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corrections to the widths of these decays are taken into account for the first time.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The discovery of the Higgs boson at LHC [1,2] was a
triumph for the Standard Model and ushered in a new era in
high-energy physics, marked by intensive research on the
properties of this particle at LHC (see, for example, [3]).
However, for a more detailed investigation of the
Higgs boson new facilities are needed. Currently, several
projects are discussed, such as ILC, FCC, and the muon
collider. The energy range announced for FCC is
/s =90 +400 GeV [4] and /s = 250 GeV is proposed
for ILC [5]. In the project of muon collider, it is planned to
implement the pu~ collisions at energies from 3 TeV to
14 TeV [6]. At all these facilities a detailed study of
numerous Higgs boson decays is expected. In this paper
we theoretically consider Higgs boson decays into pairs of
vector quarkonia within QCD one-loop accuracy. The
predicted partial widths of H — V'V’ decays are quite small,
however, such processes attract the researchers due to their
good signatures and high-attainable mass resolutions.

First estimations of decay width of Higgs boson into
a pair of heavy quarkonia were done in [7] and [8]. In
study [8] the process of Higgs boson decay into quarko-
nium pairs through the direct interaction of Higgs and a
heavy quark was discussed at the lowest QCD order as
shown in Fig. 1(a). The study [7] was devoted to decay into
quarkonium pairs in the process H — y*y* — VV’, where
the intermediate virtual photons are produced through the
fermionic loop as shown in Fig. 2(a). These studies were
continued in the works [9-11].
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From the theoretical side, Higgs boson decay modes
with a heavy quarkonium in a final state might be pretty
interesting for testing the charm-quark and bottom-quark
Yukawa couplings. In this regard two more decay modes
must be mentioned: H — Vy and H — VQQ. Predictions
for the H — Vy decay have been known for a long
time [12] and have recently improved using several
approaches [13—15]. The authors of [13] point out that
such decay rates are sensitive to gy coupling and can
possibly probe this coupling directly at the LHC.
Nevertheless in such decays the “indirect” contribution
(which is free of gy interaction) dominates, and therefore
JHoo estimation is accessible only through the direct-
indirect interference term. The perspectives for gyop
measurement at LHC in the H — VQQ decay mode are
discussed in [16]. In the latter case the heavy-quark
fragmentation decay mechanism obviously dominates.
Meanwhile, the presence of two hadronic jets in the
inclusive sample makes an experimental analysis rather
challenging. Finally, we have to stress that neither of
mentioned decay modes have been observed so far.

Returning to the decays into quarkonium pairs, one
should note that they have a very good experimental
signature; H — V(— IT17)V'(— [*17). For this reason,
despite the expected theoretical suppression, these proc-
esses are already being sought experimentally. To date, the
following upper limits have been achieved by the CMS
Collaboration [17,18]:

Br(H — J/¥J/¥) < 3.8 x 1074,

Br(H — TY) < 1.7 x 1073.
Obviously, these searches should be complemented by the
accurate theoretical evaluation within SM. The certain

theoretical interest lies in inspecting the example, where
the subprocesses, different in terms of the orders by
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FIG. 1.

(d)

Tree-level diagrams for H — VV decay. Several contributions are shown: (a) quark-gluon contribution; (b) quark-photon

contribution; (c) and (d) Z-boson contribution. The complete set includes four nonzero diagrams of each type (a) and (b) plus one
nonzero diagram of each type (c) and (d). The gray ovals express the quarkonium final states.

(a) (b)

+ ghosts

(c)

FIG. 2. Diagrams for H — VV decay through the subdecay H — y*y*. Diagrams include: (a) fermionic loops and (b),(c) bosonic
loops. Account for the diagrams with ghost loops is a subject of gauge choice. The gray ovals express the quarkonium final states.

coupling constants, yield comparable contributions to the
total amplitude.

In the present work we study the different mechanisms of
Higgs decay into the pairs J/ywJ /y, TY, and J /Y within
the QCD one-loop accuracy and estimate the role of the
direct mechanism therein. In the main text we consider the
analytic formulas for two identical mesons in a final state
while the formulas for J /y Y case are given in the Appendix.

