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Abstract

We investigate the decoupling properties of the Higgs-sector-induced one-loop corrections in
the lightest Higgs-boson self-couplings, in the framework of the Minimal Supersymmetric
Standard Model (MSSM). The renormalized n-point vertex functions with external Higgs
particles in the MSSM and in the SM are derived to the one-loop level and compared in
the Mo > My limit. The computation has been done in a general R¢ gauge and the
on-shell renormalization scheme is chosen. By a comparison of the renormalized lightest
Higgs-boson h° vertex functions with respect to the corresponding SM ones, we find that
the differences between the predictions of both models are summarized in the lightest Higgs-
boson mass correction AM;o. Consequently, the radiative corrections are absorbed in the
Higgs-boson mass, and the trilinear and quartic h° self-couplings acquire the same structure
as the couplings of the SM Higgs-boson. Therefore, decoupling of the heavy MSSM Higgs
bosons occurs and the MSSM h? self-interactions converge to the SM ones in the M40 > M
limit.
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1 Introduction

The expectations of the discovery of at least one light Higgs particle at the next generation of
high-energy colliders have greatly increased in recent years after the valuable data taken at
the CERN e*e™ Collider LEP and Fermilab Tevatron [[]. The Standard Model (SM) Higgs-
boson mass Mp,,, is now constrained by the worldwide electroweak data to be My, < 195
GeV and by the direct search performed at the LEP II machine to be Mpy,,, > 114.1 GeV,
both at 95% C.L. In the Minimal Supersymmetric Standard Model (MSSM), on the other
hand, the mass of the lightest neutral Higgs particle, Mo, is predicted to be bounded from
above by Mo < 135 GeV and the direct searches at LEP give a 95% C.L. exclusion limit of
Mo > 91 GeV. This remarkable shrinkage of the allowed mass range of these Higgs particles
has enhanced even more the expectations for their discovery at the forthcoming CERN Large
Hadron Collider (LHC) and the next runs of the Fermilab Tevatron.

Assuming the hypothetical discovery of one of these two light Higgs particles in the next
generation of colliders, the next challenge will be to measure its mass and couplings to
all known particles, including its couplings to SM fermions and SM gauge bosons, as well
as the Higgs-particle self-couplings themselves. The measurement of these parameters can
serve to unravel the supersymmetric (SUSY) or non-supersymmetric origin of this Higgs
particle, and, more specifically, to distinguish if this is the SM, Hgy, or the MSSM, h°.
Particularly relevant will be the measurement of the Higgs boson self-couplings in order
to establish the Higgs mechanism experimentally. The reconstruction of the needed self-
interaction potential requires a knowledge of both the trilinear and quartic self-couplings
of the Higgs boson. Since the predictions of these self-couplings are different in the SM
and in the MSSM, their experimental measurement could provide not just an essential way
to determine the mechanism for generating the masses of the fundamental particles but
also an indirect way to test supersymmetry. In the SM, at the tree level, the Higgs boson
self-couplings are uniquely determined by the Higgs boson mass Mpy,,, and the vacuum
expectation value of the Higgs boson field v, or equivalently the W boson mass My, and
the SU(2), gauge coupling g, since v = 2Myy /g. More specifically, A\gpy = 3 My, /v and
Aunpn = 3Mp,, /v*. In contrast, in the MSSM [Bf], the tree-level trilinear and quartic
hY couplings are determined by the SU(2). gauge coupling g, the weak angle 6y, the Z
boson mass My, the ratio of the two Higgs-boson vacuum expectation values, tan 8 = vy /vy,
and the CP-odd Higgs-boson mass M 4o, that is, A\),, = 3 (gMz/2cy,) cos2asin(f + «) and
A = 3(g%/4c2,) cos® 2a, with the mixing angle o and M0 being derived quantities from
B, M 4o, and My. For arbitrary values of the MSSM Higgs-sector input parameters tan 5 and
M 40, the values of these self-couplings are clearly different from those of their corresponding
trilinear and quartic SM couplings. However, the situation changes in the large pseudoscalar-
mass limit M40 > My, vielding a particular spectrum with heavy H®, H* , A° Higgs bosons
having similar masses M40 ©> My= v Myo, and a light h° boson having a tree-level mass of
Mo = My| cos2f3|. This Mao > My limit is referred to in the literature (and in the present
work from now on) as the decoupling limit of the MSSM Higgs sector [§], because the h° tree-
level interactions with the SM fermions and SM gauge bosons resemble the corresponding
SM Higgs boson interactions. Furthermore, in this large pseudoscalar-mass limit, which also



implies & — 8 — 7/2, the h° self-couplings approach, respectively, A}, ~ 3¢/2 My M7, ,
and A}, ~ 3¢%/4 M3, M}, and, therefore, they converge as well to their respective SM
Higgs boson self-couplings if My, is taken to be equal to Myo. We can therefore conclude
that, at the tree level, there is decoupling of the heavy MSSM Higgs sector and by studying
the light Higgs boson self-interactions it will be very difficult to unravel its SUSY origin.

In this paper we are concerned with the behaviour of the self-interactions of the lightest
MSSM Higgs boson beyond the tree level, where important radiative corrections from various
sectors are expected [{.B,B,[,8,P,[0. In particular, the one-loop corrections from the quark
and squark sectors are known to be large, specially in the low tan 8 and M 4o region where
they can amount up to 5% even for heavy squarks in the TeV region [f]. We focus here
on the one-loop radiative corrections to the h° self-couplings from the MSSM Higgs sector
itself, and study the decoupling behaviour of these corrections in the limit where H° K6 H*,
and A° become quasi-degenerate and very heavy as compared to the electroweak scale,
while h° remains light, Mo < 135 GeV. We address the question above about the possible
convergence or divergence of these self-couplings to the SM ones and draw conclusions about
the important issue of the possibility of discerning between h° and Hgy in the decoupling
limat through the study of their self-interactions.

From the more formal point of view of the effective field theory, such study corresponds to
determining the low-energy effective action describing the h° self-interactions that is obtained
after integration of the heavy Higgs-boson fields, H°, H*, and A°, and to concluding if these
effective h® self-interactions, which are valid at low energies £/ < M 40, are the same or not
as the SM ones. In fact, whenever a symmetry is present in a fundamental theory and one
is interested in having this symmetry also in low-energy effective theory, the particles to be
integrated must satisfy a complete representation of that symmetry. In our case, the MSSM
plays the role of the fundamental theory and it is SU(2), x U(1)y gauge invariant. Therefore,
the SM, which is also gauge invariant, could be obtained in principle as an effective theory
from the MSSM only if one integrates both of the Higgs MSSM doublets which include
H° H*, A° the Goldstone bosons, and the h° itself, and not only the heavy modes. This
is why we consider here the integration of all the MSSM Higgs-boson modes.

