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Higgs boson properties are expected to be studied in great detail 
during Run III and at  HL-LHC. 

!2

Higgs physics 

Information about Higgs couplings and quantum numbers is 
obtained from kinematic distributions of Higgs decay products and 
any particles produced along with  Higgs bosons. 

Such kinematic  distributions are affected by both radiative 
corrections and modified couplings or higher-dimensional operators 
(BSM Physics). 
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Higgs physics

We would like to combine precise fully-differential description of Higgs production and decay processes with 
anomalous couplings / effects of  higher-dimensional operators.

This requires two things:    

1) simple, general, realistic and  efficient ways to describe fully-differential  NNLO QCD corrections to basic Higgs 
production processes; 

2)  scattering amplitudes that accommodate SMEFT effects. 

We are not there yet with either 1) and 2) but I will give you a few examples of how we move (or plan to move) 
forward. 
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A number of Higgs boson production processes can be explored at the LHC.   Also, Higgs boson decays into different final 
states can be studied. 

Higgs boson production
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Simple formulas exist for NNLO QCD color-singlet production (H,VH, HH  etc.).  These formulas contain unspecified 
four-dimensional hard matrix elements for higher-multiplicity partonic processes and finite remainders of loop 
corrections.  Hence, they can be used (almost) verbatim if hard matrix elements change. 
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NNLO QCD corrections to color singlet production

5. Tree-level terms with LO kinematics involving FLM(1, 2):
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6. terms involving virtual corrections with NLO kinematics

d�̂NNLO
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7. Terms involving virtual corrections with LO kinematics:
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The above equations are analogous to Eqs. (3.46), (3.48), (3.52), (3.55) and (3.56) in Drell-
Yan production, respectively. The finite remainders F

fin
LVV, F

fin
LV2 and F

fin
LV are defined in

Appendix A, the finite remainder F
fin
LV(1, 2, 4) is defined in Appendix B, the function Tgg

are given in the ancillary file and ⇥bd is given in Eqs. (3.53, 3.54).

4.5 NNLO: quark-gluon channels
The structure of this channel is analogous to the qg channel for the Drell-Yan process,
discussed in Sec. 3.3. We don’t repeat the discussion here, and limit ourselves to presenting
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The structure of this channel is analogous to the qg channel for the Drell-Yan process,
discussed in Sec. 3.3. We don’t repeat the discussion here, and limit ourselves to presenting
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NLO corrections to the gq and qg channel read
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respectively. Finally, the qq̄ channel starts contributing at NLO but it is finite finite at
this order and can simply be written as
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4.4 NNLO: gluon channel
This channel has the same singularity structure as the Drell-Yan quark channels, cf.
Sec. 3.2, and we use the same phase-space parametrization and partitioning described
there. This means that the structure of the result is identical to what was discussed in
Sec. 3.2, and we can write it as
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We now list all these terms separately.

1. Tree-level terms with NNLO kinematics:
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which is analogous to Eq. (3.13).

2. Tree-level terms with NLO kinematics:
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ÔNLO


�g · FLM,gg(1, 2, 4) +�r

·
⇥
rµr⌫F

µ⌫

LM,gg
(1, 2, 4)

⇤��
,

which is analogous to Eq. (3.38). The splitting functions in Eq. (4.33) are defined in
Appendix C, and �g is given in Eq. (3.39) with Cg = CA and �g = Xg = �0.

3. Tree-level terms with LO kinematics involving FLM(z · 1, z̄ · 2):
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4. Tree-level terms with LO kinematics involving FLM(z · 1, 2) and FLM(1, z · 2):
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Independence of NNLO QCD corrections on hard matrix elements allows one to consider exotic cases, e.g. production/
decay of mixed parity Higgs bosons at the LHC. 

