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ABSTRACT: The Standard Model Effective Field Theory (SMEFT) provides a robust frame-
work for probing deviations in the couplings of Standard Model particles from their theoreti-
cal predictions. This framework relies on an expansion in higher-dimensional operators, often
truncated at dimension-six. In this work, we compute the effective dimension-eight operators
generated by integrating out heavy scalar fields at one-loop order in the Green’s basis within
two extended scalar sector models: the Two Higgs Doublet Model and the Complex Triplet
Scalar Model. We also investigate the impact of heavy scalar fields on the fermion sector,
deriving the fermionic effective operators up to dimension eight for these models, and detail
how contributions can be mapped onto non-redundant bases. To assess the importance of
higher-order contributions in the SMEFT expansion, we analyze the dimension-eight effects
for electroweak precision observables at the next frontier of precision lepton machines such
as GigaZ.
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1 Introduction

In the past few decades, high-energy physics has made tremendous strides in understanding
our universe’s fundamental forces and particles. Central to this understanding is the Standard
Model (SM) of particle physics, a remarkably successful framework for describing the known
particles and interactions, most notably through experimental verification at facilities such as
the Large Hadron Collider (LHC). However, known limitations of the SM have led physicists
to look for traces of physics beyond the Standard Model (BSM), which might manifest at
higher energy scales that are not yet accessible through direct experiments.

Effective Field Theories (EFTs) have become a prevalent tool in this context. EFTs allow
us to describe the effects of unknown high-energy physics at low energies [1, 2], where direct
measurements are possible, by expanding the known theory in terms of higher-dimensional
operators. Typically, these expansions include terms that capture the influence of new physics,
even if the fundamental theory is not directly observed. The most commonly used EFT
for collider experiments like those at the LHC is the SM Effective Field Theory (SMEFT).



This formalism expands the SM by adding higher-dimension operators that encapsulate the
possible deviations from the SM predictions due to unknown high-energy phenomena. These
operators consist of only SM fields and respect the gauge symmetries of the SM.

The dimension-six operators [3-5] are often the leading terms considered in these expan-
sions, as they offer the first corrections to the SM predictions. In practice, SMEFT analyses
often focus on dimension-six operators up to linear order (e.g., [6-10]), corresponding to
O(1/A?) in the new physics scale A (e.g., [11-15]). Some studies extend to quadratic contri-
butions at O(1/A*) (e.g., [16-22]), but a consistent treatment at this order generally requires
accounting for terms linear in dimension-eight operators. In many cases, such as rare pro-
cesses or regions of parameter space with limited data, these dimension-six terms might not
capture all relevant effects, especially when the data lack precision [23-25]. As experimental
searches, such as those conducted at the high-luminosity LHC (HL-LHC), push the boundaries
of sensitivity, it becomes increasingly important to explore higher-order effects. This is where
dimension-eight operators, e.g., [26-28], come into play [25, 29-33]. These terms can provide
a more refined description of possible BSM effects, offering corrections to processes where
the dimension-six terms may be insufficient [34]. The impact of dimension-eight operators is
crucial to validate the truncation of SMEFT at a fixed order in light of collider searches. This
has been facilitated by the recent development of comprehensive and non-redundant bases for
dimension-eight operators [35, 36]. Another useful approach involves matching the SMEFT
framework with a particular complete UV model containing new particles on the high energy
scale, A. This process often results in a limited set of effective operators, whose impact can
be analyzed in low energy and electroweak-scale phenomena [37-41].

This work investigates the role of dimension-eight operators within the EFT framework,
with the aim of enhancing the predictive accuracy of SMEFT and its ability to constrain
or identify BSM physics. Specifically, we focus on two well-motivated BSM scenarios that
extend the SM with additional heavy scalar fields, one involving a complex scalar triplet
and the other involving a complex scalar doublet. These models are of interest because such
additional scalar fields are common in various extensions of the SM, including models related
to neutrino mass generation and grand unification theories [42-48] and can leave characteristic
signatures at different collider experiments [49-58]. Although, the matching of dimension-six
operators to UV models with a single heavy particle is well-established at both tree level and
one-loop [59-68], the inclusion of dimension-eight operators in more complex models remains
relatively unexplored. Previous studies have addressed only a limited number of cases [25, 69—
71]. In this study, we extend the framework by integrating out heavy scalars up to one-loop,
focusing on the complex scalar triplet and doublet scenarios.

We use the model-independent dimension-eight effective action, derived in [72] to inte-
grate out heavy scalar fields at the one-loop level for specific UV models: electroweak complex
triplet and doublet. We obtain the effective operators up to dimension-eight and the asso-
ciated coefficients in Sec. 2. We further capture the imprint of heavy field interactions with
the SM fermions in Sec. 3. In general, these results serve a dual purpose. First, they al-
low us to understand the impact of extending the analysis to dimension-eight but not at



the cost of increasing the number of free parameters, as they are functions of the same UV
model parameters. We expect these additional effects may allow us to adjust the model pa-
rameter space more precisely and enlarge the parameter space where EFT truncation is still
validated. We impose constraints on the EFT parameter space for both models by utilizing
electroweak precision data in Sec. 4. Specific focus is put on the analysis of future precision
lepton machines. Finally, we conclude in Sec. 5. We put all the details of the computa-
tions in the Appendix A for the complex triplet and doublet scalar models. In Appendix B,
we tabulate the contributions for dimension-eight structures after removing redundancies at
dimension-eight.

2 A model-independent approach to integrating out a heavy scalar

Consider a UV-complete action S, which depends on heavy (®) and light (¢) fields. The
effective action at one-loop after integrating out the fluctuations™ around its classical solution
16%S
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After integrating out heavy scalars at one-loop, the effective action consisting of operators up
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to mass dimension-eight is computed for the first time in Ref. [72] employing the Heat-Kernel
method. The universal one-loop effective action’ up to dimension-eight is given as [72]
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*We assume & = ®. + 7, where n are the quantum fluctuations.
"In Ref. [73], the same has been derived for fermions and noted its equivalence with the scalar case.
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where ¢, = 1/2 for real scalar fields while ¢ = 1 for complex scalar fields.

The stress tensor is given, as usual, G, = [Py, P,)|; J, = D,G,u = Dy[D,,D,] de-
notes to the gauge current. The trace in the above expression accounts for all symmetry
indices, including gauge, Lorentz (spinor and vector), flavour indices etc. Additionally, Her-
mitian conjugates have been incorporated to ensure the self-Hermitian nature of the effective
Lagrangian.

Let us consider a toy Lagrangian with a heavy scalar field ® of mass Mj:

LY = 0T(P2— M) + Liy. (2.3)

Here, Liy represents the interaction part of the Lagrangian that involves both heavy and
light fields (¢). We consider, without loss of generality, the interactions as

Ling D A (07)? + M (21®)? + 1 (¢79)(1®) + (k1 (679) @ + k2 ¢ (T®) + hoc)).  (24)

The parameters x1 and ko have dimensions of mass and we assume k1, ko < M. The effective
action at the tree level arises from the term linear in the heavy field in the UV model. The
Lagrangian in Eqn. 2.3 takes the form :

Qma{@Ug+ha}+¢%P2—m@—vg¢+wm¢%, (2.5)

such that Bs; and U, contain interactions that are linear and quadratic in @, respectively;
they are functions of the light fields only. For our example, we have By = xi(¢'¢) and
Us =1 (010) + A\ (PT®) + koo + k50T, We solve the equation of motion for the heavy field ®
and substitute it into the action. To leading approximation, the classical solution of ® reads
as: )

Employing the covariant derivative expansion, we find*

D, = [1—1(P2—U)TIIB
C MS2 S M52 S
1 1 1
o + —(P* - U,)~—=B
M32 ° dim=2 Ms2( S)Msz ° dim=4
1 1 1
+—(P?>-U,)—(P*-U,)-—B +...
i\ 0 U (P U

tHere, we assume the background field varies very slowly compared to the UV mass scale M, and local
expansion of the UV-propagator is validated in the domain of the energy of our interest.
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In the above equation, we highlight the dimension for each term in the O(1/M?) series
expansion of ®., assuming the contribution of light fields only to U,.% Thus, ®, can be
determined by inserting Bs and U, in Eqn. 2.7 and solving order by order in M, 2.

After integrating out ®, a series of operators is obtained that can be systematically
organized based on their canonical mass dimension. The effective Lagrangian can then be
obtained up to the desired order by substituting ® into Eqn. 2.5 via ®.. Now, if the effective
Lagrangian is to be truncated at order M %, we do not need to consider @22), which is the
coefficient ~ M in the solution of ®. (Eqn. 2.7), or higher order terms. To see this, we
note that at order M Q and M, 2 we have <I>£0) =0 and @gl) = B, respectively. Using these
results and substituting the solution from Eqn. 2.7 (up to the (I>£2) term) in Eqn. 2.5, terms
up to order 1/MZ can be obtained as :

f 9t (2)
B o B ol s B @l
E{ AT B}+ we g | (M) g
|B|>  BY(P?-U,)B 1
= . +0 s ) (2.8)

so that the <I>£2) contribution is canceled.

We are ready to apply this general procedure to the particular cases of two BSM-relevant
UV models, namely, the complex scalar triplet model and the 2HDM, to enumerate the
possible operators up to dimension-eight. We compute the corresponding operator Wilson
coefficients in terms of the parameters of the UV theory. An implicit assumption throughout is
that the heavy-mass scales are much greater than the weak scale. This condition is essential
for the SMEFT to be valid for the UV models by ensuring the decoupling of the heavy
degrees of freedom. In the following subsections, we present the leading contributions from
loop-generated operators with integrated-out contributions at dimension-eight.

