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Abstract. We study the threshold effects for the associated produc-
tion of a Higgs boson with a massive vector boson (V = Z,W ) in the
qq̄ → V ⋆ → V H process at the LHC. By leveraging the universality
of threshold logarithms and employing soft-virtual (SV) and next-to-
soft virtual (NSV) resummation techniques, we compute threshold cor-
rections to next-to-next-to-leading logarithmic accuracy. After match-
ing the resummed predictions to the Next-to-Next-to-Leading order
(NNLO) fixed order results, we present the invariant mass distribu-
tion to NNLO+NNLL accuracy in QCD for the current LHC energies
and the total production cross sections. The V H production channel
is crucial for studying the couplings of the Higgs boson to the vector
bosons (W,Z) and understanding the mechanism of electroweak sym-
metry breaking. Precision measurements of this process help test the
validity of the standard model (SM) and can reveal potential deviations
indicating new physics.

1 Introduction

Since its inception, the SM has satisfactorily explained many natural phenomena and
made accurate predictions [1,2]. It also explains how fundamental particles gain mass
by interacting with the Higgs field. Hence, the discovery of the Higgs boson on July
4, 2012, by the ATLAS and CMS collaborations at the Large Hadron Collider (LHC)
[3,4] was a milestone achievement. Since then, the focus has shifted towards precise
measurements of the Higgs boson’s properties and interactions to test the robustness
of the SM and probe potential signs of physics beyond the SM (BSM). However, the
known SM falls short of explaining several observed phenomena, such as the baryon
asymmetry of the universe, the nature of dark matter, or the tiny nonzero masses of
neutrinos. Determining the CP properties of the Higgs boson is one of the many inter-
ests of various precision studies conducted worldwide. While current measurements
indicate that it is a scalar with even parity [5,6], efforts continue scrutinising possible
deviations. Additionally, numerous BSM theories predict new physics signatures that
could subtly affect Higgs production and decay. Any discrepancies in measured cross
sections or kinematic distributions for Higgs processes could serve as indirect evidence
for such new physics [7,8,9,10,11,12,13,14,15,16].

In this context, the associated production of the Higgs boson with a massive vec-
tor boson (V H, where V = Z,W±) is an important channel for probing Higgs boson
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interactions and testing the SM’s electroweak (EW) sector with high precision. The
V H process is particularly valuable due to its sensitivity to the Higgs–vector boson
coupling, enabling precise tests of the HV V vertex. Its experimental signatures are
well-defined, especially in leptonic decay channels such as W → ℓν and Z → ℓ+ℓ−,
which provide clean final states with charged leptons and missing energy. These fea-
tures facilitate event reconstruction and help suppress backgrounds, making the V H
process an effective probe of Higgs properties. Although its cross section is smaller
than that of gluon-gluon fusion (ggF) and vector boson fusion (VBF), the V H process
remains a crucial avenue for precision Higgs studies [17,18,19,20,21]. Furthermore, V H
production plays a pivotal role in Higgs decay analyses, particularly in the challenging
H → bb̄ channel, and is instrumental in constraining the top-quark Yukawa coupling
and its CP structure [7,8,9]. The presence of an accompanying vector boson enhances
signal detection by mitigating QCD backgrounds, making this process a key focus of
experimental efforts at ATLAS and CMS [17,18,22,19,20,21,23,24,25,26,27]. Comple-
menting these experimental efforts, accurate theoretical predictions are essential for
robust interpretations of Higgs measurements.

An important contribution to V H production arises from the gluon fusion chan-
nel [28,29,30], which, despite being a loop-induced process, provides non-negligible
corrections. The leading-order (LO) ZH production subprocess has been computed
with full top-quark mass effects in [28,29,31,32], showing a ∼ 7% contribution rela-
tive to the next-to-leading order (NLO) Drell-Yan (DY)-type process, albeit with a
substantial scale uncertainty of about 25%. In contrast, the next-to-next-to-leading
order (N2LO) QCD DY-type correction contributes only about 3% relative to NLO.
The effects of soft gluons in the gg → ZH subprocess have been studied for the to-
tal cross section at next-to-leading logarithmic (NLL) accuracy [30] and matched to
NLO QCD in the effective field theory (EFT) approximation, yielding a correction
of about 15%. Recently, invariant mass distributions for soft gluon resummation in
gluon fusion ZH production have been presented in [33] at similar accuracy, further
extended to next-to-soft effects.

