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Higgs as a probe of  
electroweak baryogenesis



• Overview of Electroweak Baryogenesis (EWBG)


• Current status


• 1st-order EWPT and its consequences for Higgs physics


• EWBG-related CP violation


• Summary and Outlook
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Baryon Asymmetry of the Universe (BAU)
Our Universe is baryon-asymmetric.

(1) Baryon number violation

(2) C and CP violation

(3) Out of equilibrium

Sakharov’s conditions

❒ after inflation (scale is model dependent)

❒ before Big-Bang Nucleosynthesis (T≃O(1) MeV)

[Sakharov, JETP Lett. 5 (1967) 24]

⌘BBN =
nB

n�
= (5.8� 6.5)⇥ 10�10,

⌘CMB =
nB

n�
= (6.105� 0.055)⇥ 10�10.
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✤ B violation: anomalous (sphaleron) process 


✤ C violation: chiral gauge interaction


✤ CP violation: CKM matrix and/or other sources in beyond the SM


✤ Out of equilibrium: 1st-order EW phase transition (EWPT) with 
expanding bubble walls

[Kuzmin, Rubakov, Shaposhnikov, PLB155,36 (‘85) ]Sakharov’s conditions

BAU can arise by the growing bubbles.

EW baryogenesis (EWBG)

(LH fermions)

bubble 

expansion
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To satisfy ΓB<H, EWPT has to be 1st order,

 vC/TC≿1
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-> cannot redo EWPT in lab. exp.

So, test Sakharov’criteria instead.

How do we test this scenario?
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fraction measurements is required. The coupling fit presented here 
is performed within the !!framework53 with a set of parameters ! that 
affect the Higgs boson coupling strengths without altering any kin-
ematic distributions of a given process.

Within this framework, the cross-section times the branching frac-
tion for an individual measurement is parameterized in terms of the 
multiplicative coupling strength modifiers !. A coupling strength 
modifier !p for a production or decay process via the coupling to a 
given particle p is defined as ! " "= /p p p

2 SM or ! # #= /p p p
2 SM, respectively, 

where #p is the partial decay width into a pair of particles p. The param-
eterization takes into account that the total decay width depends on 
all decay modes included in the present measurements, as well as cur-
rently undetected or invisible, direct or indirect decays predicted by 
the standard model (such as those to gluons, light quarks or neutrinos) 
and the hypothetical decays into non-standard model particles. The 
decays to non-standard model particles are divided into decays to 
invisible particles and other decays that would be undetected owing 
to large backgrounds. The corresponding branching fractions for the 
two are denoted by Binv. and Bu., respectively.

In the following, three classes of models with progressively fewer 
assumptions about coupling strength modifiers are considered. Stand-
ard model values are assumed for the coupling strength modifiers of 
first-generation fermions, and the modifiers of the second-generation 
quarks are set to those of the third generation, except where !c is left 
free-floating in the fit. Owing to their small sizes, these couplings are 
not expected to noticeably affect any of the results. The ggF produc-
tion and the H!"!$$ and H!"!Z$ decays are loop-induced processes. 
They are either expressed in terms of the more fundamental coupling 
strength scale factors corresponding to the particles that contribute 
to the loop-induced processes in the standard model, or treated using 
effective coupling strength modifiers !g, !$ and !Z$, respectively. The 
latter scenario accounts for possible loop contributions from par-
ticles beyond the standard model. The small contribution from the 
loop-induced gg!"!ZH process is always parameterized in terms of the 
couplings to the corresponding standard model particles.

The first model tests one scale factor for the vector bosons, 
!V!=!!W!=!!Z, and a second, !F, which applies to all fermions. In general, 
the standard model prediction of !V!=!!F!=!1 does not hold in extensions 
of the standard model. For example, the values of !V and !F would be 

less than!1 in models in which the Higgs boson is a composite particle. 
The effective couplings corresponding to the ggF, H!"!$$ and H!"!Z$ 
loop-induced processes are parameterized in terms of the fundamental 
standard model couplings. It is assumed that there are no invisible or 
undetected Higgs boson decays beyond the standard model, that is, 
Binv.!=!Bu.!=!0. As only the relative sign between !V and !F is physical and 
a negative relative sign has been excluded with a high level of confi-
dence20, !V!#!0 and !F!#!0 are assumed. Figure$4 shows the results of a 
combined fit in the (!V,!!F) plane. The best-fit values and their uncer-
tainties from the combined fit are !V!= 1.035!±!0.031 and !F!= 0.95!±!0.05, 
compatible with the standard model predictions. A relatively large 
positive correlation of 39% is observed between the two fit parameters, 
because some of the most sensitive input measurements involve the 
ggF production process (that is, via couplings to fermions) with sub-
sequent Higgs boson decays into vector bosons.

In the second class of models, the coupling strength modifiers for 
W, Z, t, b, c, % and µ are treated independently. All modifiers are assumed 
to be positive. It is assumed that only standard model particles con-
tribute to the loop-induced processes, and modifications of the fermion 
and vector boson couplings are propagated through the loop calcula-
tions. Invisible or undetected non-standard model Higgs boson decays 
are not considered. These models enable testing of the predicted scal-
ing of the couplings of the Higgs boson to the standard model particles 
as a function of their mass using the reduced coupling strength mod-
ifiers ! g ! m/2vev = ( /vev)V V V V  for weak bosons with a mass mV and 
!FgF!=!!FmF/vev for fermions with a mass mF, where gV and gF are the 
corresponding absolute coupling strengths and ‘vev’ is the vacuum 
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cross-sections, are: production in association with a vector boson or 
‘Higgsstrahlung’ (VH) depicted in Fig.!1c, and production in association 
with top (tH and ttH) or bottom (bbH) quarks, depicted in Fig.!1d–f. 
The bbH mode has not been studied in the context of the SM Higgs 
boson because of limited sensitivity.

Events are categorized according to the signatures particular to each 
production mechanism. For example, they are categorized as 
VBF-produced if there are two high transverse momentum (pT) jets, or 
as VH-produced if there are additional charged leptons (!) and/or pT

miss, 
or ttH- and tH-produced if there are jets identified as coming from b 
quarks, or otherwise ggH-produced. (The top quark predominantly 
decays into a W boson and a b-quark jet).

Decays
In the SM, particle masses arise from spontaneous breaking of the gauge 
symmetry, through gauge couplings to the Higgs field in the case of 
vector bosons, and Yukawa couplings in the case of fermions. The SM 
Higgs boson couples to vector bosons, with an amplitude proportional 
to the gauge boson mass squared mV

2, and to fermions with an amplitude 
proportional to the fermion mass mf. Hence, for example, the coupling 
is stronger for the third generation of quarks and leptons than for those 
in the second generation. The observation of many Higgs boson decays 
to SM particles and the measurement of their branching fractions are 
a crucial test of the validity of the theory. Any sizeable deviation from 
the predictions could indicate the presence of BSM physics.

The Higgs boson, once produced, rapidly decays into a pair of  
fermions or a pair of bosons. In the SM, its lifetime is ! " 1.6 # 10 sH

$22 , 
and its inverse, the natural width, is " # != / = 4.14 ± 0.02 MeVH  (ref. 39), 
where # is the reduced!Planck's constant. The natural width is the sum 
of all the partial widths, and the ratios of the partial widths to the total 
width are called branching fractions and represent the probabilities 
for that decay channel to occur. The Higgs boson does not couple 
directly to massless particles (for example, the gluon or the photon), 
but can do so through quantum loops (for example, Fig.!1a,i,j).

By design, the event selections do not overlap among analyses target-
ing different final states. Where the final states are similar, the overlap 
has been checked and found to be negligible.

Detailed information on the analyses included in the new combina-
tion along with improvements, and the online and offline criteria used to 
select events for the analyses can be found in Methods, Extended Data 
Tables!2 and 3, and the associated references. Online reconstruction is 
performed in real time as the data are being collected. Offline recon-
struction is performed later on stored data. The background-subtracted 
distributions of the invariant mass of final-state particles in the indi-
vidual decay channels are shown in Extended Data Figs.!3 and 4. The 
channels that are used in this combination are as follows.

Bosonic decay channels: H%&%'' (Fig.!1i, j)42; H%&%ZZ%&%4! (Fig.!1g)43; 
H%&%WW%&%!(!v (Fig.!1g)44, H%&%Z' (Fig.!1i, j)45; fermionic decay channels: 
H%&%)), third-generation fermion (Fig.!1h)46, H%&%bb, third-generation 
fermion (Fig.!1h)47–51, H%&%µµ, second-generation fermion (Fig.!1h)52;  
ttH and tH with multileptons (Fig.!1d–f)53; Higgs boson decays beyond 
the SM35.

Higgs boson pair production
The measurement of the pair production of Higgs bosons can probe its 
self-interaction $. The pair production modes are shown in Fig.!1k–o.

In the ggH mode, there are two leading contributions: in the first 
(Fig.!1l), two Higgs bosons emerge from a top or bottom quark loop; 
in the second (Fig.!1k), a single virtual Higgs boson, H*, emerges from 
the top or bottom quark loop and then decays to two Higgs bosons 
(gg & H* & HH).  Explicit establishment of the latter contribution, a 
direct manifestation of the Higgs boson’s self-interaction, would elu-
cidate the strikingly unusual potential of the BEH field.

In the VBF mode, there are three subprocesses that can lead to pro-
duction of a pair of Higgs bosons: (1) through a virtual Higgs boson 
(Fig.!1m); (2) through a four-point interaction: VV%&%HH (Fig.!1n); and 
(3) through the exchange of a vector boson (Fig.!1o).
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fraction measurements is required. The coupling fit presented here 
is performed within the !!framework53 with a set of parameters ! that 
affect the Higgs boson coupling strengths without altering any kin-
ematic distributions of a given process.

Within this framework, the cross-section times the branching frac-
tion for an individual measurement is parameterized in terms of the 
multiplicative coupling strength modifiers !. A coupling strength 
modifier !p for a production or decay process via the coupling to a 
given particle p is defined as ! " "= /p p p

2 SM or ! # #= /p p p
2 SM, respectively, 

where #p is the partial decay width into a pair of particles p. The param-
eterization takes into account that the total decay width depends on 
all decay modes included in the present measurements, as well as cur-
rently undetected or invisible, direct or indirect decays predicted by 
the standard model (such as those to gluons, light quarks or neutrinos) 
and the hypothetical decays into non-standard model particles. The 
decays to non-standard model particles are divided into decays to 
invisible particles and other decays that would be undetected owing 
to large backgrounds. The corresponding branching fractions for the 
two are denoted by Binv. and Bu., respectively.

In the following, three classes of models with progressively fewer 
assumptions about coupling strength modifiers are considered. Stand-
ard model values are assumed for the coupling strength modifiers of 
first-generation fermions, and the modifiers of the second-generation 
quarks are set to those of the third generation, except where !c is left 
free-floating in the fit. Owing to their small sizes, these couplings are 
not expected to noticeably affect any of the results. The ggF produc-
tion and the H!"!$$ and H!"!Z$ decays are loop-induced processes. 
They are either expressed in terms of the more fundamental coupling 
strength scale factors corresponding to the particles that contribute 
to the loop-induced processes in the standard model, or treated using 
effective coupling strength modifiers !g, !$ and !Z$, respectively. The 
latter scenario accounts for possible loop contributions from par-
ticles beyond the standard model. The small contribution from the 
loop-induced gg!"!ZH process is always parameterized in terms of the 
couplings to the corresponding standard model particles.

The first model tests one scale factor for the vector bosons, 
!V!=!!W!=!!Z, and a second, !F, which applies to all fermions. In general, 
the standard model prediction of !V!=!!F!=!1 does not hold in extensions 
of the standard model. For example, the values of !V and !F would be 

less than!1 in models in which the Higgs boson is a composite particle. 
The effective couplings corresponding to the ggF, H!"!$$ and H!"!Z$ 
loop-induced processes are parameterized in terms of the fundamental 
standard model couplings. It is assumed that there are no invisible or 
undetected Higgs boson decays beyond the standard model, that is, 
Binv.!=!Bu.!=!0. As only the relative sign between !V and !F is physical and 
a negative relative sign has been excluded with a high level of confi-
dence20, !V!#!0 and !F!#!0 are assumed. Figure$4 shows the results of a 
combined fit in the (!V,!!F) plane. The best-fit values and their uncer-
tainties from the combined fit are !V!= 1.035!±!0.031 and !F!= 0.95!±!0.05, 
compatible with the standard model predictions. A relatively large 
positive correlation of 39% is observed between the two fit parameters, 
because some of the most sensitive input measurements involve the 
ggF production process (that is, via couplings to fermions) with sub-
sequent Higgs boson decays into vector bosons.

In the second class of models, the coupling strength modifiers for 
W, Z, t, b, c, % and µ are treated independently. All modifiers are assumed 
to be positive. It is assumed that only standard model particles con-
tribute to the loop-induced processes, and modifications of the fermion 
and vector boson couplings are propagated through the loop calcula-
tions. Invisible or undetected non-standard model Higgs boson decays 
are not considered. These models enable testing of the predicted scal-
ing of the couplings of the Higgs boson to the standard model particles 
as a function of their mass using the reduced coupling strength mod-
ifiers ! g ! m/2vev = ( /vev)V V V V  for weak bosons with a mass mV and 
!FgF!=!!FmF/vev for fermions with a mass mF, where gV and gF are the 
corresponding absolute coupling strengths and ‘vev’ is the vacuum 
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cross-sections, are: production in association with a vector boson or 
‘Higgsstrahlung’ (VH) depicted in Fig.!1c, and production in association 
with top (tH and ttH) or bottom (bbH) quarks, depicted in Fig.!1d–f. 
The bbH mode has not been studied in the context of the SM Higgs 
boson because of limited sensitivity.

Events are categorized according to the signatures particular to each 
production mechanism. For example, they are categorized as 
VBF-produced if there are two high transverse momentum (pT) jets, or 
as VH-produced if there are additional charged leptons (!) and/or pT

miss, 
or ttH- and tH-produced if there are jets identified as coming from b 
quarks, or otherwise ggH-produced. (The top quark predominantly 
decays into a W boson and a b-quark jet).

Decays
In the SM, particle masses arise from spontaneous breaking of the gauge 
symmetry, through gauge couplings to the Higgs field in the case of 
vector bosons, and Yukawa couplings in the case of fermions. The SM 
Higgs boson couples to vector bosons, with an amplitude proportional 
to the gauge boson mass squared mV

2, and to fermions with an amplitude 
proportional to the fermion mass mf. Hence, for example, the coupling 
is stronger for the third generation of quarks and leptons than for those 
in the second generation. The observation of many Higgs boson decays 
to SM particles and the measurement of their branching fractions are 
a crucial test of the validity of the theory. Any sizeable deviation from 
the predictions could indicate the presence of BSM physics.

The Higgs boson, once produced, rapidly decays into a pair of  
fermions or a pair of bosons. In the SM, its lifetime is ! " 1.6 # 10 sH

$22 , 
and its inverse, the natural width, is " # != / = 4.14 ± 0.02 MeVH  (ref. 39), 
where # is the reduced!Planck's constant. The natural width is the sum 
of all the partial widths, and the ratios of the partial widths to the total 
width are called branching fractions and represent the probabilities 
for that decay channel to occur. The Higgs boson does not couple 
directly to massless particles (for example, the gluon or the photon), 
but can do so through quantum loops (for example, Fig.!1a,i,j).

By design, the event selections do not overlap among analyses target-
ing different final states. Where the final states are similar, the overlap 
has been checked and found to be negligible.

Detailed information on the analyses included in the new combina-
tion along with improvements, and the online and offline criteria used to 
select events for the analyses can be found in Methods, Extended Data 
Tables!2 and 3, and the associated references. Online reconstruction is 
performed in real time as the data are being collected. Offline recon-
struction is performed later on stored data. The background-subtracted 
distributions of the invariant mass of final-state particles in the indi-
vidual decay channels are shown in Extended Data Figs.!3 and 4. The 
channels that are used in this combination are as follows.

Bosonic decay channels: H%&%'' (Fig.!1i, j)42; H%&%ZZ%&%4! (Fig.!1g)43; 
H%&%WW%&%!(!v (Fig.!1g)44, H%&%Z' (Fig.!1i, j)45; fermionic decay channels: 
H%&%)), third-generation fermion (Fig.!1h)46, H%&%bb, third-generation 
fermion (Fig.!1h)47–51, H%&%µµ, second-generation fermion (Fig.!1h)52;  
ttH and tH with multileptons (Fig.!1d–f)53; Higgs boson decays beyond 
the SM35.

Higgs boson pair production
The measurement of the pair production of Higgs bosons can probe its 
self-interaction $. The pair production modes are shown in Fig.!1k–o.

In the ggH mode, there are two leading contributions: in the first 
(Fig.!1l), two Higgs bosons emerge from a top or bottom quark loop; 
in the second (Fig.!1k), a single virtual Higgs boson, H*, emerges from 
the top or bottom quark loop and then decays to two Higgs bosons 
(gg & H* & HH).  Explicit establishment of the latter contribution, a 
direct manifestation of the Higgs boson’s self-interaction, would elu-
cidate the strikingly unusual potential of the BEH field.

In the VBF mode, there are three subprocesses that can lead to pro-
duction of a pair of Higgs bosons: (1) through a virtual Higgs boson 
(Fig.!1m); (2) through a four-point interaction: VV%&%HH (Fig.!1n); and 
(3) through the exchange of a vector boson (Fig.!1o).
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the SM prediction for the right plot is 37.5%.
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fraction measurements is required. The coupling fit presented here 
is performed within the !!framework53 with a set of parameters ! that 
affect the Higgs boson coupling strengths without altering any kin-
ematic distributions of a given process.

Within this framework, the cross-section times the branching frac-
tion for an individual measurement is parameterized in terms of the 
multiplicative coupling strength modifiers !. A coupling strength 
modifier !p for a production or decay process via the coupling to a 
given particle p is defined as ! " "= /p p p

2 SM or ! # #= /p p p
2 SM, respectively, 

where #p is the partial decay width into a pair of particles p. The param-
eterization takes into account that the total decay width depends on 
all decay modes included in the present measurements, as well as cur-
rently undetected or invisible, direct or indirect decays predicted by 
the standard model (such as those to gluons, light quarks or neutrinos) 
and the hypothetical decays into non-standard model particles. The 
decays to non-standard model particles are divided into decays to 
invisible particles and other decays that would be undetected owing 
to large backgrounds. The corresponding branching fractions for the 
two are denoted by Binv. and Bu., respectively.

In the following, three classes of models with progressively fewer 
assumptions about coupling strength modifiers are considered. Stand-
ard model values are assumed for the coupling strength modifiers of 
first-generation fermions, and the modifiers of the second-generation 
quarks are set to those of the third generation, except where !c is left 
free-floating in the fit. Owing to their small sizes, these couplings are 
not expected to noticeably affect any of the results. The ggF produc-
tion and the H!"!$$ and H!"!Z$ decays are loop-induced processes. 
They are either expressed in terms of the more fundamental coupling 
strength scale factors corresponding to the particles that contribute 
to the loop-induced processes in the standard model, or treated using 
effective coupling strength modifiers !g, !$ and !Z$, respectively. The 
latter scenario accounts for possible loop contributions from par-
ticles beyond the standard model. The small contribution from the 
loop-induced gg!"!ZH process is always parameterized in terms of the 
couplings to the corresponding standard model particles.

The first model tests one scale factor for the vector bosons, 
!V!=!!W!=!!Z, and a second, !F, which applies to all fermions. In general, 
the standard model prediction of !V!=!!F!=!1 does not hold in extensions 
of the standard model. For example, the values of !V and !F would be 

less than!1 in models in which the Higgs boson is a composite particle. 
The effective couplings corresponding to the ggF, H!"!$$ and H!"!Z$ 
loop-induced processes are parameterized in terms of the fundamental 
standard model couplings. It is assumed that there are no invisible or 
undetected Higgs boson decays beyond the standard model, that is, 
Binv.!=!Bu.!=!0. As only the relative sign between !V and !F is physical and 
a negative relative sign has been excluded with a high level of confi-
dence20, !V!#!0 and !F!#!0 are assumed. Figure$4 shows the results of a 
combined fit in the (!V,!!F) plane. The best-fit values and their uncer-
tainties from the combined fit are !V!= 1.035!±!0.031 and !F!= 0.95!±!0.05, 
compatible with the standard model predictions. A relatively large 
positive correlation of 39% is observed between the two fit parameters, 
because some of the most sensitive input measurements involve the 
ggF production process (that is, via couplings to fermions) with sub-
sequent Higgs boson decays into vector bosons.

In the second class of models, the coupling strength modifiers for 
W, Z, t, b, c, % and µ are treated independently. All modifiers are assumed 
to be positive. It is assumed that only standard model particles con-
tribute to the loop-induced processes, and modifications of the fermion 
and vector boson couplings are propagated through the loop calcula-
tions. Invisible or undetected non-standard model Higgs boson decays 
are not considered. These models enable testing of the predicted scal-
ing of the couplings of the Higgs boson to the standard model particles 
as a function of their mass using the reduced coupling strength mod-
ifiers ! g ! m/2vev = ( /vev)V V V V  for weak bosons with a mass mV and 
!FgF!=!!FmF/vev for fermions with a mass mF, where gV and gF are the 
corresponding absolute coupling strengths and ‘vev’ is the vacuum 
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! m /vevV V  for vector bosons as a function of their masses mF and mV. Two fit 
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(grey cross markers) are shown. Loop-induced processes are assumed to have 
the standard model (SM)$structure, and Higgs boson decays to non-SM particles 
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SM prediction are 56% and 65% for the respective scenarios. The lower panel 
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extends beyond the lower panel range. Data are from ATLAS Run!2.
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cross-sections, are: production in association with a vector boson or 
‘Higgsstrahlung’ (VH) depicted in Fig.!1c, and production in association 
with top (tH and ttH) or bottom (bbH) quarks, depicted in Fig.!1d–f. 
The bbH mode has not been studied in the context of the SM Higgs 
boson because of limited sensitivity.

Events are categorized according to the signatures particular to each 
production mechanism. For example, they are categorized as 
VBF-produced if there are two high transverse momentum (pT) jets, or 
as VH-produced if there are additional charged leptons (!) and/or pT

miss, 
or ttH- and tH-produced if there are jets identified as coming from b 
quarks, or otherwise ggH-produced. (The top quark predominantly 
decays into a W boson and a b-quark jet).

Decays
In the SM, particle masses arise from spontaneous breaking of the gauge 
symmetry, through gauge couplings to the Higgs field in the case of 
vector bosons, and Yukawa couplings in the case of fermions. The SM 
Higgs boson couples to vector bosons, with an amplitude proportional 
to the gauge boson mass squared mV

2, and to fermions with an amplitude 
proportional to the fermion mass mf. Hence, for example, the coupling 
is stronger for the third generation of quarks and leptons than for those 
in the second generation. The observation of many Higgs boson decays 
to SM particles and the measurement of their branching fractions are 
a crucial test of the validity of the theory. Any sizeable deviation from 
the predictions could indicate the presence of BSM physics.

The Higgs boson, once produced, rapidly decays into a pair of  
fermions or a pair of bosons. In the SM, its lifetime is ! " 1.6 # 10 sH

$22 , 
and its inverse, the natural width, is " # != / = 4.14 ± 0.02 MeVH  (ref. 39), 
where # is the reduced!Planck's constant. The natural width is the sum 
of all the partial widths, and the ratios of the partial widths to the total 
width are called branching fractions and represent the probabilities 
for that decay channel to occur. The Higgs boson does not couple 
directly to massless particles (for example, the gluon or the photon), 
but can do so through quantum loops (for example, Fig.!1a,i,j).

By design, the event selections do not overlap among analyses target-
ing different final states. Where the final states are similar, the overlap 
has been checked and found to be negligible.

Detailed information on the analyses included in the new combina-
tion along with improvements, and the online and offline criteria used to 
select events for the analyses can be found in Methods, Extended Data 
Tables!2 and 3, and the associated references. Online reconstruction is 
performed in real time as the data are being collected. Offline recon-
struction is performed later on stored data. The background-subtracted 
distributions of the invariant mass of final-state particles in the indi-
vidual decay channels are shown in Extended Data Figs.!3 and 4. The 
channels that are used in this combination are as follows.

Bosonic decay channels: H%&%'' (Fig.!1i, j)42; H%&%ZZ%&%4! (Fig.!1g)43; 
H%&%WW%&%!(!v (Fig.!1g)44, H%&%Z' (Fig.!1i, j)45; fermionic decay channels: 
H%&%)), third-generation fermion (Fig.!1h)46, H%&%bb, third-generation 
fermion (Fig.!1h)47–51, H%&%µµ, second-generation fermion (Fig.!1h)52;  
ttH and tH with multileptons (Fig.!1d–f)53; Higgs boson decays beyond 
the SM35.

Higgs boson pair production
The measurement of the pair production of Higgs bosons can probe its 
self-interaction $. The pair production modes are shown in Fig.!1k–o.

