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CP violation in the HZZ vertex and left-right asymmetries
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We calculate new contributions to the HZZ vertex from the Flavor Changing Neutral Current
(FCNC) of the Higgs and Z bosons. It is found that the kY and hY (V = H, Z) form factors can
be induced through these couplings, and we present our results in terms of the Passarino-Veltman
scalar functions. Using the current limits on Htc and Ztc couplings, we determine that the new
contributions to the C'P-conserving form factor hy are small in comparison to the Standard Model
(SM) predictions. However, for the C'P-violating form factor hY , the contributions can reach values
as large as 1075, five orders of magnitude larger than in the SM. Furthermore, we examine how these
results influence the left-right asymmetries in the processes H* — ZZ and Z* — ZH. Our findings
indicate that significant deviations from the SM predictions may arise when FCNC contributions
are considered.

I. INTRODUCTION

In the SM of particle physics, the Higgs boson, discovered in 2012 at the Large Hadron Collider (LHC) [ [2], is the
remanent of the Brout-Englert-Higgs mechanism that gives mass to the gauge bosons and fermions [3H5]. Since the
Higgs boson discovery, notable progress has been made in measuring its properties [6l [7]. Recently, the couplings of
the Higgs boson with weak bosons have attracted considerable attention, mainly due to the LHC reported the signal
strength of the H — Z~ decay that is twice the SM expectation [8, [@]. Furthermore, for the first time, the evidence
of a pair of Z bosons produced via an off-shell Higgs boson was announced by the ATLAS and CMS collaborations
[10, 11]. This finding also facilitated the determination of I'y by analyzing the ratio between the on-shell and off-shell
Z pair production rates [12] [13]. Moreover, the HZZ vertex has also been proposed to be sensitive to quantum
entanglement effects at the LHC [14HIg].

The HZZ vertex with anomalous couplings can be induced through the following effective Lagrangian

L=, MHZMZ” + %{BZHZWZW Ve HZ,0,2" + BZHZWZ“”}] , (1)
cw 2m7

where az corresponds to the tree-level correction, while by arises at the one-loop level within the SM and is of order
10~2 [19-21]. The anomalous coupling ¢ is also expected to emerge at the one-loop level; however, it has not been
identified yet in SM calculations. The az, by and ¢y couplings are C P-conserving [19], whereas by is CP-violating
and could be generated at the three-loop level in the SM, with an approximate magnitude of 10711 [22]. Stringent
bounds on ¢z and b 2 were established through LHC data and theoretical calculations, which are of order 1072 —10~*
[21]. The phenomenology of the H*ZZ coupling at the LHC and future colliders has been extensively studied by
numerous authors [23-29]. Additionally, the cases HZZ* and HZ*Z* have relevant implications at colliders [30-49].
The H* — ZZ decay is included in publicly available codes such as HDECAY [50] and PROPHECY4F [51].
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FIG. 1. Nomenclature for the HZZ coupling and the Ff,,ZH vertex function.
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From Lagrangian [I] and using the nomenclature in Fig|l] the vertex function can be written as follows

hy (¢, p3,p3) hy (¢*,p3,p3)
nyZH = hY (q27p%7p%)guu + %])IVPZ/L + %euuaﬁp?pga (2)
Z Z

where V' denotes the off-shell boson. Following the kinematics H* — ZZ (Z* — ZH), the form factors h) can be
expressed as

WY (a2 2. p2) = 1 —_} ¢ —pi — 13 ) 2 3

(¢ p1p) =1+az —bz—5 +g, Pt (3)
Z Z

hy (@, p7,p3) = +2bz, (4)

hy (¢, p},p3) = £2bz. (5)

For simplicity, we will set az = 0 in this work. Since we consider an off-shell V' boson, the anomalous couplings are
functions of the squared four-moment of the V' boson. Moreover, given that by has an imaginary part in the SM
[21], we also expect that ¢z, Z;Z, bz will be complex quantities. It is important to note that Lagrangian in Eq.
necessitates real anomalous couplings to be Hermitian; however, it merely describes the external particles through
an effective approach, which is only valid at Born level [52]. The anomalous couplings are induced by heavy or light
particles at the one-loop or higher orders [32], where the operators that induce such corrections do not strictly require

real ¢z, bZ, b z couplings to form a Hermitian Lagrangian. The imaginary part, together with the C P-violating form
factor, may give rise to intriguing new physics effects that could be observed through polarized observables at the
LHC [21], 36, 53H56]. The phenomenology involving a pair of polarized Z bosons in the process pp — H* — ZZ at the
LHC has been addressed in Refs. [57H61]. The polarizations of gauge bosons are particularly noteworthy at the LHC
and are currently under investigation across various processes. For instance, the ATLAS collaboration has reported
evidence of longitudinally polarized W*Z and ZZ boson pairs [62, [63]. Additionally, polarization fractions of the Z
bosons have been analyzed by the LHCb, ATLAS, and CMS collaborations [64H67]. Studies involving gauge boson
polarizations at the LHC include W*W# production [68], W+Jets events [69} [70], W*Z production [71], and the
generation of W bosons in tf events and top decays [72H75]. The potential for producing polarized gauge bosons has
been incorporated into event generators like MadGraph5_aMC@NLO [76] and SHERPA [77].

