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Abstract

The analytic expressions for one-loop contributions to the rare decay process Ay — hohgy within
the CP-conserving of Two Higgs Doublet Models are first reported in this paper. Analytic results
are presented in term of scalar one-loop Passarino-Veltman functions following the standard out-
put of the packages LoopTools and Collier. In this context, physical results for the computed
process are easily generated by using one of these packages. The numerical checks are proposed
to verify for the analytic results in this paper. The checks rely on the renormalization condi-
tions that the decay amplitude must be the ultraviolet finiteness and infrared finiteness. The
amplitude consisting of an external photon always obeys the Ward identity. This will be con-
firmed numerically in this article. In phenomenological results, the decay rates of Ay — hohoy
are evaluated at several points in the allowed regions of the parameter space. Furthermore,
the differential decay widths with respect to the invariant mass of Higgs-pair in final states are
studied.

Keywords: Higgs phenomenology, One-loop Feynman integrals, Analytic methods for Quantum Field
Theory, Physics beyond the Standard Model, Physics at present and future colliders.

1. Introduction

After discovering the Standard-Model-like Higgs boson (SM-like Higgs) hg at the Large
Hadron Collider (LHC) [1, 2], the standard model (SM) theory of particle physics is being
well-established. In spite of the great SM’s success in describing most of the experimental data,
the structure of the scalar Higgs sector in the SM is still an unknown question. There is no
theoretical principle for the minimum of scalar Higgs sector selection in the SM. In many physics
beyond the SM (BSM), the Higgs potential is extended by adding new scalar singlets and /or mul-
tiplets. Subsequently, many additional scalar bosons appear, such as neutral CP-even, CP-odd,
and charged Higgs bosons. In the context of experimental searches, the precise measurements
for the decay widths and the production cross-sections for all the above-mentioned scalar parti-
cles could play important roles in exploring the Higgs sector, understanding deeply the origin of
the electroweak symmetry breaking mechanism (EWSB) as well as probing new physics signals.
Among the mentioned scalar particles, decay and processes of CP-odd (Ap) are of considerable
interest. Recently, direct production of a light CP-odd Higgs boson has been performed at the
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Tevatron and LHC [3]. Searches for the decay Ay — Zhg in pp collisions have been carried out
at the LHC [4]. Probing for a light pseudoscalar Higgs boson in purt events at the LHC in
Refs. [5, 6] and in the di-muon decay channels in pp collisions at /s = 7 Tev has been reported
in Ref. [7].

In the aspects of theoretical studies, the detailed computations for one-loop and higher-loop
corrections to the decay width of CP-odd Higgs boson are necessary for matching the higher-
precision data at future colliders. One-loop corrections to two-body decay of CP-odd Higgs
within the CP-conservating of the Two Higgs Doublet Models (THDM) have been performed in
Refs. [8, 9, 10, 11]. One-loop analyses for the most important decay channel Ay — Zhg have
been studied in Refs. [12, 13]. Furthermore, one-loop electroweak corrections to the decay of
Ap into a pair of scalar fermion have been calculated in Refs. [14, 15] within the context of
minimal supersymmetric extension of the Standard Models (MSSM). The CP-odd Higgs decay
rates to two gluons have been evaluated by applying the Pade improvement method in Ref. [16].
Morerecently, one-loop contributions to Ay — €V with V = v, Z in the context of Higgs
Extensions of the Standard Models like the THDM and Triple Higgs Models (THM), etc., have
been computed in Ref. [17]. The CP-odd Higgs boson productions associated with a neutral Z
boson at the LHC within the MSSM framework have beenevaluated in Ref. [18]. Evaluating for
the productions of CP-odd Higgs boson at future e~ colliders has been considered in Ref. [19].
Moreover, one-loop electroweak corrections to the process ete™ — viAy in the THDM have
computed in Ref. [20]. The CP-odd Ay production at eTe™ colliders in the MSSM with CP-
violating phases have Huebeen computed in Ref. [21]. Additionally, the CP-odd Higgs boson
production in association with a neutral gauge boson Z in high-energy eTe™ collisions at one-loop
level analyses has been reported in the frameworks of the THDM in Ref. [22] and supersymmetric
models in Ref. [23].

In this paper, we present the first analytic expressions for one-loop contributions to the rare
decay process Ag — hohgyy within the CP-conserving of the THDM. Analytic results are written
in terms of scalar one-loop Passarino-Veltman functions (PV-functions) in the standard output of
both packages LoopTools and Collier. Numerical checks for the validation of our calculations
such as the ultraviolet and infrared finiteness, and the Ward identity of one-loop amplitude are
also performed. In phenomenological results, the decay rates for Ay — hohoy and the differential
decay widths with respect to the invariant mass of Higgs-pair in final states are computed at
several points of the allowed regions of the parameter space of the THDM. The paper is arranged
as follows. In section 2, we briefly review the THDM. In section 3, the detailed evaluations for
one-loop contributions to the decay channel Ay — hghgy are presented. Phenomenological results
for the calculations are shown in section 4. Important conclusions and outlook of this work are
shown in section 5.

2. Two Higgs Doublet Models

We first review shortly the model under consideration in the calculation. For a complete
review of this model and relevant phenomenological studies, we refer to Ref. [27]. In the structure
of the THDM, fermion and gauge sectors are kept the same as those in the SM. With the above
extension, the scalar potential, reflecting two gauge and Lorentz invariances, is written in a
general form as follows

A A
Vinon(@1,@2) = m3 @101+ md,0ls — [m3eles + He| + ZH(@l0)? + 22 (@]e,)?
1
+A3(P121) (B3 02) + Aa(@]B2)(2101) + S[As (2]®2)* + Hecl. (1)



Assuming the CP-conservating version of the THDM in this work, all bare parameters in the
scalar potential are considered to be real. Additionally, the Z,-symmetry, e.g. ®; < ®; and
®, +» —, is implied for the above scalar potential up to the allowed soft-breaking term given
explicitly as m2,®/®, + H.c.. The parameter m2, plays a key role of the breaking scale for the
Zo-symmetry.

For the EWSB, two scalar doublets are expanded around their VEVs as follows:

_ 24 _
o, = (Uk+¢2fw2>/\/§ for k=1,2. (2)

The combined VEV is defined as v = /v} + v3, which is fixed at v ~ 246 GeV in agreement
with the SM limit. The physical particles in the THDM, after the EWSB, include two CP-even
Higgs bosons, in which one of them is hg, being the SM-like Higgs boson found at the LHC, and
another one is CP-even Higgs H. Furthermore, one also has a CP-odd Higgs (Ag) boson and a
pair of charged Higgs bosons (H*). The masses of all additional scalar bosons can be obtained
subsequently by diagonalizing mass matrices in their favor bases. The rotations are shown in

concrete as follows:
(4) - () @) ®
() - (2 2) ) @
(1) - @ 2 @) ©
The mixing angle /5 is given by t3 = tan § = vy/vy. In this circumstance, the neutral and singly
charged Goldstone bosons, G° and G, give masses for gauge bosons Z and W, respectively. The

physical masses of the remaining scalar bosons are then written in terms of the bare parameters
as follows:

Mpe = M?— %)\452;2,

foo = M? - >\5U2,

M, = Miish o+ Myych o + Mipsays—a),
Mjy = My o+ Mpysh o — Miysag-a),

2

v
M121 = ()\10% + )\28%)212 + ? )\345 Sgﬁ, (10)
02
M222 = M2 + Z |:)\12 - 2)\345] Sgﬁ, (11)
2 2 v’ 2 2
M, = My = 5 [)\105 — XaSj — Azss 025] S28- (12)

Here, the abbreviated notations A;;... = A; + A; 4+ - - - have been used for simplicity.

