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Abstract: For the first time, we present the model-independent two-loop effective ac-

tion up to dimension six after integrating out heavy scalar(s) employing the Heat-Kernel

method. We compute the effective operators that emerge at two-loop for two example

models: heavy electroweak complex triplet and doublet scalars. We present our results on

the SILH basis. We also capture the effect in the fermion sector. For these two scenarios,

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 (Λ), which defines the validity of the EFT below a certain energy threshold. The

second is the fine structure constant (α), 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
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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 2HDMmodel [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 ϕ in the

presence of some background gauge field Aµ in space-time dimension d as follows.

L =
1

2
ϕD2ϕ+

1

2
M2ϕ2 + V (ϕ), and ∆ ≡ ∂2L

∂ϕ2
= D2 +M2 + U(ϕ), (2.1)

where M is the mass of the scalar field ϕ and Dµ = ∂µ− iAµ(x) is the covariant derivative.

Here, ∆ is a self-adjoint second-order elliptic operator having positive eigenvalues. The

operator U(ϕ) contains all the information of the potential V (ϕ). 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, x, y,∆) = ⟨y| e−∆t |x⟩ =
∑
n

e−∆t ϕ̃n(x) ϕ̃
†
n(y), (2.2)

where t1 is a parameter, and t > 0 for all possible spacetime points. The functions, ϕ̃n
represent the eigenstates of the elliptic operator ∆. As demonstrated in [67, 98, 99], it is

1Here, t is not to be confused with time.
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easier to define the HK in the Fourier space. By performing momentum integral, the HK

can be represented as a polynomial of t given below [82]

K(t, x, y,∆) =
1

(4πt)d/2
e

(x−y)2

4t e−M2t
∞∑
n=0

(−t)n

n!
b̃n. (2.3)

The b̃n 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(x, y) =

∫ ∞

0
dt K(t, x, y,∆) =

∞∑
n=0

gn(x, y)b̃n(x, y). (2.4)

Using Eqs. (2.3) and (2.4), with b̃n being g-HKC the component Green’s functions (CGFs)

are given by

gn(x, y) =

∫ ∞

0
dt

1

(4πt)
d
2

e
z2

4t e−M2t (−t)n

n!
=

(−1)n2
d
2
−n

(4π)
d
2n!

(
M

z

) d
2
−n−1

K d
2
−n−1(Mz), (2.5)

where z2 = −|x−y|2 and Kn(z) are modified Bessel functions of the second kind. This ap-

proach simplifies 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., x → 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)(x) defined in

Eq. (3.2) and propagators. The contribution to Lagrangian2, coming from this diagram

looks like [82]

La
(2) ⊂ − 1

12
Tr

[ ∫
ddxddyV(3)(x)G(x, y)

3V(3)(y)
]
. (2.6)

After expanding the two-point Green’s function G(x, y) using the CGFs given in Eqs. (A.1),

the Lagrangian looks like [82]

La
(2) = − 1

12
Tr

[ ∫
ddxddyV(3)(x)

(
g0(x, y)

3b̃0(x, y)
3 + 3g0(x, y)

2g1(x, y)b̃0(x, y)
2b̃1(x, y)

+ 3αg0(x, y)
2b̃0(x, y)

2F (x, y)
)
V(3)(y)

]
, (2.7)

where αF (x, y) =
∑
i=2

gib̃i(x, y). We take the value of F at coincidence limit and ϵ → 0.

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

2The “Tr” 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 ϵ2, we get

La
(2) =

1

ϵ2
Ca
(2)|ϵ−2 +

1

ϵ
Ca
(2)|ϵ−1 + Ca

(2)|ϵ0 , (2.8)

where the expressions of Ca
(2)|ϵ−2 , Ca

(2)|ϵ−1 , the coefficients of 1/ϵ2 , 1/ϵ, respectively, and the

finite terms Ca
(2)|ϵ0 are given in Eqs. (B.1)-(B.3). Note that an additional finite contribution,

coming from the expansion of g20(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)(x), defined in Eq. (3.2)

and propagators that are evaluated in coincidence limit, which is

G(x, x) = g0(x, x)b̃0(x, x) + g1(x, x)b̃1(x, x) + αF. (2.9)

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

Lb
(2) ⊂

1

8
Tr

[ ∫
ddxV(4)(x)

(
g0(x, x)b̃0(x, x) + g1(x, x)b̃1(x, x) + αF

)2]
, (2.10)

where αF is specified in the previous subsection. Since the integral is evaluated at the

coincidence limit, the CGFs can be written as

g0 = απ
ϵ
2 2ϵM2−ϵΓ

( ϵ
2
− 1

)
, g1 = −απ

ϵ
2 2ϵM−ϵΓ

( ϵ
2

)
. (2.11)

Now, after putting the values of g0 and g1 in Eq. (2.10) and expanding the other CGFs up

to order ϵ2, we get

Lb
(2) =

1

ϵ2
Cb
(2)|ϵ−2 +

1

ϵ
Cb
(2)|ϵ−1 + Cb

(2)|ϵ0 , (2.12)

where the expressions of Cb
(2)|ϵ−2 , Cb

(2)|ϵ−1 , the coefficients of 1/ϵ2, 1/ϵ, respectively, and the

finite terms Cb
(2)|ϵ0 are given in Eqs. (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]

L(1) = αcsM
−ϵ(4π)

ϵ
2 Tr

[
Γ
( ϵ
2
− 2

)
M4b̃0 − Γ

( ϵ
2
− 1

)
M2b̃1 +

1

2
Γ
( ϵ
2

)
b̃2

]
, (2.13)
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where the combinatorial factor cs =
1
2 , 1 for real and complex scalar field, respectively. The

vertex factor of the counter-term diagram is defined using the following equation

V
(ct−1)
(2) (x) =

∂2L(1)

∂ϕ2
. (2.14)

So, the contribution of the counter-term diagram to the Lagrangian is [82]

Lct
(2) ⊂

1

2
Tr

[∫
ddxV

(ct−1)
(2) (x)G(x, x)

]
. (2.15)

Since this integration will be evaluated in coincidence limit, the relevant expressions of

gns given in Eqs. (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/ϵ. In

the counter-term vertex factor, we denote the derivatives of the HKCs with respect to the

fields as

b̃
′
i =

∂ tr(b̃i)

∂ϕ
, b̃

′′
i =

∂2 tr(b̃i)

∂ϕ2
. (2.16)

Because of the 1/ϵ poles present in the counter-term vertex factor V
(ct−1)
(2) , expanding the

gns up to order ϵ, we finally get

Lct
(2) =

1

ϵ2
Cct
(2)|ϵ−2 +

1

ϵ
Cct
(2)|ϵ−1 + Cct

(2)|ϵ0 , (2.17)

where the expressions of Cct
(2)|ϵ−2 , Cct

(2)|ϵ−1 , the coefficients of 1/ϵ2, 1/ϵ, respectively, and the

finite terms Cct
(2)|ϵ0 are given 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 Eqs. (2.8), (2.12), and

(2.17), we get the full two-loop correction to the Lagrangian, which is

L(2) = La
(2) + Lb

(2) + Lct
(2) =

1

ϵ2
C(2)|ϵ−2 +

1

ϵ
C(2)|ϵ−1 + C(2)|ϵ0 , (2.18)

where the expressions of C(2)|ϵ−2 , C(2)|ϵ−1 , and C(2)|ϵ0 are given in Eqs. (B.10)-(B.12).

If we put αF (x, y) =
∑6

i=2 gib̃i(x, y) in the above expression, with the gns are provided

in App. (A.3), the Lagrangian can be written as

L(2) =
1

ϵ2
C(2)|ϵ−2 +

1

ϵ
C′
(2)|ϵ−1 + C′

(2)|ϵ0 , (2.19)

where the expressions of C′
(2)|ϵ−1 and C′

(2)|ϵ0 containing the g-HKCs are given in Eqs. (B.13)-

(B.14). Note that, C(2)|ϵ−2 , the coefficient of 1/ϵ2, does not contain αF .
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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, U3 (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 Uϕ and Uϕϕ as the derivatives of U w.r.t the field ϕ as4

Uϕ ≡ ∂ U

∂ϕ
, Uϕϕ ≡ ∂2 U

∂ϕ2
. (3.1)

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

Lagrangian, which is

V(n)(x) =
∂nL
∂ϕn

. (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]:

b̃0(x, x) = I, b̃1(x, x) = U, b̃2(x, x) = U2 +
1

3
Uµµ +

1

6
GµνG

µν ,

b̃3(x, x) =
1

15
GµνGνρGρµ +

1

2
UGµνGµν −

J2
ν

10
+ U3 −

U2
µ

2
,

b̃4(x, x) =
4

5
U2G2

µν −
2

5
UJνUν + U4 + U2Uµµ +

U2
µµ

5
+

(UGµν)
2

5
, (3.3)

b̃5(x, x) = U5 + 2U3U2
µ + U2Uµµ, b̃6(x, x) = U6.

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

above.

Uµµ ≡ D2U = − [Pµ [Pµ, U ]] , Uµ ≡ DµU = −i [Pµ, U ] ,

Gµν ≡ [Dµ, Dν ] = −[Pµ, Pν ], Jν ≡ DµGµν = i [Pµ[Pµ, Pν ]] .
(3.4)

Here, Pµ = iDµ where Dµ is the Euclidean covariant derivative. In Eq. (3.3), the operator

Uµµ in b̃2 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, Uϕ, and Uϕϕ

for the three individual diagrams.

