arXiv:1607.02704v2 [hep-ph] 18 Nov 2016

Next-to-leading order QCD corrections to Higgs boson decay to quarkonium plus a photon

Zhou Chao^a, Song Mao^a,^∗ Li Gang^a, Zhou Ya-Jin^b, and Guo Jian-You^a a School of Physics and Material Science, Anhui University, Hefei, Anhui 230039, P.R.China and b School of Physics, Shandong University, Jinan Shandong 250100, P.R. China (Dated: January 8, 2024)

Abstract

In this paper, we investigate the decay of Higgs boson to J/ψ(Υ) plus a photon based on NRQCD factorization. For the direct process, we calculate the decay width up to QCD NLO. We find that the decay width for process H → J/ψ(Υ) + γ direct production at the LO is significantly reduced by the NLO QCD corrections. For the indirect process, we calculate the H → γ^∗γ with virtual γ substantially decaying to J/ψ(Υ), including all the SM Feynman diagrams. The decay width of indirect production is much larger than the direct decay width. Since it is very clean in experiment, the H → J/ψ(Υ) + γ decay could be observable at a 14 TeV LHC and it also offers a new way to probe the Yukawa coupling and New Physics at the LHC.

PACS numbers: 11.15.-q, 13.38.-b, 14.40.Lb, 14.80.Bn

∗Electronic address: songmao@mail.ustc.edu.cn

I. INTRODUCTION

Recently, both ATLAS and CMS collaborations have announced that they observed a new boson with mass around 125 GeV, whose properties are consistent with the Standard Model(SM) Higgs in any measured channel [1–4]. After discovery of the Higgs boson, the main task is to determine its properties, such as spin, CP, and couplings. The couplings to gauge bosons and the third-generation fermions are measured directly, which are fixed through the well measured diboson decays of the Higgs determined at the 20 ∼ 30% level. However, we have little information about the Higgs Yukawa couplings to the first- and second-generation quarks at current experiments, since these couplings are predicted to be small in the SM, and the inclusive decays of the Higgs to these states are swamped by large QCD backgrounds. These couplings are indirectly and weakly constrained by the inclusive Higgs production cross section [5, 6]. Such constraints only probe the simultaneous deviation of all Yukawa couplings. They do not provide information about the separate Yukawa couplings of the different quarks.

The study of heavy quarkonium is one of the interesting subjects in high energy physics, which offers a good testing ground for investigating the Quantum Chromodynamics (QCD) in both the perturbative and non-perturbative regimes. The factorization formalism of nonrelativistic QCD (NRQCD) [7] as a rigorous theoretical framework to describe the heavyquarkonium production and decay has been widely investigated both at experimental and theoretical aspects. Many experimental data of the heavy quarkonium production and decay are fairly well described by the NRQCD theory[8–13].

Recent works showed that the exclusive decays of the Higgs boson to vector mesons can probe the Yukawa couplings of first- and second-generation quarks at future runs of the LHC [14]. These couplings are hard to access in hadron colliders through the direct H → qq̄ decays, owing to the overwhelming QCD background. While the Yukawa couplings Hcc̄ might be probed at the LHC by making use of charm-tagging techniques, its phase must be determined through the processes involving quantum interference effects, such as the decay [15]. Although the branch ratios of Higgs boson to vector mesons are small, it offers complimentary information about Higgs couplings and can serve as searching New Physics (NP) beyond SM. Besides, subsequent decays of J/ψ(Υ) into pair of leptons is a clean channel in experiments. Recently, Higgs rare decay to a vector quarkonium (J/ψ, Υ) received considerable attention [15–19]. The relativistic correction for Higgs boson decay to an S-wave vector quarkonium plus a photon have been calculated in Ref. [35]. A search for the decays of the Higgs and Z bosons to J/ψ and Υ is performed in integrated luminosities 20.3fb^{−1} with the ATLAS detector at 8 TeV LHC. No significant excess of events is observed above expected backgrounds and 95% CL upper limits are placed on the branching fractions. In the J/ψγ and Υ(1S)γ final state the limits are 1.5 × 10^{−3} and 1.3 × 10^{−3} for the Higgs boson, respectively [20].

