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ABSTRACT: For the first time, we present the model-independent two-loop effective ac-
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method. We compute the effective operators that emerge at two-loop for two example
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we compute all the fermionic effective operators up to dimension six.
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1 Introduction

In particle physics, the precision era began with the discovery of the Higgs boson, and
experimental measurements have since achieved previously unheard-of levels of accuracy.
Despite the Standard Model (SM) being highly successful in describing fundamental inter-
actions, it remains incomplete, leaving unresolved questions such as the matter-antimatter
asymmetry of the universe, the origin of neutrino masses, the hierarchy problem, the strong
CP problem, and the nature of dark matter. Beyond Standard Model (BSM) theories of-
fer potential solutions, but the vast landscape of possible models complicates systematic
exploration. Effective Field Theory (EFT)[1-4], particularly the Standard Model Effective
Field Theory (SMEFT)[5, 6], has emerged as a powerful framework to address some of
these challenges. By integrating out heavy degrees of freedom and capturing their effects
through higher-dimensional operators, EFT enables a model-independent description of
new physics while maintaining a direct connection to low-energy observables.

We use SMEFT as a bridge to connect new physics models with experimental data. The
framework provides a systematic approach to encode the effects of high-energy phenomena
in terms of higher-dimensional operators, which allow for precise low-energy predictions.
This approach enhances the understanding of potential BSM signals and offers a way to in-
clude quantum corrections, improving the accuracy of predictions for precision observables.
This can be done in terms of two perturbative parameters. The first is the energy scale
parameter (A), which defines the validity of the EFT below a certain energy threshold. The
second is the fine structure constant («), which characterizes the loop order, or the level of
quantum corrections. As experimental measurements continue to push the boundaries of
precision, the need for accurate theoretical predictions becomes more urgent. Considerable
efforts have been dedicated to constructing higher-dimensional effective action operators
to account for deviations in low-energy observables and to increase precision regarding the
former parameter. Several automated tools have been developed to help in determining
the Wilson coefficients of these operators [7—41]. The inclusion of operators beyond di-
mension six is essential for capturing subtle UV (ultra-violet) signatures, especially when
lower-dimensional operators are absent at tree level. This extended EFT framework helps
refine the parameter space of BSM models and ensures that new physics can be effectively
explored through precise low-energy observables [42-67].

In earlier works [65-67], the one-loop effective action was computed up to dimension-
eight operators for scalar and fermionic theories, including the contributions from heavy-
light mixed loops using the HK method [68-81]. Building upon this approach, a generalized
formalism was proposed in Ref. [82] in the context of renormalization of the theory to derive
the beta functions for effective operators in scalar and fermionic theories for arbitrary loop
orders. In contrast, the analyses in Refs. [83, 84] were limited to divergent parts of the two-
loop effective action, with little attention given to its finite components. In this paper, we
extend the scope by calculating the two-loop effective action for a generic scalar quantum
field theory, considering operators up to dimension six. Our methodology employs the HK
spectral approach and builds directly on the framework established in previous studies.
To demonstrate the applicability of this approach, we explore two specific examples: the



extension of the SM by an extra Higgs doublet (2HDM) with hypercharge —1/2, and
the inclusion of an electroweak complex triplet scalar with hypercharge 1. These two
models have distinct phenomenological implications. The 2HDM model [27, 85-92] provides
sufficient CP-violation (type III), which is an essential ingredient for explaining the baryon
asymmetry of the Universe (BAU) via a strong first-order electroweak phase transition
(SFOEWPT) and can also generate primordial gravitational wave (GW) signals, all while
remaining consistent with electroweak precision data. The complex triplet model, famously
known as the type-II Seesaw model [93-97], explains the generation of neutrino (Majorana)
mass, lepton flavor violation processes, and the BAU. Our goal is to provide a framework
for calculations in other similar scenarios where scalar(s) are required to be integrated out
by providing example cases for these two models in which the heavy particles belong to
different representations.

The paper is organized as follows. We briefly overview the HK method for model-
independent two-loop effective action calculation in Sec.2. We calculate the component
Green’s functions (CGFs) and associated algebraic singularities from the interacting Green’s
function. Then we demonstrate how to compute different vacuum diagrams to capture
the two-loop quantum corrections, using the n-point vertex factors obtained from the La-
grangian. We systematically compute the finite part of the vacuum diagrams to get the
effective action for a generic Lagrangian involving scalars in Sec.3. We also show that
the IR (infra-red) poles (If the massless limit is taken) get cancelled after adding all the
possible vacuum diagrams with the counter-term diagram, which acts as a sanity check of
our calculation. Next, in Sec.4, we compute the two-loop corrections for the models, as
mentioned earlier. Note that in this work, we restrict ourselves only up to dimension six
standard model effective operators. Finally, we briefly conclude our work in Sec. 5.

2 The interacting scalar Green’s function: Heat-Kernel approach

Here, we are considering a theory described by a Lagrangian of a real scalar ¢ in the
presence of some background gauge field A, in space-time dimension d as follows.
L o Lo o 0*L 2 2

£:§¢D ¢+§M¢ +V(¢), and A:W:D + M=+ U(9), (2.1)
where M is the mass of the scalar field ¢ and D, = 0, —iA,(x) is the covariant derivative.
Here, A is a self-adjoint second-order elliptic operator having positive eigenvalues. The
operator U(¢) contains all the information of the potential V' (¢). The Heat Kernel (HK) is
defined as the fundamental solution of the heat equation corresponding to the second-order
elliptic operator, which is [74, 76, 77|

K(t,z,y,A) = (yle 2 [x) =Y e 2 g (x) 1, (v), (2:2)

where t! is a parameter, and ¢t > 0 for all possible spacetime points. The functions, ¢~>n
represent the eigenstates of the elliptic operator A. As demonstrated in [67, 98, 99], it is

'Here, t is not to be confused with time.



easier to define the HK in the Fourier space. By performing momentum integral, the HK
can be represented as a polynomial of ¢ given below [82]

1 @=)® a2 = (—1)" >
lC(t,x,y,A):We e MY —bn. (2.3)

The b, is the Generalized Heat-Kernel Coefficients (g-HKC). In this context, the Green’s
function is constructed using the full Heat Kernel, which captures all interactions in the
Lagrangian. Compared to the conventional Feynman diagram approach, this method sim-
plifies calculations by concentrating on vacuum diagrams, which reduces the number of
diagrams that need to be evaluated. The scalar interacting propagator can be presented
in terms of the HK and further, be expressed by the HKCs as [82]

G(z,y) —/0 dt K(t,xz,y, A Zgn z,y)bn (2, y). (2.4)

Using Egs. (2.3) and (2.4), with b, being g-HKC the component Green’s functions (CGFs)
are given by

d
© 1 2 —t)" nnes—n M\ 2
gnl,y) = / at—L e e CDT_ EU2 () Ko y(M2), (25)
0 (4mt)z2 n: (4m)2n! z 2

where 22 = —|x —y|? and K,,(2) are modified Bessel functions of the second kind. This ap-

proach sunphﬁes the process by focusing on the singular behavior of the CGFs themselves.
Note that the g-HKCs remain finite in the coincidence limit, i.e., z — y. Only by analyt-
ical continuation in d from d < 2 to a higher dimension, we encounter the singularities of
the CGFs. Considering the poles and the finite parts coming from the distinct two-loop
diagrams and adding them, we get the total contribution in terms of the g-HKCs.