In the ggH mode, there are two leading contributions: in the first 
(Fig.!1l), two Higgs bosons emerge from a top or bottom quark loop; 
in the second (Fig.!1k), a single virtual Higgs boson, H*, emerges from 
the top or bottom quark loop and then decays to two Higgs bosons 
(gg & H* & HH).  Explicit establishment of the latter contribution, a 
direct manifestation of the Higgs boson’s self-interaction, would elu-
cidate the strikingly unusual potential of the BEH field.

In the VBF mode, there are three subprocesses that can lead to pro-
duction of a pair of Higgs bosons: (1) through a virtual Higgs boson 
(Fig.!1m); (2) through a four-point interaction: VV%&%HH (Fig.!1n); and 
(3) through the exchange of a vector boson (Fig.!1o).
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Fig. 3 | A portrait of the Higgs boson couplings to fermions and vector 
bosons. Left: constraints on the Higgs boson coupling modifiers to fermions 
(%f) and heavy gauge bosons (%V), in different datasets: discovery (red), the full 
LHC Run%1 (blue) and the data presented here (black). The SM prediction 
corresponds to %V%=%%f%=%1 (diamond marker). Right: the measured coupling 
modifiers of the Higgs boson to fermions and heavy gauge bosons, as functions 

of fermion or gauge boson mass, where & is the vacuum expectation value of 
the BEH field (‘Notes on self-interaction strength’ in Methods). For gauge 
bosons, the square root of the coupling modifier is plotted, to keep a linear 
proportionality to the mass, as predicted in the SM. The P value with respect to 
the SM prediction for the right plot is 37.5%.
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fraction measurements is required. The coupling fit presented here 
is performed within the !!framework53 with a set of parameters ! that 
affect the Higgs boson coupling strengths without altering any kin-
ematic distributions of a given process.

Within this framework, the cross-section times the branching frac-
tion for an individual measurement is parameterized in terms of the 
multiplicative coupling strength modifiers !. A coupling strength 
modifier !p for a production or decay process via the coupling to a 
given particle p is defined as ! " "= /p p p

2 SM or ! # #= /p p p
2 SM, respectively, 

where #p is the partial decay width into a pair of particles p. The param-
eterization takes into account that the total decay width depends on 
all decay modes included in the present measurements, as well as cur-
rently undetected or invisible, direct or indirect decays predicted by 
the standard model (such as those to gluons, light quarks or neutrinos) 
and the hypothetical decays into non-standard model particles. The 
decays to non-standard model particles are divided into decays to 
invisible particles and other decays that would be undetected owing 
to large backgrounds. The corresponding branching fractions for the 
two are denoted by Binv. and Bu., respectively.

In the following, three classes of models with progressively fewer 
assumptions about coupling strength modifiers are considered. Stand-
ard model values are assumed for the coupling strength modifiers of 
first-generation fermions, and the modifiers of the second-generation 
quarks are set to those of the third generation, except where !c is left 
free-floating in the fit. Owing to their small sizes, these couplings are 
not expected to noticeably affect any of the results. The ggF produc-
tion and the H!"!$$ and H!"!Z$ decays are loop-induced processes. 
They are either expressed in terms of the more fundamental coupling 
strength scale factors corresponding to the particles that contribute 
to the loop-induced processes in the standard model, or treated using 
effective coupling strength modifiers !g, !$ and !Z$, respectively. The 
latter scenario accounts for possible loop contributions from par-
ticles beyond the standard model. The small contribution from the 
loop-induced gg!"!ZH process is always parameterized in terms of the 
couplings to the corresponding standard model particles.

The first model tests one scale factor for the vector bosons, 
!V!=!!W!=!!Z, and a second, !F, which applies to all fermions. In general, 
the standard model prediction of !V!=!!F!=!1 does not hold in extensions 
of the standard model. For example, the values of !V and !F would be 

less than!1 in models in which the Higgs boson is a composite particle. 
The effective couplings corresponding to the ggF, H!"!$$ and H!"!Z$ 
loop-induced processes are parameterized in terms of the fundamental 
standard model couplings. It is assumed that there are no invisible or 
undetected Higgs boson decays beyond the standard model, that is, 
Binv.!=!Bu.!=!0. As only the relative sign between !V and !F is physical and 
a negative relative sign has been excluded with a high level of confi-
dence20, !V!#!0 and !F!#!0 are assumed. Figure$4 shows the results of a 
combined fit in the (!V,!!F) plane. The best-fit values and their uncer-
tainties from the combined fit are !V!= 1.035!±!0.031 and !F!= 0.95!±!0.05, 
compatible with the standard model predictions. A relatively large 
positive correlation of 39% is observed between the two fit parameters, 
because some of the most sensitive input measurements involve the 
ggF production process (that is, via couplings to fermions) with sub-
sequent Higgs boson decays into vector bosons.

In the second class of models, the coupling strength modifiers for 
W, Z, t, b, c, % and µ are treated independently. All modifiers are assumed 
to be positive. It is assumed that only standard model particles con-
tribute to the loop-induced processes, and modifications of the fermion 
and vector boson couplings are propagated through the loop calcula-
tions. Invisible or undetected non-standard model Higgs boson decays 
are not considered. These models enable testing of the predicted scal-
ing of the couplings of the Higgs boson to the standard model particles 
as a function of their mass using the reduced coupling strength mod-
ifiers ! g ! m/2vev = ( /vev)V V V V  for weak bosons with a mass mV and 
!FgF!=!!FmF/vev for fermions with a mass mF, where gV and gF are the 
corresponding absolute coupling strengths and ‘vev’ is the vacuum 
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cross-sections, are: production in association with a vector boson or 
‘Higgsstrahlung’ (VH) depicted in Fig.!1c, and production in association 
with top (tH and ttH) or bottom (bbH) quarks, depicted in Fig.!1d–f. 
The bbH mode has not been studied in the context of the SM Higgs 
boson because of limited sensitivity.

Events are categorized according to the signatures particular to each 
production mechanism. For example, they are categorized as 
VBF-produced if there are two high transverse momentum (pT) jets, or 
as VH-produced if there are additional charged leptons (!) and/or pT

miss, 
or ttH- and tH-produced if there are jets identified as coming from b 
quarks, or otherwise ggH-produced. (The top quark predominantly 
decays into a W boson and a b-quark jet).

Decays
In the SM, particle masses arise from spontaneous breaking of the gauge 
symmetry, through gauge couplings to the Higgs field in the case of 
vector bosons, and Yukawa couplings in the case of fermions. The SM 
Higgs boson couples to vector bosons, with an amplitude proportional 
to the gauge boson mass squared mV

2, and to fermions with an amplitude 
proportional to the fermion mass mf. Hence, for example, the coupling 
is stronger for the third generation of quarks and leptons than for those 
in the second generation. The observation of many Higgs boson decays 
to SM particles and the measurement of their branching fractions are 
a crucial test of the validity of the theory. Any sizeable deviation from 
the predictions could indicate the presence of BSM physics.

The Higgs boson, once produced, rapidly decays into a pair of  
fermions or a pair of bosons. In the SM, its lifetime is ! " 1.6 # 10 sH

$22 , 
and its inverse, the natural width, is " # != / = 4.14 ± 0.02 MeVH  (ref. 39), 
where # is the reduced!Planck's constant. The natural width is the sum 
of all the partial widths, and the ratios of the partial widths to the total 
width are called branching fractions and represent the probabilities 
for that decay channel to occur. The Higgs boson does not couple 
directly to massless particles (for example, the gluon or the photon), 
but can do so through quantum loops (for example, Fig.!1a,i,j).

By design, the event selections do not overlap among analyses target-
ing different final states. Where the final states are similar, the overlap 
has been checked and found to be negligible.

Detailed information on the analyses included in the new combina-
tion along with improvements, and the online and offline criteria used to 
select events for the analyses can be found in Methods, Extended Data 
Tables!2 and 3, and the associated references. Online reconstruction is 
performed in real time as the data are being collected. Offline recon-
struction is performed later on stored data. The background-subtracted 
distributions of the invariant mass of final-state particles in the indi-
vidual decay channels are shown in Extended Data Figs.!3 and 4. The 
channels that are used in this combination are as follows.

Bosonic decay channels: H%&%'' (Fig.!1i, j)42; H%&%ZZ%&%4! (Fig.!1g)43; 
H%&%WW%&%!(!v (Fig.!1g)44, H%&%Z' (Fig.!1i, j)45; fermionic decay channels: 
H%&%)), third-generation fermion (Fig.!1h)46, H%&%bb, third-generation 
fermion (Fig.!1h)47–51, H%&%µµ, second-generation fermion (Fig.!1h)52;  
ttH and tH with multileptons (Fig.!1d–f)53; Higgs boson decays beyond 
the SM35.

Higgs boson pair production
The measurement of the pair production of Higgs bosons can probe its 
self-interaction $. The pair production modes are shown in Fig.!1k–o.

In the ggH mode, there are two leading contributions: in the first 
(Fig.!1l), two Higgs bosons emerge from a top or bottom quark loop; 
in the second (Fig.!1k), a single virtual Higgs boson, H*, emerges from 
the top or bottom quark loop and then decays to two Higgs bosons 
(gg & H* & HH).  Explicit establishment of the latter contribution, a 
direct manifestation of the Higgs boson’s self-interaction, would elu-
cidate the strikingly unusual potential of the BEH field.

In the VBF mode, there are three subprocesses that can lead to pro-
duction of a pair of Higgs bosons: (1) through a virtual Higgs boson 
(Fig.!1m); (2) through a four-point interaction: VV%&%HH (Fig.!1n); and 
(3) through the exchange of a vector boson (Fig.!1o).

0.6 0.8 1.0 1.2 1.4
0

0.5

1.0

1.5

N f

Discovery LHC Run 1 This paper

68% CL 95% CL SM Higgs

CMS

Xm
V

N V
or

Xm
f

N f

W
t

Z

b

!

"

Vector bosons

Third-generation fermions

Second-generation fermions

SM Higgs boson

138 fb–1 (13 TeV)CMS

mH = 125.38 GeV

10–1 1 10 102

Particle mass (GeV)

0.6

0.8

1.0

1.2

1.4

R
at

io
 to

 S
M

NV

0.95
1.00
1.05

10–4

10–3

10–2

10–1

1

Fig. 3 | A portrait of the Higgs boson couplings to fermions and vector 
bosons. Left: constraints on the Higgs boson coupling modifiers to fermions 
(%f) and heavy gauge bosons (%V), in different datasets: discovery (red), the full 
LHC Run%1 (blue) and the data presented here (black). The SM prediction 
corresponds to %V%=%%f%=%1 (diamond marker). Right: the measured coupling 
modifiers of the Higgs boson to fermions and heavy gauge bosons, as functions 

of fermion or gauge boson mass, where & is the vacuum expectation value of 
the BEH field (‘Notes on self-interaction strength’ in Methods). For gauge 
bosons, the square root of the coupling modifier is plotted, to keep a linear 
proportionality to the mass, as predicted in the SM. The P value with respect to 
the SM prediction for the right plot is 37.5%.

Nature 607, 52-59 (2022) Nature 607, 60-68 (2022)

(1) Alignment without decoupling
E.g. SM+2nd Higgs doublet (2HDM)

Higgs-gauge/fermion 

couplings = SM-like

sin(� � ↵) ' 1 alignment

Higgs sector = SM-like

What is SM-like Higgs sector 
compatible with EWBG?

SM-like ≠ SM

EWBG after LHC-Run2
LHC indicates



56 | Nature | Vol !"# | # July $"$$

Article

fraction measurements is required. The coupling fit presented here 
is performed within the !!framework53 with a set of parameters ! that 
affect the Higgs boson coupling strengths without altering any kin-
ematic distributions of a given process.

Within this framework, the cross-section times the branching frac-
tion for an individual measurement is parameterized in terms of the 
multiplicative coupling strength modifiers !. A coupling strength 
modifier !p for a production or decay process via the coupling to a 
given particle p is defined as ! " "= /p p p

2 SM or ! # #= /p p p
2 SM, respectively, 

where #p is the partial decay width into a pair of particles p. The param-
eterization takes into account that the total decay width depends on 
all decay modes included in the present measurements, as well as cur-
rently undetected or invisible, direct or indirect decays predicted by 
the standard model (such as those to gluons, light quarks or neutrinos) 
and the hypothetical decays into non-standard model particles. The 
decays to non-standard model particles are divided into decays to 
invisible particles and other decays that would be undetected owing 
to large backgrounds. The corresponding branching fractions for the 
two are denoted by Binv. and Bu., respectively.

In the following, three classes of models with progressively fewer 
assumptions about coupling strength modifiers are considered. Stand-
ard model values are assumed for the coupling strength modifiers of 
first-generation fermions, and the modifiers of the second-generation 
quarks are set to those of the third generation, except where !c is left 
free-floating in the fit. Owing to their small sizes, these couplings are 
not expected to noticeably affect any of the results. The ggF produc-
tion and the H!"!$$ and H!"!Z$ decays are loop-induced processes. 
They are either expressed in terms of the more fundamental coupling 
strength scale factors corresponding to the particles that contribute 
to the loop-induced processes in the standard model, or treated using 
effective coupling strength modifiers !g, !$ and !Z$, respectively. The 
latter scenario accounts for possible loop contributions from par-
ticles beyond the standard model. The small contribution from the 
loop-induced gg!"!ZH process is always parameterized in terms of the 
couplings to the corresponding standard model particles.

The first model tests one scale factor for the vector bosons, 
!V!=!!W!=!!Z, and a second, !F, which applies to all fermions. In general, 
the standard model prediction of !V!=!!F!=!1 does not hold in extensions 
of the standard model. For example, the values of !V and !F would be 

less than!1 in models in which the Higgs boson is a composite particle. 
The effective couplings corresponding to the ggF, H!"!$$ and H!"!Z$ 
loop-induced processes are parameterized in terms of the fundamental 
standard model couplings. It is assumed that there are no invisible or 
undetected Higgs boson decays beyond the standard model, that is, 
Binv.!=!Bu.!=!0. As only the relative sign between !V and !F is physical and 
a negative relative sign has been excluded with a high level of confi-
dence20, !V!#!0 and !F!#!0 are assumed. Figure$4 shows the results of a 
combined fit in the (!V,!!F) plane. The best-fit values and their uncer-
tainties from the combined fit are !V!= 1.035!±!0.031 and !F!= 0.95!±!0.05, 
compatible with the standard model predictions. A relatively large 
positive correlation of 39% is observed between the two fit parameters, 
because some of the most sensitive input measurements involve the 
ggF production process (that is, via couplings to fermions) with sub-
sequent Higgs boson decays into vector bosons.

In the second class of models, the coupling strength modifiers for 
W, Z, t, b, c, % and µ are treated independently. All modifiers are assumed 
to be positive. It is assumed that only standard model particles con-
tribute to the loop-induced processes, and modifications of the fermion 
and vector boson couplings are propagated through the loop calcula-
tions. Invisible or undetected non-standard model Higgs boson decays 
are not considered. These models enable testing of the predicted scal-
ing of the couplings of the Higgs boson to the standard model particles 
as a function of their mass using the reduced coupling strength mod-
ifiers ! g ! m/2vev = ( /vev)V V V V  for weak bosons with a mass mV and 
!FgF!=!!FmF/vev for fermions with a mass mF, where gV and gF are the 
corresponding absolute coupling strengths and ‘vev’ is the vacuum 
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the direction of the best-fit value and the corresponding grey uncertainty bar 
extends beyond the lower panel range. Data are from ATLAS Run!2.

Nature | Vol !"# | # July $"$$ | 63

cross-sections, are: production in association with a vector boson or 
‘Higgsstrahlung’ (VH) depicted in Fig.!1c, and production in association 
with top (tH and ttH) or bottom (bbH) quarks, depicted in Fig.!1d–f. 
The bbH mode has not been studied in the context of the SM Higgs 
boson because of limited sensitivity.

Events are categorized according to the signatures particular to each 
production mechanism. For example, they are categorized as 
VBF-produced if there are two high transverse momentum (pT) jets, or 
as VH-produced if there are additional charged leptons (!) and/or pT

miss, 
or ttH- and tH-produced if there are jets identified as coming from b 
quarks, or otherwise ggH-produced. (The top quark predominantly 
decays into a W boson and a b-quark jet).

Decays
In the SM, particle masses arise from spontaneous breaking of the gauge 
symmetry, through gauge couplings to the Higgs field in the case of 
vector bosons, and Yukawa couplings in the case of fermions. The SM 
Higgs boson couples to vector bosons, with an amplitude proportional 
to the gauge boson mass squared mV

2, and to fermions with an amplitude 
proportional to the fermion mass mf. Hence, for example, the coupling 
is stronger for the third generation of quarks and leptons than for those 
in the second generation. The observation of many Higgs boson decays 
to SM particles and the measurement of their branching fractions are 
a crucial test of the validity of the theory. Any sizeable deviation from 
the predictions could indicate the presence of BSM physics.

The Higgs boson, once produced, rapidly decays into a pair of  
fermions or a pair of bosons. In the SM, its lifetime is ! " 1.6 # 10 sH

$22 , 
and its inverse, the natural width, is " # != / = 4.14 ± 0.02 MeVH  (ref. 39), 
where # is the reduced!Planck's constant. The natural width is the sum 
of all the partial widths, and the ratios of the partial widths to the total 
width are called branching fractions and represent the probabilities 
for that decay channel to occur. The Higgs boson does not couple 
directly to massless particles (for example, the gluon or the photon), 
but can do so through quantum loops (for example, Fig.!1a,i,j).

By design, the event selections do not overlap among analyses target-
ing different final states. Where the final states are similar, the overlap 
has been checked and found to be negligible.

Detailed information on the analyses included in the new combina-
tion along with improvements, and the online and offline criteria used to 
select events for the analyses can be found in Methods, Extended Data 
Tables!2 and 3, and the associated references. Online reconstruction is 
performed in real time as the data are being collected. Offline recon-
struction is performed later on stored data. The background-subtracted 
distributions of the invariant mass of final-state particles in the indi-
vidual decay channels are shown in Extended Data Figs.!3 and 4. The 
channels that are used in this combination are as follows.

Bosonic decay channels: H%&%'' (Fig.!1i, j)42; H%&%ZZ%&%4! (Fig.!1g)43; 
H%&%WW%&%!(!v (Fig.!1g)44, H%&%Z' (Fig.!1i, j)45; fermionic decay channels: 
H%&%)), third-generation fermion (Fig.!1h)46, H%&%bb, third-generation 
fermion (Fig.!1h)47–51, H%&%µµ, second-generation fermion (Fig.!1h)52;  
ttH and tH with multileptons (Fig.!1d–f)53; Higgs boson decays beyond 
the SM35.

Higgs boson pair production
The measurement of the pair production of Higgs bosons can probe its 
self-interaction $. The pair production modes are shown in Fig.!1k–o.

In the ggH mode, there are two leading contributions: in the first 
(Fig.!1l), two Higgs bosons emerge from a top or bottom quark loop; 
in the second (Fig.!1k), a single virtual Higgs boson, H*, emerges from 
the top or bottom quark loop and then decays to two Higgs bosons 
(gg & H* & HH).  Explicit establishment of the latter contribution, a 
direct manifestation of the Higgs boson’s self-interaction, would elu-
cidate the strikingly unusual potential of the BEH field.

In the VBF mode, there are three subprocesses that can lead to pro-
duction of a pair of Higgs bosons: (1) through a virtual Higgs boson 
(Fig.!1m); (2) through a four-point interaction: VV%&%HH (Fig.!1n); and 
(3) through the exchange of a vector boson (Fig.!1o).
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the SM prediction for the right plot is 37.5%.
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fraction measurements is required. The coupling fit presented here 
is performed within the !!framework53 with a set of parameters ! that 
affect the Higgs boson coupling strengths without altering any kin-
ematic distributions of a given process.

Within this framework, the cross-section times the branching frac-
tion for an individual measurement is parameterized in terms of the 
multiplicative coupling strength modifiers !. A coupling strength 
modifier !p for a production or decay process via the coupling to a 
given particle p is defined as ! " "= /p p p

2 SM or ! # #= /p p p
2 SM, respectively, 

where #p is the partial decay width into a pair of particles p. The param-
eterization takes into account that the total decay width depends on 
all decay modes included in the present measurements, as well as cur-
rently undetected or invisible, direct or indirect decays predicted by 
the standard model (such as those to gluons, light quarks or neutrinos) 
and the hypothetical decays into non-standard model particles. The 
decays to non-standard model particles are divided into decays to 
invisible particles and other decays that would be undetected owing 
to large backgrounds. The corresponding branching fractions for the 
two are denoted by Binv. and Bu., respectively.

In the following, three classes of models with progressively fewer 
assumptions about coupling strength modifiers are considered. Stand-
ard model values are assumed for the coupling strength modifiers of 
first-generation fermions, and the modifiers of the second-generation 
quarks are set to those of the third generation, except where !c is left 
free-floating in the fit. Owing to their small sizes, these couplings are 
not expected to noticeably affect any of the results. The ggF produc-
tion and the H!"!$$ and H!"!Z$ decays are loop-induced processes. 
They are either expressed in terms of the more fundamental coupling 
strength scale factors corresponding to the particles that contribute 
to the loop-induced processes in the standard model, or treated using 
effective coupling strength modifiers !g, !$ and !Z$, respectively. The 
latter scenario accounts for possible loop contributions from par-
ticles beyond the standard model. The small contribution from the 
loop-induced gg!"!ZH process is always parameterized in terms of the 
couplings to the corresponding standard model particles.

The first model tests one scale factor for the vector bosons, 
!V!=!!W!=!!Z, and a second, !F, which applies to all fermions. In general, 
the standard model prediction of !V!=!!F!=!1 does not hold in extensions 
of the standard model. For example, the values of !V and !F would be 

less than!1 in models in which the Higgs boson is a composite particle. 
The effective couplings corresponding to the ggF, H!"!$$ and H!"!Z$ 
loop-induced processes are parameterized in terms of the fundamental 
standard model couplings. It is assumed that there are no invisible or 
undetected Higgs boson decays beyond the standard model, that is, 
Binv.!=!Bu.!=!0. As only the relative sign between !V and !F is physical and 
a negative relative sign has been excluded with a high level of confi-
dence20, !V!#!0 and !F!#!0 are assumed. Figure$4 shows the results of a 
combined fit in the (!V,!!F) plane. The best-fit values and their uncer-
tainties from the combined fit are !V!= 1.035!±!0.031 and !F!= 0.95!±!0.05, 
compatible with the standard model predictions. A relatively large 
positive correlation of 39% is observed between the two fit parameters, 
because some of the most sensitive input measurements involve the 
ggF production process (that is, via couplings to fermions) with sub-
sequent Higgs boson decays into vector bosons.

In the second class of models, the coupling strength modifiers for 
W, Z, t, b, c, % and µ are treated independently. All modifiers are assumed 
to be positive. It is assumed that only standard model particles con-
tribute to the loop-induced processes, and modifications of the fermion 
and vector boson couplings are propagated through the loop calcula-
tions. Invisible or undetected non-standard model Higgs boson decays 
are not considered. These models enable testing of the predicted scal-
ing of the couplings of the Higgs boson to the standard model particles 
as a function of their mass using the reduced coupling strength mod-
ifiers ! g ! m/2vev = ( /vev)V V V V  for weak bosons with a mass mV and 
!FgF!=!!FmF/vev for fermions with a mass mF, where gV and gF are the 
corresponding absolute coupling strengths and ‘vev’ is the vacuum 
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Fig. 5 | Reduced Higgs boson coupling strength modifiers and their 
uncertainties. They are defined as !FmF/vev for fermions (F!= t,!b,!%,!µ) and 

! m /vevV V  for vector bosons as a function of their masses mF and mV. Two fit 
scenarios with !c!=!!t (coloured circle markers), or !c left free-floating in the fit 
(grey cross markers) are shown. Loop-induced processes are assumed to have 
the standard model (SM)$structure, and Higgs boson decays to non-SM particles 
are not allowed. The vertical bar on each point denotes the 68% confidence 
interval. The p!values for compatibility of the combined measurement and the 
SM prediction are 56% and 65% for the respective scenarios. The lower panel 
shows the values of the coupling strength modifiers. The grey arrow points in 
the direction of the best-fit value and the corresponding grey uncertainty bar 
extends beyond the lower panel range. Data are from ATLAS Run!2.
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cross-sections, are: production in association with a vector boson or 
‘Higgsstrahlung’ (VH) depicted in Fig.!1c, and production in association 
with top (tH and ttH) or bottom (bbH) quarks, depicted in Fig.!1d–f. 
The bbH mode has not been studied in the context of the SM Higgs 
boson because of limited sensitivity.

Events are categorized according to the signatures particular to each 
production mechanism. For example, they are categorized as 
VBF-produced if there are two high transverse momentum (pT) jets, or 
as VH-produced if there are additional charged leptons (!) and/or pT

miss, 
or ttH- and tH-produced if there are jets identified as coming from b 
quarks, or otherwise ggH-produced. (The top quark predominantly 
decays into a W boson and a b-quark jet).