As we know, the NLO QCD corrections to quarkonium production are usually significant [21–23]. We should generally take the NLO QCD corrections into account in studying heavyquarkonium production processes. In this paper, we will calculate the H → J/ψ(Υ) + γ process up to the QCD NLO within the NRQCD framework by applying the covariant projection method [24]. The paper is organized as follows: we present the details of the calculation strategies in Sec.II. The numerical results are given in Sec.III. Finally, a short summary and discussions are given.

II. CALCULATION DESCRIPTIONS

A. LO calculation for direct production

We begin to discuss the decay H → J/ψ + γ. Since the calculation of the Υ decay is identical to the J/ψ, we will not present it explicitly in this section. There are two Feynman diagrams for this process at leading order(LO), which are shown in Fig.1. We calculate the amplitudes by making use of the standard methods of NRQCD factorization [7]. The process H → cc̄ + γ at LO is denoted as:

H(p_1) → c(p_2)c̄(p_3) + γ(p_4). (1) The amplitudes for the two diagrams are given by M_{i1} = ū(p_2) · −iem_c 2m_W s_W · i /p_1 − /p_2 − m_c · i 2 3 eγ^μ · v(p_3)ϵ^∗_μ(p_4),

M_{i2} = ū(p_2) · i 2 3 eγ^μ · i /p_1 − /p_3 − m_c · −iem_c 2m_W s_W · v(p_3)ϵ^∗_μ(p_4). (2) The relative momentum between the c and c̄ is defined as q = (p_2 − p_3)/2, and the total momentum of the J/ψ is defined as p = p_2 + p_3. Then, we obtain the following relations among the momenta:

p_2 = 1 2 p + q, p_3 = 1 2 p − q, p · q = 0, p^2 = p^2_3 = m^2_c , p^2 = E^2, q^2 = m^2_c − E^2 = −m^2_c v^2. (3)

In the cc̄ rest frame, p = (E, 0) and q = (0, q). In the non-relativistic v = 0 limit, p^2 = 4m^2_c , q^2 = 0. In order to produce a J/ψ, the cc̄ pair must be produced in a spin-triplet, color-singlet Fock state. We can obtain the short-distance amplitudes by applying certain projectors onto the usual QCD amplitudes for open cc̄ production. By using the notations in Ref.[24], we get the amplitudes:

M_{3S}(1)_1 = E_αTr [ C_1Π^α_1 M ] q=0 , where the spin-triplet projector is given by

Π^α_1 = 1 √ 8m^3 ( p/ 2 − q/ − m ) γ^α ( p/ 2 + q/ + m ) . (4)

The colour singlet state will be projected out by contracting the amplitudes with the following operators :

C_1 = δ_{ij} √ N_c (5) The amplitude M is obtained by calculating the two Feynman diagrams in Fig.1 in QCD perturbation theory. The trace is over both the Lorenz and color indices.

After the application of this set of rules, we obtain the short-distance partial decay width Γ̂ for H → cc̄[3S^{[1]}_1 ] + γ processes:

dΓ̂(H → cc̄[^3S^{[1]}_1 ] + γ) = 1 32π^2

|M_{3S}[1]_1 |^2 |p| m^2_H dΩ , (6)

where |p| =^{m2H −m2J/ψ}_{2mH} and m_H represent the Higgs boson mass. dΩ = dϕd(cosθ) is the solid angle of particle J/ψ.

|M_{3S}[1]_1 |^2 =

256π^2α^2m_c 3m^2_W s^2_W (7) The decay width read:

Γ(H → J/ψ + γ) = Γ̂(H → cc̄(^3S^{[1]}_1 ) + γ)

< O^{J/ψ}(^3S^{[1]}_1 ) > 2N_cN_{col}N_{pol} , (8)

where N_{col} and N_{pol} refer to the number of colours and polarization states of the cc̄ pair produced. The color-singlet states N_{col} = 1, and N_J = 3 for polarization vectors^3S^{[1]}_1 state in 4 dimensions. 2N_c is due to the difference between the conventions in Ref. [24] and Ref. [7].