II. NONRELATIVISTIC QCD FACTORIZATION
AND WORKFLOW

The production of double heavy bound states is effec-
tively described by the nonrelativistic QCD (NRQCD)
factorization [19-21]. The factorization formalism is intro-
duced to factor out the perturbative degrees of freedom in
order to separate the production mechanism into hard
(short-distance) and soft (long-distance) subprocesses.
Given the fact that my > mgyv, where v is the velocity
of heavy quark in quarkonium, the short-distance inter-
action corresponds to the perturbative part of QQ-pair
production, whereas the long-distance interaction describes
the bound state formation and dynamics.

In our computations of the decay matrix elements we
start from the matrix element H — Q(po)Q(pp)Q (Por)
Q'(pg) with heavy quarks and antiquarks defined on their
mass shells, pg, = p2Q = mp and pj, = pZQ, = mp,. As we
assign v = 0 before the projection onto the bound states V
and V', each quark carries away half the momentum of the

corresponding meson. To construct the bound states, we
replace the spinor products v(pg)it(pg) and v(py )i(py)
by the appropriate covariant projectors for color-singlet
spin-triplet states with a zero relative velocity as per

—-m 1
HV(Pvm):—z\/i ¢®\/—N—C,
HV/(P’,m’)—Pz\_/%nﬁ"@\/;v—, (1)

where P and P’ are momenta of the mesons, m = 2mQ,
N, =3, ¢, and ¢ are polarizations of the vector mesons,
satisfying the following constraints: ¢ - ¢* = —1,¢- P =0,
€-é"=-1,¢-P =0.

The factorized matrix element within the framework of
NRQCD has the form specified as

(0)2(0y) 2

mm'N,

AVV' = MMD(P, P/)G”GL, (2)

where M (P, P')e,¢, is the perturbative matrix element of
Higgs decay into the two quark-antiquark pairs, projected
onto the two vector quark-antiquark states with momenta P
and P’ by means of the projectors (1); (Oy) and (Oy) are
vacuum-saturated analogs of the NRQCD matrix element
(0(®S))) defined in [19]. Using the relation to the wave
function at origin ¥(0)* = 73~ (O) one can rewrite (2)
through ¥, (0), ¥/ (0) as follows:
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4
Ayy = TV(O)TV’(O)\/%MW(P’P/)GWL' 3)

For compatibility with the previous articles on H — VV
decay study [7-11] in the text we follow the form of
writing (3).

The computation of tree-level diagrams is organized with
the help of two packages: FeynArts [22] for generation of
matrix elements and FeynCale [23] for further symbolic
calculation. For the computation of one-loop diagrams
we use a more complicated toolchain; FeynArts [22] —
FeynCalc [23] — FIRE [24] — X [25].

To calculate the amplitudes with a loop we set the
relative momenta of heavy quark-antiquark motion inside
quarkonia to zero before carrying out loop integrations
rather than resorting to much more expensive matching
calculations (see Ref. [26] for details). After the projection
onto the bound states, traces calculation and calculation of
color factors the tensor integrals are reduced to scalar ones
by means of Passarino-Veltman reduction. The infrared
divergent integrals are optionally simplified by partial
decomposition of fractions to integrals with fewer propa-
gators. The FIRE package provides the complete reduction
of the obtained integrals to master integrals, using the IBP
reduction strategy based on the Laporta algorithm [27].
After the FIRE reduction only one-, two- and three-point
master integrals A, By, C, are left in the amplitudes. The
master integrals are handled in the representation of X
package.

III. CONTRIBUTIONS WITHOUT A GLUON LOOP

There are two tree-level contributions to the process
under study, described by the diagrams, in which a pair of
heavy quarks is being produced in a direct interaction with
a Higgs boson. In case of H — Vy or H — VQQ decays
these contributions are known from literature as “direct”

TABLE L.

ones [13-16]. In the first contribution a pair of heavy
quarks emits a virtual gluon: H — QQ + g(— [Q'Q']) as
shown in Fig. 1(a). In this study we will refer to this
mechanism as a quark-gluon one. In the second contribu-
tion a pair of heavy quarks emits a virtual photon—
H — Q0 +y(— [Q'Q'];)—as shown in Fig. 1(b). We
will refer to the last mechanism as a quark-photon one.
Despite the fact that the amplitudes of these two contri-
butions are proportional to different coupling constants
(o, and a respectively), their values are comparable due to
the different structures of propagators.