Lastly, we discuss the Yukawa sector in the THDM. It is well-known that the discrete Zs-
symmetry is proposed in the THDM for avoiding Tree-level Flavor-Changing Neutral Currents
(FCNCs). Based on the Z-symmetry, the Yukawa interactions appearing in different THDMs
are divided into four types, labeled as Type-I, -1I, -X, and -Y, respectively, as shown in Table 1,
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which precisely lists all the Zy charge assignments [28]. Accordingly, the Yukawa interactions
are parameterized in the following general form:

= — Z (W’Lf Sh fho+\/§fz}§,{]7fH—z'%§£f%on)

f=u,d,t
{ \/_Vud_ \/ingﬁg
v

where projection operators are Ppg) for left (right)-handed of fermions. The elements V4 of
the Cabibbo-Kobayashi-Maskawa (CKM) matrix explaining the quark mixing also appear in the
Yukawa Lagrangian.

| Types | &1 @2 Q. Ly ur dg ep| & 4 3 R b

Ca Ca Ca

I + - + 4+ - - —] cotf —cotf cotf — — —
S8 58 58

o Sa Sa
II + - + 4+ - 4+ + | —cotf —tanf —tanp fa Pa _Fa
S8 Cs Cs

Ca Ca Sa
X + - + 4+ - - + | —-cotfp cotp —tanf — — ——
S8 S8 Cp

Ca Sa  Ca

+ - + 4+ - 4+ —|—-cotfp —tanf cotf — —— —

Table 1: The Z5 charge assignments and ffx(h) (f = u,d,?) factors corresponding to the four THDM types.
While the Yukawa couplings of CP-even H to fermion pair (f};) are obtained by replacing ¢, — s, and vice versa

in 5}{.

The parameter space Prypym for THDM consists of the following free parameters:
PTHDM = {Mgo ~ 125GeV, MI2{7 Mf2107 szii, mé, tg, Sﬁ_a}. (14)

To end this section, the current constraints on the parameter space of the THDM given in
Eq. (14) are first summarized. For the subject, both theoretical and experimental constraints to
the model are taken into consideration for finding the allowed parameter space of the THDM. In
the theoretical perspectives, the requirements of the perturbative regime, the tree-level unitarity
of gauge theory and the vacuum stability conditions of the scalar Higgs potential are taken
into account [29, 30, 31, 32, 33]. From the experimental data, the EWPT for the THDM has
implicated at the LEP as reported in Refs. [34, 35]. The bounds from indirect searches for the
masses range of scalar particles in the THDM have studied in Ref. [36, 37, 38, 39]. Implicating
one-loop induced for the SM-like Higgs decay channels like h — vy and h — Z+ in the context
of THDM have examined in Refs. [44, 45]. Additionally, the implications of W-boson mass at
the CDF-II in Refs. [40, 41, 42] and the updated constraints for muon g —2 anomaly in Ref. [43].
Lastly, the flavor experimental data as shown in Refs. [46, 47, 48] gives a further constraints
on tg, Mpg+. In detail, the results from Refs. [46, 47, 48] pointed out that the small values of
tg are favoured for explaining the flavor experimental data. For this reason, the small values
for tg are also considered for complementary discussion in this work. By considering all the
above-constraints, we can take the physical parameters for the THDM in the regions like 126

GeV < My <1500 GeV, 60+ GeV < M4 < 1500 GeV and 80 GeV < My+ < 1500 GeV. The
Zy-breaking parameter can be taken as m3, = MZszcs. Our phenomenological results studied

in the next sections will be examined in the above-mentioned parameter space.
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3. Loop-induced decay of Ay — hghgy in THDM

The detailed calculations for one-loop induced for the rare decay process Ay — hohgy in
the THDM are discussed in this section. The computations are handled with the help of the
computer packages FeynArts/FormCalc [24]. One-loop analytic formulas are presented via scalar
PV-functions following the standard output of the programs LoopTools/Collider [25, 26]. First,
one-loop Feynman diagrams for the computed processes are generated automatically by using
the package FeynArts within the 't Hooft-Feynman gauge (HF). In this computation, we employ
on-shell renormalization scheme developed in Refs. [49, 50, 51] for both fermion sector and gauge
sector. While the improved on-shell renormalization scheme is applied for the scalar Higgs
sectors following in Ref. [52]. We list all one-loop induced Feynman diagrams for the channel
A9 — hohgy. They are categorized into several groups showing in the next paragraphs. We
first mention one-loop Feynman diagrams with Aj-pole as plotted in Fig. 1. These diagrams
relating to off-shell decay process of A5 — hyy in connection with the vertex AjAphg. The
second classification is included all Feynman diagrams with ¢*-poles for ¢* = h{;, H* which are
connected loop-induced processes ¢* — hgy with the vertex of ¢*hghg, as plotted in Fig. 2. We
next take into account all one-loop Feynman diagrams with Z*-pole as shown in Fig. 3. In all
the above-cases, we also have the mixing of Z-v contributing to the considered process including
for A*-, ¢*- and Z*-poles diagrams. Finally, we have one-loop four-point diagrams taking into
consideration in this computed channel. For this group, we plot all one-loop four-legs topologies
as in Fig. 4. We note that all particles like fermion f, vector bosons and scalar particles are
considered to exchange in the loop diagrams. Within the HF gauge, the Goldstone and Ghost
particles are also propagated in the loop. As indicated in latter, the fermion exchanging in
the loop at several the above-groups gives zero contribution. For this reason, we skip showing
fermion f in the loop accordingly in these corresponding groups.

In general, one-loop amplitude for the decay channel Aq(p) — ho(k1)ho(k2)7,.(ks) is given by
following Lorentz structure as follows:

iMAo—)hoho’Y = [Flkil + Fng] €M(k3) (15)
kY kL
= |l 2 1
[kl-kg kQ-kJE*‘(k?’)’ (16)

where €,(k;) is the polarization vector of the external photon, three scalar factors F' and F} o
are loop contributions. The amplitude in Eq. (15) follows the Ward identity relating to this
on-shell final photon state, i.e., this amplitude will equal to zero after replacing €, (ks) — ks,
Subsequently, we derive the relation for Fy, F, as follows:

F - (]{71 . ]fg)Fl — —(1{32 . ]fg)Fg, (17)

resulting in Eq. (16). More important, the decay amplitude under consideration can be calcu-
lated via one of the two form factors F} or F,. It means that we can collect form factor F' as one
of the coefficients of k}' (or k5). One-loop form factor F' is expressed as functions of following
kinematic invariant masses:

p° = Mi, ki=ki=DM;, ki=0, kij=(k+k;)* forij=1,23. (18)