The computation of the low-energy h° self-interactions can be performed in two ways:
either by integrating out the Higgs-boson fields in the path integral formalism [1,[12], or
by standard Feynman-diagrammatic methods. We will choose this second method here and
proceed as follows. We evaluate the one-particle irreducible (1PI) Green functions with
external h° particles to one-loop level and then we evaluate the corresponding renormalized
1PI Green functions by fixing the on-shell renormalization scheme. We will concentrate on
studying the behaviour of these renormalized vertex functions in the decoupling limit where
H°, H* and A° are much heavier than Z, while both the h° mass Mo and the momenta of
the external h° particles remain at some low-energy scale below M 40. This will give us the
values of the low-energy h° self-couplings that we are looking for. In order to address the
comparison with the Hgy self-couplings we follow the so-called matching procedure [[[3] in
which the quantities to be compared are the renormalized 1PI Green functions of the two
theories. More concretely, we compare here the renormalized h° 1PI Green functions, in



the previously mentioned decoupling limit, and the corresponding SM renormalized Hgy 1PI
functions at the one-loop level, and we find that they are indeed equal for all the studied n-
point functions (n = 1,...,4). In particular, the n = 3, 4 cases show explicitly the convergence
of the MSSM h° self-couplings to the Hgy self-couplings at the one-loop level that we are
looking for. We also show that all the one-loop effects from the heavy Higgs-boson modes
H° H*, and A° in the low-energy h° self-interactions either are absorbed into a redefinition
of the low energy parameters (concretely, M), or else are suppressed by inverse powers of
M 0. Consequently, and following the lines of the Appelquist-Carazzone theorem [[4], we
conclude that the heavy Higgs bosons H°, H*, and A° do decouple from the low-energy h°
self-interactions, not just at the tree level but also at one-loop level. This indicates that it
will therefore be very difficult, even with high-precision experiments, to distinguish an h°
from the SM Higgs boson by studying their self-interactions, if the pseudoscalar boson mass
turns out to be large.

The paper is organized as follows: In section f] we briefly present those aspects of the
MSSM that we are interested in, fixing our notation. A discussion of the one-loop MSSM
Higgs-sector contributions and the analytical results of these contributions to the h° self-
interactions in the decoupling limit are included in subsection .. Subsection .3 is devoted to
the on-shell renormalization procedure, where the expressions for the n-point vertex function
counterterms, in the Mo > M, limit, and also the explicit asymptotic results for the
renormalization constants are presented. Finally, in this subsection we give the renormalized
vertex results in the decoupling limit. A discussion of the Higgs-boson self-couplings in the
SM, by giving the one-loop Hgy self-couplings corrections, the results for the renormalization
constants by assuming the on-shell scheme, and finally the SM renormalized vertex functions,
is presented in section B A comparison of the results for the renormalized n-point functions
in the two theories is examined and discussed in detail in section [l Finally, the summary
of our conclusions is presented at the end of this last section.

2 MSSM Higgs sector

The Higgs sector of the MSSM involves two scalar doublets H; and Hs, in order to give masses
to up- and down-type fermions in a way consistent with supersymmetry. The two-doublet
Higgs potential is given by [[]

V = m%Hlfrfl + m%HQﬁQ + mé (EabeHg + hC)
9/2 +g2
8

with the doublet fields H; and H,, the soft SUSY-breaking terms mji, msy, mi2, and the
SU(2)y, and U(1)y gauge couplings ¢, ¢’.

After spontaneous symmetry breaking induced through the neutral components of H; and

H, with vacuum expectation values v; and vy, respectively, the MSSM Higgs sector contains

five physical states: two neutral CP-even scalars (h° and H°), one CP-odd pseudoscalar

(AY), and two charged Higgs-boson states (H*). All quartic coupling constants are related

_l_

2
(H H,y — HyH2)? + % | H, ), (1)



to the electroweak gauge coupling constants, thus imposing various restrictions on the tree-
level Higgs-boson masses, couplings, and mixing angles. In particular, all tree-level Higgs-
boson parameters can be determined in terms of the mass M40 of the CP-odd Higgs boson
(M3, = mi,(tan B+ cot )], and the ratio of the two Higgs-boson vacuum expectation values,
tan 8 = vy /vy. The other masses and the mixing angle « for the CP-even states (h°, H°) are
then fixed, and the trilinear and quartic self-couplings of the physical Higgs particles can be
predicted.
Our main interest is in the light h° self couplings, at the tree-level given by

gMyz : 9
AN =3 e cos 2asin(f + «) MNonn =3 1z cos® 2a. (2)

In general, they are different from the tree-level couplings of the SM Higgs boson [see
eq. (B2) of section J]. However, the situation changes in the decoupling limit of the Higgs
sector [B], which implies a particular spectrum with very heavy and quasi degenerate H°,
H*, and A° Higgs bosons, obeying

M2
M2

M?2
}, Mo~ M3 |1+ (1 —cos®28)—2| | (3)
M2,

M@_M@P+

and a light h° boson, close to the electroweak scale, with a tree-level mass of
M5 ~ My| cos 20| (4)

This limit also implies « — 8 — 7/2, and thus the tree-level self couplings (B) tend toward

2

M2 tree 7 )\ O 3 M2 tree ) (5)

i = 3 537 4M2

2 MW
Consequently, the tree-level couplings of the light CP-even Higgs boson approach the cou-
plings (B2) of a SM Higgs boson with the same mass in the decoupling limit.

However, there are large radiative corrections contributing to the h° self-couplings. The
O(m}) top-quark and top-squark contributions were presented recently in [J], with a discu-
ssion of decoupling of heavy top-squark particles in the one-loop contributions. Now we will
investigate the one-loop contributions to the h° self-couplings originating from the MSSM
Higgs sector itself. Thereby, in principle, all kinds of diagrams involving gauge bosons,
Goldstone bosons, light and heavy Higgs bosons, have to be taken into account. Some
simplifications can be made, however, when one studies the deviations of the MSSM h° self
couplings from the corresponding SM ones.

(i) The subset of diagrams with only gauge bosons flowing in the loops and the subset of
diagrams with both gauge and Goldstone bosons give the same contributions to the h° vertex
functions as to the Hgy vertex functions, which we have checked by explicit computation.
The only differences come from the extra sin(8 — «) factors appearing in the h° case, but
these factors tend to 1 in the decoupling limit. Therefore, this kind of diagrams do not
contribute to the differences between h" and Hgy in the decoupling limit, M40 > M, and
do not need to be considered in our analysis.



(ii) The contributions from loop diagrams with heavy Higgs bosons (H°, H*,6 A% to-
gether with gauge bosons always go with factors cos(8 — a)) and, therefore, they vanish in
the large M40 limit. We have also checked this explicitly. We thus need not consider these
diagrams here either.

(iii) Diagrams involving loops with MSSM heavy Higgs bosons together with Goldstone
bosons or the lightest Higgs boson do not appear in the SM. Contrary to the previous case,
the vertices in these Feynman diagrams are not proportional to cos(5 — «) and they do not
vanish in the decoupling limit. These diagrams must therefore be included explicitly in our
computation. Moreover, the purely MSSM heavy Higgs-boson one-loop contributions are
obviously an exclusive property of the MSSM and thus they have to be taken into account
as well. In addition, there are contributions from diagrams involving just Goldstone bosons
and the lightest Higgs boson in the loops. A priori, they do not look the same in both
models. However, as we will see in course of the discussion, they converge to the SM ones
in the M40 > My limit (see sections P.J] and f).

For a transparent discussion, we present the details of the computation in the following
subsections. First, we will give the one-loop results for the unrenormalized vertex functions of
the lightest Higgs boson h°, by considering the limit M40 > M, in the MSSM Higgs sector.
Then, we give a discussion of the on-shell renormalization scheme for the MSSM Higgs bosons
and list the expressions for the h® vertex function counterterms and the explicit results for
the renormalization constants in the large M 4o limit (section R.J). Finally, the renormalized
vertex results are given at the end of section P.2

2.1 Higgs boson self-couplings in the large M o limit

From now on, the general results for the n-point (n = 1, ...,4) renormalized vertex functions
will be summarized by the generic expression

i =Ty + ATy =T + AUy + 0T (6)

where the subscript R denotes renormalized functions, the subscript 0 refers to the tree-
level functions, the one-loop contributions are summarized in AT’ 1(; ), and oI’ 1(; ) represent the
counterterm contributions. The sum of these two last contributions is denoted by AI' gl)H
Here H refers to the external Higgs-boson particle, which corresponds to the lightest CP-
even Higgs boson H = h° in the MSSM and to the SM Higgs boson H = Hgy in the SM
case. The tree-level functions in the MSSM, I" (on;m forn = 3 and n = 4, are the trilinear and
quartic h° Higgs self-couplings, already given in (), and F(Ozzo = —(q* — M?™). Obviously,
r), =o.

