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1 Introduction

Studying the properties ofthe Higgs boson,once it is discovered in future particle ac-

celerators,willbe the prim e toolto experim entally probe the detailsofthe electroweak

sym m etry breaking m echanism in theStandard M odel.Ofparticularinterestwillbethe

Higgsboson decay into bottom quarks,sincethedecay channelH ! b�bdom inatesin the

interm ediate Higgsm assrange M H < 2M W .Thisprocesswillbe even m ore im portant,

ifpossiblehintsfornew physicse�ectsin thereported descrepancy [1]between them ea-

sured partialZ boson width R b into bottom quarksand itstheoreticalprediction should

happen to substantiate.Sim ilare�ectsm ightthen also bevisiblein HiggsdecaysH ! b�b

and em phasizetheneed forpreciseStandard M odelpredictionsto �(H ! b�b).

As a consequence m uch work has been spent on the calculation ofradiative correc-

tionsto Higgsprocessesin the pastand excellent reviewson Higgsphenom enology can

be found in the literature [2,3].Previousworksconcerning the partialrate �(H ! b�b)

includeelectroweak oneloop corrections[4,5,6],thecalculationsofuniversaland nonuni-

versalcorrectionsofthe orderO (�sG F M
2
t)[7,8,9,10],and recently even a three loop

O (�2sG F M
2
t) calculation was presented [11,12].Nonuniversalcorrections to the vertex

H b�b involve the virtualtop quark through Higgs ghost exchange.Their top m ass en-

hancem ent/ m 2
t dueto Yukawa couplingsdistinguishesthem from sim ilarverticesofthe

Higgsboson to otherquark avours.

In ourearlierwork [9]thediagram sofFigure1 wereconsidered in theheavy top lim it

M 2
t � M 2

H .The two loop O (�sG F M
2
t)relation between the bare m assm 0 and the on-

shell(OS)m assM b ofthebottom quark waspresented and thecorrectionsto thepartial

Higgswidth wereexpressed in term sofM b.

TheM S renorm alization schem eon theotherhand isthecom m only used renorm aliza-

tion prescription in higherorderQCD calculations.Apartfrom calculationalconvenience

its concept ofthe running bottom m ass �m b allows the absorption oflarge logarithm s

ln(M 2
b=M

2
H )(seee.g.[13,14,15,16])and causestheperturbation seriesto convergem ore

rapidly than in the OS schem e.It is therefore ofobvious interest to adopt the notion

ofthe running M S m ass �m b in the Higgsdecay rate also forthe case when electroweak

correctionsareincluded.

Forthisreason wehavecalculated thetwoloop relation oforderO (�sG F M
2
t)between

theon-shellm assand theM S renorm alized m assofthebottom quark (fora discussion at

theoneloop levelsee[17]).Thistransform ation from onerenorm alization schem e to the

otherallowsto express�(H ! b�b)to theorderO (�sG F M
2
t)throughoutin term softhe

running m ass �m b.

Theproblem isapproached in fourdi�erentways.Allm ethodsareleadingtothesam e

answerandthusprovidepowerfulcrosschecksbeyondthestandardconsistencycheckssuch

asgaugeinvariance.

In orderto introduceournotation letusstartfrom thebareLagrangian and consider
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thebareferm ion propagatorforthebottom quark

S
�1
0 = i(m 0 � p=� m0�

0
S � p=�0V ): (1)

W e have notwritten the term p=5�
0
A fornotationalsim plicity,since forallquark m ass

relationsbelow �A becom esrelevantonly in higherorderelectroweak correctionsO (G 2
F ),

which wedo notconsiderin thiswork.W equoteourpreviousresultfortheO (�sG F M
2
t)

bottom polem ass

M b = m 0

1� �0S

1+ �0
V

: (2)

in Eq.(26)oftheappendix,whereforlaterconvenience�0
S and �

0
V areexpressed in term s

oftheM S m asses �m b and �m t.

By rescaling its param eters the bare Lagrangian can be written as the sum ofthe

renorm alized Lagrangian and the counterterm Lagrangian.Our interest focuses on the

renorm alization constants Z2 and Zm relating the bare wavefunction and m ass ofthe

bottom quark to theirrenorm alized equivalents

	 0 = Z
1=2

2 	; m 0 = Zm �m b: (3)

Here we adoptthe M S renorm alization schem e asisindicated through bars.The renor-

m alized bottom quark propagatoraccordingly reads

S
�1
R = Z2S

�1
0

= i
�

�m b� p=� �mb��S � p=��V + (Z2Zm � 1)�mb� p=(Z2 � 1)
�

(4)

Forthe determ ination ofthe M S bottom m asswe perform ourcalculationsaccording to

thefollowing di�erentstrategies.