The contribution of quark-gluon and quark-photon sub-
processes to the Higgs boson decay width into two
equivalent mesons V has a simple analytic form [8,10],

128/27G |y (0)|*/r2 /4 = 1(1* — 4r2 + 6)

dir _
vy = 9r'M3,

X [8a, + 9aer?]?, (4)
where r = ZZ—C’ = % The small value of a is compensated by

the large coefficient 7%; r> ~10° for charmonium-pair

and r?> ~ 10% for bottomonium pairs. As seen from (4),
the amplitudes of two regarded mechanisms interfere
constructively.

According to our estimations, the quark-gluon contri-
bution is essential only in case of decay into T7Y.
Obviously, the quark-gluon mechanism is absent in case
of the decay into J/yv'Y—a pair of quarkonia with different
hidden flavors. The quark-photon mechanism essentially
contributes to both decays into J/wJ/y and YT and
dominates in the decay into J/wY. The estimated decay
widths for each of the discussed contributions are presented
in Table I.

Except for the direct-decay mechanisms there are two
decay mechanisms going through the intermediate Higgs

Decay widths at the next-to-leading approximation by a; in units 107!? GeV. The values are calculated at scale y = My

with wave functions [28] and masses m,,, = 3.10 GeV, my = 9.46 GeV.

Width in 10712 GeV at u = My,

Mechanism Figure H-J/ylJly H->TTY H-J/yY
Main contribution Quark-gluon 1(a) 8.34 x 107 0.22 —
Quark-photon 1(b) 2.25 0.42 5.61
Vector-boson 1(c,d) 0.48 3.82 0.19
EW-loop 2 29.04 0.06 3.48
Total 19.62 4.90 3.02
Correction Quark-gluon 3 -0.64 (=3.3%) —-0.09 (—1.8%) — —
Quark-photon 4 4.57 (+23%) —0.40 (-82%) —1.48 (—49%)
Vector-boson 5 0.16 (+0.8%) -0.84 (=17%) -0.27 (—8.9%)
Total (with corrections) 23.72 3.57 1.27
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decay into two virtual bosons; either photons or Z-bosons.
With respect to the direct ones these two decay mechanisms
might be called as “indirect”. Let us move to their detailed
consideration.

First indirect decay mechanism considers Higgs decay
into two virtual photons via a fermionic or bosonic loop,
H — y*y* > VV’, as shown in Fig. 2. We will refer to this
mechanism as an electroweak(EW)-loop one. In case of the
H — yy decay into two real photons the loop factor
J(r7. ryy) is well known [29-31]. Under approximation
of negligible virtuality of intermediate photons we have
derived the following expression for Higgs decay width
into two equivalent mesons V:

18v2Gpa’ely| Wy (0)[*
M3
x r(rt —4r? + 6)|J(r}, )%,

r’/4 —

FEW loop

(5)

where J(r7,ryy) ~1 is a complex-valued loop factor
accounting for quark and W-boson loops, J(r J% r%v) =

ZfN eZA (r )+AW(rW) and rp = é"dn’;, Fw = 2M
for example, [31] and formulas (1-4) therein for deﬁmtlon
of A; and Ay functions.

Since formulas (4) and (5) have been derived from
amplitudes with the same Lorentz structures, they can be
easily joined as per

2 2
.AEW loop MH - 2mV _

128v27G £ | Wy (0)[*\/7? /4= 1(r* =412 +6)

dir+EW- loop
r Tas3
Or' My,

Vv

9
8a§+9aeQr +8—a eQ 4J f,rw)‘
(6)

Equation (6) demonstrates that the EW-loop contribution is
enhanced by a factor a?r* with respect to the quark-photon
one. Bearing in mind ar? ~ 10 for charmonium pairs and
ar? ~ 1 for bottomonium pairs one might conclude that in
case of the decay into J/wJ/y this contribution is to be
dominant. Our numerical estimations confirm this sugges-
tion (see Table I).

