(—SaCp= + ﬁcasﬁi) 'Q;Slg/[ww g™

Table 4: All related couplings with V = ~,Z and ¢ = h°, H to the processes under consideration. Again, the

couplings for SM-like Higgs vector boson pair in the SM are given gSOMZ 7= C‘%Iys"“/’v, gSUMWW = ei\ng.

3. One-loop formulas for decay of A° — €4V in HESM

In this section, the detailed evaluations for one-loop contributing the decay processes A° —
00V in the HESM frameworks are presented. At tree-level, one has two following topologies
contributing to the processes, as plotted in Fig. 1. When V' becomes external photon, we have
only the first topology relating to the decay channel. Noting that photon can attach to both
lepton and anti-lepton. Therefore, we have two Feynman diagrams accordingly in this case.
When V' becomes Z boson, we have two additional diagrams showing in the second topology in
Fig. 1. Here, ¢ can be the SM-like Higgs as well as other CP-even Higgeses in the HESM.
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Figure 1: Tree-level topologies contributing to the decay processes. In the plots, ¢ = h® for the SM-like Higgs
boson and ¢ = H; for remaining CP-even Higgses in the considered models.

Working in on-shell renormalization scheme, we have listed all topologies appear in the decay
channels within 't Hooft-Feynman (HF) gauge at one-loop level. In all the below topologies, the
first one-loop diagram in Fig. 2 (a) can be ignored, since there isn’t the tree-level couplings of CP-
odd Higgs to vector W, Z bosons. Within on-shell renormalization conditions, the counterterm
diagram Fig. 2 (b) is included all field strength renormalizablized constants for external lines, the
renormalizablized coupling constant for A°f f, the renormalizabled mixing angle of A°, Gy, etc.
However, this term is expressed in terms of tree-level amplitude and one-loop self-energies from
the renormalizabled constants. Thus, the contribution is proportional to y, X O(«) (y, = me/v
is the Yukawa coupling). As a result, this contribution is assumed to be small in comparison
with other ones and it can be omitted in the present paper, as same course of the works in
Ref. [17, 18, 19, 66]. The next diagrams in Fig. 2 (¢, d) as well as diagrams (e, f) in Fig. 3 also can
be ignored in our current calculation because their contributions are proportional to y, x O(«).
Mixing of A° with ¢ (as plotted in diagram (g)) and mixing of ¢ with V = Z (depicted in
diagram (h)) are vanished as shown in the appendices C, D. Self-energy diagrams in Fig. 4 (k,1)
give zero contributions to the decay processes (see appendix D for detail). Furthermore, mixing
of A° with V' = Z,~ will be canceled due to Slavnov-Taylor identity [31].
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Figure 2: One-loop diagrams contributing to the decay processes A? — £V in HESM within the HF gauge.
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Figure 3: One-loop diagrams contributing to the decay processes A? — £V in HESM within the HF gauge.

11



—_——_— - - = - — - == - =

(m) (n)

Figure 4: One-loop diagrams contributing to the decay processes A? — £V in HESM within the HF gauge.

Lastly, we list all Feynman diagrams contributing to the processes under consideration in
Fig. 5. They are considered to be dominant contributions to the processes. In the first topology
(0), CP-odd Higgs only couple to fermions, we hence have fermion loop in this case. The dominant
contributions are from top, bottom quarks and tau lepton exchanging in the loop. The diagram
(p), one takes into account W, Z propagating in the loop. Finally, we have box diagram (¢) with
Z boson exchanging in the loop contributing to the processes.

e e — —

Figure 5: One-loop diagrams contributing to the decay processes A° — £¢V in HESM within the HF gauge. They
are considered to be dominant contributions to the processes.
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The total amplitude for the decay A°(p) — €(q1)€(g2)V,(g3) is expressed as the sum of each
group G; for i = 1,2, 3 listed in the following paragraphs
Aol = AAO—MZV + AAO—MZV' (44)

Tree 1-loop

The related kinematic variables for the processes are included as follows:
pPP=Mi, qi=q=mj ¢ =DM qp=(¢+a) for jk=1,23. (45)
The above kinematic variables follow the relation:
Q2 + Q13 + qoz = Mo + MY+ 2m) = M3 + M7 (46)

First, tree-level amplitude for the decay processes A° — £V can be expressed as follows:

0
7 150 my
AAO—wev _ A . . 2 _ 2( ~ - ) . ef
tree (qlg—mg)(qgg—mf) y u(q) (Q13 mz) Qv — Vv s ) P € (q3)

+ [awi (Q23 - Q13) T Uy (Q13 + qo3 — 2771?)75}?#*(613) }77(%)