3U contains no operators involving derivatives.
4If ϕ is a n-multiplate of fields, U becomes a n × n hermitian matrix in flavor space. For this case,

Uϕ ≡ ∂tr(U)
∂ϕ

, Uϕϕ ≡ ∂2tr(U)

∂ϕ2 .

– 7 –



Sunset diagram:

From the Lagrangian given in Eq. (2.8), for the sunset diagram, the coefficients of 1/ϵ2,

1/ϵ, and the finite parts are given in terms of U, Uϕ, and Uϕϕ as

Ca
(2)|ϵ−2 =

α2

2
tr
[ (
M2 + U

)
U2
ϕ

]
, (3.5)

Ca
(2)|ϵ−1 = −α

2

4
tr

[
U2
ϕ

(
2F − 3M2 − U + 2

(
M2 + U

)
log

(
M2

4πe−γ

))
+
α2

24
UϕD

2Uϕ

]
, (3.6)

Ca
(2)|ϵ0 =

α2

96
tr

[(
13 + 4 log

(
4πe−γ

) )
UϕD

2Uϕ +
1

96
α2U2

ϕ

[
24F (γ − 2− log(4π))

+ 2
[
12(γ − 3)γ + π2 + 30

]
M2 + 24

{
log(4π)

(
(3− 2γ)M2 − 2

(
M2 + U

)
log

(
M2

)
− 2γU + U

)
+ log

(
M2

)(
(2γ − 3)M2 +

(
M2 + U

)
log(M) + 2(γ − 1)U

)
+ log2(4π)

(
M2 + U

)}
+ 2

(
12(γ − 1)γ + π2 − 6

)
U
]]
. (3.7)

Infinity diagram:

From the Lagrangian given in Eq. (2.12), for the infinity diagram, the coefficients of 1/ϵ2,

1/ϵ, and the finite parts are given in terms of U, Uϕ, and Uϕϕ as

Cb
(2)|ϵ−2 =

α2

2
tr

[ (
M2 + U

)2
Uϕϕ

]
, (3.8)

Cb
(2)|ϵ−1 = −α

2

2
tr

[ (
M2 + U

)
Uϕϕ

(
F −M2 +

(
M2 + U

)
log

(
M2

4πe−γ

))]
, (3.9)

Cb
(2)|ϵ0 =

α2

48
tr

[
Uϕϕ

[
6

{
F −M2 +

(
M2 + U

)
log

(
M2

4πe−γ

)}2

+
(
M2 + U

)
×

{
M2

(
6γ(γ − 2− 2 log(4π)) + π2 + 6[2 + 4 log2(2) + log2(π) + log(16)

+ {2 + log(16)} log(π)]
)
+ 12 log

(
M2

)(
M2{γ − 1− log(4π)}+ U{γ

− log(4π)}
)
+ 24

(
M2 + U

)
log2(M) + U

(
6(γ − log(4π))2 + π2

)}]]
. (3.10)

Counter-term diagram:

From the Lagrangian given in Eq. (2.17), for the counter-term diagram, the coefficients of

1/ϵ2, 1/ϵ, and the finite parts are given in terms of U, Uϕ, and Uϕϕ as

Cct
(2)|ϵ−2 = −α2 tr

[ (
M2 + U

) ( (
M2 + U

)
Uϕϕ + U2

ϕ

)]
, (3.11)

Cct
(2)|ϵ−1 =

α2

2
tr

[( (
M2 + U

)
Uϕϕ + U2

ϕ

)(
F −M2 +

(
M2 + U

)
log

(
M2

4πe−γ

))]
,(3.12)

Cct
(2)|ϵ0 = −α

2

48
tr

[{
M2

{
6γ

(
γ − 2− 2 log(4π)

)
+ π2 + 6

(
2 + 4 log2(2) + log2(π)
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+ log(16) +
(
2 + log(16)

)
log(π)

)}
+ 12 log

(
M2

){
M2

(
γ − 1− log(4π)

)
+ U

(
γ − log(4π)

)}
+ 24

(
M2 + U

)
log2(M) + U

(
6(γ − log(4π))2 + π2

)}
×

( (
M2 + U

)
Uϕϕ + U2

ϕ

)]
. (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/ϵ2, 1/ϵ, and the finite

parts mentioned in Eq. (2.18), are given in terms of U, Uϕ, and Uϕϕ as

C(2)|ϵ−2 = −α
2

2
tr

[ (
M2 + U

) ( (
M2 + U

)
Uϕϕ + U2

ϕ

)]
, (3.14)

C(2)|ϵ−1 =
α2

24
tr
[
UϕD

2Uϕ + 6U2
ϕ(U +M2)

]
, (3.15)

C(2)|ϵ0 =
α2

96
tr

[{
13 + 4 log

(
4πe−γ

)}
UϕD

2Uϕ + U2
ϕ

{
12

(
2F (γ − 2− log(4π))

+ M2
{
γ2 − 2γ(2 + log(4π)) + 3 + 4 log2(2) + log(256) + log(π)[4 + log(16π)]

}
+ U

{
γ2 − 2γ(1 + log(4π))− 1− 4 log2(2) + log(π)[2 + log(π)] + log(16)[1

+ log(4π)]
})

+ 48(γ − 2− log(4π))
(
M2 + U

)
log(M)

}
+ 12Uϕϕ

{
F −M2

+
(
M2 + U

)
log

(
M2

4πe−γ

)}2
]
. (3.16)

Here, the operators Uϕ and Uϕϕ in the Eqs. (3.5)-(3.16) are defined in Eq. (3.1).

3.3 The two-loop Lagrangian

Using Eqs. (3.14)-(3.16), the Lagrangian can be expressed in a more convenient form,

capturing all relevant terms in an organized manner as

L ⊃ α2 tr

(
C4M4 + C2M2 + C0M0 +

∑
n=1,2...

C−2nM
−2n

)
, (3.17)

with

C4 = −
Uϕϕ

2ϵ2
+ C[[Uϕϕ]]

4 Uϕϕ, (3.18)

C2 = −

(
U2
ϕ + 2UUϕϕ

)
2ϵ2

+
U2
ϕ

4ϵ
+ C

[[U2
ϕ]]

2 U2
ϕ + C[[UUϕϕ]]

2 UUϕϕ, (3.19)

C0 = −
U
(
U2
ϕ + UUϕϕ

)
2ϵ2

+
UU2

ϕ

4ϵ
+

1

24ϵ
UϕD

2Uϕ +
1

96
UϕD

2Uϕ

[
13 + 4 log

(
4πe−γ

)]
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+ C[[UϕD
2Uϕ]]

0 UϕD
2Uϕ + C

[[UU2
ϕ]]

0 UU2
ϕ + C[[U2Uϕϕ]]

0 U2Uϕϕ + C[[UµµUϕϕ]]
0 UµµUϕϕ

+ C[[G2
µνUϕϕ]]

0 G2
µνUϕϕ, (3.20)

C−2 = C
[[U2U2

ϕ]]

−2 U2U2
ϕ + C

[[G2
µνU

2
ϕ]]

−2 G2
µνU

2
ϕ + C

[[UµµU2
ϕ]]

−2 UµµU
2
ϕ + C[[U3Uϕϕ]]

−2 U3Uϕϕ

+ C[[UG2
µνUϕϕ]]

−2 UG2
µνUϕϕ + C[[GµνGνρGρµUϕϕ]]

−2 GµνGνρGρµUϕϕ + C[[J2
νUϕϕ]]

−2 J2
νUϕϕ

+ C[[U2
µUϕϕ]]

−2 U2
µUϕϕ + C[[UUµµUϕϕ]]

−2 UUµµUϕϕ. (3.21)

Note that for a renormalizable UV theory, the operator Uϕϕ is essentially a unit matrix with

a multiplicative factor, therefore, the operator UµµUϕϕ turns out to be a total derivative

term. All the coefficients of the operators such as Uϕϕ, U
2
ϕ, UϕD

2Uϕ etc. in the above

equations are given below.

C[[Uϕϕ]]
4 =

1

8

[
1− log

(
M2

4πe−γ

)]2
, C[[UϕD

2Uϕ]]
0 =

1

96

[
13 + 4 log

(
4πe−γ

)]
,

C
[[U2

ϕ]]

2 =
1

8

[
3 + γ2 − 2γ

(
2 + log(4π)

)
− 2

(
2 + log

(
4πe−γ

))
log

(
M2

)
+ 4 log2(2) + log(256) + log(π)

(
4 + log(16π)

)]
,

C[[UUϕϕ]]
2 = −1

4

[{
1− log

(
M2

4πe−γ

)}
log

(
M2

4πe−γ

)]
,

C
[[UU2

ϕ]]

0 = −1

8

[
1− γ2 + 2γ − 2(γ − 2) log

(
M2

)
− 2 log(4π)

{
1− γ − log

(
M2

)}
− log2(4π)

]
,

C[[U2Uϕϕ]]
0 = −1

8

[
1− log

(
M2

4πe−γ

)
− log2

(
M2

4πe−γ

)]
,

C[[UµµUϕϕ]]
0 = − 1

24

[
1− log

(
M2

4πe−γ

)]
, C[[G2

µνUϕϕ]]

0 = − 1

48

[
1− log

(
M2

4πe−γ

)]
, (3.22)

C
[[U2U2

ϕ]]

−2 = −1

8

[
2 + log

(
4πe−γ

)]
, C

[[G2
µνU

2
ϕ]]

−2 = − 1

48

[
2 + log

(
4πe−γ

)]
,

C
[[UµµU2

ϕ]]

−2 = − 1

24

[
2 + log

(
4πe−γ

)]
, C[[U3Uϕϕ]]

−2 =
1

24

[
1 + 2 log

(
M2

4πe−γ

)]
,

C[[UG2
µνUϕϕ]]

−2 =
1

48
, C[[GµνGνρGρµUϕϕ]]

−2 =
1

360

[
1− log

(
M2

4πe−γ

)]
,

C[[J2
νUϕϕ]]

−2 = − 1

240

[
1− log

(
M2

4πe−γ

)]
, C[[U2

µUϕϕ]]

−2 = − 1

48

[
1− log

(
M2

4πe−γ

)]
,

C[[UUµµUϕϕ]]
−2 =

1

24
log

(
M2

4πe−γ

)
.