FIG. 1: The Feynman diagrams for the H → cc̄[^3S^{[1]}_1 ] + γ direct decay process at the LO

B. NLO Calculation for direct production

At LO, we have two contributing Feynman diagrams, and at NLO there are 14. All Feynman diagrams are generated with program FeynArts, and evaluated by using our in-house program, which is written in the programming language Mathematics. The one-loop diagrams for the O(α_s) corrections to H → cc̄[^3S^{[1]}_1 ] + γ are shown in Fig.2. The α_s corrections involving virtual gluons include the interferences between Born diagrams and one-loop virtual diagrams. The virtual diagrams are computed analytically and all tensor integrals are reduced to linear combinations of one-loop scalar functions. The virtual corrections contain Ultraviolet (UV), Infrared (IR) and Coulomb singularities. In our calculations, we adopt the dimensional regularization (DR) scheme to regularize the UV and IR divergences in D dimensions with D ≡ 4 − 2ϵ. The UV singularities of the virtual corrections are removed by introducing a set of related counterterms. The counterterms for the charm quark wave function and the charm quark mass are defined as

ψ^0_c = ( 1 + 1 2 δZ_c ) ψ_c , (9) m^0_c = m_c + δm_c ,

The on-mass-shell scheme is adopted to fix the wave function and mass renormalization constant of the external charm quark field, then we obtain δZ_c = −3C_F α_s 4π [ Δ_{UV} + ln μ^2_r m^2_c + 4 3 ] , (10) δm_c m_c = − α_s 3π [ 3Δ_{UV} + 4 + ln μ^2_r m^2_c ] , where Δ_{UV} =^1_{ϵUV} − γ_E + ln(4π). After applying the renormalization procedure the UV divergences in the virtual correction are canceled. The IR singularities are analytically canceled when we added all the virtual Feynman diagrams together. We adopt the expressions in Ref.[25] to deal with the IR divergences in Feynman integral functions, and apply the expressions in Refs.[26–28] to implement the numerical evaluations for the IR safe parts of N-point integrals. In the virtual correction calculation, we find that only Fig.2(13) and Fig.2(14) induce Coulomb singularities, and we use a small relative velocity v between c and c̄ to regularize them [29].

FIG. 2: The Feynman diagrams for the H → cc̄[^3S^{[1]}_1 ] + γ decay process at QCD NLO.

C. Indirect Decay Calculation

The direct Higgs decay process to the heavy quarkonium plus photon, is mainly produced through the Higgs and charm quarks Yukawa coupling. While the indirect decay process is mainly produced through Higgs decaying into two photons, then one virtual photon substantially decaying to a cc̄ quark pair. Since Higgs decays into di-photon process is forbidden at tree level in SM, the leading order contribution comes from the one-loop Feynman diagrams, including top quark and W boson triangle diagrams, which are shown in Fig.3. Due to the fact that the coupling strength of Higgs and top(W ) is proportional to the particle mass, the contribution of indirect decay is not small. The process Higgs decays into di-photon at leading order in α_s have been calculated in Ref.[30]. The two-loop electroweak and QCD corrections to this process have also been studied in Ref. [31]. In Ref. [14], the authors gave the approximate results for the Higgs decay to J/ψ(Υ) and photon through Higgs decaying into two photon. In our paper, we analytically calculate this process based on NRQCD factorization. In Feynman gauge, there are 28 Feynman diagrams, which include the contribution from not only the top, W-boson loops, but also the ghost and goldstone loops. First we generate the amplitudes of Higgs decay to di-photon, which is given by M^{μν}_{H→γγ} = iα^32 24m_W s_W √ π × (Ag^{μν} + Bp^ν p^μ_4 ) (11)

The expressions of coefficients A and B are listed in the appendix. Then we multiply it to the amplitude of virtual photon decay to cc̄ quarks pair. After the application of the projection operator, we get the short-distance amplitude, M_{indirect} = M^{μν}_{H→γ}∗_γ 2 3 e −g^{μσ} p^2_1 Tr [ 1 √ 8m^3_c ( p/ 2 − q/ − m_c ) γ^μ ( p/ 2 + q/ + m_c ) δ_{ij} √ N_c ] q=0 ϵ^∗_σϵ^∗_ν ,(12)

Following the Passarino-Veltman(PV) method [14, 16], we can expressed the tensor integrals as a linear combination of tensor structures and coefficients, where the tensor structures depend on the external momenta and the metric tensors, while the coefficients depend on one-loop scalar integrals, kinematics invariants and the dimension of the integral. The oneloop integrals are calculated analytically by using dimensional regularization in D = 4 − 2ϵ dimensions. Finally, we squared on all the amplitudes in 4 dimensions.