It should be noted that the naive consideration of loop
contributions described above leads to the loss of additional
structure in the amplitude, which appears due to the
virtuality of intermediate photons. Within this approach
the amplitude corresponding to the decay width (5) can be
expressed as per

AEW loop

G A fer M2 PP

2
2mv my my

(7)
In contrast, the rigorous consideration of virtual photons

gives rise to a more complex amplitude, which consists of
two structures,

Pv‘e/*PV/'G

2 .2 2 * 1%
v J(rf,rW,r ){e €

2
2my,

my

*
mv}

P -
+K(r},r%V,r2){ v

my my

The loop factors j(r]%, 3, r?) and K(rj%,r%v,ﬂ) have
been obtained within the already mentioned toolchain
FeynArts — FeyncCalc — FIRE — X.

As it is shown in [13] and as confirmed by our
calculations, the structure (7) is enough to describe the
amplitude of the process H — Vy with an accuracy up to
O(1/7%). However that is wrong for the process H — V'V,
where both the structures (8) should be taken into account.
According to our exact calculation, accounting for the
second structure, proportional to K (rjzc 12, %), increases
the loop contribution by approximately 20%. The analo-
gous comment has been made in Ref. [11], where the
discussed processes were studied within the relativistic
quark model. We point out that in Table I we provide the

I PV/-e*M%,—Zm%/}{PV"e* Py

. el* M2 _ 2m2
H V}. (8)

2 2
2my, my my 2my,

|
correct values using the complete expression (8) for EW-
loop amplitude.

The second indirect decay mechanism for the studied
process originates from Higgs decay into two virtual
Z-bosons, H - Z*Z* — VV', as shown in Figs. 1(c) and
1(d). We will refer to this mechanism as a vector-boson one.
Note, that unlike the EW-loop decay mechanism, where
essential is only the diagrams with each of the final mesons
being formed in a y* — V transition (see Fig. 2), a
contribution of the diagram (d) in Fig. 1 is not suppressed,
since the propagators of intermediate bosons are massive
[M; ~ My, compare two terms in parentheses in (9)].

The expression for decay width into two equivalent
mesons V through the vector boson mechanism can be
written out as follows:
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167/272Gpa®| ¥y (0

V44— lM‘éMH(r4/4 -2 +3)

6(911 ) (gb ) + (ga )

FVb —
v r3sin*20y,

where ¢¢ = T¢ —2e,sin?6y and ¢f =T9, ey—the
quark charge, T3Q—the third component of weak isospin
and )i, " - € > = (r*/4 = r* + 3). Such a contribution
dominates in case of decay into Y'Y, while in case of decay
into J/wJ/w or J/yY it appears to be negligible with
respect to the above-mentioned contributions.

It is meaningful to mention the signs of the interference
terms between all the discussed contributions. The total
decay width is proportional to

I~ |AQQ+AQ7+Avb +AEW—]oop|2. (10)

In the right-hand side of (10) the amplitudes A*® and
AEW-0op (a5 well as AQ9 and A7) interfere constructively
with each other. The rest four direct-indirect interference
terms are destructive: 2Re[A29 - AEW-ooP] < 0, etc. A more
particular conclusion about negative interference between
EW-loop and quark-photon amplitudes has been made
in [13,15] with regard to H — Vy decay.

IV. GLUON-LOOP CORRECTIONS

QCD corrections to the EW-loop decay mechanism are
fairly well studied within the Higgs decay into two photons
(see for example the first works [32,33]). At present the
loop factor J(r7, ryy,) entering (7), is known through three

loops by a, [34]. The correction size is well under control
and restricted to < 2%.

QCD corrections to the direct-decay mechanisms are
known only for decay H — Vy driven by the quark-photon
mechanism [12,14]. In this study we concentrate on the
estimation of one-loop QCD corrections to the quark-
gluon, quark-photon, and vector-boson mechanisms con-
tributing to H — V'V’ decay. The examples of the diagrams
describing these corrections are schematically shown in
Figs. 3-5."

