arXiv:2402.00392v2 [hep-ph] 14 Jul 2024

OU-HET-1228

Enhancement of the Higgs decay into a 7’ pair in models with U(1)x gauge symmetry
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We discuss the Higgs phenomenology in models with a new U(1)x gauge symmetry including the
U(1)p—r scenario, where three right-handed neutrinos are inevitably introduced due to the gauge
anomaly cancellations. We find that the decay branching ratio of the discovered Higgs boson into a
pair of new massive gauge bosons (Z’) can significantly be enhanced in the Dirac neutrino case as
compared with the Majorana case for a fixed value of the new gauge coupling and the mass of Z’
under constraints from current experimental data. Because of such an enhancement, the Dirac case
can indirectly be discriminated from the Majorana case via the Higgs decay.

Introduction.— The origin of neutrino masses has long
been a mystery in particle physics. Because neutrinos are
electrically neutral, they can possess either Dirac mass or
Majorana mass. The question is then ” Are neutrinos Ma-
jorana or Dirac particles?”, in which the former (latter)
has (no) Majorana masses with (without) lepton num-
ber violation. It is quite important to determine such
a neutrino nature, because we can significantly narrow
down possible new physics scenarios beyond the Stan-
dard Model (SM).

One of the simplest ways to introduce the Dirac and/or
Majorana masses is to add Right-Handed Neutrinos
(RHNs) into the SM, where the latter for active neu-
trinos is generated via the seesaw mechanism [1-5]. For
the Dirac neutrino case, Majorana masses are forbidden
by imposing the lepton number symmetry, in which a low
energy effective field theory is different from the SM, be-
cause of the existence of right-handed components of the
active neutrino. Currently, the Dirac neutrino case has
not been excluded by experiments, so that this possibility
should also be taken into account as well as the Majo-
rana case. Although RHNs can be introduced just “by
hand”, it has been known that an introduction of a new
U(1) gauge symmetry makes it mandatory due to the
gauge anomaly cancellation. We thus focus on a scenario
with a U(1)x symmetry [0, 7], a general version of such a
class of new physics including the famous U(1)p_y, sce-
nario [8-10], to naturally accommodate the RHNs. So
far, models with U(1)x have been discussed in various
physics motivations, e.g., collider phenomenology, flavor
physics and cosmology, see [11] for recent studies.

In this Letter, we investigate the Higgs physics of the
U(1)x model, and show that the discovered Higgs boson
with a mass of 125 GeV can play a crucial role in new
physics scenario to determine the neutrino nature.
Models.— We discuss a minimal extension of the SM by
introducing a U(1)x gauge symmetry whose charges for
SM fermions are assumed to be flavor universal and dif-
ferent from neither all zero (dark photon case) nor the
same as the hypercharge. In order to satisfy the gauge
anomaly cancellation, three RHNs v% (i = 1,2,3) are
inevitably introduced by which tiny neutrino masses are

generated. We take the minimal Higgs sector to realize
the spontaneous symmetry breaking: SU(2)r x U(1)y X
U(1)x — U(1)em, which is composed of an isospin dou-
blet Higgs field H with the hypercharge Y = 1/2 and a
singlet Higgs field ® with Y = 0. Therefore, new fields
introduced in our scenario are u}é, ® and Z’ with the lat-
ter being a new massive neutral gauge boson associated
with U(1)x which acquires mass after the U(1)x sym-
metry breaking. The U(1)x charges for all the fermions
and H are determined in terms of two free parameters by
imposing the anomaly free conditions and compatibility
of the Yukawa interactions for H to generate usual Dirac
mass terms for fermions. We then have two options, i.e.,
(i) Majorana neutrino case and (ii) Dirac neutrino case.
For the Majorana case, additional Yukawa interactions

Ly D y{visvh® + hee., (1)

are required to give the Majorana mass term for v%, and
it constrains the U(1)x charge for ® to be —2 times the
charge for vg. Such a Majorana mass for v} generates
tiny active neutrino masses via the seesaw mechanism.
On the other hand, the Dirac case does not require the
Yukawa interaction given in Eq. (1), so that the charge of
® can be taken to be free. In this case, masses of active
neutrinos are generated via the ordinal Dirac mass term
as those for charged fermions. In Table [, we summarize
the U(1)x charges for all the fields.