2.1 Case I: Electroweak Complex Triplet

We consider an electroweak SU(2)y, scalar triplet A = A‘T* with hypercharge Y = 1. The
generators of SU(2)y, in the fundamental representation are given by 7% = ¢?/2 with the Pauli
matrices 0! with i = 1,2, 3. The relevant part of the Lagrangian that involves a complex scalar
triplet [74] is the following.

Lrsu = Loy + (Tr[(DMA)T(D”A)] ~ METY[ATA] + £y — V(H, A)) . (29

$A more detailed discussion for the dimension of U and ®. is presented when considering specific UV
models in the subsequent sections.



where the scalar potential is

V(H,A) = A (HTH) Tr[ATA] + A (Tr[ATA])Q + AT [(ATA>Z] 10
Y (HTANH) + [NA (HTz'a?ATH) + h.c.} . |

The covariant derivative has the usual form as D, = 0, —i¢'Y B, — igTiW;. Here, Y and T*
represent the generators of U(1)y and SU(2)r, respectively, with ¢ = 1,2,3. In the adjoint
representation (Ti)jk; = i€* with 4,7,k = 1,2,3. The Yukawa term in the Lagrangian is

Ly =Ya, LI Cic®? ALy +h.c., (2.11)

where C represents the charge conjugation matrix, while a, b = e, i, 7 denote the flavor indices.
This triplet model allows the generation of the lepton number violating Majorana masses for
the SM neutrinos, and that feature is also reflected through the effective operators.

The functional B = £/mod(A) is derived from the interaction where the heavy field A
couples with the lighter fields linearly. For the scalar Lagrangian Eqn. 2.10, it is given as:

B! = ppaH iogr'H = —uaH'7°H, (2.12)

where H = iooH* is the charge-conjugated Higgs field. Note that uA is a mass-dimension
one coupling.

The scalar potential for the heavy triplet field (using Eqn. A.1) can be written in the
following basis of heavy fields:

1 U11);; (U12);, A
Line O 5 (Azﬁ Az) (( 11)1] ( 12)1]) (AZ‘> , (2.13)
(UQl)ij (U22)ij j
where the indices 7, j range from 1 to 3, corresponding to the three component fields. Thus,

U is a 6 x 6 hermitian matrix, where each 3 x 3 block (Eqn. 2.13) in the (A;, AY) basis is
given by:

(Un);; = (md;iszj’ (U2);; = 55;;],7 (Ua1);; = (SA(S;/A;, (Ua2);; = 55;;;-
Hence, we obtain these matrix elements as :
(Un)ij = i(% + N)(HTH)S;; + %AQ(A;AQ 8ij + Az-A;f)
%Ag (D2 5+ AAT — ATA ) - %)\4eijk(HT7'kH),
(Ura)sj = %Ag(AfA}f) + ixg (2AIAT — ALALS;), (2.14)
(Ua1)ij = %)\Q(AZA]-) + i)\g (202 — AgAgdi5) , (2.15)
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+5s ( AR, 8+ ATA; — AA;) + %quk(ﬂwfﬂ). (2.16)
These matrix elements need to be evaluated for the classical heavy field solution, which is
given by:
B: (P2 —U),; (P2 -U)2
A); = — Y B; YBi4 - 2.17

Using the matrix U mentioned above and Eqn. 2.17, we derive the effective Lagrangian, see
Eqn. 2.2, up to dimension-eight. The WCs are functions of the following BSM parameters:
A1, A2, A3, Ag, pa along with the SM ones. The dimension-eight operators in the Green’s
basis [75], generated by integrating out the heavy-scalar triplet at the one-loop level within
the above model framework, are given in Tables 1 and 2. The details of the computation
and the corresponding WCs derived from the various operator structures are presented in
Appendix A.1.

We also present the results for dimension-six operators arising from this procedure on a
SILH [6] basis that are in agreement with [76]. In addition, in Sec. 3, we capture the impact
of fermionic interactions of the heavy triplet scalar within the effective operators, which are
of great phenomenological interest [77-79].

2.2 Case II: Electroweak Complex Doublet

In this section, we consider the electroweak complex SU(2);, doublet with hypercharge Y =
—%, also known as 2HDM. The part of the Lagrangian of our interest is [59, 60]:

E'Hz = Lsm + ‘DMHZ‘Z - m%{Q‘HZF + Vicalar + Lyuk ) (218)

where Vicalar refers to the scalar potential term:

A

Vscalar = 74-[2 |H2|4 - <"7H|I:I|2 =+ 77H2’H2|2> (ﬁTH? + HEFI)

2 1l + i o[ Ha? + Dt [(T#2)2 + (U] (219)
and Lyyk is the Yukawa interactions of the SM fermions with the heavy scalar:

Lyvuk = — {Y;SL@Z)ZLHQGR + Yi;;)(ij]:[QuR + Yéi)(jLHQdR + h.C.} , (2.20)

where Hy = togH5. We suppress the family indices of the fermions. Here, we discuss the
emergence of effective operators after integrating out heavy scalar doublet Ho.

The potential Vi.aar has distinct interactions such as (I:[ Jf’;‘—[g)2 and (Hgﬁ )2, so it is
convenient to treat Ho and H3 as different variables. U is a 4 X 4 hermitian matrix, where
each 2 x 2 block in (Hg, H3) basis is given by:

0% Vicalar 0*Vacalar
(Uf?)ij B 5”7"[;;571'[23'7 ( 17;2)17‘ B 5”;‘-[;5”;1%’



EFT operators Matching results at scale Ma(> v)
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Table 1. The matching results for relevant dimension-eight operators in the SMEFT for the complex
triplet model with the heavy triplet integrated up to one-loop. The terms in blue, magenta, black and
green denote the contributions in Eqn. 2.2 with terms proportional to : M£47M£2,M2, and M3,

respectively.

) 2
(Ugf)ij N f%’ <U§52)z’j - ‘m.

Here, indices 4, j run from 1 to 2 and refer to the two-component fields of each complex scalar
doublet. We, thus, obtain these matrix elements as follows:

A .
(ng)ij = 20 [0y (HaiHar) + Mo Hai] + Moia 10y (i HE) + Mgy 2 (H 7))

s {% (FI?;H% + Hz?;ﬁk) + Hoi H; + ’HQ;FIJ : (2.21)

<Ug2)ij = )\Hz [7—[2:7{2] +H2]H21] — N3y [Hzfﬁ;‘ +H2§ﬁi*}

+AH2,3 [ﬁ;‘ﬁ; + ﬁ;ﬁlﬂ : (2.22)
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Table 2. Summary of matching results for relevant dimension-eight operators in the SMEFT for the
complex triplet model with the heavy triplet integrated up to one-loop. The terms in blue and green
denote the contributions from MIL and M3 from proportional terms, respectively.
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(2.23)
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These matrix elements must be evaluated at the classical heavy field solution for Ho.

We obtain the functional B from the linear term in the heavy field Ho of the scalar
Lagrangian (Eqn. 2.19) as B; = ng(H'H)H; (and BT = nH(HTH)HT) The mass dimension
of B is three, and 7y is dimensionless coupling.

The equation of motion for the heavy doublet field Hs is given by:

Bi (P2 — U)ij (P2 - U)zzg
+ Bj+——"YBi 4. (2.25)
Miz M;‘fl2 M%Q

(HQ,C)i =

Using Eqn. 2.2, we obtain the dimension-eight operators arising by integrating out the
heavy doublet scalar at the one-loop level and list them in the Green’s basis in Tables 3-
4. The details of the derivation for the associated Wilson coefficients up to O(Mﬁ;l) are
discussed in Appendix A.2.
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Table 3. The matching results for relevant dimension-eight operators in the SMEFT for the complex
doublet model with the heavy triplet integrated up to one-loop. The terms in blue magenta, black
and green denote the contributions in Eqn. 2.2 with terms proportional to : M MHQ,M% and
Miz, respectively.

3 Impact of fermionic interactions with the heavy scalar field

In this section, we analyze the impact of introducing fermionic interactions with the heavy
scalar field for the two models under consideration: the complex scalar triplet model and
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EFT operators Matching results at scale My, (> v)
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ogjw = (¢'¢)D, B"(D,¢tio + h.c.) Coipe = —gaarzCigpips » )
OB = (DPE DLW | € =1 ALPIG]
Oéé)%lm - iEIJK(DM¢TUIDV¢)W/pr’f<p CE/;L/)2¢2D2 — 72é7r2 "E:)Zgu(fgfyb)c;p“cppﬂ 2881()772(%1/)25[15(;52 (e
R R e e
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O 1 — 10D,D,571, SO
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Table 4. Summary of matching results for relevant dimension-eight operators in the SMEFT for the
complex doublet model with the heavy triplet integrated up to one-loop. The terms in blue, and green
denote the contributions from terms proportional to Mif and M7212 respectively.

the complex scalar doublet model. In the BSM Lagrangian of both models, there is a linear
term in the heavy field that describes its interaction with fermions (see Eqns. 2.11 and 2.20).
Including this interaction in the functional B will play a crucial role in not only giving
intriguing collider signatures for each of the two models but will also be useful in distinguishing
distinctly between the two UV models from an effective theory framework.