We will present in this subsection the results for the one-loop contributions AF,(LZ) that
come from the diagrams shown generically in Fig. . The computation has been performed
by the diagrammatic method utilizing FeynArts & and FormCalc [[J], and the results are
expressed in terms of the standard one-loop integrals [I]. We have made the computation
in a general %z gauge and we have used dimensional regularization to compute the one-loop
integrals. Some details of how to compute the integrals in the large mass limit M40 > My



Figure 1: Generic one-loop diagrams contributing to the vertex functions of the Higgs
boson. Here ¢ = h° (¢ = Hgy) in the MSSM (SM) case and correspondingly S =
RO, GO, G* HY H* A° (S = Hgy ,G°,GF).

can be seen in [[[I]]. In the decoupling limit, the heavy Higgs-boson masses have similar size,
up to terms of O(MZ/M?3,) [see eq. (B)], and correspondingly the a angle expansion leads
to O(MZ/M?3,) terms, such that

M
—Z 555 Cag.,

sin(f—a)~1, cos(f—a)~ iz,

sin(ﬁ—l—a):—C’gg(l M S ), cos(ﬁ—l—a):Sgg( M C ),

M2 M2
sin 20 ~ — Sy (1 + 2 026) , cos2a ~ —Chyy (1 — 2 526) . (7)

Here, and throughout this paper, Cys = cos23 and Sy = sin 23.

Finally, with the explicit results for the one-loop integrals, we obtain the contributions
to the n-point functions. For a later comparison with the SM, it is convenient to split the
results according to

light leOd n)heavy

AT = ATU T 4 AT A (8)

light
where AF(") " refers to one—loop diagrams with Goldstone bosons (GY, G*) and the lightest

Higgs boson hY, AFhO ™ refers to the one-loop diagrams involving heavy Higgs particles

6



(H°, H* | A%) together with the h° boson or Goldstone bosons flowing in the loops, and,

finally, AF%)heavy refers to the diagrams with MSSM purely heavy Higgs contributions (only
H° H#*, and A° in the one-loop diagrams).

We first list the light one-loop vertex terms. Note that for our study both the momenta
of the external h° lines and the masses of h?, Z, W= are quantities to be considered at the
low-energy scales below M 4o. The corresponding subset of diagrams is depicted generically
in Fig. [ for the MSSM case by setting ¢ = h° and S = k%, G°,G*. The contributions
from the first 3-point diagram and from the last two 4-point diagrams are UV-finite. The

residual diagrams give both a finite contribution and a divergent part. Expressed in terms
light
of the scalar one-loop integrals [[[f] in the convention of [[7], we have, for AFE:?)) *" in the

large M4 limit,

light M

AL = i O3y {BA0(MR) + Aof€M3) +240(EMF) }
light g°

AT :12&ﬂ@ 5 { 3A0(Mpo) + Ao(EMZ) + 2A0(EM3,)

+ M%CSB |:9BO(q27 M;%O, MF%O) + BO(q27 gM%? gM%) + 2BO(q27£MI%V7£M5V) ] } )

(3)1ight
AT = e

M7 C35{ [9Bo(q?, Mo, Mio) + Bo(q*, E M7, EM7) + 2Bo(q, E My, €M)
+g—=p)+(g—=7)]

+ 2M3C3, [27C(¢%, 9, 7%, Mo, Mo, Mio) + Co(q®, p?, 1%, €M7, €M7, €M)

+ 200(q27p27T27£M5V7£M5V7£M5V>]}7

light
Ejf)) W C {[930((9 —l—p)2, Mgoa Mgo) + Bo((q —|—p)2,§M%,§M%)

+ Bol(g+p)* EMi, EME) + (p =) + (p — 1)
+ 2MZC35 [27Co(¢%, 0%, (q + p)°, My, Mo, M)
+ Cold® p? (¢ +p)?, EM3, M3, M) + 2Co(¢%, 1, (q + p)°, My, EMi, €M)
+p—=r)+p—=2)+@—=tp—=r)+(@—=pp—1)+(Q@—pp— 1)
2M3Cay [81D0(¢%, 9%, 7% 12, (q + p)*, (p + 1)°, Mo, Mio, My, M)
+ Do(¢*,p* r* 8, (q+p)*, (p+1)*, EMG, EMG, EM, M)
+ 2Do(¢% P, 7% 8 (g +p)% (p+1)% EMyy, EMG,, EMyy, EM,)
+(ret)+ (el (9)

AT

_|_

Here ¢,p,r, and t denote the external momenta, £ is the gauge parameter, and ¢, =
cosfy,. Notice that these contributions are £-gauge dependent. In addition, since they
show an explicit dependence on (3, they are different from the SM ones for arbitrary tan
values. However, as we will see explicitly in section | [see eq. (BJ)], they converge to the



SM ones in the M40 > M limit. Thus, by identifying the light CP-even Higgs boson mass
M ~ My|Cys| with the SM Higgs mass M7, the contributions (f) acquire the structure
of the unrenormalized SM one-loop vertex functions (B3). Therefore, we conclude that the
contributions involving only Goldstone bosons and the lightest Higgs boson in the loops
are the same in both models in the M40 > M, limit. This is equivalent to stating that
the difference between the one-loop unrenormalized n-point functions of the two theories in
the decoupling limit originates only from diagrams including at least one heavy MSSM Higgs

heavy mixed

particle. These contributions correspond to AI' E:é and AFE:S) , which read as follows:

heavy gMZ M2
AL = M3 (1422, —3C%) (A +1—
hO 3277'20‘/1/ A0 ( + Cy 26) + Mo
2 2 @2 4 4 2 2 2 foo
+MZ 6026525 + 5(2 _9CQB+4CW _'_7025 — 2025 CW) A ].Og Iuo s
(10)
heavy g2 M2
AT = {M20 (14222 —3C2%) (Ae +1— log —4°
he 64m2c2, A v 2 %
2 22 1 4 4 2 2 2 Mo
+MZ 9 026525 + 5(6 -3 CQB + 120‘/\/ + CQB — 10 026 CW) AE - ].Og Iug s
e 2
(2 nnxed 9 ]V[
AT =35, 22 MZ6C3 5935 <A +1-— 2 ) ) (11)
3)heavy 393 M2
AT = P Mz (143Cl 2 — 3 203, (Ae o)
0
(3)mixod 3g Mio
Afho 64 2 3 MZ6C2BS2B (Ae + 1 - Iug 5 (12)
(heay _ 3g° 4 4 2 2 2 Mo
AFhO —m(l+3€25+2cw—3026—20260‘”) <AE—IOg /J% 5
(4)mixod . 394 9 Mio
mixed
Obviously, AFELO = 0. Here pg denotes the scale of dimensional regularization and
the singular A, term is defined, as usual, by
2
Ac=——7 +logdr), e=4—-D. (14)
€