At the next-to-leading order we evaluate three sets of
dlagrams whose amplitudes are designated as ANLO,

ANLO, A . In order to distinguish the one-loop correc-
tions to the tree-level amplitudes from amplitude of the
EW-loop mechanism in the text, we stick to the term “gluon
loop” correction. Hence amplitudes for all the contribu-
tions, shown in Figs. 1-5, are combined as

A= ALY+ A%+ A ABWoop, (11)

'Note, that in our study we do not single out a contribution of a
top quark to the decay like it was considered, for example, in [9].
Instead we include the diagram (b) in Fig. 3 into Ag{o as a one-
loop correction to the quark-gluon mechanism.

©)

(MZ— i (M= M%,/4> ’

Agluon loop — ‘ANLO + ‘ANLO + ANLO’ (12)
where subscripts “LO” and “NLO” refer to the a
expansion.

Within the quark-photon decay mechanism the decay
H — Vy* is followed by the transition y* — V. These two
subprocesses are entirely separated and obviously take
place at different scales, so it seems reasonable to treat the
gluon corrections to the hard part of the amplitude and to
the relatively soft part of the amplitude separately. We take
into account the O(a;) correction only to the hard part of
the amplitude, i.e., to the decay H — Vy*. The diagrams of
type Fig. 4(e) have been skipped in our estimations, insofar
as such diagrams can be interpreted as a correction to the
wave function of the final quarkonium. Nevertheless it is
not entirely clear whether a similar factorization takes place
against the Z* — V subprocess in the vector boson mecha-
nism. We do not skip the diagrams of type Fig. 5(e) in our
estimations given the presence of massive propagator with
M, ~ My. However, in the latter case the question of
including the O(a;) correction into the quarkonium wave
function requires further consideration.

In the studied decay the one-loop QCD corrections are
entirely manifested in the interference term between real
and virtual amplitudes,

|At0t|2 |"4|2 + 2Re["4 Agluon loop] (13)
The correction for soft-gluon radiation is not the case since
the final states are in color singlets. The finite expression
for Agjuon 100p 18 Obtained by the application of renormal-
ization procedure.

The next-to-leading order calculation technique was
reported in our previous paper [35], devoted to O(a;) correc-
tion to quark-gluon mechanism in quarkonium-pair produc-
tion. Here we briefly repeat the renormalization technique.

In semiautomatic computations the calculation of Ay o
starts with the generation of the NLO matrix elements

Anio with physical values of masses and spinors.
Algebraic transformations and evaluation of Feynman
integrals are carried out in the conventional dimensional
regularization (CDR) scheme where all the momenta (loop
and external) as well as Dirac matrices are defined in
D = 4 — 2¢ dimensional space.2 Within the dimensional

’It is worth to note that AV XLo is the only term to which a trace
with a single y5 matrix contributes generating a structure propor-
tional to e?vPv'¢¢’ This structure disappears after summation over
polarizations in (13). For this reason, it is safe to discard the traces
with a single y5, and thus avoid the problem with definition of y5
in D dimensions.
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FIG. 3.
diagrams.

Five sample diagrams for quark-gluon mechanism at the next-to-leading order by «,. The complete set includes 80 nonzero

FIG. 4. Five sample diagrams for quark-photon mechanism at the next-to-leading order by a,. The complete set includes 20 nonzero

diagrams.

FIG. 5.
diagrams.

regularization, singular and regular parts of the amplitudes
are isolated. The divergences are further canceled with
counterterms built from the leading-order amplitudes so

that Anro = ;lNLO + Acr yields a finite expression for the
renormalized amplitude.

The renormalization procedure implies that masses
and spinors are renormalized in the so-called on shell
scheme and the coupling constant is renormalized in MS
scheme,

N

1 16713
233:1—3cFﬂ{——yE+1n< ”fR>+ }—l—@(ag),
dr e m

1 16715
795 =1-3Cp= {——y5+1n< e
€ m

- )+3] + o

ng_s -1 _@a_;[ E —yg+ ln(4ﬂ)] + O(a?), (14)

(e)

Five sample diagrams for vector boson mechanism at the next-to-leading order by a,. The complete set includes 20 nonzero

where m = my; € =eyy = €pr (infrared and ultra-
violet divergences are evaluated within a single code);

Cr= 1\;\,:1 =4/3, py = 13—1NC —%Nf, vk is the Euler con-
stant and up is a renormalization scale.