In this study, we examine the FCNC contributions of the Higgs and Z bosons to the HZ Z vertex, with a particular
focus on those that induce the C P-violating form factor hY (V = H, Z). Furthermore, we investigate the potential for
new left-right asymmetries arising from the polarizations of the Z-bosons. The structure of this work is organized as
follows: in Sec. [[I} we calculate the new contributions to the HZZ vertex resulting from FCNC couplings mediated by
the H and Z bosons. Next, in Sec. [IT1} we analyze the left-right asymmetries that can be induced by the C' P-violating
form factor hY . Finally, in Sec. e present a numerical analysis of our results, with our conclusions summarized

in Sec. [Vl

II. FCNC CONTRIBUTIONS TO THE HZZ COUPLING

To generate C' P-violating contributions to the HZZ vertex, we consider the following effective Lagrangian, which
induces FCNC couplings mediated by the Z and H bosons

L= 2T (o — 90 12" — 5o H (94 + 9377 (6)

2m

where g (r =V, A, S, P) are complex couplings. Given its large mass, we expect the most significant contributions
from FCNC interactions involving the top quark. Such processes have been investigated at the LHC through the
decays t — Zq and t — Hgq [78, [79]. In the SM, the corresponding branching ratios are highly suppressed, with
B(t — Zq) being of order 1074, For B(t — Hgq), the prediction is even smaller, by about one order of magnitude
[80]. Constraints on the couplings Ztq and Htq (¢ = ¢, u) have been obtained from LHC data [81] [82], which can be
summarized as follows:

9|, 95| < 0.0095, (7)
|95, |955] < 1.2 GeV. (8)

In the rest of this section, we will calculate the one-loop FCNC contributions to the hY and hY from factors arising
from Lagrangian @ We will consider scenarios that involve an off-shell Higgs boson or an off-shell Z boson, with
the following kinematics H* — ZZ and Z* — ZH.



A. Analytical results

Two distinct contributions to the HZZ vertex can arise from the FCNC couplings in Lagrangian @ The first
category of diagrams (Type I), as illustrated in Fig. involves only flavor-violating couplings mediated by the Z
boson. The second category (Type II) also includes FCNC couplings of the Higgs boson and is depicted in Fig.
For our calculations, we consider additional diagrams arising from both p{ « p4 and m; <> m; exchanges. Our
results were obtained using the FeynCalc package [83H86] and are expressed in terms of the Passarino-Veltman scalar
functions.
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FIG. 2. One-loop contributions of Type I, where only FCNC couplings of the Z boson are involved.
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FIG. 3. One-loop contributions of Type II, where FCNC couplings of the Z and H bosons are involved.

1. Diagrams Type I

By considering all the contributing Feynman diagrams from Fig. [2] we obtained the FCNC contribution to the
C P-conserving form factor Y, which can be expressed as

¢>myN
hy (1) =-=2—2L

{| JPAY (K2 mi,m2) + |g |2 A% (K m?,m§>}, V=H,Z, K=Q,P, (9)

47T2CWmW
where Ny corresponds to the number of colors, and the A\‘fj 4 (V= H, Z) functions can be found in Appendix
For the off-shell H case, A{,I) 4 depends on @, which is defined as @ = ||¢q||. In the case of the off-shell Z boson, we
define P = ||p1]|, and Ag’A will be a function of P. When m; = m;, the form factor hY (V = H, Z) reduces to twice
the SM results [2I]. This outcome occurs because, in our calculations, we considered the double of the diagrams due
to the m; <+ m; exchange.

For the C' P-violating form factor hY , the FCNC contribution of type I is given as follows

g*mymymy N i i
W (1) = ~ T gl (| FY (K? mi,m?), V= H, 2, K=Q,P, (10)

where the functions FV (V = H, Z) can also be found in Appendix Notably, at least one imaginary coupling in
the Zf, fi vertex is essential for inducing C'P violation in the HZZ vertex. For m; = m;, the form factor hY vanishes.
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Moreover, we anticipate negligible contributions for FCNC involving only light fermions, as kY is proportional to the
product m;m;.
The Al‘;, 4 and FV (V = H, Z) functions in Eqs.@ and are free of divergences.

2. Diagrams Type 11

From diagrams of Type II in Fig. |3 the resulting C'P-conserving form factor can be expressed as

2
g mZN 1] 1j  x
ny (1) = 5Ty 2 {nge |95 RY (52, mi,mj) + gaRe g gp | RY (2, mi, m;)

—&-gARe[gfggg}R;/(KQ,m“m])+nge{ggg}}RX(KZ,m“mJ)}, V:Ha Z7 K:Q7 Pa
(11)

where gy and ga correspond to the SM vector and axial couplings of the Z boson with fermions. The functions RY
(i =1, 2, 3, 4) are presented in Appendix When m; = m;, gs = m;, and gp = 0, our expression simplifies to
four times the SM contribution. This result is expected, as we have considered additional Feynman diagrams from
the m; <> my; and Zf, f; exchange.

The form factor associated with C'P violation can be expressed as follows:

2
ngN 1] % ] %
hg(ff):=2ﬂ20wﬁn;,{gAhn[g&gs}T?leavnuvnq)*—gvhn[g&gp}fgllfarnuvnﬂ

+ gvIm| g 95| T (K%, mi,my) + gatm gl 5| T (K%mi,mj)}, V=H,7 K=QPF (12

The functions T}V (i=1, 2, 3, 4) in Eq. are also shown in Appendix Notably, the pseudoscalar coupling is
not required to induce CP-violation. Furthermore, for gp = 0 and m; = m;, the form factor hY vanishes, whereas
for gp # 0 the TQY , functions are not zero. Therefore, generating C'P violation without FCNC couplings remains
possible if we include a pseudoscalar coupling. The R} and T} (i=1,2,3, 4) functions in Egs. and are free
of divergences.

In summary, we have derived new contributions to the form factor hY (V = H, Z) arising from FCNC couplings
of the Z and Higgs bosons. These results suggest the possibility of new sources of C'P violation in the HZZ vertex,
which can lead to left-right asymmetries in the H* — ZZ process [21], [56]. Additionally, our calculations for the
CP-conserving form factor are consistent with the SM results for m; = m;.

