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The literature establishes that the light fermions contributions to the decaysH → Zγ andH → γγ
are negligible since their coupling with the Higgs is proportional to mf . In the present letter, we
show that although such a conclusion is true for leptons, the light quark contributions are zero when
we consider their non-perturbative effects.

I. INTRODUCTION

Precision measurements of Higgs couplings at the LHC are essential for assessing whether they align with the
predictions of the SM. Recently, the CMS and ATLAS collaborations announced the first measurements of the Higgs
boson width, as well as the off-shell contributions of the Higgs to the production of two Z bosons [1, 2]. Additionally,
both collaborations have observed an excess in the production of Zγ pairs through a Higgs boson [3, 4].
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FIG. 1. One-loop SM contributions in the unitary gauge to the H → Zγ decay.

The H → γγ and H → Zγ decays are loop-induced in the SM through the Feynman diagrams in Fig. 1, with the
vertex function for both processes given as follows [5, 6]:

Γµν
V γH = hV γ

1 gµν +
1

m2
Z

{
hV γ
2 pν1p

µ
2 + hV γ

3 ϵµναβp1αp2β

}
, (V = γ, Z), (1)

where we follow the notation in Fig 2. The hV γ
1,2 form factors are CP -conserving, whereas hV γ

3 is associated with CP

violation. Due to gauge invariance, the hV γ
1 and hV γ

2 form factors are not independent of each other:

hZγ
2 =

2 m2
Z

m2
Z −m2

H

hZγ
1 , (2)

hγγ2 = −2 hγγ1 . (3)

Vµ(p1)

γν(p2)

H(q)
= igΓV γH

µν , (V = γ, Z).

FIG. 2. HZγ coupling
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The CP -conserving form factors are induced within the SM at the one-loop level, and these were calculated long
ago for the Hγγ [7–10] and HZγ [11–14] vertices. The most significant contributions come from theW -loop diagrams
shown in Figs. 1(b)-1(c), and are given as [15]:

hZγ
1 (W ) = −3.4× 10−1GeV (4)

hγγ1 (W ) = 4.8× 10−1GeV (5)

In the literature, contributions from heavy fermions are usually emphasized, while those from light quarks and
leptons are regarded as negligible. This conclusion arises from the coupling Hff , which is proportional to the mass
mf . Consequently, the contributions to hZV

1 (V = Z, γ) will be proportional to m2
f and can be neglected (see the

discussion of one-loop contributions of light fermions in Refs [7, 11, 12, 14, 16–26]). Nevertheless, this argument is
based on a perturbative approach, which is inadequate for light quarks due to their non-perturbative effects.

In this study, we aim to investigate the role of light quarks in the decay processes H → Zγ and H → γγ to
determine whether their contributions can be considered insignificant or zero.

II. FERMION CONTRIBUTIONS TO hV γ
1 (V = Z, γ)

In perturbation theory, the fermion contribution from the diagram in Fig. 1(a) can be expressed in terms of the
Passarino-Veltman scalar functions as follows

hZγ
1 (F ) =

NcQf g gV e m2
f

8π2cWmW (m2
H −m2

Z)

{
2m2

Z
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2
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2
f
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+ 2
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, (6)
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e2Q2
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2
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8π2mW

{
2−
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)
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0, 0,m2
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2
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2
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2
f

)}
. (7)

where mf and Qf denote the mass and charge of the fermion f in the loop, respectively. Additionally, gV corresponds
to the vector coupling of the Z boson with the fermions, and Nc stands for the color number. Contributions from
heavy quarks and leptons can be calculated using Eqs (6) and (7). For this analysis, we adopt the masses mt = 172.57
GeV, mc = 1.51 GeV, and mb = 4.18 GeV, as recommended by the LHCHWG [27, 28]. Public codes, such as HDECAY,
have implemented the masses mq(µ) in the MS scheme to assess the contributions of the bottom and charm quarks
[29]. The numerical values from the top, bottom, and charm quarks, along with the total contributions from leptons,
are summarized in Table. I.

The imaginary parts of the form factors hV γ
1 (V = Z, γ) emerge when the fermions in the loop that are coupled to

the Higgs boson can be on-shell. Notably, the contributions from the top quark are comparable in magnitude to those
arising from the W -loops. The remaining contributions, however, are two to three orders of magnitude smaller than
the top quark contributions and can be considered negligible. This finding is expected from Eqs (6)-(7), where we

find that hV γ
1 ∼ m2

f , reinforcing the argument found in the literature to neglect the contributions from light fermions.

