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Abstract

We present for the first time NLO QCD Renormalization Group (RG) evolution matri-
ces for non-leptonic AF' = 2 transitions in the Standard Model Effective Field Theory
(SMEFT). To this end we transform first the known two-loop QCD anomalous dimen-
sion matrices (ADMs) of the BSM operators in the so-called BMU basis into the ones in
the common Weak Effective Theory (WET) basis (the so-called JMS basis) for which
tree-level and one-loop matching to the SMEFT are already known. This allows us
subsequently to find the two-loop QCD ADMs for the SMEFT non-leptonic AF = 2
operators in the Warsaw basis. Having all these ingredients we investigate the impact
of these NLO QCD effects on the QCD RG evolution of SMEFT Wilson coefficients for
non-leptonic AF = 2 transitions from the new physics scale A down to the electroweak
scale fiew. The main benefit of these new contributions is that they allow to remove
renormalization scheme dependences present both in the one-loop matchings between
the WET and SMEFT and also between SMEFT and a chosen UV completion. But
the NLO QCD effects, calculated here in the NDR scheme, turn out to be small, in
the ballpark of a few percent but larger than one-loop Yukawa top effects when only
the AF =2 operators are considered. The technology developed in our paper allows to
obtain the ADMs in the SMEFT from the ones of the BMU basis also for non-leptonic
AF =1 decays and the results of this more involved analysis will be presented soon in
another publication.
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1 Introduction

Non-leptonic AF' = 2 transitions, represented by K°—K°, D%-D° and BY .- BY  mixings play
very important roles in the tests of the Standard Model (SM) and of the New Physics (NP)
beyond it . In order to increase the precision of these tests it is necessary to go beyond
the leading order (LO) analyses both in the Weak Effective Theory (WET) and also in the
Standard Model Effective Field Theory (SMEFT). To this end it is mandatory to include
first in the renormalization group (RG) analyses in these theories the one-loop matching
contributions, both between these two theories as well as when passing thresholds at which
heavy particles are integrated out. But this is not the whole story, a fact which is forgotten
in some recent SMEFT analyses present in the literature. To complete a NLO analysis and
remove various renormalization scheme (RS) dependences in the one-loop matching also two-
loop anomalous dimensions of all operators in the WET and SMEFT have to be included.

The present status of these efforts in the case of non-leptonic meson AF =1 decays and
AF =2 quark mixing processes is as follows:

e The matchings in question are known by now both at tree-level |2| and one-loop level
B

e The one-loop ADMs relevant for the RG in WET [9[10] and SMEFT [11H13] are also

known.

e The two-loop QCD ADMs relevant for RG evolutions for both AF =1 and AF =2
transitions in WET are also known [1416].

The main goal of the present paper is to extend the QCD RG evolution in the SMEFT
for AF = 2 transitions beyond the leading order. In fact at first sight this is straightfor-
ward because the SU(3),. symmetry remains unbroken in the SMEFT and in the absence
of electroweak interactions one could just use the NLO QCD BSM analysis of up to
the new physics scale A in the so-called BMU operator basis that is useful for NLO QCD
calculations. However, in the presence of electroweak interactions, the so-called SMEFT
Warsaw basis [17] is more suitable and it is necessary to perform the QCD renormalization
group analysis within the SMEFT in that basis. Therefore we present here for the first time
two-loop ADMs for AF =2 four-quark operators of the SMEFT. We will demonstrate that
they can be obtained from the two-loop ADMs in the BMU basis [14]. As an intermediate
step we will present the ADM relevant for the WET in the so-called JMS basis 2] which for
the matching of the WET to the SMEFT is more useful than the BMU basis.

The main technology presented here can be extended to non-leptonic AF' =1 transitions
but due to the large number of operators involved , the corresponding analysis is much
more complicated and will be presented in due time in a separate publication.