FIG. 3: The Feynman diagrams for the H → cc̄[^3S^{[1]}_1 ] + γ indirect decay process.

III. NUMERICAL RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

In this section, we discuss our numerical results for both the central values and theoretical errors for the H → J/ψ + γ and H → Υ(1S) + γ decays. The relevant parameters are taken as follows [32]:

α^{−1} = 137.036, m_Z = 91.1876 GeV, m_W = 80.385 GeV, m_c = m_{J/ψ}/2 = 1.5 GeV, m_b = m_{Υ(1S)}/2 = 4.75 GeV, m_t = 173.2 GeV. (13)

We take two-loop running α_s in the calculation, and the corresponding fitted value α_s(M_Z ) = 0.118 is used for the calculations. The renormalization and NRQCD scales are chosen as μ_r = m_H and μ_Λ = m_c(m_b), respectively. The Long Distance Matrix Elements (LDME) for J/ψ and Υ used in this paper are set as: [33] < O^{J/ψ}[^3S^{(1)}_1 ] >= 1.3 GeV^3, < O^Υ[^3S^{(1)}_1 ] >= 9.28 GeV^3.

Finally, we get the decay widths for H → J/ψ(Υ)+γ for the direct and indirect processes:

Γ^{direct}_{LO} (H → J/ψ + γ) = 5.334 × 10^{−10} GeV ΔΓ^{direct}_{NLO} (H → J/ψ + γ) = −4.099 × 10^{−10} GeV Γ^{direct}(H → J/ψ + γ) = 1.235 × 10^{−10} GeV Γ^{indirect}(H → J/ψ + γ) = 1.013 × 10^{−7} GeV Γ^{direct}_{LO} (H → Υ + γ) = 2.998 × 10^{−9} GeV ΔΓ^{direct}_{NLO} (H → Υ + γ) = −1.845 × 10^{−9} GeV (14) Γ^{direct}(H → Υ + γ) = 1.153 × 10^{−9} GeV Γ^{indirect}(H → Υ + γ) = 5.659 × 10^{−9} GeV (15)

Using the width of Higgs boson decays within Standard Model Γ(H) = 4.195^{+0.164}_{−0.159} × 10^{−3} GeV[34], we obtain the following results for the branching fractions in the SM:

B^{direct}(H → J/ψ + γ) = 2.94 × 10^{−8} B^{indirect}(H → J/ψ + γ) = 2.41 × 10^{−5} B^{direct}(H → Υ + γ) = 2.75 × 10^{−7} B^{indirect}(H → Υ + γ) = 1.35 × 10^{−6} (16) . As the results show, for the decay process H → J/ψ + γ, the direct contribution is much smaller than the indirect contribution, so it is difficult to observe direct contribution in the total cross section and not suitable for studying the coupling of Higgs and charm quarks. For the process H → Υ + γ, the direct and indirect contributions are comparable and the total cross section is sensitive to the direct decay process, so this process can be used to

H → J/ψ + γ (×10^{−10} GeV) H → Υ + γ (×10^{−10} GeV) μ [GeV] Γ^{direct}_{LO} ΔΓ^{direct}_{NLO} Γ^{direct} Γ^{indirect} Γ^{direct}_{LO} ΔΓ^{direct}_{NLO} Γ^{direct} Γ^{indirect} μ_0/4 5.334 -5.127 0.207 1056 29.98 -23.08 6.9 58.98 μ_0/2 5.334 -4.554 0.780 1035 29.98 -20.50 9.48 57.78 μ_0 5.334 -4.099 1.235 1013 29.98 -18.45 11.53 56.59 2μ_0 5.334 -3.728 1.606 992.1 29.98 -16.79 13.19 55.41 4μ_0 5.334 -3.420 1.914 971.3 29.98 -15.40 14.58 54.24

TABLE I: The renormalization scale dependence of the direct and indirect decay widths for the process H → J/ψ(Υ) + γ

study the coupling of Higgs and bottom quarks. In addition, the process H → J/ψ(Υ) + γ decay can also be used to test the coupling of Higgs to top quarks and W boson.

