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Abstract

In this Letter we consider renormalization of a class of scalar operators with
fixed hypercharge Q within the Standard Model. We carry out explicit com-
putation of the corresponding anomalous dimensions up to the three-loop
order. In spite of the fact that our result is gauge-dependent, in the Landau
gauge and in the limit of vanishing weak isospin coupling the expression can
be matched to recent gauge-independent computation based on the large-
charge method. Our result serves an important and non-trivial cross-check
of new developments in large-charge expansion and applications of the latter
to realistic gauge theories. We not only confirm the leading and sublead-
ing terms in perturbative Q expansion up to three loops, but also provide
the expressions for sub-subleading coefficients that at the moment are not
captured by the large-charge approach.
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1. Introduction

More than ten years have passed since three-loop renormalization-group
(RG) equations [1, 2, 3] for the full Standard Model (SM) became available
in literature. These results raised immediate interest in scientific community
due to Higgs boson discovery [4, 5] in 2012 and numerous discussions on
vacuum (in)stability of the SM (see, e.g., Refs. [6, 7, 8, 9, 10]).

While during last decade many new results appeared that supplement
and go beyond the three-loop approximation (see, e.g., Refs. [11, 12, 13]), in
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this paper we continue the study of the SM at this order. We carry out three-
loop perturbative calculation of the anomalous dimensions for a class of local
operators built from the Higgs field and having fixed weak hypercharge, which
we denote here by Q. Such kind of computations play an important role
in matching non-perturbative semiclassical results derived by large-charge
expansion [14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23] with perturbative calculations
in theories with global symmetries (see, e.g., Refs. [24, 25, 26, 27]).

Our results in the SM are gauge-dependent by construction and, obvi-
ously, do not have direct physical meaning. Nevertheless, recent application
of the large-charge expansion to simple scalar electrodynamics in pioneering
paper [28] demonstrated that perturbative results in the Landau gauge can
be matched via state-operator correspondence to non-perturbative gauge-
independent expressions.

Despite the fact that phenomenological outcome of the large-charge ideas
to realistic gauge theories of particle physics is far from obvious, the result of
matching between non-perturbative (semi-classical) and perturbative calcu-
lations had important consequences to condensed-matter physics,i.e., singling
out correct gauge-independent order parameter [28]. This motivated us to
go beyond scalar electrodynamics and consider the SM in its full glory.

A natural question arises which symmetry of the SM can be used to define
“fixed-charge” configurations and what operators correspond to the lowest-
lying states in this sector. In our current study we does not address the first
issue and refer to recent paper [29] for details and discussions. We naively
consider unbroken SM and compute anomalous dimension of composite op-
erators built from powers of (electrically) charged would-be goldstone boson
field. The latter being a component of the Higgs doublet also posses weak
hypercharge. Thus, we use powers of the charged would-be goldstone field as
a proxy of operators with fixed weak hypercharge. More elaborate reason-
ing on this choice can be found in Ref [29]. It is also important to mention
that in our computation we consider all gauge symmetries of the SM, i.e.,
SU(3)c × SU(2)W × U(1)Y , and full flavour structure. However, matching
of our expression with large-charge results for non-vanishing SU(2) coupling
is highly non-trivial, if possible at all, since non-Abelian nature of the latter
requires to work with the phase where also gauge bosons condense [29], which
breaks naive correspondence that we silently assume here.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we briefly review the SM
Lagrangian with general Yukawa couplings. The definition of operators of
our interest is given in Sec. 3 and some details of calculations are provided
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in Sec. 3. We present our results and conclusions in Sec. 5.

2. The Standard Model

We follow Ref. [30] and consider the Standard Model in the unbroken
phase. The corresponding Lagrangian is given by

L = Lgauge + Lhiggs+yukawa + Lgf + Lfp (1)

with

Lgauge = −
1

4
Ga

µνG
a
µν −

1

4
W i

µνW
i
µν −

1

4
BµνBµν + (DµΦ)

†(DµΦ)

+ i
∑

j

[

Q̄jD̂Qj + L̄jD̂Lj + ūR
j D̂uR

j + d̄Rj D̂dRj + l̄Rj D̂lRj

]