!6

Mixed parity Higgs boson production at LHC

pp ! XH/A ! Z/�⇤Z/�⇤ ! e+e�µ+µ�
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�
LO [pb] �

NLO [pb] �
NNLO [pb]

c↵ = 1 15.13�14%

+16%
34.81�14%

+20%
43.85�9%

+9%

c↵ = 0 34.04�14%

+16%
79.01�15%

+20%
99.46�9%

+9%

c↵ =
p
1/2 24.59�14%

+16%
56.91�15%

+20%
71.66�9%

+9%

Table 1: Total inclusive cross sections for Higgs boson production at LO, NLO and NNLO
at the 13 TeV LHC, for three values of c↵. The cross section is shown for the central scale
choice µ = mH/2. The subscripts (superscripts) indicate the scale variation obtained by
varying by a factor of 1/2 (2). See text for further details.

the relevant interaction terms are Gµ⌫G
µ⌫
XH/A and Gµ⌫G̃

µ⌫
XH/A, which are controlled by

five parameters: the dimensionful couplings gHgg and gAgg, the dimensionless parameters
Hgg and Agg which allow the modifications of the couplings, and the scalar-pseudoscalar
mixing parameter c↵. The dimensionful couplings have the values

gHgg = �
↵s

3⇡v
; gAgg =

↵s

2⇡v
. (3.1)

We set Hgg = Agg = 1, and present results for three representative values of the mixing
parameter, c↵ = {1, 0,

p
1/2}, which correspond to a pure scalar, pure pseudoscalar, and

an equal scalar-pseudoscalar admixture, respectively.
The cross sections at LO, NLO and NNLO in QCD are shown in Table 1. As is

well known for Higgs boson production, the NLO and NNLO corrections are large, with
NLO and NNLO k-factors of approximately 2.3 and 1.25, respectively, while the scale
uncertainties at LO and NLO underestimate the missing higher order corrections. We also
note that the cross sections in the scalar case are smaller than those in the pseudoscalar
case by a factor of about 0.44, due to the coupling of gluons to a scalar Higgs boson being
suppressed by a factor g2Hgg/g

2

Agg = 4/9 relative to the pseudoscalar Higgs boson. We note
that at all three orders, the result for c↵ =

p
1/2 is the arithmetic average of the results for

c↵ = 0 and c↵ = 1. This implies that there are no interference contributions ⇠ c↵s↵. This is
immediately obvious at LO and NLO as the relevant matrix elements do not include such
interference terms. However, both the double-real and the real-virtual matrix elements
which enter the NNLO calculation contain such terms ⇠ c↵s↵, which only vanish upon
integration over the phase space. We have confirmed this observation for the case of LO
gluon fusion Higgs production in association with two jets (which corresponds to the fully
resolved double-real contributions to the NNLO corrections), both using our own code and
using MadGraph [8, 31]. We therefore conclude that, if one considers the production of a
Higgs boson and neglects its decay, the results up to NNLO for an arbitrary value of c↵
may be obtained by simply rescaling the scalar and pseudoscalar results

�(c↵) = c
2

↵ · �(c↵ = 1) + s
2

↵ · �(c↵ = 0). (3.2)

We now turn to the case of the Higgs boson decaying into two charged lepton pairs
pp ! XH/A ! Z/�

⇤
Z/�

⇤
! e

�
e
+
µ
�
µ
+, with the Higgs boson being onshell. We impose

5

Inclusive cross sections, no decays  — no interference of 
scalar and pseudoscalar  components.

gHgg = � ↵s

3⇡v
, gAgg =

↵s

2⇡v
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�
LO [ab] �

NLO [ab] �
NNLO [ab]

c↵ = 1 10.6�14%

+15%
23.5�14%

+19%
29.1�8%

+8%

c↵ = 0 0.0151�14%

+15%
0.0344�14%

+19%
0.0428�8%

+8%

c↵ =
p

1/2 8.61�14%

+15%
19.2�14%

+19%
23.7�8%

+8%

c↵ = 0.6 9.95�14%

+15%
22.4�14%

+19%
27.7+8%

�8%

Table 2: Fiducial cross sections for pp ! H ! ZZ
⇤
! e

�
e
+
µ
�
µ
+ at LO, NLO and NNLO

at the 13 TeV LHC, for four values of c↵. The cross section is shown for the central scale
choice µ = mH/2. The subscripts (superscripts) indicate the scale variation obtained by
varying by a factor of 1/2 (2). The kinematic cuts and parameter choices are described in
the text.

