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Abstract

We investigate the impact of electroweak (EW), scalar and QCD corrections to the full set of decay

branching ratios of an additional CP-even Higgs boson (H) in the two Higgs doublet model with a softly

broken Z2 symmetry. We employ the improved gauge independent on-shell scheme in the renormalized

vertices. We particularly focus on the scenario near the alignment limit in which couplings of the discovered

125 GeV Higgs boson (h) coincide with those of the standard model while the Hhh coupling vanishes at

tree level. The renormalized decay rate for H → hh can significantly be changed from the prediction at

tree level due to non-decoupling loop effects of additional Higgs bosons, even in the near alignment case.

We find that the radiative corrections to the branching ratio of H → hh can be a few ten percent level in

the case with the masses of additional Higgs bosons being degenerate under the constraints of perturbative

unitarity, vacuum stability and the EW precision data. Further sizable corrections can be obtained for the

case with a mass difference among the additional Higgs bosons.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Current data at LHC show that properties of the discovered Higgs boson (h) [1, 2] are consistent

with those of the standard model (SM) Higgs boson within experimental uncertainties [3, 4]. In

addition, there is so far no report which clearly indicates signatures of new particles from collider

experiments. On the other hand, new physics beyond the SM must exist, because there are

phenomena which cannot be explained in the SM such as neutrino oscillations, dark matter and

baryon asymmetry of the Universe. In such new physics models, the Higgs sector is often extended

from the minimal one assumed in the SM, and its structure depends on new physics scenarios.

Therefore, clarifying the structure of the Higgs sector is important to determine the direction of

new physics.

One of the useful ways to determine the structure of extended Higgs sectors is to measure

deviations in various observables of h from SM predictions. We can extract information on the

structure such as the number of additional Higgs fields and their representations from the pattern of

the deviations [5]. Furthermore, the mass scale of extra Higgs bosons can be deduced from the size

of the deviations [6–15]. Because the precise measurements of cross sections, decay branching ratios

(BRs) and the width of the Higgs boson will be performed at future collider experiments such as the

high luminosity LHC (HL-LHC) [16], International Linear Collider (ILC) [17–20], Circular Electron

Positron Collider (CEPC) [21] and Future Circular Collider (FCC-ee) [22], precise predictions of

these observables including radiative corrections are necessary to compare these measurements.

There are several public tools to calculate radiative corrections in models with an extended Higgs

sector; i.e., H-COUP [23, 24], 2HDECAY [25] and Prophecy4f [26].

Another way is direct searches for additional Higgs bosons. The current situation mentioned

above [27–43] would indicate that additional Higgs bosons are too heavy to be directly detected, or

otherwise their masses stay at the electroweak (EW) scale but their decay products are hidden by

huge backgrounds. The latter possibility suggests that the Higgs sector is nearly aligned without

decoupling [44–48], in which couplings of the discovered Higgs boson are aligned to those of the SM.

In this case, decays of additional Higgs bosons into a lighter Higgs boson, “Higgs to Higgs decays”,

are suppressed due to the small mixing with h, which can be regarded as a golden channel for the

direct searches, see e.g., H → hh and A → Zh in Refs. [48–56]. It has been shown in Ref. [56] that

by considering the synergy between direct searches for additional Higgs bosons at the HL-LHC

and precise measurements of the h couplings at the ILC, wide regions of the parameter space on

extended Higgs sectors can be explored.
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Such a synergy analysis discussed in Ref. [56] has been performed at leading order (LO) in EW

interactions. However, tree level analyses might not be sufficient because of the following reasons.

First, they have analyzed the excluded and testable parameter regions inputting the tree level hV V

coupling (V = W,Z) as constraints from indirect searches. If we take into account loop corrections,

the hV V coupling is modified. Second, decay rates of the Higgs to Higgs decay processes can be

significantly changed at one-loop level from the prediction at tree level, because some of one-loop

diagrams do not vanish at the alignment limit and can be sizable due to the non-decoupling effects

of additional Higgs bosons. Therefore, in order to see the synergy in a more realistic way, radiative

corrections to both the discovered Higgs boson couplings and the decay BRs of additional Higgs

bosons should be taken into account. Radiative corrections to decays of additional Higgs bosons

have been studied in Refs. [13, 57–61] for a heavy CP-even Higgs boson, in Refs. [14, 62] for a

CP-odd Higgs boson and in Refs. [12, 63–66] for singly charged Higgs bosons.

In this paper, we investigate the impact of next-leading-order (NLO) corrections in EW and

scalar interactions to the decay BRs of an additional CP-even Higgs boson (H) in the two Higgs

doublet model (THDM) with a soft broken Z2 symmetry [67, 68] as a simple but important example.

We compute decay rates of H → hh, H → f f̄ , H → V V , H → γγ, H → Zγ and H → gg at

one-loop level based on the improved on-shell renormalization scheme without gauge dependences,

while QCD corrections are also included in decay rates of H → qq̄, H → γγ, H → Zγ and H → gg.

We study the relation between model parameters; e.g., such as masses of additional Higgs bosons

and mixing parameters, and the effects of radiative corrections for the H → hh decay. 1 Moreover,

we clarify how the one-loop corrections can significantly change the tree level predictions in the

scenario with nearly alignment, and the correlation between the deviation of the h → WW ∗ decay

from the SM prediction and the one-loop corrected decay rate of H → hh under theoretical and

experimental constraints. We also study the correlation between the BR of the H → hh decay and

the deviation of the one-loop corrected hhh vertex of the THDM [6, 8, 9] from that of the SM,

which is important for testing the EW baryogenesis scenario [69–73]. Finally, we give results of

decay BRs of other decay processes in several scenarios.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we define the THDMs and we mention the

current situation of experimental constraints. In Sec. III, we define our renormalization scheme,

and give renormalized vertices Hhh, Hff̄ (f = t, b, τ, c) and HV V (V = W, Z). In Sec. IV, we

1 In Refs. [13, 14], one-loop corrections to two-body decay rates of H have been calculated, especially focusing on
differences among various renormalization schemes.
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give formulae of one-loop corrected decay rates of H → hh, H → f f̄ and H → V V . Numerical

evaluations of these decay rates are shown in Sec. V. Discussions and conclusions are respectively

given in Sec. VI and VII. In Appendix, we present explicit analytic formulae of 1PI diagrams for

the Hhh vertex.

II. MODEL

The Higgs sector is composed of two isospin doublet fields Φ1 and Φ2 with hypercharge Y = 1/2.

In order to avoid flavor changing neutral currents mediated by Higgs bosons at tree level, we impose

a discrete Z2 symmetry to the model, where Φ1 and Φ2 are transformed to +Φ1 and −Φ2 [67, 68],

respectively.

The Higgs potential is given under the Z2 symmetry by

V = m2
1|Φ1|2 +m2

2|Φ2|2 −m2
3(Φ

†
1Φ2 + h.c.)

+
λ1

2
|Φ1|4 +

λ2

2
|Φ2|4 + λ3|Φ1|2|Φ2|2 + λ4|Φ†

1Φ2|2 +
λ5

2

[

(Φ†
1Φ2)

2 + h.c.
]

, (1)

where the m2
3 term softly breaks the Z2 symmetry. In general, m2

3 and λ5 are complex, but we

assume these parameters to be real. The Higgs fields are parameterized as

Φi =





w+
i

1√
2
(hi + vi + izi)



 , (i = 1, 2) , (2)

where v1 and v2 are the vacuum expectation values (VEVs) with v =
√

v21 + v22 ≃ 246 GeV, and

their ratio is parameterized as tan β = v2/v1. The mass eigenstates of the Higgs bosons are defined

as follows,




w±
1

w±
2



 = R(β)





G±

H±



 ,





z1

z2



 = R(β)





G0

A



 ,





h1

h2



 = R(α)





H

h



 , (3)

where

R(θ) =





cθ −sθ

sθ cθ



 , (4)

with sθ ≡ sin θ and cθ ≡ cos θ. In Eq. (3), H±, A, H and h are the physical mass eigenstates, while