The main uncertainties for the results of H → J/ψ(Υ) + γ arise from the uncertainties in LDMEs, renormalization scale, and the relativistic corrections. The relativistic corrections and the uncertainties have been discussed in Ref. [35]. In Table.I, we illustrate the renormalization scale dependence of the direct and indirect decay widths for the process H → J/ψ(Υ) + γ. We assume μ = μ_r and define μ_0 = m_H . When the scale μ running from μ_0/4 to 4μ_0, The related theoretical uncertainty for H → J/ψ + γ amounts to^{+55.0}_{−83.2}% for direct process and to^{+4.2}_{−4.1}% for indirect process, and the related theoretical uncertainty for H → Υ + γ amounts to^{+40.2}_{−26.5}% for direct process and to^{+4.2}_{−4.2}% for indirect process. The LO direct process is independent of the renormalization scale μ_R, because it is pure electroweak channels.

IV. SUMMARY

In this paper, we investigated the decay of Higgs boson to J/ψ(Υ) plus a photon based on NRQCD factorization. For the direct process, we have calculated the decays width up to QCD NLO and found that the LO decay widths are significantly reduced by the NLO QCD corrections. For the indirect process, we calculated the process H → γ^∗γ with virtual γ substantially decaying to J/ψ(Υ), including all the SM diagrams. The decay width of indirect production is much larger than the direct decay width. Therefore, it is difficult to probe the Yukawa coupling of Higgs and charm quarks using the process H → J/ψ(Υ) + γ. However, it still offers a new way to probe the Yukawa coupling of Higgs and top quarks or bottom quarks and New Physics at the LHC.

V. ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

This work was supported in part by the National Natural Science Foundation of China (No.11305001, No.11105083) and financed by the 211 Project of Anhui University (No.02303319).

Appendix

In this Appendix, we list the expression of coefficients A and B for process Higgs indirect decay to di-photon, respectively. The one-loop integrals are defined as in Ref.[36]. Our results are shown as follows,

A = −32m^2_T + 81m^2_W + 12m^2_W ∗ B0[0, m^2_W , m^2_W ] + 12m^2_W B0[4m^2_C , m^2_W , m^2_W ] − 64m^2_T ∗ B0[m^2_H , m^2_T , m^2_T ] + 12m^2_H B0[m^2_H , m^2_W , m^2_W ] + 72m^2_W ∗ B_0[m^2_H , m^2_W , m^2_W ] + 128m^2_C m^2_T ∗ C0i[cc0, 4m^2_C , m^2_H , 0, m^2_T , m^2_T , m^2_T ] − 32m^2_H m^2_T ∗ C0i[cc0, 4m^2_C , m^2_H , 0, m^2_T , m^2_T , m^2_T ] − 216m^2_C m^2_W ∗ C0i[cc0, 4m^2_C , m^2_H , 0, m^2_W , m^2_W , m^2_W ] + 54m^2_H m^2_W ∗ C0i[cc0, 4m^2_C , m^2_H , 0, m^2_W , m^2_W , m^2_W ] + 24m^4_W ∗ C0i[cc0, 4m^2_C , m^2_H , 0, m^2_W , m^2_W , m^2_W ] + 256m^2_T ∗ C0i[cc00, 4m^2_C , m^2_H , 0, m^2_T , m^2_T , m^2_T ] − 48m^2_H ∗ C0i[cc00, 4m^2_C , m^2_H , 0, m^2_W , m^2_W , m^2_W ] − 378m^2_W ∗ C0i[cc00, 4m^2_C , m^2_H , 0, m^2_W , m^2_W , m^2_W ] − 120m^2_C m^2_W ∗ C0i[cc1, 4m^2_C , m^2_H , 0, m^2_W , m^2_W , m^2_W ] + 18m^2_H m^2_W ∗ C0i[cc1, 4m^2_C , m^2_H , 0, m^2_W , m^2_W , m^2_W ] − 264m^2_C m^2_W ∗ C0i[cc11, 4m^2_C , m^2_H , 0, m^2_W , m^2_W , m^2_W ] − 264m^2_C m^2_W ∗ C0i[cc12, 4m^2_C , m^2_H , 0, m^2_W , m^2_W , m^2_W ] + 66m^2_H m^2_W ∗ C0i[cc12, 4m^2_C , m^2_H , 0, m^2_W , m^2_W , m^2_W ] − 24m^2_C m^2_W ∗ C0i[cc2, 4m^2_C , m^2_H , 0, m^2_W , m^2_W , m^2_W ] + 6m^2_H m^2_W ∗ C0i[cc2, 4m^2_C , m^2_H , 0, m^2_W , m^2_W , m^2_W ],