minimal kinematic cuts on the final state leptons, inspired by a recent ATLAS analysis [6].
We require all leptons to have transverse momentum pT,l > 15 GeV and pseudorapidity
|⌘l| < 2.5. Moreover, we require the invariant mass of each lepton pair to be in a window
around the Z mass peak, 50 GeV < ml�l+ < 106 GeV. This last cut implies that the
contribution of the offshell photons is negligible; for simplicity, we set H�� = A�� =
HZ� = AZ� = 0 in Eq. (2.2). Moreover, since we are interested in CP -violation in
the Higgs sector, we will set H@Z = H@� = 0 as these derivative terms do not have a
pseudoscalar counterpart. Therefore, we will only consider the terms in Eq. (2.2) which
are governed by HZZ and AZZ , together with the SM term with coupling gHZZ = 2m2

Z/v,
and the production terms with couplings gHgg and gAgg which we have already discussed.
We then set SM = HZZ = 1, AZZ = 1, ⇤ = 1 TeV, and consider the three benchmark
scenarios with values of c↵ = {0, 1,

p
1/2}. We also consider the case c↵ = 0.6 together

with AZZ = 20 in order to illustrate the sensitivity of the shape information of certain
angular observables to the parity of the Higgs boson. All other choices of parameters,
scales, and the pdf set are the same as for the undecayed Higgs boson, described above.

We show the fiducial cross sections for this setup in Table 2. We first note that, in
contrast to the results presented in Table 1, the cross sections for the pure pseudoscalar
case are smaller than those for the pure scalar case by three orders of magnitude. This can
be understood by looking at Eq. (2.2). The (scalar) SM interaction between the Higgs boson
and the Z boson pair has a coupling given by gHZZ = 2m2

Z/v, as mentioned previously. The
pseudoscalar interaction Zµ⌫Z̃

µ⌫
XH/A leads to a factor f({p})/⇤ in the decay amplitude,

where f({p}) is a kinematic factor with dimension of mass-squared. The value of f({p})
is generally smaller than m

2

Z , and moreover ⇤ > v, leading to the pseudoscalar decay to Z

bosons being suppressed relative to the SM scalar decay by several orders of magnitude.
From Table 2 one can also see that the fiducial cross section for c↵ =

p
1/2 is no longer

given by an arithmetic average of the fiducial cross sections for c↵ = 1 and c↵ = 0. This is
clear from the fact that the degree of scalar-pseudoscalar mixing is controlled by c↵ both
in the production as well as in the decay. This implies that terms ⇠ c↵s↵ do appear –
most notably, from the combination of the pseudoscalar interaction in production and SM
interaction in the decay. This means that, in general, a simple reweighting formula like

6

When parity-violating decays are included, there appears an 
interplay between parity-even and parity-odd production/decay 
mechanisms. 

Jaquier,  Röntsch

Le↵ =� 1

4

h
c↵HgggHggGµ⌫G

µ⌫ + s↵AggGµ⌫G̃
µ⌫

i
X

+ c↵SM
gHZZ

2
ZµZ

µX

� 1

4⇤

h
c↵HZZZµ⌫Z

µ⌫ + s↵AZZZµ⌫Z̃
µ⌫

i
X
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g

g

X Z/gamma

Z/gamma

e

e

mu

mu

�mixed ⇠ c2↵�+ + s2↵��
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c↵ = cos↵, s↵ = sin↵
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Mixed parity Higgs boson production at LHC

pp ! XH/A ! Z/�⇤Z/�⇤ ! e+e�µ+µ�
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Figure 3: Normalized distribution at NNLO accuracy and differential k-factors dkNLO and
dkNNLO for the ��l1 l̄2 observable. See text for further details.

interesting proxy for the W
+
W

� decay channel of the Higgs boson. We see a noticeable
shape difference between the pure scalar and pure pseudoscalar cases, but the difference
between the c↵ = 0.6 and the pure scalar or pure pseudoscalar cases is much milder and
is covered by the scale uncertainty bands of the distributions. Therefore, as expected, this
observable has a lower sensitivity to the parity of the Higgs boson than either � or cos ✓1.
Looking at the NLO k-factor, we see that the NLO corrections enhance the distribution at
small angles. This is due to the additional radiated parton, and the effect is made more
pronounced by the kinematic cuts that we impose. On the other hand, the k-factor at
NNLO is relatively flat, implying that the presence of a second radiated parton has less of
an impact, as we saw for the � and cos ✓1 distributions. Again, the value of c↵ does not
seem to affect the differential k-factors at NLO or NNLO.