Beyond fixed-order (FO) calculations, resummation techniques play a critical role
in improving theoretical precision by systematically summing large threshold loga-
rithms that arise near the partonic threshold. The resummation of these large thresh-
old logarithms, specifically the soft-virtual (SV) corrections, is well-established in
literature [34,35,36,37,38,39,40,41,42,43,44,45,46] and has been widely applied to var-
ious colorless processes [47,48,49,50,51,52,53,54,55,56,57,58,59,60,61,62,63,64,65,66].
These studies have shown improved predictions for inclusive cross sections and in-
variant mass distributions. For example, threshold resummation has been performed
to next-to-next-to-next-to-leading logarithmic (N3LL) accuracy for ZH production
via the DY-type channel and matched to N3LO QCD FO results [15]. These studies
demonstrate improved perturbative convergence and reduced scale uncertainties, of-
fering more reliable predictions for the invariant mass distribution of the ZH pair.
Specifically, for the 13.6 TeV case, scale uncertainties decrease significantly from 4.06%
at LO to 0.33% at N3LO, and from 4.44% at LO+LL to 0.58% at N3LO+N3LL. At
this order the EW corrections are also important, the NLO EW correction for mas-
sive gauge bosons have been performed in [67,68,69,70,71,72,73,74,75] , whereas the
mixed EW correction are calculated in [76,77,78] and amount to -1.5% of NLO QCD
in high invariant mass region. These findings emphasise the necessity of incorporating
all relevant production channels to achieve precise theoretical predictions.

More recently, efforts have been made to incorporate next-to-soft (NSV) thresh-
old effects as well [79,80,81,82,83,84,85,86,87,88,89,90,91,92,93,94,95,96,97,98,99,100].
Building upon these advancements, this work focuses on improving the predictions
from [15] by incorporating next-to-soft virtual (NSV) threshold resummed corrections
to next-to-next-to-leading logarithmic (NNLL) accuracy for the process qq̄ → V ⋆ →
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V H. By matching these results to NNLO FO calculations, we obtain high-precision
predictions for the invariant mass distribution and total cross sections at LHC ener-
gies. These refined predictions provide essential theoretical support for Higgs precision
physics, helping to identify potential deviations from the SM and offering valuable
insights into possible new physics scenarios.

2 Theoretical Framework

The hadronic cross section for colorless production at the hadron collider is given by,

σ(Q2) =
∑

a,b=q,q,g

∫ 1

0

dx1

∫ 1

0

dx2 fa(x1, µ
2
f ) fb(x2, µ

2
f )

∫ 1

0

dz σ̂ab(z,Q
2, µ2

f )δ(τ − zx1x2) ,

(1)

where σ(Q2) ≡ Q2dσ/dQ2 for the DY-type processes. To obtain the total production
cross section of V H, we integrate over the invariant mass Q of the final V H state.
The hadronic and partonic threshold variables τ and z are defined as

τ =
Q2

S
, z =

Q2

ŝ
, (2)

where S and ŝ are the hadronic and partonic centre of mass energies, respectively.
τ and z are thus related by τ = x1x2z. The partonic coefficient σ̂ab can be further
decomposed as follows,

σ̂ab(z,Q
2, µ2

F ) = σ(0)(Q2)
[
∆SV

ab

(
z, µ2

f

)
+∆NSV

ab

(
z, µ2

f

)
+∆hard

ab

(
z, µ2

f

) ]
. (3)

where σ(0) represents the leading-order (LO) cross section, ∆SV
ab represents the soft-

virtual (SV) partonic coefficient and ∆NSV
ab represents next-to soft-virtual (NSV) con-

tributions. While ∆SV
ab captures all the singular terms in the z → 1 limit, ∆NSV

ab

contains contributions in the variable z , and ∆hard
ab contains all regular terms in z.