In our scenario, new interactions with Z’ are intro-
duced in addition to the SM interactions. The covariant
derivative for a field W is generally expressed as

D,¥ =0, — z‘g(T‘z[W#+ +c.c)—ieQuA,
—igy(Ts — sy Qu)Z, — igXX\I’Z[/L]\I]’ (2)

where T, T3, Qu and Xy are respectively the SU(2)y,
ladder operators, the third component of the isospin,
the electric charge and the effective U(1)x charge for
VU, while g and gy denote the gauge couplings for
SU(2)r, and U(1)x, respectively, and e = gsinfy,,
gy = g/cosby with Oy, being the weak mixing an-
gle. We note that effects of the kinetic-mixing be-
tween U(1)y and U(1)x are already taken into account
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Table I. U(1)x charges Xy for a field ¥. In the Majorana neutrino case, the charge for @ is determined to be —2zr while it
is the free parameter in the Dirac case. In this table, ug, dg, er are respectively the right-handed up-type quarks, down-type
quarks and charged leptons, while Q1 (Lr) are the left-handed quarks (leptons).

in Eq. (2), by which the relation between the effec-
tive charge Xy and the original charge Xy is given by
Xy = Xy — Yu(g/gy)tanfy, tane with e being the
kinetic-mixing parameter. Throughout this Letter, we
take e = 0 for simplicity. In Eq. (2), W (A,) are the
W bosons (photon). Two neutral massive bosons Z  and
Z ,, are generally mixed with each other via the angle ¢

(5)-m0 (). mo- (0 ).

where sin2¢ = g,v%5/(m%, — m%) with § = g Xpy. As
we will see below, the magnitude of sin( or ¢ has to be
much smaller than unity due to constraints from current
experimental data such as the electroweak rho parameter
p. Therefore, it is convenient to deal with § as a pertur-
bation parameter. Under § < 1, the masses of Z and Z’
are expressed as
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The most general form of the Higgs potential is ex-
pressed as

A Ao
V = —uhH? — 3@ + 7|H|4 + 7@\4
+ Ao H|? @[, (6)

The Agg term induces a mixing between physical neu-
tral components of H (h) and ® (¢) as (h,¢)T =
R(a)(h, )T where h (¢) can be identified with the dis-
covered Higgs boson (an extra Higgs boson) and « is
the mixing angle. The five parameters in the poten-
tial can then be expressed by the physical parameters
{v, vy, mp, my,sina}, where my, and my are the masses
of h (mp ~ 125 GeV) and ¢ respectively, and v =
V2(H®) =~ 246 GeV and ve = v/2(20).
Decays of Z’ and h.— For the later discussion, we con-
sider the decay properties of Z’ and h. We particularly
concentrate on the case for mg > my, mz/, in which A
and Z’ do not decay into a pair of ¢.

The decay of Z’ into a fermion pair Z' — ff depends
on the U(1) x charges for a left-handed fermion (X, ) and
a right-handed fermion (X, ). Its decay rate at parton
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Figure 1. Branching ratio of Z’ as a function of my s for

zyg =1 and xg = —1.

level is given by
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where m; is the mass of the fermion and N, = 1 (3)
is the color factor for leptons (quarks). In Fig. 1, we
show the branching ratios of Z’ as a function of my,
which is evaluated by using the darkcast package [12]
including effects of the hadronization considering zgy = 1
and xg = —1 where all the fermions couple with Z’. We
take the Majorana mass for RNHs to be the typical active
neutrino mass, i.e., 0.1 eV, so that there is no difference
between the Dirac and Majorana cases in the decay of
7' into neutrinos. We see that the branching ratio of the
“golden channel” Z’ — eTe™ or Z' — uTp~ is about
10%.