4 Conclusions
We have presented the first fully differential results for the production of a mixed scalar-
pseudoscalar Higgs boson XH/A through gluon fusion to NNLO accuracy in QCD. We
made use of an effective Lagrangian to parametrize the coupling of the mixed state to
gluons as well as its decay into Z bosons. In particular, the mixing between the scalar and
pseudoscalar Higgs states is controlled by a single parameter c↵. This allows us to make
precise predictions for a generic observable at the LHC for an arbitrary admixture of scalar
and pseudoscalar Higgs states.

For the production of a stable XH/A boson we observe that the cross section for an
arbitrary mixing angle can be obtained by an appropriate reweighting of the cross sections
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Figure 1: Normalized distribution at NNLO accuracy and differential k-factors dkNLO and
dkNNLO for the angle �. See text for further details.

Eq. (3.2) cannot be used anymore due to the interplay between the production and decay
of the Higgs boson.

We note that the scale uncertainties and the impact of the NLO and NNLO corrections
are similar to those for the undecayed results (see Table 1). Moreover, both the scale
uncertainties and the effects of the NLO and NNLO corrections are the same for all four
values of c↵ in Table 2. This, together with the fact that for the SM Higgs, the N3LO
corrections lie within the NNLO scale uncertainty bands [10,32], lead us to conclude that
NNLO is the first order at which the results for any value of c↵ are reliable.

It is clear that, for this choice of parameters, the cross sections provide enough infor-
mation to discriminate between the pure scalar and pure pseudoscalar scenarios. If we
compare the results for the c↵ = 1 and c↵ =

p
1/2 cases, we see that they are compatible

within the scale uncertainties at LO and NLO. The NNLO corrections, however, lead to
reduced scale uncertainties, and the results for these two values of c↵ are no longer com-
patible at this order. This emphasizes the need for higher order corrections in determining
the properties of the Higgs boson. On the other hand, the results for c↵ = 1 and c↵ = 0.6
(with AZZ = 20) are compatible within the scale uncertainties at LO, NLO and NNLO,
meaning that one cannot differentiate between these two cases based on the rates alone,
and additional information from the shape of kinematic distributions is required.

We now show differential distributions for three observables �, cos ✓1 and ��l1 l̄2 . The
first two observables were proposed in Ref. [7], where they have been shown to be particu-
larly sensitive to the spin and parity of the Higgs boson. The observable � is the azimuthal
angle between the planes constructed by the respective decay products of the two Z bosons
in the rest frame of the Higgs boson, while cos ✓1 is the polar angle of the decay products

7

Angular distributions of leptons are important for the analysis  of mixed 
parity case. 

Theoretical predictions of these quantities can now be extended to NNLO 
QCD — helpful for constraining small(er) admixtures of pseudoscalar 
component.   

 We observe rather flat NNLO K-factors and  reduced scale dependence.

Jaquier,  Röntsch

Gao, Gritsan, Guo, K.M., Schulze, Tran
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Associated production WH
We can use NNLO QCD formulas derived in the context of color-singlet production to describe pp    WH process. 
However, in case of associated production, Higgs decays to two b-quarks are studied experimentally.  Higgs decays 
need to be described in pQCD as well.   

Another problematic aspect is whether to work with  massless or massive b-quarks; massive quarks are important for a 
(quasi)realistic identification of b-jets. 

q

q

W*

W

H
b

b

NNLO QCD corrections to massless H->bb 
decays and combination with WH production.

Caola,  K.M., Röntsch

NNLO QCD corrections to massive  H->bb 
decays and combination with WH production.

