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1 Introduction

Studying the properties of the H iggs boson, once it is discovered in future particle ac—
celerators, w ill be the prim e tool to experin entally probe the details of the electroweak
symm etry breaking m echanisn In the Standard M odel. O fparticular interest w ill be the
H iggsboson decay Into bottom quarks, since the decay channelH ! Iodom hnates in the
Intemm ediate Higgsmass rangeM 5y < 2M i . This process w ill be even m ore In portant,
ifpossble hints for new physics e ects in the reported descrepancy [} between the m ea—
sured partial Z boson width Ry, into bottom quarks and its theoretical prediction should
happen to substantiate. Sin ilar e ectsm ight then also be visbl n H iggsdecaysH ! bb
and em phasize the need for precise Standard M odel predictionsto H ! Dbb).

As a consequence much work has been spent on the calculation of radiative correc—
tions to H iggs processes in the past and excellent review s on H iggs phenom enology can
be found in the literature [, 3]. P revious works conceming the partialrate H ! bb)
include electrow eak one loop corrections {4,5, 6], the calculations ofuniversal and nonuni-
versal corrections of the order O ( G¢M ?) [7,8,9, 10], and recently even a three loop
O ( 2GgM ?) calulation was presented [11, 12]. N onuniversal corrections to the vertex
H I Involve the virtual top quark through H iggs ghost exchange. Their top m ass en—
hancement / m E due to Yukawa couplings distinguishes them from sin ilar vertices of the
H iggsboson to other quark avours.

In ourearlierwork [{]the diagram s of F igure”, were considered in the heavy top lim it
MZ MZ.Thetwo loop O ( (GyM ?) relation between the bare massm ; and the on—
shell ©S) massM , ofthe bottom quark was presented and the corrections to the partial
H iggs w idth were expressed in tem s of M y,.

TheM S renom alization schem e on the other hand is the com m only used renom aliza—
tion prescription in higher order Q CD calculations. A part from calculational convenience
its concept of the running bottom m ass m, allow s the absorption of large logarithm s
hM M 2) (seeg. [13,14,15,14]) and causes the perturbation series to converge m ore
rapidly than in the OS scheme. &t is therefore of cbvious Interest to adopt the notion
of the inning M S mass m,, In the H iggs decay rate also for the case when electroweak
corrections are ncluded.

For this reason we have calculated the two loop relation oforderO ( Gy M tz) between
the on—chellm ass and the M S renom alized m ass of the bottom quark (fora discussion at
the one Joop Jlevel see {17]). This transform ation from one renom alization schem e to the
other allows to express H ! bb) to the order O ( ;GyM tz) throughout in tem s of the
munningmassmy,.

The problem isapproached In ourdi erent ways. A llm ethods are leading to the sam e
answer and thusprovide pow erflil crosscheck s beyond the standard consistency checks such
as gauge nvariance.

In order to introduce our notation let us start from the bare Lagrangian and consider



the bare ferm ion propagator for the bottom quark
S;' =imo B m g Byl 1)

W e have not written the temn p 5 2 for notational sin plicity, since for all quark m ass
relationsbelow , becom es relevant only In higher order electrow eak corrections O (Gg ),
which we do not consider in thiswork.W e quote our previous result forthe O ( Gy M t2)
bottom polm ass

1 3
My=m : 2
b 01"'8 @)

in Eq.Q8) ofthe appendix, where for hter convenience J and J are expressed in tem s

oftheM S massesm, andm ;.

By rescaling its param eters the bare Lagrangian can be written as the sum of the
renom alized Lagrangian and the counterterm Lagrangian. O ur interest focuses on the
renom alization constants Z, and Z, rwlating the bare wavefinction and m ass of the
bottom quark to their renom alized equivalents

0=25 ; M o= ZyMmp: 3)

Here we adopt the M S renom alization schem e as is indicated through bars. The renor-
m alized bottom quark propagator accordingly reads

St = 7,5,

imy, B ms Pvt @2, Imy, p@ 1)

For the determ ation of the M S bottom m ass we perform our calulations according to
the follow ng di erent strategies.