We have further relation as kio + kig + kosz = 2M,%0 + Mio. We are going to present one-loop
form factors in the next paragraphs. In general, one-loop form factors are decomposed into the



form of
F(M3 , M2 ko, krg, o) = Iho Ao . F{™e) 19
( Ao h() 12 13 ) k13 _ M1240 _'_ iFAOMAO Ao ( )
Gohoho . F(Trig)
ki — M2 +iTyM, —°

¢d={hg,H*}
GAoZhg _ (Trig)
2 2 : Zij

(Box)
+ > Flvewy

Ng={S,55,--}
Where general couplings are given
_z'e C 8M2 82
“a(2M3, - MR+ L (2agp, - W )| 20
GhoAo Ao M) [36 (2M3, ho) T 525 ho o202 ’ (20)
—3te 8Miy sy CaraCh_
_ 2 (2, s M2 — 8 aM2>] 21
ghohoho QMWSWSQB [( C +5 + S9 SB ) ho 62'U2 ) ( )
o [52a(3M7 — M — 2M;)) — M s9]
9Hhoho = — Ca—B: (22)
U Sa2p
e

ngZho — <2CWSW) Cﬁ—a. (23)

In the above equation, the first three form factors Fgrig) and F ;Trig) (Fg?g)) correspond
to the contributions from the Af-pole and ¢*-pole (Z*-pole) diagrams, respectively. While the
remaining one-loop form factors calculated from one-loop four-point diagrams are decomposed
into F((gfvj;)), F((Eg,);/)vy F((Egz?w) terms by the numbers Ng of charged Higgs (S = H¥) in the loop.
In the box diagrams presenting in the computed processes, the maximum number of charged

Higgs is Ng = 3 in internal lines.



Figure 1: One-loop triangle diagrams including the mixing of Z-v with Ag-pole. All particles like fermion f,
vector bosons and scalar particles are considered to propagate in the loop diagrams. Within HF gauge, we have

also Goldstone and

Ghost particles exchanging in the loop.

We first show the factors collected from Ag-pole diagrams as shown in Feynman diagrams in
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Iting is presented in terms of scalar PV-functions as follows:

;53
(jl;)2 (21\0463;2%) {Mvzv [(Bl — By)[M2  H= W] — (580 + By [k1s; H, W]}

Ma, [4000 + (M;fo + 3k13)Cao

(BMZ, + ky3)Cay + 4(MZ, + klg)cm} (M2, 0, kys; HE, W, W]

M3 (M, +2Ms — M3, — AM) + 2(M3, — M) (M3, — M3s)] x
ColME, 0, kys; HE, W, W]

M2 (2M2, — 2M%. + M2) — 2M2 (MZ. — 5M2)

DM e (M — M) = M kis| Co[MZ,, 0, kyg; HE, W, W]

M3 (M3, = 2Ms + AME, + Skig) + 2(M3, — M) (M, — Mis)| x
Col M2, 0, kg HE, W, W]

202 (M2, — M) — 2M2 Jys — 2M2 (M2 — Mo + M&V)] X

@[0, kg, M2 s HS, HE, W)

2M3, [2000 + (M7, — ki3)Cha + (M} + ki3)Co2 | [0, ks, My s HS HT, W]}
ie? o
= g [k2=0W=* H* 24
(4m)2 (zMgcwsw) zalls = 0, W, H, (24)



where the two-point contribution relating to the Z-v mixing is given in the following paragraph
(as in Eq. (25)). Because of the appearance of the on-shell photon state, this two-point contribu-
tion at k2 = 0 is only contributed from the charged Higgs and W bosons in the loop. In detail,
the mixing is given by

2(M7 — 6My)
My,
+4M3 cotyy Bol0; W, W]

Ty k2 = 0, W, HY = cotyy (AO[W] — 2By[0; W, W])

+4 COtQW ( - Ao[H:t] + 2300[0, Hi, Hi]> . (25)

In the analytic expressions, the scalar one-loop coeflicients A;jy..., Bijk..., Cijk... (and D, ... appear
in the later formulas) are so-called as the scalar PV-functions which are defined as in Ref. [55].
They are presented as standard output of both the packages LoopTools and Collider. In this
work, the PV-functions are presented in the modified notations as:

{A, B, C, D}zyk[kua cet ,Mj, Mé, Mg, c ] = {A, B, C, D}Uk[kzj’ ce ,A, B, C, c ] (26)
Where names of internal particles A, B, C - - - stand for their invariant masses M3, M%, M4, - -,
respectively.

One-loop form factors contributing from the diagrams with ¢*-poles for ¢ = hg, H are next
collected. One-loop Feynman diagrams for this group are plotted in Fig. 2.
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Figure 2: One-loop triangle diagrams with ¢-poles for ¢ = hg, H, including the mixing of Z-vy. All particles
like fermion f, vector bosons and scalar particles are considered to propagate in the loop diagrams. Within HF
gauge, we have also Goldstone and Ghost particles exchanging in the loop.



The corresponding factors are given in the form as follows:

(Trig) .
F¢ g B 262 ‘<g¢HiW]F

ky-ky  (4m)?2 \ MZsw

) {M&V(B1 — By)[M3,; H, W] — My, (B1 + 5By) [k12; H-, W]

+ M3, [4000 + (3M3, + k12)Ciy

FA(MZ, + ki) Cha + (M2, + 3k12)6’22] [M2,,0, kyo; HE, W, W]
+[MZ(3M2, — M2 4+ 2MZ. — AMZ) + 2(M3, — M2.)(M2 — M2.)]| x
X Co[ M2, ,0, ko HE, W, W]

(203 (M2 = MZs + 5MZ) — M2(2M%. — M2)

oML (ME, — M2 — M&Vkm] CyIM, 0, kyg; HE, W, W]

+|2(M3, — M7 ) (M) — Mz.) + My, (AM3, — 2M7. + M + 5k12)] X
XCQ[MiOa O> k12; Hi) W W]
F2M3, [ (M3, = F12)Cra + (ks + M3,)Cas + 2Ci0| 10, iz, M3, HE, H, W]

(2003, = M) (M — M) = 2M3, (Mps + ko) | Cal0, ko, M3, HE, H, W]}

ie? JAyzZ
STE <M%082(Ii/> Mzglhs = 0. WS, 171, 27)

Where the general couplings are shown as ga,z¢ = 502 (— esﬁ’“) for ¢ = hg (H), respec-

2cw sw 2cw sw

tively. Other general couplings are presented as g gptws = i Ch-a (ie SB*“) for ¢ = hy (H),

2sw 2sw
correspondingly. In further, the mixing Z-v is also given by Eq. (25).
We next consider one-loop triangle diagrams with Z-pole including the mixing of Z-v at-
tributing to one-loop form factors. All internal particles such as fermion, vector bosons, scalar
particles are considered exchanging in the loop. These diagrams are plotted in Fig. 3.



Figure 3: One-loop triangle diagrams with Z-pole including the mixing of Z-v.