. 2m _ .
+ Y Zﬁ?\ﬁ goa0v {U(Ch)[’UWZJF%M%]U(%)}P‘5 (a3)- (47)
¢:h07Hj ¢

For CP-even Higgs boson ¢ = h°, H;, the axial-vector components a, ;= 0 for the CP-conserving
case. In the above formulas, when V or V7 being Z-boson, one has Mz = M2, 'y, = 'z and
the involved couplings are replaced by

€ e
vz =5, sy = 25 Qf),  ayp7= —lar (48)

In the case of V or V; being photon, one has MZ = 0, I'y, = 0 and the corresponding couplings
read as

/U’*/ffT = le, a/,\/ff:O (49)

We next consider one-loop amplitude which can be evaluated from Fig. 5. These diagrams are
divided into three following groups in Figs. 6, 7, 8. In detail, one-loop amplitude is calculated
as follows:

3
Attoop = Y AL, (50)
=1

Where V' can be external photon v and Z boson. Each one-loop amplitude can be derived in the
following paragraphs. It is noted that V being ~, we have only one diagram in Fig. 6 attributing
to the amplitude. When V' become external Z boson, we take into account two more topologies
in Figs. 7, 8 contributing to the amplitude.

We first arrive at group G (as depicted in Fig. 6) in which one-loop Feynman triangle
diagrams with V{-pole. We denote that V* can be «*, Z* in this calculation. Since, there is no
the coupling of CP-odd Higgs with vector boson at tree-level. We have only fermion loop in this
case.
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Figure 6: Group 1—One-loop Feynman diagrams V{;'-poles contributing to the processes. We denote that V" can
be v*, Z* in this calculation.

Considering all fermions f exchanging in loop, one-loop amplitude reads as follows:

rY) . (Epwpo P45 - € (q3)
AV = u ['v*——a*- )“}T) =t 2 : - 1
G Z Z (@) |(Vvge = @vgeis )7 | 0(@2) (@2 — M) +iMy, Ty, oy

Vi=r2* f

In this formulas, €,,,, anti-symmetry tensor Levi-civita is taken into account. While one-loop
form factor Fg;)f is written in terms of scalar one-loop integrals in the form of

C 2
V) _ o Ny mj My

— 52
arl 22 (Mo — 2M30 (M + qi2) + (MP — q12)?] v "

X {2 vy Gfo‘[((Ju — Mo — M) Bo(My, m, m3)
+(My, — M3 — qi2) Bo(qi2, m3,m3) + 2M30 Bo(M30, m7, m%)]

2
+ [UVO*ff_vaf_<2Mio (M‘% + q12) — (M‘% — q12) — Mjo)
tay:rr avff<Mio - (M‘% - Q12)2)] C’O(M‘%, q12, Mf‘o, mfc, mfc, m?)}

We next consider one-loop amplitudes with ¢-poles including the W* bosons and Z boson
exchanging in the loop (seen Fig. 7). In this case, we note ¢ for h° or new heavy CP-even Higges
H; in the considered models. Evaluating the processes in THDM and THM, we have H; = H.
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Figure 7: Group 2— One-loop Feynman diagrams with ¢-poles including the W= bosons and Z boson exchanging
in the loop.

The amplitude is decomposed in form of

Ay = X futata)] < [ 3R] < 2 (53)

_ AN
¢=hO,H; P=W/Z 12 Md))
One-loop form factors are expressed as follows
\% (e} my
Fc(zz,)w = 3 " 9pA0V - Jeww X (54)

2w 5124/ qi12 — 4m;

X

BO(m?a 07 MI%V) - BO(q12a M{%V? MI%V) + (M{%V - mz)c()(mz7 q12, mza Oa M{%V’ M{%V)] )

(V) 7 my

= s ooy - ez X 55
27T2Q12—4m3 AV ¢ ( )

Go,Z
X{ [(azez)z + (’Uzez)z] [Bo(mz, mi, M%) — Bo(q12, M%, M%)]

+ [(azeZ)Z(Mg + qr2 — 6my) + (vz00)* (M7 — qua + 27"1%)] Co(mf, q12,mi, mj, M3, M%)}

Finally, we concern the group Gj (as Fig. 8), taking all one-loop Feynman box diagrams
which have ¢ = h°, H; with H; being new heavy CP-even Higges in the mentioned models and
V = Z boson propagating in the loop.
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Figure 8: Group 3— One-loop box diagrams with exchanging Z boson and ¢ in the loop.