Decays
In the SM, particle masses arise from spontaneous breaking of the gauge 
symmetry, through gauge couplings to the Higgs field in the case of 
vector bosons, and Yukawa couplings in the case of fermions. The SM 
Higgs boson couples to vector bosons, with an amplitude proportional 
to the gauge boson mass squared mV

2, and to fermions with an amplitude 
proportional to the fermion mass mf. Hence, for example, the coupling 
is stronger for the third generation of quarks and leptons than for those 
in the second generation. The observation of many Higgs boson decays 
to SM particles and the measurement of their branching fractions are 
a crucial test of the validity of the theory. Any sizeable deviation from 
the predictions could indicate the presence of BSM physics.

The Higgs boson, once produced, rapidly decays into a pair of  
fermions or a pair of bosons. In the SM, its lifetime is ! " 1.6 # 10 sH

$22 , 
and its inverse, the natural width, is " # != / = 4.14 ± 0.02 MeVH  (ref. 39), 
where # is the reduced!Planck's constant. The natural width is the sum 
of all the partial widths, and the ratios of the partial widths to the total 
width are called branching fractions and represent the probabilities 
for that decay channel to occur. The Higgs boson does not couple 
directly to massless particles (for example, the gluon or the photon), 
but can do so through quantum loops (for example, Fig.!1a,i,j).

By design, the event selections do not overlap among analyses target-
ing different final states. Where the final states are similar, the overlap 
has been checked and found to be negligible.

Detailed information on the analyses included in the new combina-
tion along with improvements, and the online and offline criteria used to 
select events for the analyses can be found in Methods, Extended Data 
Tables!2 and 3, and the associated references. Online reconstruction is 
performed in real time as the data are being collected. Offline recon-
struction is performed later on stored data. The background-subtracted 
distributions of the invariant mass of final-state particles in the indi-
vidual decay channels are shown in Extended Data Figs.!3 and 4. The 
channels that are used in this combination are as follows.

Bosonic decay channels: H%&%'' (Fig.!1i, j)42; H%&%ZZ%&%4! (Fig.!1g)43; 
H%&%WW%&%!(!v (Fig.!1g)44, H%&%Z' (Fig.!1i, j)45; fermionic decay channels: 
H%&%)), third-generation fermion (Fig.!1h)46, H%&%bb, third-generation 
fermion (Fig.!1h)47–51, H%&%µµ, second-generation fermion (Fig.!1h)52;  
ttH and tH with multileptons (Fig.!1d–f)53; Higgs boson decays beyond 
the SM35.

Higgs boson pair production
The measurement of the pair production of Higgs bosons can probe its 
self-interaction $. The pair production modes are shown in Fig.!1k–o.

In the ggH mode, there are two leading contributions: in the first 
(Fig.!1l), two Higgs bosons emerge from a top or bottom quark loop; 
in the second (Fig.!1k), a single virtual Higgs boson, H*, emerges from 
the top or bottom quark loop and then decays to two Higgs bosons 
(gg & H* & HH).  Explicit establishment of the latter contribution, a 
direct manifestation of the Higgs boson’s self-interaction, would elu-
cidate the strikingly unusual potential of the BEH field.

In the VBF mode, there are three subprocesses that can lead to pro-
duction of a pair of Higgs bosons: (1) through a virtual Higgs boson 
(Fig.!1m); (2) through a four-point interaction: VV%&%HH (Fig.!1n); and 
(3) through the exchange of a vector boson (Fig.!1o).
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fraction measurements is required. The coupling fit presented here 
is performed within the !!framework53 with a set of parameters ! that 
affect the Higgs boson coupling strengths without altering any kin-
ematic distributions of a given process.

Within this framework, the cross-section times the branching frac-
tion for an individual measurement is parameterized in terms of the 
multiplicative coupling strength modifiers !. A coupling strength 
modifier !p for a production or decay process via the coupling to a 
given particle p is defined as ! " "= /p p p

2 SM or ! # #= /p p p
2 SM, respectively, 

where #p is the partial decay width into a pair of particles p. The param-
eterization takes into account that the total decay width depends on 
all decay modes included in the present measurements, as well as cur-
rently undetected or invisible, direct or indirect decays predicted by 
the standard model (such as those to gluons, light quarks or neutrinos) 
and the hypothetical decays into non-standard model particles. The 
decays to non-standard model particles are divided into decays to 
invisible particles and other decays that would be undetected owing 
to large backgrounds. The corresponding branching fractions for the 
two are denoted by Binv. and Bu., respectively.

In the following, three classes of models with progressively fewer 
assumptions about coupling strength modifiers are considered. Stand-
ard model values are assumed for the coupling strength modifiers of 
first-generation fermions, and the modifiers of the second-generation 
quarks are set to those of the third generation, except where !c is left 
free-floating in the fit. Owing to their small sizes, these couplings are 
not expected to noticeably affect any of the results. The ggF produc-
tion and the H!"!$$ and H!"!Z$ decays are loop-induced processes. 
They are either expressed in terms of the more fundamental coupling 
strength scale factors corresponding to the particles that contribute 
to the loop-induced processes in the standard model, or treated using 
effective coupling strength modifiers !g, !$ and !Z$, respectively. The 
latter scenario accounts for possible loop contributions from par-
ticles beyond the standard model. The small contribution from the 
loop-induced gg!"!ZH process is always parameterized in terms of the 
couplings to the corresponding standard model particles.

The first model tests one scale factor for the vector bosons, 
!V!=!!W!=!!Z, and a second, !F, which applies to all fermions. In general, 
the standard model prediction of !V!=!!F!=!1 does not hold in extensions 
of the standard model. For example, the values of !V and !F would be 

less than!1 in models in which the Higgs boson is a composite particle. 
The effective couplings corresponding to the ggF, H!"!$$ and H!"!Z$ 
loop-induced processes are parameterized in terms of the fundamental 
standard model couplings. It is assumed that there are no invisible or 
undetected Higgs boson decays beyond the standard model, that is, 
Binv.!=!Bu.!=!0. As only the relative sign between !V and !F is physical and 
a negative relative sign has been excluded with a high level of confi-
dence20, !V!#!0 and !F!#!0 are assumed. Figure$4 shows the results of a 
combined fit in the (!V,!!F) plane. The best-fit values and their uncer-
tainties from the combined fit are !V!= 1.035!±!0.031 and !F!= 0.95!±!0.05, 
compatible with the standard model predictions. A relatively large 
positive correlation of 39% is observed between the two fit parameters, 
because some of the most sensitive input measurements involve the 
ggF production process (that is, via couplings to fermions) with sub-
sequent Higgs boson decays into vector bosons.

In the second class of models, the coupling strength modifiers for 
W, Z, t, b, c, % and µ are treated independently. All modifiers are assumed 
to be positive. It is assumed that only standard model particles con-
tribute to the loop-induced processes, and modifications of the fermion 
and vector boson couplings are propagated through the loop calcula-
tions. Invisible or undetected non-standard model Higgs boson decays 
are not considered. These models enable testing of the predicted scal-
ing of the couplings of the Higgs boson to the standard model particles 
as a function of their mass using the reduced coupling strength mod-
ifiers ! g ! m/2vev = ( /vev)V V V V  for weak bosons with a mass mV and 
!FgF!=!!FmF/vev for fermions with a mass mF, where gV and gF are the 
corresponding absolute coupling strengths and ‘vev’ is the vacuum 
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cross-sections, are: production in association with a vector boson or 
‘Higgsstrahlung’ (VH) depicted in Fig.!1c, and production in association 
with top (tH and ttH) or bottom (bbH) quarks, depicted in Fig.!1d–f. 
The bbH mode has not been studied in the context of the SM Higgs 
boson because of limited sensitivity.

Events are categorized according to the signatures particular to each 
production mechanism. For example, they are categorized as 
VBF-produced if there are two high transverse momentum (pT) jets, or 
as VH-produced if there are additional charged leptons (!) and/or pT

miss, 
or ttH- and tH-produced if there are jets identified as coming from b 
quarks, or otherwise ggH-produced. (The top quark predominantly 
decays into a W boson and a b-quark jet).

Decays
In the SM, particle masses arise from spontaneous breaking of the gauge 
symmetry, through gauge couplings to the Higgs field in the case of 
vector bosons, and Yukawa couplings in the case of fermions. The SM 
Higgs boson couples to vector bosons, with an amplitude proportional 
to the gauge boson mass squared mV

2, and to fermions with an amplitude 
proportional to the fermion mass mf. Hence, for example, the coupling 
is stronger for the third generation of quarks and leptons than for those 
in the second generation. The observation of many Higgs boson decays 
to SM particles and the measurement of their branching fractions are 
a crucial test of the validity of the theory. Any sizeable deviation from 
the predictions could indicate the presence of BSM physics.

The Higgs boson, once produced, rapidly decays into a pair of  
fermions or a pair of bosons. In the SM, its lifetime is ! " 1.6 # 10 sH

$22 , 
and its inverse, the natural width, is " # != / = 4.14 ± 0.02 MeVH  (ref. 39), 
where # is the reduced!Planck's constant. The natural width is the sum 
of all the partial widths, and the ratios of the partial widths to the total 
width are called branching fractions and represent the probabilities 
for that decay channel to occur. The Higgs boson does not couple 
directly to massless particles (for example, the gluon or the photon), 
but can do so through quantum loops (for example, Fig.!1a,i,j).

By design, the event selections do not overlap among analyses target-
ing different final states. Where the final states are similar, the overlap 
has been checked and found to be negligible.

Detailed information on the analyses included in the new combina-
tion along with improvements, and the online and offline criteria used to 
select events for the analyses can be found in Methods, Extended Data 
Tables!2 and 3, and the associated references. Online reconstruction is 
performed in real time as the data are being collected. Offline recon-
struction is performed later on stored data. The background-subtracted 
distributions of the invariant mass of final-state particles in the indi-
vidual decay channels are shown in Extended Data Figs.!3 and 4. The 
channels that are used in this combination are as follows.

Bosonic decay channels: H%&%'' (Fig.!1i, j)42; H%&%ZZ%&%4! (Fig.!1g)43; 
H%&%WW%&%!(!v (Fig.!1g)44, H%&%Z' (Fig.!1i, j)45; fermionic decay channels: 
H%&%)), third-generation fermion (Fig.!1h)46, H%&%bb, third-generation 
fermion (Fig.!1h)47–51, H%&%µµ, second-generation fermion (Fig.!1h)52;  
ttH and tH with multileptons (Fig.!1d–f)53; Higgs boson decays beyond 
the SM35.

Higgs boson pair production
The measurement of the pair production of Higgs bosons can probe its 
self-interaction $. The pair production modes are shown in Fig.!1k–o.

In the ggH mode, there are two leading contributions: in the first 
(Fig.!1l), two Higgs bosons emerge from a top or bottom quark loop; 
in the second (Fig.!1k), a single virtual Higgs boson, H*, emerges from 
the top or bottom quark loop and then decays to two Higgs bosons 
(gg & H* & HH).  Explicit establishment of the latter contribution, a 
direct manifestation of the Higgs boson’s self-interaction, would elu-
cidate the strikingly unusual potential of the BEH field.

In the VBF mode, there are three subprocesses that can lead to pro-
duction of a pair of Higgs bosons: (1) through a virtual Higgs boson 
(Fig.!1m); (2) through a four-point interaction: VV%&%HH (Fig.!1n); and 
(3) through the exchange of a vector boson (Fig.!1o).
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Fig. 3 | A portrait of the Higgs boson couplings to fermions and vector 
bosons. Left: constraints on the Higgs boson coupling modifiers to fermions 
(%f) and heavy gauge bosons (%V), in different datasets: discovery (red), the full 
LHC Run%1 (blue) and the data presented here (black). The SM prediction 
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of fermion or gauge boson mass, where & is the vacuum expectation value of 
the BEH field (‘Notes on self-interaction strength’ in Methods). For gauge 
bosons, the square root of the coupling modifier is plotted, to keep a linear 
proportionality to the mass, as predicted in the SM. The P value with respect to 
the SM prediction for the right plot is 37.5%.
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fraction measurements is required. The coupling fit presented here 
is performed within the !!framework53 with a set of parameters ! that 
affect the Higgs boson coupling strengths without altering any kin-
ematic distributions of a given process.

Within this framework, the cross-section times the branching frac-
tion for an individual measurement is parameterized in terms of the 
multiplicative coupling strength modifiers !. A coupling strength 
modifier !p for a production or decay process via the coupling to a 
given particle p is defined as ! " "= /p p p

2 SM or ! # #= /p p p
2 SM, respectively, 

where #p is the partial decay width into a pair of particles p. The param-
eterization takes into account that the total decay width depends on 
all decay modes included in the present measurements, as well as cur-
rently undetected or invisible, direct or indirect decays predicted by 
the standard model (such as those to gluons, light quarks or neutrinos) 
and the hypothetical decays into non-standard model particles. The 
decays to non-standard model particles are divided into decays to 
invisible particles and other decays that would be undetected owing 
to large backgrounds. The corresponding branching fractions for the 
two are denoted by Binv. and Bu., respectively.

In the following, three classes of models with progressively fewer 
assumptions about coupling strength modifiers are considered. Stand-
ard model values are assumed for the coupling strength modifiers of 
first-generation fermions, and the modifiers of the second-generation 
quarks are set to those of the third generation, except where !c is left 
free-floating in the fit. Owing to their small sizes, these couplings are 
not expected to noticeably affect any of the results. The ggF produc-
tion and the H!"!$$ and H!"!Z$ decays are loop-induced processes. 
They are either expressed in terms of the more fundamental coupling 
strength scale factors corresponding to the particles that contribute 
to the loop-induced processes in the standard model, or treated using 
effective coupling strength modifiers !g, !$ and !Z$, respectively. The 
latter scenario accounts for possible loop contributions from par-
ticles beyond the standard model. The small contribution from the 
loop-induced gg!"!ZH process is always parameterized in terms of the 
couplings to the corresponding standard model particles.

The first model tests one scale factor for the vector bosons, 
!V!=!!W!=!!Z, and a second, !F, which applies to all fermions. In general, 
the standard model prediction of !V!=!!F!=!1 does not hold in extensions 
of the standard model. For example, the values of !V and !F would be 

less than!1 in models in which the Higgs boson is a composite particle. 
The effective couplings corresponding to the ggF, H!"!$$ and H!"!Z$ 
loop-induced processes are parameterized in terms of the fundamental 
standard model couplings. It is assumed that there are no invisible or 
undetected Higgs boson decays beyond the standard model, that is, 
Binv.!=!Bu.!=!0. As only the relative sign between !V and !F is physical and 
a negative relative sign has been excluded with a high level of confi-
dence20, !V!#!0 and !F!#!0 are assumed. Figure$4 shows the results of a 
combined fit in the (!V,!!F) plane. The best-fit values and their uncer-
tainties from the combined fit are !V!= 1.035!±!0.031 and !F!= 0.95!±!0.05, 
compatible with the standard model predictions. A relatively large 
positive correlation of 39% is observed between the two fit parameters, 
because some of the most sensitive input measurements involve the 
ggF production process (that is, via couplings to fermions) with sub-
sequent Higgs boson decays into vector bosons.

In the second class of models, the coupling strength modifiers for 
W, Z, t, b, c, % and µ are treated independently. All modifiers are assumed 
to be positive. It is assumed that only standard model particles con-
tribute to the loop-induced processes, and modifications of the fermion 
and vector boson couplings are propagated through the loop calcula-
tions. Invisible or undetected non-standard model Higgs boson decays 
are not considered. These models enable testing of the predicted scal-
ing of the couplings of the Higgs boson to the standard model particles 
as a function of their mass using the reduced coupling strength mod-
ifiers ! g ! m/2vev = ( /vev)V V V V  for weak bosons with a mass mV and 
!FgF!=!!FmF/vev for fermions with a mass mF, where gV and gF are the 
corresponding absolute coupling strengths and ‘vev’ is the vacuum 
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Fig. 5 | Reduced Higgs boson coupling strength modifiers and their 
uncertainties. They are defined as !FmF/vev for fermions (F!= t,!b,!%,!µ) and 

! m /vevV V  for vector bosons as a function of their masses mF and mV. Two fit 
scenarios with !c!=!!t (coloured circle markers), or !c left free-floating in the fit 
(grey cross markers) are shown. Loop-induced processes are assumed to have 
the standard model (SM)$structure, and Higgs boson decays to non-SM particles 
are not allowed. The vertical bar on each point denotes the 68% confidence 
interval. The p!values for compatibility of the combined measurement and the 
SM prediction are 56% and 65% for the respective scenarios. The lower panel 
shows the values of the coupling strength modifiers. The grey arrow points in 
the direction of the best-fit value and the corresponding grey uncertainty bar 
extends beyond the lower panel range. Data are from ATLAS Run!2.
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cross-sections, are: production in association with a vector boson or 
‘Higgsstrahlung’ (VH) depicted in Fig.!1c, and production in association 
with top (tH and ttH) or bottom (bbH) quarks, depicted in Fig.!1d–f. 
The bbH mode has not been studied in the context of the SM Higgs 
boson because of limited sensitivity.

Events are categorized according to the signatures particular to each 
production mechanism. For example, they are categorized as 
VBF-produced if there are two high transverse momentum (pT) jets, or 
as VH-produced if there are additional charged leptons (!) and/or pT

miss, 
or ttH- and tH-produced if there are jets identified as coming from b 
quarks, or otherwise ggH-produced. (The top quark predominantly 
decays into a W boson and a b-quark jet).

Decays
In the SM, particle masses arise from spontaneous breaking of the gauge 
symmetry, through gauge couplings to the Higgs field in the case of 
vector bosons, and Yukawa couplings in the case of fermions. The SM 
Higgs boson couples to vector bosons, with an amplitude proportional 
to the gauge boson mass squared mV

2, and to fermions with an amplitude 
proportional to the fermion mass mf. Hence, for example, the coupling 
is stronger for the third generation of quarks and leptons than for those 
in the second generation. The observation of many Higgs boson decays 
to SM particles and the measurement of their branching fractions are 
a crucial test of the validity of the theory. Any sizeable deviation from 
the predictions could indicate the presence of BSM physics.

The Higgs boson, once produced, rapidly decays into a pair of  
fermions or a pair of bosons. In the SM, its lifetime is ! " 1.6 # 10 sH

$22 , 
and its inverse, the natural width, is " # != / = 4.14 ± 0.02 MeVH  (ref. 39), 
where # is the reduced!Planck's constant. The natural width is the sum 
of all the partial widths, and the ratios of the partial widths to the total 
width are called branching fractions and represent the probabilities 
for that decay channel to occur. The Higgs boson does not couple 
directly to massless particles (for example, the gluon or the photon), 
but can do so through quantum loops (for example, Fig.!1a,i,j).

By design, the event selections do not overlap among analyses target-
ing different final states. Where the final states are similar, the overlap 
has been checked and found to be negligible.

Detailed information on the analyses included in the new combina-
tion along with improvements, and the online and offline criteria used to 
select events for the analyses can be found in Methods, Extended Data 
Tables!2 and 3, and the associated references. Online reconstruction is 
performed in real time as the data are being collected. Offline recon-
struction is performed later on stored data. The background-subtracted 
distributions of the invariant mass of final-state particles in the indi-
vidual decay channels are shown in Extended Data Figs.!3 and 4. The 
channels that are used in this combination are as follows.

Bosonic decay channels: H%&%'' (Fig.!1i, j)42; H%&%ZZ%&%4! (Fig.!1g)43; 
H%&%WW%&%!(!v (Fig.!1g)44, H%&%Z' (Fig.!1i, j)45; fermionic decay channels: 
H%&%)), third-generation fermion (Fig.!1h)46, H%&%bb, third-generation 
fermion (Fig.!1h)47–51, H%&%µµ, second-generation fermion (Fig.!1h)52;  
ttH and tH with multileptons (Fig.!1d–f)53; Higgs boson decays beyond 
the SM35.

Higgs boson pair production
The measurement of the pair production of Higgs bosons can probe its 
self-interaction $. The pair production modes are shown in Fig.!1k–o.

In the ggH mode, there are two leading contributions: in the first 
(Fig.!1l), two Higgs bosons emerge from a top or bottom quark loop; 
in the second (Fig.!1k), a single virtual Higgs boson, H*, emerges from 
the top or bottom quark loop and then decays to two Higgs bosons 
(gg & H* & HH).  Explicit establishment of the latter contribution, a 
direct manifestation of the Higgs boson’s self-interaction, would elu-
cidate the strikingly unusual potential of the BEH field.

In the VBF mode, there are three subprocesses that can lead to pro-
duction of a pair of Higgs bosons: (1) through a virtual Higgs boson 
(Fig.!1m); (2) through a four-point interaction: VV%&%HH (Fig.!1n); and 
(3) through the exchange of a vector boson (Fig.!1o).
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of fermion or gauge boson mass, where & is the vacuum expectation value of 
the BEH field (‘Notes on self-interaction strength’ in Methods). For gauge 
bosons, the square root of the coupling modifier is plotted, to keep a linear 
proportionality to the mass, as predicted in the SM. The P value with respect to 
the SM prediction for the right plot is 37.5%.
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fraction measurements is required. The coupling fit presented here 
is performed within the !!framework53 with a set of parameters ! that 
affect the Higgs boson coupling strengths without altering any kin-
ematic distributions of a given process.

Within this framework, the cross-section times the branching frac-
tion for an individual measurement is parameterized in terms of the 
multiplicative coupling strength modifiers !. A coupling strength 
modifier !p for a production or decay process via the coupling to a 
given particle p is defined as ! " "= /p p p

2 SM or ! # #= /p p p
2 SM, respectively, 

where #p is the partial decay width into a pair of particles p. The param-
eterization takes into account that the total decay width depends on 
all decay modes included in the present measurements, as well as cur-
rently undetected or invisible, direct or indirect decays predicted by 
the standard model (such as those to gluons, light quarks or neutrinos) 
and the hypothetical decays into non-standard model particles. The 
decays to non-standard model particles are divided into decays to 
invisible particles and other decays that would be undetected owing 
to large backgrounds. The corresponding branching fractions for the 
two are denoted by Binv. and Bu., respectively.

In the following, three classes of models with progressively fewer 
assumptions about coupling strength modifiers are considered. Stand-
ard model values are assumed for the coupling strength modifiers of 
first-generation fermions, and the modifiers of the second-generation 
quarks are set to those of the third generation, except where !c is left 
free-floating in the fit. Owing to their small sizes, these couplings are 
not expected to noticeably affect any of the results. The ggF produc-
tion and the H!"!$$ and H!"!Z$ decays are loop-induced processes. 
They are either expressed in terms of the more fundamental coupling 
strength scale factors corresponding to the particles that contribute 
to the loop-induced processes in the standard model, or treated using 
effective coupling strength modifiers !g, !$ and !Z$, respectively. The 
latter scenario accounts for possible loop contributions from par-
ticles beyond the standard model. The small contribution from the 
loop-induced gg!"!ZH process is always parameterized in terms of the 
couplings to the corresponding standard model particles.

The first model tests one scale factor for the vector bosons, 
!V!=!!W!=!!Z, and a second, !F, which applies to all fermions. In general, 
the standard model prediction of !V!=!!F!=!1 does not hold in extensions 
of the standard model. For example, the values of !V and !F would be 

less than!1 in models in which the Higgs boson is a composite particle. 
The effective couplings corresponding to the ggF, H!"!$$ and H!"!Z$ 
loop-induced processes are parameterized in terms of the fundamental 
standard model couplings. It is assumed that there are no invisible or 
undetected Higgs boson decays beyond the standard model, that is, 
Binv.!=!Bu.!=!0. As only the relative sign between !V and !F is physical and 
a negative relative sign has been excluded with a high level of confi-
dence20, !V!#!0 and !F!#!0 are assumed. Figure$4 shows the results of a 
combined fit in the (!V,!!F) plane. The best-fit values and their uncer-
tainties from the combined fit are !V!= 1.035!±!0.031 and !F!= 0.95!±!0.05, 
compatible with the standard model predictions. A relatively large 
positive correlation of 39% is observed between the two fit parameters, 
because some of the most sensitive input measurements involve the 
ggF production process (that is, via couplings to fermions) with sub-
sequent Higgs boson decays into vector bosons.

In the second class of models, the coupling strength modifiers for 
W, Z, t, b, c, % and µ are treated independently. All modifiers are assumed 
to be positive. It is assumed that only standard model particles con-
tribute to the loop-induced processes, and modifications of the fermion 
and vector boson couplings are propagated through the loop calcula-
tions. Invisible or undetected non-standard model Higgs boson decays 
are not considered. These models enable testing of the predicted scal-
ing of the couplings of the Higgs boson to the standard model particles 
as a function of their mass using the reduced coupling strength mod-
ifiers ! g ! m/2vev = ( /vev)V V V V  for weak bosons with a mass mV and 
!FgF!=!!FmF/vev for fermions with a mass mF, where gV and gF are the 
corresponding absolute coupling strengths and ‘vev’ is the vacuum 
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cross-sections, are: production in association with a vector boson or 
‘Higgsstrahlung’ (VH) depicted in Fig.!1c, and production in association 
with top (tH and ttH) or bottom (bbH) quarks, depicted in Fig.!1d–f. 
The bbH mode has not been studied in the context of the SM Higgs 
boson because of limited sensitivity.