The SV+NSV cross section in z-space is computed in d = 4+ ε dimensions using [92]

∆ab

(
z, q2, µ2

R, µ
2
F

)
= C exp

{
Ψab

(
z, q2, µ2

R, µ
2
F , ε
)}

|ε=0 (4)

where Ψab

(
z, q2, µ2

R, µ
2
F , ε
)

is a finite distribution and C represents convolution. In or-
der to study the all-order behaviour of the coefficient function ∆cc, we move to Mellin
(N-moment) space. In this N–moment space, it is convenient to use the following form
of the partonic coefficient function for diagonal channel partonic processes:

∆cc,N (q2, µ2
R, µ

2
F ) = C0(q

2, µ2
R, µ

2
F ) exp

(
Ψ c
N (q2, µ2

F )
)
, (5)

A detailed study of this structuring is done in [92]. The coefficient C0(q
2, µ2

R, µ
2
F ) con-

tains all the process-dependent information and is independent of the Mellin moment.
C0(q

2, µ2
R, µ

2
F ) can be expanded in powers of as(µ2

R) as

Cg
0 (q

2, µ2
R, µ

2
F ) =

∞∑
i=0

ais(µ
2
R)C

g
0i(q

2, µ2
R, µ

2
F ) , (6)

where the coefficients Cg
0i for V H production (V = Z,W ) are given in [15]. Here as =

αs/(4π), where αs is the strong coupling constant. The term inside the exponential
depends on the initial channel of the process under study and can be expressed as

Ψ cc
D = Ψ cc

SV,N + Ψ cc
NSV,N, (7)
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where we can split Ψ cc
D in such a way that all those terms that are functions of

logj(N), j = 0, 1, · · · are kept in Ψ cc
SV,N and the remaining terms that are proportional

to (1/N) logj(N), j = 0, 1, · · · are contained in Ψ cc
NSV,N. These coefficients solely

depend on the initial state partons, which for the process under study is qq. Following
the formalism in [92], the Ψ cc

SV,N and Ψ cc
NSV,N to all orders can be written as,

Ψ cc
SV,N = log(gc0(as(µ

2
R))) + gc1(ω) log(N) +

∞∑
i=0

ais(µ
2
R)g

c
i+2(ω) , (8)

Ψ cc
NSV,N =

1

N

∞∑
i=0

ais(µ
2
R)

(
ḡci+1(ω) + hc

i (ω,N)

)
. (9)

The resummation constants gi, gi and hi are available for gluon fusion and quark-
antiquark annihilation initiated channels in [92,35,39,58].

The resummed results have been matched with the available FO results to incor-
porate the hard regular contribution and, simultaneously, avoid double counting of
SV (NSV) logarithms. The matching with the FO is performed using the minimal
prescription [101] and for NnLL resummation it reads,

Q2 dσ
NnLO+NnLL
ab

dQ2
=Q2 dσ

NnLO
ab

dQ2
+

∑
ab∈{gg,qq̄}

σ̂
(0)
ab (Q

2)

∫ c+i∞

c−i∞

dN

2πi
τ−Nfa,N (µf )fb,N (µf )

(10)

×

(
Q2

dσ̂NnLL
N,ab

dQ2
−Q2

dσ̂NnLL
N,ab

dQ2

∣∣∣∣∣
tr

)
. (11)

In the later sections, we present these matched results in the N -scheme (N = NeγE ,
where γE is the Euler–Mascheroni constant) following the approach given in [63]. We
also define K-factors for the FO (Knm), SV resummed (Rnm) and NSV resummed
(Rnm) cross sections as below:

Knm =
σNnLO

σNmLO
c

, Rnm =
σNnLO+NnLL

σNmLO
c

and Rnm =
σNnLO+NnLL

σNmLO
c

. (12)

Using these tools and methodologies, we have calculated the invariant mass-distribution,
7-point scale uncertainties, PDF intrinsic uncertainties, scale uncertainties and the
total production cross sections for qq → V ⋆ → V H. These results are discussed in
the next section of the article.