The corresponding one-loop amplitude can be written in the form of

A‘c/zg = Z U(Ql){(azzz)Q + (vz0)® — 225V 70 ’75} X (56)

¢:h07Hj

><{F(%3 x ¢*(gq Z F,EG3 [ - € (g3)] X;{/ﬁ} (g2)-

k=1,2

The one-loop form factors are expressed in terms of scalar one-loop functions as follows:

V) 19407 " Gozv
Ko, = ————=—

1672 {Oo(mz,M\Q/yql?nm?aM%an%) (57)

+M% DO(mz7q12aM\2/7q137m?7M1%07m?aMgaM§7M£)
+2 [(hs - Mf;c] Dl(m?,qu, M\2/'7QI37m?7MiovmgvM§7 M;Mj)
+QI2 DQ(m?aQHaM\Q/aQI&mga MioamgvM§7M§7 Mq%)

+ [q13 + MiO] DS(m?a q12, M‘Q/a q13, mg7 Mioa mi M%? M%a Mq%)}

—{q13 <> qo3} — terms,

L gpaoz * g
Fl(,‘é)g = %DQ(m§7QI27MIQ/Jq137m§7MioamiaMgngaM(g)J (58)
\4
F2(,G)3 = _Fl(,Gg {‘hs A Q23}- (59)

After collecting the one-loop form factors, we check numerically for the calculation by verifying
all factors are ultraviolet (UV) and infrared (IR) finiteness. One finds the results are good
stability. In this paper, we skip showing numerical results of the test. Since the information is
not important for our discussion (see our previous works for example of the numerical test [17, 19,
66]). Having all correctness one-loop amplitudes, the decay rates are then evaluated as follows:

1 Gz qi13
=T [ due [ das 3 | Al (60)
qll‘féln qi‘éln pOl
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Where the total amplitude is expressed as follows:
Z }~/4Total‘2 - Z }~/4Tree}2 + 2 Z Re{A’}I‘CO'ALOOP} + Z }ALOOP‘? (61)
pol. pol. pol. pol.

The limitations of integration are expressed for the general vector boson V in final state as
follows:

" = 4my, (62)
g = (Mg — My)?, (63)
max(min M2 + M2 + 2m2 — ({12 1 4m2
R + ( - qT;) [(Mgo + M — qi2)? — 4M3 M|

(64)

We comment that the last term in Eq. (61) belong to order of two-loop corrections. However,
as we show in later since the interference between tree and one-loop amplitude to be very small
contributions. This behavior also holds for the interference between tree and two-loop amplitude.
With light fermions in final states in scalar particle decays, the loop amplitude is dominant
contributions as many previous works [18, 17, 19, 66]. Therefore, we also take the last term in
Eq. (61) into account for our analysis.

4. Phenomenological results

In the phenomenological results, we focus on two typical HESMs in this paper such as THDM
and THM as examples. For numerical results in this work, we apply the input parameters as
follows. For the masses of gauge bosons and their decay widths, one takes My = 91.1876 GeV,
'z =2.4952 GeV, My, = 80.379 GeV, I'y = 2.085 GeV. The mass of the SM-like Higgs boson
and its total decay width are Mo = 125.1 GeV, I'o = 4.07-1072 GeV. For fermion sector, we use
the input parameters as m, = 0.00052 GeV, m,, = 0.10566 GeV and m, = 1.77686 GeV. In the
quark sector, their masses are taken as m, = 0.00216 GeV, my = 0.0048 GeV, m, = 1.27 GeV,
ms = 0.93 GeV, m; = 173.0 GeV, and m; = 4.18 GeV. The G ,-scheme is taken into account
for the following numerical investigations. In this scheme, the Fermi constant is treated as an
input parameter with the value G, = 1.16638 - 107° GeV~2. The electroweak constant is then
obtained subsequently:

a=2/nG, M2 (1 — M /M2) = 1/132.184. (65)

We note that the other input parameters for generating the decay rate and its distributions are
scanned appropriately in the parameter space corresponding to the models under consideration.