Having all these ingredients we investigate numerically the impact of the NLO corrections
calculated here on the LO RG evolutions of SMEFT Wilson coefficients for AF' = 2 transitions
from the new physics scale A down to the electroweak scale (i, presented by us in [16].
Including also the effects of top Yukawa couplings at the one-loop level, taken already into
account in the latter paper, we find that the main benefit from the present analysis is the
removal of QCD renormalization scheme dependences present currently both in the one-
loop matchings between the WET and SMEFT and also between SMEFT and a chosen UV

!Previous partial results can be found, for example, in g\
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completion. But the NLO QCD effects in RG QCD evolution, calculated here in the NDR
scheme , turn out to be small, in the ballpark of a few percent but larger than one-loop
Yukawa top effects when only the AF =2 operators are considered.

Our paper is organized as follows. In Section [2| we derive the general relation between
QCD RG evolutions in two different operator bases as well as the corresponding relations for
one-loop and two-loop ADMs. This presentation is valid for any number of operators and can
be extended to other processes, in particular AF = 1 non-leptonic transitions. Using these
formulae we summarize in Section [3| the one-loop and two-loop ADMs for AF = 2 transitions
in BMU, JMS and SMEFT bases as well as the matching matrices between these bases.
Subsequently in Section [4] we analyze numerically the size of the NLO QCD corrections
calculated here by presenting the RG evolution matrices in the WET and SMEFT both at
LO and NLO in QCD. We summarize in Section

2 Basic Formulae for NLO QCD RG Evolution

2.1 Evolution Matrix

The RG evolution matrix for non-leptonic transitions in the BMU basis for SM and BSM
operators is known including one-loop and two-loop QCD contributions. It is given as follows

> T a 7 Qg ew
Usmu (fhad; Hew) = [1 + JeMuU %] U(O)U(:uhada Lew) [1 JBMU (4'12 )] ; (1)

where Ué?\iU is the RS-independent LO evolution matrix. On the other hand, jBMU stems
from the RS-dependent two-loop ADMs, which makes them sensitive to the renormalization
scheme considered. This scheme dependence is cancelled by the one of the matching at ,uew
and by the one of the hadronic matrix elements at py.q. Explicit general expressions for U
and J; in terms of the coefficients of the one- loop and two-loop perturbative expansions for
the ADM 4 and the QCD p-function can be found including their derivations in Chapter
5 of . They will be listed in the next subsection. Unless explicitly stated the following
discussion applies to both AF =2 and AF' =1 transitions which are characterized by different
operators and their corresponding ADMs.
Our goal is to obtain an analogous expression in the SMEFT, that is

CHEO) p

- T s\ Mew a T
UsmerT (Hew, A) = [1 + JSMEFT (s )] Us(l?ZEFT(Mew, A) [1 - JSMEFT =

47

To this end we notice that this evolution depends only on jSMEFT and US(EA)EFT without any
explicit dependence on one- and two-loop anomalous dimensions of the SMEFT operators.
This gives us a hint that it should be possible to obtain jSMEFT and US(I?ZEFT from the known
Jemu and Ulgo) without knowing explicitly one-loop and two-loop ADMs in the SMEFT. It
turns out that thls is mdeed g)ossmle but as an intermediate step we should first find J IMS
and U JMS from JBMU and U, BMU We will perform this intermediate step in what follows.

In order to reach this goal we first present the general formula which allows to obtain Ji
and Uéo) in a given basis B from Jx and Ulio) in the basis A for which these two objects, like
in the BMU basis, are already known.
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Defining the transformation matrix R between these two operator bases through

Go=FQu.  Ca=R'Cy. =R+ ®Wp, ®)
™

a straightforward calculation results in the relations we were looking for:

Jo = (R ) IARE — (B)'RY, UL (o) = (RO () RS | (4)
Let us apply these formulae to the two cases of interest.
Example 1
Here
o o T _ A Y as(:“) 9
A=BMU, B=JMS, R" = Myys = My + 1 M, (5)
T
and we find
Jims = Mo_ljBMUMO - Mo_lMl ; UJ(l(\]/I)s(Mb p2) = M(TlU}g?\}[U(Ml,Mz)MO- (6)
Example 2
Here
A=JMS,  B=SMEFT, RT'=zK=FK,+ O‘Z(“)Kl : (7)
T
and we find
jSMEFT = f(o_ljJMsKo - K61K1 ) UéngpT = KO_IU}&)SKm (8)

where we suppressed the scales in the last relation. The reason is that SMEFT and JMS are
valid at different energy scales. Therefore in order to use the second relation in the equation
above in the basic formula one should properly adjust the scales in U J(EA)S. To test it one
can use the one-loop ADMs of [11H13].