The divergent parts of the next-to-leading order ampli-
tudes carry only the poles 1/€. The counterterms for their

subtraction are constructed according to

SZEAC noszym = A%+ O(3) + ..,
gsﬁﬁlggs
522“41%|m—>52mm = Ag; +0(a3) + ...
SZ3AS lmszym = Ay +O(3) + ... (15)

where in the right-hand side Ag% is the lowest-order term

O(a?) in expansion by a,, whereas A% and A, are the

lowest-order terms O(a,) in the expansion by a;.
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V. K-FACTORS

In order to study the gluon-loop corrections in detail, we
calculate the K-factors for the quark-gluon, quark-photon,

and vector-boson decay mechanisms separately. The
obtained K-factors can be represented as per
K9 =1+ 2Re[ AR - AZ /| AL P
=1+a,(u)(ci +coln(u/Mpy)),
KO =1+ 2Rel AR} - AR o/ |ATG > = 1 = caa, (),
K" =1+2Re[Afp - Al o/ [ATB > = 1+ c304(u).  (16)

where ¢y >0, ¢; >0, ¢, >0; ¢3 >0 for charmonium
pairs final state and c; < 0 for bottomonium pairs final
state. The K-factors for the quark-photon and vector-boson

|

1 [36 2r\/1 —r?
— 2%~ 22 aretan (VT
€1 = Tgg 5 (1) Parctan | =5

+36In(r) — 1681n(2) In(r) + 84 In(r) — 84In%(2) + 3661In(2) — 112> — 39] +00/r2, 121/ +

In (17) our standard notation r, =

mechanisms are free of logarithmic terms ~In(u) origi-
nating from Feynman integrals, as such terms cancel out
under renormalization. Thus, K97 and K'P depend on scale
only through the strong coupling a(u).

In (16) the coefficient ¢, has the simplest form:
co = Po/m, whereas the expressions for ¢, ¢,, and c;3
are too cumbersome to present their complete analytical
form in the text. Nevertheless we write out the approximate
expressions for coefficients ¢, ¢, under expansion over the
small parameters.

Neglecting the masses of light quarks and keeping the
masses of c-, b-, t-quarks in the loops, we expand c;
in a series by 1/r> = m}, /M3 and 1/r} . = (2my,.)*/M3,.
The following expression has been obtained for the 1
eading term:

s Ty

6 4 — 2 6
) —l——S(r;‘ + 812 —6)(4 —r})'/? arctan(rtz—zrl> - ——12In(r,)
r

(17)

My/(2m,) is used for a top quark, whose contribution is clearly seen.

The leading term in the expansion of ¢, with respect to 1/r? reads

~ 161n(2)

47* + 42 +361n?(2)

—241n(2
n@)

In(r) +

1T 3

The leading logarithmic term 161n(2)In(r)/(3x) in the
expansion (18) is the same as that one obtained in [12] for
O(ay) correction to the direct decay H — Vy. This serves
as an additional cross-check for our calculations.

The coefficient c; does not acquire a compact approxi-
mate form under expansion over 1/r, and therefore we
present K*° graphically in Fig. 6 along with K29 and K97.

9

o(1/r?) + (18)

[

For numerical estimations we make use of the
strong coupling constant within a two-loop accuracy and
a number of flavors N, =6. The reference value is
a,(Mz) =0.1129. Considering the quark-gluon mecha-
nism, we use the same scale y both for renormalization
scale and the strong coupling scale, which is reflected
in (16).

2.5' 0.4
i H — J/J )b H—TY__
20 0.3 __z====="
| KQs H— XYY _o==%
15 0oLz%" .
S K9 | == "TH = Jfpa )
1026 A
------------------------------------ -
....... H2JX ] .
05 bo=====""""" 1 0.0 .
0.5 1 15 2 05 1 15 5

/My

/My

FIG. 6. The scale dependence of K-factors. Left panel: quark-gluon mechanism (solid curves) and vector boson mechanism (dashed-
dotted curves). Right panel: quark-photon mechanism (dashed curves).
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The gluon loop correction to the quark-gluon mechanism
is large and positive both for decays into J/yJ/y and TY.
As seen from Fig. 6 (left), the factor K29 changes in the
ranges 1.9 +2 (J/wJ/w mode) and 1.3 + 1.6 (YT mode)
with respect to variation of the scale y from My /2 to 2M y.
These values are consistent with ones obtained for the
H — BB} decay reported in our previous work [36].