B = 2 × (32m^2_T ∗ C0i[cc0, 4m^2_C , m^2_H , 0, m^2_T , m^2_T , m^2_T ] − 12m^2_W ∗ C0i[cc0, 4m^2_C , m^2_H , 0, m^2_W , m^2_W , m^2_W ] − 128m^2_T ∗ C0i[cc12, 4m^2_C , m^2_H , 0, m^2_T , m^2_T , m^2_T ] + 24m^2_H ∗ C0i[cc12, 4m^2_C , m^2_H , 0, m^2_W , m^2_W , m^2_W ] + 57m^2_W ∗ C0i[cc12, 4m^2_C , m^2_H , 0, m^2_W , m^2_W , m^2_W ] + 18m^2_W ∗ C0i[cc2, 4m^2_C , m^2_H , 0, m^2_W , m^2_W , m^2_W ]).

[1] Atlas collaboration, ATLAS-CONF-2012-019. CMS collaboration, CMS-PAS-HIG-12-008. [2] ATLAS Collaboration, G. Aad et al., Eur. Phys. J. C 71, 1728 (2011). [3] CMS Collaboration, Phys. Lett. B 699 (2011) 25.

[4] ATLAS and CMS collaborations, ATLAS-CONF-2011-157, CMS PAS HIG-11-023. [5] ATLAS Collaboration, ATLAS-CONF-2013-034. [6] CMS Collaboration, CMS-PAS-HIG-13-005.

[7] G.T. Bodwin, E. Braaten and G.P. Lepage, Phys. Rev. D 51 (1995) 1125, erratum ibid. D 55 (1997) 5853.

[8] Zhi-Guo He, Ying Fan and Kuang-Ta Chao, Phys. Rev. Lett. 101, 112001 (2008) [arXiv:

0802.1849].

[9] Ying Fan, Zhi-Guo He, Yan-Qing Ma and Kuang-Ta Chao, Phys. Rev. D 80, 014001 (2009) [arXiv:0903.4572].

[10] E. Braaten and S. Fleming, Phys. Rev. Lett. 74, 3327 (1995) [hep-ph/9411365]. [11] Yan-Qing Ma, Kai Wang, and Kuang-Ta Chao, Phys. Rev. Lett. 108, 242004 (2012) [arXiv:1009.3655].

[12] Kuang-Ta Chao, Yan-Qing Ma, Hua-Sheng Shao, Kai Wang, and Yu-Jie Zhang, Phys. Rev.

Lett. 106, 042002 (2011) [arXiv:1201.2675] .

[13] M. Butenschoen and B. A. Kniehl, Phy. Rev. D 84, 051501 (2011) [arXiv:1201.3862]. [14] G. T. Bodwin, F. Petriello, S. Stoynev and M. Velasco, Phys. Rev. D 88 (2013) 5, 053003 [arXiv:1306.5770 [hep-ph]].

[15] C. Delaunay, T. Golling, G. Perez and Y. Soreq, Phys. Rev. D 89 (2014) 3, 033014 [arXiv:1310.7029 [hep-ph]].

