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Abstract
Rare Higgs decays into a pair of heavy vector quarkonia, h → V V (V = J/Ψ, Υ etc.),
have been investigated in the standard model. Different from the past literature in
which these decays are thought to be only dominated by the longitudinally polarized
final states, we also include the transitions, which proceed through h → γ ∗ γ ∗ /h →
V γ ∗ , followed by γ ∗ → V . The final vector quarkonia via these ways are dominantly
transversely polarized. Our calculation however shows that these transitions could lead
to significant contributions to the decay rate, especially for the charmonium final states.
The total branching ratios of these processes are predicted to be around 10−10 , far below
the current experimental upper bounds. Hopefully, experimental studies of these very
rare decays in future high-precision experimental facilities might be interesting both
to test the standard model and to look for new physics scenarios.
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After the discovery of the Higgs boson at the Large Hadron Collider (LHC) [1], the focus
has shifted to the precise determination of the properties of this newly discovered particle.
Comprehensive experimental studies indicate that the measured couplings of the Higgs boson
to standard model (SM) fields [2, 3] are compatible, so far, with their SM values. On the other
hand, exclusive rare Higgs decays, which might be very interesting at the future high-energy
and/or high-luminosity experimental facilities, have been investigated both theoretically and
experimentally, such as h → V γ [4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10], h → V Z [11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16], and
h → V ℓℓ̄ [17, 18, 19] decays, with V denoting vector mesons ρ, φ, J/ψ and Υ etc. Due
to their small SM branching ratios, it will be in general challenging to search for these
rare processes, however, experimental studies of them may be helpful both to increase our
understanding of the properties of SM Higgs boson and to potentially probe the novel Higgs
dynamics in new physics scenarios.
Recently, a search for rare Higgs decays into a pair of heavy vector quarkonia, h → V V
(V = J/Ψ, Υ), has been firstly performed by the CMS Collaboration [20], and upper limits
on the branching fractions have been measured to be
B(h → J/ΨJ/Ψ) < 1.8 × 10−3

(1)

B(h → Υ(1S)Υ(1S)) < 1.4 × 10−3

(2)

and
at the 95% confidence level, respectively.
Theoretically, these processes have already been studied in the literature [5, 6, 21]. In
particular, the authors of Ref. [21] have explicitly calculated the decay rates for h → V V
in the SM, by assuming that the dominant contributions should be from the transitions in
which final state vector quarkonia are longitudinally polarized. The typical diagrams are
shown in Figure 1. Theoretical predictions, depending on the Higgs boson mass, for the
branching ratios of these decays have been given in their paper [21], and one can easily read
that, as stated in Ref. [20], the values are about
B(h → J/ΨJ/Ψ) = 1.5 × 10−10

(3)

B(h → Υ(1S)Υ(1S)) = 2 × 10−9

(4)

and
for mh = 125 GeV.
The purpose of the present paper is to reexamine the analysis of h → V V decays in the
SM. It will be shown below that, besides the diagrams in Figure 1, some other diagrams, as
displayed in Figure 2, cannot be neglected for these transitions. Thus the Higgs boson decays
into a pair of vector heavy quarkonia could also occur via h → γγ or h → V γ, with the
virtual photon transforming into V . These diagrams may lead to significant contributions
to the decay rate, even larger than those from Figure 1 for charmonium final states. Similar
mechanism has been studied in h → γV [7] and h → ZV [12] decays. Therefore, it is of
interests to perform a systematical calculation of the branching fractions of h → V V decays,
including all of the relevant diagrams, in order that one can compare the SM predictions
with the future experimental measurements.
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Figure 1: Diagrams contributing to h → V V decays in the SM: (a) and (b) through the ZZ
intermediate state while (c) through the gluon intermediate state. The solid line with arrow
denotes the heavy quarks Q or Q̄.
First let us evaluate the decay amplitudes from Figure 1, which can be split as
M1 = M1(a) + M1(b) + M1(c) .