2.1 Sunset diagram

The sunset diagram (see Fig.1), contains the three-point vertex factor V(3)(z) defined in
Eq. (3.2) and propagators. The contribution to Lagrangian?, coming from this diagram
looks like [82]

1
£y © 35T [ dadyVig (@G (a,1)*Vig )] (26)

After expanding the two-point Green’s function G(z,y) using the CGFs given in Egs. (A.1),
the Lagrangian looks like [82]

1 . ) )
Liy = —ETT[ / d*wdyVs) () (go(x,y)Bbo(x,y)3 +3g0(2,y)?g1(z, y)bo(z, y) b1 ()

+ 3ago(z, 1) %oz, 9)*F(2,9) ) Vis) )], (2.7)
where aF'(z,y) = Zgil;i(x,y). We take the value of F' at coincidence limit and € — 0.
=2

Note that at this limit, F' is a finite quantity. Using the Eq. (A.2) and expanding the other

2The “Ty” is the functional trace, which means trace over all indices including spacetime coordinates,
whereas “tr” means only the trace over matrix indices.
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Figure 1. Left: Sunset Diagram, Middle: Infinity Diagram, Right: Counter-term Diagram

CGFs up to order €2, we get

—_

a a 1 a a
Loy = 5 Clylez + = Clyler +Clyleo, (2.8)

where the expressions of C&) -2, C&) | -1, the coefficients of 1/€2,1/¢, respectively, and the
a

finite terms Cf;,) |co are given in Egs. (B.1)-(B.3). Note that an additional finite contribution,
coming from the expansion of g3(x,y) is given in the App. A.1.
2.2 Infinity diagram

The infinity diagram (see Fig. 1) has the four-point vertex factor V(4)(z), defined in Eq. (3.2)
and propagators that are evaluated in coincidence limit, which is

G(z,x) = go(z, z)bo(x,x) + g1(x, 2)b1 (2, ) + F. (2.9)

The contribution to Lagrangian from this diagram is given by [82]

E?2) C ;Tr{/ddggvm) (x) (go(:c,x)i)o(x?a:) + g1(z, 2)by (x, ) + ozF) 2}, (2.10)

where aF' is specified in the previous subsection. Since the integral is evaluated at the
coincidence limit, the CGFs can be written as

go = amE2 M2 (g - 1) g1 = —ami2M T (%) . (2.11)
Now, after putting the values of gy and g7 in Eq. (2.10) and expanding the other CGF's up
to order €2, we get

1 1
Lty = Sl Ll chlo e

where the expressions of CE’Q) le—2, CE’Q) |c-1, the coefficients of 1/€2, 1/¢, respectively, and the

finite terms Cé’z)\eo are given in Egs. (B.4)-(B.6).

2.3 Counter-term diagram

The counter-term diagram (see Fig.1) is needed in order to cancel the IR divergences
coming from the above mentioned diagrams. It contains a single propagator and one
vertex factor which can be derived from the Lagrangian at one loop level [65]

Ly = acsM~(47)5 Tr [F G . 2) M4 —T (% - 1) M?b, + %F (%) Eg] . (2.13)



where the combinatorial factor ¢s = %, 1 for real and complex scalar field, respectively. The
vertex factor of the counter-term diagram is defined using the following equation

0’L
(et—1) o (1)
V(2) (x) = 952 (2.14)
So, the contribution of the counter-term diagram to the Lagrangian is [82]
C 1 ct—1
Ly C 5T { / AoV (@) G, 7) | - (2.15)

Since this integration will be evaluated in coincidence limit, the relevant expressions of
gns given in Egs. (A.1), and (A.3), are used here. One thing to note here is that we have
truncated the gamma functions in the counter-term vertex factor at the order of 1/e. In
the counter-term vertex factor, we denote the derivatives of the HKCs with respect to the
fields as

E! . atr(éz) s 82 tr(i)z)
T 8(Z) ) A ad)Q .

(2.16)

Because of the 1/e poles present in the counter-term vertex factor V((;)t*l), expanding the
gns up to order €, we finally get

5?5) - (2)‘6‘2 +- C(Q)‘e—l +C(2)‘€O? (2.17)

where the expressions of C |6_2 CCt | 1, the coefficients of 1/¢2, 1/¢, respectively, and the
finite terms C(Q)\Eo are glven in in Eqs (B.7)-(B.9).

2.4 Total contribution from all three diagrams

After adding the contributions from all three diagrams, from the Egs. (2.8), (2.12), and
(2.17), we get the full two-loop correction to the Lagrangian, which is

1
E(g) == £(2) + £(2) + E(Q) ’672 + - C( )‘e 1+ C ‘EO (218)

where the expressions of C(g)|c-2, C2y|c-1, and C(g)|c0 are given in Egs. (B.10)-(B.12).

If we put aF'(z,y) = Zi:2 gzbl(fn, y) in the above expression, with the g,s are provided
in App. (A.3), the Lagrangian can be written as

1 1
5(2) = 6726(2)‘672 + z CéQ)‘€71 + CEQ)‘e()? (219)

where the expressions of C ) |c-1 and C(Q) |co containing the g-HKCs are given in Egs. (B.13)-
(B.14). Note that, C2)|.-2, the coefficient of 1/¢?, does not contain a.F'.



3 Two-loop effective action in terms of U

In this section, we consider a Lagrangian without assuming any specific form of the poten-
tial. Therefore, U? (see Eq. (2.1)) can be expressed as a polynomial series in fields. In this
case, we get a generalized version of the poles in terms of U and its derivatives. For later
convenience, we define Uy and Uy as the derivatives of U w.r.t the field ¢ as?

_oU . _ QU

U¢ pr— %’ Ud)d) = W.

To compute the vacuum diagrams we require the n-point vertex factors derived from the

(3.1)

Lagrangian, which is

oL
= 5

Vimy (2) (3.2)

Considering U has the lowest operator dimension of one, all possible g-HKCs that could
contribute up to dimension six can be written as follows [65]:

1 1
bo(l‘,l’) =1, bl(l',l‘) =U, bQ(ZL‘,ZL‘) =U? + gUHﬂ + EGHVGMV7

- 1 1 J? U?

bg(l‘,$) = BG,UJ/GVpGp‘u, + iUG;LVG/LV - E + Us — 7”,

- 4 2 U? UG,

by(z,z) = 5U2GZV = ULU, + Ut+ U0, + g“ + ( 5“ ) : (3.3)

bs(x,x) = U° +2U°U% + UUpy,  bg(x,2) = US.

The following notations are used in the expressions for the g-HKCs provided in the equation
above.

Uy = D*U = — [Py [P, U], U,=D,U=—i[P,,U],

. (3.4)
G = [D#,D,,] = _[Puvpz/]> Jy =D, Gy =i [Pu[PuaPl/H .

Here, P, = iD,, where D,, is the Euclidean covariant derivative. In Eq. (3.3), the operator
U, in by is a total derivative term. This is essentially a boundary term that goes to
zero after imposing the boundary condition, so it does not contribute to the counter-term
vertex factor coming from the Lagrangian at the one-loop level. It becomes significant for
computing effective action if we go beyond one-loop corrections, in which the g-HKCs are
located between multiple vertex factors.

3.1 Contribution from individual diagrams

In this subsection, we write the two-loop effective Lagrangian in terms of U, Uy, and Ugg
for the three individual diagrams.

3U contains no operators involving derivatives.

4If ¢ is a n-multiplate of fields, U becomes a n x n hermitian matrix in flavor space. For this case,
U, = 2eW) 7, — 8%tr(U)

¢ = T84

Pd = T 5p2




Sunset diagram:

From the Lagrangian given in Eq. (2.8), for the sunset diagram, the coefficients of 1/¢2,
1/€, and the finite parts are given in terms of U, Uy, and Uy as

Oﬁtr
2

a CYQ 2 2 2 M2 042 2
C(2)|e—1 = —Ztr |:U¢ <2F —3M*-U+2 (M + U) 10g<47‘re’¥>) + ﬂUqﬁD U¢:|, (3.6)

Clyle-e = Str| (M2 +U) UZ], (3.5)

Coylo = ‘;‘;tr [(13 + 4log (4me™) )U¢D2U¢ + %oﬂUi [24F(~y — 2~ log(47))
+ 2[12(7 = 8y + 72 + 30| M2 + 24{ log(4m) ((3 - 27)M? — 2 (M? + U) log (M?)
— 29U +U) +log(M?) (27— 3)M? + (M? + U) log(M) +2(y — 1)U
+ log?(4m) (M* +U) } +2(12(y = 1)y + 7% — 6) UH . (3.7)

Infinity diagram:

From the Lagrangian given in Eq. (2.12), for the infinity diagram, the coefficients of 1/¢2,
1/€, and the finite parts are given in terms of U, Uy, and Uy, as

b 042 2 2

Cloylez = St (M7 +U)" Ugg |, (3.8)
b a2 2 2 2 M2

Chy |t = —2tr[ (M2 4 U) U (F M (M2 1T log< MN)) ] (3.9)
b 042 9 9 M2 2 )

Ciyleo = @tr Upy |64 F — M? + (M? +U) log Y + (M*+U)

X {M2 (67(7 — 2 —2log(4n)) + 7% + 6[2 + 41og?(2) + log?(7) + log(16)

+ {2 +log(16)} 1og(7r)]) + 12log(M?) (M2{7 — 1 —log(4m)} + U{y

- log(47r)}) +24 (M? + U) log?(M) + U (6(y — log(4m))* + %) }H . (3.10)

Counter-term diagram:

From the Lagrangian given in Eq. (2.17), for the counter-term diagram, the coefficients of
1/€2, 1/¢, and the finite parts are given in terms of U, Ug, and Uy as

