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We compute the complete two-loop electroweak corrections to the Higgsstralung process e+e− →
HZ at the future Higgs factory. The Feynman integrals involved in the computation are decomposed
into linear combinations of a minimal set of master integrals taking advantage of the recent devel-
opments of integral reduction techniques. The master integrals are then evaluated by differential
equations with boundary conditions provided by the auxiliary mass flow method. Our final result
for given

√
s is expressed as a piecewise function defined by several deeply expanded power series,

which has high precision and can be further manipulated efficiently. Our calculation presents the
first complete two-loop electroweak corrections for processes with four external particles.

I. INTRODUCTION

The physics related to the Higgs boson has become
the frontier of the high energy physics since its discov-
ery a decade ago [1, 2]. In the Standard Model (SM) of
particle physics, the Higgs boson is known as the direct
evidence of the electroweak (EW) spontaneous symme-
try breaking based on the Higgs mechanism. However,
the current experiment precision cannot exclude the pos-
sibility of exotic Higgs potential deviated from the SM,
which is the typical structure in most of the new physics
models. Therefore, the Higgs boson could be the most
promising probe to new physics beyond the SM.

The precise measurement on the Higgs boson is the
most important mission for the next generation of high-
energy experiment facility. In the past few years, there
have been several proposals of the Higgs factory, includ-
ing the International Linear Collider (ILC) [3–5], the
Circular Electron Positron Collider (CEPC) [6, 7], and
the Future Circular Collider (FCC-ee) [8–10]. Millions of
Higgs bosons are expected to be produced in these Higgs
factories via the processes including the Higgsstrahlung
e+e− → ZH, the W boson fusion e+e− → νeν̄eH, and
the Z boson fusion e+e− → e+e−H. At a typical center-
of-mass energy 240 GeV, the dominant contribution is
the Higgsstrahlung process.

The preliminary investigations have shown that, with
the expected integrated luminosity of 5.6 ab−1 [11], the
Higgsstrahlung cross section σ(e+e− → ZH) can be mea-
sured with the precision 0.51% [11]. Consequently, the
precision of the relevant theoretical predictions must be
pushed to at least the same level. The next-to-leading or-
der (NLO) EW effect has been investigated in Refs.[12–
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14], and in recent years the mixed EW-QCD correction
effect has been obtained [15–18]. Even though, the cur-
rent theoretical uncertainty is still as large as 1%, which
is not compatible to the experiment accuracy yet. There-
fore, higher order radiative corrections are crucial for the
Higgs physics analysis at the future Higgs factory. Re-
cently some integrals involved in two-loop EW correc-
tions were calculated [19, 20], but complete two-loop cal-
culation is still missing.

The complete two-loop EW calculation for this 2→ 2
process is always challenging but is indispensable for
the reliable theoretical predictions. On one hand, 25377
Feynman diagrams [21] make all subsequent procedures
very time and resource consuming. And on the other
hand, the Feynman integrals involving six mass scales are
out of the reach of all analytical toolkit. In this paper,
by taking advantage of the recent developments of mul-
tiloop calculation techniques, we eventually achieve the
complete two-loop EW corrections for the Higgsstralung
process e+e− → HZ at the future Higgs factory.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section
2, technique details of the calculation of two-loop EW
correction are explained. In Section 3, the γ5 scheme and
renormalization are discussed. In Section 4, we present
the numerical results of two-loop EW corrections. The
summary is made in the last section.

II. TWO-LOOP CALCULATION

We consider the two-loop electroweak correction to the
following process

e+(k1) + e−(k2)→ H(k3) + Z(k4), (1)

where the external momenta satisfy the on-shell condi-
tions

k21 = k22 = 0, k23 = m2
H , k24 = m2

Z , (2)

and momentum conservation

k1 + k2 = k3 + k4. (3)
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The Mandelstam variables are defined as usual

s = (k1 + k2)2, t = (k1 − k3)2. (4)

We generate the Feynman amplitudes with QGRAF [22,
23] and FeynArts [24], with some sample two-loop Feyn-
man diagrams shown in Fig 1. A detailed classification
of all 25377 two-loop diagrams have been provided in
Ref [21], from which one can reckon the complexity of
the calculation. We use a private Mathematica package
to deal with Lorentz algebras, and express the interfer-
ence of two-loop amplitudes with tree-level amplitudes as
linear combinations of some scalar integrals. The coeffi-
cients of these integrals are rational functions of physical
parameters, including the Mandelstam variables s and
t, squared mass of corresponding particles m2

t , m
2
H , m2

Z
and m2

W , dimensional regulator ε = (4 −D)/2, and the
electroweak coupling constant α.
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FIG. 1: Some sample Feynman diagrams at the
two-loop level.