(5)

One can easily find that these diagrams contain the couplings of the Higgs boson to a pair
of Z bosons or gluons, which are in turn converted to two heavy quark pairs QQ̄. To
further obtain the hadronic decay amplitudes, one has to project QQ̄ into the corresponding
hadron states. Here we will adopt the nonrelativistic color-singlet model [22], as a reasonable
approximation for the leading order calculation. Within this model the quark momentum
and mass are taken to be one half of the corresponding quarkonium momentum p and mass
mV , which means pQ = pQ̄ = p/2 and mV = 2mQ . Thus for the QQ̄ pair to form the heavy
quarkonium V , according to Refs. [23, 24], one can replace the combination of the Dirac
spinors for Q and Q̄ by the following projection operator
ψV (0)Ic ∗
v(pQ̄ )ū(pQ ) −→ √
ǫ/ (p
/ + mV ),
2 3mV

(6)

where Ic is the 3 × 3 unit matrix in color space and ǫ∗µ is the polarization vector of the heavy
quarkonium V . ψV (0) is the wave function at the origin for V , which is a nonperturbative
parameter.
Now using the standard vertices of hZZ and ZQQ̄, one can straightforwardly derive the
decay amplitudes of h → V V from Figure 1(a) and 1(b), which read
!2

M1(a)

6(gvQ )2 g 2
m2Z
=
v cos2 θW (m2Z − m2V )2

M1(b)

m2Z
[(gvQ )2 + (gaQ )2 ]g 2
=
v cos2 θW
(m2Z − m2h /4)2

ψV (0)
√
mV

m2V ǫ∗ (p) · ǫ∗ (q),

(7)

!2

(8)

ψV (0)
√
mV

m2V ǫ∗ (p) · ǫ∗ (q).

Here p and q represent
the momentum of the two vector quarkonia in the final states,
√
respectively. v = ( 2GF )−1/2 ≈ 246 GeV, g is the weak SU(2)L coupling constant, and θW
is the Weinberg angle. gvQ = T3Q − 2Qq sin2 θW and gaQ = T3Q , where Qq is the charge and T3Q
is the third component of the weak isospin of the heavy quark.
For the case of the gluon intermediate state in Figure 1(c), it is known that the Higgs
coupling to gluons is absent at the tree level in the SM, and nonzero contributions to the
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Figure 2: Diagrams contributing to h → V V decays in the SM through the virtual photon
intermediate states. The solid line with arrow denotes the heavy quarks Q or Q̄.
effective hgg vertex is mediated by heavy quark loop, with top quark providing the dominant
one. Explicitly, one can write down the effective lagrangian, at the lowest order, for this
coupling as follows [25]
αs a aµν
G G h
(9)
Lhgg =
12πv µν
with αs denoting the strong coupling constant and Gaµν the field-strength tensor for gluons.
Thus direct calculations will give 1
M1(c)

128αs2
=−
9vm2h

ψV (0)
√
mV

!2

m2V ǫ∗ (p) · ǫ∗ (q).

(10)

Similarly, one can deal with Figure 2, and in these diagrams the h → V V transitions
proceed through the hγγ and h → V γ (via the hQQ̄ coupling), respectively. Note that the
leading-order hγγ interaction in the SM is induced by one-loop diagrams involving W -boson
and heavy charged fermions like top-quark. Effectively, one may write
Lhγγ =

e2
Cγ Fµν F µν h,
32π 2 v

(11)

where e is the QED coupling constant and the SM value of the dimensionless efficient Cγ
can be found in Ref. [26]. Therefore, we have
M2 = M2(a)+2(b) + M2(c)
with

48Q2q e2 1
=
vm2h m2V

ψV (0)
√
mV

!2

m2V (pµ q ν − p · qg µν )ǫ∗ν (p)ǫ∗µ (q),

(13)

3Q2q e4 Cγ 1
=
2π 2 v (m2V )2

ψV (0)
√
mV

!2

m2V (pµ q ν − p · qg µν )ǫ∗ν (p)ǫ∗µ (q).

(14)

M2(a)+2(b)
and
M2(c)

(12)

We keep the factor 1/m2V in above equations in order to show its origin from the virtual
photon propagator. Here we should emphasis that, following the treatment in Refs. [27,
1
In general, a momentum-dependent coefficient in eq. (9) should be adopted to include the effects from
the virtual gluons. However, we have found, by explicit calculation, that this correction to eq. (10) is below
2%, which can be safely neglected.
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Figure 3: Lowest-order diagram for the decay V → l+ l− .
7], Figure 2(c) can also be calculated by observing that the virtual photon couples to a
vector quarkonium through a matrix element of the electromagnetic current. This approach
has the advantage that it automatically takes into account higher order corrections to the
electromagnetic current,which are common to both the electromagnetic decay and production
of a vector meson.
Thus the total decay amplitude of h → V V is
M = M1 + M2 ,

(15)

and the decay rate will be obtained by squaring the amplitude M and summing over the
polarizations of final particles, which can be expressed as
Γ(h → V V ) = Γ1 + Γ2 + Γ12 .