G± and G0 are the Nambu-Goldstone bosons. After imposing the tadpole conditions, the masses

of the charged and CP-odd Higgs bosons are expressed as

m2
H± = M2 − v2

2
(λ4 + λ5), m2

A = M2 − v2λ5, (5)
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where M2 is defined as M2 = m2
3/(sβcβ). The masses of the CP-even Higgs bosons and the mixing

angle β − α are given by

m2
H = M2

11c
2
β−α +M2

22s
2
β−α −M2

12s2(β−α), (6)

m2
h = M2

11s
2
β−α +M2

22c
2
β−α +M2

12s2(β−α), (7)

tan 2(β − α) = − 2M2
12

M2
11 −M2

22

, (8)

where

M2
11 = v2

[

λ1c
4
β + λ2s

4
β + 2(λ3 + λ4 + λ5)s

2
βc

2
β

]

, (9)

M2
22 = M2 +

v2

4
s22β [λ1 + λ2 − 2(λ3 + λ4 + λ5)] , (10)

M2
12 =

v2

2
s2β
[

−λ1c
2
β + λ2s

2
β + (λ3 + λ4 + λ5)c2β

]

, (11)

with M2
ij being elements of the mass matrix in the basis of R(β)(h1, h2)

T . In the following, we

identify h as the discovered Higgs boson with a mass of 125 GeV. The 8 parameters in Eq. (1) can

be expressed by the following 8 parameters,

m2
h, m2

H , m2
A, m2

H± , M2, sβ−α, tan β, v, (12)

where we define tan β > 0 and 0 ≤ sβ−α ≤ 1, while cβ−α can be either positive and negative.

These parameters can be constrained by considering bounds from perturbative unitarity [74–77]

and vacuum stability [78–81]. Throughout the paper, we take M2 ≥ 0 by which the true vacuum

condition is satisfied [82].

For the later discussion, we here give expressions of the triple scalar couplings as

λhhh = −m2
h

2v
sβ−α +

M2 −m2
h

v
c2β−α

[

sβ−α +
cβ−α

2
(cot β − tan β)

]

, (13)

λHhh = −
cβ−α

2vs2β

[

(2m2
h +m2

H − 3M2)s2α +M2s2β
]

, (14)

λHHh =
sβ−α

2v
[(2M2 − 2m2

H −m2
h)s

2
β−α + 2(3M2 − 2m2

H −m2
h) cot 2βsβ−αcβ−α

− (4M2 − 2m2
H −m2

h)c
2
β−α], (15)

where they are defined as L = λφφ′φ′′φφ′φ′′ + · · · .
The kinetic term of the Higgs fields is

Lkin = |DµΦ1|2 + |DµΦ2|2, (16)
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Φ1 Φ2 QL LL uR dR eR ζu ζd ζe

Type-I + − + + − − − cotβ cotβ cotβ

Type-II + − + + − + + cotβ − tanβ − tanβ

Type-X + − + + − − + cotβ cotβ − tanβ

Type-Y + − + + − + − cotβ − tanβ cotβ

TABLE I: Charge assignment of the Z2 symmetry and mixing factors ζf (f = u, d, e) in each type of the

Yukawa interaction.

where Dµ is the covariant derivative given by Dµ = ∂µ− ig2τ
aW a

µ − ig
′

2 Bµ. The gauge-gauge-scalar

interaction terms in the mass eigenstates are extracted as

Lkin ⊃ gmW gµν
(

κhWW+
µ W−

ν h+ κHWW+
µ W−

ν H
)

+
gZmZ

2
gµν

(

κhZZµZνh+ κHZ ZµZνH
)

, (17)

where gZ is defined as gZ ≡ g/ cos θW , and κφV (φ = h,H) is the scaling factor obtained as

κhV = sβ−α, κHV = cβ−α. (18)

The most general Yukawa interaction is given under the Z2 symmetry as

LY = −YuQ̄L(iτ2Φ
∗
i )uR − YdQ̄LΦjdR − YeL̄LΦkeR + h.c., (19)

where Φi, Φj and Φk are either Φ1 or Φ2. These labels of the Higgs doublet fields are determined

by fixing the Z2 charge of each field as summarized in Tab. I [83, 84]. The Yukawa interaction

terms are given in terms of the mass eigenstates of the Higgs bosons as

LY ⊃ −
∑

f=u,d,e

mf

v

(

κhf f̄ fh+ κHf f̄fH + κAf f̄γ5fA
)

−
√
2

v

[

ūVud(mdζdPR −muζuPL)dH
+ +meζeν̄PReH

+ + h.c.
]

, (20)

where If = 1/2 (−1/2) for f = u (d, e), and Vud is the Cabibbo-Kobayashi-Maskawa matrix

element. Scaling factors in Eq. (20) are expressed as,

κhf = sβ−α + ζfcβ−α, κHf = cβ−α − ζfsβ−α, κAf = −2iIfζf , (21)

where ζf are given in Tab. I.

In the limit of sβ−α → 1, all couplings of h become the same as those of the SM at tree level.

We call this limit as the alignment limit. As mentioned in Sec. I, we are interested in the nearly

alignment case, so that we introduce a parameter x defined by

x ≡ −(β − α) +
π

2
, (22)
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where the limit x → 0 corresponds to the alignment limit. In the nearly alignment case; i.e., x ≃ 0,

the scaling factors and the triple scalar couplings can be expressed as

κhV = 1− x2

2
+O(x3), κHV = x+O(x3), (23)

κhf = 1 + ζfx+
x2

2
+O(x3), κHf = −ζf + x+

x2

2
ζf +O(x3), (24)

λijk = λijk,0 + λijk,1x+ λijk,2x
2 +O(x3), (25)

with

λhhh,0 = −m2
h

2v
, λhhh,1 = 0, λhhh,2 =

4M2 − 3m2
h

4v
, (26)

λHhh,0 = 0, λHhh,1 =
2m2

h +m2
H − 4M2

2v
, λHhh,2 =

(2m2
h +m2

H − 3M2) cot 2β

v
, (27)

λHHh,0 = −m2
h + 2m2

H − 2M2

2v
, λHHh,1 = −(m2

h + 2m2
H − 3M2) cot 2β

v
,

λHHh,2 =
5m2

h + 10m2
H − 14M2

4v
. (28)

We mention constraints from current experimental data on the THDM.

• Electroweak precision data

New physics effects on the EW oblique parameters are expressed by the S, T and U pa-

rameters [85, 86]. It has been known that the T parameter represents the violation of the

custodial SU(2)V symmetry [87–90]. One of the ways to restore the SU(2)V symmetry in

the potential is to take mH± = mA, by which quadratic-power like dependences of Higgs

boson masses on the T parameter disappear. 2

By using the global fit of EW parameters [93], new physics effects on the S and T parameters

under U = 0 are constrained by

S = 0.05 ± 0.09, T = 0.08 ± 0.07, (29)

with the correlation factor of +0.91 [93].

• Signal strength of the Higgs boson h

Measurements of the signal strengths of h constrain mixing parameters α and β as seen in

2 We can impose the so-called twisted-custodial symmetry by taking M = mH = mH± and sβ−α = 1 [91, 92]
instead of mA = mH± . In order to realize ∆T = 0 at one-loop level, however, it is enough to take mH± = mH

and sβ−α = 1.
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Eqs. (18) and (21). According to Refs. [4, 94], the parameter regions with −0.25 . cβ−α .

0.01 for tan β ≃ 2 are allowed in the Type-I THDM. In the Type-II, X and Y THDMs, the

constraint is given by; e.g., |cβ−α| . 0.1 for tan β ≃ 2, and stronger bounds are taken for

larger tan β.

• Direct searches for the additional Higgs bosons at LHC

So far, there has been no report for the discovery of the additional Higgs bosons at LHC,

so that lower limits on their masses have been taken. In the THDMs, constraints from the

direct searches have been studied by using LHC Run-II data in; e.g., Refs. [54, 56, 95]. In

the nearly alignment region, the search for the pp → A → Zh process typically excludes the

largest region of the parameter space in the four types of THDMs. For instance, mA . 2mt

(900 GeV) are excluded in the case with sβ−α = 0.99 and tan β ≃ 5 (2)[56]. For larger values

of 1−sβ−α, the constraint by this mode becomes stronger. In Type-II and Type-Y, the search

for the pp → bb̄A → bb̄Zh process also provides severe constraints on the parameter space

particularly for the case with larger tan β values. For instance, in the case with sβ−α = 0.99

and tan β = 10, mA . 500 GeV have been excluded [56]. In addition to the A → Zh mode,

the H → hh mode can also exclude wide regions of the parameter space. This, however,

strongly depends on the value of M2, and can be changed by the radiative corrections which

will be discussed later.