Events are categorized according to the signatures particular to each 
production mechanism. For example, they are categorized as 
VBF-produced if there are two high transverse momentum (pT) jets, or 
as VH-produced if there are additional charged leptons (!) and/or pT

miss, 
or ttH- and tH-produced if there are jets identified as coming from b 
quarks, or otherwise ggH-produced. (The top quark predominantly 
decays into a W boson and a b-quark jet).

Decays
In the SM, particle masses arise from spontaneous breaking of the gauge 
symmetry, through gauge couplings to the Higgs field in the case of 
vector bosons, and Yukawa couplings in the case of fermions. The SM 
Higgs boson couples to vector bosons, with an amplitude proportional 
to the gauge boson mass squared mV

2, and to fermions with an amplitude 
proportional to the fermion mass mf. Hence, for example, the coupling 
is stronger for the third generation of quarks and leptons than for those 
in the second generation. The observation of many Higgs boson decays 
to SM particles and the measurement of their branching fractions are 
a crucial test of the validity of the theory. Any sizeable deviation from 
the predictions could indicate the presence of BSM physics.

The Higgs boson, once produced, rapidly decays into a pair of  
fermions or a pair of bosons. In the SM, its lifetime is ! " 1.6 # 10 sH

$22 , 
and its inverse, the natural width, is " # != / = 4.14 ± 0.02 MeVH  (ref. 39), 
where # is the reduced!Planck's constant. The natural width is the sum 
of all the partial widths, and the ratios of the partial widths to the total 
width are called branching fractions and represent the probabilities 
for that decay channel to occur. The Higgs boson does not couple 
directly to massless particles (for example, the gluon or the photon), 
but can do so through quantum loops (for example, Fig.!1a,i,j).

By design, the event selections do not overlap among analyses target-
ing different final states. Where the final states are similar, the overlap 
has been checked and found to be negligible.

Detailed information on the analyses included in the new combina-
tion along with improvements, and the online and offline criteria used to 
select events for the analyses can be found in Methods, Extended Data 
Tables!2 and 3, and the associated references. Online reconstruction is 
performed in real time as the data are being collected. Offline recon-
struction is performed later on stored data. The background-subtracted 
distributions of the invariant mass of final-state particles in the indi-
vidual decay channels are shown in Extended Data Figs.!3 and 4. The 
channels that are used in this combination are as follows.

Bosonic decay channels: H%&%'' (Fig.!1i, j)42; H%&%ZZ%&%4! (Fig.!1g)43; 
H%&%WW%&%!(!v (Fig.!1g)44, H%&%Z' (Fig.!1i, j)45; fermionic decay channels: 
H%&%)), third-generation fermion (Fig.!1h)46, H%&%bb, third-generation 
fermion (Fig.!1h)47–51, H%&%µµ, second-generation fermion (Fig.!1h)52;  
ttH and tH with multileptons (Fig.!1d–f)53; Higgs boson decays beyond 
the SM35.

Higgs boson pair production
The measurement of the pair production of Higgs bosons can probe its 
self-interaction $. The pair production modes are shown in Fig.!1k–o.

In the ggH mode, there are two leading contributions: in the first 
(Fig.!1l), two Higgs bosons emerge from a top or bottom quark loop; 
in the second (Fig.!1k), a single virtual Higgs boson, H*, emerges from 
the top or bottom quark loop and then decays to two Higgs bosons 
(gg & H* & HH).  Explicit establishment of the latter contribution, a 
direct manifestation of the Higgs boson’s self-interaction, would elu-
cidate the strikingly unusual potential of the BEH field.

In the VBF mode, there are three subprocesses that can lead to pro-
duction of a pair of Higgs bosons: (1) through a virtual Higgs boson 
(Fig.!1m); (2) through a four-point interaction: VV%&%HH (Fig.!1n); and 
(3) through the exchange of a vector boson (Fig.!1o).
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Fig. 3 | A portrait of the Higgs boson couplings to fermions and vector 
bosons. Left: constraints on the Higgs boson coupling modifiers to fermions 
(%f) and heavy gauge bosons (%V), in different datasets: discovery (red), the full 
LHC Run%1 (blue) and the data presented here (black). The SM prediction 
corresponds to %V%=%%f%=%1 (diamond marker). Right: the measured coupling 
modifiers of the Higgs boson to fermions and heavy gauge bosons, as functions 

of fermion or gauge boson mass, where & is the vacuum expectation value of 
the BEH field (‘Notes on self-interaction strength’ in Methods). For gauge 
bosons, the square root of the coupling modifier is plotted, to keep a linear 
proportionality to the mass, as predicted in the SM. The P value with respect to 
the SM prediction for the right plot is 37.5%.
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fraction measurements is required. The coupling fit presented here 
is performed within the !!framework53 with a set of parameters ! that 
affect the Higgs boson coupling strengths without altering any kin-
ematic distributions of a given process.

Within this framework, the cross-section times the branching frac-
tion for an individual measurement is parameterized in terms of the 
multiplicative coupling strength modifiers !. A coupling strength 
modifier !p for a production or decay process via the coupling to a 
given particle p is defined as ! " "= /p p p

2 SM or ! # #= /p p p
2 SM, respectively, 

where #p is the partial decay width into a pair of particles p. The param-
eterization takes into account that the total decay width depends on 
all decay modes included in the present measurements, as well as cur-
rently undetected or invisible, direct or indirect decays predicted by 
the standard model (such as those to gluons, light quarks or neutrinos) 
and the hypothetical decays into non-standard model particles. The 
decays to non-standard model particles are divided into decays to 
invisible particles and other decays that would be undetected owing 
to large backgrounds. The corresponding branching fractions for the 
two are denoted by Binv. and Bu., respectively.

In the following, three classes of models with progressively fewer 
assumptions about coupling strength modifiers are considered. Stand-
ard model values are assumed for the coupling strength modifiers of 
first-generation fermions, and the modifiers of the second-generation 
quarks are set to those of the third generation, except where !c is left 
free-floating in the fit. Owing to their small sizes, these couplings are 
not expected to noticeably affect any of the results. The ggF produc-
tion and the H!"!$$ and H!"!Z$ decays are loop-induced processes. 
They are either expressed in terms of the more fundamental coupling 
strength scale factors corresponding to the particles that contribute 
to the loop-induced processes in the standard model, or treated using 
effective coupling strength modifiers !g, !$ and !Z$, respectively. The 
latter scenario accounts for possible loop contributions from par-
ticles beyond the standard model. The small contribution from the 
loop-induced gg!"!ZH process is always parameterized in terms of the 
couplings to the corresponding standard model particles.

The first model tests one scale factor for the vector bosons, 
!V!=!!W!=!!Z, and a second, !F, which applies to all fermions. In general, 
the standard model prediction of !V!=!!F!=!1 does not hold in extensions 
of the standard model. For example, the values of !V and !F would be 

less than!1 in models in which the Higgs boson is a composite particle. 
The effective couplings corresponding to the ggF, H!"!$$ and H!"!Z$ 
loop-induced processes are parameterized in terms of the fundamental 
standard model couplings. It is assumed that there are no invisible or 
undetected Higgs boson decays beyond the standard model, that is, 
Binv.!=!Bu.!=!0. As only the relative sign between !V and !F is physical and 
a negative relative sign has been excluded with a high level of confi-
dence20, !V!#!0 and !F!#!0 are assumed. Figure$4 shows the results of a 
combined fit in the (!V,!!F) plane. The best-fit values and their uncer-
tainties from the combined fit are !V!= 1.035!±!0.031 and !F!= 0.95!±!0.05, 
compatible with the standard model predictions. A relatively large 
positive correlation of 39% is observed between the two fit parameters, 
because some of the most sensitive input measurements involve the 
ggF production process (that is, via couplings to fermions) with sub-
sequent Higgs boson decays into vector bosons.

In the second class of models, the coupling strength modifiers for 
W, Z, t, b, c, % and µ are treated independently. All modifiers are assumed 
to be positive. It is assumed that only standard model particles con-
tribute to the loop-induced processes, and modifications of the fermion 
and vector boson couplings are propagated through the loop calcula-
tions. Invisible or undetected non-standard model Higgs boson decays 
are not considered. These models enable testing of the predicted scal-
ing of the couplings of the Higgs boson to the standard model particles 
as a function of their mass using the reduced coupling strength mod-
ifiers ! g ! m/2vev = ( /vev)V V V V  for weak bosons with a mass mV and 
!FgF!=!!FmF/vev for fermions with a mass mF, where gV and gF are the 
corresponding absolute coupling strengths and ‘vev’ is the vacuum 
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Fig. 5 | Reduced Higgs boson coupling strength modifiers and their 
uncertainties. They are defined as !FmF/vev for fermions (F!= t,!b,!%,!µ) and 

! m /vevV V  for vector bosons as a function of their masses mF and mV. Two fit 
scenarios with !c!=!!t (coloured circle markers), or !c left free-floating in the fit 
(grey cross markers) are shown. Loop-induced processes are assumed to have 
the standard model (SM)$structure, and Higgs boson decays to non-SM particles 
are not allowed. The vertical bar on each point denotes the 68% confidence 
interval. The p!values for compatibility of the combined measurement and the 
SM prediction are 56% and 65% for the respective scenarios. The lower panel 
shows the values of the coupling strength modifiers. The grey arrow points in 
the direction of the best-fit value and the corresponding grey uncertainty bar 
extends beyond the lower panel range. Data are from ATLAS Run!2.
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cross-sections, are: production in association with a vector boson or 
‘Higgsstrahlung’ (VH) depicted in Fig.!1c, and production in association 
with top (tH and ttH) or bottom (bbH) quarks, depicted in Fig.!1d–f. 
The bbH mode has not been studied in the context of the SM Higgs 
boson because of limited sensitivity.

Events are categorized according to the signatures particular to each 
production mechanism. For example, they are categorized as 
VBF-produced if there are two high transverse momentum (pT) jets, or 
as VH-produced if there are additional charged leptons (!) and/or pT

miss, 
or ttH- and tH-produced if there are jets identified as coming from b 
quarks, or otherwise ggH-produced. (The top quark predominantly 
decays into a W boson and a b-quark jet).

Decays
In the SM, particle masses arise from spontaneous breaking of the gauge 
symmetry, through gauge couplings to the Higgs field in the case of 
vector bosons, and Yukawa couplings in the case of fermions. The SM 
Higgs boson couples to vector bosons, with an amplitude proportional 
to the gauge boson mass squared mV

2, and to fermions with an amplitude 
proportional to the fermion mass mf. Hence, for example, the coupling 
is stronger for the third generation of quarks and leptons than for those 
in the second generation. The observation of many Higgs boson decays 
to SM particles and the measurement of their branching fractions are 
a crucial test of the validity of the theory. Any sizeable deviation from 
the predictions could indicate the presence of BSM physics.

The Higgs boson, once produced, rapidly decays into a pair of  
fermions or a pair of bosons. In the SM, its lifetime is ! " 1.6 # 10 sH

$22 , 
and its inverse, the natural width, is " # != / = 4.14 ± 0.02 MeVH  (ref. 39), 
where # is the reduced!Planck's constant. The natural width is the sum 
of all the partial widths, and the ratios of the partial widths to the total 
width are called branching fractions and represent the probabilities 
for that decay channel to occur. The Higgs boson does not couple 
directly to massless particles (for example, the gluon or the photon), 
but can do so through quantum loops (for example, Fig.!1a,i,j).

By design, the event selections do not overlap among analyses target-
ing different final states. Where the final states are similar, the overlap 
has been checked and found to be negligible.

Detailed information on the analyses included in the new combina-
tion along with improvements, and the online and offline criteria used to 
select events for the analyses can be found in Methods, Extended Data 
Tables!2 and 3, and the associated references. Online reconstruction is 
performed in real time as the data are being collected. Offline recon-
struction is performed later on stored data. The background-subtracted 
distributions of the invariant mass of final-state particles in the indi-
vidual decay channels are shown in Extended Data Figs.!3 and 4. The 
channels that are used in this combination are as follows.

Bosonic decay channels: H%&%'' (Fig.!1i, j)42; H%&%ZZ%&%4! (Fig.!1g)43; 
H%&%WW%&%!(!v (Fig.!1g)44, H%&%Z' (Fig.!1i, j)45; fermionic decay channels: 
H%&%)), third-generation fermion (Fig.!1h)46, H%&%bb, third-generation 
fermion (Fig.!1h)47–51, H%&%µµ, second-generation fermion (Fig.!1h)52;  
ttH and tH with multileptons (Fig.!1d–f)53; Higgs boson decays beyond 
the SM35.

Higgs boson pair production
The measurement of the pair production of Higgs bosons can probe its 
self-interaction $. The pair production modes are shown in Fig.!1k–o.

In the ggH mode, there are two leading contributions: in the first 
(Fig.!1l), two Higgs bosons emerge from a top or bottom quark loop; 
in the second (Fig.!1k), a single virtual Higgs boson, H*, emerges from 
the top or bottom quark loop and then decays to two Higgs bosons 
(gg & H* & HH).  Explicit establishment of the latter contribution, a 
direct manifestation of the Higgs boson’s self-interaction, would elu-
cidate the strikingly unusual potential of the BEH field.

In the VBF mode, there are three subprocesses that can lead to pro-
duction of a pair of Higgs bosons: (1) through a virtual Higgs boson 
(Fig.!1m); (2) through a four-point interaction: VV%&%HH (Fig.!1n); and 
(3) through the exchange of a vector boson (Fig.!1o).
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Fig. 3 | A portrait of the Higgs boson couplings to fermions and vector 
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the BEH field (‘Notes on self-interaction strength’ in Methods). For gauge 
bosons, the square root of the coupling modifier is plotted, to keep a linear 
proportionality to the mass, as predicted in the SM. The P value with respect to 
the SM prediction for the right plot is 37.5%.
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fraction measurements is required. The coupling fit presented here 
is performed within the !!framework53 with a set of parameters ! that 
affect the Higgs boson coupling strengths without altering any kin-
ematic distributions of a given process.

Within this framework, the cross-section times the branching frac-
tion for an individual measurement is parameterized in terms of the 
multiplicative coupling strength modifiers !. A coupling strength 
modifier !p for a production or decay process via the coupling to a 
given particle p is defined as ! " "= /p p p

2 SM or ! # #= /p p p
2 SM, respectively, 

where #p is the partial decay width into a pair of particles p. The param-
eterization takes into account that the total decay width depends on 
all decay modes included in the present measurements, as well as cur-
rently undetected or invisible, direct or indirect decays predicted by 
the standard model (such as those to gluons, light quarks or neutrinos) 
and the hypothetical decays into non-standard model particles. The 
decays to non-standard model particles are divided into decays to 
invisible particles and other decays that would be undetected owing 
to large backgrounds. The corresponding branching fractions for the 
two are denoted by Binv. and Bu., respectively.

In the following, three classes of models with progressively fewer 
assumptions about coupling strength modifiers are considered. Stand-
ard model values are assumed for the coupling strength modifiers of 
first-generation fermions, and the modifiers of the second-generation 
quarks are set to those of the third generation, except where !c is left 
free-floating in the fit. Owing to their small sizes, these couplings are 
not expected to noticeably affect any of the results. The ggF produc-
tion and the H!"!$$ and H!"!Z$ decays are loop-induced processes. 
They are either expressed in terms of the more fundamental coupling 
strength scale factors corresponding to the particles that contribute 
to the loop-induced processes in the standard model, or treated using 
effective coupling strength modifiers !g, !$ and !Z$, respectively. The 
latter scenario accounts for possible loop contributions from par-
ticles beyond the standard model. The small contribution from the 
loop-induced gg!"!ZH process is always parameterized in terms of the 
couplings to the corresponding standard model particles.

The first model tests one scale factor for the vector bosons, 
!V!=!!W!=!!Z, and a second, !F, which applies to all fermions. In general, 
the standard model prediction of !V!=!!F!=!1 does not hold in extensions 
of the standard model. For example, the values of !V and !F would be 

less than!1 in models in which the Higgs boson is a composite particle. 
The effective couplings corresponding to the ggF, H!"!$$ and H!"!Z$ 
loop-induced processes are parameterized in terms of the fundamental 
standard model couplings. It is assumed that there are no invisible or 
undetected Higgs boson decays beyond the standard model, that is, 
Binv.!=!Bu.!=!0. As only the relative sign between !V and !F is physical and 
a negative relative sign has been excluded with a high level of confi-
dence20, !V!#!0 and !F!#!0 are assumed. Figure$4 shows the results of a 
combined fit in the (!V,!!F) plane. The best-fit values and their uncer-
tainties from the combined fit are !V!= 1.035!±!0.031 and !F!= 0.95!±!0.05, 
compatible with the standard model predictions. A relatively large 
positive correlation of 39% is observed between the two fit parameters, 
because some of the most sensitive input measurements involve the 
ggF production process (that is, via couplings to fermions) with sub-
sequent Higgs boson decays into vector bosons.

In the second class of models, the coupling strength modifiers for 
W, Z, t, b, c, % and µ are treated independently. All modifiers are assumed 
to be positive. It is assumed that only standard model particles con-
tribute to the loop-induced processes, and modifications of the fermion 
and vector boson couplings are propagated through the loop calcula-
tions. Invisible or undetected non-standard model Higgs boson decays 
are not considered. These models enable testing of the predicted scal-
ing of the couplings of the Higgs boson to the standard model particles 
as a function of their mass using the reduced coupling strength mod-
ifiers ! g ! m/2vev = ( /vev)V V V V  for weak bosons with a mass mV and 
!FgF!=!!FmF/vev for fermions with a mass mF, where gV and gF are the 
corresponding absolute coupling strengths and ‘vev’ is the vacuum 
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cross-sections, are: production in association with a vector boson or 
‘Higgsstrahlung’ (VH) depicted in Fig.!1c, and production in association 
with top (tH and ttH) or bottom (bbH) quarks, depicted in Fig.!1d–f. 
The bbH mode has not been studied in the context of the SM Higgs 
boson because of limited sensitivity.

Events are categorized according to the signatures particular to each 
production mechanism. For example, they are categorized as 
VBF-produced if there are two high transverse momentum (pT) jets, or 
as VH-produced if there are additional charged leptons (!) and/or pT

miss, 
or ttH- and tH-produced if there are jets identified as coming from b 
quarks, or otherwise ggH-produced. (The top quark predominantly 
decays into a W boson and a b-quark jet).

Decays
In the SM, particle masses arise from spontaneous breaking of the gauge 
symmetry, through gauge couplings to the Higgs field in the case of 
vector bosons, and Yukawa couplings in the case of fermions. The SM 
Higgs boson couples to vector bosons, with an amplitude proportional 
to the gauge boson mass squared mV

2, and to fermions with an amplitude 
proportional to the fermion mass mf. Hence, for example, the coupling 
is stronger for the third generation of quarks and leptons than for those 
in the second generation. The observation of many Higgs boson decays 
to SM particles and the measurement of their branching fractions are 
a crucial test of the validity of the theory. Any sizeable deviation from 
the predictions could indicate the presence of BSM physics.

The Higgs boson, once produced, rapidly decays into a pair of  
fermions or a pair of bosons. In the SM, its lifetime is ! " 1.6 # 10 sH

$22 , 
and its inverse, the natural width, is " # != / = 4.14 ± 0.02 MeVH  (ref. 39), 
where # is the reduced!Planck's constant. The natural width is the sum 
of all the partial widths, and the ratios of the partial widths to the total 
width are called branching fractions and represent the probabilities 
for that decay channel to occur. The Higgs boson does not couple 
directly to massless particles (for example, the gluon or the photon), 
but can do so through quantum loops (for example, Fig.!1a,i,j).

By design, the event selections do not overlap among analyses target-
ing different final states. Where the final states are similar, the overlap 
has been checked and found to be negligible.

Detailed information on the analyses included in the new combina-
tion along with improvements, and the online and offline criteria used to 
select events for the analyses can be found in Methods, Extended Data 
Tables!2 and 3, and the associated references. Online reconstruction is 
performed in real time as the data are being collected. Offline recon-
struction is performed later on stored data. The background-subtracted 
distributions of the invariant mass of final-state particles in the indi-
vidual decay channels are shown in Extended Data Figs.!3 and 4. The 
channels that are used in this combination are as follows.

Bosonic decay channels: H%&%'' (Fig.!1i, j)42; H%&%ZZ%&%4! (Fig.!1g)43; 
H%&%WW%&%!(!v (Fig.!1g)44, H%&%Z' (Fig.!1i, j)45; fermionic decay channels: 
H%&%)), third-generation fermion (Fig.!1h)46, H%&%bb, third-generation 
fermion (Fig.!1h)47–51, H%&%µµ, second-generation fermion (Fig.!1h)52;  
ttH and tH with multileptons (Fig.!1d–f)53; Higgs boson decays beyond 
the SM35.

Higgs boson pair production
The measurement of the pair production of Higgs bosons can probe its 
self-interaction $. The pair production modes are shown in Fig.!1k–o.

In the ggH mode, there are two leading contributions: in the first 
(Fig.!1l), two Higgs bosons emerge from a top or bottom quark loop; 
in the second (Fig.!1k), a single virtual Higgs boson, H*, emerges from 
the top or bottom quark loop and then decays to two Higgs bosons 
(gg & H* & HH).  Explicit establishment of the latter contribution, a 
direct manifestation of the Higgs boson’s self-interaction, would elu-
cidate the strikingly unusual potential of the BEH field.

In the VBF mode, there are three subprocesses that can lead to pro-
duction of a pair of Higgs bosons: (1) through a virtual Higgs boson 
(Fig.!1m); (2) through a four-point interaction: VV%&%HH (Fig.!1n); and 
(3) through the exchange of a vector boson (Fig.!1o).
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Fig. 3 | A portrait of the Higgs boson couplings to fermions and vector 
bosons. Left: constraints on the Higgs boson coupling modifiers to fermions 
(%f) and heavy gauge bosons (%V), in different datasets: discovery (red), the full 
LHC Run%1 (blue) and the data presented here (black). The SM prediction 
corresponds to %V%=%%f%=%1 (diamond marker). Right: the measured coupling 
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of fermion or gauge boson mass, where & is the vacuum expectation value of 
the BEH field (‘Notes on self-interaction strength’ in Methods). For gauge 
bosons, the square root of the coupling modifier is plotted, to keep a linear 
proportionality to the mass, as predicted in the SM. The P value with respect to 
the SM prediction for the right plot is 37.5%.

Nature 607, 52-59 (2022) Nature 607, 60-68 (2022)

(2) New scalars w/o VEVs = “inert scalars”.
E.g. SM + inert n-plet (n=1,2,3,…)

LHC indicates

Higgs sector = SM-like

What is SM-like Higgs sector 
compatible with EWBG?

SM-like ≠ SM

EWBG after LHC-Run2



56 | Nature | Vol !"# | # July $"$$

Article

fraction measurements is required. The coupling fit presented here 
is performed within the !!framework53 with a set of parameters ! that 
affect the Higgs boson coupling strengths without altering any kin-
ematic distributions of a given process.

Within this framework, the cross-section times the branching frac-
tion for an individual measurement is parameterized in terms of the 
multiplicative coupling strength modifiers !. A coupling strength 
modifier !p for a production or decay process via the coupling to a 
given particle p is defined as ! " "= /p p p

2 SM or ! # #= /p p p
2 SM, respectively, 

where #p is the partial decay width into a pair of particles p. The param-
eterization takes into account that the total decay width depends on 
all decay modes included in the present measurements, as well as cur-
rently undetected or invisible, direct or indirect decays predicted by 
the standard model (such as those to gluons, light quarks or neutrinos) 
and the hypothetical decays into non-standard model particles. The 
decays to non-standard model particles are divided into decays to 
invisible particles and other decays that would be undetected owing 
to large backgrounds. The corresponding branching fractions for the 
two are denoted by Binv. and Bu., respectively.

In the following, three classes of models with progressively fewer 
assumptions about coupling strength modifiers are considered. Stand-
ard model values are assumed for the coupling strength modifiers of 
first-generation fermions, and the modifiers of the second-generation 
quarks are set to those of the third generation, except where !c is left 
free-floating in the fit. Owing to their small sizes, these couplings are 
not expected to noticeably affect any of the results. The ggF produc-
tion and the H!"!$$ and H!"!Z$ decays are loop-induced processes. 
They are either expressed in terms of the more fundamental coupling 
strength scale factors corresponding to the particles that contribute 
to the loop-induced processes in the standard model, or treated using 
effective coupling strength modifiers !g, !$ and !Z$, respectively. The 
latter scenario accounts for possible loop contributions from par-
ticles beyond the standard model. The small contribution from the 
loop-induced gg!"!ZH process is always parameterized in terms of the 
couplings to the corresponding standard model particles.