IIT. LEFT-RIGHT ASYMMETRIES OF THE HZZ VERTEX

The polarized observables of the HZZ vertex have been explored in multiple contexts [21] B0} [55, 56], where the
left-right asymmetry A, for the H* — ZZ process is defined as follows:

Ik, - TE.
AgR: H*—Z1Zp, H %ZRZR. (13)

i3 I
Uhesz,z, YU znzp

By considering the form factors h as complex, the AH, asymmetry has been computed in Ref. [2I], which expressed
in terms of the real and imaginary hi’ and hY is

Re [1{/] 1 [44] — Re[A4/] 1 ]

AL = am2K ,
e (Q)K2(Q){Re[h3H]2 + tm[nf]*} + 4m {Re[nf']? + m[nf1]*}

with



Motivated by this result, we propose that a non-zero left-right asymmetry can also arise in the process Z* — ZH.
For this case, we define A7, as

rZ. —-T4.
A%R — Z*—Z, H Z*—ZrH (16)

i I3 :
N R Y T

To obtain the analytic expression for the A7 asymmetry, we calculate the polarized width decays I'}._,, 5 in the
following kinematic: the process Z*(p1) — Z(p2)H (g) takes place in the rest frame of the Z*(p1) boson, with the
Z(p2) moving along the z-axis. In such a scenario, the polarization vectors of the Z(p2) boson are:

|
_ 2 2 2)\2 _ 2 p2 p2 2 _ )2
€(0) = 2mzP<\/(P +m3 — )2 — 4mE P2, P? 4 m — m,0,0), (17)
1
e(R/L) = E(0,0, it 1). (18)

We find that the polarized width decays can be expressed as

2 2 2 7 2 2) 2
A _ V/2myy (mg + P?) + my + (my — PY)? _

Izeszm= 16775 M=(N), A=L,R,0. (19)
where A denotes the polarization of the on-shell Z boson and M?2()\) is the squared polarized amplitude. We have
not averaged over the initial polarizations in Eq because the off-shell Z(p;) boson corresponds to a propagator
in a collider process. The left and right polarized amplitudes are given as

2
g
ML) == {m2Z [ —4m’y (Re[h?]? + Tm[hZ]2) + (Re[hZ]2 + Tm[hZ]2) (2m3, (m3 + P?) —m}

~ (= )| 5 o (Rl ] — on 0 Re 1] y/ =20 o+ P2) ey + (o Pzw}.
(20)

Analogous to the H* — ZZ process, the amplitudes for transversely polarized states exhibit a dependence on the
h% and h% form factors [21]. To ensure a comprehensive analysis, we have computed the amplitude corresponding to
longitudinal polarization:

2
M (0) =—5— {Wé (Re [h{]? +Im [hf]Q) (=2m%, (m% + P?) +ml; — 2P*m% + 5m’ + P4
16¢q,my,

- [Re[8)2 + 1 [4)7] (s — m2)? = 7] [ma + m)? — P7) oy 3, — )y i, — ]

+am2 (Re [h7]Re[h%] + Im[h7] I [h§]> (—m2y +m% + P?) (—2m% (m + P2) +miy + (m% — P?)?) }
(21)

The absence of the C P-violating form factor hZ in this expression suggests that the longitudinal polarization of the
Z boson does not provide a significant avenue for probing C'P violation. On the other hand, from the last term in
Eq. , we note a difference in sign between the left- and right-polarized amplitudes, which leads to a non-zero A% R
asymmetry. In terms of the real and imaginary parts of the hZ and hZ form factors, the asymmetry can be expressed
as follows

1[4 Re[h7] - m[A7]Re 4]

AZ = 4m% K(P) : (22)
e K2(P){Re[nF]2 + Tm [pF]?} + dm {1m[n7]2 + Re[n7]?}
where the IC(P) function is given by
K(P) = \/—2m% (m3, + P2) + m + (m% — P?)2. (23)

The A% asymmetry exhibits a structure similar to that obtained in the H* — ZZ case. Additionally, we observe
that to achieve a non-vanishing AY, (V = H, Z), asymmetry, C'P-violating and complex anomalous couplings are
necessary. In the SM, the h} (V = H, Z) form factor is complex [21]. Consequently, having a non-zero hY (V = H,
Z) would induce the left-right asymmetries discussed in this section.



IV. NUMERICAL ANALYSIS

We will now assess the numerical values of the FCNC contributions to the hY and hY (V = H, Z)form factors, as
well as the AY ; asymmetries. Since we anticipate significant contributions from FCNC couplings involving the top
quark, we will consider the bounds outlined in Eqs. and . Additionally, our analysis will focus exclusively on
energy regions where the ZZ and HZ pairs can be produced on-shell. To numerically evaluate the Passarino-Veltman
scalar functions, we utilized the LoopTools package [87].

A. Contributions of Type I

We begin by analyzing the contributions of type I in Fig. [2] for both scenarios: the H*ZZ and Z*ZH vertex. To
achieve the maximum values for the C'P-conserving contributions, we will use the upper bounds on the norm of the
gi¢ and ¢'¢ couplings in Eq. @ For the C'P-violating form factor, it is useful to define

; hy (1)

hy(I) = —* ==, V=H,2, (24)
Im[ngA }

to facilitate the analysis of its behavior and contributions in a model-independent manner.