• Flavor experiments

The mass of the charged Higgs bosons is restricted by the B → Xsγ decay. In Type-II and

Type-Y, mH± . 800 GeV is excluded for tan β > 2 [96, 97]. On the other hand, in Type-I

and Type-X, mH± . 400 GeV is excluded for tan β = 1 [96, 97]. Moreover, in the Type-II

case, data of the Bs → µµ decay exclude regions with large tan β [98–100]; e.g., tan β & 25

for mH± = 1 TeV.

III. RENORMALIZED VERTICES

In this section, we discuss the renormalized vertices for H based on the improved on-shell

scheme [9], where gauge dependences in counter terms of mixing angles are removed by adding

pinch terms. This treatment is not applied to wave function renormalizations but counter terms

from shifts of parameters in the Lagrangian.

In the following discussion, we decompose each renormalized form factor Γ̂HXX (X =

8



h,W,Z, t, b, τ, c) as

Γ̂HXX = ΓTree
HXX + Γ1-loop

HXX , (30)

where

Γ1-loop
HXX = δΓHXX + Γ1PI

HXX + ΓTad
HXX , (31)

with ΓTree
HXX , δΓHXX , Γ1PI

HXX and ΓTad
HXX being contributions from tree level diagrams, counter terms,

1PI diagrams and tadpole diagrams inserted to tree level vertices, respectively.

A. Renormalization conditions

We discuss renormalization conditions in order to determine the counter terms for the renormal-

ized HXX vertices. The renormalized two-point functions for neutral scalar bosons are expressed

as

Π̂ii[p
2] = (p2 −m2

i )(1 + δZi)− δm2
i + Π̃1PI

ii [p2], (i = h,H,A) (32)

Π̂hH [p2] = p2(δChH + δCHh) +m2
h(δαf − δChH)−m2

H(δαf + δCHh) + Π̃1PI
hH [p2], (33)

Π̂AG0 [p2] = p2(δCAG0 + δCG0A) +m2
A(δβf − δCAG0) + Π̃1PI

AG0 [p
2], (34)

where δZi, δCij , δαf and δβf come from the field shifts defined as





H

h



→





1 + 1
2δZH δCHh + δαf

δChH − δαf 1 + 1
2δZh









H

h



 , (35)





G0

A



→





1 + 1
2δZG0 δCG0A + δβf

δCAG0 − δβf 1 + 1
2δZA









G0

A



 . (36)

We here distinguish δαf (δβf ) from δα (δβ) which appears from the parameter shift; i.e., α → α+δα

(β → β + δβ). In Eqs. (32)-(34), Π̃1PI
ij is defined as

Π̃1PI
ij [p2] = Π1PI

ij [p2] + ΠTad
ij . (37)

By imposing the following on-shell conditions for the above renormalized two-point functions;

Π̂ii[m
2
i ] = 0,

d

dp2
Π̂ii[p

2]
∣

∣

p2=m2
i

= 1, (i = h,H,A), (38)

the counter terms δm2
i and δZi are determined as

δm2
i = Π̃1PI

ii [m2
i ], δZi = − d

dp2
Π1PI

ii [p2]
∣

∣

p2=m2
i

. (39)
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By imposing the on-shell conditions for the mixing two-point functions as

Π̂hH [m2
h] = Π̂hH [m2

H ] = 0, Π̂AG0 [m2
A] = Π̂AG0 [0] = 0, (40)

we obtain

δCh =
1

2(m2
H −m2

h)

(

Π1PI
Hh [m

2
h]−Π1PI

Hh [m
2
H ]
)

, (41)

δCA = − 1

2m2
A

(

Π1PI
Hh [m

2
A]−Π1PI

Hh [0]
)

, (42)

δαf =
1

2(m2
H −m2

h)

(

Π̃1PI
Hh [m

2
h] + Π̃1PI

Hh [m
2
H ]
)

, (43)

δβf = − 1

2m2
A

(

Π̃1PI
AG[m

2
A] + Π̃1PI

AG[0]
)

, (44)

where we take δChH = δCHh ≡ δCh and δCAG0 = δCG0A ≡ δCA.

As mentioned above, the counter terms δα and δβ should include the pinch term;

δα =
1

2(m2
H −m2

h)

(

Π̃1PI
Hh [m

2
h] + ΠPT

Hh[m
2
h] + Π̃1PI

Hh [m
2
H ] + ΠPT

Hh(m
2
H)
)

, (45)

δβ = − 1

2m2
A

(

Π̃1PI
AG[m

2
A] + ΠPT

AG[m
2
A] + Π̃1PI

AG[0] + ΠPT
AG[0]

)

, (46)

where explicit formulae of ΠPT
Hh(p

2) and ΠPT
AG(p

2) are given in Ref. [9].

The counter term δM2 cannot be determined by using the on-shell conditions discussed above.

Thus, we apply the MS scheme to the renormalization of the hhh vertex, and then δM2 is deter-

mined as

δM2 =
M2

16π2v2



2
∑

f

Nf
c m

2
fκ

2
f + 4M2 − 2m2

H± −m2
A +

s2α
s2β

(m2
H −m2

h)− 3(2m2
W +m2

Z)



∆Div

+
2c2β
s2β

M2

v

(

cβ−α

m2
h

Div(T 1PI
h )−

sβ−α

m2
H

Div(T 1PI
H )

)

, (47)

where ∆Div = 1/ǫ− γE + log 4π with γE being the Euler’s constant. In the second line, Div(T 1PI
h(H))

indicates the divergent part of tadpole type diagrams whose explicit formulae are given in Ref. [8].

In this prescription, renormalized quantities including δM2 such as the decay rate of H → hh have

a dependence on the renormalization scale µ.

Finally, the counter terms of the EW parameters δv, δm2
V , δZV , δmf and δZf

V are given in

Ref. [8].
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B. Renormalized Hhh vertex

The contributions from the tree level diagram and from counter terms are given by

ΓTree
Hhh = 2λHhh, (48)

δΓHhh = 2δλHhh + λHhh(δZH + 2δZh) + 6λhhh(δCh − δαf ) + 4λHHh(δCh + δαf ), (49)

where λhhh, λHhh and λHHh are given in Eqs. (13)-(15), and δλHhh is given by

δλHhh = −λHhh

δv

v
−

s2αcβ−α

2vs2β
(2δm2

h + δm2
H) +Gαδα+Gβδβ +

3cβ−α

2v

(

s2α
s2β

− 1

3

)

δM2, (50)

with Gα and Gβ being

Gα = tan(β − α)λHhh −
c2αcβ−α

vs2β
(2m2

h +m2
H − 3M2), (51)

Gβ = −
cα−3β + 3cα+β

2s2βcβ−α

λHhh −
cβ−α

v
cot 2βM2. (52)

Explicit formulae of contributions of 1PI diagrams Γ1PI
Hhh are given in Appendix. As mentioned in

the previous subsection, the Hhh coupling depends on the renormalization scale µ.

C. Renormalized Hff̄ vertex

The renormalized Hff̄ (f = t, b, c, τ) vertex is expressed in terms of the following form

factors,

Γ̂Hff [p
2
1, p

2
2, q

2] = Γ̂S
Hff + γ5Γ̂

P
Hff +

∑

i=1,2

(

/piΓ̂
Vi

Hff + /piγ5Γ̂
Ai

Hff

)

+ /p1/p2Γ̂
T
Hff + /p1/p2γ5Γ̂

PT
Hff , (53)

where pµ1 and pµ2 are the incoming momenta of external particles f and f̄ , respectively, and qµ(=

pµ1 + pµ2 ) is the outgoing momentum of H. For the case with on-shell fermions; i.e., p21 = p22 = m2
f ,

the following relations hold:

Γ̂P
Hff = Γ̂PT

Hff = 0, Γ̂
V1

Hff = −Γ̂
V2

Hff , Γ̂
A1

Hff = −Γ̂
A2

Hff . (54)

The contributions from the tree level diagram and from counter terms are given by

ΓTree,S
Hff = −

mf

v
κHf , ΓTree,i

Hff = 0, (55)

δΓS
Hff = −

mf

v
κHf

[

δmf

mf

− δv

v
+

1

2
δZH + δZf

V +
δκHf

κHf
+

κhf

κHf
(δCh − δαf )

]

, δΓi
Hff = 0, (56)

where the index i runs over i = {P, V1, V2, A1, A2, T, PT}, and

δκHf = κhf δα − κHf ζfδβ. (57)

The mixing factor ζf and κφf (φ = h, H) are given in Sec. II.
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D. Renormalized HV V vertex

The renormalized HV µV ν (V = W,Z) vertex is composed of three types of form factors ex-

pressed as

Γ̂µν
HV V [p

2
1, p

2
2, q

2] = gµν Γ̂1
HV V +

pµ1p
ν
2

m2
V

Γ̂2
HV V + iǫµνρσ

p1,ρp2,σ
m2

V

Γ̂3
HV V , (58)

where pµ1 and pν2 are incoming momenta of the weak bosons, and qµ is the outgoing momentum of

H.