J.1. THDM

We first arrive at the phenomenological analysis for THDM. In detail, we are going to examine
the decay rates of CP-odd Higgs decay into £/V with V being photon and Z boson. Besides that,
we also interested in the differential decay widths with respect to the invariant mass of lepton
pair. Before studying the detailed physical results, we first review briefly the current parameter
space for THDM, e.g. the theoretical and experimental constraints on physical parameter space
for THDM. It is well-known that theoretical constraints reply on tree-level unitarity of the theory,
vacuum stability conditions for the scalar Higgs potential as well as the requirements of pertur-
bative regime. These subjects have examined in Refs. [40, 41, 42, 43, 45]. Following the above
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constraints, the theoretical bounds on the parameters \; for ¢ = 1,2,---,5 and mq1, Mg, Moo
have given in the above references. In the aspect of the experimental limitations, the electroweak
precision tests (EWPT) for THDM have implicated at LEP [46, 47]. Furthermore, from the direct
and indirect searching for the masses of scalar particles in THDM have performed at the LEP,
the Tevaron and the LHC as summarized in [44]. In addition, implicating for one-loop induced
decays of h — ~y and h — Z~ in THDM have performed in Refs. [20, 21] and the references
therein. Combining all the above constraints, we can take logically the parameter space for our
analysis in THDM as follows. We select 126 GeV < My < 1000 GeV, 60 GeV < Mo < 1000
GeV and 80 GeV < Mpy+ < 1000 GeV in the type I and type X of THDM. For the Type-II
and Y, we can scan consistently the physical parameters as follows: 500 GeV < Mgz < 1000
GeV, 500 GeV < M40 < 1000 GeV and 580 GeV < Mpy+ < 1500 GeV. In both types, one takes
2 <tz <20, 095 < sg_, <1 for the alignment limit of the SM (we take sg_, = 0.995 for all
below physical results) and m2, = M%sgcs. Furthermore, the constraints on tg, Mg+ from flavor
experimental data have also performed for the THDM with the softly broken Z; symmetry in
Ref. [65]. In Ref. [65], the small values of ¢4 are favoured in explaining the flavor experimental
data. To complete our discussions, we are also interested in considering the small values of t
(scan it reasonably over the region of 2 <t < 10 for examples) in our work. In our analysis, the
decay widths of SM-like Higgs is taken from experimental value. While the total decay width of
CP-even Higgs H is calculated at LO as in [14] (see Appendix B for more detail). We are going
to present the phenomenological results for all decay processes A° — £0~,¢¢Z in THDM in the
following subsections. We emphasize that we only study phenomenological results for THDM
with types I, II because there are same Yukawa couplings in types I and X as well as types II
and Y.

4.1.1. Decay processes A° — (0

First, the physical results for decay channels A° — ¢/ in THDM are presented. The effects
of one-loop contributing to the decay rates are examined. The total decay widths as a function
of Mo at tg = 5,10 are shown in Fig. 15. In the plots, we change 150 GeV < M40 < 600 GeV.
In the left panel figures, the physical results for the THDM with type I are shown at tg = 5
(in the above figure) and tg = 10 (in the below figure), respectively. While the similar data
for the THDM with type II is plotted in the right panel figures. In the plots, the black-dotted
points are for total decay rates and the red-squared points show for tree-level decay widths.
While the triangle points with green color present for one-loop the decay widths and the blue-
squared points are the decay rates calculated from the interference between tree and one-loop
amplitudes. It is interested to observe that the one-loop decay widths are dominant in this case.
In general, the decay rates are proportional to M40 and 1/t5. In all scatter plots, the small
figures in the corner of each plot show for the decay widths computing from the absolute value
of the interference between tree and one-loop amplitudes. It is indicated that these terms give
a very small contributions in comparison with other ones. As a result,the contributions can be
omitted as we discussed in previous section. From the data, the one-loop effects on the decay
rates are significance attributions and they should be taken into account for physical analysis.
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Figure 9: Total decay rates for A — £f~ in the THDM with types I and II are presented. In the left panel, we
show the decay rates at tg = 5 (the above figure) and at 10 (the below figure) for the THDM with type I. We
present the decay rates at tg3 = 5,10 for the THDM with type II in the right panel, as same convention. In the
plots, we vary 150 GeV < M 40 < 1000 GeV.

Differential decay rates with respect to myg, for A — (0~ as function of tg in the THDM
with types I and II are shown in Fig. 10 for type I (on the left panel) and for type II (on the
right panel). In the plots, we set My, = 200 GeV for all the above figures and M,, = 500 GeV
for all the below figures, respectively. In the plots, we vary 2 <tz < 10. Overall, we find that
the decay decay rates are decreased with my. There are two peaks observing in the differential
decay widths which are corresponding to v*-peak and Z*-peak. The decay rates develop to the
peaks and are decrease rapidly with my, beyond the peaks. Moreover, expression for one-loop
form factors in Eq. (52) indicates that the form factors are largest at g1 = mj, — M3 . In fact,
the one-loop factors in Eq. (52) are taken the form of

EY .~ ! = ! . (66)
ol (Mo = 2M3(ME + qu2) + (M} — q12)?]lmz=0  [112 — M3J?

A0
Subsequently, one finds the peak of decay rates at my — Mj,,. The data is also shown that
the decay rates are inversely proportional to tg. At tree-level amplitude in THDM with type II,
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we find that the couplings of A° to lepton pair are proportional to tg as in Table 1. At high
mass region of M 4o, the decay rates of tree level amplitude are more significance contributions,
as indicated in previous data. It explains for the reason that decay rates are proportional to ¢z
in high mass regions of M40 in THDM with type II.
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Figure 10: Differential decay rates with respect to my for A — €0y as function of t5 in the THDM with types I
and II. In the left panel, we show the decay rates at M4, = 200 (above figure) and at 500 GeV (below figure) for
the THDM with type I. We present the decay rates at M4, = 200,500 GeV for the THDM with type II in the
right panel, as same convention. In the plots, we vary 2 < tg < 10.