1. H*ZZ vertex

In Fig. we present the behavior of the real and imaginary parts of h& (I) (left plot) and hi(I) (right plot)
as a function of Q. For the C'P conserving form factor hi, we observe that both parts can reach values up order
10~°, which is four orders of magnitude smaller than those predicted in the SM [21]. The absorptive parts emerge
when the particles in the loop that couple to the off-shell boson can be on-shell [88] 89]. Below the threshold energy
of Q = 2my, the imaginary part of hil is approximately of order 1071°. Only the diagrams in Fig [2, where the
Higgs couples to charm-anticharm pair, contribute to the imaginary part at these energies. Therefore, Im [hg } will
be extremely small at Q < 2m;. Beyond the threshold energy, additional diagrams involving the H#t coupling also
contribute. As a result, the imaginary part becomes comparable in magnitude to the real part, and around @ = 500
GeV, the magnitude of Im[h{] exceeds that of Re[r].
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FIG. 4. The FCNC contributions of the Type I to the form factors hi’ (left plot) and hi (right plot) as a function of Q.

For the C P-violating form factor, we find that the contributions to its real and absorptive parts are of order 107,
Unlike the form factor h4’, the imaginary contribution is also relevant for @Q < 2m;. Furthermore, its magnitude
dominates at both low and high energy levels. At energies around 500 GeV, however, the real part is the main



contribution. From the limits in Eq. @, we estimate that Im [gv gjg] can reach values of order 107°. In this context,

the real and imaginary parts of hZ’ could achieve magnitudes between 10~% and 10~%. While this result is quite small
compared to the current constraints on h¥ [21], it is three orders of magnitude larger than the SM prediction [22].

2. Z*ZH

We now show the behavior of hZ (I) (left plot) and h(I) (right plot) as a function of P, in Fig. For h%, we
observe a pattern similar to the previous case. Both the real and imaginary parts reach magnitudes of order 107,
with the absorptive part dominating at high energies. However, for values of P less than 2m;, the magnitudes of both
the imaginary and real parts are comparable, contrasting with the behavior observed for the scenario involving an
off-shell Higgs boson. In the case of the Z*Z H vertex, the amplitudes of the contributing diagrams behave differently,
as all exhibit an imaginary component. This phenomenon arises because the tc and ¢t pairs, which couple to the Z*
gauge boson in Fig[2] can be on-shell in the energy range \/m2, + m% < P < 2m;. Here \/m%, + m% is the minimum
energy required to produce an on-shell HZ pair. Therefore, in the Z*Z H vertex, the absorptive part is not negligible
at low values of P. X

For the CP-violating form factor hZ(I), both the real and imaginary parts can be as large as those found in the
H*ZZ scenario, although they are significantly smaller as P increases. The imaginary part becomes more relevant
in the energy range 300 GeV < P < 700 GeV. At high values of P, the magnitudes of the real and absorptive parts
become similar but of order 10°. For Im [gvgjl] ~ 1075, the magnitude of the form factor h¥ can achieve values of
order 1078, which is three orders of magnitude larger than the SM prediction.
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FIG. 5. The FCNC contributions of the type I to the form factors h% (left plot) and h (right plot) as a function of P.

B. Contributions of Type II

The form factors obtained from diagrams of type II require a different approach, as they can be expressed through
four combinations of the g, (r =V, A, S, P) couplings. To assess the FCNC contributions numerically, we will
examine four scenarios that align with the bounds outlined in Eqgs. and .

e Scenario I: As the pseudoscalar coupling in Lagrangian @ is not essential for inducing C'P violation, we focus
on the case where gp = 0. We employ the upper limits from Eqgs. @— to determine the values of the real and
imaginary parts of the various combinations involved in the form factors hY and hY. The resulting values are

Re[grg5] =0.0114, r=1V, A, (25)
Im[grg5] =0.0114, r=V, A (26)

e Scenario II: In this scenario, we analyze the impact of negative couplings on the behavior of the form factors.
The real and imaginary parts that include the pseudoscalar coupling will be negative. Furthermore, we will



consider the magnitudes of the couplings to be half of the values used in the previous case.

Re [grgf‘g] = —Re [grg};] =0.0057, r=V, A, (27)
Im[g,g5] = —Im|[grgp| = 0.0057, r=1V, A (28)

e Scenario III: Similar to the previous case, but with different negative values of the real and imaginary parts:

Re[gvgs] = Re[gagp] = —Re[gags] = —Re[gvgp] = 0.0057, (29)
Im[gyg§] = Im[gagp| = —Im[gags] = —Im[gvgp] = 0.0057. (30)

e Scenario IV: In this scenario, we only consider the contributions from the pseudoscalar coupling (gs = 0).
Furthermore, as the C' P-violating form factor hY is not vanishing for the case of flavor-conserving couplings, we
analyze the contributions to hY that involve only top quarks in the loop. For the hY (V = H, Z) form factor,
these contributions are of order 1072% and can be neglected. We utilize the same values as those considered in
scenario I:

Re [grg}] =0.0114, r=V, A, (31)
Im[g,.gp] =0.0114, r=V, A (32)
1. H*ZZ

In Fig. |§|7 we show the behavior of h(IT) as a function of @ for the scenarios I — ITI. At low values of @ in these
three scenarios, the dominant contributions correspond to the real part, with the absorptive part being of the same
order of magnitude. This behavior contrasts with the observed in the H*ZZ case, where the imaginary part is only
relevant for energies above 2m;. As previously mentioned, not all the amplitudes contribute to the imaginary part
of il in the diagrams of type I. However, for all diagrams of type II, the fc pair coupled to the Higgs boson in Fig.
can be on-shell within the energy range considered. Consequently, their amplitudes contribute to the absorptive
part, making the real and imaginary parts comparable for Q < 2m;. At high energies, the imaginary part becomes
the largest contribution. The most significant results are obtained in scenarios I and I, yielding values of order
10~7, which are five orders of magnitude smaller than in the SM [2I] and one order of magnitude lower than in the
H*Z 7 vertex. It is worth noting that although the couplings in scenario III are one order of magnitude smaller than
those in scenario I, both cases produce contributions of approximately the same order of magnitude. This finding
indicates that contributions from the pseudoscalar coupling can be relevant in FCNC couplings. We do not present
scenario IV, which involves only top quarks running in the loop, as hY is of order 1072°. This result suggests that the
flavor-conserving contributions associated with the pseudoscalar coupling are small. Additionally, we observe distinct
patterns in scenarios I1 and I11, highlighting the significant impact of negative couplings on the behavior of hif.
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FIG. 6. FCNC contributions of the type II to the kil form factor as a function of Q. For the values of the different couplings,
we consider the scenarios I-I111, whereas the contribution in scenario I'V is tiny and not shown.