3.1 Fermionic interactions mediated by the heavy triplet scalar field

Until now, we derived the functional B from the linear term in the heavy field A of the scalar
Lagrangian of complex triplet model (Eqn. 2.10). We now focus on the interactions between
fermions and the heavy field and derive the EFT operators up to dimension-eight for the
fermionic interactions after the heavy triplet scalar field has been integrated out at one-loop.
The Yukawa term in the Lagrangian for the interaction of the SM leptons with the heavy
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field A is expressed as:
Ly =Ya,,lLCic® Alg + h.c., (3.1)

Considering the total Lagrangian of Eqn. 2.9, one obtains the functional B as:

Bi = —puaH'T'H + YR 0} 7ii02Cly, = —paHIT'H + VX 0 7l (3.2)
where indices p, ¢, r, s denote the components of the lepton doublet /1, YA represents a sym-
metric matrix in the generation space and 0 = ioa(Lr)¢ (i-e. (= —££Ci02).

Like the previous section, we derive the resulting dimension-eight, seven, and six op-
erators, emerging from the total effective Lagrangian 2.2. The details are given in Ap-
pendix A.1.1. We find that the Weinberg operator of dimension-five, the four-Fermi operator
of the dimension-six Warsaw basis [4] from EJ Bj, the dimension-seven, and -eight operators
are generated and the results are depicted in Table 5.

Dim-8 EFT operators Matching results at scale Ma (> v)
Qe = eijemn(£CIMPI6"(919) | ), = — %J4W)ﬁyﬂ+”;ﬁww
Q) = €ijemn((CEM)I9"(910) | CB), = oL, 1n( 2) el 4 L

Qfip = DV (L") Dy(lsyuls) | €Ly = el 1]

Dim-7 EFT operators Matching results at scale Ma (> v)

Q) = eiem DM (Do) | cfl), = e

Q(qu)ﬁD = enne]?LEZC(Dugj)qu(Du¢n) C(L2<;D =_L (3(2)4[[1,'[

1672~ LoD

Qrg = €ijemn(CCM) P ™($T0) | Cpy = ~ 3l ( ) s

Lo
Dim-6 EFT operators Matching results at scale Ma (> v)
Qu = ( LoVl ) (Ziﬂ’%q@;) Cu = rikacy)
Dim-5 EFT operators Matching results at scale Ma (> v)

Querz = €ijemnd 0™ (B)TCL | Cpapa = Lyl

Table 5. The matching results for relevant fermionic dimension-eight, -seven, -six, -five operators in
the SMEFT for the complex triplet model with the heavy triplet integrated up to one-loop. The terms
in black and green denote the contributions from lower dimensional terms of total effective Lagrangian
(Eqn. 2.2), proportional to : MR and M3, respectively.

3.2 Fermionic interactions mediated by the heavy doublet scalar field

We now summarize the description of fermionic interactions with the heavy complex Higgs
doublet in the EFT framework by truncating the EFT expansion up to dimension-eight op-
erators. The Yukawa Lagrangian in the 2HDM model is given by :

Lyvuk = —YQZ)ZL’J:[QGR — ngg)qL/ngR — Y»’,_([dQ)LjL?:leR + h.c.
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Dim-8 EFT operators

Matching results at scale My, (> v)

Quegs = (67¢)* (lperd) Cregs = w(yf(;ﬂ ~ peln ( ” > %5}] + fom2¢ yfoﬂ
Ql(fngQ =D “(NDM@(ZP@’"@ Cl(el<)b3D2 = %—-(;:g ﬂ[[ilv]] 321772 In ( :;2) Cl(c};%[[gjﬂ + ml,—- ieo}]ﬂ
Ql(:;@? - (¢ Do) Pe’"Du(ﬁ) Cl(:;'O‘D? = t)g—]- 1:(1%7?“ 321772 In (A;Z‘?) 05253[[52}] + m—- /ei‘l;)H)
Ql(elt)/v2 = (Zpef)qu/{VWIW Cz(iavw = 96n2 (](FI‘)IH)L: H
QleB% (l er)¢ B B Cl(e11)92¢ = 9672 "gjf)éggg]]
Q?iém = (er)T OWL B | Clilypy = aiteciiil)
O = e o) | Sl =~ (5 ) AT + e 1
012 = Uyl e en )1 | s — ]
Ql(elt;uqﬁz = (f,er)ejk(qsut)dﬁd) l(i;uqs? = *321772 In ( uZ ) E[g;uﬂw + 1(>l7—~ /[[(»(qﬂuu
Qfnaer = erd) @) | €0 =~ (S ) 4 L
Qpre2p2 = (lperd)(qsdid) Cize2p2 = 101 y,ﬂg H}p;
Dim-6 EFT operators Matching results at scale My, (> v)
Qe = (¢10)(lpero) Cep = 32;2 In ( 2 > [v? ]](1 +m2) + lhlwz(([[i)ﬂ(l +m3;)
Qe = (Luly) (€77er) | Cpo = 1yl
Quedq = (Bper)(dsa)) Cledg = 210 |
Qlequ = (Ber)ejn(aim) l(igu = om 31(221[[”]]

Table 6. The matching results for relevant fermionic dimension-eight and dimension-six operators
in the SMEFT for the complex doublet model with the heavy triplet integrated up to one-loop. The
terms in magenta, black and green denote the contributions from lower dimensional terms of total

effective Lagrangian (Eqn. 2.2), proportional to : My, M%Q and M,Q_lQ, respectively.

= YU er — Yo G Houg — Vi) Hbdrdr + hec.,

where we define 7, L=

—ioo(€1)TY and g, = —io2(qr)

linear term in the heavy field Hs of the total Lagrangian (Eqn. 2.18), which is given by

Bi=

TExplicitly writing the components of the SU(2) doublet for the 1st generation lepton doublet gives 7
This implies the relation ERZTLH]- = éRH}ZL, along with its Hermitian conjugate, HJTKLeR =

(—er DEL)T.
I Hjer

w(HYH)H; — ( (Yé?) Tren + (Y( )> TRaL + (Y,&d;) aLdR)i.
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Note that, B has mass dimension three and {Yéé), Y;j;), Y;Z)} are dimensionless couplings.
The corresponding classical solution for the heavy doublet field Hs is given by :

Ei (P2 — U)ij fay (P2 - U)2

Ho ). = B R 3.5
( 2aC)Z M72_[2 + M'?_Lz J + M76_[2 J + ( )

Substituting this solution back into action, we derive the possible higher dimensional fermionic
operators at dimension-eight (in Murphy basis [36]) and at dimension-six (in Warsaw ba-
sis [4]). The results are summarized in Table 6, and details of the computation are given
in Appendix A.2.1. Although we present the operators considering the leptonic contribution
only in B , in a similar way, operators for the quark involving interactions with the heavy dou-
blet can be obtained. The non-redundant operator bases can be derived using the relations
provided in Appendix B.

4 Relevance of dimension-8 effective operators: An EWPO case study

Different observables and precision measurements serve as powerful tools to differentiate be-
tween UV scenarios when analyzed through matched EFT frameworks. In this context,
dimension-eight effects offer a diverse and rich phenomenology with significant information.
We consider electroweak precision observables to explore EFT-based discrimination of the UV
scenarios. The oblique electroweak precision observables [80-84] are a relevant phenomeno-
logical sector having supreme sensitivity potential at future lepton colliders such as FCC-ee
with a potential GigaZ option. The high precision that can be expected in these environ-
ments ties to the relevance of the dimension-eight terms discussed in this work. As we are
considering different SU(2) gauge representations for our extensions, it is clear that oblique
corrections will be sensitive to the discrimination between the models of Secs. 2.1 and 2.2.
What is less clear is the precise sensitivity to new physics scales in these scenarios when
considering relevant dimension-eight terms as part of the matching. Furthermore, the ex-
istence of blind direction serves as a key motivation to consider a multitude of differential
measurements of collider processes [85] including those that carry a genuine dimension-eight
sensitivity (e.g. [86-89]). We leave a more detailed investigation of these latter points for
future work.

At the dimension-six level, these parameters are expressed in the Warsaw basis as:

2 2 12 2

v g-g v
AS = 55Caws, —g o AT = 5 Con. (4.1)

99
167

while in the SILH basis these relations are given by a AT = Cr and aAS = 4812/V(C_'W +CB),
at leading order. Considering the parameters having effects up to dimension-eight operators,
we have

gq’ 02 02 W B 02 -
16:2° = a2 (C‘f’WB + ﬁCWB&) = azCows,
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EWPO 95% CL allowed range
LHC FCC-ee (GigaZ)
i ¥C; %Ci %G v Ci
SWB | [-0.0004,0.00068] | [~0.0014,0.0076] | [~0.0010,0.0029] | [—0.0015,0.0039]
éD | [~0.0076,0.01020] | [~0.0098,0.0120] | [~0.0011,0.0063] | [—0.0019,0.0084]

Table 7. 95% CL constraints on the model-independent effective couplings contributing to the oblique
parameters: (left-column) only dimension-six, and (right-column) both the dimensions -six and -eight
contributions for both LHC and FCC-ee (GigaZ) scenarios. Constraints on each coefficient of the
first column are obtained after marginalisjng over the other coefficients. The U parameter constrains

the dimension-eight operator coefficient %7 C"(,?[})z 1 10 [-0.0021,0.0019] at 95% CL from current GFitter
results [90].

2 12 2

g-g . v (% 1\ _ VT~
27 (g2 +g’2)AT B P(C‘f’D T a2 Cs ) T AP
2 4
g _ VA0

The oblique parameter U receives the first non-negligible contribution at dimension-eight.

To quantify the relevance of our matching computations, we adopt the GFitter confidence
levels (CLs) of [90] and take on board the future collider option through GigaZ. Especially
when constraints are high quality, the results of going beyond the leading order approxi-
mation in the matching computation become relevant. In parallel, the level of agreement
and disagreement with the full theory computation then informs associated systematic effects
quantitatively.