Behring, Bizon

Figure 4: The transverse momentum distribution of the leading b jet calculated at NNLO

for central values of the renormalization and factorization scales. Lower panes show ratios

of massless to massive results. See text for details.
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Figure 5: The distance �RH(bb̄) between the two b jets used for Higgs boson

reconstruction calculated at NNLO for central values of the renormalization and

factorization scales. Lower panes show ratios of massless to massive results. See text for
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observed in pt,H(bb̄) distributions. As we discussed earlier, they are related to differences in

the clustering of two b jets into a single jet in the massive and massless cases.

In case of the �RH(bb̄) distributions, the massless to massive ratio is flat for large �RH(bb̄) &
0.75 jet separation but they become different for smaller values of �RH(bb̄). Again, these

features are closely related to the behavior of the pt,H(bb̄) distributions since a small angular

separation of the two b jets corresponds to a boosted configuration from a Higgs boson with
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observed in pt,H(bb̄) distributions. As we discussed earlier, they are related to differences in

the clustering of two b jets into a single jet in the massive and massless cases.

In case of the �RH(bb̄) distributions, the massless to massive ratio is flat for large �RH(bb̄) &
0.75 jet separation but they become different for smaller values of �RH(bb̄). Again, these

features are closely related to the behavior of the pt,H(bb̄) distributions since a small angular

separation of the two b jets corresponds to a boosted configuration from a Higgs boson with

13

Differences between massive and massless computations can be  
sizable; this isn’t a matter of mass effects per se but of  a jet algorithms. 

Behring, Bizon;   Caola,  K.M. , Röntsch



The above results provide state of the art description of fully-differential associated WH production and decay. It is 
simple, realistic and modular.   We plan to combine the NNLO QCD computations of the associated production with 
contributions from higher-dimensional operators / anomalous couplings to pp -> WH(bb) production process. 

�9Associated production WH

W

H

R. Harlander,  previous (2019). CRC meeting
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Musings on charm-Yukawa measurement at the LHC 

Studies of Higgs couplings to fermions is an important part of the program of studying the Higgs particle.  Higgs 
coupling to third generation fermions and to muons have been measured.  

 It is interesting to measure/understand to what extent the charm Yukawa coupling is canonical.  

Different ways to do that were suggested: 

1) Exclusive Higgs decays to cc  mesons and a photon;  

2) Higgs + charm associated production;  

3) Higgs kinematic distributions (e.g. transverse 
momentum, rapidity etc.).

Contributions and their scaling

[Sullivan, Nadolsky: hep-ph/0111358]

Talk by F. Bishara, SM@LHC 2019
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Musings on charm-Yukawa measurement at the LHC 
Studies of Higgs couplings to fermions is an important part of the program of studying the Higgs particle.  Higgs 
coupling to third generation fermions and to muons have been measured.  

 It is interesting to measure/understand to what extent the charm Yukawa coupling is canonical.  

Different ways to do that were suggested: 

1) Exclusive Higgs decays to cc  mesons and a photon; 

2) Higgs + charm associated production;  

3) Higgs differential distributions (e.g. transverse 
momentum, rapidity etc.).

Contributions and their scaling

[Sullivan, Nadolsky: hep-ph/0111358]

Talk by F. Bishara, SM@LHC 2019

Needs helicity flip — requires 
massive charm quarks.
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Musings on charm-Yukawa measurement at the LHC 

The calculation can be performed at leading order:  start with massive charm quarks,  compute the interference, take 
the limit of the vanishing charm mass and only keep first non-vanishing term.  The results are shown below.  

Contributions and their scaling

[Sullivan, Nadolsky: hep-ph/0111358]

Talk by F. Bishara, SM@LHC 2019

?

How reliable are these estimates?   Some possible sources of  
ambiguities and large effects are shown explicitly. 