Cipyle2 = —a® tr[ (M? +U) ( (M? +U) Uy + Uz)} : (3.11)
ct a2 2 2 2 2 M2
Ciplet = - tr ((M +0) U¢¢+U¢> F— M+ (M?+U)log( — | ) |(3.12)
2
Cole = _%8 r [{W{G’Y(’r —2- 2log(47r)) + 6(2 + 41log?(2) + log?()



+ log(16) + (2 + log(16)) 1og(7r))} + 121og(M2) {MQ (= 1 — log(4))
+ Uy - log(47r))} +24 (M? +U) log*(M) + U(6(’y — log(4m))? + 7r2) }

X ((M2+U) U¢¢+U£>]- (3.13)

3.2 Resultant contribution

After adding up all the contributions from all three diagrams (see Fig. 1), we get the total
contribution for the two-loop effective action. The coefficients of 1/€2, 1/¢, and the finite
parts mentioned in Eq. (2.18), are given in terms of U, Uy, and Ugy as

2
C(g)’€72 = —O;tr|:(M2 —I—U) ((M2 +U) U¢¢+U¢Q)>:|, (3.14)

2

Ciyler = %4 tr [U¢D2U¢ +6U2(U + MZ)} , (3.15)

2

Colo = 3‘—6 tr {13 +4log(4me ™) }U¢D2U¢ + U§{12 <2F(7 — 2~ log(4))

+ M2{72 — 27(2 + log(4)) + 3 + 41og?(2) + log(256) + log(m)[4 + 10g(167r)]}
+ U{fy2 — 2y(1 + log(4n)) — 1 — 4log?(2) + log(m)[2 4 log(m)] + log(16)[1

+ 10g(47r)]}> +48(y — 2 — log(4n)) (M? + U) log(M)} - 12U¢¢{F - M?

M2 \\?
2
+ (M +U) log<47r67>}

Here, the operators Uy and Ugg in the Egs. (3.5)-(3.16) are defined in Eq. (3.1).

(3.16)

3.3 The two-loop Lagrangian

Using Egs. (3.14)-(3.16), the Lagrangian can be expressed in a more convenient form,
capturing all relevant terms in an organized manner as

LD a’tr (C4M4 +CaM? + CoM” +ZC_2nM2”>, (3.17)
n=1,2...
with
U,
Cy = —% + CEUWb]] U¢¢, (3.18)
U2+ 200, U2 2
@ to) U
€2 = _(262) b ¢, vz + el Uy, (3.19)
U(U24+UU,) w3
Co = — — o+ 5 UsD s + 5UsDUy 13 + dlog (4me ™) |



2
+ P Vel g, g, 4+ e o2 4

2
+ bl @2, (3.20)

2
U U¢¢]] U2U¢¢ + CgUHHU¢¢H UMMU¢¢

2772 G2 2 2
co=c oz 9 2 vz 4 M g, 02 4 Ve B,
2 2
+ el el g G2 17, 4 GO GGy Gy + 5 V29 20,

U2U. UUuuU,
+ el 2y, 4 el gy, Uy, (3.21)
Note that for a renormalizable UV theory, the operator Uy, is essentially a unit matrix with
a multiplicative factor, therefore, the operator U,,Ugs turns out to be a total derivative
term. All the coefficients of the operators such as Ugg, Ui, U¢D2U¢, etc. in the above
equations are given below.

) 2
C£U¢¢H _ 1 [1 B 10g< M )} 7 CgU¢D2U¢] _ % [13 + 4log(4ﬂ'677)

[I—

Y

8 4re=
[zl 1

+ 410g2(2) + log(256) + log(r) (4 + log(lﬁﬂ'))] ,

[Us]  _ 1 _ M? M?
G 4 [{1 10g(47r6_'y log e ) |’

(3497 = 29(2 + log(4m)) — 2 (2 + log(4re 7)) log (M?)

CgUUﬂ _ _é [1 — 2+ 2y — 2(y — 2) log(M?) — 210g(47r){1 i log(MQ)} - 10g2(477)]7
£ () ()]

CgUWUw]] — _2714 [1 — 10g<47jr\/;f7>] , CgGﬁuUwﬂ — _% [1 - 10g<47]:/;f7>} ) (3.22)
= i), P = Lo tog(ame ),

C[[_(g““Uﬂ — _i {2 + log(47re_7)}, Cgs%"’ﬂ = i 1+ 210g(47jr\ii7>] ’

C[[gGiVUM]] _ %7 C[EWGVPGWUM]] = % [1 — log<4g27>} )

CH,QEU¢¢H _ _ﬁ [1 _ 10g<47]7\/e[27>} , C[[féﬁUwﬂ _ _% [1 - log<4i\;[27>} )
C[[gU,mUw]] _ ibg <47]T\Z27> '

Note that in M S regularization scheme, the log(M?) reads as log (M 2/ ,u2), whereas in MS
regularization scheme p? rescales as u? — pu?/(4we~7), where y is renormalization scale of
the theory. For theories with U having the lowest operator dimension two, C_4, C_g and
so on, they do not contain any dimension six operators. If we consider U having the lowest

~10 -



operator dimension to be one, C_4 to C_1¢ does contribute to operators of dimension six
which are given in App. C.

Also note that only the finite parts contribute to the effective action, whereas the diver-
gences help us to compute the beta function, coming from the necessary counter terms that
need to be added to cancel the UV divergences. This work leaves out the divergences; how-
ever, an extensive analysis of the evolution of the renormalization group (RG) is provided
in [82].

Occ = ¢AH|*Ge,Gu On = 3(0.HP)?
Oww = gfy | HPWa,Wor Or = Y(HD.H)’
Opp = gy|H|"BuB" Or = [|HP|DH
Owp = 2gwgyHir*HWSB® | Op = |D*H|?
Oy = igW(HTT“E“H)D”WI‘jV Os = |H|°

Op = igyY(HID'H)0"B, | Ose = —1(DrGe,)?
Osc =  Hgs GGG O = —5(DFWE)?
Ogw = HowetWHWh W | O = —5(0"By)’

Table 1. CP-conserving dimension six bosonic operators in SILH basis [58, 100, 101].

4 Two-loop effective action for triplet and doublet models

Here, we will briefly describe the covariant derivative expansion (CDE) method [55, 56],
which is used to write the effective action in a manifestly gauge invariant way. We consider
a generic form of the Lagrangian [5§],

L[®, ¢ > —®N(D*+m?+U(x))® + (®'B(z) + h.c.), (4.1)

where ® and ¢ are the heavy and light scalar fields respectively. Here, B(z) is a generic
function of the light fields ¢(z) whereas U(z) can be a generic function of both the heavy
fields ®(x) and the light fields ¢(z). The equation of motion (EOM) for & is

(D*+m? +U(z))® = B(x). (4.2)
After linearizing, i.e., ignoring the O(®?) terms in the EOM and solving it in the case

where p? < m?, as prescribed in [58], we get

1 1 1 1 1 1
73_W(DQ_FU)WB-FW(D2+U)W(D2+U)WB+... : (4.3)

m2

b, =

- 11 -



The mass-squared matrix in the equation above need not be diagonal, so 1/m? may not
commute with U. Back into the Lagrangian, we plug ®. to obtain the tree-level effective
action. Note that even though we only considered U(z) to be only a function of ¢, we
can include ® as well and use recursion to get additional correction terms in the classical
solution of .

As an example scenario for computing the two-loop effective action, we take into con-
sideration two particular models: the two Higgs doublet model (2HDM), the extension of
the SM by an extra Higgs doublet ® carrying hypercharge Yo = —1/2, and the complex
triplet model, the extension of the SM by an electroweak scalar triplet A with hypercharge
YA = 1. These two well-known models have significant phenomenological implications, as
discussed in Sec. 1. We provide our calculation procedures and results for these two cases
in the following subsections.

4.1 Electroweak triplet with hypercharge YA =1

In this subsection, we integrate out an additional electroweak scalar A that transforms as a
triplet under the SM gauge group, to get two-loop effective action. The triplet scalar’s mass
(ma) is significantly higher than the electroweak symmetry-breaking scale i.e., ma > v°.
When the triplet scalar A interacts with the SM Higgs doublet (H) and leptons, the most
general UV Lagrangian can be expressed as [49, 102]

L= Lsv +tr[(D,A)(DFA)] — mAtr[ATA] - Ly — V(H, A), (4.4)
where,
V(H,A) = M (HH)0[ATA] + Ao (tr[ATA]) + A3 tr[(ATA)) @5
+ M(HTAATH) + [pa (H"ioyATH) + hoc ], '
and,
Ly = YAlLCioaAlp +hec. (4.6)
Here, A = A%r® where 7% = %a, are the generators in the fundamental representation of

SU(2). The covariant derivative in the kinetic term, D), = (9, — igw WiT® — igyY By),
where the gauge fields W are in the adjoint representation of the SU(2)r group. Each
parameter in the potential above is treated as a real parameter, whereas the YA in Ly is
generally a complex parameter.