The first model tests one scale factor for the vector bosons, 
!V!=!!W!=!!Z, and a second, !F, which applies to all fermions. In general, 
the standard model prediction of !V!=!!F!=!1 does not hold in extensions 
of the standard model. For example, the values of !V and !F would be 

less than!1 in models in which the Higgs boson is a composite particle. 
The effective couplings corresponding to the ggF, H!"!$$ and H!"!Z$ 
loop-induced processes are parameterized in terms of the fundamental 
standard model couplings. It is assumed that there are no invisible or 
undetected Higgs boson decays beyond the standard model, that is, 
Binv.!=!Bu.!=!0. As only the relative sign between !V and !F is physical and 
a negative relative sign has been excluded with a high level of confi-
dence20, !V!#!0 and !F!#!0 are assumed. Figure$4 shows the results of a 
combined fit in the (!V,!!F) plane. The best-fit values and their uncer-
tainties from the combined fit are !V!= 1.035!±!0.031 and !F!= 0.95!±!0.05, 
compatible with the standard model predictions. A relatively large 
positive correlation of 39% is observed between the two fit parameters, 
because some of the most sensitive input measurements involve the 
ggF production process (that is, via couplings to fermions) with sub-
sequent Higgs boson decays into vector bosons.

In the second class of models, the coupling strength modifiers for 
W, Z, t, b, c, % and µ are treated independently. All modifiers are assumed 
to be positive. It is assumed that only standard model particles con-
tribute to the loop-induced processes, and modifications of the fermion 
and vector boson couplings are propagated through the loop calcula-
tions. Invisible or undetected non-standard model Higgs boson decays 
are not considered. These models enable testing of the predicted scal-
ing of the couplings of the Higgs boson to the standard model particles 
as a function of their mass using the reduced coupling strength mod-
ifiers ! g ! m/2vev = ( /vev)V V V V  for weak bosons with a mass mV and 
!FgF!=!!FmF/vev for fermions with a mass mF, where gV and gF are the 
corresponding absolute coupling strengths and ‘vev’ is the vacuum 
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Fig. 5 | Reduced Higgs boson coupling strength modifiers and their 
uncertainties. They are defined as !FmF/vev for fermions (F!= t,!b,!%,!µ) and 

! m /vevV V  for vector bosons as a function of their masses mF and mV. Two fit 
scenarios with !c!=!!t (coloured circle markers), or !c left free-floating in the fit 
(grey cross markers) are shown. Loop-induced processes are assumed to have 
the standard model (SM)$structure, and Higgs boson decays to non-SM particles 
are not allowed. The vertical bar on each point denotes the 68% confidence 
interval. The p!values for compatibility of the combined measurement and the 
SM prediction are 56% and 65% for the respective scenarios. The lower panel 
shows the values of the coupling strength modifiers. The grey arrow points in 
the direction of the best-fit value and the corresponding grey uncertainty bar 
extends beyond the lower panel range. Data are from ATLAS Run!2.
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cross-sections, are: production in association with a vector boson or 
‘Higgsstrahlung’ (VH) depicted in Fig.!1c, and production in association 
with top (tH and ttH) or bottom (bbH) quarks, depicted in Fig.!1d–f. 
The bbH mode has not been studied in the context of the SM Higgs 
boson because of limited sensitivity.

Events are categorized according to the signatures particular to each 
production mechanism. For example, they are categorized as 
VBF-produced if there are two high transverse momentum (pT) jets, or 
as VH-produced if there are additional charged leptons (!) and/or pT

miss, 
or ttH- and tH-produced if there are jets identified as coming from b 
quarks, or otherwise ggH-produced. (The top quark predominantly 
decays into a W boson and a b-quark jet).

Decays
In the SM, particle masses arise from spontaneous breaking of the gauge 
symmetry, through gauge couplings to the Higgs field in the case of 
vector bosons, and Yukawa couplings in the case of fermions. The SM 
Higgs boson couples to vector bosons, with an amplitude proportional 
to the gauge boson mass squared mV

2, and to fermions with an amplitude 
proportional to the fermion mass mf. Hence, for example, the coupling 
is stronger for the third generation of quarks and leptons than for those 
in the second generation. The observation of many Higgs boson decays 
to SM particles and the measurement of their branching fractions are 
a crucial test of the validity of the theory. Any sizeable deviation from 
the predictions could indicate the presence of BSM physics.

The Higgs boson, once produced, rapidly decays into a pair of  
fermions or a pair of bosons. In the SM, its lifetime is ! " 1.6 # 10 sH

$22 , 
and its inverse, the natural width, is " # != / = 4.14 ± 0.02 MeVH  (ref. 39), 
where # is the reduced!Planck's constant. The natural width is the sum 
of all the partial widths, and the ratios of the partial widths to the total 
width are called branching fractions and represent the probabilities 
for that decay channel to occur. The Higgs boson does not couple 
directly to massless particles (for example, the gluon or the photon), 
but can do so through quantum loops (for example, Fig.!1a,i,j).

By design, the event selections do not overlap among analyses target-
ing different final states. Where the final states are similar, the overlap 
has been checked and found to be negligible.

Detailed information on the analyses included in the new combina-
tion along with improvements, and the online and offline criteria used to 
select events for the analyses can be found in Methods, Extended Data 
Tables!2 and 3, and the associated references. Online reconstruction is 
performed in real time as the data are being collected. Offline recon-
struction is performed later on stored data. The background-subtracted 
distributions of the invariant mass of final-state particles in the indi-
vidual decay channels are shown in Extended Data Figs.!3 and 4. The 
channels that are used in this combination are as follows.

Bosonic decay channels: H%&%'' (Fig.!1i, j)42; H%&%ZZ%&%4! (Fig.!1g)43; 
H%&%WW%&%!(!v (Fig.!1g)44, H%&%Z' (Fig.!1i, j)45; fermionic decay channels: 
H%&%)), third-generation fermion (Fig.!1h)46, H%&%bb, third-generation 
fermion (Fig.!1h)47–51, H%&%µµ, second-generation fermion (Fig.!1h)52;  
ttH and tH with multileptons (Fig.!1d–f)53; Higgs boson decays beyond 
the SM35.

Higgs boson pair production
The measurement of the pair production of Higgs bosons can probe its 
self-interaction $. The pair production modes are shown in Fig.!1k–o.

In the ggH mode, there are two leading contributions: in the first 
(Fig.!1l), two Higgs bosons emerge from a top or bottom quark loop; 
in the second (Fig.!1k), a single virtual Higgs boson, H*, emerges from 
the top or bottom quark loop and then decays to two Higgs bosons 
(gg & H* & HH).  Explicit establishment of the latter contribution, a 
direct manifestation of the Higgs boson’s self-interaction, would elu-
cidate the strikingly unusual potential of the BEH field.

In the VBF mode, there are three subprocesses that can lead to pro-
duction of a pair of Higgs bosons: (1) through a virtual Higgs boson 
(Fig.!1m); (2) through a four-point interaction: VV%&%HH (Fig.!1n); and 
(3) through the exchange of a vector boson (Fig.!1o).
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fraction measurements is required. The coupling fit presented here 
is performed within the !!framework53 with a set of parameters ! that 
affect the Higgs boson coupling strengths without altering any kin-
ematic distributions of a given process.

Within this framework, the cross-section times the branching frac-
tion for an individual measurement is parameterized in terms of the 
multiplicative coupling strength modifiers !. A coupling strength 
modifier !p for a production or decay process via the coupling to a 
given particle p is defined as ! " "= /p p p

2 SM or ! # #= /p p p
2 SM, respectively, 

where #p is the partial decay width into a pair of particles p. The param-
eterization takes into account that the total decay width depends on 
all decay modes included in the present measurements, as well as cur-
rently undetected or invisible, direct or indirect decays predicted by 
the standard model (such as those to gluons, light quarks or neutrinos) 
and the hypothetical decays into non-standard model particles. The 
decays to non-standard model particles are divided into decays to 
invisible particles and other decays that would be undetected owing 
to large backgrounds. The corresponding branching fractions for the 
two are denoted by Binv. and Bu., respectively.

In the following, three classes of models with progressively fewer 
assumptions about coupling strength modifiers are considered. Stand-
ard model values are assumed for the coupling strength modifiers of 
first-generation fermions, and the modifiers of the second-generation 
quarks are set to those of the third generation, except where !c is left 
free-floating in the fit. Owing to their small sizes, these couplings are 
not expected to noticeably affect any of the results. The ggF produc-
tion and the H!"!$$ and H!"!Z$ decays are loop-induced processes. 
They are either expressed in terms of the more fundamental coupling 
strength scale factors corresponding to the particles that contribute 
to the loop-induced processes in the standard model, or treated using 
effective coupling strength modifiers !g, !$ and !Z$, respectively. The 
latter scenario accounts for possible loop contributions from par-
ticles beyond the standard model. The small contribution from the 
loop-induced gg!"!ZH process is always parameterized in terms of the 
couplings to the corresponding standard model particles.

The first model tests one scale factor for the vector bosons, 
!V!=!!W!=!!Z, and a second, !F, which applies to all fermions. In general, 
the standard model prediction of !V!=!!F!=!1 does not hold in extensions 
of the standard model. For example, the values of !V and !F would be 

less than!1 in models in which the Higgs boson is a composite particle. 
The effective couplings corresponding to the ggF, H!"!$$ and H!"!Z$ 
loop-induced processes are parameterized in terms of the fundamental 
standard model couplings. It is assumed that there are no invisible or 
undetected Higgs boson decays beyond the standard model, that is, 
Binv.!=!Bu.!=!0. As only the relative sign between !V and !F is physical and 
a negative relative sign has been excluded with a high level of confi-
dence20, !V!#!0 and !F!#!0 are assumed. Figure$4 shows the results of a 
combined fit in the (!V,!!F) plane. The best-fit values and their uncer-
tainties from the combined fit are !V!= 1.035!±!0.031 and !F!= 0.95!±!0.05, 
compatible with the standard model predictions. A relatively large 
positive correlation of 39% is observed between the two fit parameters, 
because some of the most sensitive input measurements involve the 
ggF production process (that is, via couplings to fermions) with sub-
sequent Higgs boson decays into vector bosons.

In the second class of models, the coupling strength modifiers for 
W, Z, t, b, c, % and µ are treated independently. All modifiers are assumed 
to be positive. It is assumed that only standard model particles con-
tribute to the loop-induced processes, and modifications of the fermion 
and vector boson couplings are propagated through the loop calcula-
tions. Invisible or undetected non-standard model Higgs boson decays 
are not considered. These models enable testing of the predicted scal-
ing of the couplings of the Higgs boson to the standard model particles 
as a function of their mass using the reduced coupling strength mod-
ifiers ! g ! m/2vev = ( /vev)V V V V  for weak bosons with a mass mV and 
!FgF!=!!FmF/vev for fermions with a mass mF, where gV and gF are the 
corresponding absolute coupling strengths and ‘vev’ is the vacuum 
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cross-sections, are: production in association with a vector boson or 
‘Higgsstrahlung’ (VH) depicted in Fig.!1c, and production in association 
with top (tH and ttH) or bottom (bbH) quarks, depicted in Fig.!1d–f. 
The bbH mode has not been studied in the context of the SM Higgs 
boson because of limited sensitivity.

Events are categorized according to the signatures particular to each 
production mechanism. For example, they are categorized as 
VBF-produced if there are two high transverse momentum (pT) jets, or 
as VH-produced if there are additional charged leptons (!) and/or pT

miss, 
or ttH- and tH-produced if there are jets identified as coming from b 
quarks, or otherwise ggH-produced. (The top quark predominantly 
decays into a W boson and a b-quark jet).

Decays
In the SM, particle masses arise from spontaneous breaking of the gauge 
symmetry, through gauge couplings to the Higgs field in the case of 
vector bosons, and Yukawa couplings in the case of fermions. The SM 
Higgs boson couples to vector bosons, with an amplitude proportional 
to the gauge boson mass squared mV

2, and to fermions with an amplitude 
proportional to the fermion mass mf. Hence, for example, the coupling 
is stronger for the third generation of quarks and leptons than for those 
in the second generation. The observation of many Higgs boson decays 
to SM particles and the measurement of their branching fractions are 
a crucial test of the validity of the theory. Any sizeable deviation from 
the predictions could indicate the presence of BSM physics.

The Higgs boson, once produced, rapidly decays into a pair of  
fermions or a pair of bosons. In the SM, its lifetime is ! " 1.6 # 10 sH

$22 , 
and its inverse, the natural width, is " # != / = 4.14 ± 0.02 MeVH  (ref. 39), 
where # is the reduced!Planck's constant. The natural width is the sum 
of all the partial widths, and the ratios of the partial widths to the total 
width are called branching fractions and represent the probabilities 
for that decay channel to occur. The Higgs boson does not couple 
directly to massless particles (for example, the gluon or the photon), 
but can do so through quantum loops (for example, Fig.!1a,i,j).

By design, the event selections do not overlap among analyses target-
ing different final states. Where the final states are similar, the overlap 
has been checked and found to be negligible.

Detailed information on the analyses included in the new combina-
tion along with improvements, and the online and offline criteria used to 
select events for the analyses can be found in Methods, Extended Data 
Tables!2 and 3, and the associated references. Online reconstruction is 
performed in real time as the data are being collected. Offline recon-
struction is performed later on stored data. The background-subtracted 
distributions of the invariant mass of final-state particles in the indi-
vidual decay channels are shown in Extended Data Figs.!3 and 4. The 
channels that are used in this combination are as follows.

Bosonic decay channels: H%&%'' (Fig.!1i, j)42; H%&%ZZ%&%4! (Fig.!1g)43; 
H%&%WW%&%!(!v (Fig.!1g)44, H%&%Z' (Fig.!1i, j)45; fermionic decay channels: 
H%&%)), third-generation fermion (Fig.!1h)46, H%&%bb, third-generation 
fermion (Fig.!1h)47–51, H%&%µµ, second-generation fermion (Fig.!1h)52;  
ttH and tH with multileptons (Fig.!1d–f)53; Higgs boson decays beyond 
the SM35.

Higgs boson pair production
The measurement of the pair production of Higgs bosons can probe its 
self-interaction $. The pair production modes are shown in Fig.!1k–o.

In the ggH mode, there are two leading contributions: in the first 
(Fig.!1l), two Higgs bosons emerge from a top or bottom quark loop; 
in the second (Fig.!1k), a single virtual Higgs boson, H*, emerges from 
the top or bottom quark loop and then decays to two Higgs bosons 
(gg & H* & HH).  Explicit establishment of the latter contribution, a 
direct manifestation of the Higgs boson’s self-interaction, would elu-
cidate the strikingly unusual potential of the BEH field.

In the VBF mode, there are three subprocesses that can lead to pro-
duction of a pair of Higgs bosons: (1) through a virtual Higgs boson 
(Fig.!1m); (2) through a four-point interaction: VV%&%HH (Fig.!1n); and 
(3) through the exchange of a vector boson (Fig.!1o).
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of fermion or gauge boson mass, where & is the vacuum expectation value of 
the BEH field (‘Notes on self-interaction strength’ in Methods). For gauge 
bosons, the square root of the coupling modifier is plotted, to keep a linear 
proportionality to the mass, as predicted in the SM. The P value with respect to 
the SM prediction for the right plot is 37.5%.
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fraction measurements is required. The coupling fit presented here 
is performed within the !!framework53 with a set of parameters ! that 
affect the Higgs boson coupling strengths without altering any kin-
ematic distributions of a given process.

Within this framework, the cross-section times the branching frac-
tion for an individual measurement is parameterized in terms of the 
multiplicative coupling strength modifiers !. A coupling strength 
modifier !p for a production or decay process via the coupling to a 
given particle p is defined as ! " "= /p p p

2 SM or ! # #= /p p p
2 SM, respectively, 

where #p is the partial decay width into a pair of particles p. The param-
eterization takes into account that the total decay width depends on 
all decay modes included in the present measurements, as well as cur-
rently undetected or invisible, direct or indirect decays predicted by 
the standard model (such as those to gluons, light quarks or neutrinos) 
and the hypothetical decays into non-standard model particles. The 
decays to non-standard model particles are divided into decays to 
invisible particles and other decays that would be undetected owing 
to large backgrounds. The corresponding branching fractions for the 
two are denoted by Binv. and Bu., respectively.

In the following, three classes of models with progressively fewer 
assumptions about coupling strength modifiers are considered. Stand-
ard model values are assumed for the coupling strength modifiers of 
first-generation fermions, and the modifiers of the second-generation 
quarks are set to those of the third generation, except where !c is left 
free-floating in the fit. Owing to their small sizes, these couplings are 
not expected to noticeably affect any of the results. The ggF produc-
tion and the H!"!$$ and H!"!Z$ decays are loop-induced processes. 
They are either expressed in terms of the more fundamental coupling 
strength scale factors corresponding to the particles that contribute 
to the loop-induced processes in the standard model, or treated using 
effective coupling strength modifiers !g, !$ and !Z$, respectively. The 
latter scenario accounts for possible loop contributions from par-
ticles beyond the standard model. The small contribution from the 
loop-induced gg!"!ZH process is always parameterized in terms of the 
couplings to the corresponding standard model particles.

The first model tests one scale factor for the vector bosons, 
!V!=!!W!=!!Z, and a second, !F, which applies to all fermions. In general, 
the standard model prediction of !V!=!!F!=!1 does not hold in extensions 
of the standard model. For example, the values of !V and !F would be 

less than!1 in models in which the Higgs boson is a composite particle. 
The effective couplings corresponding to the ggF, H!"!$$ and H!"!Z$ 
loop-induced processes are parameterized in terms of the fundamental 
standard model couplings. It is assumed that there are no invisible or 
undetected Higgs boson decays beyond the standard model, that is, 
Binv.!=!Bu.!=!0. As only the relative sign between !V and !F is physical and 
a negative relative sign has been excluded with a high level of confi-
dence20, !V!#!0 and !F!#!0 are assumed. Figure$4 shows the results of a 
combined fit in the (!V,!!F) plane. The best-fit values and their uncer-
tainties from the combined fit are !V!= 1.035!±!0.031 and !F!= 0.95!±!0.05, 
compatible with the standard model predictions. A relatively large 
positive correlation of 39% is observed between the two fit parameters, 
because some of the most sensitive input measurements involve the 
ggF production process (that is, via couplings to fermions) with sub-
sequent Higgs boson decays into vector bosons.

In the second class of models, the coupling strength modifiers for 
W, Z, t, b, c, % and µ are treated independently. All modifiers are assumed 
to be positive. It is assumed that only standard model particles con-
tribute to the loop-induced processes, and modifications of the fermion 
and vector boson couplings are propagated through the loop calcula-
tions. Invisible or undetected non-standard model Higgs boson decays 
are not considered. These models enable testing of the predicted scal-
ing of the couplings of the Higgs boson to the standard model particles 
as a function of their mass using the reduced coupling strength mod-
ifiers ! g ! m/2vev = ( /vev)V V V V  for weak bosons with a mass mV and 
!FgF!=!!FmF/vev for fermions with a mass mF, where gV and gF are the 
corresponding absolute coupling strengths and ‘vev’ is the vacuum 
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Fig. 5 | Reduced Higgs boson coupling strength modifiers and their 
uncertainties. They are defined as !FmF/vev for fermions (F!= t,!b,!%,!µ) and 

! m /vevV V  for vector bosons as a function of their masses mF and mV. Two fit 
scenarios with !c!=!!t (coloured circle markers), or !c left free-floating in the fit 
(grey cross markers) are shown. Loop-induced processes are assumed to have 
the standard model (SM)$structure, and Higgs boson decays to non-SM particles 
are not allowed. The vertical bar on each point denotes the 68% confidence 
interval. The p!values for compatibility of the combined measurement and the 
SM prediction are 56% and 65% for the respective scenarios. The lower panel 
shows the values of the coupling strength modifiers. The grey arrow points in 
the direction of the best-fit value and the corresponding grey uncertainty bar 
extends beyond the lower panel range. Data are from ATLAS Run!2.
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cross-sections, are: production in association with a vector boson or 
‘Higgsstrahlung’ (VH) depicted in Fig.!1c, and production in association 
with top (tH and ttH) or bottom (bbH) quarks, depicted in Fig.!1d–f. 
The bbH mode has not been studied in the context of the SM Higgs 
boson because of limited sensitivity.

Events are categorized according to the signatures particular to each 
production mechanism. For example, they are categorized as 
VBF-produced if there are two high transverse momentum (pT) jets, or 
as VH-produced if there are additional charged leptons (!) and/or pT

miss, 
or ttH- and tH-produced if there are jets identified as coming from b 
quarks, or otherwise ggH-produced. (The top quark predominantly 
decays into a W boson and a b-quark jet).

Decays
In the SM, particle masses arise from spontaneous breaking of the gauge 
symmetry, through gauge couplings to the Higgs field in the case of 
vector bosons, and Yukawa couplings in the case of fermions. The SM 
Higgs boson couples to vector bosons, with an amplitude proportional 
to the gauge boson mass squared mV

2, and to fermions with an amplitude 
proportional to the fermion mass mf. Hence, for example, the coupling 
is stronger for the third generation of quarks and leptons than for those 
in the second generation. The observation of many Higgs boson decays 
to SM particles and the measurement of their branching fractions are 
a crucial test of the validity of the theory. Any sizeable deviation from 
the predictions could indicate the presence of BSM physics.

The Higgs boson, once produced, rapidly decays into a pair of  
fermions or a pair of bosons. In the SM, its lifetime is ! " 1.6 # 10 sH

$22 , 
and its inverse, the natural width, is " # != / = 4.14 ± 0.02 MeVH  (ref. 39), 
where # is the reduced!Planck's constant. The natural width is the sum 
of all the partial widths, and the ratios of the partial widths to the total 
width are called branching fractions and represent the probabilities 
for that decay channel to occur. The Higgs boson does not couple 
directly to massless particles (for example, the gluon or the photon), 
but can do so through quantum loops (for example, Fig.!1a,i,j).

By design, the event selections do not overlap among analyses target-
ing different final states. Where the final states are similar, the overlap 
has been checked and found to be negligible.

Detailed information on the analyses included in the new combina-
tion along with improvements, and the online and offline criteria used to 
select events for the analyses can be found in Methods, Extended Data 
Tables!2 and 3, and the associated references. Online reconstruction is 
performed in real time as the data are being collected. Offline recon-
struction is performed later on stored data. The background-subtracted 
distributions of the invariant mass of final-state particles in the indi-
vidual decay channels are shown in Extended Data Figs.!3 and 4. The 
channels that are used in this combination are as follows.

Bosonic decay channels: H%&%'' (Fig.!1i, j)42; H%&%ZZ%&%4! (Fig.!1g)43; 
H%&%WW%&%!(!v (Fig.!1g)44, H%&%Z' (Fig.!1i, j)45; fermionic decay channels: 
H%&%)), third-generation fermion (Fig.!1h)46, H%&%bb, third-generation 
fermion (Fig.!1h)47–51, H%&%µµ, second-generation fermion (Fig.!1h)52;  
ttH and tH with multileptons (Fig.!1d–f)53; Higgs boson decays beyond 
the SM35.

Higgs boson pair production
The measurement of the pair production of Higgs bosons can probe its 
self-interaction $. The pair production modes are shown in Fig.!1k–o.

In the ggH mode, there are two leading contributions: in the first 
(Fig.!1l), two Higgs bosons emerge from a top or bottom quark loop; 
in the second (Fig.!1k), a single virtual Higgs boson, H*, emerges from 
the top or bottom quark loop and then decays to two Higgs bosons 
(gg & H* & HH).  Explicit establishment of the latter contribution, a 
direct manifestation of the Higgs boson’s self-interaction, would elu-
cidate the strikingly unusual potential of the BEH field.

In the VBF mode, there are three subprocesses that can lead to pro-
duction of a pair of Higgs bosons: (1) through a virtual Higgs boson 
(Fig.!1m); (2) through a four-point interaction: VV%&%HH (Fig.!1n); and 
(3) through the exchange of a vector boson (Fig.!1o).
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Fig. 3 | A portrait of the Higgs boson couplings to fermions and vector 
bosons. Left: constraints on the Higgs boson coupling modifiers to fermions 
(%f) and heavy gauge bosons (%V), in different datasets: discovery (red), the full 
LHC Run%1 (blue) and the data presented here (black). The SM prediction 
corresponds to %V%=%%f%=%1 (diamond marker). Right: the measured coupling 
modifiers of the Higgs boson to fermions and heavy gauge bosons, as functions 

of fermion or gauge boson mass, where & is the vacuum expectation value of 
the BEH field (‘Notes on self-interaction strength’ in Methods). For gauge 
bosons, the square root of the coupling modifier is plotted, to keep a linear 
proportionality to the mass, as predicted in the SM. The P value with respect to 
the SM prediction for the right plot is 37.5%.
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fraction measurements is required. The coupling fit presented here 
is performed within the !!framework53 with a set of parameters ! that 
affect the Higgs boson coupling strengths without altering any kin-
ematic distributions of a given process.