In Section 2.1 the overallcounterterm s ��C T
S ;��C T

V to the bottom selfenergy are com -

puted in theM S schem e.W ith

Z2 = 1� ��C T

V

Z2Zm = 1+ ��C T

S

(5)

oneobtainstherelation between theM S and barem asses

�m b = m 0

1� ��C T
V

1+ ��C T
S

: (6)

In com bination with Eq.(2) this leads to the transform ation rule between OS-and M S

m assesofthebottom quark.

M b = �m b

(1+ ��C T
S )(1� �0S)

(1� ��C T
V )(1� �0V )

: (7)
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In Section 2.2 a di�erentapproach isused to verify the �ndingsofSection 2.1.The

renorm alized bottom quark propagatorEq.(4)isrewritten in theform

S
�1
R = i

n

�m b

�

1� ��S + ��C T

S

�

� p=
�

1+ ��V � ��C T

V

�o

(8)

with ��S = Z2Zm �
0
S;

��V = Z2�
0
V .W e check by explicitcalculation ofthe �nite partsof

thebottom quarksselfenergies ��
fin

S ;��
fin

V thattherelation

M b = �m b

(1� ��S + ��C T
S )

(1+ ��V � ��C T
V )

= �m b

(1� ��
fin

S )

(1+ ��
fin

V )

(9)

isindeed equivalentto theprescription Eq.(7).

In Section 2.3 ourproblem isconsidered from a third pointofview,which becom es

transparentby expressing therenorm alized quark propagatorin thefollowing form

S
�1
R = iZ2

�

Zm �m b� p=� Zm �m b�
0
S � p=�0V

�

: (10)

This expression is �nite ifthe bare param etersin � 0
S;V are substituted in favourofthe

renorm alized ones.One therefore can solve forZ2 and Zm recursively,i.e.loop by loop.

Therenorm alization constantZm leadsthen to thesam eresultfor �m b asin theprevious

sections.

Finally we dem onstrate in Section 2.4 thatanothersim ple derivation ofthe resultis

possible,based on the earlierdeterm ination ofthe bottom polem assand leading to the

sam e �m b again.

The results are then applied in Section 3 to the partialdecay rate �(H ! b�b).The

num ericalsizeofthecorrectionsaregiven and therenorm alization schem edependenceis

discussed.

2 C alculation ofthe M S R enorm alized B ottom M ass

2.1 A pproach 1:C ounterterm s

W ecalculatetheM S counterterm son agraph bygraph basisin thissection.Perde�nition

oftheM S schem ecounterterm verticesconsistofpoleterm sonly and arethereforeeasier

tocom putethan fulldiagram s.Theintegralsrepresented bythegraphsin Figure1involve

severalm assscales.Via electroweak interactionsthetop quark and theHiggsghostcom e

into play with theirrespective scalesM t and M W .In the heavy top lim itM 2
t ! 1 one

hasM 2
W � M 2

t.Sinceweconsideronly theleading term / M 2
t in thepowerseriesofthe

inverse top m ass,one can neglect M W right from the beginning.As a consequence the

electroweak gaugeparam eterdropsouttrivially.Theheavym assexpansion [18,19,20,21]
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hasdeveloped into a wellestablished technique and wassucessfully used in a num berof

applications.Fora m ore detailed description the reader is referred forexam ple to [22].

Them ain virtueofthism ethod isthefactorization ofa m ultiloop integralcontaining the

heavy top quark into an integralwith lessnum berofloopsand m assivetadpoleintegrals.

Thisdecom position isoperativein ourproblem aswell.Two loop integralseventually

factorize into a one loop tadpole and a one loop propagator integral,where the latter

involvestwoscales,nam elythebottom m assand theexternalm om entum .However,being

interested in the pole partsonly,the m attersim pli�es even m ore.Since the pole term s

are independent ofm asses and m om enta,one can conveniently nullify either ofthem .

Carem ustbetaken thatno spuriousinfrared divergenciesareintroduced in thisway.In

our case we have obtained the pole parts to �S by setting the externalm om entum to

zero,thus reducing the m assive propagatorintegralto a tadpole integral.Sim ilarly,for

the com putation of�V the bottom m assisnulli�ed.The resulting m assless propagator

integralisconveniently com puted with the help ofM INCER [23]which isbased on the

sym bolicm anipulation program FORM [24].