(2)

describing gauge interactions of gluons Ga
µ, W-bosons W i

µ and a B-boson
Bµ with couplings gs, g2 and g1, respectively. The left-handed quark Q and
lepton L fields are SU(2)L doublets. Right-handed up-type uR and down-
type dR quarks together with right-handed charged leptons lR are SU(2)L
singlets and do not couple to W-bosons through covariant derivatives D̂. The
Higgs doublet has weak hypercharge YW = 1 and can be decomposed as

Φ =

(
φ+(x)

1√
2
(h+ iχ)

)

, Φc = iσ2Φ† =

( 1√
2
(h− iχ)

−φ−

)

(3)

with Φc being charge-conjugated doublet with YW = −1. The self-interactions
of Φ and Yukawa interactions of the latter with SM fermions are described
by

Lhiggs+yukawa = −λ
(
Φ†Φ

)2
−

∑

i,j=1,2,3

[
Y ij
l (LL

i Φ)l
R
j + h.c.

]

−
∑

i,j=1,2,3

[
Y ij
u (QL

i Φ
c)uR

j + Y ij
d (QL

i Φ)d
R
j + h.c.

]
, (4)

where we emphasize the flavour structure of the SM described by matrix
Yukawa couplings1 Yu, Yd, and Yl. We omit the Higgs-boson mass parameter,

1In this computation we neglect possible contribution from right-handed neutrinos that
can couple to the Higgs boson via the corresponding Yukawa coupling Yν .
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since it does not affect our computation. As for the gauge-fixing Lgf and ghost
terms Lfp, we use here simple linear Rξ gauge:

Lgf = −
1

2ξα
GαGα, Lfp = −c̄α

δGα

δθβ
cβ (5)

where α, β = (G,W,B), and δGα/δθ
β is the variation of the gauge-fixing

function Gα = ∂µA
α
µ [Aα

µ = (Ga
µ,W

i
µ, Bµ)] under infinitesimal gauge trans-

formations with parameters θβ corresponding to SU(3)c × SU(2)L × U(1)Y
local symmetries.

3. Fixed-charge operators

Let us now consider a family of local operators that have fixed hyper-
charge. We now denote it as Q to be in contact with literature on large-
charge expansion. We naively transfer our experience in theories with global
[27] and local symmetries [28] and study the renormalization of OQ built
from would-be goldstone boson fields φ+

OQ = (φ+)Q ≡ Φ1 . . .Φ1
︸ ︷︷ ︸

Q

, (6)

where we indicate that the considered operators at fixed Q belong to (Q+1)-
plet that transforms under SU(2)L. Due to this symmetry, all components
of the multiplets renormalize in the same way and have the same anoma-
lous dimensions. In what follows we silently assume dimensional regulariza-
tion and define all the renormalization constants in the (modified) minimal-
subtraction scheme MS.

One can use simple combinatorial argument and demonstrate that the
anomalous dimension γQ of operators (6) for general Q can be written in
perturbation theory as

γQ =

∞∑

l=1

γ
(l−loop)
Q , γ

(l−loop)
Q ≡

l∑

k=0

ClkQ
l+1−k, (7)

where the coefficients Clk depend on the SM couplings and gauge-fixing pa-
rameters. One sees that l-loop contribution is a polynomial of degree l+1 in
Q. As a consequence, at three loops we can recover full dependence of γ

(3)
Q

on Q by carrying out explicit computations for fixed Q = 1, 2, 3, 4.
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The case Q = 1 corresponds to the Higgs field itself. The renormalization
of the latter is known from literature and it is not a problem to derive the
anomalous dimension from the relation between bare Φ0 and renormalized Φ
fields:

Φ0 = Z
1/2
Φ Φ, γΦ ≡

dZΦ

d lnµ
· Z−1

Φ = γQ=1. (8)

Here µ denotes the renormalization scale. The cases Q = 2, 3, 4 were consid-
ered separately. We computed three-loop Green functions with OQ insertions
and utilized the relation

[OQ]R = ZQ[OQ], γQ ≡ −
dZQ

d lnµ
· Z−1

Q (9)

to derive the corresponding anomalous dimensions γQ=2,3,4.