The results of a generic fit to the Wilson coefficients (WCs) at the LEP, expected LHC
and ILC/GigaZ are shown in Figs. 1 and 2 for completeness. A modest enhancement in
precision is observed for the LHC, represented by the green ellipse in Fig. 2 when comparing
direct measurements with the SM expectation. In contrast, the GigaZ option (red ellipse in

— 20
14 LLE(’: 14 — LEP
12 _GigaZ 12 — LHC Lep
10 10 — GigaZ
~ N 8 ~
5 8 5 > 10
A | — ] e o ¥ B 1 3 SRR
4 4 5
2 2
0 0 0
~0.04 0.04 -0.10  -0.05 0.00 0.05 0.10 -0.04 -0.02 000 002 004
> 3)
G 2 Gt we oA
A? Al

Figure 1. One-dimensional fit and projections for the oblique parameters expressed in terms of
coefficients C'élv%, /A%, Cop/A?, Céi)W? /A%
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ILC/GigaZ Figure 2. Two-dimensional fit for the oblique
o e 01 parameters expressed in the S — T plane for
E 0 . terms of the present uncertainties (blue), the
8w LHC (green) and the ILC/GigaZ prospects (red).
bo-002 -0l These are equivalent to the coefficients éé)lv)v /A2
s " and Cyp/A? via the map in Eqn. 4.2. The
shaded regions show the 20 preferred regions,
-0.07 -0.3 while the dashed curves mark the 1o contours.
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Figure 3. (a) The 95% CL GigaZ exclusion regions in A\; — A4 plane for different values of heavy
complex triplet masses, M (pink for Ma = 0.7 TeV, blue for Ma = 0.98 TeV, green for Ma = 1 TeV),
where we have fixed pa /M = 0.1, Ay = A3 = 1.8. The shaded region depicts the allowed region from the
oblique parameter constraints corresponding to a given triplet mass in the full model, and the contours
depict the SMEFT contribution up to dimension-eight after matching to the complex triplet model
up to one-loop. (b) The 95% CL GigaZ exclusion regions in Ay, 2 — Ay,,3 plane for different values
of heavy complex doublet masses, M3, 2, where we have fixed 9y = 1.2,n3, = 0.2, A\y,1 = —1.4.
The blue and pink contours (for My, 2 = 0.7 TeV and 1 TeV respectively) show the preferred regions
for contributions from dimension-six operators, yellow and pink contours (with My, o = 0.7 TeV and
1 TeV respectively) represent contributions from dimension-eight operators.

Fig. 2) demonstrates a significantly greater improvement in precision and sensitivity by an
order of magnitude. We present the 95% marginalized limits on the dimension-six and eight
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operators for LHC, and GigaZ runs in Table 7.] Note that at dimension-six, we have only two
WCs contributing, whereas at dimension-eight, we have three, which can be combined with
two dimension-six coeflicients, and their impact is captured in Eqn. 4.2. Thus, in completely
model-independent fits, it is difficult to assess the individual presence of dimension-eight
operators, and marginalization leads to serious degrading of the sensitivity. This observation
is not new: adding more free parameters to the analysis of a fixed data set introduces blind
directions, and sensitivity, to some degree artificially and without motivation, is watered
down. The relevant observation here is that moving forward to the precision frontier of the
HL-LHC or a future Lepton collider, the contextualization of EFT constraints with matching
calculations at high precision will be necessary to exploit the quality of available data fully.
Generic fits that leave all parameters free can inform this program through the available
likelihoods. Still, taken in isolation, they provide neither a realistic nor an adequate measure
of precision. Only matching to specific models provides clarity on their scale and effects.

We investigate the deviation of the EFT with the full theory after performing the one-
loop level matching to the SMEFT up to dimension-eight. When the relatively conservative
projections of the GigaZ EW precision constraints are contrasted with the model-specific
circumstances of the models discussed in this paper, we obtain Fig. 3. There, the dimension-
six contributions contain terms in the linear dimension-six WCs, where the corrections up
to dimension-eight operators include diemsnions -six and -eight in quaidratic and linear,
respectively.

We first consider the complex triplet model and study the impact on the quartic couplings
A1 and A4 that is illustrated in Fig. 3(a). Here, we assume the dimensionful trilinear coupling
ia is much less than the mass of the triplet scalar: pua/Ma = 0.1, and also set Ao = A3 = 1.8.
It is quite evident that the effective theory approaches the full theory for a larger mass of
the integrated-out fields and for weaker couplings (note that scales and couplings are related
in our parameter choice). For example, for lower mass Ma ~ 700 GeV effective theory
does not emerge as the correct approximate version of the full theory, especially within the
limitations of the EWPD. Thus, we need to add higher mass dimensional operators. Including
dimenson-eight interactions is also important to constrain the model couplings, e.g., A1, where
no sufficient sensitivity on the model side is given for lower dimension effective operators.
Similar observations hold for the 2HDM, see Fig. 3(b). Here, we see clearly that including only
dimension-six terms fails to approximate the full theory for the precision offered by GigaZ.
Only the inclusion of properly matched dimension-eight contributions enables an adequate
comparison with the full model over a broad range of masses and couplings. The precise
determination of the microscopic parameters of the BSM model using model-independent
techniques, therefore, crucially rests on precise matching.

I'We note that a TeraZ factory at the FCC-ee will produce 10® more Z bosons than GigaZ and can, therefore,
in principle, constrain the oblique parameters at the level of 107°. A plethora of electroweak contributions
need to be under control within the SM to fully exploit the BSM sensitivity that such an environment provides.
Hence, we will focus on the more conservative GigaZ option in the following.
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5 Conclusions

We explored the implications of dimension-eight operators within the SMEFT framework by
systematically deriving their contributions from two extensions of the Standard Model: the
Complex Scalar Triplet Model and the Two Higgs Doublet Model. Using the Heat Kernel
method, a one-loop matching approach was utilized to obtain the effective operators and their
corresponding Wilson coefficients, shedding light on the interplay between heavy scalar fields
and light-sector interactions. The resulting effective interactions, computed up to dimension-
eight and one-loop, are systematically displayed in Tables 1 to 6. Furthermore, Tables 8
and 9 provide a mapping of these interactions to a non-redundant basis, facilitating their
application in further theoretical and phenomenological studies.

Our results show the critical role of dimension-eight operators in enhancing the precision
of effective field theories, especially in cases where lower-dimensional operators fail to encap-
sulate the nuances of higher-order effects. Furthermore, we demonstrated the relevance of
these contributions to electroweak precision observables, providing quantitative insights into
their impact on parameters such as AS, AT, and AU. The analysis evidences how incor-
porating dimension-eight operators increases the sensitivity of potential deviations from the
Standard Model predictions.

We also investigated the fermionic interactions mediated by heavy scalar fields. We
identified and categorized the effective operators, including those affecting four-fermion inter-
actions and neutrino mass terms. These operators include corrections to known dimension-six
terms and generate new contributions that first appear at dimension-seven and -eight. We
find that fermionic interactions mediated by heavy scalar fields enrich the structure of the
effective field theory and introduce distinctive signatures in precision observables and collider
processes, enabling potential discrimination between different ultraviolet-complete models.
Thus, this shows a non-trivial interplay between scalar and fermionic sectors in effective
descriptions of BSM physics.

The study provides a framework for distinguishing between UV-complete models utilising
precision measurements and differential collider observables. As future experiments such as
the high-luminosity LHC and prospective lepton colliders, e.g. the FCC-ee or ILC, promise
unprecedented sensitivity, our findings lay a foundation for probing new physics through
higher-order effects. It also serves as a stepping stone for extending EFT methodologies to
include even higher-dimensional operators, further refining our ability to interpret physics
signals beyond the Standard Model.
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A Matching Details

A.1 Case I: Integrating out Complex Triplet Scalars

In this appendix, we present the computation details after applying the generic procedure
described in Sec. 2 to the particular case of the complex triplet model. We can express terms
in the Lagrangian Eqn. 2.10 as

Tr[ATA] = Tr[AFA;7077] = %A;*Ai = %|A\2,
2 N ) 1 N 9 1
(Tr[NA]) = (Tr{A; A7) = £ (A7A) = Z|A[,

2 .
Tr [(ATA) ] = AFAALA TR (A1)

_1
"~ 8

= LA - LA,

ATAGALA (030K + 0505 — 0ik0j1)

We obtain the classical solution for the heavy field using the covariant derivative expan-
sion method. In analogy to the basis in (A, A*) defined in Eqn. 2.17, we define a basis for B
such that :

A; . 1 B; 1 - 10 _ (Ull)i'(UIQ)i‘ B,
(3) i () g (o0 2) - (02 22 (3)

2
1 10 (U11);; (Ur2),5 B
+M—g ((P25ij) (O 1) - <(U21)ij (U22)ij'>> (B;) R (A.2)

A few comments on the dimensions of U and A, required to generate the operators at a
particular mass dimension, are in order:

i) The scalar functional U, a double derivative of the Lagrangian w.r.to the heavy fields
A;, always has a dimension two for our four-dimensional spacetime. However, it also
contains the heavy field dependence in quadrature, as given in the underlined parts of
(Ull)ij and (U12)'ij in Ean. of A.3.