The Higgs boson h can decay into new final states, i.e.,
h—2'Z',h—Z'Z, h— Z'v and h — ¢¢, where the
last one is kinematically forbidden in the current setup.
The decay rates for the first two modes are given up to



the term O(42) by

D(h— 2'7") = 32%22 [si + (2 imQ 2
b A 7

(si - %casa)] (1—4dxy +122%) (1 —4xy), (8)

3 2 52 2
_my  mz6 VSq
P = 22') = {6 o2 — i, ) (% - )

Nz, 27) + 12252 4] )\I/Q(T/Z’ Ty), 9)

where z; = m?/m3 and A(x,y) = (1 —z —y)? — dzy. We
see that the decay rate of h — ZZ’ is suppressed by 62, so
that it is typically much smaller than that of h — Z'Z’
as long as s2 > 0%2. The decay of h — Z'v is further
suppressed by the loop-factor squared with respect to
h — ZZ' 5 so that we can safely neglect it. We note
that the first and second terms in the square bracket in
Eq. (8) are respectively given by the effect of the Higgs
mixing and the interference between the Higgs mixing
and the Z-Z' mixing where the latter is proportional to
§2. Therefore, as far as we neglect the O(§%) term, the
decay rate of h — Z'Z’ vanishes at s, = 0. For § < 1
and mz /my < 1, Eq. (8) becomes
M} Se
32mv2’

Lh—2Z'7Z")~ (10)
which can also be derived by using the equivalence the-
orem, i.e., F(h — Z/Z’) ~ F(h — GZ’GZ’) with GZ’
being the Nambu-Goldstone boson associated with Z’.
It is clear that the decay rate of the h — Z'Z’ process
is simply determined by two free parameters sina and
vg and is enhanced for smaller vg,. Since the Z’ mass is
roughly determined by gy Xevse, see Eq. (5), smaller vg
can be obtained by taking larger X4 under a fixed value
of mz//gx. Therefore, a sizable value of the branching
ratio of h — Z’Z’ can be obtained in the Dirac neu-
trino case as compared with the Majorana neutrino case,
because X¢ can be taken to be free in the former, see
Table 1.

In Fig. 2, we show the branching ratios of h into the
ZZ7' and Z'Z’ modes as a function of myz. We here
take gy = 1077 as a typical value allowed by the current
experimental data. These branching ratios drop sharply
at the vicinity of my /2 for h — Z'Z" and my, —m, for
h — ZZ' due to the kinematical threshold. As we expect,
BR(h — ZZ’) is much smaller than BR(h — Z'Z") due
to the large suppression by §2. We also see that h —
Z'Z' mode is enhanced for smaller myz corresponding
to the smaller value of vg. In addition, a larger value
of BR(h — Z'Z’) is obtained for a larger value of Xg,
which is possible in the Dirac case, while Xg is fixed to
be 2 in the Majorana case.

Constraints.— We take into account the following con-
straints on the parameter space, e.g., {gx, Mz, Sal},
given by the existing data.
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Figure 2. Branching ratios of h — Z'Z’ (solid) and h — ZZ’
(dashed) as a function of myz, with X¢ = 2 (Majorana and
Dirac cases) and 20 (Dirac case only). The shaded region is
excluded by the 4p search at LHC, see the text for details.

(a) Higgs signal strength at LHC: The latest value for
the inclusive signal strength p is given by p = 1.05 +
0.06 [13]. In our scenario, we can simply estimate the
u value to be c2, because the branching ratios of h into
SM particles are almost the same as the SM prediction,
and the production cross section for h is modified by the
factor of ¢2. Thus, we obtain the upper limit on the
Higgs mixing angle as |s,| < 0.264 at 20 level.

(b) p-parameter: The Z-Z' mixing causes the electroweak
rho parameter different from unity at tree level. For § <
1, p is given at tree level by

ST .

so that [6] < 9.79 x 1073 (for mz /myz < 1) is ob-
tained at 95% CL from the measurement pey, = 1.0003 £
0.0005 [14].

(¢) Dark photon searches at flavor experiments: We es-
timate bounds on {mz/,gx} from the dark photon (A’)
searches with the decay A’ — ptu~ at the LHCb [15]
and CMS [16] experiments. These experiments have put
the limit on the dark photon mass and the kinetic mix-
ing parameter, which can be converted into the constraint
on gy and mz/. We apply the conversion method given
in Ref. [11] to our analysis. For a fixed value of mz,
we obtain the lower (upper) limit on 04 = veXe (gy)-
For instance, we obtain v > 46.9 TeV corresponding to
gx <3.2x107° for myz = 1.5 GeV from LHCb.