Using the Egs. (D.11)-(D.12), we can write the potential term on this basis given below.

1 Ay _ 1 (Un1);; (Uh2)i5) (A
—(AY A;) U;; 1) == (A A £ &4 1), 4.
LD 2( ARy <Aj> 2( HAY) <(U21)z'j (U22)ij A% (4.7)
where 4, j runs from 1 to 3. Essentially U is a 6 X 6 hermitian matrix decomposed by four
3 x 3 sub-matrices. These four sub-matrices can be defined as
v oV

(Un1)ij = 3707

IATOA,’ (Uz);; = ma (Uz2);; = (U1) 5 »

Sv a2 246 GeV is the vev of the Higgs field.
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O*V OV
(U12)i' = KOAK’ (U21)z" = o (UQl)i' = (UF. )z (4.8)
AGINEIN ANCINCIN J 1274

The elements of these four matrices are expressed explicitly in terms of the model param-
eters as

1 1 .
(Un)ij = §>\1\H!25ij + 5)\2< |A26;5 + AiAj>

+ %)\3( |A12655 + AAS — A;Aj) + A (1|H|25ij - geijk(HTTkH)> . (4.9)

1 1
(U12)ij = 5)\2A1A] + Z)\g <2AiAj — AkAk:(szg) . (4-10)

Using the CDE method, we can write the solution (see Eq. (4.3)) for the classical back-
ground field, up to linear approximation as

A R | B
(Ac)" = miQAB + mL (p Oij — (Un)ij) B+ 0O(m}y"), (4.11)

where B = uanH ioom'H = —pua H' 7' H with H = iooH* (see Eq. (4.1)). Using the above
expression of A%, we get the following relation up to operator dimension six

ks 211 2 2 /A A\ O
A= (AN AL S PA IS gt L 2 g, - 2 (AL M) 6 412

where the dimension six bosonic operators O and Og are defined in Tab.1. We redo
the computations of the dimension six operator structures at the one-loop level for this
scenario given in the App. D.1. Our computation matches with the results of [49].

4.1.1 Operators contributing up to dimension six at two-loop level
Here, we discuss the operators up to dimension six generated at the two-loop level for both
bosonic and leptonic cases for the complex triplet scenario.

Bosonic operators:

Using the Eq. (4.12) and some useful relations given in Egs. (D.13)-(D.19), the pure bosonic
operators® generated for this scenario are given here.

1 0%t [U] 9

1
1 o7 lotr[U]otr[U] 1 9 9
S0IU2) = 5 gar aar — 3 (et Bl IadR

PR (1633 + 923 + 240 ) Laps 2 o,- L (A M) o
2 it (13 X+ 240043 ) | S| 4+ 25O = g | 54+ ) O

(4.14)

SHere, Giy = G, G"" and Giy =GLGYGY.
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1
Qtr [U3U¢¢]

1
St (U, D*Uy]

1 1 3
5(2)\2 + —A3)tr [U] = 7(2>\2 + 5)\3)131‘[U11 Isxs + Uz ngg]
3 3 3A 3A
Do+ s ) |5+ ) HE+ (2% + 77 ) AP
2 2 4
3 3A 3 3
<2A2+2A3) [(21+ 44> H? + (2)\2+3>

2
wa (1 4 2 1 A1 A4
= -|H —0g—— | = (@) 4.15
mA (2‘ | +m2A H m2A 2 T 4 6 ( )

1[0tr[U] otr[U] = 0tr[U] otr[U]
{ oa, iTpas T par (UR)uTaA
ouU]  otr[U] otr[U]
A, T aar Ui g

atr[U]

oA, (U12)i

()\1 + /\24> (16A3 + 9A3 + 24X0)3) [H[*|A.[?
2

Ag 2 FA
1 24 —= 4.1
A+ 5 ) ( 6)\ +9A3 + /\2)\3) 4m4A Og, ( 6)

3
(2)\2 + 2>\3> tr [(Ufy)1sxs + 2(Ur2) (Uz1) 13x3 + (U3y) L3xcs]

1
2
1
2
3 3\ 3A3\ 2
<2)\2+)\3> [(2)\1)\2+ SR VY Pt 4> 'l:nA Os

4

302 5)2 3A A\ Ly
4+m+4)m¢ (4.17)

3
29 + )\3> tr[(Ufl + 3U11U712U21 + 3UsUs1 Uqo + U232)13><3]

3 3A3 3A2)\,  BAA2
5 (2/\2+ )\3) <>\3 =+ ; L 4 i 4) Og, (4.18)

D2

tr U
ON*

6trU]

(4)\2 + 3)\3) ( )* D2Ai

N~ N~ N~

2
(16A§ +OA + 24)\2)\3> (—%OH) , (4.19)
ma

2X\2 + 3)\3) tr (G2, ]

1
2 2

(
<2A2 + 3&) (207 (W,)" + 363 (Bw)?) | (4.20)
(

2X9 + 3)\3) tr [UGZV]

1
2 2
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3 A A
D — <2)\2 + 2)\3> [(21 + 44) (20WW + 3033) — >\4OWB] , (4.21)

1
S Use] = (2)\2+ /\3)tr [(DuGu)?]
- <2)\2 n )\3> (4gW02W + 69y023) (4.22)
1 1 3 5
itr [U#U(M,] = 5(2)\2 + 5)\3)’61“ [(DMU) ]
3 307 37 3\ Vi
= s . - 2 4.2
> <2A2+2A3> [2< Tt Tt >0H+ 1 (Or +20gr)|, (4.23)
1 3 )
tr[UU,uUpp| = —5 (22 + S Aa)tr [(DuU)?]
\? 2 ALA )\2
SE CYVWESUR | PY AT R LU PO + 7 (Or +20R)|, (4.24)
2 4 16 4
1 1 3 _— o3 Y 62 A
itr [G/.LZ/UQSQS} = 5(2)\2 + 5)\3)1}1‘ [G,uu} =—12 2 + 5 3 69W03W ( 25)

Note that the operators UWU(?5 , U2U(125 and GI2WU£ (see Eq. (3.21)) are excluded here as it
generates operators of dimension eight or higher.

Because Uy is a diagonal matrix, as mentioned previously, the operators UU,,Ugg
and U3U¢¢ can be related by integration by parts (IBP) i.e., tr [UUWU¢¢] = —tr [U3U¢¢].
The bosonic operators of dimension six in the above equations are listed in Tab. 1.

Leptonic operators:

After including the leptonic part, we get Weinberg operators at dimension five and Four-
Fermi operators at dimension six. The modulus square of the classical background field
involving leptons can be written as

MAqu

1A Y.(TiPC13) I o) - (HTIP)(I LH) + hc.  (4.26)

pq TS
4dm mA

Here, p and ¢ represent the flavor indices and C' is the charge conjugation operator, I, =
io9(11)¢ = i09(1€) g = iooC (I1)T. Using the above Eq. (4.26) and the Eqs. (4.14)-(4.15),
the dimension six effective operators involving leptons, that we get at two-loop are

1 1
§tr[U;] = 5(4A2+3A3)2|Ac|2 » T (4X2 4 3)3)?
* syl * (7] 749
% (VoYL CL AL C L) + 20a Y (H]) 1 H) + hic)), (4.27)
L [uu, ]—1 o+ 2 ) t [U]D—L 2 + A :
g Vel =g (TR g amd \2 T2
X pq T‘S(ZL CZL)(ZL CZL) -+ 2/.LAY;)q(H lL)(lLH)+ h.C . (428)
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Finally, we present our results (only the two-loop part) in the following form,
LD 0,C,, (4.29)

where O, denotes the dimension six pure bosonic and fermionic operators and C, denotes
the corresponding Wilson coefficients. Using Egs. (3.18)-(3.21) and Eqgs.(4.13)-(4.25), we
present the C, corresponding to O, in Tab. 2 for bosonic case whereas using the Egs. (3.18)-
(3.21) and Egs. (4.27)-(4.28), we have listed the results in Tab. 3 for fermionic case for the
complex triplet model.

