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The standard model (SM) one-loop contributions to the most general H∗Z∗Z∗ coupling are ob-
tained via the background field method in terms of Passarino-Veltman scalar functions, from which
the contributions to the H∗ZZ and HZZ∗ couplings are obtained in terms of two CP -conserving
hV1,2 and one CP -violating hV3 form factors (V = H,Z). The current CMS constraints on the HZZ
coupling ratios are then used to obtain bounds on the real part of the anomalous HZZ couplings,
which are up to two orders of magnitude tighter than previous ones, and also on the corresponding
absorptive parts, which are the first one of this kind. The effects of the absorptive parts of the
HZZ anomalous couplings, which have been overlooked in the past, are analyzed via the partial
decay width ΓH∗→ZZ , and a significant deviation from the SM tree-level contribution is observed
at low energies, though it becomes negligible at high energies. We also explore the possibility that
polarized Z gauge bosons are used for the study of non-SM couplings via a new left-right asymme-
try ALR, which is sensitive to CP -violating complex form factors and can be as large as the unity
at best, and in a more conservative scenario it is still larger by five or four orders of magnitude
than the SM prediction arising until the three-loop level. The partial decay widths ΓH∗→ZLZL and
ΓH∗→ZRZR are also studied in several scenarios and it is observed that the deviations from the SM
results can be large at high energies and in this case, increases as the energy increases. Thus the
use of polarized Z gauge bosons could give hints of CP violation.

I. INTRODUCTION

The observation of the Higgs boson at the CERN LHC [1, 2] was clear evidence that the mechanism of electroweak
gauge symmetry breaking is realized in nature as conjectured by the Glashow-Weinberg-Salam Standard Model (SM)
of elementary particles. Up to now, the data collected at the LHC has confirmed that the properties of the Higgs
particle are consistent with the SM predictions, though some of its couplings are yet to be measured, such as those
to light fermions and its self-couplings as well. It is expected that the LHC Run 3 can also explore hints of some
anomalous Higgs couplings. Along these lines, the CMS collaboration has reported for the first time data on the
off-shell H∗ZZ coupling via off-shell Higgs boson production (O-SHBP) pp → H∗ → ZZ [3], which requires that
the four-momentum of the off-shell Higgs boson is above the threshold ‖q‖ = 2mZ . According to the SM, 10% of
V pair production events at the LHC are due to the H∗V V coupling [4], which is statistically large enough to allow
measurement. Moreover, it has been found that the V V invariant mass kinematic distribution is sensitive to the
off-shell H∗ZZ contribution, whereas the ratio of off-shell to on-shell production rates can be used to determine the
Higgs decay width ΓH [5, 6].

The phenomenological and experimental implications of the H∗ZZ coupling at the LCH and future colliders have
been explored in the past and also very recently [7–15]. Furthermore, the off-shell HZZ∗ coupling has several
phenomenological implications, which have been studied through HZ production [16–34]. Thus, the HZZ coupling
is worth studying, thereby requiring a highly precise determination of all its lowest-order contributions. In particular,
the search for any anomalous contribution to the H∗ZZ coupling will play an important role in the LHC program
soon.

Off-shell couplings have been of great interest in recent years [35–37] as they can develop an imaginary (absorptive)
part due to the optical theorem, thereby giving rise to some effects on physical processes. The absorptive part of a
coupling has already been studied for instance in the off-shell chromomagnetic and chromoeletric dipole moments of
quarks [38, 39] and also in the trilinear neutral gauge boson couplings [40, 41], which requires that at least one of the
three gauge bosons is off-shell to be non-vanishing [42, 43]. Also, the phenomenological implications of the absorptive
part of the off-shell Higgs boson coupling H∗ZZ have been brought to attention by many authors [18, 20, 22, 28],
nonetheless, to our knowledge, a precise determination of the SM contribution has not been reported yet, which
may stem from the fact that there has been some controversy on whether or not off-shell couplings represent valid

∗ alaban7 3@hotmail.com

ar
X

iv
:2

30
1.

13
12

7v
3 

 [
he

p-
ph

] 
 2

3 
M

ar
 2

02
3

mailto:alaban7_3@hotmail.com


2

observable quantities. We will dwell on this issue below. In particular, the study of the absorptive part of the H∗ZZ
and HZZ∗ couplings may be relevant at the LHC and future colliders as it can explain slight deviations on some
physical observables. Such as the case for the absorptive part of the ttg coupling, which has direct effects on top pair
production at the LHC [37].

The one-loop corrections to the HZZ coupling were calculated long ago in the SM [44, 45] and also recently [46].
On the other hand, the new physics contributions have also been reported in several beyond SM theories, such as
the two-Higgs doublet model [47], the minimal Higgs triplet model (HTM) [48], the Higgs singlet model (HSM) [47]
and the minimal supersymmetric standard model (MSSM) [36]. Nevertheless, some of those results are reported in a
somewhat old-fashioned notation, which can lead to some confusion when a numerical calculation is worked out and a
cross-check is required. Therefore, a new evaluation of the SM one-loop contributions to the off-shell H∗ZZ coupling
with a more up-to-date notation for the analytical results is in order. The purpose of this work is to present such an
evaluation. Afterward, we will use our analytical results and the current LHC data to obtain limits on the real and
absorptive parts of the anomalous couplings of the HZZ vertex. These new bounds can be relevant because of the
O-SHBP results. Furthermore, their implications may be observed in the Z boson pair production.

The rest of this work is organized as follows. In Section II we analyze the most general effective Lagrangian for the
HZZ coupling up to dimension-five operators, along with the most popular parametrizations used to study the effects
of this coupling at particle colliders. Sec. III is devoted to describing the calculation of the SM one-loop contributions
to the off-shell H∗ZZ and HZZ∗ couplings via the background field method, which in the Feynman-t’Hooft gauge
yields identical results to those obtained via the Pinch technique. This method is known to give gauge-independent
and finite off-shell Green’s functions. The analytical results are presented in Appendix A in terms of Passarino-
Veltman scalar functions. In Section IV we present the numerical analysis of the behavior of the H∗ZZ and HZZ∗

couplings as functions of the off-shell boson transfer momentum and we also obtain bounds on the anomalous terms
of such couplings, which are used in Sec. VI to study the Z pair production off an off-shell Higgs boson, for which we
introduce a new asymmetry defined for polarized Z bosons. Finally, in Section VII we present the conclusions and
outlook.

II. THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK

Several parametrizations have been introduced in the literature to study the phenomenology of the HZZ coupling.
It is thus worth presenting an overview of them with the aim that our analysis can be straightforwardly compared
with similar studies. The effective Lagrangian up to dimension-five operators for the HZZ interaction can be written
in the so-called Hagiwara basis [17, 18, 23] as follows

L =
g

cW
mZ

[ (1− aZ)

2
HZµZ

µ +
1

2m2
Z

{
bZHZµνZ

µν + cZ

((
∂µH

)
Zν −

(
∂νH

)
Zµ

)
Zµν + b̃ZHZµνZ̃

µν
}]
, (1)

where Zµν = ∂µZν − ∂νZµ and Z̃µν = εµναβZ
αβ/2. In the SM aZ vanishes at the tree level, the CP conserving

form factors bZ and cZ are induced up to one-loop level [45], and the CP violating form factor b̃Z arises up to the

three-loop level [7] and has been estimated to be of the order of 10−11 [49]. The bZ , cZ and b̃Z form factors are absent
at the tree level in the SM but can receive anomalous contributions from new physics at the one-loop-level or higher
orders of perturbation theory. In Fig. 1, we introduce the notation used throughout the rest of this work for the
vertex function ΓZZHµν .