There are two form factors relating to the contributions of Z-pole giving in the above equation
like F gfég) and F. é:[ér;’g)‘ Different from the previous form factors, both factors for Z-pole have
non-zero contributions from fermion f exchanging in the loop. We show the analytic results for

one-loop form factors F g};g) as follows:
F(Trig) _ Z F(Tﬁ& F(Z ) (28)
Z,ij - Z,ij Z,ij

P={fW.H*}
for ij = {13, 23}. Where each factor is given accordingly:

Trig, f
Fé,ng ) B Z e Qf Ncmf

ko ks Inoff X 9zff X (29)

X {Bo[kls; i fl+ [2(3M20 — 2k1o — k13)C1y — 2(3M£0 — 2ko3 — k13)C1o
+(Mf%0 — 2k1g + 2ko3 — k13)C1 — (Mﬁo — ka3)Co — 4Coo] [szoa k13,05 f, f, f]}

Here Né stands for number for color of the corresponding fermion f. It will be 1 for leptons
and 3 for quarks. The general coupling gy, ¢ is given in Table 1 in the section 2. While g, are
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couplings of Z with fermion-pair which are taken in the SM. Other factors are presented as:

P ¢ oW So-a {2M2 (M2, — MZ)Bo[0; W, W] (30)
ki - ks (4m)2 202, 2, w My z)Bol0; W,
+{ M (MR, - M3, By
(M3 (M3, + 1203) + ME, (M3, — M3)| Bo }MZ,; W, W]
+M;, [3(Mi%0 — M3,)(B1 — By) — 2(Mp, + 2M§)Bo} (k13 W, W]
~4|2M3, (M3, + 6My) = M3(ME, + 2M)| Coo M, kg, 05 W, W, W]
M3, [3ME (M3, — M, — MZ) + 2M2, (M3, — MZ, — 4M3,)
+kio(MZ — 3M},)
+hig(Mjy, — M3, + M3) + ko3 (13Mf, — 3M§)} Co[My,, ks, 0; W, W, W]
+{ M3 M2, (11043, - 5M3, + 6003,)
(M2, — 3M2, — 20M2,) — 4kyp(M2, + 10M5V)}
+2(M2, + 2M2) (M2, — M2)(3MZ, — 2kyy — klg)}cn[Mgo, i, 0; W, W, W]
2 [M,foMgV@Mio + M2, +30M3,)
— M ki3(2M3, — M7, + 10M,) — 2M kas (M, 4+ 10M,)
+(Mp, + 2M,) (Mg, — MZ)(3Mjy, — ks — 27{723)] Chia[ My kis, 0; W, W, W]
+{ ME, M, (AM3, — AME, — AM, — OMZ) + M kg (MZ, + MZ — M3,)
| (2ME, + M) (M3 — M) — M, (1905, +2M3)|
g | (2ME, + MR (M3, — M) + M, (2MZ, +2103,)| |
K Cy (M2 kyz, 0; W, W, W]
[0 O, — ) M, — 20, — My — M2)] oM, s, 0 W W]},
FéTf;,g’Hi) ie?  cotoy
x{ — AMY, Bo[ M2, HE, H¥] + 8M}, [2000 — (3M2, — 2kyy — ky3)Ciy
+(3ME, — ki — 2k3s)Cra + (ip — kas)Ci | M3, g, 0; HE, H, Hﬂ},
(Z-) 3 2 2 2
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Other factors collected from Z-pole diagrams are given by

Fia" eQNE x m3
ke ; 53 Yhotf X 977 X (33)
X {230[74723; [ fl+ [(M;?O — ka3) (Co + 2C1) - 8Coo] [M}%O, ka3, 0; f, f, f]}7
Fo") & cwss
L B — P2 L oME (M2, — M2)By[0; W, W 34
kl'k:s (47T>2M€V8%V{ W( w Z) 0[ y YV ] ( )
[ M2, (M, — M) + 12M | Bo (M3, W, W]
_2M5V (M‘%V + QM%)Bo[]{?Qg; W, W]
4 [(Mgo +2M2)(2M2, — M2) + 8M§‘V] Coo[ M2, kgg, 03 W, W, W]
VM3 (M, (TM3, — BMZ) + oy (2M3 — 5M,) — 3MEMY, |
XCO[M}%Oa k23a Oa W VV> W]
oM, [ M2, (2ME, + 3ME) — Mg C1 (M, s, 0; W, W, W)
- |:2M5V(M}%O — ks ) (M7, + M%)] Co[ My, kas, 0; W, W, W]}>
Trig, H+ )
Féggg ) _ 262 cotopy ' N y (35>
kl . k3 (47'(')2 M{}V GhoHEHF
X { — 4 My, Bo[M7 s H*, H*| 4+ 16 My, Coo[ My, , ka3, 0; HE, H=, H] }
FéZQ_;);Y) 63 MW Sp— 1
- = - - Mz k3 = 0, W™, H*].
ki - ks (47r)2 Sw Cl2/V <M§) Z’y[ 3 0, W=, ] (36)

Where the general coupling given in the above equations

Corep (D2 — BME — OME) + (M — M)ciams)
20893

(37)

GhoHEHF = —

is taken as in Ref. [53]. Here the mixing of Z-v is also used the equation (25).
We turn our attention to the contributions from one-loop four-point Feynman diagrams. All
the diagrams plotted within the HF gauge are shown in the below paragraphs. We confirm that

the contributions from fermion f in the loop of all one-loop box diagrams are vanished in this
case.
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Figure 4: One-loop four-point Feynman diagrams contributing to the considered processes. We only have charged
Higgses and W bosons together with Goldstone bosons in HF gauge are considered to exchange in the loop.

One-loop form factors F((s 1/1/) are collected from one-loop four-point diagrams which are

divided into sub-factors followmg number of charged Higges in the loop. We first present the
factors deriving from the diagrams with one charged Higgs in the loop. The factors are taken in
the form of

E ((;3?;) ¢ GhohoH*cF e’
— [ ZoheHTCT ) G;. 38
k kg 871'2 < 2MW3W ) 0 * 321 2 (M%/SWSQW> z_l: ( )

The general coupling gn,n,mtc+ is taken into account in the above equation (this coupling is
collected as in Ref. [53]) as follows

€2 Ca_0
Ghoho HEGF %{Q%W(Mio — M?) + 850 [Sm(szo — Mj;,) = 2s05( M — M2)] }
AN, s 528
(39)
All factors G; for i = 0,1,---,5 are listed in terms of PV-functions as follows

Go 2M7. —2M3 + Mg/

M—a/ = i3 0 CO[MAO, 0, kyo; HE W, W] (40)
2M?Z. —2M3 — M3,

+[ H= Ao ](01 + Co)[M3,,0, kio; HE, W, W],

M,

13



Another factor is given by

Gy

Mg,

and

Mg,

= [2M3,Co — (M7, — M +2M3) (Cy +2C5) | MR, M, ks HE, W, W]

- [2(Mi0 — M2y — M2)Co + (M3, — M?. + 2MV2V)01] (M2, M2, kag; HE, W, W]
MAO M%. — 2M3)Cy

)
(M3, = M +2M3) (Cr + Co) | M3, M, Fvgs H, W, W]
MAO + M} — QM};i) (Co— C1 — Co)[My ) ko, M3 ; HE, W, W]

(M
[ M, — M )Co — (M3, + Mj, — QMI%Ii)C?} (M, kv, M3; HE, W, W]
—2

+ &

(M3, — Mps — MW)CO[k23,O M7 s HE W, W]
+ | (2M3, +4MF — 6M}. + 5M7,)Co

+2M3, — 2M + M) (Cr + C) | (M3, 0, ki W, W, W]
+2(Mp 4+ M3, — 2Mfx 4 6My, ) Co[ My, 0, kag; W, W, W]
(M3, — M)
Mg,
—(2M3, = 2Mjs + M) (Cr + Ca) | [MR,, 0, kngs S, W, W), (41)