Terms that are suppressed by inverse powers of the heavy mass M40 and thus vanish in
the decoupling limit are dropped in the expressions given above. Contrary to the one-loop
contributions from diagrams with Goldstone bosons and the lightest h° Higgs particle (9),

the above h° vertex function contributions are £-gauge independent. The Feynman diagrams
heavy

contributing to the one-loop MSSM heavy Higgs-boson sector part, AF%) (n=1,..,4),
appearing in eqgs. ([[0)-([J) can be extracted from Fig. [ by choosing ¢ = h° and S =

8



H° H* A°. The contributions from the first diagram in the 3-point function and from
the last two diagrams in the 4-point function are finite and vanish in the M4 > My
limit. The remaining diagrams are UV-divergent and contain a logarithmic dependence on
the heavy pseudoscalar mass Mo and, for n = 1,2, a quadratic dependence on Mo as
well. In contrast, the mized diagrams do not give M3, terms, but they are logarithmically
dependent on M 40. The corresponding specific Feynman diagrams are obtained from Fig.
by taking ¢ = h° and accordingly to the light and heavy particles that can be flowing in
the loops, S = h°,G°,G*,H®, H*, A°. More specifically, the mired diagrams that give
contributions different from zero in the decoupling limit correspond to the third, fifth, and
sixth diagrams in Fig. [, with 2° and H° (S = h°, HY), G° and A° (S = G°, AY), and G*
and H* (S = G*, H*), in the two internal propagators of the loops.

Let us remark that, in these results for the unrenormalized vertex functions, all the
potential non-decoupling effects of the heavy Higgs MSSM particles manifest as some diver-
gent, contributions in D = 4 and some finite contributions, one of which is logarithmically
dependent on the heavy pseudoscalar Higgs-boson mass Mo and the other one is quadrati-
cally dependent on M40. Obviously, all the results displayed up to now are, in general,
UV-divergent. In order to get finite 1PI Green functions and finite predictions for physical
observables, renormalization has to be performed by adding appropriate counterterms. This
is the subject of the next subsection.

2.2 Renormalization in the MSSM.

For a systematic one-loop computation, the free parameters of the Higgs potential m?2, m3, m3,,

g, ¢’ and the two vacua vy, vy are replaced by the corresponding renormalized parameters
plus counterterms. This transforms the potential V' into V + 0V, where V is expressed in
terms of the renormalized parameters, and 0V is the counterterm potential. By using the
standard renormalization procedure [[9,[[§]

m2 — Zyh(m? 4+ om?), m2, — Zy P 252 (m3, + om3,),
vi= 2t —dv), 9= 22y TP, o = 20277 (15)
with Higgs-field renormalization constants dZp,, and by using the minimum condition on

the potential at tree level, we obtain the counterterms for the n-point (n = 1,...,4) vertex
functions. The results in the decoupling limit are:

gM

51“210) = % Copv® (sin® 802y, — cos® B6Zy,) — v M7,
1 g2 1
+ Zav 203 500 — §U3C2255G2
M2 g2
+ 026 526 M2 16¢ 2 525 U (5ZH2(2025 - 1) + 5ZH1(2025 + 1))

1
— wiC? - 497 Cap Sap v 0v + £ v® Cly S 0G”
w



o' =
+
+
+
orty =
_I_
ort) =
+

M7

372 oo Sk (0Zm, = 62u)

LS

2 [ (sin2 B8 7, + cos? ﬁéZHl)

2
(sin® 86Zy, — cos® B6Zy,) — 5M122

T
w

02
Cigvdv — — 0226 5G2}

=] W
| — ]
3
R

3

N

RN

MZ [3
Szﬁ M2 |:8g2 SQBU (5ZH2 (26’25 — 1) + 5ZH1 (26’25 —+ 1))

3
20CT, — Cap Sap v 0v + 1 v? Cag Sap 5G2} ,

ﬁ
3 9 . 2 2 g9 2
1 Cyp 221— (sm 02y, — cos 55ZH1) + = Cop v — v 090G

9 ]\‘22 2 v
1 ng 525 M2 {4 3 SQB'U (5ZH2 (2025 - 1) + 5ZH1 (2025 + 1))

2
37025 o380 + v Cas Sag 6G2] ,

w

2
§C25 [29— (sin® B6Z, — cos® B67Zu,) — Cas 5G2]

W
]\/[2 g
M2 4c2,

z 025 Sas Sy (8251, (2Ca5 — 1) + 0241, (2C55 + 1)) + Cag Sz 6G

(16)

Here all O(MZ/M3,) contributions are still explicitly included. We have introduced the

abbreviations
0G? =
oM 122 =
vov =

6C%, =

5g° +09” = g*(262)Y —362)) — g6 27,
cos® B0m3 + sin® B6m3 + Sps dmi,

V10V + vadvy with 0% = Uf + US ,

S
Chg 6m3, + ;5 (0m2 — 6m?) . (17)

Correspondingly, the tadpole counterterm for the H ¥ Higgs boson, o7 50, and the coun-

terterm for the pseudoscalar two-point function, 5T 0, Which are necessary for the MSSM
on-shell renormalization, are given, in the decoupling limit, by

or'

_|_

M
_g&: Z Sap0? [(—1+ Chop) 6Zp, + (1 + Cog) 6Zp, |
w g2 '
v 50122 + Z 2 CQB Sgﬁ ov — é V3 Cgﬁ Sgg SG?

4¢2

Cop o5 02 [ 9" (1 92,y 4% (sin? 362 2367

28 2BM—2O F( — 2ﬁ)v (sm B6Zy, — cos” 3 Hl)
A w
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2
+ voM;, — C3y 25v+§v Cs 5G2}, (18)

4c2,
1
5F(AZ(2 = ¢ (sin2 B8 7y, + cos® B 5ZH2) —3 (sin2 B3 om?3 4 cos? 3dm3 — sin 23 5mf2)

1
+ 852 V202 (W5G2+5ZH1+5ZH2—25”) (19)

We note that no O(M3,) contributions to the renormalization constants 6G?, 5v and
0Zp, (i = 1,2) exist. Therefore, terms of the type (’)( ) 0G2, (’)( ) -0v or (9( ) 02y,

in () and ([§) can be safely neglected.

In the on-shell scheme, the counterterms are fixed by imposing the following renormal-

ization conditions [[L§,RT]}:

— the on-shell conditions for My, and the electric charge e, as in the SM;

— the on-shell condition for the A° boson with the pole mass My;

— the tadpole conditions for vanishing renormalized tadpoles for both the H° and h° Higgs
fields, i.e. the sum of the one-loop tadpole diagrams for H°, h° and the corresponding tadpole
counterterms is equal to zero; and,

— the renormalization of tan  in such a way that the relation tan 8 = v, /v; is valid for the
true one-loop Higgs minima.

Notice that the above condition for vanishing renormalized tadpole diagrams ensures that
v1, vy determine the minimum of the one-loop potential. The relation tan 5 = vy /vy in terms
of the “true vacua” is maintained by the condition dv;/v; = dvy/ve. By the above set of
conditions, the input for the MSSM Higgs sector is fixed by the A° pole mass M, and tan 3,
together with the standard gauge-sector input My, 7 and e.

In order to compute the renormalization constants 6 Zy, ,0Zy, , 6G?, and dv, we express
them in terms of the vector boson self-energies, the A%-boson self-energy, and the A°Z non-
diagonal self-energy [L§]:

1 t
0Zn, = _EAO(MEAO) - C](\)4B EAOZ(MA0> )
/ t
0Zu, = —Su0(Mio) + ?\;ﬁZAOZ(MAO)
sor = L[5 o) = o s _ o — s (YaO0)  Mw(Mi)\)
Cw Cyy M S MZ MW
25—U = _Z:‘XO(M?{O)_I_MZAOZ(M‘%O)
v M,
/ sw¥z(0) & Sg(Mz) & — sk Sw(Mj)
> (0) —2— ‘ 20
+ 50 -2 R V) T (20)

Partial results for the one-loop contributions to the vector boson self-energies can be
extracted from the last article in Ref. [[I]] or from the first article in Ref. [[§. We have
recalculated explicitly all the self-energies that appear in (R0), and we have checked that our
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results agree with previous ones in the literature. Here we do not present the intermediate
results, but list only the final expressions for the counterterms.