(d) Cosmological constraints: In general, new relativistic
particles can contribute to the effective number of neu-
trinos Neg, because they can change the energy density
of radiations in the early Universe. In our scenario with



the Dirac neutrino case, the mass of v is taken of the
order of active neutrino mass. In addition to that, vp
can have a sizable interaction with Z’ lowering its de-
coupling temperature up to that of active neutrinos, i.e.,
O(1) MeV. In such a case, we have to take into account
the constraint from Neg. According to Ref. [17], an ef-
fective coupling for four neutrino scatterings Gy defined
via the effective Lagrangian

Lot = Gv(p7"'v) (PRYuVR), (12)

is constrained to be |Gy| < (11.4 TeV)~2 at 95% CL
by imposing the current measurement of N.g at Planck
2018, i.e., Nog = 2.994+0.17 [18]. In our scenario, the Z’
mediation gives rise to the effective interaction (12), and
we can identify

Gy = —LLEQX”R. (13)
Vg
We thus obtain the lower limit on 94 to be of order 10
TeV for X, X, ~ O(1).

Results.— Let us discuss the Z’ search via the Higgs
decay h — Z'Z" at LHC and future collider experiments.
In particular, we consider the h — Z'Z’ — 4u process, by
which we can exclude and/or explore the largest region
of the parameter space in our scenario. The cross section

for the four muon process is calculated as

o4y = o3 x 2 x BR(h — Z'Z') x BR(Z' — pp)?, (14)
where UEM ~ 55.73 pb is the production cross section for

the SM Higgs boson at LHC with the collision energy of
13 TeV [19]. The ATLAS and CMS collaborations have
independently performed the Z’ search via the Higgs de-
cay by using Run-II data, and they have put the model
independent upper limit on the cross section o4, to be
about 0.03 fb [20] and 0.05 fb [21] at 95% CL, respec-
tively, for myz = 5 GeV. Similar values of the upper
limit have been taken for the other choices of mz: up to
mp /2. In the following analysis, we take into account the
ATLAS limit only as the CMS limit is slightly weaker
than the ATLAS one. We can convert the upper limit
on o4, into the upper limit on BR(h — Z’Z’) by using
our prediction of BR(Z' — pu). For instance, we find
that BR(h — Z’Z’) has to be smaller than O(10~°) for
g =1,z = —1, 5, = 0.1 and gx = 1077 in the range
of 1.5 GeV < my < myp/2. We can also extract the
future sensitivity for the Z’ search at High-Luminosity
LHC (HL-LHC) by extrapolating the ATLAS limit as

= oy 1/139/3000,

with aﬁm_n being the upper limit on o4, given by
the Run-II data with the integrated luminosity of 139
fb=1 [20].

In addition to the expectation at HL-LHC, we consider
precise measurements for the Higgs boson couplings at

HL—-LHC
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Figure 3. Region excluded by the current experimental data
and that excluded and/or explored by the future experiments
on the so-0U% plane. We fix mz = 1.5 GeV, zg = 1 and
xr = —1, which determines X4 to be 2 in the Majorana case.
For the Dirac case, we take X¢ = 2 and 20. The shaded
region is excluded by the current experimental data, while
the dashed lines show the future sensitivities.

International Linear Collider (ILC), especially the one
with the collision energy of 250 GeV and the integrated
luminosity of 2 ab=! (ILC250). The hZZ coupling is
expected to be measured with an accuracy of 0.38% at
1o level based on the so-called k-framework [22], and it
can be translated into a limit |s,| < 0.123 assuming the
central value of the hZZ coupling is measured to be the
same value as the SM prediction.

Now, let us combine all the current constraints and the
future sensitivities discussed above. In Fig. 3, we show
the parameter space excluded by the constraints on the
54-Ug plane. We also show the corresponding value of
gx on the right side of the vertical axis. The left region
from the vertical black line is excluded by the Higgs sig-
nal strength (a), while that below the gray, brown and
magenta solid lines is excluded by the constraints from
the flavor data (c), cosmological constraint (d) and the
rho parameter (b), respectively. We note that the re-
gion excluded by the above constraints is not changed if
we take a different value of X4 (in any case, it is fixed
to be 2 in the Majorana case). On the other hand, the
constraint from the four muon search at LHC strongly
depends on the choice of X¢. The region below the red
and blue solid line is respectively excluded for X¢ = 2
and X¢ = 20, and the latter choice is only possible in
the Dirac case. We also show the region which can be
excluded or explored at HL-LHC (red and blue dashed
line) and at ILC (black dashed line). It is clear that we
can exclude or explore only the corner of the parame-
ter space in the Majorana case, but the large portion of
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Figure 4. Similar to Fig. 3, but the constraints are shown on
the myz/-gx plane.

the parameter space can be explored in the Dirac case,
i.e., varying the value of X¢ from 20, the blue solid and
dashed lines move parallel to the orthogonal direction of
each line.