Zµ(p1)

Zν(p2)

H(q)
= i g

cW
mZΓ

ZZH
µν (p21, p

2
2, q

2)

FIG. 1. Nomenclature for the HZZ coupling and the ΓZZHµν vertex function.

Although we are mainly interested in processes where there is an off-shell Higgs boson as in the H∗ZZ coupling,
for completeness we will also study the case of the HZZ∗ coupling, which has been widely studied as it has several
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implications at particle colliders [16–33]. Therefore, in the Lagrangian of (1), we neglect the scalar component of the
Z gauge bosons by setting ∂µZ

µ = 0 and consider the kinematics H∗ → ZZ(Z∗ → HZ) along with the notation of
Fig. 1 to obtain the vertex function for both the Higgs boson and one Z gauge boson are off-shell:

ΓZZHµν = hV1 (q2, p21, p
2
2)gµν +

hV2 (q2, p21, p
2
2)

m2
Z

p1νp2µ +
hV3 (q2, p21, p

2
2)

m2
Z

εµναβp
α
1 p

β
2 , (2)

where V stands for the off-shell boson and the dependence of the hVi form factors have been written explicitly. The
relation between the form factors hi and the parameters of Lagrangian (1) for the kinematics H∗ → ZZ (Z∗ → HZ)
are

hV1 (q2, p21, p
2
2) = 1 + aZ − bZ

q2 − p21 − p22
m2
Z

+ cZ
q2

m2
Z

, (3)

hV2 (q2, p21, p
2
2) = ±2

(
bZ − cZ

)
, (4)

hV3 (q2, p21, p
2
2) = ±2b̃Z . (5)

For V = H (V = Z) the Z (H) boson is on-shell, and we have p21 = m2
Z (q2 = m2

H), whereas for both cases p22 = m2
Z .

The structure of Eq. (2) is the same for three, two, or one off-shell bosons provided that one assumes that the Z
gauge bosons are coupled to conserved currents. It is worth noticing that the basis used in the Lagrangian (1) is not
unique. From the equations of motion, one has

HZµ∂νZ
µν =

1

2

((
∂µH

)
Zν −

(
∂νH

)
Zµ

)
Zµν +

1

2
ZµνZ

µν , (6)

where a surface term has been dropped. Thus the HZZ coupling can be alternatively written as

L =
g

cW
mZ

[
(1− aZ)

2
HZµZ

µ +
1

2m2
Z

{
b̂ZHZµνZ

µν + ĉZHZµ∂νZ
µν + b̃ZHZµνZ̃

µν
}]

, (7)

where the b̂Z and ĉZ form factors are given as b̂Z = bZ − cZ and ĉZ = 2cZ . In this notation, the form factors hVi of
Eq. (2) are now given by

h1(q2, p21, p
2
2) = 1 + aZ − b̂Z

q2 − p21 − p22
m2
Z

+
ĉZ
2

p21 + p22
m2
Z

, (8)

h2(q2, p21, p
2
2) = ±2b̂Z , (9)

h3(q2, p21, p
2
2) = ±2b̃Z . (10)

The main difference between the basis of Lagrangians (1) and (7) is that the form factor hV2 is given in terms of
only one parameter in (7). Although one could find analytic expressions for each hVi in a particular theory, it would
not be possible to extract the partial contribution from bZ and cZ . Also, it turns out that both parametrizations
are used without any distinction in the literature, which may be confusing for a cross-check of the numerical results.
Thus, to avoid a misleading analysis of the HZZ coupling, we present our results in terms of the parametrization in
Lagrangian (7). It is more suited for this work as we can calculate the form factor h2 and then extract the exact SM

contribution to the b̂Z coefficient.
Direct bounds on the HZZ anomalous couplings have been obtained using polarization observables of the Z gauge

boson produced via the Z∗ → HZ coupling at the LHC at
√
s = 14 TeV [28]. According to the notation of Lagrangian

(7) such bounds read ∣∣Re
[
b̂Z
]∣∣ 6 3.5× 10−4,

∣∣Im[b̂Z]∣∣ 6 7.94× 10−3, (11)

∣∣Re
[̃
bZ
]∣∣ 6 4.76× 10−3,

∣∣Im[̃bZ]∣∣ 6 6.64× 10−3, (12)

Other limits on the anomalous HZZ couplings have been obtained from the analysis of several processes at e+e−

[18, 23], ep [25] and γe colliders [9]. Below we will discuss some parametrizations used by several authors in the study
of the HZZ coupling and their relationship with the above parametrizations.
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A. The LHC framework

In the analysis of the CMS collaboration, the following parametrization is used for the scattering amplitude of the
process where the H∗ZZ interaction is involved [50]

A(H → ZZ) ∼ 1

v

[
aZZ1 +

κZZ1 p21 + κZZ2 p22(
ΛZZ1

)2 ]
m2
Zε
∗
1ε
∗
2 +

aZZ2

v
f∗(1)µν f∗(2)µν +

aZZ3

v
f∗(1)µν f̃∗(2)µν , (13)

where we use the notation of Fig. 1. Also f (i)µν = εµi p
ν
i − ενpµi and f̃

(i)
µν = εµνρσf

(i)ρσ are the field and dual field
strength tensors of the Zi gauge boson with polarization vector εi and four-momentum pi. In the SM aZZ1 = 2 at the
tree level. We can rewrite the above expression in terms of the hVi form factors. In the Hagiwara basis (1) and using
the kinematics for H∗ → ZZ we find the following relations:

h1(q2, p21,m
2
Z) =

aZZ1

2
+
κZZ1 p21 + κZZ2 p22

2
(
ΛZZ1

)2 +
aZZ2

2

q2 − p21 − p22
m2
Z

, (14)

h2(q2, p21,m
2
Z) = −aZZ2 , (15)

h3(q2, p21,m
2
Z) = −aZZ3 . (16)

Thus, we can identify

1 + aZ =
aZZ1

2
, (17)

−bZ
q2 − p21 − p22

m2
Z

+ cZ
q2

m2
Z

=
κZZ1 p21 + κZZ2 p22

2
(
ΛZZ1

)2 +
aZZ2

2

q2 − p21 − p22
m2
Z

, (18)

bZ − cZ = −a
ZZ
2

2
, (19)

b̃Z = −a
ZZ
3

2
, (20)

which yields the following relationship

cZ
p21 + p22
m2
Z

=
κZZ1 p21 + κZZ2 p22

2
(
ΛZZ1

)2 , (21)

for the case of κZZ1 = κZZ2 and ΛZZ1 ≡ mZ gives

cZ =
κZZ1

2
. (22)

On the other hand, in the basis of Lagrangian (7) we can identify

−b̂Z
q2 − p21 − p22

m2
Z

+
ĉZ
2

p21 + p22
m2
Z

=
κZZ1 p21 + κZZ2 p22

2
(
ΛZZ1

)2 +
aZZ2

2

q2 − p21 − p22
m2
Z

(23)

b̂Z = −a
ZZ
2

2
, (24)

whereas Eqs. (17) and (20) remain valid. For κZZ1 = κZZ2 and ΛZZ1 ≡ mZ , we obtain

ĉZ = κZZ1 . (25)

Therefore, the parametrization of the H∗ZZ vertex in (13) is redundant since only one form factor kZZi is necessary
for both bases. In the rest of this paper, we will consider the relations (17), (20), (24) and (25).