Dim six Ops. (O,) Wilson coefficients (C,)
0243, (o0
O 2ih (2cg " - el Ul acl?T (4 - 300)2 (200 + M)
+a “fC[[U Ups] (4/\2 + 3)\3) (2)\1)\2 + 3)\5)\3 + Ao + 3)\?1)\4)
ool o0l (40 4+ 30g) (N 4 S5 4 2 22
Ou (QC[[U¢]] Cg[UUM]] _CgU¢D2U¢]]> (4o + 3)\3)2
[[ Uso] [UUuuUgel 3A1A
_mA (C_ ¢ C_2 u oo ) (4)\2+3/\3)< 1 + 164 4 1 4)
2
Or 72:; ( [U:Us0] CHUUMHU¢¢H) (4>\2+3>\3)
A
2
OR Z‘Q);i( [[U Udmﬁ]] [[UUMLUME) (4)\2 +3)\3)
A
Oww 4mAc“UGWU¢¢” (4 + 303) (2A1 + \)
OBB 3a C[[UGWU(M)]] (4)\2 + 3/\3) (2)\1 + )\4)
Owp Q;A:CHUGWUW” (4ha + 3)3)
2
O =2 o3l (43, + 30)
A
2
Osp —%C[{;};UWH (4)\2 + 3/\3)
A
Osw _736:;3% C[[,G;UM]] (4X2 + 3X3)
A

Table 2. Dimension six CP-conserving pure bosonic operators and their corresponding two-loop
Wilson coefficients for the complex triplet extension.

4.2 Electroweak doublet with hypercharge Y3 = —%
Here, we concentrate on the scenario where the extra electroweak Higgs doublet & is inte-
grated out to obtain two-loop effective action. The mass of the new scalar (mg) is assumed

to be significantly higher than the electroweak symmetry-breaking scale i.e., mg > v.
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Dim six Ops. (O,) Wilson coefficients (C,)

- —Tr 2
ALPCIAL ClY) +he ||~z Vi, (b0 + 2CEU¢") (422 + 33)°

©16m3 TPgTs

Table 3. Dimension six CP-conserving fermionic operators and their corresponding two-loop Wil-
son coefficients for complex triplet extension.

When @ interacts with the SM Higgs doublet (H) and fermions, the most general UV
Lagrangian can be expressed as [58]

L= Lsy+ D> — m3|®> - V(H,®), (4.30)
with potential term

A - - - - -
V(H,®) = f\@ﬁ — (nu|HP? +ne|®?) (H'® + ®TH) + M|H*|®|* + M| HTO  (4.31)
+ Ma[(HT0)? + (@1 H)?] + (Yl Per + Ya'q, dug + Vg, @ dg + h.c.),

the covariant derivative D,, has the same form as defined earlier for the complex triplet
scalar. Here, Yukawa couplings, such as Y(e), quu), and qud) , in general, can be complex,
whereas other parameters are treated as real. We can write the above potential in the
following matrix form,

1 b, 1 (U11);; (U12)5;\ (@

Z(®* B, U 1) = Z(®* O, v v Y .

£ 2( i ®1) Ui <(I)j> 2( i ®) <(U21)ij (U22)i;) \25)° (4.32)

where 4, j runs from 1 to 2. The 4 x 4 hermitian matrix U is decomposed into four matrix

elements, which are 2 x 2 matrices defined similarly as in the case of electroweak triplet
model (see Eq. (4.8)). The matrix elements are

1 * * 7% * T 7% T R *
(Un1)ij = 5/\<I> [ (@5 Pr)di; + (I)i(I)j:| — e { (Hj @y + ®LHy)bij + ©iH; + H; @

+ M (HjHg )6ij + Mo ( HiHY ), (4.33)

1 - - - -
(Ulg)z'j = 5/\@ (‘I’Z’CI’j) — N (CI)iHj + Hiq)j) + A3 [HZ'HJ' + HjHi], (4.34)
(U22)ij = (U11)ijs  (U21)i5 = (Uia)ij- (4.35)

Using the CDE method, the classical background field (see Eq. (4.3)) can be written as
di= gt (5, B+ O(mg® 4.36
T 7 +WP ij — (Un1)y + O(mg"), (4.36)
@ P
where B* = ng|H|?H® (see Eq. (4.1)). Using this, we can write the following relations up

to dimension six.

. . 2
[Bef? = (21)*@L > L0y, (4.37)
[
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(I)TH —l—HT(I) D |:|H|4+ 7(OR+0H (A1 + A2) O6>:| , (4.38)
<I> mg

where the dimension six operators are listed in Tab. 1. We revisit the calculations for the

one-loop correction at dimension six for this model given in App. D.2, which can be verified
with the results of [49, 58].

4.2.1 Operators contributing up to dimension six at two-loop level
Here, we discuss the operators up to dimension six generated at the two-loop level for
bosonic and fermionic cases for the doublet scenario.

Bosonic operators:

Using the above two Eqgs. (4.37)-(4.38), and the relations given in Egs. (D.13)-(D.19), the
pure bosonic operators for this model are presented here.

1 82tr(U)
10tr(U) 6tr(U)
2
2"V =2 e, e,
1 . .
- [9A2 1.2 — 18)a70 <<1>1H + At @C) + 36n3b|H|2}
I N2 36
> 2[ TN g 300y <|H|4+(OR+0H (/\1+)\2)O6)>
mg mg, mg
+ 36m3 [ (4.40)
1 3\
St [UUsy] = Tétr [(U11)12x2 + (Us2) 1axo]
3
=2 [(4)\1 +20) [HJ? — 610 <<I>TH + A ) + 3A¢\q>cy2}
3 12
5> 2 (M +200) [HP — —nenu|H|' (4.41)
Mg
3 ) 12
+ mT <>\c1>77H + dnenm (A1 + >\2)>06 - mig)??@??H(OH + OR)] ;
1 9 _1[otr[U] otr[U]  0tr[U] otr[U]
§tr[UU¢] = 2[ 90, (U11)i5 8(1)* + 007 (U22)11T{)j
o tr[U] otr[U] ~ Otr[U] Jtr[U]
+ aq) (UlZ)zg 8(1) + aq)* ( 21)2] 6@;

- [72% (M1 + Ao+ 22) [H[* — 21653 <<I>1EI + EIT<I>C> |H|?
— 36meAa (M1 + s +2) (0L + Fle.) |HP|

1
25 [72n<21> (/\1 + A + 2)\3> H*

2
_ A (216774, + 36ma Ao ()\1 + Ao + 2)\3)) 06} (4.42)
mg
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%tr [U3U¢¢]

pv

%tr [GQ Uﬂ

tr [Uq% UNM]

1t
—tr
2

1t
—tr
2

—tr

-t
2r

(UG:, Uy
(G2, U]
[J2Uss]

[U2Us4)

3\
Tq)tr [(Uf))1ax2 + 2(Ut2) (Ua1) 1axa + (UR) Laxo]
3/\q>

: [(4/\ + AN A + 202 + 83 [H]

— Ao (38M1 +2 (o + As) ) (@1 + e, ) [HP?|

D)

_l’_

32‘5 [(Mf FAdA; + 222 + 8>\3) \H|*
877(an (3)\ + 2()\2 + )\3)) 06] ) (4.43)
m
1 [otrU _,0trU 1 otrU otrU
- D? =——1|D, D#
s (o, ) 37 (5 ) ™ (G ).
11, , 36
5 [363IDLH 2 = 5 Aanani (On + Or) |, (4.44)
2 mg
3)\@ 3)\@ 1 a \2 1 2
i) = -2 (o V)7 + Job (B (1.45)
1[0tr[U] dtr[U] ~ Otr[U] o0 tr[U]
2 [ 5, (Ut + Uil gor 90 U (U + Uz2)] 0%’
otr[U otr[U] otr[U otr|U
aqu- attn + U (9<I£j = 8<I£2‘ 0B+ Uil 3(I£j q
1 2
B |:72?7(% ()\1 + Ao + 2)\3) :| Og, (4.46)
3A
T@tr[(Uf’l + 3U11U12Us1 + 3Uz2Us1 Urz + U3y ) 1ax2]
e [4»”’ F6X2AZ + 6AZA; + 203 + 240,02 + 24/\2>\3] O, (4.47)
1|0te(U), o \ Otr(U) 11 5
5 09, ( ,uz/)ij (9(1); ) _5 [977<I> (OWW + OB + 2OWB>} 7(4‘48)
1 |otr(U) , o otr(U) 9
o, (e 1o S Ao
4 [UG ] 4 [()\1 5 ) (OWW + OBB) + )\QOWB:|, (450)
I tr[Gl, ] = I (39W03W> (4.51)
3A 3A
Tq)tr [(D GHV) :| = —Tq) [29wO2W + 2gyo23} (4.52)
3A 3A
D0y > 22 [ (4/\ P2 AN+ 4/\1/\2) On
2<A§ - 4>\§> Or + 4<A§ + 4>\§> OR} , (4.53)
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0 [UUUps] = —?%\Tq)tr[(D#U) IE —%[ (432 + 23 + 433 + 4\ 2 ) O
+ 2(A§ - 4A§) Or + 4(A§ + 4A§) OR} : (4.54)

where all the pure bosonic operators are listed in Tab. 1. Note that in a doublet scenario,
the operators U 2U£, UWU(%, and G?WU(?) do have contributions at dimension six, unlike in
the case of complex triplet.