Note that inMS regularization scheme, the log(M2) reads as log
(
M2/µ2

)
, whereas inMS

regularization scheme µ2 rescales as µ2 → µ2/(4πe−γ), where µ is renormalization scale of

the theory. For theories with U having the lowest operator dimension two, C−4, C−6 and

so on, they do not contain any dimension six operators. If we consider U having the lowest
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operator dimension to be one, C−4 to C−10 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].

OGG = g2s |H|2Ga
µνG

a,µν OH = 1
2

(
∂µ|H|2

)2
OWW = g2W |H|2W a

µνW
a,µν OT = 1

2

(
H†

↔
DµH

)2
OBB = g2Y |H|2BµνB

µν OR = |H|2|DµH|2

OWB = 2gW gYH
†τaHW a

µνB
µν OD =

∣∣D2H
∣∣2

OW = igW
(
H†τa

↔
DµH

)
DνW a

µν O6 = |H|6

OB = igY Y
(
H†

↔
DµH

)
∂νBµν O2G = −1

2

(
DµGa

µν

)2
O3G = 1

3!gsf
abcGaµ

ρ Gbν
µ G

cρ
ν O2W = −1

2

(
DµW a

µν

)2
O3W = 1

3!gW ϵ
abcW aµ

ρ W bν
µ W cρ

ν O2B = −1
2

(
∂µBµν

)2
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 [58],

L[Φ, ϕ] ⊃ −Φ†(D2 +m2 + U(x)
)
Φ+

(
Φ†B(x) + h.c.

)
, (4.1)

where Φ and ϕ are the heavy and light scalar fields respectively. Here, B(x) is a generic

function of the light fields ϕ(x) whereas U(x) can be a generic function of both the heavy

fields Φ(x) and the light fields ϕ(x). The equation of motion (EOM) for Φ is(
D2 +m2 + U(x)

)
Φ = B(x). (4.2)

After linearizing, i.e., ignoring the O(Φ2) terms in the EOM and solving it in the case

where p2 ≪ m2, as prescribed in [58], we get

Φc =
1

m2
B − 1

m2

(
D2 + U

) 1

m2
B +

1

m2

(
D2 + U

) 1

m2

(
D2 + U

) 1

m2
B + . . . . (4.3)
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The mass-squared matrix in the equation above need not be diagonal, so 1/m2 may not

commute with U . Back into the Lagrangian, we plug Φc to obtain the tree-level effective

action. Note that even though we only considered U(x) to be only a function of ϕ, we

can include Φ as well and use recursion to get additional correction terms in the classical

solution of Φ.

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 Φ carrying hypercharge YΦ = −1/2, and the complex

triplet model, the extension of the SM by an electroweak scalar triplet ∆ with hypercharge

Y∆ = 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 Y∆ = 1

In this subsection, we integrate out an additional electroweak scalar ∆ that transforms as a

triplet under the SM gauge group, to get two-loop effective action. The triplet scalar’s mass

(m∆) is significantly higher than the electroweak symmetry-breaking scale i.e., m∆ ≫ v5.

When the triplet scalar ∆ interacts with the SM Higgs doublet (H) and leptons, the most

general UV Lagrangian can be expressed as [49, 102]

L = LSM + tr[(Dµ∆)†(Dµ∆)]−m2
∆tr[∆

†∆]− LY − V (H,∆) , (4.4)

where,

V (H,∆) = λ1
(
H†H

)
tr[∆†∆] + λ2

(
tr[∆†∆]

)2
+ λ3 tr

[(
∆†∆

)2]
+ λ4

(
H†∆∆†H

)
+
[
µ∆

(
HT iσ2∆

†H
)
+ h.c.

]
,

(4.5)

and,

LY = Y∆l
T
LCiσ2∆ lL + h.c. (4.6)

Here, ∆ = ∆aτa, where τa = σa

2 , are the generators in the fundamental representation of

SU(2). The covariant derivative in the kinetic term, Dµ = (∂µ − igWW
a
µτ

a − igY Y Bµ),

where the gauge fields W a
µ are in the adjoint representation of the SU(2)L group. Each

parameter in the potential above is treated as a real parameter, whereas the Y∆ in LY is

generally a complex parameter.

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

L ⊃ 1

2
(∆∗

i ∆i) Uij

(
∆j
∆∗

j

)
=

1

2
(∆∗

i ∆i)

(
(U11)ij (U12)ij
(U21)ij (U22)ij

) (
∆j
∆∗

j

)
, (4.7)

where i, j runs from 1 to 3. Essentially U is a 6× 6 hermitian matrix decomposed by four

3× 3 sub-matrices. These four sub-matrices can be defined as

(U11)ij ≡
∂2V

∂∆∗
i ∂∆j

, (U22)ij ≡
∂2V

∂∆i∂∆∗
j

, (U22)ij = (U∗
11)ij ,

5v ≈ 246 GeV is the vev of the Higgs field.
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(U12)ij ≡
∂2V

∂∆∗
i ∂∆

∗
j

, (U21)ij ≡
∂2V

∂∆i∂∆j
, (U21)ij = (U∗

12)ij . (4.8)

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

eters as

(U11)ij =
1

2
λ1|H|2δij +

1

2
λ2

(
|∆|2δij +∆i∆

∗
j

)
+

1

2
λ3

(
|∆|2δij +∆i∆

∗
j −∆∗

i∆j

)
+ λ4

(
1

4
|H|2δij −

i

2
ϵijk(H†τkH)

)
, (4.9)

(U12)ij =
1

2
λ2∆i∆j +

1

4
λ3

(
2∆i∆j −∆k∆kδij

)
. (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

(∆c)
i =

1

m2
∆

Bi +
1

m4
∆

(
p2δij − (U11)ij

)
Bj +O(m−6

∆ ), (4.11)

where Bi = µ∆H
T iσ2τ

iH = −µ∆H̃†τ iH with H̃ = iσ2H
∗ (see Eq. (4.1)). Using the above

expression of ∆i
c, we get the following relation up to operator dimension six

|∆c|2 =
(
∆i

c

)∗
∆i

c ⊃
µ2∆
m4

∆

[
1

2
|H|4 + 2

m2
∆

OH − 2

m2
∆

(
λ1
2

+
λ4
4

)
O6

2

]
, (4.12)

where the dimension six bosonic operators OH and O6 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 Eqs. (D.13)-(D.19), the pure bosonic

operators6 generated for this scenario are given here.

1

2
tr
[
Uϕϕ

]
=

1

2

∂2 tr [U ]

∂∆k∂∆
∗
k

= 6λ2 +
9

2
λ3, (4.13)

1

2
tr
[
U2
ϕ

]
=

1

2

∂ tr[U ]

∂∆l

∂ tr[U ]

∂∆∗
l

=
1

2
(4λ2 + 3λ3)

2 |∆c|2,

⊃
µ2∆
2m4

∆

(
16λ22 + 9λ23 + 24λ2λ3

)[
1

2
|H|4 + 2

m2
∆

OH − 1

m2
∆

(
λ1
2

+
λ4
4

)
O6

]
,

(4.14)

6Here, G2
µν = GµνG

µν and G3
µν = Gν

µG
ρ
νG

µ
ρ .
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1

2
tr
[
UUϕϕ

]
=

1

2
(2λ2 +

3

2
λ3)tr

[
U
]
=

1

2
(2λ2 +

3

2
λ3)tr

[
U11 I3×3 + U22 I3×3

]
=

(
2λ2 +

3

2
λ3

)[(
3λ1
2

+
3λ4
4

)
|H|2 +

(
2λ2 +

3λ3
2

)
|∆c|2

]
⊃

(
2λ2 +

3

2
λ3

)[(
3λ1
2

+
3λ4
4

)
|H|2 +

(
2λ2 +

3λ3
2

)
×

µ2∆
m4

∆

(
1

2
|H|4 + 2

m2
∆

OH − 1

m2
∆

(
λ1
2

+
λ4
4

)
O6

)]
, (4.15)

1

2
tr
[
UU2

ϕ

]
=

1

2

[
∂ tr[U ]

∂∆i
(U11)ij

∂ tr[U ]

∂∆∗
j

+
∂ tr[U ]

∂∆∗
i

(U22)ij
∂ tr[U ]