Thecounterterm softheoneloop diagram s\QCD" and \EW " ofFigure1 aresim ply

given by theirpoleterm sobtained in theabovedescribed m anner.On thetwo loop level

thesituation issom ewhatm oreinvolved,since thediagram s\IN",\OUT" and \LEFT"

contain ultravioletdivergentsubgraphs.Asisindicated in Figure2,thesesubdivergences

have to be subtracted in order to arrive at the overalldivergence ofthe corresponding

diagram s.Therem ovalofthesubdivergencesresultsin localcounterterm vertices,which

welistin theappendix.Itcan beseen thatindeed alllogarithm shavedropped out.

W hereas the counterterm s are stillgauge dependent,the QCD gauge param eter �s

cancelsin thefollowing expression forthebottom m ass:

�m b = m 0

1� ��C T
V

1+ ��C T
S

= m 0

�

1+
�s

�

1

�
+ �xt

3

2

1

�
+
�s

�
�xt
2

�

�
(11)

with �xt = G F �m
2
t=8

p
2�2.Thisleadsto the transform ation between the poleand theM S

m assofthebottom quark

M b = �m b

(1+ ��C T
S )(1� �0S)

(1� ��C T
V )(1� �0V )

= �m b

(

1+
�s

�

 
4

3
+ ln

�2

�m 2
b

!

+ �xt

 
5

4
+
3

2
ln

�2

�m 2
t

!

+
�s

�
�xt

 
9

2
� 4�(2)+

5

2
ln

�2

�m 2
t

+
5

4
ln

�2

�m 2
b

+
3

2
ln

2 �
2

�m 2
t

+
3

2
ln

�2

�m 2
t

ln
�2

�m 2
b

! )

:

(12)
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2.2 A pproach 2:Finite parts

Asa crosscheck ofthe resultEq.(12)we now wantto recalculate itin a di�erentway,

nam ely by em ploying only the�nitepartsofthecorresponding bottom selfenergy graph

asgiven in Eq.(9).The�nitepartofa diagram

��
fin

S;V = ��
full

S;V � ��sub

S;V �
��C T

S;V (13)

is obtained by subtracting the overallcounterterm ��C T
S;V and the counterterm with the

subdivergence ��sub
S;V from thefulldiagram ��

full

S;V .Pictorially thisprocedureisvisualized in

Figure3.Noticethat ��sub
S;V containsboth poleand �niteterm s.Onethereforecannotuse

thenulli�cation procedureoftheprevioussection to sim plify thecalculation.

Instead itispossibletosim plifyintegralsbyevaluatingthem onthem assshellp2 = M 2
b

[25]using theexpansion

��
full

S;V

 
�m 2
b

p2

!

= ��
full

S;V (1)+

 
�m 2
b

p2
� 1

!

��0

S;V (1)

= ��
full

S;V (1)+ 2
�
��S + ��V

�
��0

S;V (1):

(14)

The derivatives ��0

S;V � @��S;V =@(�m
2
b=p

2)m ay be conveniently obtained through deriva-

tionswith respectto �m b,thusraisingthepowerin thedenom inatoroftheintegrand.This

procedure m ay also be applied forthe calculation ofsubdivergence counterterm s,where

thecorresponding expansion reads

��sub

S;V

 
�m 2
b

p2

!

= ��sub

S;V (1)+ 2
�
��C T

S + ��C T

V

�
��0

S;V (1): (15)

The expressions forthe �nite partsofthe variouscontributionsare listed in the ap-

pendix.They lead to therelation between poleand M S bottom m ass

M b = �m b

(1� ��
fin

S )

(1+ ��
fin

V )

= �m b

(

1+
�s

�

 
4

3
+ ln

�2

�m 2
b

!

+ �xt

 
5

4
+
3

2
ln

�2

�m 2
t

!

+
�s

�
�xt

 
9

2
� 4�(2)+

5

2
ln

�2

�m 2
t

+
5

4
ln

�2

�m 2
b

+
3

2
ln

2 �
2

�m 2
t

+
3

2
ln

�2

�m 2
t

ln
�2

�m 2
b

! )

(16)

W e�nd agreem entwith Eq.(12).