The contributions from the tree level diagram and from counter terms are given by

ΓTree,1
HV V =

2m2
V

v
cβ−α, ΓTree,2

HV V = ΓTree,3
HV V = 0, (59)

δΓ1
HV V =

2m2
V

v
cβ−α

[

δm2
V

m2
V

− δv

v
+ δZV +

1

2
δZH + tan(β − α)

(

δα− δβ + δCh − δαf

)

]

, (60)

δΓ2
HV V = δΓ3

HV V = 0. (61)

IV. RADIATIVE CORRECTIONS TO DECAY RATES

In this section, we give formulae of the decay rates of H with NLO corrections in EW and scalar

interactions. In particular, we focus on the processes H → hh, H → f f̄ and H → V V and the

case where H is lighter than A and H±, so that the decays of H → AZ, H → H±W , H → H+H−

and H → AA are kinematically forbidden. For H → qq̄ and loop induced processes, we implement

QCD corrections to their decay rates. The squared amplitude is given at NLO in EW and scalar

interactions by

[

|M[H → XX]|2
]

NLO
= |MTree|2 +

(

M†
1-loopMTree + h.c.

)

. (62)

Since we drop the one-loop squared term |M1-loop|2 which corresponds to next-to-NLO (NNLO)

corrections, the decay rates can be negative values depending on the parameter choice. Although

we can avoid such a strange behavior by adding |M1-loop|2, we also need to include terms with

two-loop diagrams multiplied by MTree for the consistent perturbative calculation at NNLO. We

note that in the alignment limit, adding |M1-loop|2 to Eq. (62) would be justified because the tree

level contribution vanishes. In the following calculation, we simply use Eq. (62), where we exclude

parameter regions giving rise to negative values of decay rates.
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A. Decay rate of H → hh

We consider the H → hh decay mode which is kinematically allowed for mH ≥ 2mh. The

partial decay width at NLO is expressed as

Γ[H → hh] = ΓLO[H → hh]

(

1 +
1

λHhh

Re[Γ1-loop
Hhh ]−∆r

)

, (63)

where λHhh and Γ1-loop
Hhh are given in Eq. (14) and (31), respectively. The LO contribution ΓLO[H →

hh] is given by

ΓLO[H → hh] =
λ2
Hhh

8πmH

√

1− 4
m2

h

m2
H

. (64)

In Eq. (63), ∆r represents EW radiative corrections to the VEV v, which should be added to the

decay rate, because we choose αem, mZ and GF as the EW input parameters in the renormalization

calculation. The analytic expression for ∆r is given by [101]

∆r =
ReΠ̂WW (0)

m2
W

+
αem

4πs2W

(

6 +
7− 4s2W
2s2W

log c2W

)

. (65)

The same procedure is also applied to the other decay rates given below.

In the nearly alignment region; i.e. x ≃ 0, the decay rate given in Eq. (63) can be expanded in

terms of x as

Γ[H → hh] = Γ̃LO[H → hh]

[

xv

λHhh,1

∆EW
0 + x2

(

1 +
v

λHhh,1

∆EW
1 +

vλHhh,2

(λHhh,1)2
∆EW

0 −∆r

)]

+O(x3),

(66)

with

Γ̃LO[H → hh] ≡ 1

x2
ΓLO[H → hh], (67)

1

v
Re[Γ1-loop

Hhh ] = ∆EW
0 + x∆EW

1 +O(x2). (68)

In Eq. (66), λHhh,1 and λHhh,2 are given in Eq. (27). The bosonic loop and fermionic loop contri-

13



butions to ∆EW
0 are respectively expressed as

∆EW
0,B =

2cot 2βm2
H

16π2v2

(

1− M2

m2
H

)

{

∑

Φ=H,A,H±

CΦλΦΦh,0

[

1

v

(

B0[m
2
H ; Φ,Φ] + 2B0[m

2
h; Φ,Φ]

)

− 4
λΦΦh,0

DΦ

C0[Φ,Φ,Φ]

]

+
∑

Φ=H,A,H±

CΦλΦΦh,0

m2
H −m2

h

[

(

3m2
h

v
+ λHhh,1

)

B0[m
2
H ; Φ,Φ] + (λHhh,1 + 4λHHh,0)B0[m

2
h; Φ,Φ]

]

+
λHhh,1

vm2
A

[

2(A[A] −A[H])− (m2
A −m2

H)
(

B0[m
2
A;H,A] +B0[0;H,A]

)

]

}

, (69)

∆EW
0,F =

∑

f

2Nf
c m2

fζf

16π2v2

{

4m2
f

v2

[

B0[m
2
H , f, f ] + 2B0[m

2
h; f, f ]−

1

2
(2m2

h +m2
H − 4m2

f )C0[f, f, f ]

]

+
1

(m2
h −m2

H)

[

(m2
H − 4m2

f )

(

3m2
h

v
+ λHhh,1

)

B0[m
2
H ; f, f ] +

m2
h − 4m2

f

v
(λHhh,1 + 4λHHh,0)B0[m

2
h; f, f ]

]

+
λHhh,1

v
B0[m

2
A; f, f ]

}

, (70)

with Nf
c being the color factor and

CH = 3, CA = CH± = 1, DH = DA = 1, DH± = 2, λΦΦh,0 = −DΦ
m2

h + 2m2
Φ − 2M2

2v
.

(71)

The functions A[X], B0[q
2;X,Y ] and C0[X,Y,Z](≡ C0[p

2
1, p

2
2, q

2;X,Y,Z]) represent Passarino-

Veltman functions [102]. In Eq. (69), terms in the second line are from Γ1PI
Hhh, those in the third

line are from δCh and δα, and those in the fourth line are from δβ. In particular, for ∆EW
0,B diagrams

shown in Fig. 1 give the dominant contribution. For ∆EW
0,F , light fermion loops can be neglected

because there is the overall factor m2
f , so that the top quark loop gives the dominant effect, which

is proportional to ζt = cot β in four types of Yukawa interaction. Therefore, the major quantum

effects in the nearly alignment scenario do not depend on the types of Yukawa interaction.

Let us here consider the x2 term in Eq. (66), in which the first term in the parentheses is the

contribution from the tree level diagram, while the others are those from the one-loop diagrams

which are suppressed by the loop factor (1/16π2). If we regard the effect of the loop suppression

factor as the small expansion parameter x, the decay rate can be approximately rewritten as

Γ[H → hh] ≃ Γ̃LO[H → hh]

(

xv

λHhh,1

∆EW
0 + x2

)

. (72)

The renormalization scale µ appears in the one-loop corrected decay rate of H → hh as

Γ[H → hh] = ΓLO[H → hh]
(

∆µ + (µ-independent part)
)

. (73)
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FIG. 1: One-loop diagrams which give major quantum effects in the alignment limit. The symbol Φ

represents additional Higgs bosons; i.e. Φ = H,A,H±.

where

∆µ = − 3cβ−α

vλHhh

(

s2α
s2β

− 1

3

)

{

M2

16π2v2

[

2
∑

f

Nf
c m

2
f (κ

h
f )

2 + 4M2 − 2m2
H± −m2

A +
s2α
s2β

(m2
H −m2

h)

− 3(2m2
W +m2

Z)

]

+ 2cot 2β
M2

v

(

cβ−α

m2
h

T µ-part
h − sβ−α

m2
H

T µ-part
H

)

}

log µ2. (74)

The tadpole terms T µ-part
φ (φ = h, H) give the dominant contribution to the µ dependence, which

are proportional to cot 2β, so that the magnitude of ∆µ grows as tan β becomes large. We also

mention that ∆µ is roughly proportional to m4
Φ, which comes from the contributions from the

tadpole diagram of h. In the following, we fix as µ = mH in the numerical calculations.