Contribution hγγ
1 hZγ

1

Top quark -1.07×10−1 GeV 1.9×10−2 GeV

Bottom quark (1.399× 10−3 − i 1.84× 10−3) GeV (−3.91× 10−4 + i 2.20× 10−4) GeV

Charm quark (1.13× 10−3 − i 9.26× 10−4) GeV (−8.07× 10−5 + i 3.32× 10−5) GeV

Leptons (1.395× 10−3 − i 1.26× 10−3) GeV (−1.46× 10−5 + i 6.3× 10−6) GeV

TABLE I. Perturbative contributions to the form factors hγγ
1 and hZγ

1 from the top, bottom, charm quarks, and leptons. For
the quark masses, we use the values recommended by the LHCHWG [27, 28].

The contributions from light fermions require a different treatment, as their masses are not well-defined within
a perturbative regime. One viable approach is to consider the chiral limit [30–32], defined in a non-perturbative
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framework. In QCD, chiral symmetry is dynamically broken [33–35], which provides a mechanism for generating
quark masses. Within context, one can define and compute one-loop corrections of the light quarks, including their
chromomagnetic dipole moments [36, 37]. In Table II, we present our calculations of the light quark contributions to

hV γ
1 . This analysis was conducted through a perturbative approach, assuming that custodial symmetry is preserved.

For the light quark masses, we adopt mu ≈ md ≈ 8 MeV and ms ≈ 150 MeV for the strange quark. We observe
that the contributions from light quarks are negligible compared with those reported in Table I, as pointed out in the
literature.

Contribution hγγ
1 hZγ

1

Up quark (2.28× 10−7 − i 7.73× 10−8) GeV (−5.38× 10−9 + i 9.33× 10−10) GeV

Down quark (5.72× 10−8 − i 1.93× 10−8) GeV (−4.64× 10−9 + i 8.06× 10−10) GeV

Strange quark (9.36× 10−6 − i 4.73× 10−6) GeV (−1.1× 10−6 + i 2.83× 10−7) GeV

TABLE II. Perturbative contributions to the form factors hγγ
1 and hZγ

1 from the up, down and strange quarks. For the quark
masses, we use mu = md = 8 MeV and ms = 150 MeV.

III. PION CONTRIBUTIONS
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FIG. 3. H → V γ (V = Z, γ) decay mediated by the π0, η0 and η′ mesons.

At low energies, the light quarks form bound states and the H → V γ (V = γ, Z) decay is mediated by π0, η0 and
η′ mesons as shown in Fig. 3. These particles are described by the states:

π0 =
uu− dd√

2
, (8)

η0 =
uu+ dd− 2ss√

6
, (9)

η′ =
uu+ dd+ ss√

3
. (10)

Moreover, the coupling of the Higgs boson with the light quarks is given as

L = − g

2mW

(
muuu+mddd+muss

)
H, (11)

Therefore, the amplitude for the decay H → γγ mediated by a meson can be expressed as follows

M(H → γγ) = − g

2mW (m2
H −m2

P 0)
⟨0|muuu+mddd+muss

∣∣P 0
〉
Aµν

P 0ϵ
µ(p1)ϵ

ν(p2), (12)
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where P 0 = π0, η, η′ and Aµν
P 0 correspondes to the P 0 → γγ amplitude. It is well known that the under parity

transformations (P ) that

P
∣∣P 0

〉
= −

∣∣P 0
〉
, (13)

P |0⟩ = |0⟩ , (14)

PψψP−1 = ψψ. (15)

Therefore,

⟨0|P−1P
(
muuu+mddd+muss

)
P−1P |β⟩ = −⟨0|muuu+mddd+muss |β⟩ = 0 (16)

and

M(H → γγ) = 0. (17)

Therefore, the light fermions do not contribute to the H → γγ decay. This conclusion stands in contrast to those
reached in Refs. [7, 11, 12, 14, 16–26], which suggest that the contributions from light quarks can be neglected as
they are insignificant. From a similar argument, the light quarks do not contribute to the H → Zγ decay either.

IV. CONCLUSION

In this note, we demonstrated that the contributions from the bottom, charm quark, and lepton to the decays
H → γγ and H → Zγ are significantly smaller than those arising from the top quark and W -loops. Therefore, as
pointed out in the literature, these contributions can be disregarded. In contrast, the contributions from the up,
down, and strange quarks are zero rather than negligible.
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