∂∆j

+
∂ tr[U ]

∂∆i
(U12)ij

∂ tr[U ]

∂∆j
+
∂ tr[U ]

∂∆∗
i

(U21)ij
∂ tr[U ]

∂∆∗
j

]
=

1

2

(
λ1 +

λ4
2

)(
16λ22 + 9λ23 + 24λ2λ3

)
|H|2|∆c|2

⊃
(
λ1 +

λ4
2

)(
16λ22 + 9λ23 + 24λ2λ3

) µ2∆
4m4

∆

O6, (4.16)

1

2
tr
[
U2Uϕϕ

]
=

1

2

(
2λ2 +

3

2
λ3

)
tr
[(
U2
11

)
13×3 + 2

(
U12

)(
U21

)
13×3 +

(
U2
22

)
13×3

]
⊃

(
2λ2 +

3

2
λ3

)[(
2λ1λ2 +

3λ1λ3
2

+ λ2λ4 +
3λ3λ4

4

)
µ2∆
2m4

∆

O6

+

(
3λ21
4

+
5λ24
16

+
3λ1λ4

4

)
|H|4

]
, (4.17)

1

2
tr
[
U3Uϕϕ

]
=

1

2

(
2λ2 +

3

2
λ3

)
tr
[(
U3
11 + 3U11U12U21 + 3U22U21U12 + U3

22

)
13×3

]
⊃ 3

8

(
2λ2 +

3

2
λ3

)(
λ31 +

3λ34
8

+
3λ21λ4

2
+

5λ1λ
2
4

4

)
O6, (4.18)

1

2
tr
[
UϕD

2Uϕ

]
=

1

2

[
∂ trU

∂∆k
D2∂ trU

∂∆∗
k

]
=

1

2
(4λ2 + 3λ3)

2 (∆i
c

)∗
D2∆i

c

⊃ 1

2

(
16λ22 + 9λ23 + 24λ2λ3

)(
−
µ2∆
m4

∆

OH

)
, (4.19)

1

2
tr
[
G2

µνUϕϕ

]
=

1

2

(
2λ2 +

3

2
λ3

)
tr
[
G2

µν

]
= −

(
2λ2 +

3

2
λ3

)(
2g2W

(
W a

µν

)2
+ 3g2Y (Bµν)

2
)
, (4.20)

1

2
tr
[
UG2

µνUϕϕ

]
=

1

2

(
2λ2 +

3

2
λ3

)
tr
[
UG2

µν

]
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⊃ −
(
2λ2 +

3

2
λ3

)[(
λ1
2

+
λ4
4

)(
2OWW + 3OBB

)
− λ4OWB

]
, (4.21)

1

2
tr
[
J2
νUϕϕ

]
=

1

2
(2λ2 +

3

2
λ3)tr

[
(DµGµν)

2
]

= −
(
2λ2 +

3

2
λ3

)(
4g2WO2W + 6g2Y O2B

)
, (4.22)

1

2
tr
[
U2
µUϕϕ

]
=

1

2
(2λ2 +

3

2
λ3)tr

[
(DµU)2

]
⊃

(
2λ2 +

3

2
λ3

)[
2

(
3λ21
4

+
3λ24
16

+
3λ1λ4

4

)
OH +

λ24
4

(OT + 2OR)

]
, (4.23)

1

2
tr
[
UUµµUϕϕ

]
= −1

2
(2λ2 +

3

2
λ3)tr

[
(DµU)2

]
⊃−

(
2λ2 +

3

2
λ3

)[
2

(
3λ21
4

+
3λ24
16

+
3λ1λ4

4

)
OH +

λ24
4

(OT + 2OR)

]
, (4.24)

1

2
tr
[
G3

µνUϕϕ

]
=

1

2
(2λ2 +

3

2
λ3)tr

[
G3

µν

]
= −

(
2λ2 +

3

2
λ3

)
6g2WO3W . (4.25)

Note that the operators UµµU
2
ϕ , U2U2

ϕ and G2
µνU

2
ϕ (see Eq. (3.21)) are excluded here as it

generates operators of dimension eight or higher.

Because Uϕϕ is a diagonal matrix, as mentioned previously, the operators UUµµUϕϕ

and U2
µUϕϕ can be related by integration by parts (IBP) i.e., tr

[
UUµµUϕϕ

]
= −tr

[
U2
µUϕϕ

]
.

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

|∆c|2 ⊃ − 1

4m4
∆

Y ∗
pqYrs(l

T p
L C l sL)(l

T r
L C l qL)−

µ∆Y
∗
pq

2m4
∆

(H̃†l pL)(l̃
q

LH) + h.c . (4.26)

Here, p and q represent the flavor indices and C is the charge conjugation operator, l̃L =

iσ2(lL)
C = iσ2(l

C)R = iσ2C (l L)
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

2
tr
[
U2
ϕ

]
=

1

2
(4λ2 + 3λ3)

2 |∆c|2 ⊃ − 1

8m4
∆

(4λ2 + 3λ3)
2

×
(
Y ∗
pqYrs(l

T p
L C l sL)(l

T r
L C l qL) + 2µ∆Y

∗
pq(H̃

†l pL)(l̃
q

LH) + h.c
)
, (4.27)

1

2
tr
[
UUϕϕ

]
=

1

2

(
2λ2 +

3

2
λ3

)
tr
[
U
]
⊃ − 1

4m4
∆

(
2λ2 +

3

2
λ3

)2

×
(
Y ∗
pqYrs(l

T p
L C l sL)(l

T r
L C l qL) + 2µ∆Y

∗
pq(H̃

†l pL)(l̃
q

LH) + h.c
)
. (4.28)
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Finally, we present our results (only the two-loop part) in the following form,

L ⊃ OaCa, (4.29)

where Oa denotes the dimension six pure bosonic and fermionic operators and Ca denotes

the corresponding Wilson coefficients. Using Eqs. (3.18)-(3.21) and Eqs.(4.13)-(4.25), we

present the Ca corresponding to Oa in Tab. 2 for bosonic case whereas using the Eqs. (3.18)-

(3.21) and Eqs. (4.27)-(4.28), we have listed the results in Tab. 3 for fermionic case for the

complex triplet model.

Dim six Ops. (Oa) Wilson coefficients (Ca)

O6
α2µ2

∆

16m4
∆

(
2C

[[UU2
ϕ]]

0 − C[[UUϕϕ]]
2 − 2C

[[U2
ϕ]]

2

)
(4λ2 + 3λ3)

2 (2λ1 + λ4)

+
α2µ2

∆

4m4
∆
C[[U2Uϕϕ]]
0 (4λ2 + 3λ3)

(
2λ1λ2 +

3λ1λ3
2 + λ2λ4 +

3λ3λ4
4

)
+ 3α2

16m2
∆
C[[U3Uϕϕ]]
−2 (4λ2 + 3λ3)

(
λ31 +

3λ3
4

8 +
3λ2

1λ4

2 +
5λ1λ2

4
4

)
OH

α2µ2
∆

2m4
∆

(
2C

[[U2
ϕ]]

2 + C[[UUϕϕ]]
2 − C[[UϕD

2Uϕ]]
0

)
(4λ2 + 3λ3)

2

− α2

m2
∆

(
C[[U2

µUϕϕ]]

−2 − C[[UUµµUϕϕ]]
−2

)
(4λ2 + 3λ3)

(
3λ2

1
4 +

3λ2
4

16 + 3λ1λ4
4

)
OT

α2λ2
4

8m2
∆

(
C[[U2

µUϕϕ]]

−2 − C[[UUµµUϕϕ]]
−2

)
(4λ2 + 3λ3)

OR
α2λ2

4

4m2
∆

(
C[[U2

µUϕϕ]]

−2 − C[[UUµµUϕϕ]]
−2

)
(4λ2 + 3λ3)

OWW − α2

4m2
∆
C[[UG2

µνUϕϕ]]

−2 (4λ2 + 3λ3) (2λ1 + λ4)

OBB − 3α2

8m2
∆
C[[UG2

µνUϕϕ]]

−2 (4λ2 + 3λ3) (2λ1 + λ4)

OWB
α2λ4

2m2
∆
C[[UG2

µνUϕϕ]]

−2 (4λ2 + 3λ3)

O2W −2α2g2W
m2

∆
C[[J2

µUϕϕ]]

−2 (4λ2 + 3λ3)

O2B −3α2g2Y
m2

∆
C[[J2

µUϕϕ]]

−2 (4λ2 + 3λ3)

O3W −3α2g2W
m2

∆
C[[G3Uϕϕ]]
−2 (4λ2 + 3λ3)

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 YΦ = −1
2

Here, we concentrate on the scenario where the extra electroweak Higgs doublet Φ is inte-

grated out to obtain two-loop effective action. The mass of the new scalar (mΦ) is assumed

to be significantly higher than the electroweak symmetry-breaking scale i.e., mΦ ≫ v.
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Dim six Ops. (Oa) Wilson coefficients (Ca)

(l
T p
L C l sL)(l

T r
L C l qL) + h.c − α2

16m2
∆
Y ∗
pqYrs

(
C[[UUϕϕ]]
2 + 2C

[[U2
ϕ]]

2

)
(4λ2 + 3λ3)

2

Table 3. Dimension six CP-conserving fermionic operators and their corresponding two-loop Wil-

son coefficients for complex triplet extension.