The gluon-loop correction to the quark-photon mecha-
nism is large and negative for all the considered decay
modes [see Fig. 6 (right)]. For the decays into YY-pair and
into J/yY-pair the values of K97 change in the range
0.18 + 0.33 with respect to scale variation from My/2 to
2My. For the decay into J/wJ/y this K-factor changes
from 0.02 at y = My /2 to 0.19 at u = 2M ;. This circum-
stance suggests that the one-loop accuracy might not be
sufficient to describe this contribution. Approximately the
same values for the analogous K-factor have been obtained
in work [14], where the quark-photon mechanism is
considered for the direct decay H — J/wy (Yy). The
results agreement serves as a good check since in both
studies the diagrams of the same topology are regarded at
the next-to-leading order.

The gluon-loop correction to the vector-boson mecha-
nism behaves differently for each of the investigated
processes [see Fig. 6 (left)]. It is small and positive for
the decay into J/w J/y. In this case the correction size is
restricted to 10% within the mentioned scale range. For two
remaining decay modes YY and J/wY the correction
appears to be negative and considerable. The corresponding
K*® values lie in the ranges 0.76 = 0.81 and 0.54 + 0.62.

VI. DECAY WIDTHS

We present the numerical results for decay widths in
Table L.° By the main contributions we mean the contri-
butions, introduced in Sec. III. By the corrections we mean
the interference terms 2Re[A - AZY ], 2Re[A - AY )] and
2Re[A - A} o], where A is the total amplitude of the main
contribution. As could be expected for a highly suppressed
decay into quarkonium pairs, the widths are small. The
obtained values are of the order 10~!'! + 107! in GeV units.

It is notable that for each decay mode the four considered
decay mechanisms contribute differently to the total decay
width. In case of J/wJ/w mode the EW-loop decay
mechanism dominates against all the others. In case of
TT mode the vector-boson decay mechanism dominates
against all the others. In case of J/yw T mode the quark-
photon and EW-loop mechanisms are dominant. Moreover
the quark-gluon mechanism is suppressed (absent) for all
the cases.

’The width values and appropriate values of branching
fractions are calculated using the Standard Model expectation
of the total Higgs boson width I'; = 4.1 MeV and recommended
reference value of Higgs boson mass My = 125.1 GeV [37].

In Table I one can see the size and the sign for each the
QCD one-loop correction with respect to including the
diagrams with a gluon loop in Figs. 3-5. In case of
J/w J )y decay mode the O(a,) correction is mainly driven
by the constructive interference with NLO quark-photon
amplitude (+23%), where the correction size is mostly

determined by the interference term 2Re[AFW1oop . AQY 1.
In case of TY decay mode the O(ay) correction is mainly
driven by the destructive interference with NLO vector
boson and NLO quark-photon amplitudes (—17% and
—8.2% correspondingly). In this instance the correction
size is mostly gained through the interference terms
2Re[A) - AZY ] and 2Re[ A, - A o]. Concerning the
J/wY decay mode, the O(a;) correction is mainly driven
by the destructive interference with NLO quark-photon
amplitude (—49%), where the correction size is mostly
gained through the interference terms 2Re[AZ - AY ]
and 2Re[APW-oop . ALY 1

Account for QCD one-loop correction allows one to
stabilize the scale dependence in the quark-gluon contri-
bution. The quark-photon and vector boson contributions at
the O(a,) accuracy remain sensitive to the scale choice.
The EW-loop contribution in our estimations is taken
without the QCD correction and thus does not carry the
dependence on u. Combining all the contributions into the
total decay width we obtain different in size uncertainties
for different decay modes. In addition the widths are very
sensitive to the wave functions accuracy as far as propor-
tional to their fourth power.