Within this framework, the cross-section times the branching frac-
tion for an individual measurement is parameterized in terms of the 
multiplicative coupling strength modifiers !. A coupling strength 
modifier !p for a production or decay process via the coupling to a 
given particle p is defined as ! " "= /p p p

2 SM or ! # #= /p p p
2 SM, respectively, 

where #p is the partial decay width into a pair of particles p. The param-
eterization takes into account that the total decay width depends on 
all decay modes included in the present measurements, as well as cur-
rently undetected or invisible, direct or indirect decays predicted by 
the standard model (such as those to gluons, light quarks or neutrinos) 
and the hypothetical decays into non-standard model particles. The 
decays to non-standard model particles are divided into decays to 
invisible particles and other decays that would be undetected owing 
to large backgrounds. The corresponding branching fractions for the 
two are denoted by Binv. and Bu., respectively.

In the following, three classes of models with progressively fewer 
assumptions about coupling strength modifiers are considered. Stand-
ard model values are assumed for the coupling strength modifiers of 
first-generation fermions, and the modifiers of the second-generation 
quarks are set to those of the third generation, except where !c is left 
free-floating in the fit. Owing to their small sizes, these couplings are 
not expected to noticeably affect any of the results. The ggF produc-
tion and the H!"!$$ and H!"!Z$ decays are loop-induced processes. 
They are either expressed in terms of the more fundamental coupling 
strength scale factors corresponding to the particles that contribute 
to the loop-induced processes in the standard model, or treated using 
effective coupling strength modifiers !g, !$ and !Z$, respectively. The 
latter scenario accounts for possible loop contributions from par-
ticles beyond the standard model. The small contribution from the 
loop-induced gg!"!ZH process is always parameterized in terms of the 
couplings to the corresponding standard model particles.

The first model tests one scale factor for the vector bosons, 
!V!=!!W!=!!Z, and a second, !F, which applies to all fermions. In general, 
the standard model prediction of !V!=!!F!=!1 does not hold in extensions 
of the standard model. For example, the values of !V and !F would be 

less than!1 in models in which the Higgs boson is a composite particle. 
The effective couplings corresponding to the ggF, H!"!$$ and H!"!Z$ 
loop-induced processes are parameterized in terms of the fundamental 
standard model couplings. It is assumed that there are no invisible or 
undetected Higgs boson decays beyond the standard model, that is, 
Binv.!=!Bu.!=!0. As only the relative sign between !V and !F is physical and 
a negative relative sign has been excluded with a high level of confi-
dence20, !V!#!0 and !F!#!0 are assumed. Figure$4 shows the results of a 
combined fit in the (!V,!!F) plane. The best-fit values and their uncer-
tainties from the combined fit are !V!= 1.035!±!0.031 and !F!= 0.95!±!0.05, 
compatible with the standard model predictions. A relatively large 
positive correlation of 39% is observed between the two fit parameters, 
because some of the most sensitive input measurements involve the 
ggF production process (that is, via couplings to fermions) with sub-
sequent Higgs boson decays into vector bosons.

In the second class of models, the coupling strength modifiers for 
W, Z, t, b, c, % and µ are treated independently. All modifiers are assumed 
to be positive. It is assumed that only standard model particles con-
tribute to the loop-induced processes, and modifications of the fermion 
and vector boson couplings are propagated through the loop calcula-
tions. Invisible or undetected non-standard model Higgs boson decays 
are not considered. These models enable testing of the predicted scal-
ing of the couplings of the Higgs boson to the standard model particles 
as a function of their mass using the reduced coupling strength mod-
ifiers ! g ! m/2vev = ( /vev)V V V V  for weak bosons with a mass mV and 
!FgF!=!!FmF/vev for fermions with a mass mF, where gV and gF are the 
corresponding absolute coupling strengths and ‘vev’ is the vacuum 
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cross-sections, are: production in association with a vector boson or 
‘Higgsstrahlung’ (VH) depicted in Fig.!1c, and production in association 
with top (tH and ttH) or bottom (bbH) quarks, depicted in Fig.!1d–f. 
The bbH mode has not been studied in the context of the SM Higgs 
boson because of limited sensitivity.

Events are categorized according to the signatures particular to each 
production mechanism. For example, they are categorized as 
VBF-produced if there are two high transverse momentum (pT) jets, or 
as VH-produced if there are additional charged leptons (!) and/or pT

miss, 
or ttH- and tH-produced if there are jets identified as coming from b 
quarks, or otherwise ggH-produced. (The top quark predominantly 
decays into a W boson and a b-quark jet).

Decays
In the SM, particle masses arise from spontaneous breaking of the gauge 
symmetry, through gauge couplings to the Higgs field in the case of 
vector bosons, and Yukawa couplings in the case of fermions. The SM 
Higgs boson couples to vector bosons, with an amplitude proportional 
to the gauge boson mass squared mV

2, and to fermions with an amplitude 
proportional to the fermion mass mf. Hence, for example, the coupling 
is stronger for the third generation of quarks and leptons than for those 
in the second generation. The observation of many Higgs boson decays 
to SM particles and the measurement of their branching fractions are 
a crucial test of the validity of the theory. Any sizeable deviation from 
the predictions could indicate the presence of BSM physics.

The Higgs boson, once produced, rapidly decays into a pair of  
fermions or a pair of bosons. In the SM, its lifetime is ! " 1.6 # 10 sH

$22 , 
and its inverse, the natural width, is " # != / = 4.14 ± 0.02 MeVH  (ref. 39), 
where # is the reduced!Planck's constant. The natural width is the sum 
of all the partial widths, and the ratios of the partial widths to the total 
width are called branching fractions and represent the probabilities 
for that decay channel to occur. The Higgs boson does not couple 
directly to massless particles (for example, the gluon or the photon), 
but can do so through quantum loops (for example, Fig.!1a,i,j).

By design, the event selections do not overlap among analyses target-
ing different final states. Where the final states are similar, the overlap 
has been checked and found to be negligible.

Detailed information on the analyses included in the new combina-
tion along with improvements, and the online and offline criteria used to 
select events for the analyses can be found in Methods, Extended Data 
Tables!2 and 3, and the associated references. Online reconstruction is 
performed in real time as the data are being collected. Offline recon-
struction is performed later on stored data. The background-subtracted 
distributions of the invariant mass of final-state particles in the indi-
vidual decay channels are shown in Extended Data Figs.!3 and 4. The 
channels that are used in this combination are as follows.

Bosonic decay channels: H%&%'' (Fig.!1i, j)42; H%&%ZZ%&%4! (Fig.!1g)43; 
H%&%WW%&%!(!v (Fig.!1g)44, H%&%Z' (Fig.!1i, j)45; fermionic decay channels: 
H%&%)), third-generation fermion (Fig.!1h)46, H%&%bb, third-generation 
fermion (Fig.!1h)47–51, H%&%µµ, second-generation fermion (Fig.!1h)52;  
ttH and tH with multileptons (Fig.!1d–f)53; Higgs boson decays beyond 
the SM35.

Higgs boson pair production
The measurement of the pair production of Higgs bosons can probe its 
self-interaction $. The pair production modes are shown in Fig.!1k–o.

In the ggH mode, there are two leading contributions: in the first 
(Fig.!1l), two Higgs bosons emerge from a top or bottom quark loop; 
in the second (Fig.!1k), a single virtual Higgs boson, H*, emerges from 
the top or bottom quark loop and then decays to two Higgs bosons 
(gg & H* & HH).  Explicit establishment of the latter contribution, a 
direct manifestation of the Higgs boson’s self-interaction, would elu-
cidate the strikingly unusual potential of the BEH field.

In the VBF mode, there are three subprocesses that can lead to pro-
duction of a pair of Higgs bosons: (1) through a virtual Higgs boson 
(Fig.!1m); (2) through a four-point interaction: VV%&%HH (Fig.!1n); and 
(3) through the exchange of a vector boson (Fig.!1o).

0.6 0.8 1.0 1.2 1.4
0

0.5

1.0

1.5

N f

Discovery LHC Run 1 This paper

68% CL 95% CL SM Higgs

CMS

Xm
V

N V
or

Xm
f

N f

W
t

Z

b

!

"

Vector bosons

Third-generation fermions

Second-generation fermions

SM Higgs boson

138 fb–1 (13 TeV)CMS

mH = 125.38 GeV

10–1 1 10 102

Particle mass (GeV)

0.6

0.8

1.0

1.2

1.4

R
at

io
 to

 S
M

NV

0.95
1.00
1.05

10–4

10–3

10–2

10–1

1

Fig. 3 | A portrait of the Higgs boson couplings to fermions and vector 
bosons. Left: constraints on the Higgs boson coupling modifiers to fermions 
(%f) and heavy gauge bosons (%V), in different datasets: discovery (red), the full 
LHC Run%1 (blue) and the data presented here (black). The SM prediction 
corresponds to %V%=%%f%=%1 (diamond marker). Right: the measured coupling 
modifiers of the Higgs boson to fermions and heavy gauge bosons, as functions 

of fermion or gauge boson mass, where & is the vacuum expectation value of 
the BEH field (‘Notes on self-interaction strength’ in Methods). For gauge 
bosons, the square root of the coupling modifier is plotted, to keep a linear 
proportionality to the mass, as predicted in the SM. The P value with respect to 
the SM prediction for the right plot is 37.5%.

Nature 607, 52-59 (2022) Nature 607, 60-68 (2022)

min <

����
�g

gSM

���� < max
<latexit sha1_base64="jRIezfPo2CUPwEggxbTfAVxDlQo="></latexit>

(2) New scalars w/o VEVs = “inert scalars”.
E.g. SM + inert n-plet (n=1,2,3,…)

- No mass mixing with h(125). 
-> Higgs-gauge/fermion couplings = SM-like

However, h->2γ, the hhh coupling = Non SM-like.

Another PT can exist prior to EWPT -> 2-step PT 

*confirmed by lattice calculation, L.Niemi et al, 2005.11332 (PRL)

Feature

LHC indicates

Higgs sector = SM-like

What is SM-like Higgs sector 
compatible with EWBG?

SM-like ≠ SM

EWBG after LHC-Run2



56 | Nature | Vol !"# | # July $"$$

Article

fraction measurements is required. The coupling fit presented here 
is performed within the !!framework53 with a set of parameters ! that 
affect the Higgs boson coupling strengths without altering any kin-
ematic distributions of a given process.

Within this framework, the cross-section times the branching frac-
tion for an individual measurement is parameterized in terms of the 
multiplicative coupling strength modifiers !. A coupling strength 
modifier !p for a production or decay process via the coupling to a 
given particle p is defined as ! " "= /p p p

2 SM or ! # #= /p p p
2 SM, respectively, 

where #p is the partial decay width into a pair of particles p. The param-
eterization takes into account that the total decay width depends on 
all decay modes included in the present measurements, as well as cur-
rently undetected or invisible, direct or indirect decays predicted by 
the standard model (such as those to gluons, light quarks or neutrinos) 
and the hypothetical decays into non-standard model particles. The 
decays to non-standard model particles are divided into decays to 
invisible particles and other decays that would be undetected owing 
to large backgrounds. The corresponding branching fractions for the 
two are denoted by Binv. and Bu., respectively.

In the following, three classes of models with progressively fewer 
assumptions about coupling strength modifiers are considered. Stand-
ard model values are assumed for the coupling strength modifiers of 
first-generation fermions, and the modifiers of the second-generation 
quarks are set to those of the third generation, except where !c is left 
free-floating in the fit. Owing to their small sizes, these couplings are 
not expected to noticeably affect any of the results. The ggF produc-
tion and the H!"!$$ and H!"!Z$ decays are loop-induced processes. 
They are either expressed in terms of the more fundamental coupling 
strength scale factors corresponding to the particles that contribute 
to the loop-induced processes in the standard model, or treated using 
effective coupling strength modifiers !g, !$ and !Z$, respectively. The 
latter scenario accounts for possible loop contributions from par-
ticles beyond the standard model. The small contribution from the 
loop-induced gg!"!ZH process is always parameterized in terms of the 
couplings to the corresponding standard model particles.

The first model tests one scale factor for the vector bosons, 
!V!=!!W!=!!Z, and a second, !F, which applies to all fermions. In general, 
the standard model prediction of !V!=!!F!=!1 does not hold in extensions 
of the standard model. For example, the values of !V and !F would be 

less than!1 in models in which the Higgs boson is a composite particle. 
The effective couplings corresponding to the ggF, H!"!$$ and H!"!Z$ 
loop-induced processes are parameterized in terms of the fundamental 
standard model couplings. It is assumed that there are no invisible or 
undetected Higgs boson decays beyond the standard model, that is, 
Binv.!=!Bu.!=!0. As only the relative sign between !V and !F is physical and 
a negative relative sign has been excluded with a high level of confi-
dence20, !V!#!0 and !F!#!0 are assumed. Figure$4 shows the results of a 
combined fit in the (!V,!!F) plane. The best-fit values and their uncer-
tainties from the combined fit are !V!= 1.035!±!0.031 and !F!= 0.95!±!0.05, 
compatible with the standard model predictions. A relatively large 
positive correlation of 39% is observed between the two fit parameters, 
because some of the most sensitive input measurements involve the 
ggF production process (that is, via couplings to fermions) with sub-
sequent Higgs boson decays into vector bosons.

In the second class of models, the coupling strength modifiers for 
W, Z, t, b, c, % and µ are treated independently. All modifiers are assumed 
to be positive. It is assumed that only standard model particles con-
tribute to the loop-induced processes, and modifications of the fermion 
and vector boson couplings are propagated through the loop calcula-
tions. Invisible or undetected non-standard model Higgs boson decays 
are not considered. These models enable testing of the predicted scal-
ing of the couplings of the Higgs boson to the standard model particles 
as a function of their mass using the reduced coupling strength mod-
ifiers ! g ! m/2vev = ( /vev)V V V V  for weak bosons with a mass mV and 
!FgF!=!!FmF/vev for fermions with a mass mF, where gV and gF are the 
corresponding absolute coupling strengths and ‘vev’ is the vacuum 
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Fig. 5 | Reduced Higgs boson coupling strength modifiers and their 
uncertainties. They are defined as !FmF/vev for fermions (F!= t,!b,!%,!µ) and 

! m /vevV V  for vector bosons as a function of their masses mF and mV. Two fit 
scenarios with !c!=!!t (coloured circle markers), or !c left free-floating in the fit 
(grey cross markers) are shown. Loop-induced processes are assumed to have 
the standard model (SM)$structure, and Higgs boson decays to non-SM particles 
are not allowed. The vertical bar on each point denotes the 68% confidence 
interval. The p!values for compatibility of the combined measurement and the 
SM prediction are 56% and 65% for the respective scenarios. The lower panel 
shows the values of the coupling strength modifiers. The grey arrow points in 
the direction of the best-fit value and the corresponding grey uncertainty bar 
extends beyond the lower panel range. Data are from ATLAS Run!2.
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cross-sections, are: production in association with a vector boson or 
‘Higgsstrahlung’ (VH) depicted in Fig.!1c, and production in association 
with top (tH and ttH) or bottom (bbH) quarks, depicted in Fig.!1d–f. 
The bbH mode has not been studied in the context of the SM Higgs 
boson because of limited sensitivity.

Events are categorized according to the signatures particular to each 
production mechanism. For example, they are categorized as 
VBF-produced if there are two high transverse momentum (pT) jets, or 
as VH-produced if there are additional charged leptons (!) and/or pT

miss, 
or ttH- and tH-produced if there are jets identified as coming from b 
quarks, or otherwise ggH-produced. (The top quark predominantly 
decays into a W boson and a b-quark jet).

Decays
In the SM, particle masses arise from spontaneous breaking of the gauge 
symmetry, through gauge couplings to the Higgs field in the case of 
vector bosons, and Yukawa couplings in the case of fermions. The SM 
Higgs boson couples to vector bosons, with an amplitude proportional 
to the gauge boson mass squared mV

2, and to fermions with an amplitude 
proportional to the fermion mass mf. Hence, for example, the coupling 
is stronger for the third generation of quarks and leptons than for those 
in the second generation. The observation of many Higgs boson decays 
to SM particles and the measurement of their branching fractions are 
a crucial test of the validity of the theory. Any sizeable deviation from 
the predictions could indicate the presence of BSM physics.

The Higgs boson, once produced, rapidly decays into a pair of  
fermions or a pair of bosons. In the SM, its lifetime is ! " 1.6 # 10 sH

$22 , 
and its inverse, the natural width, is " # != / = 4.14 ± 0.02 MeVH  (ref. 39), 
where # is the reduced!Planck's constant. The natural width is the sum 
of all the partial widths, and the ratios of the partial widths to the total 
width are called branching fractions and represent the probabilities 
for that decay channel to occur. The Higgs boson does not couple 
directly to massless particles (for example, the gluon or the photon), 
but can do so through quantum loops (for example, Fig.!1a,i,j).

By design, the event selections do not overlap among analyses target-
ing different final states. Where the final states are similar, the overlap 
has been checked and found to be negligible.

Detailed information on the analyses included in the new combina-
tion along with improvements, and the online and offline criteria used to 
select events for the analyses can be found in Methods, Extended Data 
Tables!2 and 3, and the associated references. Online reconstruction is 
performed in real time as the data are being collected. Offline recon-
struction is performed later on stored data. The background-subtracted 
distributions of the invariant mass of final-state particles in the indi-
vidual decay channels are shown in Extended Data Figs.!3 and 4. The 
channels that are used in this combination are as follows.

Bosonic decay channels: H%&%'' (Fig.!1i, j)42; H%&%ZZ%&%4! (Fig.!1g)43; 
H%&%WW%&%!(!v (Fig.!1g)44, H%&%Z' (Fig.!1i, j)45; fermionic decay channels: 
H%&%)), third-generation fermion (Fig.!1h)46, H%&%bb, third-generation 
fermion (Fig.!1h)47–51, H%&%µµ, second-generation fermion (Fig.!1h)52;  
ttH and tH with multileptons (Fig.!1d–f)53; Higgs boson decays beyond 
the SM35.

Higgs boson pair production
The measurement of the pair production of Higgs bosons can probe its 
self-interaction $. The pair production modes are shown in Fig.!1k–o.

In the ggH mode, there are two leading contributions: in the first 
(Fig.!1l), two Higgs bosons emerge from a top or bottom quark loop; 
in the second (Fig.!1k), a single virtual Higgs boson, H*, emerges from 
the top or bottom quark loop and then decays to two Higgs bosons 
(gg & H* & HH).  Explicit establishment of the latter contribution, a 
direct manifestation of the Higgs boson’s self-interaction, would elu-
cidate the strikingly unusual potential of the BEH field.

In the VBF mode, there are three subprocesses that can lead to pro-
duction of a pair of Higgs bosons: (1) through a virtual Higgs boson 
(Fig.!1m); (2) through a four-point interaction: VV%&%HH (Fig.!1n); and 
(3) through the exchange of a vector boson (Fig.!1o).
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Fig. 3 | A portrait of the Higgs boson couplings to fermions and vector 
bosons. Left: constraints on the Higgs boson coupling modifiers to fermions 
(%f) and heavy gauge bosons (%V), in different datasets: discovery (red), the full 
LHC Run%1 (blue) and the data presented here (black). The SM prediction 
corresponds to %V%=%%f%=%1 (diamond marker). Right: the measured coupling 
modifiers of the Higgs boson to fermions and heavy gauge bosons, as functions 

of fermion or gauge boson mass, where & is the vacuum expectation value of 
the BEH field (‘Notes on self-interaction strength’ in Methods). For gauge 
bosons, the square root of the coupling modifier is plotted, to keep a linear 
proportionality to the mass, as predicted in the SM. The P value with respect to 
the SM prediction for the right plot is 37.5%.
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fraction measurements is required. The coupling fit presented here 
is performed within the !!framework53 with a set of parameters ! that 
affect the Higgs boson coupling strengths without altering any kin-
ematic distributions of a given process.

Within this framework, the cross-section times the branching frac-
tion for an individual measurement is parameterized in terms of the 
multiplicative coupling strength modifiers !. A coupling strength 
modifier !p for a production or decay process via the coupling to a 
given particle p is defined as ! " "= /p p p

2 SM or ! # #= /p p p
2 SM, respectively, 

where #p is the partial decay width into a pair of particles p. The param-
eterization takes into account that the total decay width depends on 
all decay modes included in the present measurements, as well as cur-
rently undetected or invisible, direct or indirect decays predicted by 
the standard model (such as those to gluons, light quarks or neutrinos) 
and the hypothetical decays into non-standard model particles. The 
decays to non-standard model particles are divided into decays to 
invisible particles and other decays that would be undetected owing 
to large backgrounds. The corresponding branching fractions for the 
two are denoted by Binv. and Bu., respectively.

In the following, three classes of models with progressively fewer 
assumptions about coupling strength modifiers are considered. Stand-
ard model values are assumed for the coupling strength modifiers of 
first-generation fermions, and the modifiers of the second-generation 
quarks are set to those of the third generation, except where !c is left 
free-floating in the fit. Owing to their small sizes, these couplings are 
not expected to noticeably affect any of the results. The ggF produc-
tion and the H!"!$$ and H!"!Z$ decays are loop-induced processes. 
They are either expressed in terms of the more fundamental coupling 
strength scale factors corresponding to the particles that contribute 
to the loop-induced processes in the standard model, or treated using 
effective coupling strength modifiers !g, !$ and !Z$, respectively. The 
latter scenario accounts for possible loop contributions from par-
ticles beyond the standard model. The small contribution from the 
loop-induced gg!"!ZH process is always parameterized in terms of the 
couplings to the corresponding standard model particles.

The first model tests one scale factor for the vector bosons, 
!V!=!!W!=!!Z, and a second, !F, which applies to all fermions. In general, 
the standard model prediction of !V!=!!F!=!1 does not hold in extensions 
of the standard model. For example, the values of !V and !F would be 

less than!1 in models in which the Higgs boson is a composite particle. 
The effective couplings corresponding to the ggF, H!"!$$ and H!"!Z$ 
loop-induced processes are parameterized in terms of the fundamental 
standard model couplings. It is assumed that there are no invisible or 
undetected Higgs boson decays beyond the standard model, that is, 
Binv.!=!Bu.!=!0. As only the relative sign between !V and !F is physical and 
a negative relative sign has been excluded with a high level of confi-
dence20, !V!#!0 and !F!#!0 are assumed. Figure$4 shows the results of a 
combined fit in the (!V,!!F) plane. The best-fit values and their uncer-
tainties from the combined fit are !V!= 1.035!±!0.031 and !F!= 0.95!±!0.05, 
compatible with the standard model predictions. A relatively large 
positive correlation of 39% is observed between the two fit parameters, 
because some of the most sensitive input measurements involve the 
ggF production process (that is, via couplings to fermions) with sub-
sequent Higgs boson decays into vector bosons.

In the second class of models, the coupling strength modifiers for 
W, Z, t, b, c, % and µ are treated independently. All modifiers are assumed 
to be positive. It is assumed that only standard model particles con-
tribute to the loop-induced processes, and modifications of the fermion 
and vector boson couplings are propagated through the loop calcula-
tions. Invisible or undetected non-standard model Higgs boson decays 
are not considered. These models enable testing of the predicted scal-
ing of the couplings of the Higgs boson to the standard model particles 
as a function of their mass using the reduced coupling strength mod-
ifiers ! g ! m/2vev = ( /vev)V V V V  for weak bosons with a mass mV and 
!FgF!=!!FmF/vev for fermions with a mass mF, where gV and gF are the 
corresponding absolute coupling strengths and ‘vev’ is the vacuum 
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cross-sections, are: production in association with a vector boson or 
‘Higgsstrahlung’ (VH) depicted in Fig.!1c, and production in association 
with top (tH and ttH) or bottom (bbH) quarks, depicted in Fig.!1d–f. 
The bbH mode has not been studied in the context of the SM Higgs 
boson because of limited sensitivity.

Events are categorized according to the signatures particular to each 
production mechanism. For example, they are categorized as 
VBF-produced if there are two high transverse momentum (pT) jets, or 
as VH-produced if there are additional charged leptons (!) and/or pT

miss, 
or ttH- and tH-produced if there are jets identified as coming from b 
quarks, or otherwise ggH-produced. (The top quark predominantly 
decays into a W boson and a b-quark jet).

Decays
In the SM, particle masses arise from spontaneous breaking of the gauge 
symmetry, through gauge couplings to the Higgs field in the case of 
vector bosons, and Yukawa couplings in the case of fermions. The SM 
Higgs boson couples to vector bosons, with an amplitude proportional 
to the gauge boson mass squared mV

2, and to fermions with an amplitude 
proportional to the fermion mass mf. Hence, for example, the coupling 
is stronger for the third generation of quarks and leptons than for those 
in the second generation. The observation of many Higgs boson decays 
to SM particles and the measurement of their branching fractions are 
a crucial test of the validity of the theory. Any sizeable deviation from 
the predictions could indicate the presence of BSM physics.