When Φ interacts with the SM Higgs doublet (H) and fermions, the most general UV

Lagrangian can be expressed as [58]

L = LSM + |DµΦ|2 −m2
Φ|Φ|2 − V (H,Φ), (4.30)

with potential term

V (H,Φ) =
λΦ
4
|Φ|4 −

(
ηH |H̃|2 + ηΦ|Φ|2

)(
H̃†Φ+ Φ†H̃

)
+ λ1|H̃|2|Φ|2 + λ2|H̃†Φ|2 (4.31)

+ λ3
[(
H̃†Φ

)2
+
(
Φ†H̃

)2]
+
(
Y

(e)
Φ lL Φ̃eR + Y

(u)
Φ qLΦuR + Y

(d)
Φ qL Φ̃ dR + h.c.

)
,

the covariant derivative Dµ has the same form as defined earlier for the complex triplet

scalar. Here, Yukawa couplings, such as Y
(e)
Φ , Y

(u)
Φ , and Y

(d)
Φ , in general, can be complex,

whereas other parameters are treated as real. We can write the above potential in the

following matrix form,

L ⊃ 1

2
(Φ∗

i Φi) Uij

(
Φj
Φ∗
j

)
=

1

2
(Φ∗

i Φi)

(
(U11)ij (U12)ij
(U21)ij (U22)ij

) (
Φj
Φ∗
j

)
, (4.32)

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

elements, which are 2 × 2 matrices defined similarly as in the case of electroweak triplet

model (see Eq. (4.8)). The matrix elements are

(U11)ij =
1

2
λΦ

[ (
Φ∗
kΦk

)
δij +ΦiΦ

∗
j

]
− ηΦ

[ (
H̃∗

kΦk +Φ∗
kH̃k

)
δij +ΦiH̃

∗
j + H̃iΦ

∗
j

]
+ λ1

(
H∗

kHk

)
δij + λ2

(
H̃iH̃

∗
j

)
, (4.33)

(U12)ij =
1

2
λΦ

(
ΦiΦj

)
− ηΦ

(
ΦiH̃j + H̃iΦj

)
+ λ3

[
H̃iH̃j + H̃jH̃i

]
, (4.34)

(U22)ij = (U∗
11)ij , (U21)ij = (U∗

12)ij . (4.35)

Using the CDE method, the classical background field (see Eq. (4.3)) can be written as

Φi
c =

1

m2
Φ

Bi +
1

m4
Φ

(
p2δij − (U11)ij

)
Bj +O(m−6

Φ ), (4.36)

where Bi = ηH |H|2H̃ i (see Eq. (4.1)). Using this, we can write the following relations up

to dimension six.

|Φc|2 = (Φi
c)

∗Φi
c ⊃

η2H
m4

Φ

O6, (4.37)

– 17 –



Φ†
cH̃ +H̃†Φc ⊃

2ηH
m2

Φ

[
|H|4 + 1

m2
Φ

(
OR +OH − (λ1 + λ2)O6

)]
, (4.38)

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 Eqs. (4.37)-(4.38), and the relations given in Eqs. (D.13)-(D.19), the

pure bosonic operators for this model are presented here.

1

2
tr
[
Uϕϕ

]
=

1

2

∂2tr(U)

∂Φk∂Φ
†
k

= 3λΦ, (4.39)

1

2
tr
[
U2
ϕ

]
=

1

2

∂tr(U)

∂Φm

∂tr(U)

∂Φ†
m

=
1

2

[
9λ2Φ|Φc|2 − 18λΦηΦ

(
Φ†
cH̃ + H̃†Φc

)
+ 36η2Φ|H|2

]
⊃ 1

2

[9η2Hλ2Φ
m4

Φ

O6 −
36ηH
m2

Φ

λΦηΦ

(
|H|4 + 1

m2
Φ

(
OR +OH − (λ1 + λ2)O6

))
+ 36η2Φ|H|2

]
, (4.40)

1

2
tr
[
UUϕϕ

]
=

3λΦ
4

tr
[(
U11

)
12×2 +

(
U22

)
12×2

]
=

3λΦ
4

[
(4λ1 + 2λ2) |H|2 − 6ηΦ

(
Φ†
cH̃ + H̃†Φc

)
+ 3λΦ|Φc|2

]
⊃ 3λΦ

4

[
(4λ1 + 2λ2) |H|2 − 12

m2
Φ

ηΦηH |H|4 (4.41)

+
3

m4
Φ

(
λΦη

2
H + 4ηΦηH(λ1 + λ2)

)
O6 −

12

m4
Φ

ηΦηH(OH +OR)
]
,

1

2
tr
[
UU2

ϕ

]
=

1

2

[
∂ tr[U ]

∂Φi
(U11)ij

∂ tr[U ]

∂Φ∗
j

+
∂ tr[U ]

∂Φ∗
i

(U22)ij
∂ tr[U ]

∂Φj

+
∂ tr[U ]

∂Φi
(U12)ij

∂ tr[U ]

∂Φj
+
∂ tr[U ]

∂Φ∗
i

(U21)ij
∂ tr[U ]

∂Φ∗
j

]
=

1

2

[
72η2Φ (λ1 + λ2 + 2λ3) |H|4 − 216η3Φ

(
Φ†
cH̃ + H̃†Φc

)
|H|2

− 36ηΦλΦ
(
λ1 + λ2 + 2λ3

) (
Φ†
cH̃ + H̃†Φc

)
|H|2

]
⊃ 1

2

[
72η2Φ

(
λ1 + λ2 + 2λ3

)
|H|4

− 2ηH
m2

Φ

(
216η3Φ + 36ηΦλΦ

(
λ1 + λ2 + 2λ3

))
O6

]
, (4.42)
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1

2
tr
[
U2Uϕϕ

]
=

3λΦ
4

tr
[(
U2
11

)
12×2 + 2

(
U12

)(
U21

)
12×2 +

(
U2
22

)
12×2

]
=

3λΦ
4

[(
4λ21 + 4λ1λ2 + 2λ22 + 8λ23

)
|H|4

− 4ηΦ
(
3λ1 + 2 (λ2 + λ3)

) (
Φ†
cH̃ + H̃†Φc

)
|H|2

]
⊃ 3λΦ

4

[(
4λ21 + 4λ2λ1 + 2λ22 + 8λ23

)
|H|4

− 8ηΦηH
m2

Φ

(
3λ1 + 2

(
λ2 + λ3

))
O6

]
, (4.43)

1

2
tr
[
UϕD

2Uϕ

]
=

1

2

[
∂ trU

∂Φk
D2∂ trU

∂Φ∗
k

]
= −1

2

[
Dµ

(
∂ trU

∂Φk

)
Dµ

(
∂ trU

∂Φ∗
k

)]
⊃ −1

2

[
36η2Φ|DµH|2 − 36

m2
Φ

λΦηΦηH
(
OH +OR

)]
, (4.44)

1

2
tr
[
G2

µνUϕϕ

]
=

3λΦ
4

tr[G2
µν ] = −3λΦ

4

(
1

2
g2W

(
W a

µν

)2
+

1

2
g2Y (Bµν)

2

)
, (4.45)

1

2
tr
[
U2U2

ϕ

]
=

1

2

[
∂ tr[U ]

∂Φi

[
U2
11 + U12U21

]
ij

∂ tr[U ]

∂Φ∗
j

+
∂ tr[U ]

∂Φ∗
i

[
U21(U11 + U22)

]
ij

∂ tr[U ]

∂Φ∗
j

+
∂ tr[U ]

∂Φi

[
U12(U11 + U22)

]
ij

∂ tr[U ]

∂Φj
+
∂ tr[U ]

∂Φ∗
i

[
U2
22 + U21U12

]
ij

∂ tr[U ]

∂Φj

]
⊃ 1

2

[
72η2Φ

(
λ1 + λ2 + 2λ3

)2
]
O6, (4.46)

1

2
tr
[
U3Uϕϕ

]
=

3λΦ
4

tr
[(
U3
11 + 3U11U12U21 + 3U22U21U12 + U3

22

)
12×2

]
⊃ 3λΦ

4

[
4λ31 + 6λ2λ

2
1 + 6λ22λ1 + 2λ32 + 24λ1λ

2
3 + 24λ2λ

2
3

]
O6, (4.47)

1

2
tr
[
G2

µνU
2
ϕ

]
=

1

2

[
∂tr(U)

∂Φi

(
G2

µν

)
ij

∂tr(U)

∂Φ†
j

]
⊃ −1

2

[
9η2Φ

(
OWW +OBB + 2OWB

)]
,(4.48)

1

2
tr
[
U2
ϕUµµ

]
=

1

2
tr

[
∂tr(U)

∂Φi

(
D2U

)
ij

∂tr(U)

∂Φ†
j

]
⊃ −72η2Φ (λ1 + λ2 + 2λ3)OH (4.49)

1

2
tr
[
UG2

µνUϕϕ

]
=

3λΦ
4

tr
[
UG2

µν

]
⊃ −3λΦ

4

[(
λ1 +

λ2
2

)(
OWW +OBB

)
+ λ2OWB

]
, (4.50)

1

2
tr
[
G3

µνUϕϕ

]
=

3λΦ
4

tr
[
G3

µν

]
= −3λΦ

4

(
3g2WO3W

)
, (4.51)

1

2
tr
[
J2
νUϕϕ

]
=

3λΦ
4

tr
[
(DµGµν)