4. Details of Calculation

Let us briefly review the main steps of our calculation that heavily relies
on the computer setup which we used to compute three-loop RG functions in
the SM with matrix Yukawa couplings [2, 3]. We minimally modified the SM
model file for the DIANA [31] package2 to generate relevant Feynman graphs
with (φ+)n operator insertions into Green functions having n external φ+

legs. We considered only n = 2, 3, 4 cases and extracted the corresponding
renormalization constants ZQ=2,3,4 from the ultraviolet (UV) divergences of
one-particle-irreducible bare Green functions Γbare

(φ+)n . We required that the

renormalized counterpart ΓR
(φ+)n

ΓR
(φ+)n(q, p1, ..., pn) = ZQ=nZ

n

2

Φ · Γbare
(φ+)n(q, p1, ..., pn), q =

n∑

i=1

pi, (10)

should be finite. To compute the UV part of the Green functions, we set
all external momenta to zero pi = 0 and introduced an auxiliary mass into
each internal propagator. This infra-red rearrangement trick pioneered in
Ref. [33] and elaborated in Ref. [34, 35] avoids spurious infrared divergences
but requires additional counterterms for the SM boson masses. The approach

2based on QGRAF [32]
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gives rise to single-scale vacuum integrals that can be easily evaluated by
means of the MATAD code [36] written in FORM [37]. Let us finally mention that
we routinely used COLOR [38] to compute SU(3)c group factors and applied
(semi-)naive treatment [39] of the γ5 matrix in dimensional regularization.

5. Results and Conclusions

Having at hand γQ for fixed Q = 1, 2, 3, 4, one can derive the expression
for all the coefficients Clk up to l = 3. In what follows we present our result in
the Landau gauge ξα = 0 and use the following notation for gauge couplings
and Higgs self-interaction

as =
g2s

16π2
, a1 =

g21
16π2

, a2 =
g22

16π2
, aλ =

λ

16π2
. (11)

For the traces of Yukawa matrices that appear in the result we introduce the
abbreviations

Yf =
TrYfY

†
f

16π2
, Yff ′ =

Tr YfY
†
f Yf ′Y †

f ′

(16π2)2
,

Yff ′f ′′ =
TrYfY

†
f Yf ′Y †

f ′Yf ′′Y †
f ′′

(16π2)3
, f, f ′, f ′′ ∈ {u, d, l}. (12)

The leading coefficients in Q expansion up to three loops are given by3

C10 = 2aλ, C20 = −8a2λ, C30 = 64a3λ (13)

3Note that we should rescale λ → λ/6 to make direct comparison with Ref. [29].
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and coincide with those of φ4 theory. The expressions for subleading coeffi-
cients take the form

C11 =−
3a1
4

− 2aλ + 3Yd + 3Yu + Yl−
9a2
4

, (14)

C21 =
a21
16

− a1

(

2aλ −
a2
8

)

+
3a22
16

+ 4a2λ − 4aλ(3Yu + 3Yd + Yl) + 2(3Yuu + 3Ydd + Yll), (15)

C31 =−
1

16

(
a31 + 3a21a2 + 3a1a

2
2 + 3a32

)
(1− 9ζ3)− aλ [a1(a1 + 2a2)(1 + 3ζ3)]

+ 12a2λa1(3− 2ζ3)− 32a3λ(8− 9ζ3) + 16a2λ(3Yu + 3Yd + Yl)

− 8aλ(3Yuu + 3Ydd + Yll)(1− 3ζ3)− 8ζ3 (3Yuuu + 3Yddd + Ylll)

+ 4a2λa2(13− 12ζ3)− aλa
2
2(5 + 12ζ3), (16)

where we highlight terms proportional to the SU(2)L coupling g2. Again
contributions involving only aλ reproduce the expressions in O(4)-symmetric
φ4 model.

All the above-mentioned coefficients can be compared to all-order results
[29] in the limit g2 = 0. We go beyond this approximation and provide also
subsubleading terms. At two loops we have

C22 =
425a21
96

−
277a22
32

+ a1

[

2aλ +
5

24
(5Yd + 15Yl + 17Yu) +

7a2
16

]

+
15

8
a2(3Yd + Yl + 3Yu) + 10a2λ + 4aλ(3Yd + Yl + 3Yu)

+ 20as(Yd + Yu)−
1

4
(51Ydd + 51Yuu + 17Yll − 6Yud). (17)

At three loops we extract two coefficients that are not predicted by semi-
classical approach. To save space4 we present them in the limit g2 = 0:

C32 =
9

16
a31(14− 3ζ3) +

3

32
aλa

2
1(16ζ3 − 267)− 4a1a

2
λ(32− 33ζ3)

−
a21
6
[Yd(13 + 3ζ3)− Yl(69− 81ζ3)− Yu(53− 75ζ3)]