(=202, + 203 + M3,)Co

— {(_QMjO +2M%. — 8MP,) Doy + [ — 2M} (=2Mp, + My, + kis)

tha (M2 — 2M2) + M3, (kip — AM2) — QM%/klg} D

+ (Mio — 8M,§0 + Mpe — 2Mj, + ko — 2ki3) M3, — 6Mj ks
thp(MZa — 2M2,) — 2M2 (=3M2 + M2, + kyp — klg)} D

+ (MAO + My — AM, — ko — 2ki3) M3, + ko (M7 — 2M3,)
—2M ks + 2M2 (— M2, + M3, + klg)} D

= (AME = 2M2, — 2MZ + 6ME, + kyp + ki) M2,

Fhip(Ms — 2My) = 6M3 kng + 2MZ, (M, + 2k1s)| Das

| (—4ME + M3, + My — 2M3, — 2ki3) M3,
+2M20(M20 + ki3) — 4M5vk13} oy

+ (=AM} + M3, + Mps — AMg, — 2ki3) M3, + 2M7 (M;y + kis — ki)

+2MFs ki — AMG, (k1o + kl?))} D13} (M7, 0, M7, M3 s ks, kos; HE, W, W, W]

14



1
+W{ [M,fo(—zM,fO + 2Mp 4 M) + My, (4M7. — M3 + My, + ki) | M3,
w
oMy (MFs + M) + M7 My, (—5M7s + 5My, + ki)
MR, | (MR + M) M + 2M ks }Do[Mio, 0, M), M3 ; ku, kogs H, W, W, W]

1
+W{ — M3, [Mf%o@Mi%O — 2MPs 4+ M) + My, (—M3, + My, + ki + le)}
w
‘|‘2M;L10(M12{i + BMI%V) + MI%V |:3M12{i (—M12{:t + MI%V + k’lg + kfl?)) + 2M5V(k‘12 + k’l?»)]
—Mp, [(2M}ji + 3ME ) M7 4 2M3, (3M3, + ki + /{313)] } X

XDl[M}%anaM}%Oa Mi(ﬁ kl?n k23; Hi? W VV? W]

+MLV2V{ — M3, [(QM,fO + My, — 2Mp )My + My, (Mps + 3Myg, + 4kyo + 3!{:13)]
M} (M2 +2M2) — M2, [Mﬁ,i (2MZs +3M2,) + 4M§V]

FME, [4Mj0 M2 (—3M2%y + 3M2, + dkyy + ki) + 4M5Vk12} } x

X Do[ M7, 0, M7, M3 s ks, kosg; H-, W, W, W]

+M%2V{ — M3, [M&V(Mffi + 5My + k1o + 3kig) — 4My, M3,

M2 (2MFs — 2ME +3M3)| — M2 [ M (203 — 202, + 3ME) + 20 |

+ M3, [3M12{i (M, — M7s + ko + kig) + 2M3, (ki + klg)] } X

XD?)[M}%OaO)M}%OaMio;kl37k23;Hi7WVV7W]' (42)

15



Next, coefficient factors GG3, G4 and G5 are expressed as follows:

G
My,

{(—2M§0 + 2M3,. — 8M3,) Doo

— |2 (ME, + 20M3) + M3 (ME, — Mis +2M3, — 2k15)| Doy
+|(BMR + MFs — 2M, — 2Ky — kyg) M7,
M iz + M3, (2kiz — AME,) + (M — 2M ks | Dy

+

(3M; + Mpe — 2My, — Akiy — ki3) M7, + (Mpe — 2M7y ks

—6 M7 k1o + Mio(—5M§O + Mz — 2M3, + 41{512)] Dy

(202 (—ME + M2 — MZ + 3ME, — Eyy + ki) + (2ME — M2 ko
FOME ks + ME (MZs + M2, — 2M3, + 2k — /ﬁg,)} Das

+[(=5MZ, +2M3, + M — AM3, + 2k1s — 2k13) M3,

M (M2, — ko) + 2kya(MEs — 2M7) — 4M5Vk12} Dis

— (=203, + MR, = M + AM3, + 2ki5) M3, + 2Mikia + (2MF, — M kg

+Mp (M7 + My —2My, — k13)] D33}[M,30, M7, 0, M3 ; ko, kog; HS, W, W, W]

1
3 { [Mgo(zMi,i + M) — 2Mye + M (kip — M&V)] My,
w
— M2 ME (M — 5M2, — kyp) + M2, [Mgo(—zMgo +OMZs + M)

+M3,(3ME s + 2M;, — 21{12)} }DO[M,fo, M3, 0, M3 s ko, kog; HE, W, W, W]

1
+M—2{2M5VM;§O —2M2, [M&V(?,M&V + ko + kas) — M2, (— M2, + M%. + 2MV2V)]
w

M, M + My | = 3Mbe + 3(M, + b + big) M + 205y (12 + kis)|
2 4 2 2 2 2

~M2, [2MHi +3M2 My + M2 (M2 + kp + klg)} } X

XD3[M}%Oa M}%Oa 07 Mf{w k127 k23; Hia VV? W W]
1 a2 4 2 7272 2 2

+M2 Mho 2MHi + 4MWMHi _I_ MW(BMW + 3]’{:12 + 4]’{:13)
w

M, (2MPs + 3M) — 2M3, [ M}, — (M +2M3) M2, + 21

+M2, [ — 3Mbhs + (3M2, + Bkyy + 4kyg) M2 + 4M§/k13} } x

XDQ[M}%Oa M}%Oa 07 Mf{w k127 k23; Hia VV> W W]

16



1

i {2M;§O(M§Ii +4Myy)

- [(zMi,i 4 5M2)M2E . + M2, (5M2, + 3k + 3k13)] M2

M3, | (—2M2, + 20 s — ME)ME, + M3, (M — 20|

+ M2, [3M§i(—M§i + My, + kiz + kig) + 2M7, (ks + k‘lg)} } X

XDy My, My 0, M3 s ko, kg HS, W, W, W1, (43)

T {Q(Mgo — 4Mp 4 3Mpe — 3Myy,)Doo + 2(M3, — Mpe — Myi,) (M3 Do + ki2Ds)

(M3, — MZe — M2)(2M3, + M2, + MZs — M2, — kyy — ki3) Dy

(=M3, — 6M; + 5Mps — 8My, + kia + 2ki3) M3,

Mlzii ko + 2MV2V/<;13 - QMEO (Mgv - M}%O + k12 + k13)} Dy
(2M2, + 2M%e — TMZ, — 2k + 2kyg) M2 + Mk

M3, (—6M2 + 2M%y — 3M2, + kyp) + (3MZ — 2M§i)klg] Dys

0
(—M2, — 10M2, + 5M2%. — 8M32, + 2kyy + 2ky5) M2,
+ M7 (AM7 + 2M7s — 9MG)

+ o+ 4+ + o+

—(QMI%I:‘: - 5M5V)(k12 + k’lg):| Dlg}[Mio, Mﬁo’ 0, Mﬁo; k‘gg, ]{,‘13; Hi’ [/V’ W W]