B. Decay rate of H → f f̄

The decay rate of the process H → f f̄ with NLO corrections in EW and scalar interactions

and QCD-NNLO corrections can be written as

Γ[H → f f̄ ] = ΓLO[H → f f̄ ]
(

1 + ∆EW
Hff +∆QED

Hff −∆r +∆QCD
Hff

)

, (75)

where ΓLO[H → f f̄ ] is the decay rate at tree level expressed as

ΓLO[H → f f̄ ] =
Nf

c

8π
mH

(

ΓTree,S
Hff

)2
(

1−
4m2

f

m2
H

)3/2

. (76)

In Eq. (75), ∆EW
Hff represents NLO correction in EW and scalar interactions, which is expressed as

∆EW
Hff =

2

ΓTree,S
Hff

[

Re
[

Γ1-loop,S
Hff

]

+ 2mfRe
[

Γ1-loop,V1

Hff

]

+m2
H

(

1−
m2

f

m2
H

)

Re
[

Γ1-loop,T
Hff

]

]

. (77)

Contributions from virtual photon loop diagrams and real photon emissions are represented by

∆QED
Hff , where the term proportional to m2

f/m
2
H is neglected. For the leptonic decays; i.e., f = ℓ,
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the QED correction calculated in the on-shell scheme is given by [103–105]

∆QED
Hℓℓ =

αem

π
Q2

ℓ

(

9

4
+

3

2
log

m2
ℓ

m2
H

)

. (78)

For the hadronic decays; i.e., f = q, the QED correction is given in the MS scheme as [106]

∆QED
Hqq =

αem

π
Q2

q

(

17

4
+

3

2
log

µ2

m2
H

)

, (79)

where we fix the renormalization scale µ as µ = mH in numerical calculations in this paper.

For decays into a quark pair, we implement NNLO-QCD corrections in the MS scheme according

to the formulae summarized in Ref. [56].

C. Decay rate of H → V V

We give the formulae of decay rates into a pair of on-shell gauge bosons; i.e., H → V V , with

NLO corrections in EW and scalar interactions. We express the decay rates as

Γ[H → ZZ] = ΓLO[H → ZZ]
(

1 + ∆EW
HZZ −∆r

)

, (80)

Γ[H → WW (γ)] = ΓLO[H → WW ]
(

1 + ∆EW
HWW −∆r +∆brem

)

, (81)

where ΓLO[H → V V ] is calculated as

ΓLO[H → V V ] =
(

ΓTree, 1
HV V

)2 m3
H

64πcV m
4
V

(

1− 4
m2

V

m2
H

+ 12
m4

V

m4
H

)

√

1− 4
m2

V

m2
H

, (82)

with cV = 1 (2) for W (Z). In Eq. (81), ∆EW
HV V indicates EW loop contributions expressed as

∆EW
HV V =

2

ΓTree,1
HV V

Re
[

Γ̃1-loop, 1
HV V

]

+
1

ΓTree,1
HV V

Re
[

Γ1-loop,2
HV V

] m2
H

m2
V

(

1− 6
m2

V

m2
H

+ 8
m4

V

m4
H

)(

1− 4
m2

V

m2
H

+ 12
m4

V

m4
H

)−1

, (83)

with

Γ̃1-loop,1
HV V = Γ1-loop,1

HV V − ΓTree,1
HV V

d

dp2
Π̂V V [p

2]
∣

∣

p2=m2
V

. (84)

In the above expression, the second term is the contribution from wave function renormalizations

of external vector bosons, which are non-zero in our on-shell renormalization scheme. The tree

level contribution of the HV V vertex ΓTree,1
HV V is given in Eq. (59), and the explicit formula of Π̂V V

is given in Eq. (56) of Ref. [8]. The term ∆brem in Eq. (81) indicates the contribution from the real
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photon bremsstrahlung which is needed in order to remove infrared (IR) divergence from virtual

photon loop diagrams. The explicit formula of the contribution is given by [107]

∆brem =
αem

π

{(

2− 1/r
√

1− 1/r
log ρ+ − 1

)

log
m2

W

m2
γ

− 2 log(ρ+ + ρ−)− 4 log(ρ+ − ρ−) +
14

3

+
2 log ρ+
√

1− 1/r
+

2− 1/r
√

1− 1/r

[

Li2(ρ
2
−) + Li2(ρ

4
−)− 2ζ(2) − 2 log ρ+

4r2 − 4r + 3

+ log ρ+ (5 log ρ+ − 2 log(ρ+ + ρ−)− 2 log(ρ+ − ρ−))

]}

, (85)

with r = m2
H/(4m2

W ) and ρ± =
√
r ±

√
r − 1. In Eq. (85), mγ represents the mass of the photon

as a regulator. We numerically check that the mγ dependence is canceled by the virtual photon

loop contributions in Eq. (83).

V. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section, we discuss numerical results of the decay BRs of H. For H → hh, H → f f̄

and H → V V , we implement the EW and scalar corrections discussed in the previous section,

while the decay rates for the loop induced processes are calculated at LO in EW. We take into

account the QCD-NNLO corrections to the decay rate of H → qq̄ and loop induced processes. We

impose constraints from perturbative unitarity, vacuum stability and data of the S and T oblique

parameters in the following numerical calculations. The renormalization scale for the renormalized

triple scalar vertices is set to be µ = mH . In particular, we investigate the radiative corrections

to the H → hh decay in detail. As discussed in Sec. IV, the size of radiative corrections to the

H → hh decay is dominantly determined by the top quark loop and non-decoupling effects of the

additional Higgs bosons, so that it does not depend on the types of Yukawa interaction. Thus, we

numerically evaluate the decay BRs with radiative corrections focusing on the Type-I THDM.

A. Branching ratio of H → hh

We first investigate the BR of the H → hh process. In order to see the structure of the loop

corrections, we further simplify the approximate formula given in Eq. (69) in Sec. IV by taking

degenerate masses of the additional Higgs bosons. In addition, for m2
H ≫ m2

h, the bosonic loop
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FIG. 2: BR of the H → hh decay with sin(β − α) = 0.999 at NLO (red regions) and LO (black regions)

in each value of mH(= mA = m
H±) in the Type-I THDM. From left to right panels, the value of tanβ

are fixed to be 3, 5, and 8. Upper panels and bottom panels show predictions with cos(β − α) > 0 and

cos(β − α) < 0, respectively. We scan the value of M2 in the range of M2 ≥ 0 under the constraints of

perturbative unitarity, vacuum stability and the S and T parameters.

contributions can be expanded as

∆EW
0,B =

cot 2β

16π2

m4
H

v4

(

1− M2

m2
H

)2
{

24(1 − C)

(

1− M2

m2
H

)

+ 6C

+ ǫ

[

8(2− 3C)

(

1− M2

m2
H

)

+ 23− 42C + 3C
m2

H

m2
H −M2

]

+O(ǫ2)

}

, (86)

with ǫ ≡ m2
h/m

2
H and C ≡ 2−π/

√
3 ≃ 0.186. From this approximate formula, it is seen that ∆EW

0,B

is enhanced by m4
H for the case with M ≪ mH due to the non-decoupling effect. On the other

hand, for M ≃ mH such an enhancement is highly suppressed by the factor of (1−M2/m2
H)2 and

thus ∆EW
0,B is roughly proportional to (m2

H −M2)2/v4. It can also be seen that Eq. (86) has the

factor cot 2β, so that the magnitude of the NLO corrections grows as tan β increases. We note

that the NLO contributions come from the cross term of the amplitude from the tree level and

one-loop contributions, so that the sign of the NLO contributions changes depending on the sign of

cβ−α. Namely, if cβ−α is positive (negative), the NLO contributions increase (decrease) the decay

rate. Features of the loop corrections as those described here can be concretely confirmed by the

following Figs. 2 and 3.