The calculated widths under the variation of y from
My/2 to 2My are

lPJ/!// 4 . —11
U(J/yd/w)= )0 (2.33+2.39)x 1071 GeV,
74
Py |4
[(TY)=|-—| -(3.40+3.70) x 1072 GeV,
Pro
w12 g, |2
T /pY) =2 | =L . (1.08+1.43)x 1012 GeV,
lIlJ/y/,O lIIAI‘,O

(19)

where we have normalized the wave functions to the values
from [28]. In our predictions account for O(a,) corrections
increases the width of the decay H — J/wJ/w by
(19 +22)%, decreases the width of decay H — YT by
(25+30)% and decreases the width of the H — J/yY
process by (50 + 60)%.

VII. SUMMARY

In this paper we have theoretically studied the
H-J/YJ/¥Y, H->YTY and H—J/PY decays
within the framework of the NRQCD approach. The
tree-level contributions of quark-photon, quark-gluon and
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vector-boson mechanisms to these decays have been
considered along with the QCD one-loop corrections.
The latter have been calculated for the first time. EW-loop
contribution and its interference with the other contribu-
tions have been also taken into account. The accounted
QCD one loop corrections increase the width of the decay
H — J/wJ/y by (19 +22)% and decrease the widths of
H— 7YY and H — J/yY decays by (25+30)% and
(50 + 60)%, correspondingly. It has been shown that the
mechanisms of direct decay, which involve the gygo
interaction, do not dominate in the considered processes.

The following ranges for branching fractions in the
Standard Model have been obtained:

Br(J/y J/y) = (5.82+5.98) x 107,
Br(Y Y) = (8.49 = 9.24) x 10710,
Br(J/y Y) = (2.71 +3.57) x 1071°, (20)

The results are directly related to the searches of rare
H-boson decays into double quarkonia states in LHC
detectors [17,18]. However, the predicted width values
are too small, and therefore the observation of such decays
|

128v/27G pa® ¥y (0) 2| ¥ (0

under the conditions of current experiments will mean the
manifestation of physics beyond the Standard Model.
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APPENDIX: DECAY TO CHARMONIUM-
BOTTOMONIUM PAIRS

In this appendix we provide the main formulas for
H — J/w T decay, which are not listed in the body text.
We denote the two vector mesons as V and V' and use the
same mass ratios r = Am/l—’V* and ¥ = an—Z as in the body text.

For the main contributions to decay width (no gluon
loop) one reads

Vit aaa

Fdl{// - 9M3 2,72
P22 4 2) + (P2 = r2)?\ ?
X ( r4r,4 — (r — r,2>2 > ((rz + r/2 _ r2r12)2 + 2r2r’2), (Al)
8v2G ra* Wy (0)2|Wy (0) 2/ 72r2 = (r + P )20 (2, 7%
Fl‘i/v\y’loop PP O 9 L\/I* 2,72 W il ((’"2“"”/2 r’r?)? +2r%r?), (A2)
/s
mh o — 144\/§”a2GF|‘PV(O)|2|lPV’( )|2(QUQ)2(QLQ )ZMHM4 —(r+7r)? (P + 72 = 272)2 + 8,2472) (A3)
v (M2 — m3)2(M% —m3,)>r* 4 sm426’ i
z v

Note that expressions (Al)-(A3) are symmetric with
respect to r <> ' permutation, but these expressions do
not turn into the analogous expressions (4), (5), and (9) for
two identical mesons under ¥ = r replacement.

The approximate expression for ¢, coefficient, compris-
ing the gluon-loop correction to the quark-photon mecha-
nism, takes the form

. 16In(2) [ In(¥) + *In(r)
CHr =
2 37 r?+4r?
N 4r* + 42 — 121n%(2) — 24 1n(2)
On

o/rr 1/r) + ...,

|
which differs from the corresponding coefficient (18) for
two identical mesons under r = ¥ replacement.

The coefficient c3, comprising the gluon-loop correction
to the vector boson mechanism, is trivial in case of J/y T
mode,

(A5)

It includes only correction caused by the diagrams of type
Fig. 5(e).
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