First, we found that 0 Zp, , get contributions that are suppressed by inverse powers of the
heavy mass M 0. However, such terms of order O (M%/M3,) to 6Zy, , are relevant in order
to implement consistently the A°-boson on-shell condition Ang(Mflo) + 5ng(Mio) = 0.
Their expressions are given explicitly in the Appendix A.

The various contributions to dv and §G? are split again into “light” and “heavy”. The
light ones originate from diagrams involving Goldstone bosons and the lightest h° Higgs
boson in the loops,

Sv light g2 1

2 2 9
v B _1280‘2}‘/3%71'2 M% {SW [AO(MhO) + Ao(fMZ)}

4
—2(1 = &y —4ey, +4cy) Ao(EMiy) + S My, Bo(0, €My, EMyy )

+463, [(1 = 2¢3,)? Boo (M3, €My, EM,) + Bao (M, My, EM3)

4

i 9 1

GG = e 1260 (1= 36, + 200) Ag(€M3)
weow Z

1
_gcavsévM% BO(O’ th%V’ th%V)

—(1=2¢}) [Baa( My, Mo, My, ) — Bao (M3, My, EM)
+ B22(M€V>€M%>€MI%V) - (1 - 2CEV)2 B22(M%>€MI%V>€MI%V)}} . (22)

“Mixed” contributions from diagrams that contain a heavy Higgs-boson together with
a Goldstone boson or the light h° in the loops do not contribute to either of these two
renormalization constants. Such diagrams are suppressed by the factor cos(8 — «) and
therefore they vanish in the decoupling limit. Purely heavy Higgs-boson contributions to
v are of order O (M%/M3,) in the Myo > My limit, and therefore they also vanish. In
contrast, for 6G? we get a non-vanishing contribution,

4 M?

9672k, wé

The only remaining parameters in ([[f) still to be fixed are the mass counterterms
dm?,6m3, and dm?,. Their expressions are derived from the conditions for H° and h°
vanishing renormalized tadpole diagrams and from the on-shell condition for the A° boson.
The explicit results for these mass counterterms are given in ([A-4)-([A-G) of the Appendix A.
For completeness, the H° tadpole and the A° self-energy one-loop results are also presented
at the beginning of the Appendix A. Then, by implementing all the renormalization con-
stants in ([[G), we obtain the vertex function counterterms, separated into light, mized and
heavy contributions in the M40 > My limit. The one-point counterterm has already been
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used for the determination of the basic renormalization constants and is not required for the

further discussion; we thus do not list it here:
(2)light 9 2 2 2 2 1 2
5Fh0 = —W 025 {AQ(Mho) — AO(&MZ) — (2 — ].6CW + 16CW)A0(§MW)
w
+8Bya (M7, My, EM37) + 8(1 — 2¢3,)* Baa (M7, My EMiy) }

(3)light . 393 1
T = S5ty gy O L AMi) + (M)
1
+S2 (2 — 18¢%, + 40c, — 24c8) Ag(EM3E,)

1 1
3 s Mz Bo(0, EMiy, EMiy) + 4— (3¢5, — 2) Boa (M, Mio, £M7)
w

1
+4(1 — 263‘/)87 [BQQ(M&V, Mio, gM‘%I/) + B22(M5Va fM%, gM‘%I/)
w

+ (1 —2c},)(3¢;, — 2)Boo (M3, EMp,, €M)}

(4)hght o 3g4 2 2
ol = 25onicl M2 C34 — STW(l—Bc + 2¢4,) Ao (EMG))
4
_'_gCWSWMZBO(ngMW’gMI%V)
1
_'_4(1 - 20‘24/)87 [B22(M5Vv Mzou gM‘%V) + B22(MI%V7 fM%, gM‘%V)
w
—Baa (M, Mio, EM7) — (1 = 2¢3,)? Bao (M7, EMyyy, EMi )] } (24)
mixed mixed mixed
ST =0, P =0, o0 =0, (25)
ST g {M§0(1+2c2 —3C2) (A +1—log Mi‘))
h 6422, W 2 1

1
+M3 {9 C355355 + G (6 —45Cys + 12¢5, + 43035 — 143465,

M20
+ 8C35¢h) (A log /~LA )}} :

0

LY O o (14 2¢h —22) (A -1 2
o - 647r2 3,7 b % uo ’
4 2
(4)heavy . g 2 4 2 M
or - _m026(1+2cw—2cw) <A —log 2 ) : (26)

The heavy contributions contain, in addition to the singular A, part, finite logarithmic heavy
mass terms, and for the two-point function quadratic heavy-mass terms also.
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The renormalized vertex functions in the M40 > My limit can now be obtained simply
by adding the one-loop contributions (f)-([[J) and the counterterms (R4)-(RF). Since it is
just an algebraic substitution, we do not present these results explicitly here. However, some
comments are in order. First, the quadratic heavy mass terms, O(Mio), in the two-point
result cancel once we add the one-loop result in ([[J]) and the counterterm (B§). Thus, there
are no O(M3,) terms left in any of the renormalized n-point functions in the large M 4o limit,
but still the logarithmic dependence on M40 remains. Second, the renormalized hy Higgs-
boson self-energy evaluated at the physical mass Mo allows us to define the MSSM Higgs-
boson mass correction AM7, such that M2, = M2 + AMZ, and AM?, = AT g)ho (M7P).
Evaluating the renormalized h° two-point function at ¢> = M7,, we get the following one-loop
mass correction for the light Higgs boson:

AM2 - 97 M2 (\Illi h + \Ijmixed + \Ilheav ) ) (27)
he 32122, 7 eht Y
with
1
Wiight = T C35 { 240(Mjo) + 4(1 — 2¢},)? Ao (EMy) + 2A0(EM3)
A

- 8B22(M%7 Msoa fM%) - 8(1 - 203)2322(M%>€MI%/>€M5V)
+ M%Cgﬁ [9BO(M}%O7 M}%Ov M}%()) + BO(M}%(U gM%7 gM%) + 2BO(M}%07 é-MI%Vv é-MI%V) ] } )

2 2 M20
Unixed = 6035555 (Ae—i-l—log g),

Ho
10 4 2 M?
Vepy = (1 F308 v~ og - desd - 2o, c‘jv) <A€ ~log J;O) 29
0

This mass correction is still UV-divergent since we have not included the complete set of
diagrams, restricting ourselves to the subset providing contributions that are different from
those in the SM. We have checked explicitly that for cancellation of the divergences in the
renormalized two-point function it is necessary to include the subset of one-loop diagrams
accounting for the gauge-boson contributions. We have also checked that when the gauge-
boson contributions are included the £ —gauge dependence in the light one-loop renormalized
2—point function disappears. By including all 1PI one-loop contributions, we have checked as
well that our results are in agreement with the complete results for the radiative corrections
to the Higgs-boson mass listed in the literature [B2,B3].