2
]
= −3λΦ

4

[
2g2WO2W + 2g2Y O2B

]
, (4.52)

1

2
tr
[
U2
µUϕϕ

]
=

3λΦ
4

tr
[
(DµU)2

]
⊃ 3λΦ

4

[
2
(
4λ21 + λ22 + 4λ23 + 4λ1λ2

)
OH

+ 2
(
λ22 − 4λ23

)
OT + 4

(
λ22 + 4λ23

)
OR

]
, (4.53)
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1

2
tr
[
UUµµUϕϕ

]
= −3λΦ

4
tr
[
(DµU)2

]
⊃ −3λΦ

4

[
2
(
4λ21 + λ22 + 4λ23 + 4λ1λ2

)
OH

+ 2
(
λ22 − 4λ23

)
OT + 4

(
λ22 + 4λ23

)
OR

]
, (4.54)

where all the pure bosonic operators are listed in Tab. 1. Note that in a doublet scenario,

the operators U2U2
ϕ, UµµU

2
ϕ, and G

2
µνU

2
ϕ 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 Φc involving leptons and quarks, we can

write the following relations

|Φc|2 ⊃ − 1

m4
Φ

(
Y

(u)
Φ Y

(d)
Φ (q jLuR)ϵ

jk(q kLdR)− ηHY
(e)
Φ (lLH̃

†eR)|H|2

− ηHY
(u)
Φ (qLHuR)|H|2 − ηHY

(d)
Φ (qLH̃

†dR)|H|2 + h.c
)
, (4.55)

Φ†
cH̃ + H̃†Φc ⊃ ηH

m2
Φ

(
Y

(e)
Φ (lLH̃

†eR) + Y
(u)
Φ (qLHuR) + Y

(d)
Φ (qLH̃

†dR) + h.c
)
, (4.56)

where ϵij = i(σ2)
ij . 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

1

2
tr
[
U2
ϕ

]
=

1

2

(
9λ2Φ|Φc|2

)
⊃ −

9λ2Φ
2m4

Φ

(
Y

(u)
Φ Y

(d)
Φ (q jLuR)ϵ

jk(q kLdR)− ηHY
(e)
Φ (lLH̃

†eR)|H|2

− ηHY
(u)
Φ (qLHuR)|H|2 − ηHY

(d)
Φ (qLH̃

†dR)|H|2 + h.c
)
, (4.57)

1

2
tr
[
UUϕϕ

]
=

9λ2Φ
4

|Φc|2 ⊃ −
9λ2Φ
4m4

Φ

(
Y

(u)
Φ Y

(d)
Φ (q jLuR)ϵ

jk(q kLdR)− ηHY
(e)
Φ (lLH̃

†eR)|H|2

− ηHY
(u)
Φ (qLHuR)|H|2 − ηHY

(d)
Φ (qLH̃

†dR)|H|2 + h.c
)
, (4.58)

1

2
tr
[
U2Uϕϕ

]
= −3λΦηΦ

[(
3λ1 + 2 (λ2 + λ3)

) (
Φ†
cH̃ + H̃†Φc

)
|H|2

]
⊃ −3

λΦηΦηH
m2

Φ

(
3λ1 + 2 (λ2 + λ3)

)(
Y

(e)
Φ (lLH̃

†eR)|H|2 + Y
(u)
Φ (qLHuR)|H|2

+ Y
(d)
Φ (qLH̃

†dR)|H|2 + h.c
)
. (4.59)

Using the Eqs. (3.18)-(3.21) and Eqs.(4.39)-(4.54), we present the Ca corresponding to

Oa (see Eq. (4.29)) in Tab. 4 for bosonic case, whereas using the Eqs. (3.18)-(3.21) and

Eqs. (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. (Oa) Wilson coefficients (Ca)

O6

(
2C

[[U2
ϕ]]

2 + C[[UUϕϕ]]
2

)(
9α2 η2Hλ2

Φ

4m2
Φ

− 9α2 ηHλΦηΦ
m2

Φ

(
λ1 + λ2

))
−C

[[UU2
ϕ]]

0
36α2ηHηΦ

m2
Φ

(
6η2Φ + λΦ

(
λ1 + λ2 + 2λ3

))
−C[[U2Uϕϕ]]

0
6α2λϕηHηΦ

m2
Φ

(
3λ1 + 2

(
λ2 + λ3

))
− C

[[U2U2
ϕ]]

−2
36α2η2Φ
m2

Φ

(
λ1 + λ2 + 2λ3

)2

+ C[[U3Uϕϕ]]
−2

3α2λΦ

4m2
Φ

(
4λ31 + 6λ2λ

2
1 + 6λ22λ1 + 2λ32 + 24λ1λ

2
3 + 24λ2λ

2
3

)
OH

(
2C[[UϕD

2Uϕ]]
0 − 2C

[[U2
ϕ]]

2 − C[[UUϕϕ]]
2

)
9α2 ηHλΦηΦ

m2
Φ

−72α2η2Φ
m2

Φ

(
λ1 + λ2 + 2λ3

)
C
[[UµµU2

ϕ]]

−2

+
(
C[[U2

µUϕϕ]]

−2 − C[[UUµµUϕϕ]]
−2

)
3α2λΦ

2m2
Φ

(
4λ21 + λ22 + 4λ23 + 4λ1λ2

)
OT

(
C[[U2

µUϕϕ]]

−2 − C[[UUµµUϕϕ]]
−2

)
3α2λΦ

2m2
Φ

(
λ22 − 4λ23

)
OR

(
2C[[UϕD

2Uϕ]]
0 − 2C

[[U2
ϕ]]

2 − C[[UUϕϕ]]
2

)
9α2 ηHλΦηΦ

m2
Φ

+
(
C[[U2

µUϕϕ]]

−2 − C[[UUµµUϕϕ]]
−2

)
3α2λΦ

m2
Φ

(
λ22 + 4λ23

)
OWW −C

[[G2
µνU

2
ϕ]]

−2
9α2η2Φ
2m2

Φ
− C[[UG2

µνUϕϕ]]

−2
3α2λΦ

8m2
Φ

(
2λ1 + λ2

)
OBB −C

[[G2
µνU

2
ϕ]]

−2
9α2η2Φ
2m2

Φ
− C[[UG2

µνUϕϕ]]

−2
3α2λΦ

8m2
Φ

(
2λ1 + λ2

)
OWB −C

[[G2
µνU

2
ϕ]]

−2
9α2η2Φ
m2

Φ
− C[[UG2

µνUϕϕ]]

−2
3α2λΦ

4m2
Φ

(
2λ1 + λ2

)
O2W −C[[J2

µUϕϕ]]

−2
3α2λΦ

2m2
Φ
g2W

O2B −C[[J2
µUϕϕ]]

−2
3α2λΦ

2m2
Φ
g2Y

O3W −C[[G3Uϕϕ]]
−2

9α2λΦ

4m2
Φ
g2W

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. (Oa) Wilson coefficients (Ca)

(q jLuR)ϵ
jk(q kLdR) + h.c −9α2λ2

Φ

4m2
Φ
Y

(u)
Φ Y

(d)
Φ

(
C[[UUϕϕ]]
2 + 2C

[[U2
ϕ]]

2

)
(lLH̃

†eR)|H|2 + h.c
9α2λ2

Φ

4m2
Φ
Y

(e)
Φ

(
C[[UUϕϕ]]
2 + 2C

[[U2
ϕ]]

2

)
−3α2λΦηHηΦ

m2
Φ

Y
(e)
Φ C[[U2Uϕϕ]]

0

(
3λ1 + 2

(
λ2 + λ3

))
(qLHuR)|H|2 + h.c

9α2λ2
Φ

4m2
Φ
Y

(u)
Φ

(
C[[UUϕϕ]]
2 + 2C

[[U2
ϕ]]

2

)
−3α2λΦηHηΦ

m2
Φ

Y
(u)
Φ C[[U2Uϕϕ]]

0

(
3λ1 + 2

(
λ2 + λ3

))
(qLH̃

†dR)|H|2 + h.c
9α2λ2

Φ

4m2
Φ
Y

(d)
Φ

(
C[[UUϕϕ]]
2 + 2C

[[U2
ϕ]]

2

)
−3α2λΦηHηΦ

m2
Φ

Y
(d)
Φ C[[U2Uϕϕ]]

0

(
3λ1 + 2

(
λ2 + λ3

))
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 ∆ with hypercharge

Y∆ = 1 and the extension of the SM by an extra Higgs doublet Φ with hypercharge

YΦ = −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|2, |DµH|2, |H|4, (W a
µν)

2, (Bµν)
2.