4.1.2. Decay processes A® — 007

We turn our attention to the decay processes A° — ¢¢Z. In Fig. 11, we present the total
decay rates of A — (0Z as functions of My, at tg = 5,10 for both types I and II of THDM.
The data points are presented in these plots following the same previous notations. In all plots,
we set 300 GeV < My < 1000 GeV. We show the results for type I of THDM on the left
panel of the figures at t3 = 5 (the above plot) and t3 = 10 (the below plot). The same data
for type II of THDM is shown in the right panel. In all plots, the small figures in the right
corner of each figure, we plot the decay rates of the interference between tree amplitude and
one-loop amplitude. Again, there contributions are much smaller than other contributions and
can be ignored in this calculation. To avoid the numerical instability of the results which are
from the narrow peak of SM-like Higgs boson, one applies a cut on g2 > ¢i3" = (M7 +1) GeV?.
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Generally, one find that the decay rates are proportional to My,. Difference from the channels
A% — 00, in processes A° — €07, we don’t find that the decay rates depend certainly on t4 in
type I and are proportional to ¢5 in type II. We observe that one-loop contributing for the decay
rates are significance and they should be taken into account for physical analysis.
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Figure 11: Total decay rates for A° — ¢/Z in the THDM with types I and II are shown in the plots. In the left
panel, we show the decay rates at tg = 5 (above figure) and at 10 (below figure) for the THDM with type I. We
present the decay rates at 3 = 5,10 for the THDM with type II in the right panel as same notation. In the
plots, we vary 300 GeV < M40 < 1000 GeV and take My = 500 GeV. To avoid the numerical instability of the
results, one applies a cut on g1 > ¢¥4" = (M,%O +1) GeV2.

We also interested in the differential decay rates with respect to my, as shown in Fig. 12. In
the processes A° — £0Z we have two more one-loop topologies (Figs. 7, 8) contributing to the
channels. In the left panel figures, the results for THDM with type I are shown at My, = 300
GeV (in above figure) and at My, = 800 GeV (in below figure). The corresponding results for
THDM with type II are presented in right panel plots. In general, we observe the same behave
of the decay rates in the case of A — ¢0~, or the decay rates are generally decreased with
mye. However, beyond the peaks of v*-peak and Z*-peak we have two more peaks which are
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corresponding to h° and H in this case. In the case of M4, = 300 GeV, there aren’t peaks of
My since we set My = 500 GeV in the numerical analysis. At My, = 800 GeV, we observe very
small peak at my = 500 GeV in type I because the contribution from H-pole is smaller than
other ones. In the case of type II, the attribution from H-pole is enhanced by t5. As a result, this
contribution is significance in this case. Subsequently, we have a visible peak of my = Mgz = 500
GeV.

At high mass region of M 4o, the decay rates of tree level amplitude are more significance
contributions which are proportional to ¢g in type II. At M40 = 800 GeV, one finds that decay
rates are proportional to t5 in high mass regions for my >~ 450 GeV in THDM with type II.
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Figure 12: Differential decay rates with respect to my for A° — ¢£Z as function of t5 in the THDM with types
I and IT are shown in the plots. In the left panel, we show the decay rates at M4, = 300 (above figure) and at
800 GeV (below figure) for the THDM with type I. We present the decay rates at M4, = 300,800 GeV for the
THDM with type II in the right panel, as same convention. In the plots, we vary 2 < tg < 10 and set My = 500
GeV.

4.2. THM

We next consider the phenomenological results for the THM in this paper. The constraints
on the physical parameters in the THM by including the theoretical constraints as well as ex-
perimental data are first reviewed and the subjects have studied in Refs. [48, 49, 50, 51, 52, 53,
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54, 55, 56, 57, 58, 59, 61, 62, 63]. Combining all of the current constraints, we take the param-
eters for the THM logically as follows: ¢, = 0.995 for the alignment limit of the SM, varying

2 <tg+ < 10 and setting My = 500 GeV. The decay widths of CP-even Higgs H is calculated
)

as in Eq. (84) with following coefficient couplings as r}; = co, kY = Co Cg+ + V254 S5+
4.2.1. Decay processes AY — (0

Total decay rates for A® — (0~ are shown as functions of My, in Fig. 13. In the left (and
right) figure, the results for 3= = 5 (and tg+ = 10) are plotted, respectively. In these plots,
the red-dotted points present for tree decay rates and the blacked-dotted points are for the total
decay rates. While the green-dotted points show for the decay rates from one-loop amplitude.
The small figures in the corner of the corresponding plots are the absolute value of decay rates
evaluating from the interference tree and one-loop amplitudes. The results of the interference
tree and one-loop amplitudes can be omitted in this case. In general, the total decay rates are
proportional to M 4o and are sightly proportional to ¢g+.
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Figure 13: Total decay rates for A’ — £/~ in the THM. In the left panel, we show the decay rates at t3 = 5. We
present the decay rates at tg = 10 in the right panel. In the plots, we vary 150 GeV < M40 < 1000 GeV.