18



300 400 500 600 700
m

H
 [GeV]

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1
B

R
[H

--
>

hh
]

Tree
NLO

tanβ=3, sin(β−α)=0.99, cos(β−α)>0

300 400 500 600 700
m

H
 [GeV]

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

B
R

[H
--

>
hh

]

Tree
NLO

tanβ=5, sin(β−α)=0.99, cos(β−α)>0

300 400 500 600 700
m

H
 [GeV]

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

B
R

[H
--

>
hh

]

Tree
NLO

tanβ=8, sin(β−α)=0.99, cos(β−α)>0

300 400 500 600 700
m

H
 [GeV]

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

B
R

[H
--

>
hh

]

Tree
NLO

tanβ=3, sin(β−α)=0.99, cos(β−α)<0

300 400 500 600 700
m

H
 [GeV]

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

B
R

[H
--

>
hh

]
Tree
NLO

tanβ=5, sin(β−α)=0.99, cos(β−α)<0

300 400 500 600 700
m

H
 [GeV]

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

B
R

[H
--

>
hh

]

Tree
NLO

tanβ=8, sin(β−α)=0.99, cos(β−α)<0

FIG. 3: Same as Fig. 2, but for sin(β − α) = 0.99.

Fig. 2 shows the mH dependence of the BR of H → hh including the NLO corrections (red

regions) and that at tree level (black regions) for the degenerate mass case; i.e., mH = mA = mH± .

We fix sβ−α = 0.999, where the upper panels (the lower panels) represent results with cβ−α > 0

(cβ−α < 0). Results for tan β = 3, 5 and 8 are shown from the left panels to the right panels.

We scan the parameter M2 within M2 ≥ 0 in each value of mH . In the case with cβ−α > 0, it

can be confirmed that the NLO corrections typically increase the BR, which tends to be clearer at

large tan β and/or large mass regions. For cβ−α < 0, the NLO corrections typically decrease the

BR. We note that the parameter regions where the non-decoupling quantum effects are important

are excluded by the perturbative unitarity bound. The value of the BR drops sharply at around

mH = 350 GeV because the H → tt̄ process opens.

Fig. 3 shows the decay BR of H → hh in the case with sβ−α = 0.99, while the other configura-

tions are the same as those in Fig. 2. As compared with the case for sβ−α = 0.999, the BR typically

becomes smaller values and the upper limit on mH is stronger due to the theoretical constraints.

Next, we investigate the correlation between the BR of H → hh and the BR of h → WW ∗ →
Wff̄ ′ which is expected to be measured with 2% accuracy at the ILC with the collision energy

being 250 GeV [18]. In order to parametrize the deviation in the BR of h → WW ∗ from the SM
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FIG. 4: Correlation between the BR of H → hh and the deviation in the ratio of the branching ratio

of h → WW ∗ from the SM prediction in the Type-I THDM. Black regions are predictions at tree level,

while red, yellow, cyan and blue regions express predictions with the NLO corrections in the case with

∆m (≡ mA−mH) = 0, 150 GeV, 300 GeV and 400 GeV, respectively. Top, middle and bottom panels show

results where mH is fixed to be 300 GeV, 500 GeV and 800 GeV, respectively. From the panel of the left,

the value of tanβ is fixed to be 3, 5, and 8. We scan the value of M2 and cos(β − α) under the constraints

of perturbative unitarity, vacuum stability and the S and T parameters.

prediction, we introduce ∆µWW defined as

∆µWW ≡ BR[h → WW ∗]THDM

BR[h → WW ∗]SM
− 1, (87)

where BR[h → WW ∗]THDM (BR[h → WW ∗]SM) represents the BR in the THDM (SM). We

numerically evaluate the value of ∆µWW by using H-COUP [24].

In Fig. 4, we show the correlation between the BR of the H → hh process and ∆µWW for

each fixed value of tan β and mH . The values of sβ−α and M2 are scanned under the constraints
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of perturbative unitarity, vacuum stability and data of the S and T oblique parameters. The

regions shaded in black show the results at LO, while those shaded in red, yellow, cyan and blue

show the results at NLO with the mass difference ∆m = mA − mH to be 0, 150, 300 and 400

GeV, respectively. In some of the panels, several colored regions do not appear because of no

allowed region by the constraints. Results with ∆µWW < 0 (∆µWW > 0) correspond to those with

cβ−α > 0 (cβ−α < 0), because the partial decay width of h → bb̄ is enhanced (suppressed). In the

case with heavier H, predictions are well determined to be narrower regions, because the allowed

range of M2 by the theoretical constraints is shrunk. It is seen that for ∆m = 0 and ∆µWW < 0

(∆µWW > 0) , the value of the BR is pushed up (down) by the NLO corrections, in which this

behavior can be understood from Eq. (86) and is consistent with the results shown in Figs. 2 and

3. It can also be seen that if the value of tan β increases, the NLO corrections increase, because

bosonic-loop effects are proportional to cot 2β in Eq. (86). For ∆µWW < 0; i.e., cβ−α > 0, the BR

becomes 0 at particular values of ∆µWW ; e.g., at around ∆µWW = −0.4 for mH = 300 GeV and

tan β = 8. Such behavior can be explained by the expression of the tree level Hhh coupling λHhh

as given in Eqs. (25) and (27).

In the case with non-zero mass difference among additional Higgs bosons; i.e., ∆m 6= 0, the

behavior of loop corrections can drastically be different from that in case with ∆m = 0. As ∆m

increases, the difference from the tree level prediction becomes more significant than that in the

degenerate mass case. For results of mH = 300 GeV, predictions including the NLO corrections can

be about 30 % larger than tree level predictions if ∆m is larger than 300 GeV. If ∆m is non-zero,

the effect of NLO corrections can increase the BR in the both cases with cβ−α > 0 and cβ−α < 0.

However, due to theoretical constraints, allowed regions become smaller as mH increases.

If ∆µWW is larger than 2%, it can be observed as a deviation from the SM prediction by the

precision measurements at the ILC with the center of mass energy
√
s to be 250 GeV [18]. However,

even if the deviation of the h → WW ∗ decay is too small to be observed by the ILC, it might be

possible to explore H via the H → hh process at the HL-LHC. If H is lighter than 2mt and ∆m

is non-zero, the H → hh decay mode can be dominant in large parameter regions.

It is known that similar non-decoupling effects also appear in the loop corrected hhh coupling [6,

8, 9]. The physics of the hhh coupling is strongly related with the EW baryogenesis, because the

strong first order phase transition can lead to a large deviation in the hhh coupling from the SM

prediction at zero temperature [69–73]. The hhh coupling can be extracted from the measurements

of the double-Higgs production at hadron, lepton and photon colliders as discussed in Ref. [108].

The measurement accuracy of the hhh coupling is expected to be about 27% at the ILC with
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FIG. 5: Correlation between BR(H → hh) and ∆µWW (left panel) and that between BR(H → hh) and

λhhh/λ
SM
hhh − 1 (right panel) for mH = 300 GeV and tanβ = 3. The color definitions of the regions are the

same as specified in Fig. 4. We scan the value of M2 and cos(β − α) under the constraints of perturbative

unitarity, vacuum stability and the S and T parameters. For the hhh vertex, the renormalization scale is

also taken as µ = mH in the same as that for Γ[H → hh].

√
s = 500 GeV [18]. In Fig. 5, we show the correlation between ∆µWW and the deviation in the

renormalized hhh vertex in the Type-I THDM from that in the SM, in the case with mH = 300

GeV and tan β = 3. We calculate the renormalized hhh vertex using H-COUP [23, 24], excepting

parameter regions causing BR(H → hh)< 0. The color definitions of the regions are the same as

specified in Fig. 4. In order to examine the correlation with the BR of H → hh, we also place

the panel which is shown in Fig. 4. It can be seen that the deviation of the hhh coupling is

almost determined by the magnitude of ∆m. The larger ∆m causes the larger deviation in the

hhh coupling, since it is caused by a larger non-decoupling effect. Namely, the structure of the

non-decoupling effects is the same as those of the H → hh decay. Such parameter regions are

common with regions where the hhh coupling shifts from the SM predictions significantly so that

the H → hh search at the HL-LHC might also be used to test the EW baryogenesis scenario

multi-directionally.