Indirect bounds on aZZi coefficients have been obtained by the CMS collaboration [3, 51–53] through effective
fractional cross sections fai. This approach allows one to minimize the uncertainties and it is independent of the
coupling parametrization. The effective cross-section ratios are defined as

fZZai =
|aZZi |2α

(2e2µ)
ii∑

j |aZZj |2α
(2e2µ)
jj

sign

(
aZZi
aZZ1

)
, (26)
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where the coefficients α
(2e2µ)
ii are the cross-sections for the processes where two lepton pairs 2e+ 2µ emerge from the

processes H → Zγ∗/γ∗γ∗ → 2e2µ, for aZZi = 1. The corresponding numerical values, which can be obtained through

Monte-Carlo simulation and are normalized with respect to the coefficient α
(2e2µ)
11 , are shown in Table I. In the CMS

analysis, the couplings are considered real. Therefore, the relative phase between the couplings aZZi is 0 or π. The
current bounds from CMS [3] are shown in Table II.

TABLE I. Anomalous couplings aZZi , cross sections ratios fZZai and coefficients αii/α11 considered in this work. We use the
relationship aZZi = aWW

i and the value Λ1 = mZ for the case of the κZZ1 coupling. The negative sign arises from the convention
in Eq. (26) adopted in [54].

aZZi fZZai αii/α11

a3 fa3 0.153

a2 fa2 0.361

-k1 fΛ1 1.016

TABLE II. Allowed intervals at the 95% CL for the coupling parameters fai obtained by the CMS collaboration [3], through
a combined analysis of off-shell and on-shell events, where two scenarios are considered: ΓH = ΓSMH =4.1 GeV, or ΓH left
unconstrained. The sign of the relative phase between ai and a1 is absorbed into the definition of fai. [53].

Parameter in
units ×10−5

Scenario Observed
at 95% CL

fa2

ΓH = ΓSMH
[
− 32,514

]
ΓH unconstrained

[
− 38,503

]
fa3

ΓH = ΓSMH
[
− 46,107

]
ΓH unconstrained

[
− 46,110

]
fΛ1

ΓH = ΓSMH
[
− 11,46

]
ΓH unconstrained

[
− 10,47

]
The coupling fractions are also useful to study the limits on the anomalous couplings. They can be obtained from

the cross sections ratios of Eq. (26) as

aZZi
aZZj

=

√√√√ |fZZai |α2e2µ
jj

|fZZaj |α2e2µ
ii

sign
(
fZZai f

ZZ
aj

)
. (27)

B. The standard model effective field theory framework

A recent approach well-suited for the analysis of anomalous couplings is offered by the standard model effective
field theory (SMEFT). The effective Lagrangian up to dimension six includes 2499 effective operators Oi [55]

LSMEFT = LSM +

2499∑
i

CiOi, (28)

where the Wilson coefficients Ci along with the SM parameters constitute the parameter space of the SMEFT, whereas
the operators Oi can be described via the Warsaw basis [56], the SILH basis [57] or the Higgs boson basis [58]. These
bases are equivalent and their Wilson coefficients can be mapped onto each other. The Higgs basis is well suited to
study the Higgs boson interactions at the LHC, though this is not always true: for instance, the parameter space
of diboson production at the LHC is larger in the Higgs boson basis than in other ones. In the Higgs boson basis
[12], the lowest dimension effective Lagrangian for the HZZ interaction can be written, after a redefinition of the
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couplings, as follows

L =
H

υ

[(
1 + δcz

)(g2L + g2Y
)
v2

4
ZµZ

µ + czz
g2L + g2Y

4
ZµνZ

µν + cz�g
2
LZµ∂νZ

µν + c̃zz
g2L + g2Y

4
ZµνZ̃

µν
]
, (29)

where υ is the vacuum expectation value (VEV) of the Higgs field and gL, gY stand for the SU(2)L×UY (1) coupling
constants, which in a more usual notation read gL = g and gY = g′. In this Lagrangian the Higgs boson couplings
δcz, czz, cz�, and c̃zz are assumed to be real [12]. The Lagrangian (29) can be straightforwardly written in a more
familiar form

L =
g

2cWmZ
H
[(

1 + δcz
)
m2
ZZµZ

µ + czz
g2L + g2Y

4
ZµνZ

µν + cz�g
2
LZµ∂νZ

µν + c̃zz
g2L + g2Y

4
ZµνZ̃

µν
]
, (30)

which allows one to identify the following relations with the form factors of Lagrangian (7)

δcz = aZ (31)

czz =
4

g2L + g2Y
b̂Z , (32)

cz� =
1

g2L
ĉZ , (33)

c̃zz =
4

g2L + g2Y
b̃Z , (34)

they agree with those relations reported in Ref. [53].

III. ANALYTICAL RESULTS

We now turn to present our analytical results for the one-loop contributions to the HZZ coupling. Since we are
considering that either one Z gauge boson or the Higgs boson H are off-shell, we need to address the problem of the
gauge dependence of off-shell Green’s functions. To deal with this issue and obtain well-behaved vertex functions,
there are two well-known approaches: the first one is the so-called pinch technique (PT) [59], which is a diagrammatic
approach that allows one to systematically obtain gauge-independent and well-behaved off-shell Green’s functions by
combining contributing self-energy, vertex, and box diagrams to a physical process, but because of the huge number
of necessary Feynman diagrams it may turn into a very cumbersome task. Nevertheless, it was shown that the results
obtained up to one-loop level via the PT are equivalent to those obtained via the background field method (BGFM)
in the Feynman-t’Hooft gauge [60, 61]. In this work, we use the latter method to obtain gauge independent form
factors for the HZZ coupling as the number of contributing Feynman diagrams is less than in the PT approach.

For the analytical calculation, we used the Mathematica package FeynArts [62], which allows one to obtain the
complete set of Feynman diagrams and their corresponding invariant amplitudes via the background field method.
We then used FeynHelpers and FeynCalc [63–65] to perform the tensor decomposition and obtain results in terms of
Passarino-Veltman scalar functions, which can be numerically evaluated via either the LoopTools [66] or the Collier
[67] packages. The Feynman diagrams that contribute at the one-loop level to the HZZ vertex can be classified into
three types according to the particles circulating into the loop: in Fig 2 we show those Feynman diagrams arising
from the fermion contribution, whereas in Figs. 3 and 4 we show the Feynman diagrams for the W contribution and
the H −Z contribution, respectively. For simplicity, each one of those contributions will be denoted by the subscripts
F , W, and HZ, respectively.
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Zµ(p1)

Zν(p2)

H(q)

f

f

f

FIG. 2. Feynman diagram for the fermion contribution to the HZZ coupling at the one-loop level.
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Zµ(p1)

Zν(p2)

H(q)

G±

G±

W±

(a)

Zµ(p1)

Zν(p2)

H(q)

W±

G±

G±

(b)

Zµ(p1)

Zν(p2)

H(q)

G±

W±

G±

(c)

Zµ(p1)

Zν(p2)

H(q)

W±

W±

G±

(d)

Zµ(p1)

Zν(p2)

H(q)

W±

W±

G±

(e)

Zµ(p1)

Zν(p2)

H(q)

G±

W±

W±

(f)

Zµ(p1)

Zν(p2)

H(q)

W±

W±

W±

(g)

Zµ(p1)

Zν(p2)

H(q)
G±

(h)

Zµ(p1)

Zν(p2)

H(q)
u−, u+

(i)

Zµ(p1)

Zν(p2)

H(q)
G±

(j)

Zµ(p1)

Zν(p2)

H(q)
W±

(k)

Zµ(p1)

Zν(p2)

H(q) W±

G±

(l)

Zµ(p1)

Zν(p2)

H(q)

W±

G±

(m)

FIG. 3. The same as in Fig. 2 but for the contribution of W gauge boson exchange.
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Zµ(p1)

Zν(p2)

H(q)

H

H

Z

(a)

Zµ(p1)

Zν(p2)

H(q)

Z

G0

H

(b)

Zµ(p1)

Zν(p2)

H(q)

G0

Z

H

(c)

Zµ(p1)

Zν(p2)

H(q)

Z

Z

H

(d)

Zµ(p1)

Zν(p2)

H(q)

G0

G0

H

(e)

Zµ(p1)

Zν(p2)

H(q)

H

H

G0

(f)

Zµ(p1)

Zν(p2)

H(q)
G0, H

(g)

Zµ(p1)

Zν(p2)

H(q) Z

H

(h)

Zµ(p1)

Zν(p2)

H(q)

Z

H

(i)

FIG. 4. The same as in Fig. 2 but for the contribution of H − Z boson exchange.