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, g0(x, y), g1(x, y), g2(x, y) that we get from the

Eq. (2.5) are

g0(x, y) = απ2−
d
2

[
24−dMd−2Γ

(
1− d/2

)
− 22−dz2MdΓ

(
− d/2

)
+

1

8
M4z6−dΓ

(
d/2− 3

)
− M2z4−dΓ

(
d/2− 2

)
+ 4z2−dΓ

(
d/2− 1

)]
,

g1(x, y) = απ2−
d
2

[
22−dz2Md−2Γ

(
1− d/2

)
− 24−dMd−4Γ

(
2− d/2

)
+

1

4
M2z6−dΓ

(
d/2− 3

)
− z4−dΓ

(
d/2− 2

)]
, (A.1)

g2(x, y) = απ2−
d
2

[
− 21−dz2Md−4Γ

(
2− d/2

)
+ 23−dMd−6Γ

(
3− d/2

)
+

1

8
z6−dΓ

(
d/2− 3

)]
,

where α = 1
16π2 and d = 4− ϵ. While computing the contribution coming from the Sunset

diagram we get terms containing 1
z2a

with a ≥ 2. At short distances i.e., z → 0 this terms

will contribute to the 1
ϵ poles via the gamma function [82, 83, 103],

1

z2a
=

πd/2

4a−
d
2

Γ
[
d
2 − a

]
Γ[a]

(
D2

)n
δd(z) +O(ζ0), (A.2)

where a− d
2 = n+ζ. The component Green’s functions at coincidence limit for order n = 2

to n = 6 are listed below.

g2(x, x) = α
[
π

ϵ
2 2ϵ−1M−ϵ−2Γ

( ϵ
2
+ 1

)]
, g3(x, x) = −α

3

[
π

ϵ
2 2ϵ−1M−ϵ−4Γ

( ϵ
2
+ 2

)]
,

g4(x, x) =
α

3

[
π

ϵ
2 2ϵ−3M−ϵ−6Γ

( ϵ
2
+ 3

)]
, g5(x, x) = − α

15

[
π

ϵ
2 2ϵ−3M−ϵ−8Γ

( ϵ
2
+ 4

)]
,

g6(x, x) =
α

45

[
π

ϵ
2 2ϵ−4M−ϵ−10Γ

( ϵ
2
+ 5

)]
. (A.3)

After expanding up to the power of ϵ2, the following is a list of the expressions of the

relevant gamma functions containing the pole.

Γ
( ϵ
2
− 1

)
= −2

ϵ
+ γ − 1 +

ϵ

24
(−12 + 12γ − 6γ2 − π2)

+
ϵ2

48

(
−12 + 12γ − 6γ2 + 2γ3 − π2 + γπ2 − 2ψ(1)(2)

)
,

Γ
( ϵ
2

)
=

2

ϵ
− γ +

ϵ

24
(6γ2 + π2) +

ϵ2

24

(
−γ3 − γπ2

2
+ ψ(1)(2)

)
,

Γ
(
1 +

ϵ

2

)
= 1− γϵ

2
+
ϵ2

48

(
π2 + 6γ2

)
, (A.4)

where ψ(n)(x) is n-th derivative of digamma function ψ(x), and γ is the universal Eu-

ler–Mascheroni constant.
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A.1 An extra contribution coming from the finite part of g20(x− y)

In the expansion of
1

z2a
in the Eq. (A.2), there’s a finite part, that we didn’t consider in

our calculation. That can be calculated by doing Fourier transform [83, 103] as∫
1

|z|2a
eikzddz = πd/2

Γ(d/2− a)

Γ(a)

(
1

4
k2
)a− d

2

. (A.5)

While calculating g20(x− y), in which case a = 2− ϵ and d = 4− ϵ, we get

π2−ϵ/2 Γ(ϵ/2)

Γ(2− ϵ)

(
1

4
k2
)−ϵ/2

= π2−ϵ/2 Γ(ϵ/2)

Γ(2− ϵ)
exp

(
− ϵ
2
log

(
k2

4

))
= π2−ϵ/2 Γ(ϵ/2)

Γ(2− ϵ)

(
1− ϵ

2
log

(
k2

4

)
+O

(
ϵ2
))

. (A.6)

As Γ(ϵ/2) ∼ 2

ϵ
, it is clear that we get a finite piece, which is

(
−π2 log k

2

4

)
. In the

configuration space, this looks like∫
log

(
k2
)
eikzddk = log

(
−D2

)
δd(z). (A.7)

After applyingMS regularization scheme, we get g20(x− y)
∣∣
finite

= −α log

(
−D

2

µ2

)
δ4(x−y).

So, in the two-loop effective Lagrangian, the additional contribution due to this part is

L(2) ⊃ − 1

12
Tr

[ ∫
ddxddyV(3)(x)

(
− 3α log

(
−D

2

µ2

)
g1(x, y)b̃0(x, y)

2b̃1(x, y)

)
× V(3)(y)δ

4(x− y)
]
. (A.8)

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

Sunset diagram: For the sunset diagram, the coefficients of 1/ϵ2, 1/ϵ, and the finite

parts that appear in the Lagrangian are

Ca
(2)|ϵ−2 = tr

[
1

2
V 2
(3)

(
α2b̃1b̃

2
0 + α2b̃30M

2
)]
, (B.1)

Ca
(2)|ϵ−1 = tr

[
1

24
α2b̃30V(3)D

2V(3) +
α2

12
V 2
(3)

{
b̃30

(
9M2 − 6M2 log

(
M2

4πe−γ

))
− 3b̃1b̃

2
0

(
2 log

(
M2

4πe−γ

)
− 1

)
− 6F b̃20

}]
, (B.2)

Ca
(2)|ϵ0 = tr

[
α2b̃30
24

V(3)D
2V(3)

(
13

4
+ log

(
4πe−γ

))
+

1

96
α2b̃20V

2
3

[
b̃0

{
2M2

×
(
12(γ − 3)γ + π2 + 30

)
+ 24M2

(
log(4π)(−2γ − 4 log(M) + 3)
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+ 2 log(M)(2γ + log(M)− 3) + log2(4π)
)}

+ 2b̃1

(
12(γ − 1)γ

+ 12
[
− 2 log(4π)(γ + 2 log(M)) + 2 log(M)(2γ + log(M)− 2)

+ log2(4π)
]
+ π2 − 6 + 12 log(4π)

)
+ 24F (γ − 2− log(4π))

]]
. (B.3)

Infinity diagram: In the context of the infinity diagram, the coefficients of 1/ϵ2, 1/ϵ,

and the finite parts appearing in the Lagrangian are

Cb
(2)|ϵ−2 =

1

2
tr

[
α2V(4)

(
b̃1 + b̃0M

2
)2

]
, (B.4)

Cb
(2)|ϵ−1 = −1

2
tr

[
α2V(4)

(
b̃0M

2 + b̃1

){
b̃0M

2

(
log

(
M2

4πe−γ

)
− 1

)
+ b̃1 log

(
M2

4πe−γ

)
+ F

}]
, (B.5)

Cb
(2)|ϵ0 =

1

48
tr

[
α2V4

[
6

{
b̃0M

2{log
(

M2

4πe−γ

)
− 1}+ b̃1 log

(
M2

4πe−γ

)
+ F

}2

+
(
b̃0M

2 + b̃1

){
b̃0M

2

(
6
(
(γ − 2)γ + 2 + 4 log2(2) + log2(π)

+ log(16) + (2 + log(16)) log(π)
)
+ 12 log

(
M2

)
(γ +

1

2
log

(
M2

)
− 1)

− 12 log(4π)(γ + log
(
M2

)
) + π2

)
+ b̃1

(
6γ2 + 6[log(4π)− log

(
M2

)
]

× [−2γ − log
(
M2

)
+ log(4π)] + π2

)}]]
. (B.6)

Counter-term diagram: For the counter-term diagram, the coefficients of 1/ϵ2, 1/ϵ,

and the finite parts appearing in the Lagrangian are

Cct
(2)|ϵ−2 = −1

2
α2tr

[ (
b̃0M

2 + b̃1

)(
M4b̃

′′
0 + 2M2b̃

′′
1 + b̃

′′
2

) ]
, (B.7)

Cct
(2)|ϵ−1 =

1

4
α2tr

[(
M4b̃

′′
0 + 2M2b̃

′′
1 + b̃

′′
2

){
b̃0M

2

(
log

(
M2

4πeγ

)
− 1

)
+ b̃1 log

(
M2

4πeγ

)
+ F

}]
, (B.8)

Cct
(2)|ϵ0 = − 1

96
α2tr

[(
M4b̃

′′
0 + 2M2b̃

′′
1 + b̃

′′
2

)(
b̃0M

2
(
6{(γ − 2)γ + 2

+ 4 log2(2) + log2(π) + log(16) + (2 + log(16)) log(π)}+ 12 log
(
M2

)
× (γ +

1

2
log

(
M2

)
− 1)− 12 log(4π)(γ + log

(
M2

)
) + π2

)
(B.9)
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+ b̃1

(
6γ2 + 6(log(4π)− log

(
M2

)
)(−2γ − log

(
M2

)
+ log(4π)) + π2

))]
.