Totally we get about 3×104 Feynman integrals, which
are then clustered into 372 integral families. To illustrate
how to evaluate these integrals, let us take the integral
family defined by the Feynman diagram shown in Fig. 1
(i) as an example, which is one of the most complicated

Feynman integral family. The integrals in this family can
be expressed as

I(ν1, · · · , ν9) =

∫ L∏
i=1

dD`i
iπD/2

D−ν88 D−ν99

Dν11 · · · Dν77
, (5)

where inverse propagators can be chosen as

D1 = `21, D2 = (`1 + k1)2 −m2
W , D3 = (`1 − k2)2 −m2

W ,

D4 = (`1 − `2)2 −m2
H , D5 = (`1 − `2 + k4)2 −m2

Z ,

D6 = (`2 − k2)2 −m2
W , D7 = (`2 + k1 − k4)2 −m2

W ,

D8 = (`1 − `2 + k1)2, D9 = (`1 − `2 + k2)2, (6)

with the last two being irreducible scalar products intro-
duced for completeness. For simplicity, during the com-
putation, we fix masses of particles as rational numbers.
Then for any given rational value of s, the integrals only
depend on two variables, t and ε.

We first decompose our target integrals into linear
combinations of a smaller set of so-called master inte-
grals using integration-by-parts (IBP) [25] reduction1. In
detail, we first use LiteRed [26] and FiniteFlow [27] to
generate and solve the system of IBP identities [25] based
on Laporta’s algorithm [28] over finite field. Around
200 numerical samplings are sufficient to construct the
block-triangular relations for target integrals proposed
in Refs. [29, 30]. We then make full use of the block-
triangular relations to efficiently generate large amount
of samplings (approximately 104) to eventually recon-
struct the reduction coefficients. This strategy reduces
the computational time by several times, compared with
the reduction without using block-triangular relations.

Next we compute the master integrals using differential
equations [31] based on power series expansion [32, 33].
The differential equations of master integrals with respect
to t are constructed using aforementioned IBP reduction.
The boundary conditions, say at t/m2

t = −1/2, are then
fixed by the auxiliary mass flow method [20, 34–36] im-
plemented in AMFlow [37]. More specifically, we employ
the “mass” mode [20], to insert the auxiliary mass pa-
rameter η to propagators D2,D3,D6 and D7. This is
equivalent to directly treat m2

W as a dynamical parame-
ter. By doing so, we get the integrals simplified, in the
large mass limit [38, 39], to some factorized one loop
integrals and vacuum integrals. These simplified inte-
grals will be then evaluated again by using the AMFlow.
Finally, a numerical continuation of the auxiliary mass
from the large mass limit to zero would give us high pre-
cision physical results, which serves as the boundary con-
ditions. With these in hand, we are able to construct a
piecewise function for each master integral represented
by some deeply expanded power series expansions, which

1 Integrals needed for constructing differential equations are also
included in the target integrals, see next paragraph.
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is straightforward using the differential equations solver
in AMFlow. During the numerical evaluations, ε are set
to some fixed values and the ε dependence is only recon-
structed at the final stage as proposed in Ref. [36, 37]. In
this way, we do not need to manipulate Laurent expan-
sions of ε during the intermediate stages of calculations,
which significantly reduces the computational time.

One of the difficulties to solve the differential equa-
tions is that there are many singularities, shown in Fig 2,
as a result of multiscaleness of this process. By investi-
gating asymptotic behaviours near each singularity, with
the help of differential equations and boundary condi-
tions, we find only a few of them are physical, while all
the others are non-physical, arising probably from the
“bad” choice of master integrals or singularities in other
Riemann sheets. Although most singularities are non-
physical, they would affect the stability of our numerical
computations. Therefore we must carefully design a seg-
mentation of the physical region to reduce these effects.
By trial and error, we finally obtain a possible segmenta-
tion, where the physical region are divided into more than
20 pieces. We perform a deep power series expansion in
each piece such that, after reconstructing the ε depen-
dence, high precision are obtained in the whole physical
region.