Finally, we show the constraint on the parameter space

on the myz-g plane. The gray region is excluded by the
flavor data (c), while the region above the red and blue
solid (dashed) curves are excluded (excluded or explored)
by the four muon search at the current LHC (at HL-LHC)
with X¢ = 2 and X = 20 (Dirac case only), respectively.
As compared with the Majorana case, we can exclude or
explore the case with much smaller values of g than the
current upper limit given by the flavor data in the Dirac
case.
Conclusions.— We have considered two different U(1) x
scenarios where active neutrinos are regarded as Majo-
rana and Dirac particles. The crucial difference between
these two scenarios appears in the U(1)x charges, i.e.,
the charge for the singlet Higgs field ® can be taken to
be free in the Dirac case, while it is determined by the
other charges in the Majorana case. Because of this ad-
ditional degree of freedom, the h — Z’'Z’ decay can be
significantly enhanced in the Dirac case as compared with
the Majorana case.

We have taken into account the constraint from the
searches for the h — Z'Z" — 4y channel at current LHC
in addition to the known bounds, e.g., flavor constraints
(LHCb), the electroweak precision data (rho parameter),
the Higgs signal strength and the cosmological constraint
(the effective number of neutrinos Neg). We have found
that the constraint from the 4p channel can exclude a
portion of the parameter space which is not excluded by
the known previous constraints. In the Majorana case,
such a newly excluded region is quite limited due to the
strong constraint by the LHCb data. On the other hand,

in the Dirac case, a much wider region of the parameter
space can be excluded by the 4u search due to the en-
hancement of the h — Z’Z’ decay. Therefore, the Higgs
decay can be a powerful tool to prove the model with
the U(1)x gauge symmetry, especially in the case where
active neutrinos possess the Dirac-type mass, by which
we can indirectly probe the neutrino nature in future.
Acknowledgments.— SKA thanks the Department of
Ministry of Education, Culture, Sports, Science and
Technology of Japan for MEXT fellowship to study in
Japan. This work was supported in part by JSPS
KAKENHI Grants Nos. 20H00160, 22F21324 and
23K17691.

* a-shiva@particle.sci.hokudai.ac.jp

[1] P. Minkowski, “u — ey at a Rate of One Out of 10°
Muon Decays?,” Phys. Lett. B 67 (1977) 421-428.

[2] T. Yanagida, “Horizontal gauge symmetry and masses
of neutrinos,” Conf. Proc. C''7902131 (1979) 95-99.

[3] M. Gell-Mann, P. Ramond, and R. Slansky, “Complex
Spinors and Unified Theories,” Conf. Proc. C' 790927
(1979) 315-321, arXiv:1306.4669 [hep-th].

[4] R. N. Mohapatra and G. Senjanovic, “Neutrino Mass
and Spontaneous Parity Nonconservation,” Phys. Rev.
Lett. 44 (1980) 912.

[5] J. Schechter and J. W. F. Valle, “Neutrino Masses in
SU(2) x U(1) Theories,” Phys. Rev. D 22 (1980) 2227.

[6] T. Appelquist, B. A. Dobrescu, and A. R. Hopper,
“Nonexotic Neutral Gauge Bosons,” Phys. Rev. D 68
(2003) 035012, arXiv:hep-ph/0212073.

[7] A. Das, N. Okada, and D. Raut, “Enhanced pair
production of heavy Majorana neutrinos at the LHC,”
Phys. Rev. D 97 no. 11, (2018) 115023,
arXiv:1710.03377 [hep-ph].

[8] J. C. Pati and A. Salam, “Unified Lepton-Hadron
Symmetry and a Gauge Theory of the Basic
Interactions,” Phys. Rev. D 8 (1973) 1240-1251.

[9] A. Davidson, “B — L as the fourth color within an
SU(2)r x U(1)r x U(1) model,” Phys. Rev. D 20 (1979)
776.

[10] R. E. Marshak and R. N. Mohapatra, “Quark - Lepton
Symmetry and B-L as the U(1) Generator of the
Electroweak Symmetry Group,” Phys. Lett. B 91
(1980) 222-224.