2.3 A pproach 3:R enorm alization C onstants

In ourthird m ethod weproceed alongapath which dealsdirectlywith therenorm alization

constantsZ2 and Zm .To explain how both Z2;Zm arecom puted iteratively loop by loop,
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itisconvenienttoconsiderthetherenorm alized ferm ion propagatorin thefollowingform :

S
�1
R = iZ2

�

Zm �m b� p=� Zm �m b�
0
S � p=�0V

�

(17)

Herethebarebottom selfenergies�0
S;V = �

(1)0

S;V (m b;0;m t;0)+ �
(2)0

S;V (m b;0;m t;0)receive con-

tributionsfrom theoneand two loop diagram sofFigure1.Theexplixcitargum entsshall

em phasize thatallparam etersareunderstood asbarequantities.In generaltheparam e-

terlistwould also includecoupling constants,gaugeparam etersetc.Ifwenow substitute

the bare m asses in favour oftheir renorm alized counterparts at a given loop level,the

functionalform ofthe selfenergies does not change in that given order,but additional

contributionsofhigherorderareinduced:

�
(1)0

S;V (m b;0;m t;0)= �
(1)0

S;V (�m b;�m t)+ �
(2)

S;V;ind (18)

Let us �rst consider the one loop case.Having expressed Eq.(17) entirely in term s of

renorm alized quantities,the renorm alization constantsZ2;Zm m ustbe such thatthe in-

verse quark propagatoris�nite and,stated m ore precisely forthe M S schem e,thatthe

polescancel.According to theLorentzstructurethisresultsin two equations

�m bZ2Zm

�

1� �
(1)0

S (�m b;�m t)
�

!
= �nite

p=Z2

�

1+ �
(1)0

V (�m b;�m t)
�

!
= �nite;

(19)

which can besolved forZ2 and Zm .The solution forZm leadsto the oneloop resultfor

theM S m ass �m b.

Theprocedurecan then berepeated forthetwo loop case.Besidesthetwo loop result

�
(2)0

S;V also theinduced second orderterm s�
(2)

S;V;ind from thetransition to therenorm alized

param eters at the one loop iteration have to be taken into account.Solving the corre-

sponding system ofequationsgivesthe renorm alization constantsatthe two loop level.

Inversion ofEq.(3)with

Zm = 1� �xt
3

2�
�
�s

�

1

�
+
�s

�
�xt

�
3

�2
�
2

�

�

: (20)

indeed con�rm stheresultEq.(11).

2.4 A pproach 4:D erivation from O S M ass

Having approached the problem from three di�erent sides,letusdem onstrate,how the

M S bottom m asscan bederived in anotherelegantm anner.W estartwith thefollowing

ansatz forthe relation between the bare m assand the M S m assofthe bottom quark (a

sim ilarm ethod wasused in [26])and insertitinto Eq.(2):

M b = �m b

(

1+
�s

�

a

�
+ xt;0

b

�
+
�s

�
xt;0

 
c

�2
+
d

�

! )
1� �0S

1+ �0
V

(21)
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Thebaretop m assin xt;0 issubstituted through therenorm alized M S m assand theterm s

following thecurly bracketaretaken from thepolem asscalculation in Eq.(26).

Thecrucialstep istorequirethatthepolem assM b on theLHS asaphysicalquantity

m ustbe�nite.Thistranslatesintotherequirem entthatallcoe�cientsof1=� poleson the

RHS m ustvanish.Thusoneobtainsfourequationswhich can besolved fortheunknown

coe�cientsa;b;c;d.Two additionalequalitiesfollow from thefactthatthelogarithm sof

thepoleterm scancelseparately and serve asa consistency check forthesolutions

a = � 1; b= �
3

2
; c= 0; d = � 2: (22)

Insertion into Eq.(21)producesagain theresultEq.(12)and Eq.(16).

3 A pplication to the H iggs D ecay H ! b�b

In thissection weapply ourresultto thepartialHiggsboson decay rate[9,10]

�(H ! b�b)= �0M
2
b

(

1+ X t+
�s

�
X t

 

� 1� 4�(2)� 2ln
M 2

H

M 2
b

! )

(23)

where �0 = 3G F M H =4
p
2�,X t = G F M

2
t=8

p
2�2 and the renorm alization scale ischosen

as �2 = M 2
H .For our following num ericaldiscussion we use as input values a bottom

pole m ass ofM b = 4:7 GeV and a top m ass ofM t = 176 GeV.Based on �
(5)

Q C D = 233

M eV the running strong coupling constant rangesbetween �s(M H = 70 GeV) = 0:125

and �s(M H = 130 GeV)= 0:114 where �s(�)isde�ned for�ve active avours.W e now

expresstheaboveform ula forthewidth in term sofM S m assesand obtain

�(H ! b�b)= �0�m
2
b

(

1+ �xt

 
7

2
+ 3ln

M 2
H

�m 2
t

!