In summary starting with the known RG NLO evolution in the BSM basis one can
not only find the corresponding NLO evolution in WET in the JMS basis but also the
NLO evolution in the SMEFT. To this end the matrices M. gMs and K including one-loop
contributions have to be calculated.

This formulation is general but in the case at hand significant simplifications take place:

MJMS = MO» [A(O = i (9)

Both are related to the absence of evanescent contributions in the relevant basis transforma-
tions . But the second one demonstrates the advantage of the JMS basis over the BMU
basis when the matching to SMEFT is concerned.

2.2  One-Loop and Two-Loop ADMs in SMEFT

Despite the possibility of finding the NLO RG evolution matrix in the basis B from the one
in the basis A without knowing anomalous dimensions in basis B, it is useful to find these
anomalous dimensions if one wants to include subsequently the effects of Yukawa couplings.
In order to reach this goal we first present the general formula which allows to obtain Ag
in a given basis B from 44 in the basis A which is, like in the BMU basis, already known.
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The general ADM is defined as

, 10
dln g (10)
where Z is the operator renormalization matrix which depends on the basis considered. The
ADM has the following perturbative expansion

Y &) = 47T’Y Ar Y s)-
Using the general notation for the transformation matrix R in , the renormalization

matrices in the two bases A and B are related through

~ N A Qg A
J= (RO _ 4(:) Rl) | (12)

In |1] the derivation of the relations we are seeking for has been presented for the case
Ry =1 and Ry = § with the result given in (5.180) of that book. Generalizing it to the case
at hand we find

A0 = RO Ry, AW = Ry Re - Ry Ry + RiAD Ry + 260 k51 R (13)
In obtaining the last term in the second equation above we used the relation
dog a?
= —9B,—% 14

where ) = (11N, — 2Ny)/3 represents the one-loop QCD f function. For R, = 1and Ry =3
we confirm (5.180) in [1].

Starting then with the ADMs in the BMU basis one can find the ADMs in the JMS
basis and subsequently ADMs in the SMEFT. However, there is one subtlety to be taken
care of. The anomalous dimension matrix 4 as defined in and in the most literature
including and in particular in the BMU basis in governs the RG evolution of the
matrix elements of the operators involved while the evolution of the corresponding Wilson
coefficients is governed by the transposed matrix 47. But the authors that introduced the
JMS and SMEFT bases decided to denote by 4 the one which usually would be called 47

This is unfortunate and in what follows we will within QCD use the standard notation so
that the RG evolution of operator matrix elements will be governed by 4 and the evolution
of Wilson coefficients by ~7. Therefore when listing ADMs and J in the JMS and SMEFT
bases we will use the standard notation used also in the BMU basis in . The resulting
QCD RG evolution matrices at LO and NLO obviously do not depend on this choice. We will
also see at the end of the next section that the LO Yukawa effects in the RG evolution can
also be incorporated in the presence of NLO QCD corrections in a straightforward manner.

3 One-Loop and Two-Loop ADMs in BMU, JMS and
SMEFT Bases

3.1 BMU

We begin with the BMU basis for which the complete ADMs at NLO in QCD have
been calculated in [14]. The BMU basis consists in full generality of (5 + 3) = 8 physical
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operators belonging to the five distinct sectors (VLL, SLL, LR, VRR, SRR). However, SLL
and SRR operators, violating hypercharge conservation are not allowed within the SMEFT
at dimension-six level and we will not consider them in what follows. Adopting the WCxf
convention , the remaining four operators are (ij = sd, db, sb, cu)ﬂ

Yin, = [divu Prd;][diy Prd;] ver = (47 Prd;[din" Prd;],
) i i ) i . (15)
R = [divePrd;][din® Prd;], R = [diPrd;][diPrd;],

which are built exclusively out of colour-singlet currents [d .. d?][df ...d"], where a,
denote colour indices. This feature is very useful for calculations in DQCD ,, because
their matrix elements in the large-/N. limit can be obtained directly without using Fierz
identities.