Fermionic operators:

Now, we turn to the fermionic part of the Lagrangian mentioned above (see Eq. (4.31))
for this model. For the classical background field ®. involving leptons and quarks, we can
write the following relations

1 U —q e) /7 13
[@* D _W<Y‘I§ )qud)(QiuR)E]k(QLdR) nHYqE Vi Hep)| H|?
o
— Yy @ Hu) | HI? = Yy (@ 1 dg) 12 4 hee), (4.55)

ol + Ao, > 4 (Y@(z Hier) + Yqﬁ“)(qLHuR)+Yq§d>(qLﬁﬁdR)+h.c), (4.56)
<I>

where €/ = i(0)%. Using the above two equations, and Eqs. (4.40)-(4.43) in the effective
Lagrangian given in (3.17), the operators involving fermions, that we get at two-loop are

SrlU2] =5 (02?0 3&; (YEr D @ur) @hdn) — n¥eE QA er) HI?
— Yy @ Hur)| HP = Yy (@, 1 dg) | H? 4 hee), (4.57)
JrlUUs) = 25 QL(Y‘”)Y(><qLuR>eﬂk<qLdR> nirYy (1L H er) ||
— Yy @ Hup)| HP = Yy (@ 1 dg) H? 4 hee), (4.58)

%m [07Uso] = ~BAama | (BN +2 (o + s)) (®LF + Al |FP?]

A (1, i (g
> 352 (301 + 2 + Aa) ) (Ve (L en) HP + Y3 (@ Hup) | HP
P
+ Vi @ B dr) HP + hc). (459)

Using the Egs. (3.18)-(3.21) and Eqs.(4.39)-(4.54), we present the C, corresponding to
O, (see Eq. (4.29)) in Tab. 4 for bosonic case, whereas using the Egs. (3.18)-(3.21) and
Eqgs. (4.57)-(4.59), we have listed the results in Tab. 5 for fermionic case for this scenario.

5 Conclusions

The goal of EFT is to systematically understand the low-energy behaviour of a UV theory
through a set of parameters that can be measured in the experiments. The top-down
approach involves integrating out the heavy particles with masses above the energy scale of
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Dim six Ops. (O,) Wilson coefficients (C,)

O (2CEU¢’]] + C[[UUW]]) (Bodts — ootmdane (3, 1 )
D

dmg
UUZ?] 3602
—Cg ¢]]36m% (617?1) + Ao (A1 4+ A2 + 2/\3)>

_cgUQUM“% (3)\1 2N+ )\3)) _ el ”360‘ 30"y ()\1 TV 2)\3)

4l Vool 302 (4»;’ F6AAZ + 6AZA + 203 + 24)\1)\?,, + 24/\2)\§)

On <QC[[U¢D Usl QC[[UJ CEUU¢¢H> 902 732{;@7]@ 72&@% (/\ Gt 2)\3>C[[UW 21
(TGl — clPmoel) 8600 (43 103 + 43 + AX1s )

Or (C[[_?Uw]] B C[[_C;UWUM]) 320671/(\5 (>\ _ 4)\3)

Og <2C([£U¢D2U¢ﬂ C[[ 2] C[[UU¢¢]]> a Zg;\ww

+<CHEUM]] C[[UUwa]]) 302 (/\ +4)\§>

Oww _CEGquﬂ 9§;Z¢ CHUGWUM] 3a Ao (2)\1 n )\2)

Onp _CEGQiuUﬂ 9;;2‘1’ C[[UG#VU¢¢]] 3a2)\ (2 n )\2)

Owns C[[,GQWU‘ZJ 9(;:@ CHUGWUW]] 30‘2)“1’ (2)\1 + )\2)

Oor C[[J Usgl 3;;,\4, a2

Oop C[[J Upo] 3204;)@ 2

O C[[G Usgl 9:;?@ a2

Table 4. Dimension six CP-conserving pure bosonic operators and their corresponding two-loop
Wilson coefficients for extra Higgs doublet extension.

interest, e.g., the electroweak symmetry-breaking scale. The effect of these heavy particles
is captured in the Wilson coefficients corresponding to higher-dimensional operators. In
this precision era of current and future collider experiments, it is necessary to go beyond
one-loop corrections. Thus, it is important to compute the effective action in two-loop
order, and that also signifies that EFT calculations are more closely mimicking the full
theory computation effectively.

In this paper, we have applied the Heat-Kernel (HK) method to calculate the two-loop
effective action. Using HKCs, we have defined an interacting Green’s function that is free
from divergences at the coincidence limit. We have identified distinct irreducible vacuum

— 21 —




Dim six Ops. (O,) Wilson coefficients (C,)

(@l ur)e™ (@fdr) + h.c —%Yqﬁu)qu@ (CQM[UUW]] s C£U£ﬂ>
(ILH er)| H|* +h.c 93%% v (e 4 262HU2]])
—2oagunny (I (30, 4200 + X))
(@ Hug)|H|* + h.c 9;;2% y, (Cngu N 202"’]3”)

S A (3N +2(2 + As) )
P

o~ 2y2 UU. U2
(@ H dp) | HI2 + h.c iyy®(ch w4 0c,"?])

— 802 prne y (d) oIV sl (3)\1 +2(A2 + Az))
P

Table 5. Dimension six CP-conserving fermionic operators and their corresponding two-loop Wil-
son coefficients for extra Higgs doublet extension.

diagrams consisting of Green’s functions and vertex factors. We have also identified the
singularities encountered during loop corrections as poles employing algebraic identities.
We first consider a quantum field theory for scalars with a general interaction, U, and
compute the two-loop corrections for the individual diagrams. Then, based on our generic
prescription, we have calculated the two-loop effective action up to dimension six for two
example scenarios: when the SM is extended by an electroweak triplet A with hypercharge
YA = 1 and the extension of the SM by an extra Higgs doublet ® with hypercharge
Ys = —1/2. For these two cases, we have computed the Wilson coefficients, which are
functions of the parameters of the UV Lagrangian, corresponding to the dimension six pure
bosonic as well as fermionic operators. For the sake of completeness, we have also noted the
corrections to the lower-dimensional operators, e.g., |H|?, |D, H|*, |H|%, (Wﬁy)z, (Buw)?%.

In passing, we would like to mention that this method is not limited to scalar theory
and is equally applicable to fermions.
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Appendices

A Component Green’s functions

The expressions of the first three CGFs, go(x,v), g1(x,y), g2(z,y) that we get from the
Eq. (2.5) are

go(z,y) = an? {24 dprd= T(1 —d/2) — 22_dz2MdF( —d/2) + %M4zﬁ_df(d/2 - 3)
— M2 (d/2 - 2) + 42270 (d/2 - 1)

g1(z,y) = ax®"2 [22’dz2Md’21“(1 —d/2) — 27 M (2 - d/2) + %M226’d1“(d/2 —3)

— 2Aip(d/2 — 2)}, (A1)

g2(z,y) = ax®"2 { — 212N (2 - d/2) + 23T (3 — d/2) + ézG_dI‘(d/Q — 3)} ,

where a = ﬁ and d = 4 — e. While computing the contribution coming from the Sunset
diagram we get terms containing Z% with a > 2. At short distances i.e., z — 0 this terms
will contribute to the % poles via the gamma function [82, 83, 103],

L_iﬂf[%—a] 2\ 5, 0
~2a - 4,1_% F[a] (D ) o ( )+O(C )7 (AQ)

where a — %l = n—+(. The component Green’s functions at coincidence limit for order n = 2

to n = 6 are listed below.
g2z, x) = |:7T§26_1M_6_2F (% + 1)} . g3(z,x) = —% {71'%26_1M_6_4F (% + 2)} ,
ga(z,z) = % [77226 Vet 6r( n 3)} . gs(z,x) = —% [77526_3M_5_8F (% +4)} ,

= [mietumr (S 45)) (A:3)

g6(x,x) = T

After expanding up to the power of €2, the following is a list of the expressions of the
relevant gamma functions containing the pole.