-1.0 -0.8 -0.6 -0.4 -0.2
Re[t]

-0.4

-0.2

0.2

0.4

Im[t]

FIG. 2: Singularities distribution. Blue dots are
singularities read from differential equations. Two red

dots on the real axis are the boundary points of
physical region.

The evaluation of integrals in other families are quite
similar. To summarize, we get 7675 master integrals in
total after reduction. The integrals reduction along with
the differential equations construction cost about O(104)
CPU · h. Calculating the boundary conditions at t =
−1/2 cost about 1.5 × 104 CPU · h. And the piecewise
functions of master integrals are obtained in 3×103 CPU
· h.

III. γ5 SCHEME AND RENORMALIZATION

It is well known that, in dimensional regularization,
the anticommutation relation {γµ, γ5} and the cyclic-
ity of Dirac trace cannot be satisfied simultaneously.
In practice, we prefer to keep the anticommutation re-
lation {γµ, γ5} not only to simplify the computation,
but also because using a non-anticommute γ5 with the
other Dirac matrices γµ leads to “spurious anomalies”
which violate chiral symmetry and hence gauge invari-
ance [40]. In this case, one must impose the relevant
Ward-Takahashi (WT) and Slavnov-Taylor identities or-
der by order to keep the renormalizability of a perturba-
tion theory, which will make practical calculations much
more difficult and tedious obviously. Thus we choose the
so-called näıve-γ5 scheme so that anticommutation rela-
tions hold. Then a new problem arises: where should
we read a fermion loop? Due to the lack of the cyclic-
ity of the trace, reading a fermion loop from a different
point may give different final result. This ambiguity can
be fixed by the KKS-scheme [41], where the final result
is defined as the average of all possible reading points
starting from a γ5.

Once the γ5 scheme is fixed, one can study the renor-
malization of ultraviolet divergences. For two-loop EW
corrections, this includes renormalization of masses, cou-
plings, wave functions, field mixings, and so on. In lit-
erature, frequently used renormalization schemes include
on-shell scheme, such as in Ref. [42], and MS scheme.
Results obtained in different schemes can be related by
a finite renormalization, and thus are equivalent.

IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS

By combining everything together, we finally obtain
the result of two-loop electroweak contribution A(2) de-
fined by

A(2) = 2
∑
spin

<e
(
M(2)M(0)∗

)
, (7)

where M(2) is the two-loop amplitude and M(0) is the
tree level amplitude. Our computation is carried out un-
der the following numerical configuration

m2
H

m2
t

=
12

23
,

m2
Z

m2
t

=
23

83
,

m2
W

m2
t

=
14

65
, (8)

which correspond to mt = 172.69 GeV [43], mH =
124.7 GeV, mZ = 90.906 GeV and mW = 80.145 GeV.

As a benchmark, we provide numerical results with the
following phase space point

s

m2
t

=
83

43
,

t

m2
t

= −5

7
, (9)
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or
√
s = 240 GeV and t = −21301.3 GeV2. Then we get

A(2) = α4(75548.083ε−4

−3.1962821× 106ε−3

+1.1548893× 107ε−2

+2.6990603× 108ε−1

+1.5608903× 109 +O(ε)), (10)

where divergences should be canceled if we sum over all
contributions at NNLO level, including real emissions. In
addition, we provide the result of the corner integral of
the top sector in Eq. (5)

I(1, 1, 1, 1, 1, 1, 1, 0, 0) =

(0.35203833− 16.253246i)

+ (10.998841− 64.231845i)ε

+ (32.180275− 134.31458i)ε2

+ (45.366882− 198.45944i)ε3

+ (27.957706− 234.39361i)ε4 +O(ε5). (11)

For other values of
√
s and t, results can be obtained

similarly.

V. SUMMARY

In this paper we present the first complete calcula-
tion of two-loop EW corrections for Higgsstralung pro-

cess e+e− → HZ at the future Higgs factory. Our re-
sult for given

√
s is expressed as a piece-wise function

defined by several deeply expanded power series. The
results have high precision and can be use in future ef-
ficiently. This work is possible thanks to many state-of-
the-art techniques. Our calculation represents the first
complete two-loop electroweak corrections for processes
with four external particles.

What we have done is the most difficult part of the
complete NNLO EW corrections for H + Z production
at the future Higgs factory. In the near future, we will
calculate also real-emission corrections and then the com-
plete NNLO EW corrections can be achieved.
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