On the other hand, the contributions from one-loop diagrams with have at least one
heavy Higgs particle (Vpnixed and Wheayy) contain, in addition to the singular A, term, some
logarithmic heavy mass terms that appear like as non-decoupling effects of the heavy particles
at the renormalized level of renormalized Green functions. These apparently non-decoupling
effects, however, are not physically observable since they are absorbed into redefinitions of
the low energy parameters, more specifically, in the redefinition of the h° mass,

MF%O - }%OU”CC + AM}%O 5 (29)
with AM?, given in (R7).
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By taking into account this MSSM Higgs-boson-mass correction, we can express the
renormalized vertex functions, in a generic way, as follows:

PP = —¢+ M + AMZ + Wiy,
39
3 3) rem
Fg%)ho = 2MZC (Miotree + AM}%O) + \Ill(\/[)SSM )
w
re - _ 3g° (M2 T+ AM? ) + (@) rem (30)
RAO 4M%C‘2/V hOtree h0 MSSM >

where all the singular A, terms and the logarithmic heavy mass terms are exclusively con-
tained in AM7,. Thus, the apparently non-decoupling terms are absorbed in the redefinition
of the Mjo Higgs-boson mass. The remainder terms, \1’1(\/21)851\? , \Ifl(\i)srsi\r}f, and \Ifl(\i)srsi\r/? in (B0)
come exclusively from the light particle contributions and are finite. For instance, in the
two-point function case we have

2) rem 2 2
Ui = AL (¢) — AL (M)

with AT’ 220) given in egs. (f) and ([LI]). For the interpretation of the remainder terms it is
crucial to have also the corresponding one-loop analysis of the SM self-interactions, which
is done in the next section. As a result, it can be verified that, in the large Mo > My
limit and by identifying M, 25002 ~ M3C35 <— Mp?, the remaining terms coincide with the
corresponding SM ones.

3 Higgs boson self-couplings in the SM

In the standard SU(2);, x U(1) theory, the introduction of one scalar field doublet with
non-vanishing vacuum expectation value breaks the gauge symmetry spontaneously to the
electromagnetic subgroup U(1). The SM Higgs potential

Vip) = -1 ol + 2 (pTp)?, (31)

contains the complex Higgs doublet ¢ with hypercharge Y = 1, and the parameters A and
u related by the vacuum expectation value |(p)o|> = v?/2 = u?/2\.

In order to establish the Higgs mechanism experimentally, the characteristic self-interact-
ion potential of the SM has to be reconstructed once the Higgs particle has been discovered.
This task requires the measurement of the self-couplings of the SM Higgs boson. These self-
couplings are uniquely determined by the mass of the Higgs boson, which is related to the
quartic coupling A by Mg, = v2\v. By introducing the physical Higgs field H = Hgy in
the neutral component of the doublet, ©° = (v + H)/+/2, the tree-level trilinear and quartic
vertices of the Higgs field H can be derived from the potential V| yielding

2 tree 2 tree 2 2 tree 2 tree
)\HHH = 3gMH;M = 3MH;M )\HHHH = 39 MHEM = BMH;M (32)
2 My, v 4 M3, vz
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with g being the SU(2)1, gauge coupling.

We note once again that the MSSM tree-level self-couplings (f) reach the corresponding
SM couplings above in the decoupling limit. Here we derive the one-loop contributions to the
Hgyr 1PI Green functions, and in particular those that yield the effective triple and quartic
self-couplings. Concretely, the generic diagrams from the Higgs sector contributing to the
n-point SM vertex functions (n = 1,...,4) are shown in Fig. [ by choosing ¢ = Hgj; and
S = Hgy, G° G*. The general results for the n-point renormalized vertex functions are
summarized by the generic expression (). The tree-level functions for the SM case (H =
Hgy) and for n = 3,4 correspond to the expressions for the Hgy Higgs couplings already

given in (BZ), and the one-loop contributions are summarized in AT I(}?M. The computation

(n)

was done in a general Re gauge. The results for Al in terms of the 2, 3 and 4-point

Hsnro
one-loop integrals, are given by
ArW — 9 Mis,, {3Ag(M?_ )+ Ao(EME) + 240(EME)) }
Hsm 647T2CW M, SM w )
Ar® — 9 Miw gy op Ao(EM2) + 240 (EM2
Hon — { o(Mpg,,) + Ao(§EM7) + 2A0(EMyy,)

128722, M2
+ MI%ISM [9BO(q27 MI2{SM’ MI2{SM) + BO(q27 gM%7 gM%) + 2BO(q27£M5V7£MI%V> ] } )

3 M4
Ar(g) — 9 Hgnr 9Bo(q2,M2 ,M2 )+Bo(q2,§M2,§M2)
Hsnm 2567‘(263/ M% { [ Hg Hg Z Z
+2Bo(q%, My, M) + (¢ = p) + (¢ = 1) ]
+ 2MI2{S]\/I [27C0(q27p27r27M]2{3M7MJZ‘ISM7M]2‘ISM) _l_Co(q2?p2ar2?§M%?§M%?§M%)
+ 2Co(¢%, p*, 1 EMy, EMiy, EMi) 1}
(4) g' MIAfISM 2 22 2 2 2 2
A]‘—WIJSM = {[930((q+p) ’MHS]\/[’MHS]\/[) +BO((q+p) 7€MZ7€MZ)

512m2ct, M,
Bo((q + p)* EMG EMy) + (p = 1) + (p — 1)

I
+ 2M3  [27Co(q% p*, (a+p)*, Mpy,,» MG, Mz,..)
+ Cold®, p? (¢ +p)% M3, M7, EM7) + 2Co(¢%, p°, (q + p)*, EMiy, My, EMy)
+p—=r)+p—=2)+@—=tp—=r)+(@—=pp—1)+(@—pp— 1)
+ QMffISM [81D0(q2,p2, r2, t2, (g + p)z, (p+ r)2, MI2{S]\/I’ MI2{S]\/I’ MI2{S]\/I’ MI2{S]\/I)
+ Do(q®, 0%, 712, (q+p)*, (p+7)% EMz, EM7, M3, €M)
+ 2Do(¢% P, 7% 8, (g +p)%, (p+7)%, EMyy, MG, EMyy, EM,)
+(ret)+ (o)) (33)

These expressions are in general different from the ones obtained in the MSSM [eq. (H)].
However, they acquire the same structure as in the MSSM in the Mgo > My limit by
identifying the light CP-even Higgs-boson mass with the SM Higgs mass, that is, M%_ <+—

SM
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Mflf)eez ~ M %C225~ Consequently, the one-loop light MSSM contributions ([) converge to the
SM ones (B3) in the decoupling limit. For completeness, we concentrate in the following on
the SM vertex counterterms by assuming the on-shell renormalization scheme.