For the C' P-violating form factor, we present in Fig. [7|the absolute value of the real and absorptive part of hil (IT)
as a function of @. In scenarios I and IV, the imaginary part dominates nearly the entire energy range. While
in scenarios I1 and I, it predominates only at lower values of ). In scenario IV, the absorptive part is zero for
@ < 2my, as only top quarks are included in the loop. In the four scenarios, the magnitude of the real and imaginary
parts are similar at high energies. The most significant values are observed in scenarios I and IV, where both the real
and imaginary parts can reach magnitudes of order 1079, which is five orders of magnitude larger than the prediction
in the SM [22]. Furthermore, these results are two orders of magnitude larger than those obtained in diagrams of
type I. Hence, relevant contributions to the left-right asymmetries become feasible. Distinct patterns are evident in
the four scenarios, indicating that the values and signs of the couplings play a relevant role in the behavior of hl. In
contrast with the C' P-conserving form factor ki, the contributions from the pseudoscalar coupling are significant in
both flavor-conserving and flavor-violating contexts.
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FIG. 7. FCNC contributions of the type II to the h¥ form factor as a function of Q. For the values of the different couplings,
we consider the scenarios I-I'V discussed in this section.

For the case of an off-shell Z boson, we present in Fig. the behavior of hZ (II) as a function of Q. In scenarios I

2. Z*"ZH

and III, the magnitude of both real and absorptive parts reach the largest values of order 10~7. The real and absorp-
tive contributions dominate in different energy regions in these scenarios. In scenario II, the principal contribution
corresponds to the imaginary part, which only achieves values around 108, Scenario IV is not shown, as its contri-

butions are of order 10~2°. Similar to the H*ZZ case, we observe that the sign of the couplings significantly affects

the behavior of hZ. Moreover, the pseudoscalar contributions are relevant in the case of flavor-violating couplings.

Our results for h¥ are similar to those in the case with an off-shell Higgs boson. They are one order of magnitude

smaller than those obtained in the diagrams of type I and tiny compared with the SM result.
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FIG. 8. FCNC contributions of the type II to the hZ form factor as a function of P. For the values of the different couplings,
we consider the scenarios I-I11, whereas the contribution in scenario IV is tiny and not shown.

In Fig. @ we show the absolute value of the real and imaginary parts of the C' P-violating form factor hZ (1) for
the four scenarios discussed earlier. In scenarios I — I, the imaginary part is the dominant contribution for all the
values of @. Conversely, in scenario 111, the real part is the largest contribution. In scenario IV, the absorptive part
is zero for energies @) < 2m; but becomes the main contribution at higher energies. This pattern is reminiscent of the
behavior observed in the H*ZZ case. The magnitudes of the real and absorptive parts of h¥ can reach values order
1079, five and two orders of magnitude larger than the SM and diagrams type I predictions, respectively. Additionally,
the pseudoscalar coupling plays a relevant role in flavor-conserving and flavor-violating contributions, similar to the
observed in the H*ZZ vertex.

As with the type I diagrams, we observe distinct behaviors between hf and hZ (i =2, 3), which do not occur in
the SM.
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FIG. 9. FCNC contributions of the type II to the h% form factor as a function of P. For the values of the different couplings,
we consider the scenarios I-I'V discussed in this section.

In summary, the imaginary parts of hYy and hY (V = H, Z) are comparable to their real parts. This behavior
has also been observed in other off-shell couplings, such as trilinear neutral gauge bosons couplings [90} 91] and the
gqq vertex [92] [03]. The numerical values obtained for the C'P-conserving form factor are tiny compared to those
predicted in the SM. On the other hand, the contributions to A} can be up to five orders of magnitude larger than
in the SM. This form factor and the SM contributions to hY can lead to non-zero left-right asymmetries as discussed
in Sec. [[IIl Additionally, we found that new sources of C'P violation are possible with a pseudoscalar and without
FCNC couplings.

C. Contributions to the AY, (V = H, Z) asymmetry

We perform a numerical evaluation of the left-right asymmetries AY , (V = H, Z) discussed in Sec. The study of
the polarizations of the Z bosons has been addressed in various analyses at the LHC [62H67, [71]. Furthermore, several
authors have proposed new methods for measuring the polarizations of the ZZ pair in the process gg —» H* — ZZ
[57H61). Therefore, the AY , (V = H, Z) asymmetries may become achievable in the future. The observation of a
non-zero asymmetry would indicate the presence of physics beyond the SM.

To study the behavior of the AY, (V = H, Z) asymmetries, we note from Egs. and that only the form
factors hY and hY are necessary. For the CP-conserving form factor, we will consider the tree-level and one-loop
contributions from the SM. Hence, in Eq. , we set ¢z = 0 and incorporate the one-loop SM results, as reported in
Ref. [21], for the anomalous coupling by. Regarding the C P-violating form factor hZ, we will utilize the expressions
derived from FCNC contributions of both type I and II discussed in Sec. [[I}
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1. Type I

In Fig. we present the AZR (V. = H, Z) asymmetries as a function of @ and P, considering the FCNC
contributions of type I. By using the upper bounds stated in Eq. , we find that Im [g%,cgff] can reach values of order
107°. Accordingly, we utilize the values: —8 x 107° and 10~° for Im [g%,cgfﬂ in Eq. . The former value leads
to the largest results for both asymmetries, yielding contributions of order 107 for the case involving an off-shell
Higgs and 10~® for the off-shell Z boson. The second value of Im [g%ﬁgfﬂ produces asymmetries that are one order of
magnitude smaller. We also observe distinct behaviors between AfR and A% R, Which arise from the different form of
the hY form factor in Eq. for the case of an off-shell Higgs or Z boson. Additionally, both asymmetries exhibit
an inflection point at Q = 2m;, where the one-loop SM contributions to h} form factors develop a notable imaginary
part.