Since obtaining the SM contributions to the anomalous couplings are the main aim of this work, we will focus on
the hV2 form factor, and in the rest of this work aZ = 0. Therefore, following the notation of Ref. [45] our results can
be written as

hV2 (q2, p21,m
2
Z) = mZ

g2

4π2cWmW

[∑
f

Nfm
2
f

{
g2V fA

V
V f (q2, p21,m

2
Z) + g2AfA

V
Af (q2, p21,m

2
Z)
}

(35)

+AVW (q2, p21,m
2
Z) +AVZH(q2, p21,m

2
Z)
]
,

where gV f,Af are the Z boson couplings to fermion pairs:

gV f =
If
2
−Qfs2W , gAf =

If
2
, (36)

with If and Qf the fermion weak isospin and electric charge.

The analytic expressions for the AVV f,Af , AVW and AVZH functions in terms of Passarino-Veltman scalar functions
are too lengthy and are presented in Appendix A. We present explicit results for the contributions to the H∗ZZ
(p21 = m2

Z) and HZZ∗ (q2 = m2
H) couplings. We note that for the H∗ZZ coupling, our results agree with those

reported in Ref. [45], though there seems to be a difference of sign in the factors of all three-point scalar function C0,
which stems from the fact that there is an additional minus sign in the definition of such functions in [45] as compared
to the usual definition presented in Appendix A. We would like to emphasize that, to our knowledge, the results for
the HZZ∗ (q2 = m2

H) coupling have never been reported in the literature. Thus, we present a more comprehensive
calculation, which could allow us to assess the anomalous contributions to HZZ coupling in distinct scenarios. The
Mathematica code for our analytical results is available for the interested reader [68]. We also include master formulas
for the general case where the three particles are off-shell, which are too cumbersome to be presented in this work.
Our expressions reported in Appendix A can be straightforwardly obtained from such master formulas.

It is interesting to note that the HZZ form factors are gauge-dependent, as expected, except for the fermion contri-
bution, which evidently does not depend on the gauge-fixing parameter. On the other hand, the three contributions
are free of ultraviolet divergences.
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IV. NUMERICAL ANALYSIS

We now turn to present the numerical analysis. For the evaluation of the Passarino-Veltman scalar functions, we
used the LoopTools package [66] and a cross-check was done via the Collier routines [67]. A good agreement was
found between both numerical evaluations. The H∗ZZ and HZZ∗ form factors are studied in an energy interval that
allows on-shell final bosons.

A. H∗ZZ form factor

We show in Figs. 5(a) and 5(b) the real and imaginary parts of the fermion (F), W gauge boson (W), and H − Z
boson (HZ) contributions, along with the total contributions to the H∗ZZ form factor as functions of the Higgs
boson transfer momentum ‖q‖. As for the real part of hH2 , it is dominated by the W contribution, whereas F and
HZ are only relevant at low energies, in such a region they have a similar magnitude to W. From ‖q‖ = 300 GeV
onwards, the F and HZ contributions are of similar size but of opposite sign and therefore tend to cancel each other
out. It is also interesting to note that the fermion contribution is mainly dominated by the top quark, whereas all
other fermions yield negligible contributions. As far as the imaginary part of the hH2 form factor is concerned, we
observe that the W contribution is also the dominant one, whereas F and HZ are one order of magnitude below. As
expected, the absorptive part of the F contribution is non-vanishing only above the threshold ‖q‖ = 2mt, where the
two top quarks attached to the off-shell Higgs boson can be on-shell. In general, the real and imaginary parts of hH2
are of similar size, as large as 10−2 − 10−3, nevertheless, at high energies, the absorptive part can reach larger values
than the real part. This behavior was also observed in other off-shell form factors, see for instance [38–42].
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FIG. 5. One loop contributions to the real (left plot) and absorptive (right plot) parts of the form factor hH2 as functions of
the Higgs boson transfer momentum ‖q‖: fermion (F), W gauge boson (W), H-Z bosons (HZ) and total contributions.

For illustration purposes, the values of the real and imaginary parts of the hH2 form factors at a few ‖q‖ values are

presented in Table III, along with the values for b̂Z , aZZ2 and czz, which can be obtained from Eqs. (9), (15) and (32),
respectively. In effective field theories, the couplings are taken as constant and do not depend on ‖q‖, but our results
can be useful to constrain the energy scale Λ of the model.
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TABLE III. Total contributions to the hH2 form factor for a few values of ‖q‖. The respective values of b̂Z , aZZ2 and czz are
also shown. All these results are in units of 10−3.∥∥q∥∥ hH2 b̂Z aZZ2 czz

190 −12.99− 14.02 i −6.49− 7.01 i 12.99 + 14.02 i −48.16− 51.98 i

220 −6.82− 13.86 i −3.42− 6.93 i 6.82 + 13.86 i −25.3− 51.4 i

350 0.09− 7.77 i 0.04− 3.88 i −0.09 + 7.77 i 0.35− 28.8 i

450 1.02− 5.24 i 0.51− 2.62 i −1.02 + 5.24 i 3.81− 19.43 i

600 1.11− 3.31 i 0.55− 1.65 i −1.11 + 3.31 i 4.12− 12.29 i

1000 0.78− 1.5 i 0.39− 0.75 i −0.78 + 1.5 i 2.9− 5.56 i

1500 0.52− 0.79 i 0.26− 0.39 i −0.52 + 0.79 i 1.92− 2.95 i

B. HZZ∗ form factor

We now show in Fig. 6 the behavior of the real and imaginary parts of the partial and total contributions to the
HZZ∗ form factor as functions of the off-shell Z gauge boson transfer momentum ‖p1‖. We observe that the hZ2 form
factor has a similar behavior to that of hH2 . In both cases the W contribution dominates, but at low energies, the
F and HZ contributions may be of similar magnitude to W, whereas at high energies they are negligible. However,
there is a slight difference with the behavior of hH2 , since for both the real and imaginary parts we obtain different
values for the hZ2 case.
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FIG. 6. The same as in Fig. 5, but for the form factor hZ2 as a function of off-shell Z gauge boson transfer momentum ‖p1‖.

In Table IV, we present numerical values for the real and absorptive parts of hZ2 at a few values of ‖p1‖. We also

present the respective values for b̂Z , aZZ2 and czz. We can observe that at some energy values, the hZ2 form factor is
larger than the hH2 one, reaching values of the order of 10−2 − 10−3. It is also noted that for both H∗ZZ and HZZ∗

cases, the real and absorptive parts of the anomalous coupling b̂Z are of the order of 10−3 − 10−4, which agrees with

[28]. On the experimental side, the current bounds on b̂Z are of the same order of magnitude, and thus this anomalous
coupling may be measured at the LHC in a near future.
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TABLE IV. The same as in Table III, but for the form factor hZ2 for as a function of ‖p1‖.∥∥p1