The one-loop and two-loop anomalous dimensions are given as follows

6 — Nic 0 0 0 ”3/\(IIL)L 0 0 0
_6 Hn
o 0 6-% 0 0 SO 0 Ywrr 0 0 (16)
0 & 12 0 0 Gidn Gl
_ S 5 3
0 0 0 6N+ 0 0 (7&3)21 (7&3)22
Here 19 22 39 57 2 2
(1) _ A1) _ —
VVLL—VVRR‘_ENC_EJFFC_QNC?+§N _3_N0Nf7 1)
and
(1) 137 15 22
) B 18
Grr)n = ==+ 2N2 3N, T "
Ly 200, 6 4 19
(’yLR)lg 3 c Nc 3 ) ( )
(1) 71 9
(YR )21 = ZNC + FC - 2Ny, (20)
Sy 203, 479 15 10 22
('VLR)22 = —TNC + ? + 2N02 + ?NCN Nf‘ (21)

T

Here N, is the number of colours with N, = 3 in QCD. Ny is the number of quark flavours,
Ny =3,4,5 in the WET and Ny = 6 in the SMEFT. The numerical solutions for evolution
matrices for ij = sd, db, sb are given in [22].

3.2 JMS

The JMS basis has been introduced to facilitate the classification of the complete WET
operator basis |2| for the purpose of matching from SMEFT onto WET. The relevant AF = 2
operators are

2We use the ordering of flavours as in but different papers use different conventions, which has to be
taken into account.
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[ VLL]..., -4 [ VRR]H.. -4 [ Vl,LR].... — O

dd v VLL» dd 1J1) VRR? dd J1) — LR,1>
VSLRY = (i P T, [ di# PRTA ] = - —— QY ? 2

[(Qag™™ " Ligis = [din PL T d;][din" PRT " d;] =5 @ir1 ~ @i

where T4 are SU(3). colour generators of the fundamental representation.

As demonstrated in |\ using the method described in , the matching matrix R
vanishes in this case and consequently only Ry enters the basis transformation. Using the
relations above one finds

10 0 0

. 01 0 0

Ry =Ry' = 0o 1 ol (23)
00 -5 -1

Using we find one-loop and two-loop ADMs in the JMS basis

6-5 0 0 0 Gl 0 0 0
(1)
0 0 6-x 0 0 N 0 (Yug)22 O 0
JMS — sy TJMS T . . )
0 0 0 -12 0 0 (7&25)33 (7§1{Zs)34
_6 _ 12 N A
0 L A 0 0 (5ls)as (Whns)as
(24)
where we have still used the BMU notation for 4 so that in contrast to [9)
d - A
N@CJMS = Yims Cams (25)
as emphasized above. Here,
. . (N.-1)(171 - 19N2? - N.(63 - 4Ny))
M) = (s )2 = e L (26)
. 21 1
Ais)ss = 5 (F1+55), (27)
(1 6 200N, 44Ny
T (28)
(1) (N2-1)(9-208N?2 +22N.Ny)
JMs )43 = e ; (29)
(1) Yas = 27+ 67IN2 — 203N} — 88N Ny +20N3 Ny (30)
Tims )44 e ’

and Cp = (N2-1)/(2N,). We have checked that the obtained %33 agrees after transposition
with the results in [9].