1
i { [(—QM,fO + 2Mj. — 3My, )My + M (2M35 + 3Mps — kia + k:ls)] M3,
w

n [M&V(Mgv kg — dks) — M2e(M2s + ko + 3k1a)| M2,

+ [2M§O(M}’{i — M) + 2M5, (3M, + kg + ki3) + Mas (M, — 2M§i)} M,%O} X

XDl[MiovMi%mOv Mio;k237k13§Hi7VVuW7 W]? (44>
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M,

- {4(1\430 — Mj — Mj,) Doy — [(Mﬁ,i — 5Mp 4 AMy, + k1o — kiz) M,

H(MZs + 2M2 kry + M2 (5MZ, — M2 — 2kyy) + Méiklg} D,
— | 2k12 (M7, + 2M3,) + M3 (M7, — Mps + 2Mj, — 2k12)] Dy
+ [ (MP + 3MPEs — 6M7y — kip + kug) M7 — Mpe ko

M2 (=5M2, + M2y — 2M2, + 2ky3) + (2M2, — Mgi)kw} (Diz + Dis)

—|(2M}, — ME, — M}e + 3k + kiz) MZ, + (Max + AME ks
(M2 — 2M2 )kys + M3, (M2, — 3MZs + 8MZ, — dkyy — leg)] Dys

- [(—M,fo +AMS — MPs 4+ 2My + kg + kia) M7, + Mk + (Mps — 2M3, )k

—2M3, (M — 3M3, + kiz + k)| D33}[M,§O, My, 0, M, kua, kug; H*, W, W, W]

Ml2 {Mh0(2MHi M) = |2Mjrs + M (M3, + ko) | M,
M3, [ M (=5 M + 5M3, + 3k) + 2M ko
+M2, [(—2M§0 + M2 + 3M2)ME, + M2, (M. — 21{12)} } X
X Do[Mp,, M7, 0, M3 ;s ko, kig; HE, W, W, W]
i {2MhO<MHi M)
+ [Ml%[i(:sM&V — OMZ.) + M2, (3M2, + 2eyy + klg)] M2
+ME, [(—3M§i 4 3M2, — 2k — 3kys)MZs — 2M2 (k1o + /ﬁg)]
+M3, [(-2M§0 +2M7s — 3M ) M7+ M, (5Mps — 2My, + 21«13)} } X
X Ds[Mp,, M7, 0, M3 ;s ko, kig; HE, W, W, W]
MlQ { [Mho(zMHi — 5M2) + 2M%L (2ME, — M)
FMZ (5M2 + ko + 4k13)] M2
—aM3, [(ME, + My — M) M3, — M3, (303« + M|
M2, [M},i(—?)Mgi 4 3M2, — 3kyy — dks) — 2M2,(3k1a + 2/7{:13)] } X

XDZ[M}%()’M}%O)OaMiO;klZakl?);Hi)m/aVV?W]' (45)
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We next to decompose the one-loop form factors FEB2 - as follows:

(SS,W)
F(Box) 9
(SS,W) € Ghoho HEGF
- ) - H, 46
ky - ks 87r2< My sy ) 0 (46)
ie? c >
B—a
_ SN H,
1672 (M5V52W) OhoHEHF ;
B et ( S2(8—0) ) EG:H
1672 \ My ssy, ew ) =
Both general couplings in the above equation are obtained as in Eqgs. (37) and (39). All coefficient
factors H; for i = 0,1,---,6 given in the above equation, are listed in terms of PV-functions as
follows:
Hy (fo — MI%Ii) 2 + gyt
M—‘%V = OMI%V Cg[o,klg,MAo;H ,H ,W], (47)
H, 2 2. prt gt
B = |Com o GOl AT W)
[+ Cr = Co| IMR,, g, M35 HE, HE, W] = 2C[M, 0, kg H, W, W]
+[Co = Co| M2, Fvg, M3, S, HE W] = ACo[MZ,, 0,y HE, W, W], (48)
H.
M—gv = |4Dqgo + (Mio - M;%O + k1 — ki3) (D12 + D13) + (Mio - 5M;%O + k12 — k13) Dy

+(BM3, — My, + 3kia + ki3)Dag + (2M35, — My + kiz + ki3) Dsg

+(M3, + 2k12)D22] (M7 M7 .0, M3 s ko, kg HE, HS W, W]

R
Mg,

X Do[Mp,, M7, 0, M3 ; kio, kig; HS, HS, W, W]

+[ME (M3, + 502, — 2ME — Bkiy — k) +2(M3, — M) (ME, — M)

X Do[ M7, M7 0, M3 ;s ko, kig; HS, HS W, W]

My (=M, = My, = 2Mipe + kiz) + 2(M3, — M) (M, — M?{i)] x

1
+M—2 MVQV(BMjO + 2M,§O — 2M7 . — 2kyy — ki3) + Q(Mio — Mgi)(M,fo — Mgi)] X
w
Ds[M? M2 0, M? -kip. kyz: H. HE W. W 4
X 3[ ho? ho? Agr V125 V13, 3 3 ) ] (9)
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The further coefficient factors are given by

H
M—;” 2Dgg — (3MZ, — 2k1s — kug) Dy + (M3, — 3M2, + 4k1y + k13) D1
w
+(3M3, — 2My. + 2k12)Dy3 4+ (3M3, + My — ki3) D33
+(4M3, + M7 + 2k13 — ki3)Dos
+(M3, + 21{«‘12)1722] (M7, M7, 0, M3 s ko, ko H-, H W, W]
+—s L (M} —2M%s + M3,) — M2 (2M3. + M;,)
M2 Ao ho H* w ho HE w
+F2ME L (M2 — M}, — MVQVk:m] Do[Mg,, My, .0, M3 ; ko, kog; H-, H=, W, W]
I M, (—M3, — 8Mjy, — 2Mps + 3kia + 3k13)
+2(M3, — My ) (Mg, — Mgi)] Dy[Mg My 0, M3 s ko, kog; H H-, W, W]
M2 Mg, (—2M3, — 2M7e — 3M; + 3kia + 4ki3)
+2(M3, — Mp=) (M, — Mgi)] Do[M7 My, 0, M3 s ko, kog; HE, H=, W, W]
2 2 2 2 2 2
(2003, = ME2)(ME, — M) = M3, (2Ms — Fiz — kis)
XD3[M}307M}30707M3{O;k127k23;Hi7Hi7mW]v (50>
M1 M2 (M? — M. — M2,) — 2M2L — M? (M? M?2
2 - a2 Ao( ho H*E W) w ho( H* _'_ W)
M3, M,

+ M7 (Mps + 2M7,) | Cs0, kis, My s HE HE W], (51)
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sy {(QM/%O +2Mp — AMG. 4 8Mp,) Doy — | M3, (Myy, — 2M7s + 3M5, + ki3)
w

+ M7 (M — My, — 2kis — ki3) + (2Mfe — 3My, k1o + M&Vklg,] (D12 + D13)
[ M3, (MR, = M + 203, + ko) + ia(2ME, — 3Ms +5M3,)| Dao
| M3, (3Mit, — Mips + 205y + kaz) + M, (=3M, + My + 4kya + kis)