In Section 21 the overall counterterm s §7; o' to the bottom selfenergy are com —
puted in theM S scheme.W ih

Zz =1 ST
©®)
ZZn =1+ 7T
one cbtains the relation between the M S and bare m asses
1 CT
\
mp=mog————: (6)
1+ ¢7

In combination wih Eq.{) this leads to the transform ation rule between O S—and M S
m asses of the bottom quark.

_a+ fha 9
Mb—mb(l ST)(]_ 8). (7)



In Section 22 a di erent approach is used to verify the ndings of Section 21.The
renom alized bottom quark propagator Eq.) is rew ritten in the fom

n o
SRl=imb 1 st gT pl+ v \C]T @)

sSr

with 5= Z,2, 2; v = Z, J.W e check by explicit calculation ofthe nite parts of
the bottom quarks selfenergies ¢ °; o that the relation

a st §')
Mb: my CT
(l+ \Y% v ) (9)
fin
@ s )
= My fin
+ )

is indeed equivalent to the prescription Eq.(7).
In Section 2.3 our problm is considered from a third point of view , which becom es
transparent by expressing the renom alized quark propagator In the follow ing form

Sg' = 122 Zump P HMp g Py (L0)
This expression is nite if the bare param eters in 2, are substituted in favour of the
renom alized ones. O ne therefore can solve for Z, and Z, recursively, ie. Joop by loop.
T he renom alization constant Z, ladsthen to the sam e result form, as in the previous
sections.

Finally we dem onstrate in Section 2.4 that another sin pl derivation of the result is
possible, based on the earlier determm ination of the bottom pole m ass and leading to the
samemy, again.

The results are then applied in Section 3 to the partialdecay rate #H ! bb). The
num erical size of the corrections are given and the renom alization schem e dependence is
discussed.

2 Calculation oftheM S Renom alized B ottom M ass

2.1 Approach 1:Countertem s

W e calulate the M S countertem s on a graph by graph basis in this section.Perde nition
oftheM S schem e counterterm vertices consist of poke tem s only and are therefore easier
to com pute than fulldiagram s. T he integrals represented by the graphs in F igure™, involve
severalm ass scales. V ia electrow eak interactions the top quark and the H iggs ghost com e
Into play w ith their respective scalesM  and M . In the heavy top J:'mit:Mt2 ! 1 one
hasM 2 M Z.Since we consider only the leading tem / M ? in the power series of the
Inverse top m ass, one can neglect My right from the beginning. A s a consequence the
electrow eak gauge param eter drops out trivially. T he heavy m ass expansion [1§,19,20,21]



has developed into a well established technique and was sucessfully used in a number of
applications. For a m ore detailed description the reader is referred for example to R2].
Them ain virtue of thism ethod is the factorization ofa m ultiloop integral containing the
heavy top quark into an integralw ith less num ber of loops and m assive tadpole integrals.

T his decom position is operative in our problem aswell. Two loop integrals eventually
factorize into a one loop tadpole and a one loop propagator integral, where the latter
Involves two scales, nam ely the bottom m ass and the extermalm om entum . H ow ever, being
Interested In the pol parts only, the m atter sim pli es even m ore. Since the polk tem s
are Independent of m asses and m om enta, one can conveniently nullify either of them .
Care must be taken that no sourious infrared divergencies are introduced in thisway. In
our case we have obtained the pol parts to s by setting the extermal m om entum to
zero, thus reducing the m assive propagator Integral to a tadpole integral. Sim ilarly, for
the com putation of y the bottom m ass is nulli ed. T he resulting m asskss propagator
integral is conveniently com puted w ith the help of M INCER [3] which is based on the
sym bolic m anjpulation program FORM R4].

T he countertem s of the one loop diagram s \QCD " and \EW " of F igure, are sinply
given by their pole tem s obtained in the above described m anner. O n the two loop level
the situation is som ew hat m ore nvolved, since the diagram s \IN", \OUT" and \LEFT"
contain ultraviokt divergent subgraphs. A s is ndicated in F igure 2, these subdivergences
have to be subtracted In order to arrive at the overall divergence of the corresponding
diagram s. T he ram oval of the subdivergences results In local counterterm vertices, which
we list in the appendix. It can be seen that indeed all logarithm s have dropped out.