We next concern the differential decay widths with respect to myg, for channels A° — (0
in the THM. In the left figure, we show the results for M, = 300 GeV. While the results for
M4, = 800 GeV are plotted in the right figure. In all cases, we vary 2 < g+ < 10. In general, we
find that the decay rates are decreased with my, and proportional to t3+. We observe two peaks
of decay rates which are from y*-pole and Z*-pole. The last peak of decay rates at my = My,
because one-loop form factors in Eq. (52) are dominant when g1 = mj, — M3 .
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Figure 14: Differential decay rates with respect to my, for A° — é@y as function of tg+ in the THM. In the left
panel, we show the decay rates at M4, = 300 GeV. We present the decay rates at M4, = 800 GeV for the THM
in the right panel. In the plots, we vary 2 < tg < 10.

4.2.2. Decay processes A® — 007

Total decay rates for the processes A° — ¢£Z in THM are presented. In the left panel, we
show the decay rates at {3+ = 5. We present the decay rates at tg+ = 10 in the right panel.
In these plots, we vary 150 GeV < M4 < 1000 GeV. To avoid the numerical instability of
the results which are from the narrow peak of the SM-like Higgs boson, one applies a cut on
Qo > ¢ = (]\/[,%O + 1) GeV2. In all plots, we use the same notations as previous cases. Two
small figures in the corner of these plots are shown for decay rates of the interference between
tree and one-loop amplitudes. The results indicate that these contributions are very small in
comparison with other attributions and they can be ignored in this computation. In general, the
total decay rates are proportional to M40 and sightly proportional to ?s=.
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Figure 15: Total decay rates for A’ — ¢¢Z in the THM. In the left panel, we show the decay rates at g+ = 5.
We present the decay rates at tg+ = 10 in the right panel. In the plots, we vary 300 GeV < M40 < 1000 GeV.

To avoid the numerical instability of the results, one applies a cut on g1 > i3 = (M72 +1) GeVZ.
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Differential decay rates with respect to my, are presented in Fig. 16. In the left panel, we
show the decay rates at My, = 300 GeV. We present the decay rates at My, = 800 GeV for
the THM in the right panel. In the plots, we vary 2 < ¢g+ < 10. In general, we find that the
decay rates are decreased with my, and proportional to ¢z+. One find two peaks corresponding
to v*-peak and Z*-peak in these plots. Furthermore, we also observe a narrow peak of h°. The
peak from H give small contribution and it is invisible in these plots. As same previous cases,
the decay rates develop to the peaks and decrease rapidly beyond the peaks.

dar
dmyy

10 10

10~9 [

=11
107 2
10-12 L

-13

i i i
0 50 100 150 20 ) 0 100 200 300 40 500 600 70

My My

Figure 16: Differential decay rates with respect to my, for A° — €07 as function of tg+ in the THM. In the left
panel, we show the decay rates at M4, = 300 GeV. We present the decay rates at M4, = 800 GeV for the THM
in the right panel. In the plots, we vary 2 <+ < 10.

5. Conclusions

In this work, we have presented a general one-loop formulas for the decay of CP-odd Higgs
A® — 00V with V = v, Z within Higgs Extension Standard Models, including two higgs doublet
model with a complex scalar, two higgs doublet model as well as triplet higgs model. Analytic
results are expressed in terms of PV-functions following the standard notations of LoopTools.
As a result, physical results can be generated numerically by using the package. In phenomeno-
logical results, we have studied the decay rates of CP-odd Higgs and the differential decay widths
with respect to the invariant mass of lepton pair for all decay channel A° — ¢¢v, ¢¢Z in THDM
and THM. One finds that one-loop contributing to the decay rates and the differential decay
rates are significance contributions and they should be taken into account at future colliders.
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Appendix A: The effective Lagrangian for STHDM

In this Appendix, we derive effective Lagrangian containing all the related couplings to the
processes under consideration in STHDM. From the kinetic terms, we have

Lr = (Duq)l)T(Du(I)l) + (Duq)2)T(Duq>2) (67)
QSWCW (CﬁOQj - (’)1]-55)(AOZH8“H]- - HjZH8“A0>
+ ¢ (—85012 + 05022)(A0ZM8“h0 — hOZ,ﬁ“AO)
QSWCW

1 é? M,
s Oy + 5505)) 29 2, H; + = WW [csO1j + 5509 | Wi WTHH;