(16)

Here Γi denotes the contribution from Mi for i = 1, 2, respectively, and Γ12 is given by the
interference between M1 and M2 . In terms of the total Higgs decay width Γh , we define
Bi (h → V V ) = Γi /Γh
for i = 1, 2, and
B(h → V V ) =

Γ(h → V V )
.
Γh

(17)

(18)

To further illustrate the numerical results, we need the value of ψV (0), which could be
reached from the experimental partial width of the quarkonium decay to a pair of the charged
leptons. The lowest-order contribution to this transition, as depicted in Figure 3, can be
given by
2
16παem
Q2q ψV (0) 2
+ −
,
(19)
Γ(V → l l ) =
√
m2V
mV
where αem = e2 /4π. Now by taking the experimental data of Γ(V → e+ e− ) from Ref. [28],
one can predict branching ratios of h → V V decays. Numerical results have been summarized
in Table 1, and the theoretical value for the total SM Higgs width, Γh = 4.10 MeV, referring
to mh = 125.09 GeV [29], has been used in the calculation. In the present paper, we perform
our study in the framework of the nonrelativistic color-singlet model. In order to improve
our predictions, one may use the nonrelativistic QCD (NRQCD) factorization method [30]
to calculate corrections in powers of αs and v, where v is the heavy-quark velocity in the
4

V
mV (GeV)
J/Ψ(1S)
3.097
Ψ(2S)
3.686
Υ(1S)
9.460
Υ(2S)
10.02
Υ(3S)
10.36

B1 (h → V V )
(1.6 ± 0.6) × 10−11
(3.9 ± 1.5) × 10−12
(4.1 ± 0.8) × 10−10
(9.6 ± 1.9) × 10−11
(5.4 ± 1.1) × 10−11

B2 (h → V V )
(5.8 ± 2.2) × 10−10
(4.7 ± 1.8) × 10−11
(2.4 ± 0.5) × 10−11
(6.4 ± 1.3) × 10−12
(3.8 ± 0.8) × 10−12

B(h → V V )
(5.9 ± 2.3) × 10−10
(5.1 ± 2.0) × 10−11
(4.3 ± 0.9) × 10−10
(1.0 ± 0.2) × 10−10
(5.7 ± 1.2) × 10−11

Table 1: Branching ratios of h → V V decays with V denoting the narrow cc̄ and bb̄ heavy
vector quarkonia.

quarkonium rest frame. Our results will be equal to the ones from the NRQCD approach
at the leading order. To estimate error bars on the numerical results in Table 1, we have
simply assumed that the uncalculated QCD corrections in αs are of relative size αs (mV ) and
that the uncalculated corrections in v are of relative size v 2 , by taking αs (mV ) ≈ 0.25 and
v 2 ≈ 0.3 for charmonium, and αs (mV ) ≈ 0.18 and v 2 ≈ 0.1 for bottomonium, respectively.
Certainly, a systematical analysis of uncertainties of our predictions from higher order αs
and v in the framework of NRQCD would be an interesting topic for the future study.
It is obvious that our results do not agree well with the ones [eqs.(3) and (4)] given in
Ref. [21]. As mentioned above, these authors only calculated the diagrams in Figure 1, and
assumed that, at the leading order, it would suffice to take into account the longitudinally
polarized final state vector quarkonia in these transitions. This claim is on the basis that,
for the energetic vector meson with the momentum p, its longitudinal polarization could be
µ
as ǫ∗µ
L = p /mV , up to corrections of second order in mV /mh . By comparison, contributions from other components like transversely polarized ones will be suppressed by a factor
∼ O(mV /mh ), which thus in general can be neglected in the case of mV ≪ mh . Using these
arguments, one can easily show that, for the amplitude M1 from Figure 1, its polarization
structure ǫ∗ (p)·ǫ∗ (q) [see eqs.(7), (8), and (10)] will predominantly be ǫ∗L (p)·ǫ∗L (q) → p·q/m2V ,
and give rise to a factor ∼ O(m2h /m2V ); while for the amplitude M2 from Figure 2, its polarization structure looks like (pµ q ν −p·qg µν )ǫ∗ν (p)ǫ∗µ (q) [see eqs. (13) and (14)], the replacement
of ǫ∗µ → pµ /mV will lead to the vanishing results. This indicates that M2 should be dominated by the transversely polarized final states instead of the longitudinally polarized ones,
and it seems that its contributions might be strongly suppressed and negligible. However,
note that the virtual photon propagator appearing in Figure 2 will give an extra factor 1/m2V
via γ ∗ → V , therefore M2 could be at the same order as M1 for small mV . Consequently,
these diagrams will also significantly contribute to Higgs decays into a pair of heavy vector
quarkonia.
Actually, the lowest-order QCD contribution to h → V V decays, as displayed in Figure
4, proceeds via the tree-level vertex h → QQ̄, which was first calculated by the author of
Ref. [6]. It has been shown in [6] that this amplitude has the same polarization structure as
that for M2 . However, different from the case of Figure 2, now we cannot expect any extra
1/m2V factor. This implies that these diagrams will be suppressed by m2V /m2h . Therefore we
do not include them in our calculation. This suppression has also been pointed out by the
authors of Ref. [21].
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Figure 4: Lowest-order QCD Diagrams contributing to h → V V decays. The solid line with
arrow denotes the heavy quarks Q or Q̄.
On the other hand, there may exist the diagram like Figure 1(c) in which gluons are
replaced by photons. This diagram has the same powers of the electromagnetic coupling as
Figure 2(c). However, due to the virtual photon propagators in Figure 2(c) giving rise to
the factor (1/m2V )2 , contributions from this diagram will be suppressed by a factor m2V /m2h ,
relative to eq. (14). We thus neglect it in the present calculation.
The main results of this work are given in Table 1. Our predictions for B(h → V V )
in the SM are around 10−10 , far below the present experimental upper bounds given by
the CMS Collaboration [20]. Numerically, for the charmonium J/Ψ and Ψ(2S) final states,
contributions from Figure 2 are very significant; while for the bottomonium ones, Figure 1
gives the dominant contribution. By looking carefully at the amplitude M2 , which consists
of two parts, M2(a)+2(b) and M2(c) , we have
Q2q e2
M2 = N
vm2h
where