+(8My, — 5M7 k1o + (2M7, — M) kg | Das

+| M7 (2M3, — 3M; + Mps + 2kia + kis) + (3My, — 2M72 )k

+(2M3, — Mi{i)kl?’} Dgg}[O, M3, My, M} s ko, kg HS HS W, W]
1
+M—V2V{M§O [M,%O(Mgo — Mpe — 2M3,) + My (M. — My, + 21«12)}
+M;, [M}‘;i (Mpe + 3Miy) — Mi (Mpe + 2Mg, ) + Miy (M + 2k10 + 2/7{:13)]
Ny [2M12#(M§/ kg — kg) + MZ(—2M2, + kg — 2k13)} } X
X (D2 + D3) [07 Mzou Mf%ou M}%O; k127 k13; Hiv Hia W7 W]7 (52>

1,
M_ng — {(4M,§0 — 4M s + 6M5,) Dog — | M3 (M3, + 2Mj — 2Ms + AMiy, — kg — kug)
+Mp (=M + My, — ko + kiz) + (2Mpe — AMG, ki — Mgvk‘lg] D5
+ [MjO(M,fo — M2+ 2ME + k) + kin(2M2 — 3M2. + 5MV2V)] Dyy
+ [MiO(BM,%O — Mz + 2M3,)
—Mp (M, + Mpe — AMy, — kio + kiz) — My ks
+(Mpe — M) (ks — k‘lz)} D23}[0, M3, My, My s ko, ko HE, HS W, W]
1
R )
w
MR, | M (M — Miy) = M3, (M — 2My) = M3, (3M3, + 2ks)|
+ Mg, [2M12{i(M5V — k1o + kig) — My (2Myy — 3k1z — 2k13)] } X
><D2[0,MiO,MﬁO,MZO;ku,kzg;Hi,Hi,W,W]- (53)

Finally, we consider the last form factors FgEZ)W) which are shown as follows:

F(%ng)W) ie3 cg °
— = - . K;. 54
]{31 : ]{?3 1672 (M‘%VS%/V) Z ( )

1=0
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In this equation, all factors K; are listed in terms of PV-functions as follows:

— = —(Co+Cr+ Co)[M},0, kis; H, H, H*], (55)
My
K
Mé[/ = - 2l)OO - (Mzo + 3Mgo — k’lg)Dgg — (Mio + BM;%O — k‘lg)Dlg
—(3M;, — 2k1a — ki3) D11 + (2M3, — 5M;, + 2kia + k13)D1o + 2(M3, — My ) Das
—(M3, +3Mp, — ki3) D3| [M7,0, M3, My s kig, kios H, HS, H*, W]
+ | M3, (M) — M) — My (M3, — M, + M, — ki) + Mie (M7 — Mp)) | X
XDO[M}%W 07 Mim M}%m k137 k12; H:tv Hiv H:t7 W]
+ | M3, (M, — Mpe) — M (M3, — 4Mi, + My + 2k10) + Mis (M — M )| X
XDl[M}%anaMzoaM}%O;kl?nle;Hi?Hi)HiaW]
+ | M3, (M) — M) — M, (3M3, — 3Mj, + My, — k) + Mis (M — Mj)) | X
XD2[M}%0707thﬂMgo;k137k12;Hi7Hi7Hi7W]v (56>
K 2 2 2
| 4Dgo + (My, — M, + k12 — ki3) D13 — (M}, + k12 + k13) D33
w
+2(M3, — MﬁO)D%] (M7, 0, M3, M7 s kas, kios HS, HS, HE W], (57)
K
M—S = —[4D00 —Q(Mio _Mio)D23+(M}%O +k12+k13)D33
w

—(M3, — My, — kiz + ki3) D13 | [0, M7, M3, My s kos, kig; HS, H, H, W]

1

L [Mzowso M) M+ by — 30, M) 4 M (0 22|
w

x Ds[0, M7, M3, M7 s kos, ki H-, H H-, W1, (58)
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M£§V = - [(km — 2M;; VD11 + (M3, — 3ME + k1y — ki3) Dis + (M3, 4+ M, — ki3)Dss
+(M3, — M, + kiz — ki3) D1z + (M3, — Mj;, — ki3) Do
+2(M3, — klg)D23] [M7,0, My, M3 s ks, kos; H-, H, H-, W]
b O, M) RO M — )+ 00— Ma)] .
xDO[M,%O, 0, My, M3 s ks, kog; HS, H, H* | W]
_M%Qv M3 (M7 — M) — Mj,(3My + M — kio — kiz) + Mps (Mps — M,%O)] X
XDy [M2,0, M2 M2, ks, by HE, H=, HE W]
b O, 20, M) 4 A O, M) + M0 M,30>] '
ng[]\/[_,%O, 0, My, M3, ; kig, kos; H, H-, H, W]
| MM, M) + MM, — M) + M (s - Mso>] «
X D[MZ2 0, M2 M2 : kg, by HE, H=, HE W), (59)
M%V = _Miév M3 (M7, — M) — My (ko + ks — 3Mp + My,) + Mpe (Mps — Mgo)] X
X Ds[Mp,, 0, M3, M7 s kos, kio; HS, H*, H=, W). (60)

After collecting all the necessary form factors, we are going to check for the analytic results
with verifying the UV-, I R-finiteness and Ward identity of one-loop amplitude. The numerical
tests are shown in Tables 3, 4. From the data, we find that the numerical results of the tests are
good stabilities. Having the corresness one-loop form factors, the decay rates are then calculated
as follows:

kllléax kllléax
1
. 2
FAo—>hoh0’Y = W dkf12 dleE |MA0—>h0h0’y (61)
0 min min pOl'
k13 ki3

where total amplitude is squared as

4[k12k13k23 - Mf%o(Mf%O - Mfyo)k12 - MioMgo]

2
Z ‘MAo—>hoh0’Y‘2 = 2 2 ‘F‘ : (62)
unpol. (Mf%o - k13) (Mf%o - k23)
The integration regions are in
kY = AMp, k3= Mj;,, (63)

max/min 1
Jeye/min 5 [Mjo +2Mp — kip £ (M3, — k1) (/1 — 4M£O/ku] (64)

In the next section, we are going to present phenomenological results for the decay process.
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4. Phenomenological results

In phenomenological results, all physical input parameters in the SM are taken as same as in
Ref. [17]. We are interested in the nearly alignment scenario, or taking sz_, — 1 in this work. In
particular, sg_, = 0.95 is selected for the following numerical analyses. While the mixing angle
B is taken in the range of 2 < t3 < 8. Furthermore, the soft-breaking scale for the Z,-symmetry
is obtained as M? = M% in this work. For the decay widths of Z and the SM-like Higgs, we
take their values as in Ref. [17]. In other cases, the decay widths of A} (H*) can be obtained as
in Ref. [8] (in Ref. [54]), respectively.