�y
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Need NLO QCD to provide better estimates and take care of large effects. Can the 
same approach where massless computation is the limit of a massive one also work 
at NLO?  Is it reasonable to expect that in this case all charm mass logarithms 
disappear from the inclusive prediction? Work in progress with Bizon and Quarroz
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Musings on charm-Yukawa measurement at the LHC 
Apart from mass insertions required to get non-vanishing result for the interference, mass plays a role of a collinear 
regulator.  For processes without helicity flip, it is possible to remove all mass logarithms from hard processes by 
performing finite PDF  renormalisation (since appropriate matrix elements exhibit standard collinear factorization 
pattern)  and expressing results in terms of MSbar-renormalised Yukawa coupling, if appropriate.

q

q

H

�massless
cc̄!H

= �massive
cc̄!H
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Musings on charm-Yukawa measurement at the LHC 
However,  for the interference contribution — as the consequence of the required helicity flip — the standard 
factorization pattern breaks down.

lim
p4||p1

Int
⇥
|M(1c, 2c̄, 3c, 4g)|2

⇤
! g2s


Pqq(z)

z(p1p4)
� CFm2

c

(p1p4)2

�
Int

⇥
|M(z1c, 2g; 3c)|2

⇤

� CFmc(1� z)

z(p1p4)
Int

h
Tr

h
AsingA

c,+
sing(z1c, 2g; 3c)

ii

+ gsCF
(1� z)mc

2p1p4
Int

⇥
Tr

⇥
p̂1Asing(z1c, 2g; 3c)A

+
fin(1c, 2g, 3c, (1� z)1g) + h.c.

⇤⇤
<latexit sha1_base64="4YphCiqnZr1CaKOJe4f4HH0d2wI="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="4YphCiqnZr1CaKOJe4f4HH0d2wI="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="4YphCiqnZr1CaKOJe4f4HH0d2wI="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="4YphCiqnZr1CaKOJe4f4HH0d2wI="></latexit>

The above result reflects the fact that the mass insertion can occur  in many 
places, including in singular propagator.  This violates canonical  factorization 
formula for quasi-collinear singularities.  

Also, the quasi-collinear singularity  depends on the full  2->3 amplitude albeit in 
the collinear limit. This feature 
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Musings on charm-Yukawa measurement at the LHC 
Similarly,  the interference exhibits soft quark (quasi) singularities.   This implies that flavour of a jet ceases to be infra-
red safe quantity in a sense of log(mc) sensitivity, if a mass insertion is accounted for.  To protect us again soft-quark 
singularities, we plan to cut on the transverse momentum of a charm even if it is clustered into a charm jet. 

M(1c, 2g; 3c, 4g) = ū(p3) A ! Tr
�
(p̂3 +mc)AA+

�
.
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A mass term in the density matrix is the only source 
of  soft quark singularities.

where in the last term one has to use p3 = zp34 and p4 = (1� z)p34.

We note that Eqs.(3.10,3.13) show a clear di↵erence between conventional factorization

of factorization of quasi-collinear singularities and what happens in case of the helicity flip.

This di↵erence leads to a peculiar structure of logarithms of the charm mass; these logarithms

do not follow canonical pattern and can not be removed by a transformation to MS PDFs.

Another singular contribution that arises in Yukawa-HG
2 interference is the soft-quark

one. Indeed, usually, soft quarks do not develop infra-red singularities but this can change

because helicity flip is required. For the process c(p1) + g(p2) ! H + c(p3) + g(p4), the

limit p3 ⇠ mc ! 0 leads to ln(mc) contributions to the interference between two production

mechanisms.

To write the factorization formula in this limit, we note that the logarithmically enhanced

contribution can only occur if the mass insertion that provides the helicity flip happens in the

density matrix of the external soft quark. In other words, writing the scattering amplitude

and its square as follows

M(1c, 2g; 3c, 4g) = ū(p3)A ! |M|
2 = Tr

⇥
(p3 +mc)AA

+
⇤
, (3.14)

we note that the following contribution

mcInt
h
Tr

⇥
AA

+
⇤
mc,p3!0

i
, (3.15)

provides singular soft quark contributions to the interference. The reason for this is that if

the mass term that provides the helicity flip comes from “inside” AA
+, the density matrix

of a quark will contribute its four-momentum p3 which provides the usual suppression in the

soft soft quark limit. Hence, we conclude that Eq.(3.15) is the only source of lnmc terms in

the soft limit.