1 1
(Unn)iy = ;@M + M) (HTH)85 + 52 ( Aqha bij + AiA; )

+§)\3(A‘IA“ Oij + AiAj — A Aj) - 5)\4€ijk:(HTTkH)a

1 B | - * A K
(Ulg)ij = 5)‘2(Az Aj) + Z)\g (2Ai Aj — AaAaéij)v <A3)
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Thus, substituting the solution of the heavy field in the U matrix, we find the local
operators in light fields having various mass dimensions.

ii) For dimension-six, we only need to consider the first two terms of the heavy triplet field
solution (Eqn. A.2)

(P2 -U);

B,  (P*-U
( ) Mg ]Bj-l-”- . (A.4)

R

(Ac)i i Bj +

As these elements of the series contribute at O(A2) via U, we will have contributions
up to order 1/M® (U depends on the light fields only).

iii) In this work, first three terms in the heavy field expansion are sufficient and thus we
truncate the series in A*A. at order 1/M®. In the second term of Eqn. A.4 (wave-
underlined), linearly proportional to (P? — U), U depends on the heavy field, see
Eqn. 2.16. However, as part of the solution for this heavy field, we must substitute
the classical solution up to dimension-two in the third term in AXA. (double under-
lined in Eqn. A.4) to get dimension-eight operators.

Keeping this strategy in mind, the dimension-eight operators are categorized into the following

classes, depending on how they contribute in Eqn. 2.2:

e Contributions from M~ operators: Each operator term in Eqn. 2.2 in blue colour has
dimension-eight. The possibilities for dimension-eight operators in the Green’s basis [75]

are :
o3, $5D2, $1 DY, X342, X241, X 2D,

X¢*D? X%¢?°D?, X*, X2X", X3D? X’D* (A.5)

where D denotes covariant derivative P, and X represents the field strength tensor X,,, .

e Contributions from M2 operators: The total effective Lagrangian up to dimension-
eight at one-loop has O(1/M?) terms as shown in pink colour in Eqn. 2.2. Here, the
U-dependent terms are:

1 1 1
5l Us — i(PuU)Q - 35U (Gw)?|. (A.6)
The heavy field solution truncated at B;/M? generates dimension-eight operators when
plugged in U-matrix, see Eqn. 2.16. The possible dimension-eight operators in the Green’s
basis [75] are:
6%, ¢°D%, ¢ X7, (A7)
If we restrict U to be a functional of light fields only, we generate dimension-six ones.
The operators arising in this set (see Eqn. 2.2; in pink) belong to the following SILH-basis
operators [6]:
¢°, $'D?, $°X?, X°. (A.8)
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e Contributions from M operators: As U is a functional of heavy fields, the higher
order local expansion in heavy fields may jenerate higher mass dimensional operators. For

example, from Tr [1 /2 (— In [M 2/ ,uQ] U 2) , the dimension-eight operators

¢°, ¢°D?, (A.9)
and the dimension-six operators

%, ¢*D2. (A.10)
can emerge.

e Contributions from M? operators: Similarly, the term Tr(U) in effective action offers
the dimension-eight
¢°, ¢°D?, ¢*D*, (A.11)

and the dimension-six
#°, ¢ D? (A.12)
operator. In this case, O(BT(P? — U)?B) C A, is considered.

Here, we enlist the higher mass-dimension effective operators, generated at the one-loop
when U is a functional of light fields only. The dimension-eight operators are displayed in
Green’s basis.

Dimension-eight operators from O(M~*) term:

1. Covariant operator: U?

(U] 5 10y, (A.13)
The matching relation is:
7T Sxa+ By 9 5. 17 A.14

2. Covariant operator: U?(P2U)

TU2(P20)] 5 PO 4 2P OIER | WPEDIE® (5 15)

The matching relations are:

W uzeroy] _ 3AT | 9AA | 1IAA] | BAR @ U] _ ML AR
Ceo =9 Ty T3 16 @ o =y T
Co0 1 T 16 32 ' (A-16)
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3. Covariant operator: U%(G )

2

2 v 2 , 2 v 2 , 2 Guu 2
TG ) > AL IO, 4 BT, 4 G0
JU2(Guw)?
DG oD (A.17)

The matching relations are:

2 2 1 2 2
cg/)égg (Guw)?] — _92<1)\421 + )\% + )\1)\4>’ 05/3)275)(4{ (Guw)?] — _g2>\421 ,
R _9/2@,\2 MV §,\2> cDAURG)") gg/@)ﬁ SV §>\2)
B2¢4 21 ) 447 W B4 21 1 44.
(A.18)
4. Covariant operator: (UG,,)?
4 2 ) 14 2 E) G v 2
Tr[(UG)?] o CE/%/)SE[;LLUG” ) }]01(/11/)%4 +C$)2E[b(4UGu ) ]](91(/‘3/)2(254 +c§313££U ) ]]ng)¢4
M(UGL)?
+ CE/II/)B[[;“ nv) HO%)B&' (A.19)
The matching relations are:
2 1 2
E/%/)Q’E)(EGMV) | — _192(2)\1 + A4)2 7 CE/?/)Q’E)(ALUGMD) | — _92>\421 7
2 1 3 2
g = 207N = 2P@M AL T = 209 MM+ M) L (A20)
5. Covariant operator: (P2U)?
2 2 2 2 2 2
Te[(P2U)?] o Céi)’[[(PQUﬂOé? +C((;)7[[(P U) ]]Ogi)’[[(P U)*l +C((;)7[[(P U) ]]Ogi)
2 2
4 c((ﬁlzlo):ﬂ(PQU)Q]]O&O) + 02)141)’[[(13 U) ]]Oé14 ). (A.21)
The matching relations are:
) )
c((;)’[[(PQU)2H = 6)\% + 6 1\ + 5/\421 ) C;%;)’[[(PQUW = 6)\% + 61 Ay + 5)\?1 )
2772 3 3 ) 10),[(P2U)2
C((;)’[[(PU)]]25)\%+5A1)\4+§)\i, 65154)[[( )]]:)\i’
1
T~ 3\ 3ah + A (A.22)
6. Covariant operator: U(P,U)J,
U] 2 cippips " O+ cipiips " O + cigips ™ O
(A.23)
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The matching relations are:

-3
s = a4 ) i = g2z
DIRDET = 200 + 20— g (8.24)

7. Covariant operator: U(.J,)?

2 2 2
T3] > IO 0 + IO, + NI
2
A ACOR Gl . (A.25)
The matching relations are:
2 3 2 3
e 1= 5P EN) L i = DM )
eyl ST = —agg'ns et = 220 + M) (A.26)
8. Covariant operator: (P2U)(Gpy)?
2 2 2 2
(P20} Gy ) > PGP0 I ONCn Pl
+ S/)gégzg)(Gpg)QﬂO{(/[ll)B(pQD? + CE(PQU)(G/)G)Q]] (D2¢T(f) + ¢TD2¢)BPUBPU
+ PG N D2gTatg 1 gia D)W, B, (A.27)
2 2 2 2
TP )G > IO 4 Gl
(D,[(P2U) (G0 )?] (1) (1),[(P2U)(Gpo)?] (1)
+ Cy g2 p2 ’ OWB¢2D2 + Cypgs ’ OWB¢>4
e R Tel O (e R T
= LG (Dol + o1 D)W DI,
2 2
NG ot D, )5,
+ AP (D 1o D) B W1

2 2
el o) ol 6, B
A ot
n C%EQU)(GW:)?]] (¢T¢)B”UBMV. (A28)
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The matching relations are:

I @ = g2an 4 ag) I Z 30290 4 )
eI DT = g/ 0 AP @] = 30790 + A Asu
(DIEDCP] _ 93 5o PGPl _ e

APP0Cm?] _ g0y 4y (A.29)

9. Covariant operator: UG, G,,G

Te[U GGGyl D eihla ol o), . (A.30)

The matching relation is:

3
CS/):;EgG#VGVPGP#H — 5(2)\1 + >\4)93 . (AS].)

10. Covariant operator: (P,P,U)G,.G

(PP V)G pGpr] 5 ULED GGl ol) | ADIBPGna oY

ch ¢2 D2 W W2¢2 D2
vU)G o Gou 4),[(PuP,U)GpouGov 4
+ %)ﬁ(g‘ﬁp U)GpuGp ]](z)‘(/[lllé)d)QD2 +CSB£¢E[§D”2 )GonGp ]]01(92)(1)2[)2
NP PLU)GpuGow 8),[(PuP U)GpuGpv 8
+C§_§3£§D*§ U)GouGp ]]O(Bi)qs?D? +C§/V)B[[(§>2;Z)2 lepmen HOI(/V)B¢>2D2
J(PLPLU)GpuGow
tcfy s GO0 e (A.32)
The matching relations are:
v v J(PLPLU)G o Gow
CE;/)Q’E,(%E U)GouGov] _ —¢®\y | c$/11/12)¢[£(D§ )GonGov] _ 92(2)\1 + ),
3
Walps G Gel = 2ax +a) B = S an 4 )
y J_3 L(PuPU)GpuGow
(sgi[z(ggP U)GpuGovl _ 5912(2)\1 + )\4) ’ CE/?/)B[[;QlZﬂ epmerm| _ _2gg/>\4 7
v G v
CS/%’(ES;“QP UDGonGorll _ —2g99' M\ . (A.33)
11. Covariant operator: (P,J,)?
2 2
Te((P,J,)?] © aei N0 g o+ Loy, . (A.34)
The matching relations are:
P,Ju)? P,Ju)?
Cg2D4H) ! = _39/2 » CE[/I(/QDAT) ! = 292 . (A35)
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12. Covariant operator: (GG po)?