3 Results and Discussion

For the numerical evaluations we use the EW couplings in Gµ scheme, where we use
GF = 1.1663788 × 10−5 , mZ = 91.1880 GeV and mW = 80.3692 GeV to calculate
the fine structure constant α = GF (8 sin

2 θW cos2 θWm2
Z)/(4

√
2π) with cos2 θW =

m2
W /m2

Z . The decay widths are taken to be ΓZ = 2.4955 GeV and ΓW = 2.085
GeV. The mass of the Higgs boson is taken to be mH = 125.2 GeV. Our calculations
are done with five massless quark flavours (nf = 5). In our calculation, the CKM
matrix elements are Vud = 0.97446, Vus = 0.22452, Vub = 0.00365, Vcd = 0.22438,
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Vcs = 0.97359 and Vcb = 0.04214. The partonic cross sections are folded with the
MSHT20 [102] sets of parton distribution functions (PDFs) exctracted at NNLO level,
and the strong coupling constant is taken from LHAPDF [103] with αs(mZ) = 0.118.
The central choice of scale for the unphysical renormalization and factorization scales
is taken to be the invariant mass Q of the V H final state (µR = µF = Q). The
conventional 7-point scale variation is performed by varying the unphysical scales in
the range such that |ln (µR/µF )| ≤ ln 2.

We utilise n3loxs package to compute the FO results for neutral and charged DY
type V H production process [104,105]. At the NNLO level for the ZH production
process, in addition to the quark annihilation process, there will also be contributions
coming the loop induced gluon fusion channel and top-quark loops. Apart from these,
there will also contribution from the bottom annihilation process where the Higgs
boson directly couples to the bottom quark. We have taken all these contributions
from vh@nnlo [106,107].

In fig. 1, fig. 2 and fig. 3, we present the invariant mass distribution for the ZH and
W±H production processes up to NNLO+NNLL accuracy from 250 GeV to 3000 GeV
at 13.6 TeV LHC. The cross section decreases with the diminution of the qq̄ flux from
the low to the high Q region. To understand the importance of these corrections better,
the corresponding K-factors (defined in eq. 12) are shown in the lower panel of the
same plots. The fixed order K-factors K10 and K20 for ZH production acquire values
of up to 1.30 and 1.36, respectively, in the high Q region around 3 TeV. In the same Q
range, the K-factors associated with the SV resummed corrections, namely R10 and
R20, reach approximately 1.37 and 1.38. Furthermore, the inclusion of NSV logarithms
increase the K-factors, R10 and R20, to approximately 1.40 and 1.38, respectively.
A comparable pattern is observed for charged DY processes, where the NLO K-
factor (K10) and the NNLO K-factor (K20) undergo substantial modifications upon
incorporating the resummed results to NLO+NLL (R10) and NNLO+NNLL (R20)
accuracy. A key observation in figs. 1, 2 and 3 is that the addition of NSV resummation
to the SV resummed results at two-loop order negatively impacts the K-factor values,
denoted by R20 and R20. This can be attributed to our choice of working in the N̄
scheme. To understand this interplay between schemes, check [108] where the authors
present the resummed predictions for inclusive cross section for DY production. In fig.
14 of [108], the NLO + NLL results are shown to be overestimated in the N -scheme
compared to the ones in the N -scheme. The same figure also illustrates that the
results at two-loop accuracy (NNLO + NNLL) in both the schemes are comparable.
This indicates a decrease in values from the NLO + NLL results in the N -scheme,
while showing an increase in values in the N -scheme. It is also worth noting that the
rate of convergence of the perturbation series is better for N -scheme compared to
N -scheme in Ref. [63].

Fig. 4 depicts the 7-point scale uncertainties for ZH and W±H production pro-
cesses at NNLO, NNLO+NNLL, and NNLO+NNLL accuracy, ranging from 250 GeV
to 3000 GeV at the 13.6 TeV LHC. In the low Q region (< 900 GeV), the uncertainties
increase as we move from NNLO to NNLO+NNLL and then to NNLO+NNLL. On
the other hand, in the high Q region, the SV resummed corrections reduce the scale
uncertainties compared to the FO results. Conversely, the NSV resummed corrections
demonstrate higher uncertainties than NNLO and NNLO+NNLL. To understand this
behaviour, we need to recollect that for V H production, apart from the qq̄ initiated
sub-process, we have contributions from other partonic channels like qg and gg. How-
ever, in this work, we are focusing on the threshold resummation for the qq̄ channel
only. The other parton channels (e.g. qg) will not contribute to the threshold (SV)
logarithms. However, such channels do contribute to the NSV logarithms and are not
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Fig. 1. The invariant mass distribution with K-factor FO (left), SV (middle) and NSV
(right) are shown for the qq̄ → ZH process at 13.6 TeV LHC.
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Fig. 2. The invariant mass distribution with K-factor FO (left), SV (middle) and NSV
(right) are shown for the qq̄′ → W+H process at 13.6 TeV LHC.
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Fig. 3. The invariant mass distribution with K-factor FO (left), SV (middle) and NSV
(right) are shown for the qq̄′ → W−H process at 13.6 TeV LHC.

considered in the present work. Therefore, we observe that incorporating the NSV
resummation leads to an increase in scale uncertainties.