3 One-Loop and Two-Loop ADMs in BMU, JMS and SMEFT Bases 7

3.3 SMEFT

3.3.1 Operators

In the SMEFT there are five operators which can contribute to AF = 2 processes at the
dimension-six level

0% = (@1.a-) (@7 a1) O = (g a) (@ '),
Odd = (d_pfyudr)(czsfyudt)v O;cll) = ((jp’VuQT)(Cis'yudt)7
OB = (G T a) (" T dy). (31)

The relevant SMEFT Wilson coefficients are

B={c+CY, Cun ), CR} (32)

in the down (a =d) and up (a = u) sector, respectively [4]. At tree-level for B4 B, 4 and
K° - K mixing one finds the following matching conditions at i, in the down-basis

[Coi™ Yisis = €], - [Cia' ., [Caa™Visis = ~[Caal;

(33)
V1,LR 1 V8,RR 8
[Cot " Nasis = (€], [Co ™ igis = ~[C3 ],
and for D° — D° mixing in the up-basis
[CY:F Yijig = ~ (€ Ligis — [CD g5 [CV: Y55 = ~[Cundisis » ”
[CY IR = =[5 Tigis » [CYERR 5 = =[C5 T »

where we have neglected contributions from modified Z-coupling operators. Note that we
use the Hamiltonian for WET to define Wilson coefficients contrary to [2[3], who use the
Lagrangian, in consequence minus signs are present in the matching conditions.

3.3.2 QCD anomalous dimensions

The ADMs in this case are the same as for the JMS basis

~(0) _ ~(0) ~(0) _ )
TYsMeEFT = TaMs:  YSMEFT = TIMS - (35)
Here &}38 and ﬁgll\/}s are given by (124)-(30)).

Inspecting the RG evolution for [(ig;)]ijij and [éég)]ijij one finds that the sum for dd or uu
indices from these two Wilson coefficients evolves without being affected by other operators
and only this sum matches on the VLL operator in the JMS basis. While this can be verified
explicitly by using the RG equations (35) and (36) in [16], the inclusion of flavour diagonal

gluon exchanges at the two-loop level cannot change this property.
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3.3.3 Top Yukawa anomalous dimension

In this subsection we report the LO ADM resulting from top Yukawa interactions. It reads
for a given sector with flavour indices ij = sd, db, sb, cu in the down-basis :

Tij 0 0 0
2100 0 O
A Y
) = = 1 , (36)
167 00 57”1']‘ 0
00 O %rij

with the combination r;; = [V,;|? + [V;;[>. In the up-basis the ADM is zero and the corre-
sponding mixing effects only come into play when considering back-rotation [24] at the EW
scale.

Indeed this anomalous dimension matrix can be extracted from formulae (30)-(33) in [16].

It is the coeflicient of ]
Hew
= |
(47)2 “( A ) (87)

in the solution of RG equations retaining only the first leading logarithm and neglecting the
p-dependence of y;. Defining

[C‘g;+3)]ijij = [C‘g;)]ijij * [C‘gg)]ijij ' (38)

these equations read in the down-basis

[Cé;+3):|lj2j (/’Lew) = [Cé;+3)]ljlj + yl% )\ik [C§;+3)]kj7,j + )\fj [Cé;+3)]zk1]]L’ (39)
[ \ik P

60, 0 = [, - 0L o e, e o
[ \ik )\kj

[C‘gz)]zﬂj(’uew) - [Cﬂgz)]zﬂ] + yt2 7’5[0‘52)]]{]2] + %[C;S)]UWJ]L’ <41>

where a summation over k is implied and where we only considered the AF' = 2 operators in
. We have suppressed the argument of the NP scale A in the Wilson coefficients and SM
parameters on the r.h.s to simplify the notation. The p dependence of y; will be included in
the next subsection.

3.4 Explicit Expression for the Evolution Matrix
3.4.1 Pure QCD

We can now find the NLO QCD evolution matrix in any of the bases considered by us using
the general known expressions that we recall here in the case of SMEFT for completeness.
Simplifying the notation by dropping the subscript SMEFT we have:

U(uew,A)z[ujo‘si‘;eW)] U (p eW,A)[l J%(ﬁ)] (42)
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Here U©(fiey, A) denotes the usual LO RG evolution matrix that is explicitly given as
follows

5
. . SR E TS
00 )= | [ L] | o, 3)
s (few)
where V' diagonalizes 40T
~(0 S IS ~
A = VRO, (44)

and (9 is the vector containing the diagonal elements of the diagonal matrix ‘y](jo).