Resultant contributions: The coefficients of 1/ϵ2, 1/ϵ, and the finite parts of the total

contribution, obtained by summing the three diagrams, can be expressed as

C(2)|ϵ−2 = −1

2
α2tr

[ (
b̃0M

2 + b̃1

)(
M4b̃

′′
0 − b̃0M

2V(4) + 2M2b̃
′′
1 − b̃20V

2
(3)

− b̃1V(4) + b̃
′′
2

)]
, (B.10)

C(2)|ϵ−1 =
1

24
α2tr

[
b̃30 V(3)D

2V(3) + b̃20 V
2
3

{
6b̃0M

2

(
3− 2 log

(
M2

4πe−γ

))

+ 6b̃1

(
1− 2 log

(
M2

4πe−γ

))
− 12F

}
− 12V4

(
b̃0M

2 + b̃1

)(
b̃0M

2

×
[
log

(
M2

4πe−γ

)
− 1

]
+ b̃1 log

(
M2

4πe−γ

)
+ F

)
+ 6(M4b̃

′′
0 + 2M2b̃

′′
1

+ b̃
′′
2)
{
b̃0M

2
[
log

(
M2

4πe−γ

)
− 1

]
+ b̃1 log

(
M2

4πe−γ

)
+ F

}]
, (B.11)

C(2)|ϵ0 =
1

24
α2tr

[
b̃30V(3)D

2V(3)

(13
4

+ log
(
4πe−γ

))
+

1

4
b̃20V

2
3
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b̃0

(
2M2(30

+ 12γ(γ − 3) + π2) + 24M2
{
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(
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)
)
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)
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1

2
log

(
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)
) + log2(4π)

})
+ 2b̃1

(
12γ(γ − 1)

+ 12
{
− 2 log(4π)(γ + log

(
M2

)
) + log

(
M2

)
(2γ − 2 +

1

2
log

(
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)
)

+ log2(4π)
}
+ π2 − 6 + 12 log(4π)

)
+ 24F (γ − 2− log(4π))

}
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{
6
(
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2
[
log

(
M2

4πe−γ

)
− 1

]
+ b̃1 log

(
M2

4πe−γ

)
+ F
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+
(
b̃0M

2 + b̃1

)(
b̃0M

2
[
6(γ − 2)γ + 12 log

(
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)
(γ − 1 +

1

2
log

(
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)
)

− 12 log(4π){γ + 2 log(M)}+ π2 + 6{2 + 4 log2(2) + log2(π)

+ log(16) + (2 + log(16)) log(π)}
]
+ b̃1

[
6γ2 + 6{log(4π)− log

(
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)
}

× {−2γ − log
(
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)
+ log(4π)}+ π2

])}
−
(
M4b̃

′′
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′′
1 + b̃

′′
2

)
×

{
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2

(
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(
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1

2
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(
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(
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− 2γ
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− log
(
M2

)
+ log(4π)

]
+ π2

)}]
. (B.12)

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

coefficients of 1/ϵ2, 1/ϵ, and the finite parts of the total contributions can be expressed as

C′
(2)|ϵ0 =

1

24
α2tr

[
b̃30V(3)D

2V(3)

(13
4

+ log
(
4πe−γ

))
+

1

1200

[
60b̃20V

2
3
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5b̃0

(
2[12(γ − 3)γ

+ π2 + 30]M2 + 24M2
{
log(4π)(−2γ − 2 log

(
M2

)
+ 3) + log

(
M2

)
(2γ − 3

+
1

2
log

(
M2

)
) + log2(4π)

})
+

2

M10

{
− 3b̃5M

2 + 5M4(6b̃2M
4 − 2b̃3M

2 + b̃4)

+ 2b̃6

}
(γ − 2− log(4π)) + 10b̃1

{
12(γ − 1)γ + 12

(
− 2 log(4π)(γ + log

(
M2

)
)

+ log
(
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)
(2γ +

1

2
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(
M2

)
− 2) + log2(4π)

)
+ π2 − 6 + 12 log(4π)

}}
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M4b̃

′′
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′′
1 + b̃

′′
2
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b̃0M
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(
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)
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1

2
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(
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)
)

− 12 log(4π)(γ + log
(
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)
) + π2 + 6

[
2 + 4 log2(2) + log(16)(1 + log(π)) + log(π)

× (2 + log(π))
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+ b̃1

[
6γ2 + 6(log(4π)− log

(
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)
)(−2γ − log

(
M2

)
+ log(4π))

+ π2
]}
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{
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(
b̃0M

2 + b̃1

)(
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2
[
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(
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)
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1

2
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(
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− 12 log(4π)(γ + 2 log(M)) + π2 + 6
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)(−2γ − log

(
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)
+ log(4π))

+ π2
])

+
1

M20

(
− 3b̃5M

2 + 5M4
[
− 2b̃3M

2 + 6M4
(
2b̃0M

4(γ + log
(
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)
− 1

− log(4π)) + 2b̃1M
2(γ + log

(
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)
− log(4π)) + b̃2

)
+ b̃4

]
+ 2b̃6

)2}]]
, (B.13)
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2
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)
+ b̃4

)
− 2b̃6

]
+ 2V4

(
b̃0M

2 + b̃1
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+ log
(
M2
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− log(4π)) + b̃2] + b̃4

)
− 2b̃6

}]
. (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−6, 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.
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+
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, (C.1)

C−6 = − 1
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C−8 =
1
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C−10 = − 1
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ϕ

[
2 + log

(
4πe−γ

)]
. (C.4)

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 Y∆ = 1

For the electroweak triplet model, the following are dimension six bosonic operator struc-

tures at the one-loop level.
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2

[
(U11)ij

(
G2

µν

)
ji
+ (U22)ij

(
G2

µν

)
ji

]
⊃ −

(
λ1
2

+
λ4
4

)(
2OWW + 3OBB

)
+ λ4OWB, (D.4)

1

2
tr
[
J2
ν

]
= −4g2WO2W − 6g2Y O2B,

1

2
tr
[
G3

µν

]
= −6g2WO3W . (D.5)

D.2 Electroweak doublet with hypercharge YΦ = −1/2

For the two Higgs doublet model, dimension six bosonic operator structures at the one-loop

level are provided below.

1

2
tr
[
U
]
=

3

2
λΦΦ

†
cΦc − 3ηΦ(H̃

†Φc +Φ†
cH̃) + (2λ1 + λ2) |H|2

⊃ 3

2m4
Φ

λΦη
2
HO6 − 6ηΦηH

[
1

m4
Φ

(OH +OR)−
λ1 + λ2
m4

Φ

O6

]
, (D.6)

1

2
tr
[
U3

]
=

1

2

[
(U3

11)ii + (U3
22)ii + 3(U11U12U21 + U22U12U21)ii

]
(D.7)

⊃
[
2λ31 + 3λ21λ2 + 3λ1λ

2
2 + λ32 + 12λ23(λ1 + λ2)

]
O6,

1

2
tr
[
U2
µ

]
=

1

2

[
(DµU11)ij (D

µU11)ji + (DµU22)ij (D
µU22)ji + 2 (DµU12)ij (DµU21)ji

]
⊃

[
(4λ21 + λ22 + 4λ23 + 4λ1λ2)OH + (λ22 − 4λ23)OT + 2(λ22 + 4λ23)OR

]
, (D.8)
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1

2
tr
[
UG2

µν

]
=

1

2

[
(U11)ij

(
G2

µν

)
ji
+ (U22)ij

(
G2

µν

)
ji

]
⊃ −(2λ1 + λ2)

(
1

4
OWW +

1

4
OBB

)
− 1

2
λ2OWB, (D.9)

1

2
tr
[
J2
ν

]
=

1

2
tr(DµGµν)

2 = −g2WO2W − g2Y O2B,
1

2
tr
[
G3

µν

]
= −3

2
g2WO3W . (D.10)

D.3 Some useful relations and definitions

To write the potential in the form of a 6× 6 matrix from the trace part of the Lagrangian

(see Eq. (4.5)), we present here some algebraic relations for the electroweak triplet model.

Tr[∆†∆] = Tr[∆∗
i∆jτ

iτ j ] =
1

2
∆∗

i∆i =
1

2
|∆|2, (D.11)

Tr

[(
∆†∆

)2
]
= ∆∗

i∆j∆
∗
k∆lTr[τ

iτ jτkτ l] =
1

8
∆∗

i∆j∆
∗
k∆l(δijδkl + δilδjk − δikδjl)

=
1

4
(∆∗

i∆i)(∆
∗
j∆j)−

1

8
(∆∗

i∆
∗
i )(∆j∆j) =

1

4
|∆|4 − 1

8
(∆∗)2(∆)2. (D.12)

We present some algebraic relations for both scenarios to construct the dimension six

effective operators which are given below.(
H†τaH

)
P 2

(
H†τaH

)
= Dµ

(
H†τaH

)
Dµ

(
H†τaH

)
=

1

2

(
OT + 2OR

)
, (D.13)

(
H̃†τaH

)
P 2

(
H†τaH̃

)
= Dµ

(
H̃†τaH

)
Dµ

(
H†τaH̃

)
= OH , (D.14)(

H†DµH
)2

+
(
(DµH)†H

)
= OT +OH , (D.15)(

H†H
)
P 2

(
H†H

)
= Dµ

(
H†H

)
Dµ

(
H†H

)
=

(
Dµ

∣∣H|2
)
= 2OH , (D.16)

tr
[(
HH†)P 2

(
HH†)] = tr

[
Dµ

(
HH†)Dµ

(
HH†)] = OH +OT + 2OR, (D.17)

tr
[(
H̃†(H̃†)T

)
P 2

(
H̃(H̃)T

)]
= tr

[
Dµ

(
H̃†(H̃†)T

)
Dµ

(
H̃(H̃)T

)]
= OH −OT + 2OR,

(D.18)

H† ↔
DµH ≡ H†(DµH)− (DµH)†H, H†τa

↔
DµH ≡ H†τa(DµH)− (DµH)†τaH, (D.19)

where all the dimension six pure bosonic operators in Eqs. (D.1)-(D.10) and Eqs. (D.13)-

(D.19) are listed in Tab. 1.
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