B. Branching ratios of H

Finally, we investigate the other decay modes of H in the Type-I THDM. In Fig. 6, we show

the decay BRs for H as a function of tan β for sβ−α = 0.999 and cβ−α > 0 (cβ−α < 0) in the left

(right) panels. We take (mH ,∆m) = (300, 0) GeV, (300, 150) GeV, (500, 0) GeV and (500, 150)

GeV from the top to the bottom panels. The value of M2 is scanned with M2 ≥ 0 in all the panels.
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FIG. 6: Branching ratios for H as a function of tanβ in the case of sin(β − α) = 0.999 with cos(β − α) > 0

(left panels) and cos(β − α) < 0 (right panels). The upper four and lower four panels show the case with

mH = 300 GeV and 500 GeV, respectively. The first and third (second and fourth) panels from the top

show the case with ∆m (= mA −m
H±) = 0 (150 GeV). The value of M2 is scanned under the constraints

of perturbative unitarity, vacuum stability and the S and T parameters.
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As we can see in the panels for mH = 300 GeV, H → V V are the dominant decay modes. The

BR of H → hh can also be dominant depending on the values of M2 and tan β. In the low tan β

regions, the wider range of M2 is allowed by the theoretical constraints, so that possible values

of BR(H → hh) spread. For ∆m = 150 GeV and cβ−α > 0 (cβ−α < 0), the loop effects enhance

(suppress) the decay rate of the H → hh process as compared with the case for ∆m = 0, so that

BR(H → hh) tends to be more important than BR(H → V V ). In the case with mH = 500 GeV,

the H → tt̄ mode opens, whose decay rate is proportional to cot2 β. Thus, the H → hh process

becomes the main decay mode in the large tan β region. For ∆m = 150 GeV and cβ−α > 0,

BR(H → hh) is typically enhanced with several tens of percent than that for ∆m = 0. On the

other hand for cβ−α < 0, BR(H → hh) does not increase even if tan β becomes large and/or ∆m

is taken to be non-zero. Therefore, H → tt̄ is typically the main decay mode. We note that the

search for heavy Higgs bosons decaying into tt̄ at hadron colliders is challenging due to the large

the SM background, but various simulation studies for detecting such Higgs bosons have been done

at LHC in Refs. [50, 109–118].

VI. DISCUSSIONS

We discuss the direct search for the additional Higgs bosons at future collider experiments. At

the HL-LHC, H or A is mainly produced by the gluon fusion process and the associated production

with bb̄. 3 The parameter region expected to be explored via these single productions has been

studied in Ref. [56], where the analysis has been done at LO in the EW interaction. It goes

without saying that the search for the additional Higgs bosons can also be done at the ILC energy

upgrade, where the collision energy
√
s can be extended to be up to 1 TeV [17]. They can mainly

be produced in pairs as e+e− → HA and e+e− → H+H− up to 500 GeV for the degenerate mass

case. As we have shown in this paper, the BRs of H can significantly be changed by the NLO

corrections in EW and scalar interactions. Thus, it is quite important to include such effects in

the exploration of the additional Higgs bosons at the HL-LHC and the ILC. We will upgrade the

numerical program H-COUP [23, 24] such that the decay BRs for the additional Higgs bosons are

calculated including EW, scalar and QCD corrections based on this paper (H), Ref. [120] (A) and

Ref. [66] (H±). We will then be able to discuss the synergy between the direct search and the

3 The pair productions of the additional Higgs bosons such as pp → HA/H±H/H±A/H+H− can also be important
for the direct searches at the HL-LHC, whose cross sections are simply determined by their masses, see e.g.,
Ref. [119].
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precise measurement of h, which will be left for future works.

Finally, we would like to comment that a portion of the parameter space shown in our numerical

results is excluded by the current experimental data from the additional Higgs boson searches at

LHC and the measurement of the signal strength of h given in Sec. II. For example, the region

∆µWW . 0 are excluded by taking into account the constraints on α and β in the THDMs from

the signal strength data [94]. It is, however, seen that there is a large discrepancy between the

region excluded by the observed data and that by the expectation of the MonteCarlo analysis.

Thus, the observed exclusion can be drastically changed by accumulating more data. Therefore,

we have investigated wider regions of the parameter space than the allowed ones by the current

experimental data in the numerical calculations.

VII. CONCLUSIONS

We have computed the decay rates of the additional CP-even Higgs boson H; i.e., H → hh,

H → f f̄ and H → V V with the EW and scalar NLO corrections in the THDMs with a softly

broken Z2 symmetry, where QCD corrections are also included for H → qq̄. For loop induced

processes, we have calculated the decay rates at LO in EW and scalar interactions, but including

QCD corrections. We have particularly focused on the scenario with the nearly alignment in the

Type-I THDM for numerical evaluations. We have clarified that various parameter dependences

such as tan β, mH , ∆m(= mA − mH) and the sign of cβ−α on the BR of H → hh under the

constraints from perturbative unitarity, vacuum stability and electroweak precision data. It has

been found that the effect of the radiative corrections on the BR of H → hh can drastically change

its LO prediction due to the non-decoupling effect of the additional Higgs boson loops. We have

also investigated the correlation between the deviation in the BR of h → WW ∗ from the SM

prediction (∆µWW ) and the BR of H → hh at NLO in EW and scalar interactions. For example,

in the case with mH = 500 GeV and tan β = 3 and ∆µWW = 0.05, BR(H → hh) can be 0.3-0.4,

0.1-0.4, 0-0.25 and 0.3-0.35 at LO, at NLO with ∆m = 0, 150 GeV and 300 GeV, respectively.

Even if |∆µWW | is less than 0.02 which might not be able to be detected at the ILC, we have seen

that the H → hh can be the dominant decay mode; e.g., BR(H → hh) can be about 70 % for

mH = 500 GeV, ∆m = 300 GeV and tan β = 5. Therefore, it has been shown that including the

radiative corrections to the decay of H is quite important for the direct searches for the additional

Higgs bosons at future collider experiments such as the HL-LHC and the ILC.
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Appendix A: One-loop diagrams for the renormalized Hhh vertex

We present analytic formulae of one-loop diagrams related with the renormalized Hhh vertex.

All feynman diagrams are computed in the ’t Hooft-Feynman gauge, and are expressed by Passarino

Veltman functions [102].

Two-point functions include not only 1PI contributions Π1PI
hihj

but also pinch terms ΠPT
hihj

and

tadpole contributions ΠTad
hihj

. For two-point functions of scalar fields, explicit formulae of Π1PI
hihj

and those of ΠPT
hihj

are given in Ref. [8] and in Ref. [9], respectively. The contributions ΠTad
hihj

are

calculated as

ΠTad
hh =

6λhhh

m2
h

T 1PI
h +

2λHhh

m2
H

T 1PI
H , (A1)

ΠTad
HH =

2λHHh

m2
h

T 1PI
h +

6λHHH

m2
H

T 1PI
H , (A2)

ΠTad
Hh =

2λHhh

m2
h

T 1PI
h +

2λHHh

m2
H

T 1PI
H , (A3)

ΠTad
AG =

λhGA

m2
h

T 1PI
h +

λHGA

m2
H

T 1PI
H , (A4)

where explicit formulae of T 1PI
hi

are given in Ref. [8].

Contributions of one-loop diagrams for the three-point vertex Hhh are also composed by 1PI

diagram contributions and tadpole contributions as

ΓHhh[p
2
1, p

2
2, q

2] = Γ1PI
Hhh[p

2
1, p

2
2, q

2] + ΓTad
Hhh, (A5)

where pµ1 and pµ2 are the incoming momenta of two 125 GeV Higgs bosons h, and qµ(= pµ1 + pµ2 ) is

the outgoing momentum of H. Tadpole contributions to the Hhh vertex are given as

ΓTad
Hhh = 6

λHhhh

m2
h

T 1PI
h + 4

λHHhh

m2
H

T 1PI
H . (A6)

Fermionic loop contributions and bosonic loop contributions for the 1PI diagrams are respectively
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calculated as

Γ1PI
Hhh[p

2
1, p

2
2, q

2]F = −
∑

f

8m4
fN

f
c

16π2v3
(κff )

2κHf
[

B0[p
2
1; f, f ] +B0[p

2
2; f, f ] +B0[q

2; f, f ]

+ (4m2
f − q2 + p1 · p2)C0[f, f, f ]

]

, (A7)

and

(16π2)Γ1PI
Hhh[p

2
1, p

2
2, q

2]B

=
g3ZmZ

4

(

s2β−αcβ−αC
φφφ
V V S [Z,Z,A] − c3β−αC

φφφ
V SV [Z,A,Z] + s2β−αcβ−αC

φφφ
SV V [A,Z,Z]