The NLO matrix J is given by

J=vav (45)
with 3 a
H),: = 6,:(7 @), 2L _ J 46
=005 = 25+ O~ (), o
where

G = V30T (47)

with the two-loop matrix 4 found using and 3, = %—4]\73 - %NCNf - 2CpNy .
Setting N. =3 and Ny =6 we find

1.37 0 0 0 1.37 0 0 0
js(ﬁ/}EFT _ jJ(&)S _ 0 137 0 0 jé?\)w _ 0 137 O 0 | (48)
0 0 147 275 0 0 -1.30 -1.38
0 0 16.606.92 0 0 -16.60 9.69

The corresponding matrices for Ny =4 and Ny =5 can be found in Appendix [Al

3.4.2 Including Top Yukawa Effects

Until now we succeeded to find the NLO QCD RG evolution in the SMEFT but also the
evolution due to the top Yukawa has to be taken into account. But the two-loop ADM for
AF = 2 operators including top Yukawa couplings is not known at present. Therefore we
can only combine the known LO evolution due to Yukawa couplings with the NLO QCD
evolution just found. The full evolution is then given by

2] )

o a3 O‘S(Nevv) 2 5
[0 (pews Macpey, = | 1+ T L] [0 ey Macpey [1-7 25

where the label QCD + y; indicates that besides QCD also Yukawa contributions have been
taken into account. Note that .J contains only QCD contributions. As NLO corrections due
to top Yukawa effects are unknown, it is legitimate to proceed in this manner.

There are two routes to find the LO evolution matrix in this formula. If one is interested
only in the numerical result one can simply replace the LO QCD evolution matrix in (42))
by the one present in the usual computer codes like wilson [26] or DsixTools [27,[28] for
LO RG evolution in the SMEFT.
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However, as demonstrated in [29] a very accurate analytic formula for the RG evolution
including scale dependence of y; can be found. To this end we note that

[U(O) (/vbeW7 A)]QCDJrYt = [U(O)(,U/evv; A)]QCD [U(O)(:U'eW7 A)]yt <50>

with the QCD evolution matrix given in (43). To find the second matrix one can simply
follow the case C'in Appendix E of [1] that is a particular case of the general formulae in [29).
We find

A 1 ’?t ﬁ71 ﬁ*l
L R P LG A T | G
e 840 _ 3,
where the diagonal matrix -,
: L :
o= by (o) [as(uo)] %0, A =8, (52)

with the diagonal matrix b = diag(1,0,1/2,1/2) deduced from and an arbitrary scale py,
which we choose to be 160 GeV in our numerical analysis.

4 Numerical Analysis

In order to illustrate the importance of NLO QCD corrections within the SMEFT with
respect to the LO ones and top quark Yukawa effects as well as LO and NLO QCD effects
within the WET we derive in the following numerical expressions for the evolution matrices
in the WET and SMEFT. The results in this section have been obtained using the analytic
expressions derived in the previous section.

4.1 WET

Setting pinaq = 1.3 GeV and ey, = 160 GeV and using the threshold scale 5 = 4.2 GeV between
Ny =5 and Ny =4 we find

076 0 0 0 0.7 0 0 O
[ AJ(I(\)/ES]QCD _ 0 07 0 O | [UJMS]QCD _ 0 076 0 O | (53)
0 0 1.100.31 0 0 1.240.57
0 0 138271 0 0 2.023.59

Here U §1(\)/1)s and Ujys are LO and NLO evolution matrices in the JMS basis, respectively.
We observe that in the LR sector the NLO effects are large and it is mandatory to include
them in any phenomenological analysis.

4.2 SMEFT

Here we study the evolution between iy, = 160 GeV and A = 10 TeV for various cases in the
Ny =6 flavour theory.
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4.2.1 Pure QCD Evolution

089 0 0 0 089 0 0 O
(U lacn = poemn et . [Usmerr]lacp = Pl . (54)
0 0 1.020.10 0 0 1.020.12
0 0 0.431.52 0 0 046157

As expected, due to a much slower running of «, and its smaller value than in WET,
QCD effects are significantly smaller and this applies in particular to NLO QCD effects.
4.2.2 Pure Yukawa Evolution

When only the Yukawa running in the SMEFT at one-loop is considered, the resulting
evolution matrix reads

098 0 0 0
O 0 100 0 0 )
0 = 55
SMEFTY 0 0 099 0

0 0 0 099
where we have used y;(u = 160GeV) = 0.94.