[05012 + SBOQQ]ZMZuhO + crw [05012 + SBOQQ]WjW:F’MhO. (68)

2W
1 e?
2 s¥c Sw

v
2
Cw

Where the rotation matrix of mixing all neutral CP-even Higgses is shown as below:

C13C12 —(023812 + 523513012) 523512 — €23513C12
O = C13512 C23C12 — 523513512 —(523012 + 023513812) . (69)
513 523C13 C23C13

The generalized Yukawa Lagrangian of STHDM is presented as follows:

—Ly =

Q L’U_(I) dR — LL—(I)klR -+ H.c (70)

J

The four Yukawa Lagrangian types as follows

e Type I:
—,CY = _QL,U—2(I)2UR_QL_(I>2dR_ LU_2(I>2ZR+HC (71)
IMuCB o T UMAC o5 i UG om
D A’u — Ad ysd' — ——=— A "5l
U\/_SB U\/_Sg 'U\/ng
OHuu— OHd’d’ OHll’
’U\/iSﬁ 2 ’U\/iSﬁ & ’U\/iS’g 2
Ogphii'u' — —=—Oqohd'd" — Oahl'l". 72
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Appendix B: The effective Lagrangian for THM

We next derive the couplings relating to the processes under consideration in the THM. From
the kinematic terms, one has

Lk = (D,®)(D'®)+ Tr[(D,A) (D"A)] (79)
A2sacon =~ 50¢a) 7 gogupo — gm0, A%) + A2 T I050) (7 goqupy gy, a0)
Sow Sow
21) U€2
+—(0500a + 284850 h° 21 Z,, + ——(—cpoSa + 2ca8p0) HZV Z,
Sy S
My M
+€S (ot + V250850 )WOWEWF# 4 W (g 0 4 VBeose )  HWEWFE, (80)
w Sw

The Yukawa Lagrangian for THM can be expanded as follows:

Ly = LM — LTy, C(ic*A)L; + H.c, (81)
s Y, Sg0Y, Sg0Yy,
D) 5;5 (ZLAOZR - ZRAOZL) +1 B\;_d (dLAOdR - dRAOdL) — 1 5;5 (ULAOUR - T_LRAOUL)
CaY SaY
ff (foh fr+ frbfL) + ff (fLH fr+ frH fr) (82)
Y, pY, _ _
S Ll T Yd qog nsd — i 2222 A0y — 2 Yy po f+ Sa¥y gy ff. (83)

V2 xf \/5 V2 V2

We can collect all couplings of CP-even and CP-odd Higgs to fermion pair from the above
Lagrangian.
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The total decay width of CP-even Higgs H is calculated at LO as in [14]

3/2
NE My ¢ fmy\? Ami
by o~ 3= (sht) (-5 (84)
f H
M3 2M2\ AMZ  12ME AM?2
© Y e () (e ) e
veZw 64m ¢y My, v My, My, Mz,

Where ¢ = 1(2) for W(Z) respectively. The coefficient couplings s}, ~ ¢s_a, kY = ¢3_a for
THDM and /i}; = Cay Ky = Cq cpx + V254 sg+ for THM, respectively.

Appendix C: Mixing of A° with ¢ and A° with V*

In this Appendix, we consider one-loop mixing of A with ¢ and the mixing of A° with V.
As we mention in section 3, mixing of Ay with vector bosons V7" will be vanished due to the
Slavnov-Taylor identity [31].

All one-loop diagrams of the mixing of A° with ¢ are shown in Fig. 17 in which all fermions,
W boson, Goldstone boson and charged Higgs are exchanged in the loop.

AO

—_ —_ 5 — —

W2 /G2

Figure 17: Group 4 One-loop self-energy Feynman diagrams mixing of A° with ¢ are plotted. All fermions, W
boson, Goldstone boson and charged Higgs are exchanged in the loop.

The one-loop amplitude for the mixing of Ay with ¢ is decomposed as follows:

A0 A© %
[FG4,(§‘ + FG4,(?W,---,Hi)] ) ¢ (%)

A =Y ulan) [ovgar — ey pla) ——— o - (85)
¢=h0,H (MAo - M¢) [(%2 - MVO) + ZMVOFVO}
One-loop form factors Féjq} are expressed as follows:
N¢ m?
A0 SN
FoG = —i—a geviv {(”AOff Vors = @aogfl @gpr) Ao (my)
+ [aAoff @ypi Mio — 000570457 (Mio — 4m?)| Bo(M3o, m7, m?)} (86)
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All related couplings in THDM is given by

e Cop e Sa

v = = —
hesT 2sw My s5

QSwMW %j

We verify easily that the form factor Féj? becomes zero because we have v 40,5 = 0 for CP-odd
Higgs boson A°.