W hereas the countertemm s are still gauge dependent, the QCD gauge param eter
cancels In the ollow ng expression for the bottom m ass:

11)

P -
wih x. = GypmZ=8 2 2.This kads to the transfom ation between the pol and the M S
m ass of the bottom quark

@+ §Ha 3)
Mp= mp CT 0
@ Hha 9 |
2" 2"
s 4 5 3
= my 1+ — —+]r1—2 +Xt —+—:|rl—2
3 my 4 2 mg |
2 2 2 2 2 )
s 5 3.,
+ —x¢ 4 Q+-h—+-h—+_-_h"—+_h—h—
: 4 5 2 mg 2 mg mj



2.2 Approach 2:F inite parts

As a cross check of the result Eq.{12) we now want to recalculate it in a di erent way,
nam ely by em ploying only the nite parts of the corresponding bottom self energy graph
asgiven in Eq.(9). The nite part of a diagram

fin _ full sub CT
Sy = s¥ SW S 13)

is obtained by subtracting the overall counterterm gf, and the counterterm w ith the

subdivergence 2% from the full diagram §‘;Vn. P ictorially this procedure is visualized in
Figure 3. Notice that §}; containsboth pole and nite tem s. O ne therefore cannot use

the nulli cation procedure of the previous section to sim plify the calculation.
Instead i ispossble to sin plify integralsby evaluating them on them assshellp? = M /
R5] using the expansion

2 2
m m
full b guvll (l) + b 1 g;v (l)

S; Y ; Y
VP = 14)

= S W+2 s+ v g, D

The derivatives 3 Q s =@ mZ=p®) m ay be conveniently obtained through deriva-
tionsw ith respect tom p, thus raising the power In the denom inator ofthe Integrand. T his
procedure m ay also be applied for the calculation of subdivergence countertem s, where
the corresponding expansion reads

sub b _ sub (l) + 2 gT + \C]T g;V (l): (15)

SV p2 SV
T he expressions for the nite parts of the various contrdbutions are listed In the ap—
pendix. They Jead to the relation between pok and M S bottom m ass

@ M)
((1+ v ) 1 1
s 4 2 5 3. 2
= Myp 1+ — —+]I'l—2 +Xt —+—h—2
3 my 4 2 m¢ |
9 5 2 5 2 3 2 2 2')
+—=% - 4 @Q+-h—+-h—+-n*—+-h—h—
2 2 mg 4 mg 2 mg 2 mi mj

We ndagreement wih Eq.@2).

2.3 Approach 3:Renom alization C onstants

In ourthird m ethod we proceed along a path w hich deals directly w ith the renom alization
constants Z, and Z, .To explain how both Z,;Z, are com puted iteratively loop by loop,



it is convenient to consider the the renom alized ferm ion propagator n the follow Ing fom :

Sp! =12y Zpymy, B %My g Py a7

. o _ o . @)0 . .
Here the bare bottom selfenergies g, = gy MpoiMyg) T gy Mpoim o) receive con—

trbutions from the one and two loop diagram s ofF igure ;. T he explixcit argum ents shall
em phasize that all param eters are understood as bare quantities. In general the param e~
terlist would also Include coupling constants, gauge param eters etc. If we now substitute
the bare m asses In favour of their renom alized counterparts at a given loop lvel, the
functional form of the selfenergies does not change in that given order, but additional
contrbutions of higher order are Induced:

s @uoiMue) = Sv Mpmo)+  $oig 18)
Let us st consider the one loop case. Having expressed Eq.(]) entirely in term s of
renom alized quantities, the renom alization constants Z,;Z, must be such that the in—
verse quark propagator is nite and, stated m ore precisely forthe M S schem e, that the
poles cancel. A coording to the Lorentz structure this results in two equations

@®o ! .
MmpZoZy 1 s M p;m ) = nite

19)
BZ, 1+ 4 @pmy) = nie;

which can be solved forZ, and Z, .The solution for Z,, leads to the one loop resul for
theM S massm be

T he procedure can then be repeated for the two loop case. Besides the two loop result

5(2\),0 also the induced second order temm s fz, .ng from the transition to the renom alized

param eters at the one loop iteration have to be taken into acoount. Solring the corre-

soonding system of equations gives the renom alization constants at the two loop level.

Inversion ofEq.Q3) with
1 3
Zn = 1 ®- ——+ —x — - : 20)

indeed con m s the resuk Eq.({l1).