4.2.3 QCD+Yukawa Evolution

In this subsection we consider the combination of QCD and Yukawa running effects at LO
and NLO. The corresponding evolution matrices read

087 0 0 0 088 0 0 O
[US(N%EFT]QCDert _ 0 089 0 O | [USMEFT]QCDJ% _ 0 089 0 O  (56)
0 0 1.010.10 0 0 1.010.11
0 0 0431.51 0 0 044154

where for both matrices we have used eq. , setting J to zero in the LO case, and keeping
J in the computation of USMEFT.

We observe that when only AF = 2 operators are considered the impact of top-Yukawa
effects is very small. It is significantly larger when also AF =1 operators are included in the
analysis. A detailed discussion of these effects has been presented in [16].

5 Conclusions

The main results of our paper are as follows.

e General formulae for the relation of QCD RG evolution matrices at LO and NLO
between two different operator bases, given in eq. (4)).
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e General formulae for the relation of QCD one-loop and two-loop anomalous dimension
matrices between two different operator bases, reported in eq. (13).

e The two-loop QCD ADMs for AF' = 2 operators in the JMS WET basis and in the
SMEFT Warsaw basis. They are given in egs. — and eq. .

e Master formulae for QCD RG evolution matrices for the Wilson coefficients of AF =2
operators in the SMEFT Warsaw basis at the NLO were derived. They are given in

eq. (42).

e Generalization of these formulae to include top Yukawa effects at the one-loop level.

These findings allow for a general and scheme-independent QCD analysis of non-leptonic
AF = 2 processes in the SMEFT and WET at NLO. In a given UV completion in which
the Wilson coefficients have been calculated at a NP scale A, our master formulae allow to
calculate them at the pe,, scale. The inclusion of NLO QCD corrections in the RG evolution
in the WET from the hadronic scale pp.q to the electroweak scale e, allows a correct
matching of Wilson coefficients to the matrix elements calculated by lattice QCD (LQCD)
or other non-perturbative methods sensitive to renormalization scheme dependences. The
use of the JMS basis on the other hand allows to generalize this formula to the SMEFT,
because in this basis the tree-level matching of SMEFT onto WET and the one-loop
matching , are known.
The main messages from the numerical analysis in Section |4 are as follows:

e The NLO QCD corrections to the AF = 2 RG evolution matrices within WET are
substantial.

e The NLO QCD corrections to the AF =2 RG evolution matrices within SMEFT are
small, in the ballpark of a few percent.

e Even smaller are top-Yukawa effects if only AF = 2 operators are included in the
analysis.

The small NLO QCD corrections to the AF = 2 matrices within the SMEFT could
be considered at first sight disappointing. But it should be realized that they have been
calculated in the NDR scheme but could be larger in a different RS. This also does not
preclude significant one-loop matching contributions, which in principle could be larger than
the QCD effects found here. However, to combine these one-loop matching conditions with
the NLO effects calculated here they have to be calculated in the NDR scheme. Only then
RS independent results can be obtained.
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~(Ny)
s and Jpyio

For convenience we report in this appendix the J matrices for N ¢ =5,4 flavours in the JMS
and BMU basis, obtained from eq. (45)).

1.63 0 0 0 1.79 0 0 0

) 0 163 0 0 A 0 179 0 0
JJ(;)/%S = JJ(I%/ES = (57)
0 0 1.67 2.44 0 0 243 2.10
0 0 17.045.12 0 0 21.153.18
163 0 0 0 179 0 0 0
jo 0 163 0 0 | jor 0 1.79 0 0 59
0 0 -1.17 -1.39 0 0 -1.10 -1.39
0 0 -17.04 7.96 0 0 -21.15 6.71
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