€ 2
I‘(f—1>:—f 1 12 4+ 12 — 692 — 72
5 +7 +24( + 12y — 69° — )
2
+ 5 (124127 - 62 4297 -2 4 am - 20 (2))
€ 2 2 ’y7r
5 'y+24(67 +7r)+24< ¥ +y ())

2
€ ve
F<1+§) :1——+4—8(2+672), (A.4)

where ¥ (z) is n-th derivative of digamma function t(z), and v is the universal Eu-
ler-Mascheroni constant.
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A.1 An extra contribution coming from the finite part of g3(x — y)

1
In the expansion of —- in the Eq. (A.2), there’s a finite part, that we didn’t consider in
z

our calculation. That can be calculated by doing Fourier transform [83, 103] as

d
U ke, _appel(d/2—a) (1 5\72
/ |z’2ae dz2=m T'(a) 4k . (A.5)

While calculating g3(x — ), in which case a =2 — e and d = 4 — ¢, we get

= 22 FF((;Z 22) (1— %log (T) +0 () ) (A.6)

2 ki2
As T'(e/2) ~ —, it is clear that we get a finite piece, which is (—7‘(’2 log 4). In the
€
configuration space, this looks like
/ log (k%) e**d?k = log (—D?) 6%(z). (A.7)

_— D2
After applying M S regularization scheme, we get g2(z — y)|ﬁnite = —alog <_M2> §*(z—y).
So, in the two-loop effective Lagrangian, the additional contribution due to this part is

1 D? - -
L) D —mTr[/ddxddyV(s)(w) (— 3arlog <_u2> gl(w,y)bo(x,y)le(%y))

X Vigy ()" (z — ). (A.8)

B The poles and finite parts of the three distinct vacuum diagrams

Sunset diagram: For the sunset diagram, the coefficients of 1/€2, 1/e, and the finite
parts that appear in the Lagrangian are

1 -~ -
Clyle— = tr[zv(’g) (a2b1b3 +a2b‘8M2)}, (B.1)
€l = tr| a2V D2V + vz L (onr? — ear?10g( L
(2)|€71 = tr ﬂa 0V(3) (3) + E (3) 0 9 —6 og dre—
- - M?2 -
— 3b1 b3 <2 log<4m€7> - 1> - 6Fb3}], (B.2)
o?b}

Cgé) ‘60 = tr o

13 _ 1 9oy o
Vi3 D*V3) <4 + log (4me 7)) + 55 Vs [b0{2M2

X (12(7 —3)y+ 7+ 30) + 24M2<log(47r)(—27 ~ 4log(M) + 3)

— 24 —



+ 2log(M)(2y + log(M) — 3) + 10g2(47r))} + 20, (12(7 — 1)y

+ 12 [ — 2log(4m) (7 + 2log(M)) + 21og(M) (2 + log(M) — 2)

+ 10g2(47r)} Y264 1210g(47r)> UF(y -2 — log(47r))] ] . (B3)

Infinity diagram: In the context of the infinity diagram, the coefficients of 1/€2, 1/,
and the finite parts appearing in the Lagrangian are

2) |e*2

1 2 57 2 2)?
Str [oz Vi (b1 +boM ) ] (B.4)

s = _tr[ g et ) foar (o 2 ) 1)
(2 )+ 7)) .

M2 B M2 2
a V4{6{boM {log< 7> —1}+b log<4ﬂe_7> +F}

+ (50M2 + 131) {60M2‘ <6((’y — 2)y + 2 + 41og?(2) + log?(r)

6?2) |€O == tr

+ log(16) + (2 + log(16)) log(w)) + 121log(M?) (v + %log(M2) - 1)
— 12log(4m) (v + log(M?)) + 7r2> + by (672 + 6[log(4m) — log(M?)]

x [—2y — log(M?) + log(4)] + 7T2) H ] . (B.6)

Counter-term diagram: For the counter-term diagram, the coefficients of 1/¢2, 1/,
and the finite parts appearing in the Lagrangian are

c 1 =~ ~ ~1 ~1 ~1
Cipyle—> = —5042‘51“[ (bOM2 + b1> (M‘*b0 + 2M3%b, + b2> } (B.7)
1 =1 ~n ~1 ~ ]\42
ct _ 2 4 2 2
Ciyler = 7o tr[ (M by + 22D, +b2) {boM <1og<4mﬂ> - 1>
- M?
1 F B.
+ g ) + 7 . (B.5)

(M%S oM+ b2) (EOM2 (6{(7 —2)y+2

1
C(Cg) oo = —%a%r

+ 4log?(2) + log?(m) + log(16) + (2 + log(16)) log(m)} + 12 log(M?)

X (v + %log(MQ) — 1) — 12log(47) (v + log (M?)) + 7r2) (B.9)
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+ b <672 + 6(log(47) — log(M?))(—27 — log(M?) + log(4r)) + 7T2>)] .

Resultant contributions: The coefficients of 1/€2, 1/¢, and the finite parts of the total
contribution, obtained by summing the three diagrams, can be expressed as

1 b 7 P 7 ~1 ~
Cojles = _§a2tr[ <b0M2 + bl) <M4b0 — boM>Vyy +2M?b; — bgv(%)

— bV + 53], (B.10)

1
C(g) |e-1 = ﬂoﬂtr

- M?2 - - -
+ 6by (1 - 2log( _ )) . 12F} —12v, <b0M2 + b1> <boM2
4me"

M? - M? e ooy
X [log<47re_7) - 1] + by 10g<4ﬂ6_7> +F) +6(MAby + 202D,

+ E;’){BOMQ[log<4Z:> - 1] b 1og<4jZ:> +F}

: 13 ey o (-
BVisy D*Vig) (- +log(4me ™) ) + 4b3V32{b0 (2M2(30

- - - M2
b3 Viay D2V, b2 V2L 6bgM? [ 3 — 21
0 V3) (3) + by V3" 6bo 3 8| o

: (B.11)

1
C(z) |€0 = ﬂcﬂtr

+129(y — 3) +72) + 24M2{ log(47)(—27 + 3 — 2log(M?))

+ log(M?)(2y — 3+ %log(Mz)) - 10g2(47r)}> + 2by (127(7 —1)
+ 12{ — 2log(4m) (7 + log(M?)) + log (M?) (2y — 2 + %log(MQ))
+ log?(4m) b + 72— 6.+ 1210g(47r)> Y UF(y -2 — log(47r))}

+ 21/4{6(1301\42[1%(4%:) . 1] + b 1og<4£:> +F>2

+ (EOM2 n 61) (50M2 [6(7 —2)y + 12log (M2)(y — 1+ %log(MQ))

— 12log(4m){y + 2log(M)} + 7% + 6{2 + 41log?(2) + log?(m)
+ log(16) + (2 + log(16)) log(ﬂ)}} + b [672 + 6{log(47) — log(M?)}

x {—2v —log(M?) + log(4m)} + 7r2]>} - (M%S +2M3b] + z};’)

- 1
X {b0M2 (6(7 —2)y + 12log(M?)(y — 1 + 3 log(M?)) — 12log(4r)
x (v +2log(M)) + 7 + 62 + 41og?(2) + log?(m) + log(16)

+ (2 + log(16)) log(ﬂ]) + b (672 + 6[log(4m) — log(M?)][ — 2y
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— log(M?) + log(4m)] + 7T2> }] . (B.12)

Considering the explicit value of F: By substituting the explicit value of F, the

coefficients of 1/¢2,

2) |€O

Clayle

1
= —a’tr

24 1200

+ 7% 4+ 30| M? + 24M2{ log(4m)(—27y — 2log(M?) + 3) + log(M?)(2y — 3

1 . - - -
+ 5 log(M?)) + 10g2(47r)}> + —{ — 3b5 M2 + 5MA(6bsM* — 203 M? + by)

M10

n 256}(7 — 2~ log(4n)) + 1051{12(7 )yt 12( — 2log(47)(y + log (M?))