24 Approach 4:D erivation from O S M ass

Having approached the problem from three di erent sides, ket us dem onstrate, how the
M S bottom m ass can be derived in another elegant m anner. W e start w ith the ollow ing
ansatz for the relation between the bare m ass and the M S m ass of the bottom quark (@
sin ilarm ethod was used in P§]) and hsert it into Eq.Q):

( )

<a s c d 1 g
Mp=myp 1+ ——=+ Xg—+ —Xg0 —+ -

@1)



Thebare top m ass in x,y is substituted through the renom alized M S m ass and the tem s
ollow ing the curly bracket are taken from the pok m ass caloulation in Eq.28).

T he crucial step is to require that the polem assM , on the LH S as a physical quantity
mustbe nite.Thistranslates nto the requirem ent that allcoe cientsofl= polson the
RH S must vanish. T hus one cbtains four equations which can be solved for the unknown
coe cients a;b;c;d. Two additional equalities follow from the fact that the logarithm s of
the pole temm s cancel ssparately and serve as a consistency check for the solutions

a= 1; b= —; c=0; d= 2: (22)

Insertion into Eq.@1) produces again the result Eq.{12) and Eq.{§).

3 Application to the H iggsDecay H ! b

In this section we apply our resul to the partial H iggs boson decay rate @,10]
( D)
M
H! b= M7 1+X+—X. 1 4 (@) 211;14% 23)

p_ p_
where (= 3GrMy=4 2 ,X.= GrM ?=8 2 ? and the renom alization scale is chosen

as %= M ?.For our ollow ing num erical discussion we use as nput values a bottom

pokemassofMy = 477 GeV and a top massofM = 176 GV .Based on éSéD = 233
M &V the munning strong coupling constant rangesbetween My = 70G&V) = 0425
and My = 130GeV) = 0dl4dwhere () isde ned or ve active avours.W e now

express the above form ula for the w idth in tem s of M S m asses and cbtain
( !

2 7 Mg
H ! bb) = oMy, 1+ X 54‘ 3n >
me L) (24)
s 175 M 2 , M 2
+—x. — 12 @+ 26In——+ 3I°—
6 mg mg

N otice that the transfom ation of Eq.23) inplies that the rst order QCD corrections

MZ(=)B 2hMZ=M2)]give rse to a contrbution of order O ( (Grm?) aswell
Based on the given values for the pole m asses the corresponding running m asses am ount
tomy = 284=269GeV andm = 179:44=17004 GeV forM 4 = 70=130 GeV .n Figure 4
we plot the corrections oforders Gym? and Gym 2+ ,Grm? according to Egs.£3) and
©@4). The curves are strongly characterized by the linear rise in My due to the overall
factor. For the on—shellresult the QCD screening of the leading electrow eak corrections is
clarly visble. The M S curves indicate that the two Joop contrdution is Jess in portant
than for the O S schem e and suggest a better convergence behaviour of the perturbation
series.



An insgpection of Eq.@4) reveals that all lJarge logarithm s n 1 2 =M ) have dropped
out. Their absorption Ito the munning bottom m ass favours the use of the M S m ass
over the O S-mass. There is no such strong preferance with respect to the top m ass,
considering that the scales of the H iggs and the top are not as far apart as the H iggs and
the bottom scales. C orresponding logarithm s n M 7 =M ?) therefore cannot be considered
as particularly dangerous. Instead one m ight tend to use the top pol m ass as a quantity
which isby de nition m ore feasbl in experim ents. In this case the H iggs decay rate can
be rew ritten into the follow Ing form

H ! bb) 2 1+ 17 S+ X Ty 3JnM§
. = m PR — —
op 3 £ 2 M 2 |
167 M 2 '
+—X ¢ - 2o 17JnM—H2 3JI%MH2
) ¢ , ! ¢ @5)
2 2. M 1.,M
+ — 30717 —h—S+ -
3 M¢ 9 mg
m? Mz)
+0 (—2)+0 (22
M "M

Several groups have contrbuted to the calculation of QCD corrections which we have
included i the formula in st U3, 14, 27, 28, 29] and m asskess second order [3Q, 31].
Quadratic bottom m ass corrections in second order [16, 33] and top quark contributions
B2,33,34] are also available.W e have not w ritten these pieces into Eq.(25), but inclided
them In our num erical analysis.