3.1 On-shell renormalization in the Standard Model

The on-shell renormalization scheme for the SM has been presented in previous articles [0,
RT],[[7], to which we refer for details. Here we need only the part for the Higgs sector renor-
malization. The counterterms are derived from the Higgs potential (B]]), via multiplicative
renormalization,

o — Z%p,
A — ZAZ;2>\, p? = (p? — 5u2)Z;1 :
v — Z;/z(v —ov), (34)
and by expanding Z; — 1 + 6Z;. We obtain the following one-loop counterterms,
2M ot 2M ey M?
oT® o 2w O iy g = SO e
g t g
0Tl = (¢°—Mp)Z, — Mg,
(3) o 3g 2 ov
W =, ()
2
@ _ 39 2
5FHSM - _4M%C%V MHSM 02y (35)

with §M?% and 6t related to the original renormalization constants by

SM? = M3 <—35—U + gézA - 5Z¢) +op,
v

ot ov S 1
s VR L (36)

Hs

In a first step, the counterterms dt/t and § M7, are determined from two on-shell conditions
in the Higgs sector:
- vanishing renormalized tadpole diagram:

ATy, = AT +or%) =0, (37)

Hg Hg

- the pole of the renormalized Higgs propagator lies at M% <p» Which implies

2 2 2
ATG),  (ME, )= AP;I;M(MEISM) +ore) (M%) =0. (38)

Hsnr Hsnr
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Solving these equations, we obtain

5t g* 1
2 92 MI2{SM 2 2 2
SMZ = { [BAo(M7,,) + Ad(EM}) + 2 Ag(EM,)]

12872c2, M2

+ Mg, [9Bo(Mig,,, Mg, Mig,,) + Bo(My,,, €M7, EM)
+2Bo(Mj,,, . €My, €M) } (39)
Next, we need a condition to fix the field-renormalization constant 6Z,. The conventional

on-shell condition would be to require unity residue for the physical Higgs-boson propagator,
yielding
g2 M12{ / 2 2 2 / 2 2 2
— SM
5259 - 128722 M% {QBO(MHSM’ MHSM’ MHSM) + BO(MHSJW 5MZ> gMZ)
w

2By ( M3, EME, EM3) } (40)

which is different from zero. For our purpose of comparing the SM and MSSM vertex
functions, however, this appears to be inconvenient because in the large M, limit of the
MSSM the Higgs field-renormalization constants vanish, as discussed in section R.2, and
thus the external lines would carry different normalizations in the two models. It is therefore
more natural to adopt for the SM a condition that leads to the same normalization and to
require

67,=0, (41)

instead of eq. ({(). This is possible because 0Z,, is a UV-finite quantity. With this condition
we can compare the two models directly on the basis of the irreducible renormalized vertex
functions.

Unlike the previous ones, the dv renormalization constant is determined from the gauge
sector. We have checked explicitly that the result for dv in the SM corresponds to the
result for dv in the MSSM whenever the M 0 > My limit is considered and by identifying
Mo <> Mpyy,,. Thus, the expression for jv/v in the SM can be obtained from (21)) by simply
replacing Mpo by Mpyy,,-

Finally, 67 is determined with the help of the relation (B6):

67y = #;WML% {2A0(M§ISM) +2A0(EM3) + %(1 — ¢, —Acy, +4¢),) Ag(EM,)
S MEB(0, M, €M)
+ Mg, [9Bo(Mf,,, Mi,, Miy,,,) +2Bo(Mj,, €Mi, EMy)
b oM EM)] — 8 (M3, M, €03
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8
- 82 (1 - 26 ) [B2Q(M3Va MI2JSM’ gMi%V) + B22(MI%V’ fM%, gMi%V)

+ W(]‘ - 203{/)322(M%’ th%Va th%V)] } : (42)

The corresponding vertex counterterms follow immediately via substitution of the SM
renormalization constants in (B5]). The SM renormalized vertex functions are easily obtained
by adding the one-loop contributions (BJ) and the corresponding counterterms (BH)-(£3). Re-
member that the renormalized one-point SM vanishes in the present on-shell renormalization
scheme. In addition, the renormalized two-point SM function also vanishes at the physical
mass MI%Isw but not at general ¢2. According to the fact that the renormalized Higgs boson
self-energy evaluated at the physical mass-squared defines the Higgs-boson mass correction,
we obtain trivially that AM?{S ., = 0 (this is nothing else than the on-shell mass condition,
which implies M7 = Mjje?).

Together with the tree-level SM Higgs self-interactions (Bg), the renormalized trilinear
and quartic Hgyy vertex functions at the one-loop level can be written as

(3) 3 9 (3) rem
Uk Hsm 2M ey MHSM T Wsn
(4) 39 rem
FR Hgsy 4M% %V MHS]\/I + \I]SM ) (43)

where \11(3) ~ and \If(;‘ﬁem are UV-finite functions depending on the external momenta. Re-
member that similar finite terms were obtained from the [light contributions in the MSSM
case, summarized in UL and WL in eq. (BU). For arbitrary Mo values, these fi-
nite contributions are different in both models. However, for large Mo and by identifying
Mpee? ~ M2C3, «— M%_ , we obtain that glrem s g™ (= 3 4). Thus, these
contributions coincide in the M40 > M, limit and do not lead to differences between the
two models.

4 Discussion and conclusions

In order to study whether the SM Higgs sector can be considered as the low-energy effective
theory of the MSSM Higgs sector in the M40 > M limit we have compared the predictions in
the two theories of the renormalized n-point 1PI Green functions for h° and Hgyr, respectively,
at the one-loop level, and for n = 1,...,4. We have examined in full detail the veracity of
the equality among these functions by comparing them at low-energy scales p* < M3, and
by choosing a particular renormalization scheme, the on-shell scheme. This matching
between the two theories, via renormalized vertex functions, can be summarized by

n) MSSM n SM
T () =T, ), p< My (n=1,..,4) (44)

where the left-hand side must be understood as the MSSM functions in the Mo > My
limit.
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It is worth emphasizing now some important points regarding this comparison of the
vertex functions of the two theories. First, as stated in sections P and f, the tree-level self-
couplings in both models [see eq. (f) and (B2)] lead to equal results in the SM and in the
MSSM vertex functions in the decoupling limit. This implies that the tree-level contributions
can be dropped from both sides of the matching conditions (I4). Second, as explained in
section [, the subset of diagrams that have any number of gauge bosons in the loops gives
the same contributions in the SM and in the MSSM (in the M40 > M limit) and, therefore,
these can also be dropped from both sides of the matching conditions (f4)). In fact, these
kinds of contribution have not been considered explicitly in the present computation. Third,
diagrams involving just Goldstone bosons and the lightest Higgs boson in the loops do con-
tribute with non-vanishing corrections which, in principle, are not the same in both models.
However, we have demonstrated that the one-loop contributions, given in (f) and (B3) in the
MSSM and the SM, respectively, coincide in the M40 > My limit. Therefore, they do not
contribute either to the differences between the two models in the matching conditions (f4).
In contrast, we found some light contributions to the vertex counterterms [see eqs. (B4)
and (B9)-(f2)] that are different in both models. These differences in the light sector come
from the fact that, whereas the dv/v contributions are the same in the SM and in the MSSM
in the M40 > My limit, the other renormalization constants, that is, 67, in the SM and
dG? in the MSSM, do not coincide. The mass counterterms for the h° and Hgy fields do
not coincide either. Thus, what we understand by light contributions in this work are also
important in the differences between the renormalized vertex functions in both theories.

Overall, we can say that the differences between the one-loop renormalized vertex func-
tions of the two theories in the decoupling limit come, on the one hand, from the one-loop
diagrams including at least one heavy MSSM Higgs particle and, on the other hand, from the
vertex counterterms. Concretely, eqs. ([0)- ([3) give the differences between the one-loop
unrenormalized vertex functions of the two theories. Consequently, they cannot be dropped
in the conditions (I4). Moreover, these different contributions have a finite piece that de-
pends logarithmically and quadratically on the heavy Higgs-boson mass M40 and a divergent
piece in D = 4, and both pieces summarize the potential non-decoupling effects of the heavy
Higgs-boson sector of the MSSM. It is essential, however, that these heavy Higgs particle
effects can be absorbed into redefinitions of the low energy parameters, thus not providing
any physically observable effect [[4]. As we have seen, the counterterms in the SM and in
the MSSM are different in both models and therefore they also contribute to the differences
between the two models in the matching conditions (f4).