The Higgs boson, once produced, rapidly decays into a pair of  
fermions or a pair of bosons. In the SM, its lifetime is ! " 1.6 # 10 sH

$22 , 
and its inverse, the natural width, is " # != / = 4.14 ± 0.02 MeVH  (ref. 39), 
where # is the reduced!Planck's constant. The natural width is the sum 
of all the partial widths, and the ratios of the partial widths to the total 
width are called branching fractions and represent the probabilities 
for that decay channel to occur. The Higgs boson does not couple 
directly to massless particles (for example, the gluon or the photon), 
but can do so through quantum loops (for example, Fig.!1a,i,j).

By design, the event selections do not overlap among analyses target-
ing different final states. Where the final states are similar, the overlap 
has been checked and found to be negligible.

Detailed information on the analyses included in the new combina-
tion along with improvements, and the online and offline criteria used to 
select events for the analyses can be found in Methods, Extended Data 
Tables!2 and 3, and the associated references. Online reconstruction is 
performed in real time as the data are being collected. Offline recon-
struction is performed later on stored data. The background-subtracted 
distributions of the invariant mass of final-state particles in the indi-
vidual decay channels are shown in Extended Data Figs.!3 and 4. The 
channels that are used in this combination are as follows.

Bosonic decay channels: H%&%'' (Fig.!1i, j)42; H%&%ZZ%&%4! (Fig.!1g)43; 
H%&%WW%&%!(!v (Fig.!1g)44, H%&%Z' (Fig.!1i, j)45; fermionic decay channels: 
H%&%)), third-generation fermion (Fig.!1h)46, H%&%bb, third-generation 
fermion (Fig.!1h)47–51, H%&%µµ, second-generation fermion (Fig.!1h)52;  
ttH and tH with multileptons (Fig.!1d–f)53; Higgs boson decays beyond 
the SM35.

Higgs boson pair production
The measurement of the pair production of Higgs bosons can probe its 
self-interaction $. The pair production modes are shown in Fig.!1k–o.

In the ggH mode, there are two leading contributions: in the first 
(Fig.!1l), two Higgs bosons emerge from a top or bottom quark loop; 
in the second (Fig.!1k), a single virtual Higgs boson, H*, emerges from 
the top or bottom quark loop and then decays to two Higgs bosons 
(gg & H* & HH).  Explicit establishment of the latter contribution, a 
direct manifestation of the Higgs boson’s self-interaction, would elu-
cidate the strikingly unusual potential of the BEH field.

In the VBF mode, there are three subprocesses that can lead to pro-
duction of a pair of Higgs bosons: (1) through a virtual Higgs boson 
(Fig.!1m); (2) through a four-point interaction: VV%&%HH (Fig.!1n); and 
(3) through the exchange of a vector boson (Fig.!1o).
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fraction measurements is required. The coupling fit presented here 
is performed within the !!framework53 with a set of parameters ! that 
affect the Higgs boson coupling strengths without altering any kin-
ematic distributions of a given process.

Within this framework, the cross-section times the branching frac-
tion for an individual measurement is parameterized in terms of the 
multiplicative coupling strength modifiers !. A coupling strength 
modifier !p for a production or decay process via the coupling to a 
given particle p is defined as ! " "= /p p p

2 SM or ! # #= /p p p
2 SM, respectively, 

where #p is the partial decay width into a pair of particles p. The param-
eterization takes into account that the total decay width depends on 
all decay modes included in the present measurements, as well as cur-
rently undetected or invisible, direct or indirect decays predicted by 
the standard model (such as those to gluons, light quarks or neutrinos) 
and the hypothetical decays into non-standard model particles. The 
decays to non-standard model particles are divided into decays to 
invisible particles and other decays that would be undetected owing 
to large backgrounds. The corresponding branching fractions for the 
two are denoted by Binv. and Bu., respectively.

In the following, three classes of models with progressively fewer 
assumptions about coupling strength modifiers are considered. Stand-
ard model values are assumed for the coupling strength modifiers of 
first-generation fermions, and the modifiers of the second-generation 
quarks are set to those of the third generation, except where !c is left 
free-floating in the fit. Owing to their small sizes, these couplings are 
not expected to noticeably affect any of the results. The ggF produc-
tion and the H!"!$$ and H!"!Z$ decays are loop-induced processes. 
They are either expressed in terms of the more fundamental coupling 
strength scale factors corresponding to the particles that contribute 
to the loop-induced processes in the standard model, or treated using 
effective coupling strength modifiers !g, !$ and !Z$, respectively. The 
latter scenario accounts for possible loop contributions from par-
ticles beyond the standard model. The small contribution from the 
loop-induced gg!"!ZH process is always parameterized in terms of the 
couplings to the corresponding standard model particles.

The first model tests one scale factor for the vector bosons, 
!V!=!!W!=!!Z, and a second, !F, which applies to all fermions. In general, 
the standard model prediction of !V!=!!F!=!1 does not hold in extensions 
of the standard model. For example, the values of !V and !F would be 

less than!1 in models in which the Higgs boson is a composite particle. 
The effective couplings corresponding to the ggF, H!"!$$ and H!"!Z$ 
loop-induced processes are parameterized in terms of the fundamental 
standard model couplings. It is assumed that there are no invisible or 
undetected Higgs boson decays beyond the standard model, that is, 
Binv.!=!Bu.!=!0. As only the relative sign between !V and !F is physical and 
a negative relative sign has been excluded with a high level of confi-
dence20, !V!#!0 and !F!#!0 are assumed. Figure$4 shows the results of a 
combined fit in the (!V,!!F) plane. The best-fit values and their uncer-
tainties from the combined fit are !V!= 1.035!±!0.031 and !F!= 0.95!±!0.05, 
compatible with the standard model predictions. A relatively large 
positive correlation of 39% is observed between the two fit parameters, 
because some of the most sensitive input measurements involve the 
ggF production process (that is, via couplings to fermions) with sub-
sequent Higgs boson decays into vector bosons.

In the second class of models, the coupling strength modifiers for 
W, Z, t, b, c, % and µ are treated independently. All modifiers are assumed 
to be positive. It is assumed that only standard model particles con-
tribute to the loop-induced processes, and modifications of the fermion 
and vector boson couplings are propagated through the loop calcula-
tions. Invisible or undetected non-standard model Higgs boson decays 
are not considered. These models enable testing of the predicted scal-
ing of the couplings of the Higgs boson to the standard model particles 
as a function of their mass using the reduced coupling strength mod-
ifiers ! g ! m/2vev = ( /vev)V V V V  for weak bosons with a mass mV and 
!FgF!=!!FmF/vev for fermions with a mass mF, where gV and gF are the 
corresponding absolute coupling strengths and ‘vev’ is the vacuum 
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Fig. 5 | Reduced Higgs boson coupling strength modifiers and their 
uncertainties. They are defined as !FmF/vev for fermions (F!= t,!b,!%,!µ) and 

! m /vevV V  for vector bosons as a function of their masses mF and mV. Two fit 
scenarios with !c!=!!t (coloured circle markers), or !c left free-floating in the fit 
(grey cross markers) are shown. Loop-induced processes are assumed to have 
the standard model (SM)$structure, and Higgs boson decays to non-SM particles 
are not allowed. The vertical bar on each point denotes the 68% confidence 
interval. The p!values for compatibility of the combined measurement and the 
SM prediction are 56% and 65% for the respective scenarios. The lower panel 
shows the values of the coupling strength modifiers. The grey arrow points in 
the direction of the best-fit value and the corresponding grey uncertainty bar 
extends beyond the lower panel range. Data are from ATLAS Run!2.
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cross-sections, are: production in association with a vector boson or 
‘Higgsstrahlung’ (VH) depicted in Fig.!1c, and production in association 
with top (tH and ttH) or bottom (bbH) quarks, depicted in Fig.!1d–f. 
The bbH mode has not been studied in the context of the SM Higgs 
boson because of limited sensitivity.

Events are categorized according to the signatures particular to each 
production mechanism. For example, they are categorized as 
VBF-produced if there are two high transverse momentum (pT) jets, or 
as VH-produced if there are additional charged leptons (!) and/or pT

miss, 
or ttH- and tH-produced if there are jets identified as coming from b 
quarks, or otherwise ggH-produced. (The top quark predominantly 
decays into a W boson and a b-quark jet).

Decays
In the SM, particle masses arise from spontaneous breaking of the gauge 
symmetry, through gauge couplings to the Higgs field in the case of 
vector bosons, and Yukawa couplings in the case of fermions. The SM 
Higgs boson couples to vector bosons, with an amplitude proportional 
to the gauge boson mass squared mV

2, and to fermions with an amplitude 
proportional to the fermion mass mf. Hence, for example, the coupling 
is stronger for the third generation of quarks and leptons than for those 
in the second generation. The observation of many Higgs boson decays 
to SM particles and the measurement of their branching fractions are 
a crucial test of the validity of the theory. Any sizeable deviation from 
the predictions could indicate the presence of BSM physics.

The Higgs boson, once produced, rapidly decays into a pair of  
fermions or a pair of bosons. In the SM, its lifetime is ! " 1.6 # 10 sH

$22 , 
and its inverse, the natural width, is " # != / = 4.14 ± 0.02 MeVH  (ref. 39), 
where # is the reduced!Planck's constant. The natural width is the sum 
of all the partial widths, and the ratios of the partial widths to the total 
width are called branching fractions and represent the probabilities 
for that decay channel to occur. The Higgs boson does not couple 
directly to massless particles (for example, the gluon or the photon), 
but can do so through quantum loops (for example, Fig.!1a,i,j).

By design, the event selections do not overlap among analyses target-
ing different final states. Where the final states are similar, the overlap 
has been checked and found to be negligible.

Detailed information on the analyses included in the new combina-
tion along with improvements, and the online and offline criteria used to 
select events for the analyses can be found in Methods, Extended Data 
Tables!2 and 3, and the associated references. Online reconstruction is 
performed in real time as the data are being collected. Offline recon-
struction is performed later on stored data. The background-subtracted 
distributions of the invariant mass of final-state particles in the indi-
vidual decay channels are shown in Extended Data Figs.!3 and 4. The 
channels that are used in this combination are as follows.

Bosonic decay channels: H%&%'' (Fig.!1i, j)42; H%&%ZZ%&%4! (Fig.!1g)43; 
H%&%WW%&%!(!v (Fig.!1g)44, H%&%Z' (Fig.!1i, j)45; fermionic decay channels: 
H%&%)), third-generation fermion (Fig.!1h)46, H%&%bb, third-generation 
fermion (Fig.!1h)47–51, H%&%µµ, second-generation fermion (Fig.!1h)52;  
ttH and tH with multileptons (Fig.!1d–f)53; Higgs boson decays beyond 
the SM35.

Higgs boson pair production
The measurement of the pair production of Higgs bosons can probe its 
self-interaction $. The pair production modes are shown in Fig.!1k–o.

In the ggH mode, there are two leading contributions: in the first 
(Fig.!1l), two Higgs bosons emerge from a top or bottom quark loop; 
in the second (Fig.!1k), a single virtual Higgs boson, H*, emerges from 
the top or bottom quark loop and then decays to two Higgs bosons 
(gg & H* & HH).  Explicit establishment of the latter contribution, a 
direct manifestation of the Higgs boson’s self-interaction, would elu-
cidate the strikingly unusual potential of the BEH field.

In the VBF mode, there are three subprocesses that can lead to pro-
duction of a pair of Higgs bosons: (1) through a virtual Higgs boson 
(Fig.!1m); (2) through a four-point interaction: VV%&%HH (Fig.!1n); and 
(3) through the exchange of a vector boson (Fig.!1o).
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(%f) and heavy gauge bosons (%V), in different datasets: discovery (red), the full 
LHC Run%1 (blue) and the data presented here (black). The SM prediction 
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of fermion or gauge boson mass, where & is the vacuum expectation value of 
the BEH field (‘Notes on self-interaction strength’ in Methods). For gauge 
bosons, the square root of the coupling modifier is plotted, to keep a linear 
proportionality to the mass, as predicted in the SM. The P value with respect to 
the SM prediction for the right plot is 37.5%.
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fraction measurements is required. The coupling fit presented here 
is performed within the !!framework53 with a set of parameters ! that 
affect the Higgs boson coupling strengths without altering any kin-
ematic distributions of a given process.

Within this framework, the cross-section times the branching frac-
tion for an individual measurement is parameterized in terms of the 
multiplicative coupling strength modifiers !. A coupling strength 
modifier !p for a production or decay process via the coupling to a 
given particle p is defined as ! " "= /p p p

2 SM or ! # #= /p p p
2 SM, respectively, 

where #p is the partial decay width into a pair of particles p. The param-
eterization takes into account that the total decay width depends on 
all decay modes included in the present measurements, as well as cur-
rently undetected or invisible, direct or indirect decays predicted by 
the standard model (such as those to gluons, light quarks or neutrinos) 
and the hypothetical decays into non-standard model particles. The 
decays to non-standard model particles are divided into decays to 
invisible particles and other decays that would be undetected owing 
to large backgrounds. The corresponding branching fractions for the 
two are denoted by Binv. and Bu., respectively.

In the following, three classes of models with progressively fewer 
assumptions about coupling strength modifiers are considered. Stand-
ard model values are assumed for the coupling strength modifiers of 
first-generation fermions, and the modifiers of the second-generation 
quarks are set to those of the third generation, except where !c is left 
free-floating in the fit. Owing to their small sizes, these couplings are 
not expected to noticeably affect any of the results. The ggF produc-
tion and the H!"!$$ and H!"!Z$ decays are loop-induced processes. 
They are either expressed in terms of the more fundamental coupling 
strength scale factors corresponding to the particles that contribute 
to the loop-induced processes in the standard model, or treated using 
effective coupling strength modifiers !g, !$ and !Z$, respectively. The 
latter scenario accounts for possible loop contributions from par-
ticles beyond the standard model. The small contribution from the 
loop-induced gg!"!ZH process is always parameterized in terms of the 
couplings to the corresponding standard model particles.

The first model tests one scale factor for the vector bosons, 
!V!=!!W!=!!Z, and a second, !F, which applies to all fermions. In general, 
the standard model prediction of !V!=!!F!=!1 does not hold in extensions 
of the standard model. For example, the values of !V and !F would be 

less than!1 in models in which the Higgs boson is a composite particle. 
The effective couplings corresponding to the ggF, H!"!$$ and H!"!Z$ 
loop-induced processes are parameterized in terms of the fundamental 
standard model couplings. It is assumed that there are no invisible or 
undetected Higgs boson decays beyond the standard model, that is, 
Binv.!=!Bu.!=!0. As only the relative sign between !V and !F is physical and 
a negative relative sign has been excluded with a high level of confi-
dence20, !V!#!0 and !F!#!0 are assumed. Figure$4 shows the results of a 
combined fit in the (!V,!!F) plane. The best-fit values and their uncer-
tainties from the combined fit are !V!= 1.035!±!0.031 and !F!= 0.95!±!0.05, 
compatible with the standard model predictions. A relatively large 
positive correlation of 39% is observed between the two fit parameters, 
because some of the most sensitive input measurements involve the 
ggF production process (that is, via couplings to fermions) with sub-
sequent Higgs boson decays into vector bosons.

In the second class of models, the coupling strength modifiers for 
W, Z, t, b, c, % and µ are treated independently. All modifiers are assumed 
to be positive. It is assumed that only standard model particles con-
tribute to the loop-induced processes, and modifications of the fermion 
and vector boson couplings are propagated through the loop calcula-
tions. Invisible or undetected non-standard model Higgs boson decays 
are not considered. These models enable testing of the predicted scal-
ing of the couplings of the Higgs boson to the standard model particles 
as a function of their mass using the reduced coupling strength mod-
ifiers ! g ! m/2vev = ( /vev)V V V V  for weak bosons with a mass mV and 
!FgF!=!!FmF/vev for fermions with a mass mF, where gV and gF are the 
corresponding absolute coupling strengths and ‘vev’ is the vacuum 
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cross-sections, are: production in association with a vector boson or 
‘Higgsstrahlung’ (VH) depicted in Fig.!1c, and production in association 
with top (tH and ttH) or bottom (bbH) quarks, depicted in Fig.!1d–f. 
The bbH mode has not been studied in the context of the SM Higgs 
boson because of limited sensitivity.

Events are categorized according to the signatures particular to each 
production mechanism. For example, they are categorized as 
VBF-produced if there are two high transverse momentum (pT) jets, or 
as VH-produced if there are additional charged leptons (!) and/or pT

miss, 
or ttH- and tH-produced if there are jets identified as coming from b 
quarks, or otherwise ggH-produced. (The top quark predominantly 
decays into a W boson and a b-quark jet).

Decays
In the SM, particle masses arise from spontaneous breaking of the gauge 
symmetry, through gauge couplings to the Higgs field in the case of 
vector bosons, and Yukawa couplings in the case of fermions. The SM 
Higgs boson couples to vector bosons, with an amplitude proportional 
to the gauge boson mass squared mV

2, and to fermions with an amplitude 
proportional to the fermion mass mf. Hence, for example, the coupling 
is stronger for the third generation of quarks and leptons than for those 
in the second generation. The observation of many Higgs boson decays 
to SM particles and the measurement of their branching fractions are 
a crucial test of the validity of the theory. Any sizeable deviation from 
the predictions could indicate the presence of BSM physics.

The Higgs boson, once produced, rapidly decays into a pair of  
fermions or a pair of bosons. In the SM, its lifetime is ! " 1.6 # 10 sH

$22 , 
and its inverse, the natural width, is " # != / = 4.14 ± 0.02 MeVH  (ref. 39), 
where # is the reduced!Planck's constant. The natural width is the sum 
of all the partial widths, and the ratios of the partial widths to the total 
width are called branching fractions and represent the probabilities 
for that decay channel to occur. The Higgs boson does not couple 
directly to massless particles (for example, the gluon or the photon), 
but can do so through quantum loops (for example, Fig.!1a,i,j).

By design, the event selections do not overlap among analyses target-
ing different final states. Where the final states are similar, the overlap 
has been checked and found to be negligible.

Detailed information on the analyses included in the new combina-
tion along with improvements, and the online and offline criteria used to 
select events for the analyses can be found in Methods, Extended Data 
Tables!2 and 3, and the associated references. Online reconstruction is 
performed in real time as the data are being collected. Offline recon-
struction is performed later on stored data. The background-subtracted 
distributions of the invariant mass of final-state particles in the indi-
vidual decay channels are shown in Extended Data Figs.!3 and 4. The 
channels that are used in this combination are as follows.

Bosonic decay channels: H%&%'' (Fig.!1i, j)42; H%&%ZZ%&%4! (Fig.!1g)43; 
H%&%WW%&%!(!v (Fig.!1g)44, H%&%Z' (Fig.!1i, j)45; fermionic decay channels: 
H%&%)), third-generation fermion (Fig.!1h)46, H%&%bb, third-generation 
fermion (Fig.!1h)47–51, H%&%µµ, second-generation fermion (Fig.!1h)52;  
ttH and tH with multileptons (Fig.!1d–f)53; Higgs boson decays beyond 
the SM35.

Higgs boson pair production
The measurement of the pair production of Higgs bosons can probe its 
self-interaction $. The pair production modes are shown in Fig.!1k–o.

In the ggH mode, there are two leading contributions: in the first 
(Fig.!1l), two Higgs bosons emerge from a top or bottom quark loop; 
in the second (Fig.!1k), a single virtual Higgs boson, H*, emerges from 
the top or bottom quark loop and then decays to two Higgs bosons 
(gg & H* & HH).  Explicit establishment of the latter contribution, a 
direct manifestation of the Higgs boson’s self-interaction, would elu-
cidate the strikingly unusual potential of the BEH field.

In the VBF mode, there are three subprocesses that can lead to pro-
duction of a pair of Higgs bosons: (1) through a virtual Higgs boson 
(Fig.!1m); (2) through a four-point interaction: VV%&%HH (Fig.!1n); and 
(3) through the exchange of a vector boson (Fig.!1o).
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fraction measurements is required. The coupling fit presented here 
is performed within the !!framework53 with a set of parameters ! that 
affect the Higgs boson coupling strengths without altering any kin-
ematic distributions of a given process.

Within this framework, the cross-section times the branching frac-
tion for an individual measurement is parameterized in terms of the 
multiplicative coupling strength modifiers !. A coupling strength 
modifier !p for a production or decay process via the coupling to a 
given particle p is defined as ! " "= /p p p

2 SM or ! # #= /p p p
2 SM, respectively, 

where #p is the partial decay width into a pair of particles p. The param-
eterization takes into account that the total decay width depends on 
all decay modes included in the present measurements, as well as cur-
rently undetected or invisible, direct or indirect decays predicted by 
the standard model (such as those to gluons, light quarks or neutrinos) 
and the hypothetical decays into non-standard model particles. The 
decays to non-standard model particles are divided into decays to 
invisible particles and other decays that would be undetected owing 
to large backgrounds. The corresponding branching fractions for the 
two are denoted by Binv. and Bu., respectively.

In the following, three classes of models with progressively fewer 
assumptions about coupling strength modifiers are considered. Stand-
ard model values are assumed for the coupling strength modifiers of 
first-generation fermions, and the modifiers of the second-generation 
quarks are set to those of the third generation, except where !c is left 
free-floating in the fit. Owing to their small sizes, these couplings are 
not expected to noticeably affect any of the results. The ggF produc-
tion and the H!"!$$ and H!"!Z$ decays are loop-induced processes. 
They are either expressed in terms of the more fundamental coupling 
strength scale factors corresponding to the particles that contribute 
to the loop-induced processes in the standard model, or treated using 
effective coupling strength modifiers !g, !$ and !Z$, respectively. The 
latter scenario accounts for possible loop contributions from par-
ticles beyond the standard model. The small contribution from the 
loop-induced gg!"!ZH process is always parameterized in terms of the 
couplings to the corresponding standard model particles.

The first model tests one scale factor for the vector bosons, 
!V!=!!W!=!!Z, and a second, !F, which applies to all fermions. In general, 
the standard model prediction of !V!=!!F!=!1 does not hold in extensions 
of the standard model. For example, the values of !V and !F would be 

less than!1 in models in which the Higgs boson is a composite particle. 
The effective couplings corresponding to the ggF, H!"!$$ and H!"!Z$ 
loop-induced processes are parameterized in terms of the fundamental 
standard model couplings. It is assumed that there are no invisible or 
undetected Higgs boson decays beyond the standard model, that is, 
Binv.!=!Bu.!=!0. As only the relative sign between !V and !F is physical and 
a negative relative sign has been excluded with a high level of confi-
dence20, !V!#!0 and !F!#!0 are assumed. Figure$4 shows the results of a 
combined fit in the (!V,!!F) plane. The best-fit values and their uncer-
tainties from the combined fit are !V!= 1.035!±!0.031 and !F!= 0.95!±!0.05, 
compatible with the standard model predictions. A relatively large 
positive correlation of 39% is observed between the two fit parameters, 
because some of the most sensitive input measurements involve the 
ggF production process (that is, via couplings to fermions) with sub-
sequent Higgs boson decays into vector bosons.

In the second class of models, the coupling strength modifiers for 
W, Z, t, b, c, % and µ are treated independently. All modifiers are assumed 
to be positive. It is assumed that only standard model particles con-
tribute to the loop-induced processes, and modifications of the fermion 
and vector boson couplings are propagated through the loop calcula-
tions. Invisible or undetected non-standard model Higgs boson decays 
are not considered. These models enable testing of the predicted scal-
ing of the couplings of the Higgs boson to the standard model particles 
as a function of their mass using the reduced coupling strength mod-
ifiers ! g ! m/2vev = ( /vev)V V V V  for weak bosons with a mass mV and 
!FgF!=!!FmF/vev for fermions with a mass mF, where gV and gF are the 
corresponding absolute coupling strengths and ‘vev’ is the vacuum 
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Fig. 5 | Reduced Higgs boson coupling strength modifiers and their 
uncertainties. They are defined as !FmF/vev for fermions (F!= t,!b,!%,!µ) and 

! m /vevV V  for vector bosons as a function of their masses mF and mV. Two fit 
scenarios with !c!=!!t (coloured circle markers), or !c left free-floating in the fit 
(grey cross markers) are shown. Loop-induced processes are assumed to have 
the standard model (SM)$structure, and Higgs boson decays to non-SM particles 
are not allowed. The vertical bar on each point denotes the 68% confidence 
interval. The p!values for compatibility of the combined measurement and the 
SM prediction are 56% and 65% for the respective scenarios. The lower panel 
shows the values of the coupling strength modifiers. The grey arrow points in 
the direction of the best-fit value and the corresponding grey uncertainty bar 
extends beyond the lower panel range. Data are from ATLAS Run!2.
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cross-sections, are: production in association with a vector boson or 
‘Higgsstrahlung’ (VH) depicted in Fig.!1c, and production in association 
with top (tH and ttH) or bottom (bbH) quarks, depicted in Fig.!1d–f. 
The bbH mode has not been studied in the context of the SM Higgs 
boson because of limited sensitivity.