The SM prediction for the C P-violating form factor hi is aproximately of order 10~ [22]. Based in this value, the
AfR asymmetry has been estimated to be in the range 1078 — 1072 [21]. Assuming that k% is of a similar magnitude
to that of an off-shell H boson, we find that AZ, can be of order 107! — 107!2 within the SM. Thus, our results in
Fig. [1I0] are one to three orders of magnitude larger than those predicted by the SM when considering type I FCNC
contributions.

3.0x10-7 | . . . . . ] "
- g O
-
0.0
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FIG. 10. The asymmetries A¥p and A% as a function of Q and P, respectively. For the C'P-conserving form factor hd
(V = H, Z), we have considered contributions from the SM up the one-loop level, whereas for hY we used the results obtained
for FCNC contributions of type I.

2. Type II

Similar to the previous case, we draw in Fig. the AY , (V = H, Z) asymmetries for the contributions of type
II. We have examined the four scenarios introduced in Sec. [[VB] In both asymmetries, the scenario I7 is negligible,
while the remaining scenarios yield values ranging from 10~° to 107%. The most significant results are obtained in
scenarios I and IV, where hY (II) also reaches its highest values.

In scenarios I and I1I, we observe that the AH, asymmetry does not exhibit an inflection point at Q@ = 2m;.
This phenomenon can be explained by the absence of any significant change in the imaginary part of the h4 at the
threshold energy of 2my, as illustrated in Fig. [7] In scenario IV, the asymmetries become relevant at () = 2m,, which
aligns with the energy level where the h}" and hY (V = H, Z) form factors also achieve notable values. These findings
indicate that the absorptive parts of the form factors notably influence the behavior of the asymmetries and should
be considered in future analyses.

The form factors hY (II) can be up to two orders larger than those from the type I diagrams. Consequently, the
terms containing the K? functions in the denominator of Eqs. and emerge as the dominant contributions
when considering diagrams of type II. Furthermore, since the functions (@) and IC(P) yield nearly identical numerical
values, we observe similar patterns between the two asymmetries, contrasting with the results obtained in Fig
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Finally, the .AfR and AZ r asymmetries in Fig. are two and three orders of magnitude larger than the corre-
sponding from FCNC contributions of type I, respectively. Our results are three to six orders larger than the SM

predictions.
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FIG. 11. The asymmetries A¥y and AZ5 as a function of @ and P, respectively. For the CP-conserving form factor hY
(V = H, Z), we have considered contributions from the SM up the one-loop level, whereas for hY we used the results obtained
for FCNC contributions of type II.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we have computed new contributions to the H*ZZ and Z*Z H vertexes from FCNC couplings mediated
by the Z and Higgs bosons. Furthermore, we identified two distinct types of contributing Feynman diagrams. The
first contribution, Type I, arises when only the FCNC couplings mediated by the Z boson are considered. When both
Z bosons and Higgs FCNC couplings are included, the contribution of Type II emerges. We found new contributions
from both scenarios to the form factors hY and hY (V = H, Z), with the results expressed in terms of the Passarino-
Veltman scalar functions. Notably, the C P-violating form factor hY can be induced without flavor violation in a
pseudoscalar coupling scenario. Using bounds on the FCNC couplings of the top quark, we determined that the
contributions to hY can be of order 1076 — 1077, significantly small compared with those in the SM. In contrast,
the C P-violating form factor can reach values of 1078 and 107% for Type I and Type II contributions, respectively.
These estimates are three and five orders of magnitude larger than the predictions of the SM. We also find that the
absorptive part is comparable to the real part and is the dominant contribution in some energy regions.

We have also calculated the A%, asymmetry for the Z* — ZH process. Our results show that the A%, has a
similar form to the reported for the H* — ZZ case, as both are in terms of the form factors h} and hY. Using the
SM one-loop level expressions for h}" along with the contributions from FCNC couplings to hY , we find that AH r and
A%, can reach significantly larger values than those derived from SM contributions alone. The most significant results
arise from contributions of Type II, where the asymmetries can be up to six orders of magnitude larger than in the
SM. Additionally, we observe that the imaginary parts of the form factors considerably influence the behavior of the
asymmetries. This finding suggests that the absorptive parts can not be ignored when studying physical observables.
The observation of a non-zero left-right asymmetry AY, (V = H, Z) would imply the existence of C'P violation in
the HZZ vertex.
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Appendix A: Analytical Forms

This appendix presents the analytical expressions for the functions appearing in the hY and hY (V = H, Z) form
factors. Our results are in terms of the Passarino-Veltman scalar functions. We introduce the shorthand notation:

Bij(c*) = Bo(c*,m} m?) (A1)
Cije(Q%) = Co(mZ, m%Z, Q% m?,m3,m7), (A2)
Cljk(Pz) - (mH7mZaP2 m2 ’ITL2 mi) (A3)

where By and Cy are the usual two- and three-point Passarino-Veltman scalar functions. The following symmetry
relations will also be useful

Bij () = Bji(c?), (Ad)
Ciji(c?) = Crjalc?). (A5)

1. Diagrams type I

The functions A\‘f and AY (V = H, Z) for contributions of Type I are given as follows:

Ag(QQ,m?,m?) :Q2 (Q2i4m22)2 { {4m- (m2 —ms ) (4mZ Q2)}Bii(0) + [4m (m? —m; ) (4mZ Q2)}Bjj(0)

+ 2" (my = mj)? = 4Q* {m3 (~4mim; +m? 4+ m?) + (m? — m?) 2}
8y (3 -+ m2) — 8m¥ (m? —m2) 2| Byy(m) + 2me Q" (m; — mo)
+ 2Q2{m2z (mi — 2m;j) 4+ 2m; (m; — m;) (m; +m;) } — dmym% (mf — m? + mQZ) }Bii(QQ)
+ 2m; [Q4 (m; —m;) + 2Q2{mZ = 2m;) + 2my; (m; —my) (m; +m;) }
— dm;m?, (mf —m? + mQZ) } Bjj(QZ) +m; [2@4{ —m% (m; + 3m;) — mim; — 3m;m
—|—m§’ + m?} + 8Q2{m22 (mfmj + 2mim]2- —|—m? - mg’) —my; (m2 —m; ) +meZ}
+ 8mim% (m; —m; —mz) (m; +m; —mz) (m; —m; +mgz) (m; +mj +mz) +Q mj] Ciji(Q%)
+m; [2@4{ —m3 (mj + 3m;) — mim; — 3mym? +m? +m} +8Q*{mZ (mim; + 2m;m
2

+mi —mi) —my (mf —m})? +mamy} +8mymy (mj —mi —mz) (m; +m; —mzg)

x (m; —m; +mz) (mj +m; + mz) +Q mz} J”(Q2)

+4M@—Qﬂ@ﬁe%ﬁ—w@+Q>+%z+m<%1—%W+QH} ho

1
Q? (Q* — 4m7%)
Q7 2 (m? —m? 4 m) }Cy (@) + {2mF — 2 (m2 4 m3) + @7} (Q7)] (A7)

AL Q% m},m3) =AY(Q* mi,m3) —

72Q%mm; (Q = 4m3) [~ 4B, (m3) +2B. (Q*) + 285 (%)



AZ(P?

A4 (p*,m3,

ymi,m3) =

m?)

:Ag(PQ,mf,m?) —

16

1
((mmg —mz)? = P?) ((mg +mz)? —

P2 { — 4m3 (m; —my) (m; +my) Bis(0)

N 3mpgm; (mz (myg +mz) +m? — m?) N 3mpgm; (mZ (mz —mpy) +m? — m?)
m;

myg +mz — P myg —my + P

3mupm; (mz (mz —mpy) +m? — m?) 3mpgm; (mz (mpy +mz) +m? — mf)

—mpyg +mz + P myg+myz + P

— 2 (m; (m3; — 2m? +m%) —mim; + 2m?) — 2P%m; | By (m7;)

3my (—mHmZ (m + m3 )+mZ (m + m3 )—l—(ml2 m2-)2)
+ —myg +myz — P

3mZ( %(mz(mH+mz)—2m§)+m (mz(mH+mz)+m )+m )
myg+myz — P
3my (memZ (m + ms )erZ (m + ms )Jr(m« fm?)2)
—my+my + P
3mz( (mz(mH+mz)—2m)—|—m (mz(mH+mz)+m)+m)
mpg +mz + P
+ m%m? + m%lm?- — P%(m; — m;) 2_ Zmimjmzz + 4m3m§ —9m?m% — 2m} — Qm?mQZ
Bij(mz) 1 [
2 ((mH —mz)2+P2) ((mH+mZ)2 —P2)
x ((mg +mz)* = P?) (m} —m% + P?) + mi(—5P* (m} + 4m? —m%)
+ P? (16m? (m3; + my) + 6mymy + myy — Tmy) + (m3; —m%) > (m3; + 4m?3 — m%) + 3P°)
- me (4P2 (m%l + mQZ) + (m%( - mQZ) 2 5P4) + m? (5P4 (—m?{ + 2m3 + mQZ)

+ P? (—Sm? (qu + mQZ) +6mim% +my — 7mé) + (m% - m2Z) 2 (m%[ - 2m? — m2Z)

2
— 2mEm;m;

_ Qm;% —2m;m; ((mH —my)? — P2)

o] Bii(P?) m; { 3(,2( 4 2 2 2
o )} 2 " ((mg —mz)?2 — P2)((mg +mz)? — P2?) 2m; (m; (— 4miy (m3 + P*)
+ 8m§‘q 4 (m% — P?)2) 4 2mY; (m% + P?) +m% (6P*m% — TmY — TPY) + m$
+4 ( P2) (m2Z + P2) ) + m; (4m§ (m%{ (mZZ + P2) —2mf + (mQZ — PQ) 2)

+2m7 (4my (mZ + P?) + mi; (—10P°my +my + P*) — 3my; — 2 (m — P*)? (m% + P?))
+ (—m%{ + mQZ + P2) (— p* (Qm% + mQZ) + P? (Sm%m% + m‘}i — m%) + (mgz — m?{mz) 2
+ P%) = 2mymim; ((my —mz)® — P?) ((my +mz)? — P?) + 4mf (m3; (m% + P?)
—2my + (my — P?) %) +mim; (my —mz)? — P?) ((my +mz)* — P?) (m3 +2m7 —m7

_P)}Ciij(PQ)‘f'(mQ( mH+4m +mZ+P2)—|—m3( mH—2m +my + P?) —2m])