+
a1aλ
8

[Yd(179 + 224ζ3)− Yl(167− 288ζ3)−Yu(25− 416ζ3)]

4Full results in the linear Rξ gauge are available as supplementary Mathematica files.
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+
a1
6
[Ydd(51ζ3 − 146) + Yll(18− 63ζ3)− Yuu(86 + 21ζ3)]

+ 2a3λ(353− 432ζ3)− 8a2λ(3Yu + 3Yd + Yl)

− 12aλas(17− 16ζ3)(Yd + Yu) + 16as(5− 6ζ3)(Ydd + Yuu)

− 6aλ
[
9Y2

d + 9Y2
u + Y2

l + 6(Yu + Yd)Yl + 18YdYu

]

+
aλ
4

[(3Yuu + 3Ydd + Yll)(235− 240ζ3) + Yud(510− 576ζ3)]

+ 4 [9(Yd + Yu)(Ydd + Yuu) + 3(Yd + Yu)Yll + 3(Ydd + Yuu)Yl + YlYll]

+ 6(Yudd + Yuud)− 2(3Yddd + 3Yuuu + Ylll)(11− 12ζ3), (18)

C33 =
a31
432

(23678− 13275ζ3) +
a21aλ
32

(911− 96ζ3) + a1a
2
λ(107− 108ζ3)

−
a21

3456
[174799Yu + 20311Yd + 200637Yl − 288ζ3(151Yu − 23Yd + 279Yl)]

+
a1aλ
8

[25Yu − 179Yd + 167Yl − 32ζ3(7Yd + 9Yl + 13Yu)]

+
11

4
a21as(15− 16ζ3) +

a1as
36

[Yd(720ζ3 − 991) + Yu(2448ζ3 − 2419)]

+

(

6aλ −
3a1
4

)

(3Yu + 3Yd + Yl)
2 −

61a2λ
2

(3Yu + 3Yd + Yl)

+
a1
48

[55Yuu + 259Ydd − 243Yll − 186Yud + 24ζ3(Yuu + Ydd + 3Yll + 16Yud)]

+
aλ
4
(144ζ3(3Yuu + 3Ydd + Yll + 4Yud)− 143(3Yuu + 3Ydd + Yll)− 510Yud)

+
2a2s
3

(311− 36ζ3)(Yd + Yu)− 12aλas(16ζ3 − 17)(Yd + Yu)

−
as
2
[145Yuu + 145Ydd − 114Yud − 48ζ3(Yuu + Ydd − 2Yud)]

+
1

2
(12Yuu + 12Ydd + 4Yll − 3Yud)(3Yu + 3Yd + Yl)− 2a3λ(275− 288ζ3)

+
1

16
[(327− 208ζ3)(3Yuuu + 3Yddd + Ylll)− 57(Yudd + Yuud)] . (19)

Let us make a few comments on the obtained result. First of all, we
stress that it is not gauge-independent. Secondly, one can notice that there
is no dependence on the strong coupling as in first two leading coefficient Cl0

and Cl1, meaning that strong interactions play a role of “spectator” when
subsubleading terms are ignored. Finally, Cl0 and Cl1, when evaluated in the
Landau gauge and in the limit of vanishing g2, can be compared to large-
charge all-order predictions of recent study [29]. Perfect agreement that was
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found serves as a welcome cross-check of both computations.
It is also worth mentioning that the anomalous dimensions obtained in

Ref. [29] are gauge-independent by construction. As a consequence, they
should correspond to some lowest-lying gauge-independent operators with
fixed hypercharge and can not be directly connected to our current result
based on Eq. (6). Nevertheless, when non-Abelian interactions are ignored,
one can follow the reasoning of [28] and introduce a generalization of our
operators OQ that accounts for dressing of the charge with coherent state of
Abelian gauge bosons describing Coulomb-like field. In the Landau gauge
these gauge-independent operators can be reduced to OQ given in Eq. (6),
thus, explaining the coincidence.

For non-Abelian symmetries the trick seems not to be applicable in the
naive form, and the case g2 6= 0 requires further investigation [29]. However,
we believe that our present result can shed light on this issue. We also
note that the Higgs boson observed at the LHC, although being electrically
neutral, also posses weak hypercharge. As a consequence, the properties of
operators with large hypercharge can be important, e.g., in connection with
multiple higgs production (see, e.g., recent discussion [40] and references
therein).
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