∥∥ hZ2 b̂Z aZZ2 czz

220 −4.84− 15.16 i 2.42 + 7.58 i 4.84 + 15.16 i 17.93 + 56.19 i

350 1.07− 7.37 i −0.53 + 3.68 i −1.07 + 7.37 i −3.98 + 27.33 i

450 1.21− 5.11 i −0.6 + 2.55 i −1.21 + 5.11 i −4.49 + 18.95 i

600 1.27− 3.35 i −0.63 + 1.67 i −1.27 + 3.35 i −4.72 + 12.41 i

1000 0.92− 1.46 i −0.46 + 0.73 i −0.92 + 1.46 i −3.43 + 5.43 i

1500 0.59− 0.73 i −0.29 + 0.36 i −0.59 + 0.73 i −2.22 + 2.71 i

V. BOUNDS ON THE ANOMALOUS COUPLINGS

Up here nothing has been said about the ĉZ and b̃Z anomalous couplings. Limits on their real and absorptive parts
have been set in the past [28], nonetheless, the energy dependence has not been considered. Also, the current CMS
bounds [3] only consider constraints on the ratios of such couplings, which cannot be used to assess the corresponding
contributions to physical observables [28]. Furthermore, they will play a relevant role as the recent measurement of
the H∗ → ZZ process, and therefore individual constraints on each one of the anomalous couplings are necessary.
With this aim, we proceed as follows. Firstly, using Eq. (27) and the values of Table I we use the constraints from
Table II to obtain limits on the ratios aZZi /aZZ2 , which are presented in Table V, where we only consider the scenario
with ΓH = ΓSMH as the bounds in the unconstrained scenario yield limits of similar size. Since the CMS constraints
are in terms of the LHC framework we use such notation in the rest of this section but the results are also translated
to the other contexts considered in this work.

TABLE V. Allowed intervals at 95 % CL for the ratios defined in Eq. (27), where we consider the case ΓH = ΓSMH and the
limits of Table II.

Ratio Allowed values

aZZ3 /aZZ2

[
− 1.84, 0.70

]
κZZ1 /aZZ2

[
− 0.35, 0.18

]

Secondly, we use the constraints on aZZi /aZZ2 of Table V, Eqs. (9), (24) and (25), along with the numerical results
from Sec. IV, to find the allowed areas of the real parts of aZZ3 and κZZ1 as functions of the Higgs boson transfer
momentum. Also, since the results of Table III indicate that the real and absorptive parts of the H∗ZZ form factor
are of similar size, we assume that the limits of Table V are also valid for the imaginary parts of aZZ3 and κZZ1 , which
allows us to set constraints on Im

[
aZZ3

]
and Im

[
κZZ1

]
. For our calculations, we use the numerical values of the form

factor hH2 , but the same results are expected for hZ2 . Moreover, only energy regions where both Z gauge bosons can
be on-shell are considered in our analysis.

We thus show in Figs. 7(a) and 7(b) the allowed areas on the planes ‖q‖ vs Re
[
aZZ3

]
and ‖q‖ vs Im

[
aZZ3

]
. It is

observed that for small values of ‖q‖ the allowed values for Re
[
aZZ3

]
are in the [−10−2, 10−2] interval, nevertheless,

this interval shrinks considerably as the energy increases, and at high energies, Re
[
aZZ3

]
is only allowed to have

values around 10−4. It is also worth noting that around ‖q‖ = 320 GeV, the permitted area for Re
[
aZZ3

]
reduces

considerably, which stems from the fact that in such a region the real part of aZZ2 changes sign and Re
[
aZZ2

]
≈ 0

(see Fig. 5(a)). Therefore, very small values of Re
[
aZZ3

]
are required to get aZZ3 /aZZ2 inside the allowed region. As

for Im
[
aZZ3

]
, we observe that for small energies the allowed area is large but becomes smaller as the energy increases

with the permitted values being of order 10−2 − 10−3. In this case, there is no abrupt shrinkage of the allowed area
as in the case of the real part: it turns out that the absorptive part of aZZ2 does not flip sign in the considered energy
range.
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(a) (b)

FIG. 7. Allowed area at 95% CL for the the real (left plot) and absorptive (right plot) parts of aZZ3 as functions of ‖q‖. These
results are compatible with the bounds of Table V.

We now show the allowed areas of the real and absorptive parts of κZZ1 as functions of ‖q‖ in Figs. 8(a) and 8(b),
respectively. The results are similar to those obtained for aZZ3 . Nevertheless, in this case, the allowed upper values of
both the real and imaginary parts of aZZ3 are of the order of 10−3 at low energies and become smaller as the energy
increases. It is noted that in general, the constraints on the CP violating form factor aZZ3 are less tighter than those
on the CP conserving one kZZ1 , although both can be of the same order of magnitude in some energy regions.

(a) (b)

FIG. 8. The same as in Fig. 7, but for the κZZ1 form factor.

Our constraints on the form factors aZZ3 and κZZ1 , which correspond to the LHC parametrization, can be translated
into constraints on the form factors used in other parametrizations via the relations of Sec. II. In this way we can
straightforwardly obtain the allowed regions for b̃Z , ĉZ , c̃zz and cz�, which are used by other authors in their analysis
of the HZZ coupling. For instance, in the SMEFT the anomalous couplings do not depend on the off-shell boson
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transfer momenta [69] but the energy parameter Λ, which is related to the scale where the effective model remains
valid, has been absorbed in the definition of the Wilson coefficients c̃zz and cz�. Hence, our result may be used to set
a bound on the energy scale Λ. The corresponding limits are presented in Tables VI and VII. We find that the real
and imaginary parts of the CP violating form factors b̃Z and c̃zz are in general of order 10−4, whereas in the SMEFT
they can be as large as 10−2 for some values of ‖q‖. The current bounds on the real and absorptive parts of b̃Z are of
the order of 10−3 [28], therefore it is noted that our limits are more stringent. On the other hand, the CP conserving
from factor ĉZ can be as large as 10−3 at low energies, which is one order of magnitude smaller than previous results
[18]. In the SMEFT, cz� can be in general of the order of 10−3 − 10−4 and decreases at high energies.

TABLE VI. Allowed intervals of the real and absorptive parts of the CP violating form factor of the HZZ coupling for a
few values of the transfer momentum. We consider three different schemes: the LHC framework (aZZ3 ), a general effective

Lagrangian approach (b̃Z) and the SMEFT (c̃zz).∥∥q∥∥ Re
[
aZZ3

]
Re

[
b̃Z

]
Re

[
c̃zz

]
Im

[
aZZ3

]
Im

[
b̃Z

]
Im

[
c̃zz

]
190

[
− 0.024, 0.009

] [
− 0.0045, 0.012

] [
− 0.033, 0.088

] [
− 0.026, 0.01

] [
− 0.005, 0.013

] [
− 0.037, 0.096

]
285

[
− 0.0029, 0.0011

] [
− 0.00055, 0.0014

] [
− 0.004, 0.01

] [
− 0.018, 0.0069

] [
− 0.0034, 0.009

] [
− 0.025, 0.066

]
400

[
− 0.00053, 0.0014

] [
− 0.0007, 0.00026

] [
− 0.0051, 0.0019

] [
− 0.012, 0.0044

] [
− 0.0022, 0.006

] [
− 0.016, 0.044

]
800

[
− 0.00069, 0.0018

] [
− 0.0009, 0.00034

] [
− 0.0066, 0.0025

] [
− 0.0039, 0.0015

] [
− 0.00075, 0.0019

] [
− 0.0055, 0.014

]
1500

[
− 0.00036, 0.00095

] [
− 0.00047, 0.00018

] [
− 0.0034, 0.0013

] [
− 0.0015, 0.00057

] [
− 0.00028, 0.00075

] [
− 0.002, 0.0055

]

TABLE VII. Allowed intervals for the real and absorptive parts of one of the CP conserving form factors of the HZZ coupling
for a few values of the transfer momentum. We consider three different schemes: the LHC framework (κZZ1 ), a general effective
Lagrangian approach (ĉZ) and the SMEFT (c̃z�). From Eq. (25) we note that κZZ1 = ĉZ .∥∥q∥∥ Re