Tr[(GWGpU)Q] 5 CE/]?’/)L;H(G#VGPU)QHQ(S) cg):[[(GwGpo)Qﬂ Qgi

2
+ el rIQ, o+ AT Q. L (A36)

The matching relations are:

CS/)‘;[[(GMVG/JUV]] _ 294 , Cgivﬂ(GqupO)ﬂ] —_ 3914 ’
G Goo)®] _ o202 cﬁggf“"@“ﬂ =8¢%¢"” . (A.37)

13. Covariant operator: (Guu)?(Gpo)?

B4
2
+C§/{1/)2g2Guu) ( po‘) ]]QW 2 g2 + ( )[[(GMV) (GPO' ]]QE/?/)QBQ (A38)

TY(Go)(Cpo)?] 5 LGP CorP ) | DG Goo] (1)

The matching relations are:

(DACwGor] _ g O NP
%41/')2%51—“/) (Gp(r) ﬂ 492 /2 Cg/)égfuuf(cpa)g]] — 8929/2 ) (A39)

14. Covariant operators: (GWGVP)Q, GGG roGopy, Guvdudy, PutyGuoGoyp

Tr[(GuGup)*] O =(DuGrp)(DuGuv)Grp = (DyGup) G (DyGlp)
+ (DuGup)(DyGuw)Gop + (DuGrp)Gu (DLGhp) - (A.40)

Tr[Gu Judy] = g /KW, D,W, D, Wk
+ 4ig*g' W, D, W}, Dy Boy, + 2ig°g'W ., DB Do W5, . (A.41)

Employing the classical EOM for the field strength tensor, each of the terms in the above
equations, we can construct the non-redundant dimension-eight operators involving light
scalar, and fermionic fields.

Dimension-eight and dimension-six operators from O(M~2) term :

1. Covariant operator: U?

T[] 5 10, (A.42)
The matching relation at dimension-eight is:

U BEA (\2y 35 3 5,02, 1
YV (A A2t 7ATAs T AL deds + A dods + e oAy + 4/\3/\4)_ (A.43)
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Tr[U3] D ¢

U3
o

6 = VN (pTe)

with the matching relation at dimension-six as:

[0°]

. Covariant operator: (P,U)?

TH[(P,U)?) o

The matching relation at dimension-eight is:

(DR _

¢ M4

BB

3
of = (8N + 3N+ 12000+ 1000 ).

15 15
</\ Ao+ 2N+ )\2)\4 n —)\3)\4>

Tr[(PHU)2] DCH(P”U)QHO +c[[(P“U)2ﬂo N [[(P"U)Q]](’)R

-wH(AwymT@mw)wmwme

with the matching relation at dimension-six as:

_ UGy

[U(G

+ g

g”(¢'9)

with the matching relation at dimension-six as:

CE[BU EgGw) I

3
= —5 (2)\1 + )\4) s

0(G1 _
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— (2A1 + )\4) ,

C

3
AP SS AN AN WU ()\2) S
. Covariant operator: U (G )?
2 2
Tr[U(GW)2] 5 c(mlf)égg(Gw) HO£V)2¢4 + %?)QEZ(GHV) HOI(/V)2¢4 + Sggi[g(Gw) lo
The matching relations at dimension-eight are:
(.[U(Gw)?] 1 2 o L oo
c =——THAY (A2 +A3) — 9 1A (A2 +223)
w2gt M3 2M%
@BLIU(Gw)?] _ 2 2 Lo o
Cage = Mii/mg (A2 +A3) + 2Mé’uAg Az,
(D.U(Gw)?] 2 12 3 2o n
c = ———THAY A2 — HAY" A3
B¢t M3 2M3
TI"[U(GHV)Q] > C[[BU(G;W) ]]O B+ C[[ ( uv)? HO w + C%(BGMV)Q]]OWB

[U(Gp)?] _
WB

Y

(1)

BQ¢4‘

BuuBuV + Cg[/[[il(/{?uu)qu(gggb)w;{uwluy
2
I 1ogg' (¢Tat G)W L, BH

2)4 .

(A.44)

(A.45)

(A.46)

(A.47)

(A.48)

(A.49)

(A.50)

(A.51)

(A.52)

(A.53)



Dimension-eight and dimension-six operators from O(M") term:

1. Covariant operator: U?

(U] > 10, (A.54)
The matching relation at dimension-eight is:

1 1p
AU LA B Ay LIRS MG 5 sk 1A 2

‘¢ T3 M§ 8 M§ 2 M6 8 8 M§
11 p 1 33 3 13
+ ——8)\ Aot LHB A2+ HA A4 A N2 (A.55)
8 M§ 8 M§ 32877 " 32 M8
T [U2) 5 Vo, (A.56)

with the matching relation at dimension-six as:

Jo7 _

L M4(2)\1)\2+ 2 NAs 4 Ao + >\3>\4). (A.57)

Dimension-eight and dimension-six operators arising from O(M?) term:

1. Covariant operator: U

U] 5 10 + BIOD 1+ DWIOE 4 OO | A0 (4 58)

Cgs g T ot
The matching relations at dimension-eight are:
I = MS (2)\2>\4 oA lxi) T </\ 1)\2>\3 - %A%) ,
I = MS <6>\1)\2 +ON A3 + 3oy + >\3)\4) :
T = (6)\1)\2 + 5)\1)\3 + 3o + %/\3)\4) :
SO MS (8A2+6A3) :
(11) i _ MiAi <8A2+6A3> . (A.59)
Tr (U] o oy + o, (A.60)

with the matching relations at dimension-six as:
2

U I U

CE_I]] = 7MA6 (8)\2 +6)\3> , Cg‘ [

The results discussed until now are summarized in Tables 1 and 2.

3 3
M6 (2)\1)\2 + A4 + )\1)\3 + )\3)\4) . (A.Gl)
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A.1.1 Incorporating the effect of fermion Interactions: Complex Scalar Triplet

The Yukawa interaction between the SM fermions and the triplet scalar is depicted in Eqn. 2.11.
The functionals B and B, derived from the relevant part of the Lagrangian, Eqn. 2.9, are
given as

~

B; = —MAFITTiH+YA*QBZTQTJUQCZSL = —puaH'TH + Y} ot 0 TZ-ESLB, (A.62)
Bl = —paH'r'H + Ya 07 Ciooril] = —punH'7'H + YAﬁeangj. (A.63)

These functionals have mass dimension three. Encapsulating these additional contributions,
we find

~ 1 ~ ~ 1 1
A*A:BT—BJrBT—(PZ—U)—BJrBT (P*~U)—=(P?~ U)—BJr . (A.64)
My My MR My MR MR

where EZT El is given by**
BB = Lamm?y tvaavz (50 (7 0
17 kA al )+§A76A (L"‘L5)i(L"’L’6>i
fYA,W;YA s (ﬁr 05 )z (ZIEWKQLB)Z- — MAYA,Y(;E[TTZ'HEI;;CZ'O'QTZ[%(S + h.c.

1 * or Ve 1 r T I
= AT +YaosYR,, (6.64,) (F,04), — SuaYa,, (' E)CHEN).
(A.65)

After Fierz transformations’f, the four-fermion part in Eqn. A.65 can be further reduced
to the form:

e 1 ./ _
(BIB)" = —JYaoYX,,, ( gawﬁv)i ( s ﬁweié)i. (A.66)

Below, we systematically recollect all the additonal fermionic effective operators following the

earlier principle.

Dimension-five operator

We have only one dimension-five operator arising from the trace of U in the effective La-
grangian 2.2, which is the Weinberg operator:

Tr[U] C¢2L2 Qgerz = C (QSWPT) (CZ)WL&) = ng}égé Emnﬁbiﬂsm(fg)TCK%

with

L
¢2L2 = 4Mé ,LLAYqu (4)\2 + 3>\3) (A67)

It is worthy to mention that the operator Q4272 viotates the lepton number L by two units.

**We used the completeness relation for Pauli matrices To,ﬁT %5@657 — %5,1364,5.
HThese read (Vroypbar) (Ysey*vhar) = (brovutar) (Vs dar).
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Dimension-six operator

U U ar s . U ]‘
Tr[U] D CE[Z lg, = cl[[l ! ( La’VH”iW)i < L57u€qL5> with Cl[[l P=-

AM3Z

Yqu YA*rs (4)\2 + 3)\3).
(A.68)

Dimension-seven operators

U U U
Tr [U] > ([/¢[[[) ]]QL¢D+ L¢[[ ]]QL¢D+C[[ HQL(b
= T2 O (DI08) fy (Dyupi) + UM TR (D0 (Do)

+ e VT (B bi6n (610). (A.69)
The matching relations are:
1),[U -1 2),[U -1
C(Lq)b[[[) I = 2M6 MAYqu (4)\2 + 3)\3) , Cg;g I = 2M6 NAYqu (4)\2 + 3)\3) ,
w1 _ _—1
CLo = M6 MAYqu ()\2)\4 — *()\2 + )\3))\4 + )\2(2)\1 + )\4) ()\2 + )\3)(2)\1 + )\4)> .
(A.70)
U2
Te[U?] 5 cf, 1 Qg (A.71)
The matching relation is:
2 1
C[j[:gﬁ I _ 2M4 NAYqu <2)\1>\2 + )\1)\3 + Ao + )\3)\4)
Dimension-eight operators
101 5 410, + 240, + (L), (A7
The matching relations are:
D _ 4M6 Van YA, (10022 + 67123 + 5Xods +3As\s ) |
D _ 4M6 Van YA, (63 + 200)s + 330 ) |
U *
- 4M6 VYA, (200 +12)) (A.73)
2 2
Te{U?] > et 1O, + e o, (A.74)
The matching relations are:
i 3 1 1 2 1 i}
61(42,2[[[] I M4 —T YA YA, (Al)\z + A+ g)\s)\z; + 5/\2)\4) ; Cl(f;,z[[U I - ML YA, YA, A2
(A.75)