For completeness, we study the scale variations due to µR and µF separately by
varying one and keeping the other fixed at Q. Fig. 5 and fig. 6 depicts the renor-
malisation scale (µR) and factorization scale (µF ) uncertainties, respectively. These
results follow a similar behavior as the 7-point scale uncertainty results. To gain a
better understanding, we analyse the results from the qq̄ channel alone at NNLO,



Will be inserted by the editor 7

NNLO+NNLL, and NNLO+NNLL, as shown in fig. 7, focusing on the variation of
the µR scale. We observe a significant reduction in the percentage of uncertainty
as we move from NNLO to NNLO+NNLL and then to NNLO+NNLL. Specifically,
the percentage of uncertainty decreases from 0.25 to 0.10 in the high Q region, as
expected.
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Fig. 4. The 7-point scale uncertainty ZH (left), W+H (middle) and W−H (right) are shown
at 13.6 TeV LHC.

500 1000 1500 2000 2500 3000

Q [GeV]

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

1.2

 U
n

ce
rt

ai
n

ty
Rµ

 %
 

±

NNLO
NNLO+NNLL

NNLLNNLO+

Z H → q q
MSHT20
13.6 TeV LHC

Q = 
F

µ

500 1000 1500 2000 2500 3000

Q [GeV]

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

1.2

 U
n

ce
rt

ai
n

ty
Rµ

 %
 

±

NNLO
NNLO+NNLL

NNLLNNLO+

 H+W →' q q
MSHT20
13.6 TeV LHC

Q = 
F

µ

500 1000 1500 2000 2500 3000

Q [GeV]

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

1.2

 U
n

ce
rt

ai
n

ty
Rµ

 %
 

±

NNLO
NNLO+NNLL

NNLLNNLO+

 H-W →' q q
MSHT20
13.6 TeV LHC

Q = 
F

µ

Fig. 5. The µR scale uncertainty ZH (left), W+H (middle) and W−H (right) are shown
at 13.6 TeV LHC.

We also study the intrinsic PDF uncertainties by calculating the NNLO+NNLL
cross section using 64 different sets of MSHT20 PDFs. For this analysis, we utilise
LHAPDF routines. The results are illustrated in fig. 8, showing that the uncertainties
can reach up to 5% in the 3 TeV range.

Finally, in tables 1, 2, and 3, we present the total production cross sections for the
V H production processes at NNLO, NNLO+NNLL, and NNLO+NNLL for center-
of-mass energies of 13 TeV, 13.6 TeV and 100 TeV. In the present context, we consider
all these three contributions to the ZH production process and define the total pro-
duction cross section as

σNNLO
tot,ZH = σNNLO

DY,ZH + σgg(a2s) + σtop(a2s) + σbb̄ (13)

σNNLO+NNLL
tot,ZH = σNNLO+NNLL

DY,ZH + σgg(a2s) + σtop(a2s) + σbb̄ (14)
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Fig. 6. The µF scale uncertainty ZH (left), W+H (middle) and W−H (right) are shown
at 13.6 TeV LHC.
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at 13.6 TeV LHC.
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σNNLO+NNLL
tot,ZH = σNNLO+NNLL

DY,ZH + σgg(a2s) + σtop(a2s) + σbb̄ (15)

For the case of WH production process, we define the total production cross section
as

σNNLO
tot,WH = σNNLO

DY,WH + σtop(a2s) (16)

σNNLO+NNLL
tot,WH = σNNLO+NNLL

DY,WH + σtop(a2s)· (17)
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Order 13 TeV 13.6 TeV 100 TeV
σNNLO
tot,ZH 0.8566± 1.64% 0.9130± 1.66% 11.3200± 3.64%

σNNLO + NNLL
tot,ZH 0.8597± 0.91% 0.9163± 0.94% 11.3475± 2.41%

σNNLO+NNLL
tot,ZH 0.8644± 2.17% 0.9212± 2.12% 11.3923± 1.61%

Table 1. The ZH production cross sections (in pb) are presented along with corresponding
FO, SV and NSV resummed results at different center of mass energy with 7-point scale
uncertainties.