It follows from Eq.(3.15) that, in order to compute the required soft limit, we need to

consider the matrix element in p3 ! 0,mc ! 0 limit but we need to keep an external spinor

that describes charm quark massive since this spinor provides the density matrix and the

mass term there, eventually. When writing the factorization formula, we need to distinguish

between contributions facilitated by Yukawa and HGG couplings. The full amplitude reads

M(1c, 2g; 3c̄, 4g) = My(1c, 2g; 3c̄, 4g) +Mg2(1c, 2g; 3c̄, 4g). (3.16)

The soft limits of the two amplitudes are given by

lim
p3!0

My(1c, 2g; 3c̄, 4g) = gst
a2
i3if
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where in the last term one has to use p3 = zp34 and p4 = (1� z)p34.

We note that Eqs.(3.10,3.13) show a clear di↵erence between conventional factorization

of factorization of quasi-collinear singularities and what happens in case of the helicity flip.

This di↵erence leads to a peculiar structure of logarithms of the charm mass; these logarithms

do not follow canonical pattern and can not be removed by a transformation to MS PDFs.

Another singular contribution that arises in Yukawa-HG
2 interference is the soft-quark

one. Indeed, usually, soft quarks do not develop infra-red singularities but this can change

because helicity flip is required. For the process c(p1) + g(p2) ! H + c(p3) + g(p4), the

limit p3 ⇠ mc ! 0 leads to ln(mc) contributions to the interference between two production

mechanisms.

To write the factorization formula in this limit, we note that the logarithmically enhanced

contribution can only occur if the mass insertion that provides the helicity flip happens in the

density matrix of the external soft quark. In other words, writing the scattering amplitude

and its square as follows

M(1c, 2g; 3c, 4g) = ū(p3)A ! |M|
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+
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, (3.14)

we note that the following contribution
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provides singular soft quark contributions to the interference. The reason for this is that if

the mass term that provides the helicity flip comes from “inside” AA
+, the density matrix

of a quark will contribute its four-momentum p3 which provides the usual suppression in the

soft soft quark limit. Hence, we conclude that Eq.(3.15) is the only source of lnmc terms in

the soft limit.

It follows from Eq.(3.15) that, in order to compute the required soft limit, we need to

consider the matrix element in p3 ! 0,mc ! 0 limit but we need to keep an external spinor

that describes charm quark massive since this spinor provides the density matrix and the

mass term there, eventually. When writing the factorization formula, we need to distinguish

between contributions facilitated by Yukawa and HGG couplings. The full amplitude reads

M(1c, 2g; 3c̄, 4g) = My(1c, 2g; 3c̄, 4g) +Mg2(1c, 2g; 3c̄, 4g). (3.16)
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Musings on charm-Yukawa measurement at the LHC 

With soft quark singularities argued away, the remaining singularities can be subtracted even if factorization formulas 
for quasi-collinear ones are not always canonical.   The end result is a fairly  standard NLO computation with non-
standard subtraction terms.  

All subtraction terms are designed in such a way that mc -> 0 limit is smooth.  Logarithms of the charm quark mass 
appear explicitly in integrated subtraction terms and in one-loop virtual corrections. 

We are in the process of putting everything together… 
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Conclusions 

The goal of this project is to provide description of Higgs boson production processes that combines QCD effects with 
SMEFT effects, ideally accounting for NNLO QCD corrections.  

This requires process-independent understanding of NNLO QCD fully-differential  subtraction terms. This has now 
been accomplished for color-singlet production processes and decays of the Higgs boson to massive b-quarks.  

These results provide the necessary QCD ingredients for the  analysis of associated production pp -> WH(bb)  process 
also when corrections to the decay are included. Need SMEFT amplitudes for these processes.  

As a proof of principle:  NNLO QCD corrections to the production of mixed parity Higgs boson with decays to four 
lepton pairs. 

Study of interference effects (Hcc & HGG)  for Higgs-charm Yukawa coupling determination in an wassociated 
H+charm production process.   

The interference vanishes for massless charm quarks since helicity flip is needed.   

Interesting QCD effects — helicity flip leads to deviations from canonical factorization pattern of mass singularities (soft 
quarks, incomplete collinear decoupling etc.).  Work on estimating QCD corrections in progress. 