+
�s

�
�xt

 
175

6
� 12�(2)+ 26ln

M 2
H

�m 2
t

+ 3ln
2 M

2
H

�m 2
t

! )

:

(24)

Notice that the transform ation ofEq.(23) im plies thatthe �rst order QCD corrections

�0M
2
b(�s=�)[3� 2ln(M 2

H =M
2
b)]give rise to a contribution oforderO (�sG F �m

2
t)aswell.

Based on thegiven valuesforthepolem assesthecorresponding running m assesam ount

to �m b = 2:84=2:69GeV and �m t= 179:44=170:04GeV forM H = 70=130 GeV.In Figure4

weplotthecorrectionsofordersG F m
2
t and G F m

2
t + �sG F m

2
t according to Eqs.(23)and

(24).The curves are strongly characterized by the linear rise in M H due to the overall

factor.Fortheon-shellresulttheQCD screening oftheleading electroweak correctionsis

clearly visible.The M S curvesindicate thatthe two loop contribution islessim portant

than forthe OS schem e and suggesta betterconvergence behaviourofthe perturbation

series.
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An inspection ofEq.(24)revealsthatalllarge logarithm sln(M 2
H =M

2
b)have dropped

out.Their absorption into the running bottom m ass favours the use ofthe M S m ass

over the OS-m ass.There is no such strong preferance with respect to the top m ass,

considering thatthescalesoftheHiggsand thetop arenotasfarapartastheHiggsand

thebottom scales.Corresponding logarithm sln(M 2
H =M

2
t)thereforecannotbeconsidered

asparticularly dangerous.Instead onem ighttend to usethetop polem assasa quantity

which isby de�nition m orefeasiblein experim ents.In thiscasetheHiggsdecay ratecan

berewritten into thefollowing form

�(H ! b�b)= �0 �m
2
b

(

1+
17

3

�s

�
+ X t

 
7

2
+ 3ln

M 2
H

M 2
t

!

+
�s

�
X t

 
167

6
� 12�(2)+ 17ln

M 2
H

M 2
t

� 3ln
2 M

2
H

M 2
t

!

+

�
�s

�

�2
 

30:717�
2

3
ln
M 2

H

M 2
t

+
1

9
ln2

M 2
H

�m 2
b

!

+O (
�m 2
b

M 2
H

)+ O (�2s
M 2

H

M 2
t

)

)

:

(25)

Severalgroups have contributed to the calculation ofQCD corrections which we have

included in the form ula in �rst [13,14,27,28,29]and m assless second order [30,31].

Quadraticbottom m asscorrectionsin second order[16,33]and top quark contributions

[32,33,34]arealso available.W ehavenotwritten thesepiecesinto Eq.(25),butincluded

them in ournum ericalanalysis.

Aswasnoticedin[33]thelogarithm s�2sln
2
(M 2

H =�m
2
b)originatefrom avoursinglettype

diagram s.They arenotpresentin therateforthedecay into hadrons,butareintroduced

when the pure gluonic channelissubtracted.In Figure 5 the contributionscom ing from

the orders �s;�
2
s;G F M

2
t;�sG F M

2
t are com pared,norm alized to the Born term �Born =

�0 �m
2
b.Theelectroweak correctionsm ay carry di�erentsign depending on theHiggsm ass.

However,ascom pared to the QCD corrections,where the �rst ordercontributes about

20% and thesecond orderabout5% to thecorrections,theelectroweak contributionsare

sm all.W ith O (G F M
2
t)= � 6:6=5:4 perm ille and O (�sG F M

2
t)= � 4:3=� 3:9 perm ille

forM H = 70=130GeV thesee�ectsbecom erelevantforhigh precision experim entsatthe

percentlevel.
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A A ppendix

Theresultfrom [9]fortherelation between thepolem assand thebarem assofthebottom

quark according to Eq.(2)isreproduced below.Forconvenientuse in Section 2 thebare

m assesin �0
S and �

0
V arealready transform ed into theM S renorm alized ones.

M b = m 0

(

1+
�s

�

 
1

�
+
4

3
+ ln

�2

�m 2
b

+ �

"
8

3
+
1

2
�(2)+

4

3
ln

�2

�m 2
b

+
1

2
ln2

�2

�m 2
b

#!