[
kZZ1

] (
Re

[
ĉZ

])
Re

[
cz�

]
Im

[
kZZ1

] (
Im

[
ĉZ

])
Im

[
cz�

]
190

[
− 0.0024, 0.0046

] [
− 0.0058, 0.011

] [
− 0.0026, 0.005

] [
− 0.0063, 0.012

]
285

[
− 0.00028, 0.00055

] [
− 0.00068, 0.0013

] [
− 0.0018, 0.0035

] [
− 0.0043, 0.0085

]
400

[
− 0.00027, 0.00014

] [
− 0.00065, 0.00034

] [
− 0.0012, 0.0023

] [
− 0.0029, 0.0055

]
800

[
− 0.00034, 0.00017

] [
− 0.00082, 0.00041

] [
− 0.00038, 0.00075

] [
− 0.00092, 0.0018

]
1500

[
− 0.00019, 0.0001

] [
− 0.00046, 0.00024

] [
− 0.00015, 0.00029

] [
− 0.00036, 0.0007

]

VI. THE H∗ → ZZ PROCESS

In this section, we study the effects of the anomalous couplings on the partial decay width of the H∗ → ZZ process.
The virtuality of the Higgs boson in physical observables as the cross-sections and partial widths have been defined
in Ref. [70]. Nonetheless, the imaginary parts of the HZZ coupling and their implications on such observables have
not been discussed in the literature. To study their role in the Z boson pair production, we consider the anomalous
couplings of the HZZ vertex as complex quantities and express the hHi form factors as

hHi = Re
[
hHi
]

+ iIm
[
hHi
]
. (37)

In terms of the hHi form factors, the invariant amplitude for the production of two on-shell Z gauge bosons from an
off-shell Higgs boson can be written in the following form

M(λ1, λ2) =
g

cW
mZ

{
gµν
(

Re
[
hH1
]

+ iIm
[
hH1
])

+
pµ2p1

ν

m2
Z

(
Re
[
hH2
]

+ iIm
[
hH2
])

+
εµναβp1αp2β

m2
Z

(
Re
[
hH3
]

+ iIm
[
hH3
])}

ε∗µ(p1, λ1)ε∗ν(p2, λ2), (38)

where λi stands for the polarizations of the Z(pi) gauge bosons and εµ(p1) and εν(p2) are their corresponding polar-
ization vectors. We would like to stress that that the terms Im

[
hH1
]
, Im

[
hH2
]

and Im
[
hH3
]

have not been considered
in previous studies of the H∗ → ZZ process [34, 45].
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A. The unpolarized case

From the amplitude (38), the partial decay width in terms of the real and adsorptive parts of the hHi form factors
can be obtained:

ΓH∗→ZZ =
g2
√
q2 − 4m2

Z

512πq2c2Wm
6
Z

{
4q6m2

Z

( (
Im
[
hH1
]
− 2Im

[
hH2
])

Im
[
hH2
]

+
(
Re
[
hH1
]
− 2Re

[
hH2
])

Re
[
hH2
])

+ 4q4m4
Z

(
2
(
2Im

[
hH2
]
2 + Im

[
hH3
]
2 + 2Re

[
hH2
]
2 + Re

[
hH3
]
2
)

+ Im
[
hH1
]
2 − 6Im

[
hH2
]
Im
[
hH1
]

+ Re
[
hH1
]
2 − 6Re

[
hH1
]
Re
[
hH2
])
− 16q2m6

Z

(
2
(
Im
[
hH3
]
2 + Re

[
hH3
]
2
)

+ Im
[
hH1
]
2 − 2Im

[
hH2
]
Im
[
hH1
]

+ Re
[
hH1
]
2 − 2Re

[
hH1
]
Re
[
hH2
])

+ 48m8
Z

(
Im
[
hH1
]
2 + Re

[
hH1
]
2
)

+ q8
(
Im
[
hH2
]
2 + Re

[
hH2
]
2
)}
,

(39)

which reduces to the SM tree-level result [45] when Re
[
hH1
]

= 1, Re
[
hH2,3

]
= Im

[
hH1,2,3

]
= 0:

ΓTree
H∗→ZZ =

g2
√
q2 − 4m2

Z

512πc2Wm
6
Z

(
4q2m4

Z − 16m6
Z + 48

m8
Z

q2

)
. (40)

The tree and one-loop SM contributions to the H∗ → ZZ decay have been studied long ago [34, 45]. Nevertheless,
the entire set of anomalous couplings has not been considered yet and their implications remain unexplored. Thus,
a complete analysis is required since the HZZ non-SM couplings may be at the reach of measurement soon. To
examine their effects on Z gauge bosons pair production from an off-shell Higgs boson, we define the ratio R between
the general and the SM tree level partial widths

R =
ΓH∗→ZZ

ΓTree
H∗→ZZ

. (41)

Then, to evaluate Eq. (41) we use Eqs. (8), (9), (10) for the hHi form factors, which were obtained in terms of the

anomalous couplings b̂Z , ĉZ and b̃Z from Lagrangian (7). The analytical results obtained in Sec. III for b̂Z are also
used for the numerical analysis, whereas for the remaining anomalous couplings, we use values consistent with the
bounds of Tables VI, VII. For illustration purposes, in our analysis below, we consider the following scenarios:

• Scenario I: Re
[
ĉZ
]

= 0.0001, Im
[
ĉZ
]

= 0.001, Re
[
b̃Z
]

= 0.0001 and Im
[
b̃Z
]

= 0.001.

• Scenario II: Re
[
ĉZ
]

= −0.001, Im
[
ĉZ
]

= 0.001, Re
[
b̃Z
]

= −0.0001 and Im
[
b̃Z
]

= 0.001.

• Scenario III: Re
[
ĉZ
]

= 0.001, Im
[
ĉZ
]

= −0.0001, Re
[
b̃Z
]

= 0.0001 and Im
[
b̃Z
]

= −0.001.

We show in Fig. 9 the behavior of R as a function of the Higgs boson transfer momentum ‖q‖ when only the

one-loop SM contribution is considered, namely, ĉZ = b̃Z = 0, and also in the three above scenarios. We observe that
at high energies R become constant: the curves for the SM one-loop contribution and that for scenario II approaches
the unity, whereas the curves for scenarios I and III show a slight deviation up to around 0.2%. On the other hand, at
low energies, the deviation of R from the unity can be as large as 3% in the four cases, which could allow us to observe
the effects of any anomalous couplings to the process H∗ → ZZ. Nevertheless, it may be difficult to discriminate
between the SM one-loop contribution and those arising from the ĉZ and b̃Z anomalous couplings.
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FIG. 9. Behavior of the ratio R as function of the transfer momentum of the Higgs Boson ‖q‖ for the one-loop SM contribution,

namely, ĉZ = b̃Z = 0, and also in the three scenarios discussed in the text for ĉZ and b̃Z . For b̂Z we use the expressions obtained
in Sec. III.