In Table 2, the decay rates for Ay — hohgpy at several points in the parameter space of
THDM are calculated. In the Table, we select tg = 3, M4, = Mpy=+. While the mass of CP-even
Higgs is taken as My = My, — My. In this Table, the first column shows for the values of 500
GeV< My, <1200 GeV. The numerical results for the decay rates of I'4y_p,ney are presented in
the remaining columns which are corresponding to each type of THDM. The results show that
the decay rates are proportional to M4,. The decay widths for this mode are very small for the
mass regions My, < 500 GeV. They are order of O(1) KeV in the regions of My, > 800 GeV.
We find that the results are lightly different from the distinct four types of the THDM. It is
because the distinct four types of the THDM only come from all fermion exchanging in one-loop
triangle diagrams with Z*-poles (seen Egs. (29), (33) for more detail). The contributions are
proportional to the couplings g, ¢ and give small contributions in comparison with other terms.

My, [GeV] F%—mohm [KeV] F%Lhohm [KeV] F%Lhoho-y [KeV] F%Lhohoy [KeV]
500 0.008772 0.008793 0.008773 0.008789
+0.000009 +0.000009 +0.000009 +0.000009
800 0.9325 4+ 0.0009 | 0.9333 £+ 0.0009 | 0.9323 £ 0.0009 | 0.9332 + 0.0009
1000 5.378 £ 0.005 5.380 %+ 0.005 5.378 4+ 0.005 5.380 £ 0.005
1200 19.11 £ 0.02 19.11 £ 0.02 19.11 £ 0.02 19.11 £ 0.02
Table 2:  The decay rates for the decay processs. In this Table, we chose My = Ma, — Mz, sg—o = 0.95

and Mg+ = Mya,. Numerical results for the partial decay rates are generated by using the multidimensional
numerical integration CUBA program [56].

In Fig. 5, the differential decay rates with respect to the invariant of Higgs-pair (Mpyp,) in
final state are scanned over the parameter 5. We have already pointed out that the results are
lightly different from considering the different types of the THDM. For this reason, we assume
that there are no different results in the differential decay rates from varying the obvious types of
the THDM. In the below plots, we take THDM type I as typical example. Additionally, we vary
the mixing angle 2 <tz < 8. We also set My, = 800 GeV, My = My, — Mz, szg_, = 0.95 and
My« = M, correspondingly. The decay rates develop to the regions of 500 GeV < M5, < 600
GeV and they are then decreased to Mj,p, ~ 680 GeV. The decay rates are increased rapidly to
the peak around My ~ 710 GeV. The peaks are suppressed in the case of 4 < tg < 6, it may
come from the cancellation of one-loop triangle and the mixing Z-v with H*-pole diagrams.
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Figure 5: The differential decay rates with respect to the invariant of Higgs-pair (Mp.p,) in final state are
scanned over the parameter tg. It is stress that we have used the label dI' a4, nohoy/dMpohe X 10~8. It means
that numerical results shown in vertical axis must be multiplied by the factor 1078 in this label.

In Fig. 6, the differential decay rates with respect to the invariant of Higgs-pair (Mpn,)
in final state are scanned over the charged Higgs mass Mg+ (take THDM type I as a typical
example). The input parameters are used as in the previous plot and fix the mixing angle ¢5 = 3.
The results are generated with changing 200 GeV < Mpy+ < 1000 GeV. Overall, the differential
decay rates develop to the regions ~ 350 GeV < My, p, <~ 730 GeV. They change slightly in
the mentioned regions and decrease rapidly when M, >~ 730 GeV. We also find small peaks
of the differential decay rates around Mgz ~ 710 GeV.
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Figure 6: The differential decay rates with respect to the invariant of Higgs-pair (M, p, ) in final state are scanned
over M? ..
H*

5. Conclusions

For the first time, the analytic expressions for one-loop contributions to the rare decay am-
plitude Ay — hohgy within the CP-conserving of the THDM have been introduced. They are
written in term of scalar one-loop PV-functions in standard output of both the packages Loop-
Tools and Collier. Numerical checks for the calculations such as the UV -, I R-finiteness, the
Ward identity of one-loop amplitude are also performed in this article. In phenomenological
results, the decay rates for Ag — hghgy are examined at several allowed points in the parameter
space of the THDM. Furthermore, the differential decay widths with respect to the invariant
mass of Higgs-pair in final states are studied in the parameter space of the THDM.

Acknowledgment: This research is funded by Vietnam National Foundation for Science and
Technology Development (NAFOSTED) under the grant number 103.01-2023.16.

Appendix A: Check for UV -finite of one-loop form factors

After collecting one-loop form factors, we are going to verify the analytic expressions by
checking for UV -finite of one-loop form factors. Since there is no virtual photon exchanging in
the loop. The results must be I R-finite. Moreover, we have no tree-level coupling of Ay with
hohg7y. The decay channel starts at the contributions of one-loop Feynman diagrams. The results
also must be UV -finite after summing all the contributed diagrams. In the course of dimensional
regularization, one-loop Feynman integrals are regularised in the space-time dimension d = 4 —2¢
(for € — 0 at final result). It is well-known that each one-loop diagram contains UV -divergent
parts which are factorised as Cyy = 1/e — log(4m) + vg with Euler-Mascheroni constant yg =
0.5772156 - - - (see Ref. [55] for more detail). The sum all diagrams for this process is being
UV-finite. For the checks, we take the couplings of the THDM Type I as example. Other
input parameters are listed as follows: k5 = 500 GeV?, ki3 = 300* GeV?, M3 = 800* GeV?,
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Mg, = 200 GeV?, M7, = 250® GeV?, M? = 100> GeV?, tg = 5, and sg_ = 0.95. In the
Table 3, we vary Cyy from 0 to 10°, one finds that the results are good stabilities over 14 digits
in agreement. It shows that the one-loop form factors are UV -finite.

Cyv | F(M3,, Mj, ; k12, ks, - - -)

0 3.1741294086792364 + 1.8029001762071715 ¢
10* | 3.1741294086792358 + 1.80290017620717124
10% | 3.1741294086792857 + 1.8029001762071708 4

Table 3: In this Table, checks for the ultraviolet finiteness of one-loop form factors.

Appendix B: The Ward identity checks

For the decay process, we have a on-shell final photon. Subsequently, one-loop amplitude
follows the Ward identity as explained in the section 3. In order to confirm the identity, two
one-loop form factors Fy and F;, are collected independently. Their relation shown in Eq. (17)
is then verified numerically. In the Table 4, the first column, we change the values of (ki, k13).
While the second and the last columns show the numerical values for two form factors F; and
Fy, respectively. For the tests, we use the input parameters as M3 = 800> GeV?, Mg = 2007
GeV?, M7, = 2507 GeV?, M? = 100% GeV?, t3 = 5, and sg_, = 0.95. The results are shown
in this Table is corresponding to the THDM type I taken as a typical example. The results are
good stabilities over 12 digits. It confirms the identity numerically.

(1{512, ]{713) [GeVz] (1{31 . ]{53) X F1 —(1{32 . ]{53) X F2

(—1002, —2007)

+1.6380937118162464
+3.315236367886336 ¢

+1.6380937118162467
+3.315236367886336 i

(+1002, —2007)

+3.401930366245134
+3.3400883185466217 %

+3.401930366245136
+3.3400883185466217 ¢

(—1002, +2007)

+1.3135551033733244
—0.9792390439397629 i

+1.3135551033733248
—0.9792390439397629 i

(+1002, +200%)

+0.4278406932198653
—0.9572229486257442 1

+0.4278406932198655
—0.9572229486257442 1

Table 4:
varying (ki2, k13)-
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