Events are categorized according to the signatures particular to each 
production mechanism. For example, they are categorized as 
VBF-produced if there are two high transverse momentum (pT) jets, or 
as VH-produced if there are additional charged leptons (!) and/or pT

miss, 
or ttH- and tH-produced if there are jets identified as coming from b 
quarks, or otherwise ggH-produced. (The top quark predominantly 
decays into a W boson and a b-quark jet).

Decays
In the SM, particle masses arise from spontaneous breaking of the gauge 
symmetry, through gauge couplings to the Higgs field in the case of 
vector bosons, and Yukawa couplings in the case of fermions. The SM 
Higgs boson couples to vector bosons, with an amplitude proportional 
to the gauge boson mass squared mV

2, and to fermions with an amplitude 
proportional to the fermion mass mf. Hence, for example, the coupling 
is stronger for the third generation of quarks and leptons than for those 
in the second generation. The observation of many Higgs boson decays 
to SM particles and the measurement of their branching fractions are 
a crucial test of the validity of the theory. Any sizeable deviation from 
the predictions could indicate the presence of BSM physics.

The Higgs boson, once produced, rapidly decays into a pair of  
fermions or a pair of bosons. In the SM, its lifetime is ! " 1.6 # 10 sH

$22 , 
and its inverse, the natural width, is " # != / = 4.14 ± 0.02 MeVH  (ref. 39), 
where # is the reduced!Planck's constant. The natural width is the sum 
of all the partial widths, and the ratios of the partial widths to the total 
width are called branching fractions and represent the probabilities 
for that decay channel to occur. The Higgs boson does not couple 
directly to massless particles (for example, the gluon or the photon), 
but can do so through quantum loops (for example, Fig.!1a,i,j).

By design, the event selections do not overlap among analyses target-
ing different final states. Where the final states are similar, the overlap 
has been checked and found to be negligible.

Detailed information on the analyses included in the new combina-
tion along with improvements, and the online and offline criteria used to 
select events for the analyses can be found in Methods, Extended Data 
Tables!2 and 3, and the associated references. Online reconstruction is 
performed in real time as the data are being collected. Offline recon-
struction is performed later on stored data. The background-subtracted 
distributions of the invariant mass of final-state particles in the indi-
vidual decay channels are shown in Extended Data Figs.!3 and 4. The 
channels that are used in this combination are as follows.

Bosonic decay channels: H%&%'' (Fig.!1i, j)42; H%&%ZZ%&%4! (Fig.!1g)43; 
H%&%WW%&%!(!v (Fig.!1g)44, H%&%Z' (Fig.!1i, j)45; fermionic decay channels: 
H%&%)), third-generation fermion (Fig.!1h)46, H%&%bb, third-generation 
fermion (Fig.!1h)47–51, H%&%µµ, second-generation fermion (Fig.!1h)52;  
ttH and tH with multileptons (Fig.!1d–f)53; Higgs boson decays beyond 
the SM35.

Higgs boson pair production
The measurement of the pair production of Higgs bosons can probe its 
self-interaction $. The pair production modes are shown in Fig.!1k–o.

In the ggH mode, there are two leading contributions: in the first 
(Fig.!1l), two Higgs bosons emerge from a top or bottom quark loop; 
in the second (Fig.!1k), a single virtual Higgs boson, H*, emerges from 
the top or bottom quark loop and then decays to two Higgs bosons 
(gg & H* & HH).  Explicit establishment of the latter contribution, a 
direct manifestation of the Higgs boson’s self-interaction, would elu-
cidate the strikingly unusual potential of the BEH field.

In the VBF mode, there are three subprocesses that can lead to pro-
duction of a pair of Higgs bosons: (1) through a virtual Higgs boson 
(Fig.!1m); (2) through a four-point interaction: VV%&%HH (Fig.!1n); and 
(3) through the exchange of a vector boson (Fig.!1o).
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Fig. 3 | A portrait of the Higgs boson couplings to fermions and vector 
bosons. Left: constraints on the Higgs boson coupling modifiers to fermions 
(%f) and heavy gauge bosons (%V), in different datasets: discovery (red), the full 
LHC Run%1 (blue) and the data presented here (black). The SM prediction 
corresponds to %V%=%%f%=%1 (diamond marker). Right: the measured coupling 
modifiers of the Higgs boson to fermions and heavy gauge bosons, as functions 

of fermion or gauge boson mass, where & is the vacuum expectation value of 
the BEH field (‘Notes on self-interaction strength’ in Methods). For gauge 
bosons, the square root of the coupling modifier is plotted, to keep a linear 
proportionality to the mass, as predicted in the SM. The P value with respect to 
the SM prediction for the right plot is 37.5%.
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fraction measurements is required. The coupling fit presented here 
is performed within the !!framework53 with a set of parameters ! that 
affect the Higgs boson coupling strengths without altering any kin-
ematic distributions of a given process.

Within this framework, the cross-section times the branching frac-
tion for an individual measurement is parameterized in terms of the 
multiplicative coupling strength modifiers !. A coupling strength 
modifier !p for a production or decay process via the coupling to a 
given particle p is defined as ! " "= /p p p

2 SM or ! # #= /p p p
2 SM, respectively, 

where #p is the partial decay width into a pair of particles p. The param-
eterization takes into account that the total decay width depends on 
all decay modes included in the present measurements, as well as cur-
rently undetected or invisible, direct or indirect decays predicted by 
the standard model (such as those to gluons, light quarks or neutrinos) 
and the hypothetical decays into non-standard model particles. The 
decays to non-standard model particles are divided into decays to 
invisible particles and other decays that would be undetected owing 
to large backgrounds. The corresponding branching fractions for the 
two are denoted by Binv. and Bu., respectively.

In the following, three classes of models with progressively fewer 
assumptions about coupling strength modifiers are considered. Stand-
ard model values are assumed for the coupling strength modifiers of 
first-generation fermions, and the modifiers of the second-generation 
quarks are set to those of the third generation, except where !c is left 
free-floating in the fit. Owing to their small sizes, these couplings are 
not expected to noticeably affect any of the results. The ggF produc-
tion and the H!"!$$ and H!"!Z$ decays are loop-induced processes. 
They are either expressed in terms of the more fundamental coupling 
strength scale factors corresponding to the particles that contribute 
to the loop-induced processes in the standard model, or treated using 
effective coupling strength modifiers !g, !$ and !Z$, respectively. The 
latter scenario accounts for possible loop contributions from par-
ticles beyond the standard model. The small contribution from the 
loop-induced gg!"!ZH process is always parameterized in terms of the 
couplings to the corresponding standard model particles.

The first model tests one scale factor for the vector bosons, 
!V!=!!W!=!!Z, and a second, !F, which applies to all fermions. In general, 
the standard model prediction of !V!=!!F!=!1 does not hold in extensions 
of the standard model. For example, the values of !V and !F would be 

less than!1 in models in which the Higgs boson is a composite particle. 
The effective couplings corresponding to the ggF, H!"!$$ and H!"!Z$ 
loop-induced processes are parameterized in terms of the fundamental 
standard model couplings. It is assumed that there are no invisible or 
undetected Higgs boson decays beyond the standard model, that is, 
Binv.!=!Bu.!=!0. As only the relative sign between !V and !F is physical and 
a negative relative sign has been excluded with a high level of confi-
dence20, !V!#!0 and !F!#!0 are assumed. Figure$4 shows the results of a 
combined fit in the (!V,!!F) plane. The best-fit values and their uncer-
tainties from the combined fit are !V!= 1.035!±!0.031 and !F!= 0.95!±!0.05, 
compatible with the standard model predictions. A relatively large 
positive correlation of 39% is observed between the two fit parameters, 
because some of the most sensitive input measurements involve the 
ggF production process (that is, via couplings to fermions) with sub-
sequent Higgs boson decays into vector bosons.

In the second class of models, the coupling strength modifiers for 
W, Z, t, b, c, % and µ are treated independently. All modifiers are assumed 
to be positive. It is assumed that only standard model particles con-
tribute to the loop-induced processes, and modifications of the fermion 
and vector boson couplings are propagated through the loop calcula-
tions. Invisible or undetected non-standard model Higgs boson decays 
are not considered. These models enable testing of the predicted scal-
ing of the couplings of the Higgs boson to the standard model particles 
as a function of their mass using the reduced coupling strength mod-
ifiers ! g ! m/2vev = ( /vev)V V V V  for weak bosons with a mass mV and 
!FgF!=!!FmF/vev for fermions with a mass mF, where gV and gF are the 
corresponding absolute coupling strengths and ‘vev’ is the vacuum 
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Fig. 5 | Reduced Higgs boson coupling strength modifiers and their 
uncertainties. They are defined as !FmF/vev for fermions (F!= t,!b,!%,!µ) and 

! m /vevV V  for vector bosons as a function of their masses mF and mV. Two fit 
scenarios with !c!=!!t (coloured circle markers), or !c left free-floating in the fit 
(grey cross markers) are shown. Loop-induced processes are assumed to have 
the standard model (SM)$structure, and Higgs boson decays to non-SM particles 
are not allowed. The vertical bar on each point denotes the 68% confidence 
interval. The p!values for compatibility of the combined measurement and the 
SM prediction are 56% and 65% for the respective scenarios. The lower panel 
shows the values of the coupling strength modifiers. The grey arrow points in 
the direction of the best-fit value and the corresponding grey uncertainty bar 
extends beyond the lower panel range. Data are from ATLAS Run!2.
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cross-sections, are: production in association with a vector boson or 
‘Higgsstrahlung’ (VH) depicted in Fig.!1c, and production in association 
with top (tH and ttH) or bottom (bbH) quarks, depicted in Fig.!1d–f. 
The bbH mode has not been studied in the context of the SM Higgs 
boson because of limited sensitivity.

Events are categorized according to the signatures particular to each 
production mechanism. For example, they are categorized as 
VBF-produced if there are two high transverse momentum (pT) jets, or 
as VH-produced if there are additional charged leptons (!) and/or pT

miss, 
or ttH- and tH-produced if there are jets identified as coming from b 
quarks, or otherwise ggH-produced. (The top quark predominantly 
decays into a W boson and a b-quark jet).

Decays
In the SM, particle masses arise from spontaneous breaking of the gauge 
symmetry, through gauge couplings to the Higgs field in the case of 
vector bosons, and Yukawa couplings in the case of fermions. The SM 
Higgs boson couples to vector bosons, with an amplitude proportional 
to the gauge boson mass squared mV

2, and to fermions with an amplitude 
proportional to the fermion mass mf. Hence, for example, the coupling 
is stronger for the third generation of quarks and leptons than for those 
in the second generation. The observation of many Higgs boson decays 
to SM particles and the measurement of their branching fractions are 
a crucial test of the validity of the theory. Any sizeable deviation from 
the predictions could indicate the presence of BSM physics.

The Higgs boson, once produced, rapidly decays into a pair of  
fermions or a pair of bosons. In the SM, its lifetime is ! " 1.6 # 10 sH

$22 , 
and its inverse, the natural width, is " # != / = 4.14 ± 0.02 MeVH  (ref. 39), 
where # is the reduced!Planck's constant. The natural width is the sum 
of all the partial widths, and the ratios of the partial widths to the total 
width are called branching fractions and represent the probabilities 
for that decay channel to occur. The Higgs boson does not couple 
directly to massless particles (for example, the gluon or the photon), 
but can do so through quantum loops (for example, Fig.!1a,i,j).

By design, the event selections do not overlap among analyses target-
ing different final states. Where the final states are similar, the overlap 
has been checked and found to be negligible.

Detailed information on the analyses included in the new combina-
tion along with improvements, and the online and offline criteria used to 
select events for the analyses can be found in Methods, Extended Data 
Tables!2 and 3, and the associated references. Online reconstruction is 
performed in real time as the data are being collected. Offline recon-
struction is performed later on stored data. The background-subtracted 
distributions of the invariant mass of final-state particles in the indi-
vidual decay channels are shown in Extended Data Figs.!3 and 4. The 
channels that are used in this combination are as follows.

Bosonic decay channels: H%&%'' (Fig.!1i, j)42; H%&%ZZ%&%4! (Fig.!1g)43; 
H%&%WW%&%!(!v (Fig.!1g)44, H%&%Z' (Fig.!1i, j)45; fermionic decay channels: 
H%&%)), third-generation fermion (Fig.!1h)46, H%&%bb, third-generation 
fermion (Fig.!1h)47–51, H%&%µµ, second-generation fermion (Fig.!1h)52;  
ttH and tH with multileptons (Fig.!1d–f)53; Higgs boson decays beyond 
the SM35.

Higgs boson pair production
The measurement of the pair production of Higgs bosons can probe its 
self-interaction $. The pair production modes are shown in Fig.!1k–o.

In the ggH mode, there are two leading contributions: in the first 
(Fig.!1l), two Higgs bosons emerge from a top or bottom quark loop; 
in the second (Fig.!1k), a single virtual Higgs boson, H*, emerges from 
the top or bottom quark loop and then decays to two Higgs bosons 
(gg & H* & HH).  Explicit establishment of the latter contribution, a 
direct manifestation of the Higgs boson’s self-interaction, would elu-
cidate the strikingly unusual potential of the BEH field.

In the VBF mode, there are three subprocesses that can lead to pro-
duction of a pair of Higgs bosons: (1) through a virtual Higgs boson 
(Fig.!1m); (2) through a four-point interaction: VV%&%HH (Fig.!1n); and 
(3) through the exchange of a vector boson (Fig.!1o).
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Fig. 3 | A portrait of the Higgs boson couplings to fermions and vector 
bosons. Left: constraints on the Higgs boson coupling modifiers to fermions 
(%f) and heavy gauge bosons (%V), in different datasets: discovery (red), the full 
LHC Run%1 (blue) and the data presented here (black). The SM prediction 
corresponds to %V%=%%f%=%1 (diamond marker). Right: the measured coupling 
modifiers of the Higgs boson to fermions and heavy gauge bosons, as functions 

of fermion or gauge boson mass, where & is the vacuum expectation value of 
the BEH field (‘Notes on self-interaction strength’ in Methods). For gauge 
bosons, the square root of the coupling modifier is plotted, to keep a linear 
proportionality to the mass, as predicted in the SM. The P value with respect to 
the SM prediction for the right plot is 37.5%.
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min <
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�g

gSM

���� < max
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Precision measurements are 

necessary to access “min”.

(2) New scalars w/o VEVs = “inert scalars”.
E.g. SM + inert n-plet (n=1,2,3,…)

- No mass mixing with h(125). 
-> Higgs-gauge/fermion couplings = SM-like

However, h->2γ, the hhh coupling = Non SM-like.

model 

dependent

Another PT can exist prior to EWPT -> 2-step PT 

*confirmed by lattice calculation, L.Niemi et al, 2005.11332 (PRL)

Feature

LHC indicates

Higgs sector = SM-like

What is SM-like Higgs sector 
compatible with EWBG?

SM-like ≠ SM

�ghhh
gSMhhh

& O(10)%
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�ghV V (ff)

gSMhV V (ff)

⇠ O(1)%
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Pheno. consequences of vC/TC≿1
~ alignment limit in 2HDM: hVV, hff=SM-like ~

h -> 2 gammas
[I.Ginzburg, M.Krawczyk, P.Osland, 

hep-ph/0211371]

hhh coupling
[S.Kanemura, Y.Okada, E.S., 

PLB606 (2005) 361]

Extra Higgs masses

1st-order EWPT vC/TC≿1 vC/TC<1
non-decouplingloop properties decoupling

µ�� ' 1
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2, M2 = m2
3/(sin� cos�)
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*3 degenerate scalars (H, A, H+) could also be consistent with vC/TC>1.
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Towards Higgs precision era

- Refinement of vC/TC≿1 is necessary.

vC/TC ≿ 1
- gauge-dependence
- renormalization scale dependence
- More proper temperature is 

nucleation temperature TN.

- “1” is a just rough number.

- Depends on sphaleron 
profiles (model-dependent). 

- Higgs date is getting more and more precise. 

Theoretical uncertainties

[K. Funakubo, E.S., 2003.13929 (PRD-RC)]

[K. Kainulainen et al, 1904.01329 (JHEP); 

L.Niemi et al, 2005.11332 (PRL), etc]

min <

����
�g

gSM

���� < max
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Perturbative calculation gives useful 

guidance qualitatively but not quantitatively. 

vC/TC > (1.1-1.3)Lattice studies
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EWBG-related CPV

- Many CPV sources exist in BSM, and some of them are related to EWBG.
- CPV in CKM matrix is not sufficient.

EWBG-related CP violation

CPV we need:

CPV interactions between the bubble wall (Higgs VEV) and some 
particles (SM fermions or new particles) with masses of O(100) GeV.

(1) Yukawa interactions, (2) Higgs self interactions.

EDMs
VCKM

collider physics
b →sγ, h->ff etc

EWBG

Set of CPV phases

★

★
★



CP-violating Higgs-fermion coupling

Lhff = �fyfp
2

hf̄(cos CP + i�5 sin CP)f
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 CP = 0 ! h is pure CP-even

 CP = ⇡/2 ! h is pure CP-odd
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CP-violating Higgs-fermion coupling

Electric Dipole Moment (EDM)
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*Models that have only 1 CPV phase -> no cancellation mechanism.
e.g., Z2-2HDMs (type I, II, etc) 



mH = mA = mH± = 500 GeV, c��↵ = 0.1

No Z2 symmetry -> extra Yukawa couplings exist (ρij  ∈ ℂ)
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required by 

EWBG 

|ρtt|>O(0.01-1)

|ρee/ρtt| is SM like if r=O(1).

- cancellation occurs at r=O(1)

ACME-III (future)

EDM cancellation in general 2HDM
K. Fuyuto, W.-S. Hou, E.S., 1705.05034 (PLB); 1910.12404 [PRD-RC]

Extra top Yukawa coupling ρtt is responsible for baryogenesis

- Collider probes of CPV Higgs Yukawa 

couplings play a complementary role. 

ATLAS-CONF-2022-016t = 0.83+0.30
�0.46,  CP = 11�+55�

�77� ATLAS
<latexit sha1_base64="VI3kWkY1lj8NgihVWoc7jCafO3U="></latexit>

t cos CP 2 (0.86, 1.26), t sin CP 2 (�1.07, 1.07), CMS
<latexit sha1_base64="OQLcZNms7TTCqEq9dfTPe3Dyhow="></latexit>

2208.02686

cancellation region
top-driven EWBG

is still viable!



Summary and Outlook
- No EWBG possibility in SM and MSSM. 

constraint by experimentsmodel dependent

strong 1st-order EWPT
constraints on sub-TeV new particle spectrum
min < deviations from SM in Higgs couplings < max

EWBG-related CPV electron EDM, h→ff  , b→sγ, etc

Now   LHC, ACME, Belle are probing EWBG possible regions.

vC/TC ≿ 1
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Summary and Outlook
- No EWBG possibility in SM and MSSM. 

- EWBG verification keeps going on, and most scenarios would be tested by future 
experiments if theoretical uncertainties are under control. 

constraint by experimentsmodel dependent

strong 1st-order EWPT
constraints on sub-TeV new particle spectrum
min < deviations from SM in Higgs couplings < max

EWBG-related CPV electron EDM, h→ff  , b→sγ, etc

Now   LHC, ACME, Belle are probing EWBG possible regions.
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+ EDM experiments: electron (ACME, JILA, etc), proton (IBS-CAPP, BNL, etc)
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+ lepton colliders (ILC, CEPC, CLIC, FCC-ee, C3, etc)

vC/TC ≿ 1



Backup



In softly-broken Z2-2HDMs: 8 parameters = {m1,-3,λ1-5, λ6=λ7=0}

Higgs fields

Higgs potential

Parameters

tan� = v2/v1, (v =
p

v21 + v22 ' 246 GeV)
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↵: mixing angle between h and H
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2 Higgs doublet model (2HDM)

* if CP is conserved.mh, mH , mA, mH± , M2 = m2
3/(sin� cos�)
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- Unlike Z2-2HDM, no tanβ dependence.
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CP-even CP-odd
125 GeV Higgs

�i =
p
2mfi/v,
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⇢ij : 3⇥3 complex matrices
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Yukawa interactions in g2HDM
Up-type Yukawa couplings:

In the mass eigenbasis 

- ρij  are generally complex. ρij  ∈ ℂ ⇒ CPV ⇒ Baryogenesis!! 

- EWBG by ρtt (t-EWBG), ρbb (b-EWBG), ρττ (τ-EWBG), etc.

general (no Z2 sym.)
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e.g., 2HDM 

Heavy Higgs loops can enhance E.
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Non-decoupling heavy Higgs bosons play a central role in enhancing E.

non-decoupling

decoupling

1st-order phase transition

& 1

- Thermal potential driven 1st-order PT -



- Strong 1st-order EWPT leads 

to large deviation in λhhh.

[Kanemura, Okada, E.S., PLB606,(2005)361]

λhhh-EWPT correlation in 2HDM
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Figure 1: Contour plot of !!hhh/!hhh and "C/TC in the 2HDM.

1

strong 1st-order EWPT

��hhh

�hhh
= 3� � 1
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3� 2
⇢

(�11, 17) (CMS)
(�8.2, 13.2) (ATLAS)
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1807.04873
1806.00408

- Non-decoupling loop effect

is the origin of the enhancement.

- Heavy Higgs boson masses have to

be sub TeV due to unitarity and/or

perturbativity. 
current experimental bounds

More detailed studies can be bound at Basler et al 1711.04097 (JHEP), Bernon et al, 1712.08430 (JHEP).



Pheno. consequences of vc/Tc≿1

µ�� =

⇢
1.18+0.17

�0.14 (CMS)
0.99+0.15

�0.14 (ATLAS)

1804.02716

1802.04146

- Power correction!! (*log corrections are absorbed into mh.)

~ alignment limit version: hVV, hff=SM-like ~

14

1. Probe by the Higgs coupling constants

Which Higgs coupling constants can deviate from the SM values depend on the mech-

anisms of the strong first-order EWPT discussed in the previous section. Basically, the

thermal loop-driven EWPT induce the significant deviations of the loop-induced couplings

such as the Higgs-gluon-gluon and Higgs-gamma-gamma, and also the triple Higgs boson

coupling. For the tree potential driven EWPT, on the other hand, the deviations would

appear in the Higgs-gauge-gauge, Higgs-fermion-fermion, and again the triple Higgs boson

coupling.

We first discuss the e!ects of the charged Higgs bosons on µ!! . In the 2HDM with the

alignment limit [sin(! !") = 1], the lightest Higgs boson (h) coupling to the charged Higgs

bosons takes the form

L = vghH+H!hH+H!, ghH+H! = !2mH±

v2

!
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m2
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"
. (45)

Here, we drop O(m2
h/m

2
H±) term in ghH+H! which is irrelevant in the following discussion.

With this, the decay width of h " ## at one-loop level may be cast into the form
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"2
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with %H± = 4m2
H±/m2

h. Noting that f(%) # 1/% + 1/(3% 2) in the large % limit, µ!! is then

simplified to
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where in the second equality we use

m2
H± = M2 ! 1

2
(&4 + &5)v

2 $ M2 + &iv
2. (49)

It should be noticed that the sign of the deviation depends on the sign of &i. For M2 > 0,

the sign of &i could be negative which is the same as that of ASM, leading to the positive

deviation. However, this case might cause an instability of the Higgs potential (for detail,

see Chapter ???.).

h -> 2 gammas: [I.Ginzburg, M.Krawczyk, P.Osland, hep-ph/0211371]
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hhh coupling:

nH,A = 1 and nH± = 2

[S. Kanemura, S. Kiyoura, Y. Okada, E.S., C.-P. Yuan, PLB558 (2003) 157]
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- Correction is positive.



t-EWBG with ρee ≠0

- ACME-II may indicate

- BAU-favored regions

revive!!

2σ allowed region of dThOdThO = de + ↵ThOCS
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- Dangerous diagrams are 

cancelled by nonzero ρee.
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dEXP

ThO
= (4.3± 4.0)⇥ 10�30 e cm
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 sufficient BAU



BAU-related CPV also show up in B physics

�AEXP
CP = (+3.69± 2.65± 0.76)%
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Experimental constraint
S. Watanuki, A.Ishikawa et al. [Belle Collaboration], 

PRD99, 032012 (2019)  [1807.04236].

Some EWBG scenarios can be probed by this ΔACP measurement even when 

eEDM is accidentally suppressed.

�ACP ⌘ AB�!X�
s � �AB0!X0

s�
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CP asymmetry

ACP =
�(B ! Xs�)� �(B ! Xs�)

�(B ! Xs�) + �(B ! Xs�)
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E.g. b → sγ in general 2HDM

b
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s
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new CPV

CPV in b->s+gamma
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