_l’_

log (M?)(2y + %log(Mz) —-2)+ log2(4ﬂ')> + 77— 6+ 12 10g(471')}}

1/e, and the finite parts of the total contributions can be expressed as

. 13 )
BVisy D*Vig) (- +log(4me™) ) + 5o [60bov3 {5b0 (2[12(7 ~3)y

=~ =~ ~I g 1
— 300 <M4b0 +2M%b, + b2> {b0M2 (67(7 —2) + 12log(M?) (v — 1 + 3 log(M?))

— 12log(4m)(y + log(M?)) + 7* + 6[2 + 41og?(2) + log(16)(1 + log(m)) + log(n)

x (2+ log(w))]) + by [6’y2 + 6(log(4m) — log(M?))(—2y — log(M?) + log(4r))

+ 772] } + V4{600<60M2 + 51) (Z’OMQ [6(7 —2)y+ 1210g(M2)( —1+5 log(M2))

_l’_

_'_

_'_

_|_

12log(4m) (v + 2log(M)) + 7% + 6(2 + 41og?(2) + log(16)(1 + log())

log(m)(2 4+ log(ﬂ)))} + by [672 + 6(log(4m) — log(MQ))(—2’y - log(M2) + log(4m))

) + ﬁ <— 8bs M2 + 50| = 25y M2 + 60" (200 M (5 + log (M?) —
log(4m)) + 201 M?(y + log (M?) — log(4n)) + 52> + b4 + 2b6) }H

1
—a’tr

o byVis) D*Vig) + 2631@2{55()]\410 <6M2(—27 + 3+ 2log(4n))

1200 log (M) ) + 3bs M2 — 5M" (65 MO(2y — 1 + 210g (M?) — 2log(4m))
6bo M4 — 253 M2 + 64) - 2136} . (M‘*z}g oMb, + b2) [3135M2

5M4< — 2b3 M2 + 6M4(260M4(7 — 1+ log(M?) —log(4m)) + 25y M2(y
log(M?) — log(4)) + 132) + 134) - 266} + 2V <60M2 + 51) {365M2

5M4( — 2b3M? + 6M*[2bgM* (v — 1 + log(M?) — log(4m)) + 2b1 M (v
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+ log(M?) — log(4m)) + ba] + 134> — 256}] : (B.14)

C The rest of the coefficients of the Lagrangian

The expressions of the remaining coefficients of the Lagrangian given in Eq. (3.17), such

as C_4,C_g, and so on, are provided below. Note that these coefficients may include terms

with dimensions more than six, but we only consider terms with dimensions up to six,

assuming U has a minimum operator dimension of one.

C_y =

Cg =

C_g =

C10=

1 . .
5URU? |2+ log (dme 7)] + 8Gi,,U£U[2+log(47re )]+ 360GWGWGWU¢
{2+10g(47re*7)] — %J2U¢ [2+log(47re 7) } — @UEL { +log (4me™ ”’)}

)]

1 M? 1

7U4U¢¢ [1 — 210g<47r6_7>:| 240(UG/W U¢¢ |:1 - log<
7U2G2 JUss |3+ 2log M Lo 2Ugg log M
480 4me=" 48 4me="

M? M?
J— 2 J—
48U UnUoo 1°g<47rev) Taag Vi Uos [1 610g<47rev>]
1 M?
15U UnUss [1 - 10g<4ﬂe_7)} : (C.1)
1 . _
—gURU* |2+ log(4me™) | - QTOUQZ,(UGW) [2+log(47re "] - @GiVUd%UQ
2+ log(dre™) | - 4—18UWU¢U2 |2+ log(4me™) | - Lpz |2+ log(4re ™)
iJ U, U2U[2 +10g(47re’7)} = L U, 1 og M
12077777 1200 % dme=

—U2U2U 11 -61 M LU?)U Uso |13 — 31 M* C.2
480 ¢ 8 4re— +720 i PP 08 dre— (C2)

%ngﬁ [2+ log(4me ™) | + - L2y 2+ log(4me ™) | + 41—0UWU<§U3

80
M2
{2 + 10g(47re_7)] + %UGUM [4 — 3log<4ﬂ6_7>] , (C.3)
_ L pee [2 n 1og(47re—7)]. (C.4)
120 ¢

Even if U has the lowest operator dimension of one, the other coefficients of the effective

Lagrangian given in Eq. (3.17), such as C_12, C_14, and so on, do not contribute operators

up to dimension six. Therefore, we do not consider them here.
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D One-loop dimension six operators for triple and doublet models

D.1 Electroweak triplet with hypercharge YA =1

For the electroweak triplet model, the following are dimension six bosonic operator struc-
tures at the one-loop level.

1tr[U} = %[(Un)ii + (U22)z‘zl

2
3 3 3
— 5A1|H|2 + <2)\2 + 2)\3> 1A% + 1)\4\H]2
2
Ha 3 (MM
> £ <2)\2+ 2>\3> [201{ <2 +5 ) (96}, (D.1)
1 1
st (0] = 5[ (Uh),; + (UR), ]
3
> = [8x‘f F3N 12020 + 10/\1>\ﬂ(96, (D.2)
1 -
—tr [Ulﬂ = 5 i (DMUll)z‘j (DHUll)ji + (DMUQQ)Z-j (DMUQQ)ji:|
3r 2
5> 2@+ X3+ 40A)0n + 2O + 20R)} , (D.3)
Su[UG2,) = [y (G2),+ Uy (E2)
9 v o | Ui (M) g 22)i5 M) j;
AN A
o = o5 + 1 (2OWW + 3033) + MOw B, (D.4)
1 1
§tr[J3] = —4giy Oaw — 69502, §tr[Giy] = 697y Oz (D.5)

D.2 Electroweak doublet with hypercharge Y3 = —1/2

For the two Higgs doublet model, dimension six bosonic operator structures at the one-loop
level are provided below.

1 3 . N
St U] = 5Aq><1>1c1>c — 3ng(HT®. + ®LH) + (21 + \o) |H|?
3 1 AL+ Ao
AN 06 — 6 — (O +OR) — o D.6
D) Qmé, N 6 NeNH mé,( H + OR) mf‘p 6}7 (D.6)
1 1
S [0 =5 [(Ufl)z‘z‘ + (U )i + 3(Un1Ur2Uz + U22U12U21)u} (D.7)
> [2A§’ F A2 3AA2 £ A3 1222 (M + )\2)] O,
1 1
§tr[U3] = 5[(DMU11)U (D*Un1) j; + (DuUs2);; (D*Us2) j; + 2 (DpUs2),; (D#Um)ji}

> [(4A% F A2 A2 AN N0 + (A2 — 4X2)Op +2(X2 + 4A§)0R} , (D)
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J°

d,
o
—_—
-
Q

no
|
N | =

[(Uu)ij (G2,),, + (Un)y; (G2,) }

1 1 1
D —(2M\1 + N\o) <4OWW + 4OBB> — 5)\201/1/3, (D.9)

1 1 1 3
§tr[J2] = §tr(Dqu,)2 = — g% Ooy — g3 Osp, itr [Gzy] = —5912/V03W- (D.10)

D.3 Some useful relations and definitions

To write the potential in the form of a 6 x 6 matrix from the trace part of the Lagrangian
(see Eq. (4.5)), we present here some algebraic relations for the electroweak triplet model.

TeATA] = Tr[AFA7ir] = %A;Ai _ %|A|2, (D.11)
2 .
Tr [(ATA) ] = APAGALA TPkl = éA;‘AjA;;Al(aijakl + 865 — dindy)
= 1 (A7R)(A;4;) = S (AFAD(AA)) = 1!A|4 g8 )?(A)?. (D.12)

We present some algebraic relations for both scenarios to construct the dimension six
effective operators which are given below.

(H'r"H)P?*(H't"H) = D, (H'r*H)D"(H'r"H) = %(OT +20kg), (D.13)
(H'r"H)P*(H't"H) = D,(H'r"H)D*(H'r"H) = O, (D.14)
(H'D,H)® + (D,H)'H) = Or + Oy, (D.15)
(H'H)P?*(H'H) = D,(H'H)D"(H'H) = (D,|H|?) = 204, (D.16)
tr[(HH"YP*(HH")] = tr[D,(HH")D*(HH")| = Oy + Or + 20k, (D.17)

te[(HY(EN) P (H(H)T)] = tr[ D, (HY(HEN)DH(H(H))] = O — Or + 20k,
(D.18)
HTEMH = H'(D,H)— (D,H)'H, HT TGﬁLH = H'r%(D,H) — (D, H)'7%H, (D.19)

where all the dimension six pure bosonic operators in Egs. (D.1)-(D.10) and Egs. (D.13)-
(D.19) are listed in Tab. 1.
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