Order 13 TeV 13.6 TeV 100 TeV
σNNLO
tot,W+H 0.9031± 0.43% 0.9554± 0.43% 8.8276± 1.11%

σNNLO + NNLL
tot,W+H

0.9063± 1.23% 0.9588± 1.23% 8.8525± 1.72%

σNNLO+NNLL
tot,W+H

0.9112± 3.12% 0.9640± 3.12% 8.8917± 2.89%

Table 2. The W+H production cross sections (in pb) are presented along with corresponding
FO, SV and NSV resummed results at different center of mass energy with 7-point scale
uncertainties.

Order 13 TeV 13.6 TeV 100 TeV
σNNLO
tot,W−H 0.5686± 0.48% 0.6063± 0.48% 7.0340± 1.10%

σNNLO + NNLL
tot,W−H

0.5710± 1.25% 0.6088± 1.25% 7.0552± 1.41%

σNNLO+NNLL
tot,W−H

0.5744± 3.32% 0.6125± 3.32% 7.0899± 3.01%

Table 3. The W−H production cross sections (in pb) are presented along with corresponding
FO, SV and NSV resummed results at different center of mass energy with 7-point scale
uncertainties.

σNNLO+NNLL
tot,WH = σNNLO+NNLL

DY,WH + σtop(a2s)· (18)

At 13.6 TeV, the SV resummed results enhance the NNLO ZH production cross
section by 0.37%, while the NSV results lead to an additional enhancement of 0.53%.
For W+H production, the enhancement is 0.36% from NNLO to NNLO+NNLL and
0.54% from NNLO+NNLL to NNLO+NNLL. In the case of W−H, the SV resummed
results show a 0.40% enhancement over the NNLO value, and the NSV resummed
results provide a further 0.61% increase compared to the SV results. Consequently,
the inclusion of NSV logarithms results in corrections of approximately 0.89% for ZH
production, 0.90% for W+H production, and 1.02% for W−H production compared
to the NNLO results at a center-of-mass energy of 13.6 TeV at the LHC. We also
observe that the cross sections in general increase with increases in the center of mass
energy due to the enhancement of available parton fluxes.

4 Conclusions

In this work, we have investigated the impact of next-to-soft (NSV) threshold resum-
mation on associated Higgs production with a vector boson (V H, where V = Z,W±),
a crucial process in the Higgs precision program at the LHC. By performing resum-
mation at NNLL accuracy and matching our results with FO NNLO calculations, we
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provide precise predictions for the invariant mass distribution at 13.6 TeV and total
production cross sections at 13, 13.6, and 100 TeV.

The precise computation of threshold corrections continues to be an area of sig-
nificant theoretical interest, particularly in understanding the role of NSV effects and
their factorisation properties [109,110,94,85]. In this study, we employ the generic
resummation approach developed in [95,92] to systematically compute both SV and
NSV resummed corrections to qq̄ → V H production at two-loop accuracy. The foun-
dation of our work lies in the observation that for diagonal channels, the SV+NSV
resummed structure depends solely on the initial parton channels, and the process-
dependent information is encapsulated in the coefficient C0 of eqn. 5. This framework
validated up to NNLO for Higgs and DY production [92,95,111,46,108,93,112] is ap-
plied here to a 2 → 2 process of form factor-type diagrams, demonstrating results that
align with theoretical expectations. We observe that in the high-Q region, the NSV
resummation contributes an additional 2% of the LO to the NNLO results and fur-
ther, it reduces the µR scale uncertainty from 0.25% to 0.10% in the high Q region for
the qq̄-channel. Given the increasing demand for high-precision theoretical predictions
in upcoming LHC runs and future collider experiments, the results provided in this
work pave the way for their broader application in Higgs phenomenology and beyond.
These refined predictions significantly enhance the reliability of theoretical calcula-
tions, facilitating more accurate extractions of Higgs couplings from experimental
data. These developments will be instrumental in probing potential deviations from
the SM and exploring new physics scenarios with greater sensitivity.
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The research work of M.C.K. is supported by the SERB Core Research Grant (CRG) under
the project CRG/2021/005270.
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