Putting all results together and comparing egs. (BQ) and (£]), the differences found in the
unrenormalized vertex functions are exactly compensated by the AMZ, contribution, and
the final results for the renormalized 2, 3- and 4-point functions coincide in the two models
in the large M40 > M limit, as required by the matching conditions (f4)). In other words,
all the potential non-decoupling effects from the heavy Higgs modes can be absorbed into
the redefinition of the lightest Higgs boson mass Mo [see eqs. (B7) and (B0)] and therefore
decoupling of the heavy MSSM Higgs particles occurs. We notice that, for arbitrary M 4o
value, there are other finite terms in the renormalized MSSM n-point functions, summarized
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by the remainder parts UULS" and WL of eq. (BT). However, we have shown that in the
SM similar contributions appear in the renormalized Hgy; vertex functions, summarized by
the remainder parts \D(S?{\)/Irem and \I/(Si)/lrem of eq. ([F]), which coincide with the corresponding
MSSM terms in the large M 4o limit. Therefore, these contributions drop out as well in the
matching conditions ([[4).

In conclusion, we have demonstrated that all the apparent non-decoupling one-loop effects
from the heavy MSSM Higgs bosons are absorbed in the MSSM Higgs-boson mass Mjo, and
the remaining contributions are suppressed by inverse powers of M40 and therefore vanish
in the large M 4o limit. Thus, the h° self-interactions converge to the Hgy self-interactions
at the one-loop level and in the M40 > My limit, and the MSSM h° self-couplings thereby
acquire the same structure as the couplings of the SM Higgs boson whenever one identifies
Mo <+ Mpy,,,. Equivalently, we showed that the heavy MSSM Higgs sector decouples from
low energy, at the electroweak scale, and leaves behind the SM Higgs sector in the Higgs
self-interactions also. Consequently, we would need extremely high-precision experiments for
the experimental verification of the SUSY nature of the Higgs boson self-interactions.
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Appendix A.

In this appendix we display, first, the formulas for the one-loop contributions to the H° tad-
pole diagrams and the A° boson self-energies that are required for on-shell renormalization.
Next we present the O (M2/M?3,) contributions to the renormalization constants 0Zy, ,,
which are relevant in order to impose the A%boson on-shell condition. Finally, results for
the d0my , dmo, and dmqs mass counterterms are given. Here we follow the notation introduced
throughout this article for light, mized and heavy contributions, as explained in ().

e Y tadpole and A° boson self-energies:

light M
AT — 6i 22 Cap Sas {3A0(ME) + Ao(EMZ) + 2A0(EME)}
(1)heavy o QMZ 9 Mi
Alo N _327T26W Cas 52 {3MAO <AE t1-log It
L {(6—1202 +4cy,) + (3 - 9C3 +2c2)(A —lo Mi)”
5z 28 w 28 w g 102 )

(A.1)
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om

AT

AT

AT®)

light

2) mixed

9)heavy

2

(M%) = ——F— {C2, Ay(M2) — (2 — 3C25) Ag(EM2)

128722,
+2(Ch5 — 263, ) Ao (§Myyy) — 255 S35 M Bo(Mo, Mo, EM7) }

g M2,
(M%) = 6422M2(1+2c +2CB—QC§5)<Ae+2— Mg)’
0
2 2
2N 9 MZo
(M) = 64m2c2, Cw{MZ(C * 525) (A It )
]\/[2 T
raath (a4 -t ) oz - g (1- o)
A0 /,,LO Z( 25) \/g
(A.2)

e 0/, and 0Zy, counterterms:

light
Vs

mixed
A

heavy
szhe

light

mixed
VA

heavy
57t

2

g
~gapa Cos S [ M5 Co 25 B (Mo, M €M)
+ COtB (BO + 231)(M307 M}%()u 5M§)} )
9 M% 4 4 2

2 2
g M 9 . 2r 3 o
92
Cap Sap [Mz Cap Sap Bo(M3o, Mo, EM3)

T 6ant,
— tan 3 (By + 2B1) (M3, Mo, EM3) ]
2 2
6473202 M2 {(1 + 2y, + 20 2C225) + tan 8 Cyg 526} ;

2 2
g M7 9 2 3 T
1—— | — 2 — — . (A.
6in?c2, M2, {C 526( 3@) tawaS%( \/3)} (4-3)

e dmq,0mo and dmqy counterterms:

2 light
1

+ 4+ +

5127r2 2

2

{16Co5A0( M) — ACa5Bas (M, Myo, EM3)(5 — 2Ca5 + Cag)

- 2CW)2322(M§, EMy, EMG,)(—2 4 11Co5 — 2C45 + Cop)

2A0(EMZ)(—2 + 8¢%, + (T — 8¢2%,)Cap — 2Cy5 + Cop)

Ag(EME) (2 + 82, — 8¢k, + (17 — 44c%, + 44ct)Cop — 2(3 — 42, + 4ch)Cup
3Ces — 4c2,Cog + 4ch, Cop) + 64M 5 C5C3555Bo(M30, My, M3)

64M3 MEC2,C254 By (M3, M3y, EM2) ),
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2 mixed
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2 mixed
omisy

5m% heavy

5m2 heavy

2
m
(1 —2¢2)%(2 4 1105 + 2Cyp + Cop) Baa (M3, EMy,, M)
M3C5(=1 + Csg) Bo(M3o, Mo, M)

M3 MEC3(Crs — 1) By( Mo, Mo, €M)
AA(EMZ)(=CE(2 — 4cj, + Cip) + S5) — 2A40(EMiy) (CE(3(1 — 2¢7,)°
(3 —4c}, +4c;,)Cap) — 4(1 — 2¢}, +2¢,,)53) }

{—8C23A0(Mpo) + (24 11Ca5 + 2Cu5 + Cop) Baa (M, Mo, EM)

2
W
A(1 — 263, )2 C35 Baa (M7, E My, EM, ) — 2A0(EM3)(1 — 4cy, + Cup)
Ag(EM) (=1 — 4c2, + 4ch, + (3 — 4c2, + 4ch,)Cyp)
M 835 Bo( Mo, Mijo, M) — Mo M7 S35 By (Mo, Mo, EM3) } (A4)

CSp {4C355Baa (M, My, EM)

2 2
g 2 .. 9 4 4 2 MAO
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Tomc 7 sin” 8 ( + 2¢y, + 205, 25) ( + og 2 )
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= M? 14264 +2 . — ,
327r2 ) 5 COS 2B ( + 2¢,, + 25) < + ,u(z) )

2

g e
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g’ 9, ) 2
- 2304722, {iMAO(lo + 8¢y, — 025(29 —8¢;,) + 6Cy5 — 3065)
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M2,
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EMz [126 — 48¢2, + 288¢), — 2(59 — 4c2, + 40c;, ) Cop
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M3,
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0
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—  CopSas MZ(9 + 10V3m + (—2Cy5 — Cap) (63 — 10vV/37))

3
+ EM@ [126 — 48¢2, + 288c}, + 2(59 — 4ci, + 40cy, ) Cag

+ 48¢%, (=1 +2¢},)Cus + 3(19 — 8¢2, + 16¢;,)Csp

M2,
- 30086 — 150105] Ae — lOg ,u2 s
0

2 2
cav g M
Smirey = T Sag {18Mjo(1 —3C35 +2¢%) <AE +1—log g‘“)

Ho
— 203,M [45 — 10V3r — C3,(63 — 10V37)|

M2
+ 9M [2+45C3, + 4cy, — C34(5 — 2¢5, + 4c,)] (AE — log AO) } :

(A.6)

Ko

Thereby, Sz =sinf3, Cg = cos B, Cyp = cos4f, Cep = cos 63, Csg = cos 83, etc., are used
for abbreviations.
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