B. The polarized case

From the amplitude (38) it is also possible to obtain the partial decay width ΓH∗→ZZ for polarized Z gauge bosons.
In the frame in which the vectors bosons propagate along the x− z plane, the polarization vectors can be written as

εµ1,2(0) =
1

mZ

(
‖~p‖,± E sin θ,0,± E cos θ

)
,

εµ1 (L/R) =
1√
2

(
0,± cos θ,− i,∓ sin θ

)
, (42)

where the energy and magnitude of the three momentum can be written as E =
√
q2/2 and ‖p‖ =

√
q2 − 4m2

Z/2. In
terms of the three contributing polarized amplitudes M(0, 0), M(L,L), M(R,R) the squared amplitude is

M2 =
( g

cW

)2
m2
Z

∑
λi

(
M2(λi, λi)

)
=
( g

cW

)2
m2
Z

(
M2

LL +M2
RR +M2

00

)
, (43)

with M2(λi, λi) ≡M2
λi,λi

given by

M2
LL =

1

4m4
Z

{
4m2

Z

√
q4 − 4q2m2

Z

(
Re
[
hH1
]
Im
[
hH3
]
− Im

[
hH1
]
Re
[
hH3
])

+ q2
(
q2 − 4m2

Z

) (
Re
[
hH3
]
2 + Im

[
hH3
]
2
)

+ 4m4
Z

(
Re
[
hH1
]
2 + Im

[
hH1
]
2
)}
, (44)

M2
RR =

1

4m4
Z

{
− 4m2

Z

√
q4 − 4q2m2

Z

(
Re
[
hH1
]
Im
[
hH3
]
− Im

[
hH1
]
Re
[
hH3
])

+ q2
(
q2 − 4m2

Z

) (
Re
[
hH3
]
2 + Im

[
hH3
]
2
)

+ 4m4
Z

(
Re
[
hH1
]
2 + Im

[
hH1
]
2
)}
, (45)
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and

M2
00 =

1

16m8
Z

{
4q6m2

Z

[ (
Im
[
hH1
]
− 2Im

[
hH2
])

Im
[
hH2
]

+
(
Re
[
hH1
]
− 2Re

[
hH2
])

Re
[
hH2
]]

+ 4q4m4
Z

[
4
(
Im
[
hH2
]
2 + Re

[
hH2
]
2
)

+ Im
[
hH1
]
2 − 6Im

[
hH2
]
Im
[
hH1
]

+ Re
[
hH1
]
2 − 6Re

[
hH1
]
Re
[
hH2
]]

− 16q2m6
Z

[
Im
[
hH1
]
2 − 2Im

[
hH2
]
Im
[
hH1
]

+ Re
[
hH1
] (

Re
[
hH1
]
− 2Re

[
hH2
]) ]

+ 16m8
Z

(
Im
[
hH1
]
2 + Re

[
hH1
]
2
)

+ q8
(
Im
[
hH2
]
2 + Re

[
hH2
]
2
)}
. (46)

The results for the real case can also be obtained from the amplitudes 1 of Ref. [7]. Once again, the amplitudes are
in terms of the real and adsorptive part of the hHi form factors, and the polarized partial width can be defined as

ΓH∗→ZλiZλi =
g2m2

Z

√
q2 − 4m2

Z

32πq2c2W
M2

λiλi . (47)

We note that the CP -violating form factor hH3 only appears in the M2
LL and M2

RR amplitudes. Although both
polarized square amplitudes seem to be similar, there is a difference of signs in those terms where the real and
absorptive parts of hH1 and hH3 mix. This peculiarity allows us to introduce an asymmetry, which, to our knowledge,
has never been reported in the literature. This left-right asymmetry can be written as

ALR =
ΓH∗→ZLZL − ΓH∗→ZRZR
ΓH∗→ZLZL + ΓH∗→ZRZR

, (48)

which can be expressed in terms of the real and imaginary parts of the form factors via Eqs. (44) and (45):

ALR =
4m2

Z‖q‖
√
q2 − 4m2

Z

(
Re
[
hH1
]
Im
[
hH3
]
− Re

[
hH3
]
Im
[
hH1
])

q2 (q2 − 4m2
Z)
(
Re
[
hH3
]
2 + Im

[
hH3
]
2
)

+ 4m4
Z

(
Im
[
hH1
]
2 + Re

[
hH1
]
2
) . (49)

It is worth noting that the size of this asymmetry is dominated by the CP -violating form factor hH3 as ALR is
proportional to its real and absorptive parts. Therefore, CP violation becomes relevant in the H∗ → ZZ process
when polarized Z gauge bosons are considered. Also, from Eq. (49) we observe that a non-vanishing ALR is obtained
as long as both the absorptive parts of hH1 and hH3 are present, which are induced for an off-shell Higgs boson. In
summary, the left-right asymmetry is a consequence of two elements: the presence of CP violation and complex form
factors. In the past, some asymmetries have been studied through the HZZ couplings [49], though they have a very
different origin as are related to the energy of the four-lepton final state. We thus would like to stress the relevance
of the imaginary parts of the anomalous couplings in processes where off-shell particles are involved since they have
been neglected before, despite they could yield sizeable deviations in several observables.

In the SM, the ALR asymmetry would vanish up to the two-loop level as the CP -violating form factor hH3 is
supposed to be induced at three-loop level, with a value of the order of 10−11 [49]. Therefore, if we consider Re

[
hH3
]

=

Im
[
hH3
]
≈ 10−11 and only one-loop SM contributions to the CP conserving form factors, i.e., ĉZ = 0, we obtain the

following estimate

ASMLR ≈ 10−8 − 10−9, (50)

for energies up to ‖q‖ = 3000 GeV.
To assess the importance of the CP -violating form factor, together with the complete anomalous couplings contri-

butions and their allowed values obtained in Sec. V, we fix Re
[
ĉZ
]

= Im
[
ĉZ
]

= 0.001 and consider the following four
scenarios:

• Scenario i: Re
[
b̃Z
]

= 0.001 and Im
[
b̃Z
]

= 0.01.

• Scenario ii: Re
[
b̃Z
]

= 0.001 and Im
[
b̃Z
]

= −0.01.

• Scenario iii: Re
[
b̃Z
]

= 0.0001 and Im
[
b̃Z
]

= 0.001.

1 As we use a different convention for εµ1,2(0) the amplitude M(0, 0) differs by a minus sign with the result reported in Ref. [7] but the
squared amplitude is the same.
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• Scenario iv: Re
[
b̃Z
]

= Im
[
b̃Z
]

= 0.0001.

We show in Fig. 10 the behavior of the ALR asymmetry as a function of the Higgs transfer momentum ‖q‖ in
the four scenarios described above. We first consider scenarios i and ii, where the real and imaginary parts of the
CP -violating form factor hH3 are larger than Re

[
ĉZ
]

and Im
[
ĉZ
]
. We observe that except for an opposite sign, in both

of such scenarios ALR shows a similar behavior and can reach values close to one, which means that the difference
between the production of left-handed and right-handed Z gauge bosons can be as large as the total production of
transverse Z gauge bosons. Thus, if we consider the total Z gauge boson production, a lot of information about the
properties of ZL and ZR is lost as the terms responsible for the asymmetry are canceled. As far as scenarios iii and iv
are concerned, ALR can reach values of the order of 10−3 and 10−4, respectively, at low energies, which are still much
larger, by about four orders of magnitude, than the SM contribution. In general, we note that in the four scenarios
ALR is small at low energies and reaches its highest values at high energy. This behavior is contrary to that observed
for the total Z gauge bosons pair production of Fig. 9, where the anomalous coupling effects can only be observed
in the region of low energy. Therefore, the study of polarized Z gauge bosons offers a good opportunity to detect
non-SM contributions to the HZZ vertex, since the region where such effects can be discriminated is broader than in
the case of the production of unpolarized Z gauge boson pairs. Furthermore, our results may be tested at the LHC
as the role of ZL, ZR and Z0 in H → ZZ∗ → 4` process has already been explored under the SM and new physics
effects [71, 72].
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FIG. 10. ALR asymmetry as a function of the transfer momentum of the Higgs boson ‖q‖ for the four scenarios described in

the text for the real and absorptive parts of the anomalous couplings ĉZ and b̃Z . For b̂Z we use the expressions obtained in
Sec. III.