ψV (0)
√
mV

!2

(pµ q ν − p · qg µν )ǫ∗ν (p)ǫ∗µ (q),

6αem Cγ m2h
N = 48 +
π
m2V

(20)

(21)

is a dimensionless constant. The first factor in eq. (21) is contributed by Figure 2(a) and
2(b), and the second one is by Figure 2(c). Explicitly, for example, N ≃ −110 for mV = mJ/Ψ
and N ≃ 31 for mV = mΥ(1S) . Although the cancellation could happen in N due to the
negative value of Cγ , the small masses of J/Ψ and Ψ(2S) gives rise to a large factor m2h /m2V ,
thus B2 will be rather enhanced for charmonium quarkonia final states. However, different
from the cc̄ case, the relative large masses of bb̄ states and the electric charge of bottom
quark (Qb = −1/3, Qc = 2/3) will lead to a suppression factor in B2 . Similar situations have
also occurred in h → γV [7] and h → ZV decays [12].
Furthermore, from Table 1, even if only focusing on Figure 1, our numerical results
are still not consistent with predictions given in Ref. [21]. In the present paper, for heavy
vector quarkonia, we adopt the nonrelativistic color-singlet model to perform the calculation;
while the light-cone distribution amplitude approach was used by the authors of Ref. [21].
Therefore it is not very easy to directly compare these two results. On the other hand, the
amplitude M1(c) from Figure 1(c) should be O(αs2 ), since the effective hgg vertex is already
O(αs ). However, the amplitude from the same diagram was given as O(αs ) in eq. (12) of
6

Ref. [21], which might enhance their numerical results. It should be interesting to carry
out a systematical calculation of these diagrams for h → V V decays using the light-cone
distribution amplitude approach. This will be left for future work.
To summarize, we have presented a theoretical study of Higgs decays into a pair of heavy
vector quarkonia in the SM. It was assumed in the past literature that h → V V decays should
be dominated by the longitudinally polarized final states, and other contributions from the
transversely polarized components would be suppressed by mV /mh . Our study indicates that
this is not the whole story. Actually, these decays can also proceed through h → γ ∗ γ ∗ /h →
V γ ∗ , with the subsequent transition γ ∗ → V . Although final vector quarkonia in these cases
are dominantly transversely polarized, the appearance of the virtual photon propagator due
to γ ∗ → V will give rise to the factor 1/m2V , which thus counteracts the above suppression.
We include all relevant diagrams in our calculation. Numerical analysis shows that, for the
charmonium case, transversely polarized final states give the dominant contribution; while
the longitudinally polarized ones are more important for the bottomonium modes.
The total decay rates of h → V V in the SM have also been calculated, and our predictions
for their branching fractions are around 10−10 , which are far from the present experimental
limits. To search for these very rare decays will be very challenging experimentally. On
the other hand, this may indicate that substantial room for new physics could be expected
in these processes. Therefore, in the future high-precision experiments, it is interesting to
explore these decays both to increase our understanding of the SM and to probe new physics
beyond the SM.
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