A swasnoticed n B3]the logarithm s 2 In® M 2 =m 2) orighate from avour singlkt type
diagram s. T hey are not present In the rate for the decay into hadrons, but are introduced
when the pure gluionic channel is subtracted. In F igure § the contrbutions com ing from
the orders ; %;GyM ?; GrM ? are com pared, nom alized to the Bom tem o =

om f, . The electroweak correctionsm ay carry di erent sign depending on the H iggsm ass.
However, as com pared to the QCD oorrections, where the rst order contributes about
20% and the second order about 5% to the corrections, the electrow eak contributions are
amallW ith O GeM ?) = 6654 permileand O (GgM ) = 43= 39 permile
forM 3 = 70=130 G &V these e ectsbecom e relevant for high precision experim ents at the
peroent level.
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A Appendix

The resul from [] orthe relation between the polem ass and the barem ass ofthe bottom
quark according to Eq.@) is reproduced below . For convenient use in Section 2 the bare

0 0

massesin ) and { are already transform ed into the M S renom alized ones.
( 1] #|
s 1 4 2 8 1 4 2 ,
Mb: m o 1+ — —+—+]r1—2+ -+ — (2)+—]I'1—2+—]n—2
3 0 3 2 3 : my
" #1
31 5 3 2 9 3 2 3., 2
+X ——+ -+ -h— “+S @Q+-h—+ - —
2 4 2 mg 8 4# ¢ 4 mg
121 3 % 3 °
P I ©6)
4 2 mi 2 m}
+ T3 )+ 5ln 2+l3]n 2
m{ 4 m}
1)
9 5 2 3 5 2 3 2 2
+-h"—+-h"—+_-_h—h—
4 mi{ 4 mf{ 2 mf myg
T he overall countertem s are given for the di erent diagram s:
1 1
sT@cp)= —== 1 =,
3
11
viecp)= —-=
@7)
CT 2
I (EW): Xe——
1
\C;T(EW)= Xt2_
1 1 1 1 1
ST = —x < 1 3s 7 3 3=
28)
1 1
CT _ _ s - - -
v (]N)_ Xt 2125+ 245
1 1 1 1 5 1
STOuT)= 2% = —+=4 += = =
° 2.2 6 6 6
29)
1 1
7TOUT) = —xe S ot - o
ST WEFT) Loy2 b 1!
s = — X% -5 3 ~ s - = S s
2.2 6 2 2 30)
T LEFT) 1 1 1 +l 1+ 1
= —X e —_ —_ —_— — _
v 22 3° 3 12°



The nite parts ofthe one and two loop contributions read as ollow s:

(
. 4 2 1 z
1 bop)= — 2 et 1 3s D
m
( ,) > G
+ x¢ 2 2h—
mi
( )
. 2 1 2
1 bop)= = St e
m
( ) (32)
Fx S+ ih i
% 24—
4 2 m?
(
fin s 37 1
s @ Iloop)=—x ? §s+4 @)
2 2
+ 3}s]n—+ 2§an— 33)
3 m? 3 m 2
t ) b
2 2 2 2
2 —+ 2 =, h—h—
b 3 mg mg
(
fin(2 o ) s 2 1 +l n 2
op) = —X - = - —
v P 3 3% 4° m?
2
P (34)
6 3 m ?
l 5 2 l 2 2)
+-nP—+ > . h—h—
27 mZ 6° m? 2
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Figure C aptions

Figure 1: Oxder O ( GgM tz) *=lIf energy diagram s for the bottom quark. Thin lne:
bottom quark, thick line: top quark, curly line: glion, dashed line: H iggs ghost.

Figure 2: Counterterm diagram sup to orderO ( ;GyM t2),
Figure 3: F inite term s ordiagram sup to orderO ( Gz M 7).

Figure 4: Comectionsto H ! bb) in temm s of pole m asses (upper curves) and M S
masses (ower curves). The solid lnes are the O (GFmE) contributions and the dashed
lines the sum ofO Grm?Z) and O ( Grm?).

Figure 5: Corrections H ! bb) ssparately for the orders O ( ) (solid cuxrve), O ( 2)
([dashed-dotted curve), 0 GyM ?) (dashed curve) and O ( (GpM ?) (dotted curve).
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