For completeness, we show in Fig. 11 the behavior of the partial decay widths ΓH∗→ZLZL,ZRZR as functions of ‖q‖ in
the same scenarios of Fig. 10, though scenario iv is not considered as it does not yield relevant results. We also include
the tree and one-loop level SM results. Again, the anomalous coupling contributions become more marked as the
energy increases, which stems from the fact that large deviations from the SM results arising from the CP -violating
form factor (scenarios i and ii) are more appreciable at very high energies. This can be explained if we analyze the
high energy behavior of Eq. (47), which for transverse polarizations reads

ΓH∗→ZLZL/ZRZR =
g2‖q‖

128πc2Wm
2
Z

{
± 4m2

Z

(
Re
[
hH1
]
Im
[
hH3
]
− Im

[
hH1
]
Re
[
hH3
])

+ q2
(
Re
[
hH3
]
2 + Im

[
hH3
]
2
)}
, (51)

where the term related to ALR in Eq. (49) can be recognized and ensures a non-zero asymmetry at very high energies.
In this regime, the main contributions arise from the hH3 quadratic terms. Thus, as observed in Fig. 11, the CP
violating form factor is the main responsible for the deviations from the SM predictions since they are more relevant
in the q2 → ∞ limit. In summary, the possibility to detect effects of anomalous couplings, and in particular of CP
violation, increases for high energy polarized Z gauge bosons. Therefore, the recent measurement of two Z gauge
bosons from an off-shell Higgs boson opens up the possibility for the detection of anomalous HZZ couplings in a near
future because of the expected LHC upgrades. Moreover, the implications of these new contributions may be observed
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in the four lepton final state of the process H∗ → ZZ → 4` [72], where any deviation from the SM would be clear
evidence of new physics. To our knowledge, only the case H → ZZ∗ → 4` has been revisited up to now [7, 49, 50, 71–
75], thus we expect that our calculation could be helpful in new studies. Finally, the analysis of the scenario of pair
production longitudinally polarized Z gauge bosons is not presented as there is not a relevant difference between the
SM and the case where the anomalous couplings contributions are considered.
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FIG. 11. Partial decay widths of the processes H∗ → ZLZL/ZRZR as functions of the Higgs boson transfer momentum ‖q‖ in
the first three scenarios of Fig. 10 along with the tree and one-loop level SM predictions.

VII. CONCLUSIONS AND OUTLOOK

Motivated by the recent measurement of Z gauge boson pair production from an off-shell Higgs boson at the LHC,
we have presented a calculation of the one-loop SM contributions to the HZZ coupling, which can be written in
terms of two CP -conserving hV1,2 and one CP -violating hV3 form factors, where V stands for the off-shell Higgs boson.
Since measurements at future LHC runs could be sensitive to the potential effects of any anomalous contributions to
this Higgs boson coupling, an up-to-date calculation is necessary to disentangle any anomalous effects from its SM
contributions. We first obtain general results for the contributions to the H∗Z∗Z∗ coupling via the background field
method in terms of Passarino-Veltman scalar functions, which are too lengthy to be presented here, but are available
for the interested reader in an internet repository [68]. From such general results, the corresponding contributions to
the H∗ZZ and HZZ∗ couplings can be straightforwardly obtained and are reported in Appendix A.

We present an analysis of behavior of the H∗ZZ and HZZ∗ couplings, with focus on the effects of their absorptive
parts, which have been overlooked in the past. For the numerical analysis, we consider the most popular parametriza-
tions used in the literature, and the relationships necessary to map from one to another parametrization are obtained.
In particular, the parametrization used in Lagrangian (7) is the most convenient one as allows one to express the hV2
form factor in terms of only one anomalous coupling. It is found that the main one-loop SM contributions to the hV2
(V = H, Z) form factor arise from the Feynman diagrams with a virtual W gauge boson. Although hH2 can be as
large as 10−2 at low energies, in general, hV2 can be of the order of 10−3 − 10−4 at high energies. We analyze several
scenarios of interest and employing our analytical results along with the current constraints on the HZZ coupling
ratios reported by the CMS collaboration, new bounds on the anomalous HZZ couplings are obtained, which are
of the order of 10−2 − 10−4 depending on the value of the transfer momentum of the off-shell particle. It is worth
emphasizing that while the limits on the real parts of the anomalous HZZ couplings are up to two orders of magnitude
tighter than the previous ones, the ones on the absorptive parts are a novel contribution as no previous limits of this
kind have been reported before.

To assess the potential effects of the absorptive parts of the HZZ anomalous couplings, we estimate their contribu-
tions to the partial decay width ΓH∗→ZZ , which are compared with the SM tree-level contribution. It is found that
at low energies the anomalous contributions can yield a deviation on ΓH∗→ZZ up to 3% from the tree-level SM result,
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whereas at high energies there is a negligibly small deviation. Along this line, polarized Z gauge bosons can be useful
for the study of non-SM couplings via a new left-right asymmetry ALR, which is sensitive to CP -violating complex
form factors. Such asymmetry can be as large as the unity for large values of the CP -violating form factor, but it is
of the order of 10−3 − 10−4 in a more conservative scenario. Such values are indeed still larger by five or four orders
of magnitude than the SM prediction for ALR, which has a non-vanishing contribution up to the three-loop level.

The partial decay widths ΓH∗→ZLZL and ΓH∗→ZRZR are also studied in several scenarios of new physics and a
comparison is made with the tree and one-loop level SM contributions. Once again, significant deviations from the
SM results are due to the CP -violating HZZ form factor. It is observed that such deviations can be large at high
energies, and become even larger as the energy increases. Thus, for polarized Z gauge bosons, there is a broad
energy interval where the measurements could be sensitive to anomalous contributions, in contrast with the case of
unpolarized Z gauge bosons, where there is only sensitivity to anomalous contributions at low energies. Thus, new
physics effects may be searched for via the four-lepton final state of the process H∗ → ZZ → 4`.
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Appendix A: Analytical results

In this Appendix we present the analytical expression for the one-loop contributions to the HZZ form factor hV2
of Eq. (35) in terms of Passarino-Veltman scalar functions, which are obtained from our general results for the form
factors of the H∗Z∗Z∗ coupling [68].

The two- and three-point Passarino-Veltman scalar functions are defined as

B0(r2,m2
1,m

2
2) =

1

iπ2

∫
dDk

(k2 −m2
1)((k + r)2 −m2

2)
, (A1)

C0(r21, (r1 + r2)2, r22,m
2
1,m

2
2,m

2
3) =

1

iπ2

∫
dDk

(k2 −m2
1)((k + r1)2 −m2

2)((k + r2)2 −m2
3)
. (A2)

We now introduce the following shorthand notation

B0ij(r
2) = B0

(
r2,m2

i ,m
2
j

)
,

C0ijk

(
q2
)

= C0

(
m2
Z ,m

2
Z , q

2,m2
i ,m

2
j ,m

2
k

)
,

C0ijk

(
p21
)

= C0

(
m2
H ,m

2
Z , p

2
1,m

2
i ,m

2
j ,m

2
k

)
, (A3)

It is useful to observe the following symmetry relations

Bij(r
2) = Bji(r

2),

Cijk
(
q2
)

= Ckji
(
q2
)
,

(A4)

1. Contributions to the H∗ZZ coupling

The contributions from fermion to the AHV f,Af functions read

AHV f (q2,m2
Z) =

1

q2 (q2 − 4m2
Z) 2

{
4q2m2

Z

[
B0ff

(
q2
)
− B0ff

(
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Z
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− 3
]

+ 8m4
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[
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(
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(
m2
Z
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+ 2
]

−
(
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) (
−4m2

f

(
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Z

)
− 6q2m2

Z − 4m4
Z + q4
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C0fff
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q2
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+ 2q4
}
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AHAf (q2,m2
Z) =

1
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As for the contributions from W gauge boson (W), and H − Z boson (HZ) exchange, they are given by
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and
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2. Contributions to the HZZ∗ coupling

The corresponding contributions to the HZZ∗ coupling can be written as
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