− s2β−αcβ−αC
φφφ
V V S [Z,Z,G

0]− s2β−αcβ−αC
φφφ
V SV [Z,G

0, Z]− s2β−αcβ−αC
φφφ
SV V [G

0, Z, Z]
)

+
g3mW

2

(

s2β−αcβ−αC
φφφ
V V S [W,W,H±]− c3β−αC

φφφ
V SV [W,H±,W ] + s2β−αcβ−αC

φφφ
SV V [H

±,W,W ]

− s2β−αcβ−αC
φφφ
V V S [W,W,G±]− s2β−αcβ−αC

φφφ
V SV [W,G±,W ]− s2β−αcβ−αC

φφφ
SV V [G

±,W,W ]
)

+
g2

2

(

sβ−αcβ−αλhG+G−C
φφφ
V SS[W,G±, G±] + s2β−αλHG+G−C

φφφ
SV S [G

±,W,G±]

+ sβ−αcβ−αλhG+G−C
φφφ
SSV [G

±, G±,W ]− sβ−αcβ−αλhH+H−C
φφφ
V SS[W,H±,H±]

+ c2β−αλHH+H−C
φφφ
SV S[H

±,W,H±]− sβ−αcβ−αλhH+H−C
φφφ
SSV [H

±,H±,W ]

+ c2β−αλhG+H−C
φφφ
V SS [W,H±, G±] + sβ−αcβ−αλHG+H−C

φφφ
SV S [H

±,W,G±]

− s2β−αλhG+H−C
φφφ
SSV [H

±, G±,W ]− s2β−αλhG+H−C
φφφ
V SS[W,G±,H±]

+ sβ−αcβ−αλHG+H−C
φφφ
SV S [G

±,W,H±] + c2β−αλhG+H−C
φφφ
SSV [G

±,H±,W ]
)

+
g2Z
2

(

− sβ−αcβ−αλhAAC
φφφ
V SS [Z,A,A] + c2β−αλHAAC

φφφ
SV S [A,Z,A] − sβ−αcβ−αλhAAC

φφφ
SSV [A,A,Z]

+ sβ−αcβ−αλhG0G0C
φφφ
V SS[Z,G

0, G0] + s2β−αλHG0G0C
φφφ
SV S[G

0, Z,G0] + sβ−αcβ−αλhG0G0C
φφφ
SSV [G

0, G0, Z]
)

+
g2Z
4

(

c2β−αλhG0AC
φφφ
V SS [Z,A,G

0] + sβ−αcβ−αλHG0AC
φφφ
SV S [A,Z,G

0]− s2β−αλhG0AC
φφφ
SSV [A,G

0, Z]

− s2β−αλhG0AC
φφφ
V SS [Z,G

0, A] + sβ−αcβ−αλHG0AC
φφφ
SV S [G

0, Z,A] + c2β−αλhG0AC
φφφ
SSV [G

0, A, Z]
)

+
g3m3

W

2
s2β−αcβ−α

(

16C0[W,W,W ] − C0[c
±, c±, c±]

)

+
g3Zm

3
Z

4
s2β−αcβ−α (16C0[Z,Z,Z] −C0[cZ , cZ , cZ ])
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− 72λ2
hhhλHhhC0[h, h, h] − 24λhhhλHhhλHHh(C0[H,h, h] + C0[h, h,H]) − 8λ3

HhhC0[h,H, h]

− 8λ2
HHhλHhh(C0[H,H, h] + C0[h,H,H]) − 24λHHHλ2

HhhC0[H,h,H] − 24λHHHλ2
HHhC0[H,H,H]

− 8λHAAλ
2
hAAC0[A,A,A] − 2λHG0AλhG0AλhG0G0(C0[A,G

0, G0] + C0[G
0, G0, A])

− 8λHG0G0λ
2
hG0G0C0[G

0, G0, G0]− 2λHG0G0λ
2
hG0AC0[G

0, A,G0]

− 2λHG0AλhAAλhG0A(C0[A,A,G
0] + C0[G

0, A,A]) − 2λHAAλ
2
hG0AC0[A,G

0, A]

− 2λHG+G−λ
2
hG+G−C0[G

±, G±, G±]− 2λHH+H−λ
2
hH+H−C0[H

±,H±,H±]

− 2λHG+G−λ
2
hG+H−C0[G

±,H±, G±]− 2λHG+H−λhG+H−λhG+G−(C0[H
±, G±, G±] + C0[G

±, G±,H±])

− 2λHH+H−λ
2
hG+H−C0[H

±, G±,H±]− 2λHG+H−λhH+H−λhG+H−(C0[H
±,H±, G±] + C0[G

±,H±,H±])

+ 24λHhhλhhhhB0[q
2;h, h] + 18λhhhλHhhh(B0[p

2
1;h, h] +B0[p

2
2;h, h])

+ 12λHHhλHhhhB0[q
2;H,h] + 8λHhhλHHhh(B0[p

2
1;H,h] +B0[p

2
2;H,h])

+ 12λHHHλHHhhB0[q
2;H,H] + 6λHHhλHHHh(B0[p

2
1;H,H] +B0[p

2
2;H,H])

+ 4λHAAλhhAAB0[q
2;A,A] + 2λhAAλHhAA(B0[p

2
1;A,A] +B0[p

2
2;A,A])

+ 4λHG0G0λhhG0G0B0[q
2;G0, G0] + 2λhG0G0λHhG0G0(B0[p

2
1;G

0, G0] +B0[p
2
2;G

0, G0])

+ 2λHG0AλhhG0AB0[q
2;G0, A] + λhG0AλHhG0A(B0[p

2
1;G

0, A] +B0[p
2
2;G

0, A])

+ 2λHH+H−λhhH+H−B0[q
2;H±,H±] + λhH+H−λHhH+H−(B0[p

2
1;H

±,H±] +B0[p
2
2;H

±,H±])

+ 2λHG+G−λhhG+G−B0[q
2;G±, G±] + λhG+G−λHhG+G−(B0[p

2
1;G

±, G±] +B0[p
2
2;G

±, G±])

+ 4λHG+H−λhhG+H−B0[q
2;H±, G±] + 2λhG+H−λHhG+H−(B0[p

2
1;H

±, G±] +B0[p
2
2;H

±, G±])

+ g3mW cβ−α(2B0[q
2;W,W ]− 1) +

g3ZmZ

2
cβ−α(2B0[q

2;Z,Z]− 1), (A8)

where definitions of combinations of C -functions are given as

Cφφφ
SV V [S, V1, V2] = [p21C21 + p22C22 + 2p1 · p2C23 + 4C24 −

1

2

− (q + p1) · (p1C11 + p2C12) + q · p1C0](S, V1, V2), (A9)
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Cφφφ
V SV [V2, S, V1] = [p21C21 + p22C22 + 2p1 · p2C23 + 4C24 −

1

2

+ (3p1 − p2) · (p1C11 + p2C12) + 2p1 · (p1 − p2)C0](V2, S, V1), (A10)

Cφφφ
V V S [V1, V2, S] = [p21C21 + p22C22 + 2p1 · p2C23 + 4C24 −

1

2

+ (3p1 + 4p2) · (p1C11 + p2C12) + 2q · (q + p2)C0](V1, V2, S), (A11)

Cφφφ
V SS [V, S1, S2] = [p21C21 + p22C22 + 2p1 · p2C23 + 4C24 −

1

2

+ (4p1 + 2p2) · (p1C11 + p2C12) + 4q · p1C0](V, S1, S2), (A12)

Cφφφ
SV S [S2, V, S1] = [p21C21 + p22C22 + 2p1 · p2C23 + 4C24 −

1

2

+ 2p2 · (p1C11 + p2C12)− p1 · (p1 + 2p2)C0](S2, V, S1), (A13)

Cφφφ
SSV [S1, S2, V ] = [p21C21 + p22C22 + 2p1 · p2C23 + 4C24 −

1

2

− 2p2 · (p1C11 + p2C12)− q · (p1 − p2)C0](S1, S2, V ), (A14)

with

Ci[X,Y,Z] ≡ Ci[p
2
1, p

2
2, q

2;mX ,mY ,mZ ]. (A15)
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