[11] S. K. A., A. Das, G. Lambiase, T. Nomura, and
Y. Orikasa, “Probing chiral and flavored Z’ from cosmic
bursts through neutrino interactions,”
arXiv:2308.14483 [hep-ph].

[12] P. Ilten, Y. Soreq, M. Williams, and W. Xue,
“Serendipity in dark photon searches,” JHEP 06 (2018)
004, arXiv:1801.04847 [hep-ph].

[13] ATLAS Collaboration, G. Aad et al., “A detailed map
of Higgs boson interactions by the ATLAS experiment
ten years after the discovery,” Nature 607 no. 7917,
(2022) 52-59, arXiv:2207.00092 [hep-ex]. [Erratum:
Nature 612, E24 (2022)].

[14] Particle Data Group Collaboration, R. L. Workman
and Others, “Review of Particle Physics,” PTEP 2022
(2022) 083C01.


mailto:a-shiva@particle.sci.hokudai.ac.jp
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(77)90435-X
http://arxiv.org/abs/1306.4669
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.44.912
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.44.912
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.22.2227
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.68.035012
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.68.035012
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0212073
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.97.115023
http://arxiv.org/abs/1710.03377
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.8.1240
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.20.776
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.20.776
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(80)90436-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(80)90436-0
http://arxiv.org/abs/2308.14483
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP06(2018)004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP06(2018)004
http://arxiv.org/abs/1801.04847
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41586-022-04893-w
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41586-022-04893-w
http://arxiv.org/abs/2207.00092
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/ptep/ptac097
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/ptep/ptac097

(15]

(16]

(17]

(18]

(19]

LHCDb Collaboration, R. Aaij et al., “Search for

A" — pTp~ Decays,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 124 no. 4, (2020)
041801, arXiv:1910.06926 [hep-ex].

CMS Collaboration, “Search for prompt production of
a GeV scale resonance decaying to a pair of muons in
proton-proton collisions at $\sqrts=13"\mathrmTeV,”.
X. Luo, W. Rodejohann, and X.-J. Xu, “Dirac
neutrinos and Neg,” JCAP 06 (2020) 058,
arXiv:2005.01629 [hep-ph].

Planck Collaboration, N. Aghanim et al., “Planck 2018
results. I. Overview and the cosmological legacy of
Planck,” Astron. Astrophys. 641 (2020) A1,
arXiv:1807.06205 [astro-ph.CO0].

ATLAS Collaboration, G. Aad et al., “Higgs boson
production cross-section measurements and their EFT
interpretation in the 4¢ decay channel at /s =13 TeV

20]

(21]

(22]

with the ATLAS detector,” Fur. Phys. J. C'80 no. 10,
(2020) 957, arXiv:2004.03447 [hep-ex]. [Erratum:
Eur.Phys.J.C 81, 29 (2021), Erratum: Eur.Phys.J.C 81,
398 (2021)].

ATLAS Collaboration, G. Aad et al., “Search for Higgs
bosons decaying into new spin-0 or spin-1 particles in
four-lepton final states with the ATLAS detector with
139 fb~! of pp collision data at /s = 13 TeV,” JHEP
03 (2022) 041, arXiv:2110.13673 [hep-ex].

CMS Collaboration, A. Tumasyan et al., “Search for
low-mass dilepton resonances in Higgs boson decays to
four-lepton final states in proton—proton collisions at
Vs =13TeV,” Eur. Phys. J. C'82 no. 4, (2022) 290,
arXiv:2111.01299 [hep-ex].

K. Fujii et al., “Physics Case for the 250 GeV Stage of
the International Linear Collider,” arXiv:1710.07621
[hep-ex].


http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.124.041801
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.124.041801
http://arxiv.org/abs/1910.06926
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2020/06/058
http://arxiv.org/abs/2005.01629
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201833880
http://arxiv.org/abs/1807.06205
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-020-8227-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-020-8227-9
http://arxiv.org/abs/2004.03447
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2022)041
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2022)041
http://arxiv.org/abs/2110.13673
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-022-10127-0
http://arxiv.org/abs/2111.01299
http://arxiv.org/abs/1710.07621
http://arxiv.org/abs/1710.07621

	Enhancement of the Higgs decay into a Z pair in models with U(1)X gauge symmetry 
	Abstract
	References