2mimj
((mmg —mz)? = P?) ((mug +mz)? — P?) [

+2m%{ B (m¥y) + Byj (m¥) } + 2P By (m) — By (P?) } + 2m3{ By; (P?) - By (m3) }

—2m3;{Bi; (P?) + Bj (m%) }

+ mH(mH —2m? + 2m —m% — P2)CZ-Z-]- (PQ) +m? (m% +2m? — Qm? —m% — P2) Cjji (PQ) }
(A9)
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The functions FV (V = H, Z) for contributions of Type I are expressed as follows:

FHQ miymy) =(4m221_Q2){2 (B, (Q%) = Bt (@%) | + [2(m? = m2 +m3) — Q% Cuyi (@%)
+ [2 (ng - m? — mZZ) + QZ} Cjij (QQ) }, (A10)

2
my

]?Z(Qzamumj) == ((mg —mz)? — P?) ((myg +mz)? — P?) {Q{Bjj (m%r) — Bii (m?{)}

+ (—m%{ +2m? — 2m§ +m3, + P?) Cy; (PQ) + (qu +2m3? — Qm? —my — P?) Cjj (PQ) }

(A11)

2. Diagrams type II

The functions RY’27374 (V = H, Z) for contributions of Type II are given as follows:

1

RE(Q?, mi, Mj) :Q4 (ZEETEAE {mQZ [Gm?mj (Q2 — 2m22) - m; (Gm? (Q2 — 2m22) —10Q*m% + Q4)

+ 6m3 (Q2 = 2m3) + 3m; (Q2 — 2m2) (Q* — 2m3) | Bus(m?)

+QPm3 (i +my) (2m% + Q%) [Biy(m) — 2B5(@%)]

+ | = omimym (@7 = 2m3) - 2m? (Q° — m3 (6m? +5Q%) (Q* — 2m3))

= 2mim; (@ = 2m%) (Q* = mi (6m + Q) + mi(4mi (Q%m3 + 3mj +2Q")
+m3 (2Q'm? — 6Q*m] — 7Q°%) +4Q*m%, + Q) — 6mim% (Q — 2m%)
+mym (2m% — Q) (~6Q*m? + 6m? +2Q°m% + Q') | Ciis (@)

— Q% (m; +m;) (—6Q2m2Z +8m% + Q4) } + (i < j), (A12)

1

RE(Q* mi,my) =0 @ —12) { (Q* —2m%) (m% (—m; (Gm? +5Q%) — 6mim; + 6m? — 3Q*m; + 6m?)

+2Q"ma) Balm) + @7 (i — my) (=3Q%mS, +2m + Q1) By (m) — 2B (Q?)|
— (Q* = 2m%) (2Q*m% (m; —mj) + m¥ (2mim? (Q? — 6m?) + 6m? (2m? + Q%)
—m; (—2QQmZ2 + 6mf + Q4) + Gmim§ —3Q"*m; — 10Q*mj + 6m] — 6m?)
+Q'mi (2 (mi — my) (2mi +my) + Q%) ) Ciis (Q7)

—Q? (m; —my) (—6Q*m% + 8m% + Q%) } — (i & j), (A13)



Rg(Q27miﬂmj) =

Rf(Q27miamj) =

Q10 i4m2z) 2{ (Q2 — 2m22) (mQZ (fmi (6m§ + 5Q2) + Gm?mj + 6m§’ + 3m; (Q2 — Zm?))

+2Q*mi) Bii(m%) + Q* (mi + my) (=3Q*m% + 2m + Q) [Bij (m%) — 2B¢1(Q2)}
— (Q* = 2m3) (2Q*m% (mi +my) + m7 (2mm3 (Q* — 6m?) — 6m? (2m7 + Q°)
+m; (7262277112 + 6m;1 + Q4) + 6m1;m§ —3Q%m,; — lOsz? + 6m§’ + Gm?)

+ Qtmy (2(2mi —my) (mi +mj) + Q%) ) Cisg (Q%)

18

— Q%ga (m; +my) (—6Q*m% + 8m% + Q%) } + (i ¢ §), (A14)

1
Gy o 0 ) — o (@~ 20) - 100 4 Y
+ 6m? (Q2 - 2m2Z) — 3m; (Q2 — 2m?) (Q2 — 2m2Z) )Bu(mQZ)
+ Q2 gy (mi —mj) (2m + Q) | By (m3) — 2B:;(Q?)]
+ (Gm?mjm% (Q2 — 2m2Z) —2m3 (Q6 —m% (Gm? + 5Q2) (Q2 — 2m22) )
+2mim; (Q° — 2m%) (Q* — m% (6m7 + Q%)) 4+ m; (4m7y (Q°m3 + 3m] +2Q*)
+m3 (2Q'm3 — 6Q°m) — 7Q°%) +4Q°m% + Q%) — 6mIm%, (Q* — 2m%)
g (QF — 2m) (—6Q%m? + 6m? + 20w + Q) ) Cuy (@)

— Q7 (m; —my) (—6Q°m% + 8my + Q") } — (i + j), (A15)



Rlz(szmirmj) =

19

1

P2 2 2 2
((mz +mu)? = P?)2 ((mz — ma)? P2>{ (202 (i (4 (i + P2) + 33

— 3m?mj —3m} + 3m3) - (P2 - mH) (mi (—mH - 6m? + PQ) — 3m; (—m%, + Qm? + P2)
2
+ 6mm; + 6m?) +mi (= (Tmy +3m;)) | Bi(P) + 2 [2m3 (= 3m; (m¥y +m?)
+m; (mH —3m? + 4P2) + 3mim2- + 3m3) - (P2 — qu) (mz (—qu - 6m? + 7P2)
+ 3m; (mH 2m + P2) + 6m?m; + 6m ) +my (= (m; — 3mj))}Bii(m2Z)
2
+ 2 mi +my) (4m2 (3 + P2) + (P — mi) ® — 5md) By(P?)

2
2
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The functions T, 3, (V = H, Z) for contributions of Type II are given as follows:
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