We mention the second term of G4 involving all Feynman self-energy diagrams contributing
to the mixing A° with ¢ with considering all veoctor bosons, Goldstone bosons, charged scalar
EL¢

particles in the loop. One-loop form factor Fg (W HT) is expressed in terms of scalar scalar

one-loop functions as follows:

0 oV v
Fg47((bw7...7Hi) = 1 16;2 {(QAOHW+ gor+w— + gaomrw- goa-w+) X (88)

x| Ao(M) = 240(My) + (M — 2M30 — 20 +) Bo(Mio, M, M)
—(ga0m-G+ 9sr+G- + gaon+c- Gor-c+ ) Bo(Me, M+, Mvzv)}

We note that one-loop form factors Fgf((bw ) tend zero by replacing the corresponding cou-
plings in THDM:

e

JAOH-W+ = JAH+tW- = Gy (89)
Sw
e
ghoH+W- = TYhOH-Ww+ = —2—Cﬁ—a7 (90)
Sw
e
gHH+W- = —YHH-W+ = Q—SB—om (91)
Sw
e
gaog-g+ = —gJaogtg- = m(Mio - M?{i>, (92)
e
Jnog+G- = JgpoHg-Gg+ = m (MF%O — Méi>65_a, (93)
e
9HH+G- = YHH-Gt = —m <M12{ - Mz%[i)sﬁ—a- (94)

Appendix D: Mixing of V' with ¢

We next consider the mixing of V' with ¢. All self-energy diagrams contributing to the mixing
of V with ¢ are shown in Fig. 18.
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Figure 18: Group 5 One-loop Feynman diagrams for the mixing of V' with ¢.

Self-energy Feynman diagrams for one-loop CP-even Higgs boson ¢ mixing with external
vector boson V', the amplitude is decomposed as follows:

[ 2 Fg;?/wi/Hi}(P'E*(%))

_ f/W=E/H=
AL, = Y ) (s ) ola) x —— —— - (95)
¢=hO H; Vo=~,Z (MV — M¢) [(qlg — MVo) + ’LMVOFVO}
One-loop form factors are expressed as follows
- ATC 2
v —i Ny (mg my)
c(;;,,f) = s 9pa0vy X (96)
X [(%ff ay g7 = Vor Oy g7) Bo(My, my, mp) = 2047 vy ¢y Bu(My, mp, mi) |,
—im
Fc(?‘;gi = i = [9pa0v * Gpm=m= * gva+n][Bo + 2B (ME, M3e, M3 ), (97)
L (9o i + Gguras Qs ) Br(M2, M2, ME) (98)
Gs, Wt A2 9oAVy Y Gpu—a— Gvu—a— T Jputat Gvutat)D1 Vo Hwy My

+gsw-c+ gvwro- + Gow+c- gvw-a+|[Bo — Bi) (M7, My, My,)
+9sctar gvatar + 3 gewrwr gywews)[Bo + 2B1)(Mg, My, Mgv)}

Noting that the form factor Fgg? are simplified by applying a,;7 = 0. The result reads

; C 2
v, i(Ny my m#)
C(;57<Z;) = - 5 gquOV . 'U¢ff . ’UVO*fJ? . [BO + 2B1](Q12, m?:, m?:) (99)

T

The form factors become zero by using PV-functions reduction for B; as follows

m3 —m? — k?
2k?

mi —mj

By(kK*,m3, m2) = Bo(k*,m3, m3) + T Bo(0,m3,m3). (100)
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For the form factor F, (V:) applying the following relations for the couplings as

o, Wt
€MW
Joww = —Ss_a(—Cs-a) ) (101)
Sw
M s ales ) =~ (102
= ——M;sg_alCs—a) = —575 ;
96 GEGF My s 6 SB 8 2M€V Joww
e 1
= +——53 4(C4_0) = F—— , 103
Jo WG 250 (cs-a) Fonr, Jew=ws (103)
eM 1
Jputar = Y spa(Coa) = 5 Gowews (104)
2SW 2
The factors F, v, Wi become
—1 my 1
F((;Z(&)/:l: = A2 geAov 9¢WiW¥{§[gVo*uw‘r + gVO*u+ﬂ+]Bl(q127 Mvzw Mvzv)
1 2 2
+m(gv0*w+c;* - gVO*W*GJF)[BO — Bil(q12, Myy, MW)}>

These will be vanished once V| being Z-boson, the remaining couplings read

Grurar = e, (105)
Sw
s

GpwreF = eMy . (106)
cw

In the case of V' being photon, the related couplings are

Gvputat = +e, (107)
gvywres = —eMy. (108)

We also verify that the factors F, v ¢) = 0 for both Vi = ~*, Z*.

Similarly, the form factor F ((;2 f}i is also eliminated by the relation in Eq. (100).
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