[16] A. L. Kagan, G. Perez, F. Petriello, Y. Soreq, S. Stoynev and J. Zupan, Phys. Rev. Lett. 114 (2015) 10, 101802 [arXiv:1406.1722 [hep-ph]].

[17] D. N. Gao, Phys. Lett. B 737 (2014) 366 [arXiv:1406.7102 [hep-ph]]. [18] T. Modak and R. Srivastava, arXiv:1411.2210 [hep-ph].

[19] P. Colangelo, F. De Fazio and P. Santorelli, Phys. Lett. B 760 (2016) 335 doi:10.1016/j.physletb.2016.07.002 [arXiv:1602.01372 [hep-ph]].

[20] G. Aad et al. [ATLAS Collaboration], arXiv:1501.03276 [hep-ex].

[21] Y.J. Zhang, Y.J. Gao, and K.T. Chao, Phys. Rev. Lett. 96, 092001 (2006); Y.J. Zhang and K.T. Chao, Phys. Rev. Lett. 98, 092003 (2007); B. Gong and J.X. Wang, Phys. Rev. D 77, 054028 (2008); 80, 054015 (2009); Phys. Rev. Lett. 100, 181803 (2008); Y.J. Zhang, Y.Q. Ma, and K.T. Chao, Phys. Rev. D 78, 054006 (2008).

[22] M. Kramer, Nucl. Phys. B 459, 3 (1996); R. Li and J.X. Wang, Phys. Lett. B 672, 51 (2009). [23] J. Campbell, F. Maltoni, and F. Tramontano, Phys. Rev. Lett. 98, 252002 (2007); B. Gong and J.X. Wang, Phys. Rev. Lett. 100, 232001 (2008); Phys. Rev. D 78, 074011 (2008); B. Gong, X.Q. Li, and J.X. Wang Phys. Lett. B 673, 197 (2009); P. Artoisenet, J. Campbell, J. P. Lansberg, F. Maltoni, and F. Tramontano, Phys. Rev. Lett. 101, 152001 (2008).

[24] A. Petrelli, M. Cacciari, M. Greco, F. Maltoni and M.L. Mangano, 245 (1998) [hep-ph/9707223].

[25] R. K. Ellis and G. Zanderighi, JHEP 0802 002 (2008) [arXiv:0712.1851]. [26] G. ’t Hooft and M. Veltman, Nucl. Phys. B 153, 365 (1979). [27] A. Denner, U. Nierste, and R. Scharf, Nucl. Phys. B 367, 637 (1991). [28] A. Denner and S. Dittmaier, Nucl. Phys. B 658, 175 (2003). [29] M. Kramer, Nucl. Phys. B 459, 3 (1996).

[30] M. Spira, A. Djouadi, D. Graudenz and P. M. Zerwas, Nucl. Phys. B 453, 17 (1995) [hep-ph/9504378];

[31] H. Q. Zheng and D. D. Wu, Phys. Rev. 42, 3760 (1990); A. Djouadi, M. Spira, J. J. van der Bij and P. M. Zerwas, Phys. Lett. B 257, 187 (1991); S. Dawson and R. P. Kauffman, Phys. Rev. D 47, 1264 (1993); K. Melnikov and O. I. Yakovlev, Phys. Lett. B 312, 179 (1993) [hep-ph/9302281]; S. Actis, G. Passarino, C. Sturm and S. Uccirati, Nucl. Phys. B 811, 182 (2009) [arXiv:0809.3667 [hep-ph]].

[32] K.A. Olive et al. (Particle Data Group), Chin. Phys. C, 38, 090001 (2014). [33] Butenschoen M, Kniehl B A, Nucl. Phys. B Proceedings Supplement XX (2012) 1-11. [34] https://twiki.cern.ch/twiki/bin/view/LHCPhysics/LHCHXSWG [35] G. T. Bodwin, H. S. Chung, J. H. Ee, J. Lee and F. Petriello, Phys. Rev. D 90 (2014) 113010 [arXiv:1407.6695 [hep-ph]].

[36] T. Hahn and M. Perez-Victoria, Comput. Phys. Commun. 118 (1999) 153 [hep-ph/9807565].