+ �xt

 
3

2

1

�
+
5

4
+
3

2
ln

�2

�m 2
t

+ �

"
9

8
+
3

4
�(2)+

5

4
ln

�2

�m 2
t

+
3

4
ln2

�2

�m 2
t

#!

+
�s

�
�xt

 
1

�

"
21

4
+
3

2
ln

�2

�m 2
t

+
3

2
ln

�2

�m 2
b

#

+
77

8
�
5

2
�(2)+

15

4
ln

�2

�m 2
t

+
13

4
ln

�2

�m 2
b

+
9

4
ln

2 �
2

�m 2
t

+
3

4
ln

2 �
2

�m 2
b

+
3

2
ln

�2

�m 2
t

ln
�2

�m 2
b

! )

(26)

Theoverallcounterterm saregiven forthedi�erentdiagram s:

��C T

S (QCD )=
�s

�

1

�

�

� 1�
1

3
�s

�

��C T

V (QCD )=
�s

�

1

�

1

3
�s

��C T

S (E W )= �xt
� 2

�

��C T

V (E W )= �xt
1

2�

(27)

��C T

S (IN)=
�s

�
�xt

�
1

�2

�

1�
1

3
�s

�

+
1

�

�

�
1

3
�
1

3
�s

��

��C T

V (IN)=
�s

�
�xt

�
1

�2

1

12
�s +

1

�

1

24
�s

�
(28)

��C T

S (OUT)=
�s

�
�xt

�
1

�2

�
1

2
+
1

6
�s

�

+
1

�

�

�
5

6
�
1

6
�s

��

��C T

V (OUT)=
�s

�
�xt

�
1

�2

1

12
�s +

1

�

�

�
1

8
�s

��
(29)

��C T

S (LEFT)=
�s

�
�xt

�
1

�2

�
5

2
+
5

6
�s

�

+
1

�

�

�
1

2
+
1

2
�s

��

��C T

V (LEFT)=
�s

�
�xt

�
1

�2

�

�
1

2
�
1

3
�s

�

+
1

�

�

�
1

3
+

1

12
�s

��
(30)
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The�nitepartsoftheoneand two loop contributionsread asfollows:

��
fin

S (1� loop)=
�s

�

(

�
4

3
�
2

3
�s +

�

� 1�
1

3
�s

�

ln
�2

�m 2
b

)

+ �xt

(

� 2� 2ln
�2

�m 2
t

) (31)

��
fin

V (1� loop)=
�s

�

(
2

3
�s +

1

3
�sln

�2

�m 2
b

)

+ �xt

(
3

4
+
1

2
ln

�2

�m 2
t

) (32)

��
fin

S (2� loop)=
�s

�
�xt

(

�
37

6
�
1

2
�s + 4�(2)

+

�

� 3�
1

3
�s

�

ln
�2

�m 2
t

+

�

� 2�
2

3
�s

�

ln
�2

�m 2
b

� 2ln
2 �

2

�m 2
t

+

�

� 2�
2

3
�s

�

ln
�2

�m 2
t

ln
�2

�m 2
b

)

(33)

��
fin

V (2� loop)=
�s

�
�xt

(
2

3
�
1

3
�s +

1

4
�sln

�2

�m 2
b

+

�

�
1

6
�
2

3
�s

�

ln
�2

�m 2
t

+
1

2
ln

2 �
2

�m 2
t

+
1

6
�sln

�2

�m 2
t

ln
�2

�m 2
b

)

(34)
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Figure C aptions

Figure 1: Order O (�sG F M
2
t) self energy diagram s for the bottom quark.Thin line:

bottom quark,thick line:top quark,curly line:gluon,dashed line:Higgsghost.

Figure2:Counterterm diagram sup toorderO (�sG F M
2
t),

Figure3:Finiteterm sfordiagram sup toorderO (�sG F M
2
t).

Figure 4: Corrections to �(H ! b�b) in term s ofpole m asses (upper curves) and M S

m asses (lower curves).The solid lines are the O (G F m
2
t) contributions and the dashed

linesthesum ofO (G F m
2
t)and O (�sG F m

2
t).

Figure 5: Corrections �(H ! b�b)separately forthe ordersO (�s)(solid curve),O (�2s)

(dashed-dotted curve),O (G F M
2
t)(dashed curve)and O (�sG F M

2
t)(dotted curve).
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