The effective operators for fermionic interactions discussed so far are summarized in Table 5.
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A.2 Case II: Integrating Out Complex Doublet Scalar

In this section, we discuss the integration out of the heavy complex doublet. We follow the
same strategy similar to the complex triplet case. We define a basis for the heavy doublet
field (H2,H3), and the classical solutions as

Hoi\ 1 (B 1 (10 (Un1)y; (Ur2)y; B;j
(i) = (52) =3 (oo 55) - (i ) ()
2
1 257 (L 0) _ ((Un)y (Ur2); B\ ...
- M, <(P %) (0 1) ((UQI)ij (U22)ij>> <B§> T (A7)

The heavy field is gone through the covariant derivative expansion and we truncate that
exapnsion suitably tracking their contributions up to dimension-eight effective operators.

e The quadratic contribution of the heavy field in U as underlined in the following equation
for Uy receives contribution of the first term of the solution of Ho from Eqn. A.76, i.e.
O(B /M%Q):

A
(UﬁQ)ij = % [5ij(7‘[2/§%2k) + 7—[2;7-[%]

—13 [51']' (ﬁfgﬂzk + HZ;;f{k) + Ho i H} + Mo H,

FM2,10i5 (HpHi) + My 2 (ﬁjﬁ?) : (A.77)

e For the wave-underlined part of Uy, we can get dimension-eight operators in two ways.
The solution for the heavy field of Hs needs to be truncated at O(Bf(P? — U)?B) term.
First, we consider the linear term in U of this solution (O(B'(P? — U)B)) wherein U re-
ceives the contribution from this wave-underlined part of U and we restrict to O(B/M3,)
in solution of Hs. The second way in which the dimension-eight operators can be gener-
ated is from the quadratic term in U, i.e. O(BT(P? — U)2B), where U gets contribution
from the light fields only.

e Trace of U? can give rise to dimension-eight operators in two ways: (i) One of the U’s
will carry dependence from heavy field solution up to dimension-six, i.e. up to BIUB
term while the other U will have dimension-two terms from the light fields only. (ii)
The other way is that both the U’s interact via the heavy fields only with the heavy

%, so that each U having quadratic

dependence on |Hs,|? will have dimension-four operators, from the BfB term. Similarly,

field solution being truncated up to first term

we can compute dimension-eight operators from terms U3, (P,U)? and U(G,)? of the
total effective Lagrangian.

The WCs associated with the effective operators are functions of the following BSM

parameters: Aig,, Ay, 1, AHo.2s ANHo.35 MHo s TH s Y?(j;), Y?(j;), Y7({d2) along with the SM ones.
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Dimension-eight operators from O(M~%) term:

1. Covariant operator: U?

T[] 5 10, (A.78)

4
cflﬁg Va1 80 M + 1202, (N3, 0 + 4803, 1 N3 5 + 8Aa 1 A,
+ 96X 05,1 A945,2 030, 3 + 4Gy, 0 + 48N, A Yy, 3+ 3203y, 5. (A.79)

2. Covariant operator: U%(P?U)

(3).[U3(P20)] 1(3) (A.80)

Te[U(P?U)] D ey pre

2 2
0(3)7HU (P U)]] = 4)\:;"[2,1 + 6)\%{271)\7_{2,2 + 6)\’}.[271)\'?_[2,2 + 24AH2:1)\%{2,3 + 4A§'ﬂ2,2 + 24)\7{272)\3‘[2,3'

¢6
(A.81)
3. Covariant operator: U%(G,)?
2 G 2 , 2 Guv 2 , 2 Gy 2
Te[U2(G)?] O Cg/ylz)z;gg (Gpu) ]](9‘(/[1/)2(1)4 +Cg3£g (Guo) ﬂ05913¢4 +C§/‘1/)B[[Z4( ) ]]Oi(/ll/)3¢4'
(A.82)
(1)7[[U2(Gu1/)2ﬂ _ 2 )\2 A A 1)\2 )\2
Cr2 g =9 Hol T AH21AH 2 T+ o \H2,2 + M3 )
1),[U%(Guv)?
0532;[4 ()T - —29"” (2>‘%{2,1 + A%‘L%Q T 2A5,1 A 945,2 + 2)‘3'12:3) ’
2 2
g T = —899/ M, 1 0003,2. (A.83)
4. Covariant operator: (UG,,)?
G v 2 , G v 2 , G v 2
TG} > OO0, + O PIOECO] of (s 1)
1),[(UG )2 1
C§v’25,(4 = g2 <A3{2,1 Ao 1 A2 + 5)‘%12,2 + )‘3'12,3> ;
’ UG 2
SIUEnT = 99 (903, | + M0 + 20000 a2 + 20 5)
2
ng[g%u) = =899 M1y, 1 M 2- (A.85)
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5. Covariant operator: (P2U)?

(P20 5 DUV I 4 (BAFVIQE) | JOF D00

+ IDIPUR QD | ODIPUP1 02 (A.86)

DL
¢)4

2 2
cgi)’ﬂ(P Ul _ o (4051 + AN 1 M2 + My o)
(10),0(P?U)?] _
¢4

2 2
M = 4 (4N, 1 + D0 1002 + M0 + Nipa)

2 2
GO = 8 (4N, 1 + s M2 + My ) - (A.87)

=38 (4)\%{2’1 + 4)\3‘{2,1)‘7‘[272 + )\%‘1272) ’

C

6. Covariant operator: U(.J,)?

U 5 <QUII0E 4 QWA 10, 1 Lo

B2¢2D2 B B2¢2 D2 B2 W B¢2D? W B¢2D?
2
i C(ml/i)dl[gi)g”) ]]Oé‘l/?;)&m- (A.88)

2 2
DT = 49 (2000,1 + Ma.2) cﬁ%;ﬂ%‘i’*) V= 4022001 + M)

B2$2 D2
2 2
4;(};;5;0 V= 499/, c%i)é)@’ﬁ;’“) Ve @M1 + M) - (A89)

7. Covariant operator: U(P,U)J,
Tr[U(P,U)J,] gets contributions from 01(932) 622 of the Green’s basis

T [U(PU) ) S b P OR) o . (A.90)
The matching relation is:
GLUPU)]

Chpips 20/ (273, 1+ Ny 2 — Mis1 Mt02 — 20y, 3)- (A.91)

8. Covariant operator: (P2U)(G,y)*

2 2 2 2
TI"[(PQU)(G[;U)Q] D) C%)égs(QIDD;])(Gpa) EOX(/?/)Q&D? + Cg;/)égs(zlz)g)(GW) ]]OI(/IQ/)2¢2D2
2 2 2 2
+ ggi[g(gzU)(Gpo) ﬂ0g2)¢2D2 + CS/)JSE[;ED?(GM) ]]01(41/)3¢2D2
2
- %(2/\7{271 + My 2) (D207 + ¢T D2 )WL, WP7
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— i9* My 2€abe( D010 + ¢TT D2 $)W o WhP?
+ 499 My, 2(D?*¢T7% + ¢TT°D2$) B W,

— 2(2\q4p1 + Matp2)9"2(D?T + ¢T D?¢) B,y B (A.92)
_ C(vi)ég)gPDzzU)(Gpa)Q]] (DuqSTDMb)WZ{pWIVp
i C%)ég)(f;g)(%a)?]]ieIJK(Du¢TUIDu¢)WJPW§p
+ e, Dot + ot Do) D, B B,
+ A DG (Drglo! D, g)B,, W + EOM.  (A.93)
The underlined terms in Eqn. A.92 get reduced by the EOM for the scalar field to other
classes.
el = —g @ + haa) Al T = —agtaa
U] L ygpior 4 n) ADKDCA g L (g

9. Covariant operator: (P,P,U)G,.Gp

Tr[(PMPI/U)GppGpV] 5 0(4)7[[(PMPVU)GP#GPV]] OI(/?/)%S?D? + c(ll)v[[(P#PVU)GPILGPV]]O(ll)

W2¢2 D2 W2¢2 D2 W2¢2 D2

§ JEPDCnGal )| GIFDGC oW

+ QUPDCIIOE L SIEOGCIE

+ clynip IO e+ g O

1+ I G 00 e (A.95)
DIPROGGT g2y, DB RG] 922 (Dator + Arisa)
L B S WS W S 3 R T SR W
ngi[z(];’épr)Gp“GW]] = g% (2001 + Mpa2) S Cg)é[és%i"U)GP”prﬂ = —299' M, 2
C%(ggg%QPyU)GWG,,U]] _ _299/)\7{272 7 C(ml/%,d@[)g%gpw)cwepy]] _ 299,/\7{272 7
C(Vé:g;gg%QPVU)Gpquu]] = —299' 1,0 - (A.96)

10. Covariant operator: UG, Gu,Gpy

TY{U Gl GGyl > il Currloll) (A.97)
AL G GurGiond = g, (A.98)
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Dimension-eight and dimension-six operators from O(M~2) term:

1. Covariant operator: U?

Te(U%) 5 10 (A.99)
The matching relation at dimension-eight is:
3 —48 1
cgg | — ]\Zg% ()\3_‘2’1 + )\7_[2,1/\7.[272 + )\H2,1>\H2,3 + >\H2,2)‘7-l2,3 + 5)\%{272 + 4)\3_‘2’3) .
2
(A.100)
T[U?] > 105 = ea(¢19)?, (A.101)
with the matching relation at dimension-six as:
3
AT AN, 4 602, 1 Mas + 61 A3, 0 + 230, 0 + 2400, 103,
+ 2475, 3 M, 2- (A.102)
2. Covariant operator: (P,U)?
The matching relations at dimension-eight are:
2 2
IO — ZHE (600431 + ANotz 2 + 20002,
Ha
2 2
cfﬁ%)’[[(P“U) I_ 77\[;;77{2 (6)\7-12,1 + 4,2 — )\H2,3)- (A.104)
Ha
TI'[(PMU)Z] D C%P“U)QHOH + crOp + crORr (A.105)
with the matching relation at dimension-six as:
P.U)? PU)? PU)?
AT = (4N, AN M + Ny ) s AT = g BT ay2
(A.106)
3. Covariant operator: U(G,,)?
1),[U(Guw)?] A1 1),[U(Guw)?] (1 1),[U(G )] (1
U (G )?] > O ol DTGP DIUG o (4 107)

The matching relations at dimension-eight are:

(U,[U(Gu)?] _ 3NHNH: 2 WU (G)?] _ 12901, 1
Cw2¢)4 - M?Q_L ) BQ¢4 - Mr}i 9
2 2
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(W.[U(Gpu ] _ SNH My 1 (A.108)

W B4 2
MH2

Te[U(G)?] D S 105 + eww Oww + YN0y, 5 (A.109)

with the matching relation at dimension-six as:

12 2

2 2
c[[BUB(GW) I _% (2M491 + Min2) CE%I?W) I = —% (2A o0 + Min2) s
2
ey = —99' Nt (A.110)

Dimension-eight and dimension-six operators from O(M") term:

1. Covariant operator: U?

2 2
Te(U?] 5 cld 10 + 108, (A.111)

The matching relation at dimension-eight is:

v2]  4nu
T — M{ (UH(12nH2nH + 65,1+ 10A0, 1 A 00,.2 + 4N, o)
2
b N (g2 32 (A0 1 4 2
2 213 N7, (3As1 H2.2) )
Ha
3),[U2 12nmny
c;b)[[ 1__ e (3AH2,1 +2AH2,2) (A.112)
Ho
Tr (U2 5 V05 = V(g1 ) (A.113)

with the matching relation at dimension-six as:

2 4
01 _ _7;\"}%771‘1 (6AH271 g — 2)\7_[2,3) (A.114)
2

Dimension-eight and dimension-six operators from O(M?) term:

1. Covariant operator: U

0] 10+ 105 + M0 + 0l + 0l
n c;io)’ﬂUHO&O) n C;ﬁl),ﬂUﬂO&l)' (A.115)

The matching relations at dimension-eight are :

w1 160Emu,  SNHMM M1 M 2 877H77H2>‘3-12,2 1205 M1 8 | 1203, 270
Cos = " g6 e - /6 MO 26 )
Ho Ho Ho Ho Ha
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26nEM N 1208,

18nF A

DI _

¢ MY, MY, B

BT _ 24nHM3,

4 6 9

¢ M”Hz
RONCIE M E M,

4 - 9

¢ M%Q
an,juy _ 18numu,
Ca = —,
¢ MO

Ho

Tr[U] D cgUﬂOﬁ +c

6 b
My,

(@),[u] _ 24051,

(& 4 9
¢ ]\4?6{2
JGTON (24 IEL/J2 /7,
4 - Y
¢ M%Q
(A.116)
oy + Vo, (A.117)

with the matching relations at dimension-six as:

3>\7—[2 77?{
M,

1277H77'H2

i _
cg B = Mi
2

(AHQ,l + >\7-12,2> +

w1 _ 12980,

w1 12nanw,
H Ve v CROT T
Ho

R M’f—b
(A.118)

The results discussed so far are summarized in Tables 3 and 4.

A.21

Incorporating the effect of fermion Interactions: Complex Higgs Doublet

We further consider the interactions between the heavy complex doublet and the SM fermions,
see Eqn. 3.3. This modifies the classical solution of the heavy field via the functional B, and

leads to the emergence of new operators involving SM fermions that we discuss below.

Dimension-eight operators from O(M~2) term:

1. Covariant operator: U?

3
TI‘[U3] > Cg[gb‘ﬁ]] Qle¢>57

(A.119)

where, {p, r} are the flavour indices. The matching relation is:

[[USH - _247]7-[2 Y(e)

C =
leg® 2
]\4%2

2. Covariant operator: (P,U)?

TI'[(PMU)Q] ») 6(1)7[(PMU)2]]

(1)
leg3 D2 Qleq53D2 * Clegsp2
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= SN Dot D16 (lyerd) + <OV (91 D) (e D)

2(3774y1 + 2940 2) M9, Yo )
_ 2 M2 2 2" Ho ((2m2¢1'¢ _ 2)\SM(¢T¢)2 _ Y;(SM)T(€TZ¢T)
Ho

+ YW et uet — Y (dpardh)) (lperd) + hc). (A.121)

The matching relations are:

1 :
Aot = — o (6X043,1 + Dtz 2) Vi),

Mz,
G P2 _ 1 (e)
Ce 3712 (6/\7-[ ,1 +4)\’H 72)77';.[ Y. . (A.122)
O = L (Ove s )
3. Covariant operator: U (G )?
1),[U(G uv U(Gpuv)? 1 1),[U(Guw)? 1
Te[U(Gw)?] D Cl(el)/v[[?(z)( )’ EQleW% + l(eJ)B[[ ) ]Ql(eé% + l(el)/V[[Bd) . ]]Qgel)/[/ng'
(A.123)
The matching relations are:
W), [U(Gw)?] _ 3 (e) W UG _ 6 2y, (€)
CleW2¢ . 2M2 29 YHQ ’ cleB2¢> : M2 M /YHQ ’
U(Guv 4 e
Cl(eav[[Bq(s wl = Ve WHQQQIY;LQ) . (A.124)
Ha

No dimension-six fermionic operators emerge from O(M ~2) term of Eqn. 2.2.

Dimension-eight and dimension-six operators from O(M") term:

1. Covariant operator: U?

1),[U? 1),[U?%] A1 3),[U?
TI'[UZ] ;26)2[[752 ]]Ql262¢2 + l(equ[[qﬁ2 }]Qgeq)uqﬁ + l(e;d[[¢2 ]]Qleqdqb2
5),[U? U?
+ Cge;,s[[Dz]] Qle¢3D2 + Cl€¢5 Qle¢5 + C£¢ Hoeqﬁ- (A-125)

The matching relations at dimension-eight are:

2 1 e e
ittt = o (1006 Py, + 120¥3) P iz + M) + (Wt + Mz 2) Y1) Ao )
Ha

U2 1 e u e u
Cl(e;u[[(b2 = M ( - 6Y’7£[2)YS(1\/[)"7H2 >‘H271 - 6Y7-([2)YS(M)77H2 )\7-[2,2>a
Ha

3),[U? 1 e)y(d )< (d
e = 7 (6Y§2>Y§hgnH2AH2,1 + 6Y3L(L2)YS(1\/I)77H2)\H272>,
2
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5),[U? 1
Cl(ei)?’[[DQH - M4 (6Y(e)777‘l2)‘ Ho,1 + 18Y( )777‘12)‘7-[2 1)‘7‘1272 + 18Y( )777{2)‘7{2 1)‘3‘-[2 2

+ 3Yq(f)777{2 Aty 1AM, + Yq({?nm Ay 2 M, + 18Y;L(f?)7m2 Ay, 1ASM

2

+ 18Y7E[€2)77H2/\H2,2)‘SM + 6Y7(fz)’7ﬂ2 Agﬁv?)’

U2 1
l[[e¢5ﬂ = Mi< — 12V, i, At — 12Y30) 0, Mg 0 )
2
U2 1
0T = Wi< —18m% Y, M 1 — 18M % YA iy Mot 2) (A.126)
2
Te (0% > 0., = U (61g) (erd), (A.127)

with the matching relation at dimension-six as:

At 2

e¢ M’)%lg

(6>\H2,177H2Y( o 4 A3, 277H2Y( ) — 20y, 377H2Y(e) ) (A.128)

Dimension-eight and dimension-six operators from O(M?) term:

1. Covariant operator: U

TI‘[U] =) l(262[[¢[£]] Ql262¢>2 + l(g,eQ[[gbUQﬂ Ql(322¢2 lequﬂgj Qlequ¢2 + l(eqd[[;éﬂ Qleqd¢2

(5),[U2] ~(5
+ 02[2 22 Q1262D2 + Cl ¢5 Ql6¢5 + ClI ]]O + le;ﬁsu[pﬂ Ql(e(;SDQ . (A129)
The matching relations at dimension-eight are:

1),[U e
Cl(222[[¢2ﬂ = M6 ( ‘Y )‘ Ua? + Y?gtg)YS(I\/%n?lz ()‘Hz 1= )‘Hz, )
— B |V (A A 3, Y, A
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1 e e)y (e
535?2[[;]2}] = MG (GY( )277 Hy T Y?SQ)Y(I\/%nHz(/\Hml - )"H272)> 5
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1 e
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Green’s basis|Green’s basis Relation of Green’s basis operator

operator coefficient in terms of Murphy basis operators
ol ey —AAsmOys + 2200206 — YIL Q245 + hic.
o} o ~ 1m0 + 22amv?(610) (Dud1) (D#6) — YA Qyagape + hic.
o & s (u4(¢f¢)2 40, — 41;2(96> — 20a(610) T + MMV Qo + YES Q) + huc.
ol i Ast (v4(¢f¢)2 40,5 — 41}2(96) — Asm(610) Js6 + 22MYEE Qg + YEE Q1 + huc.
Of;;l) Cé,lf) Asm <v4(¢f¢)2 +40,5 — 4’!)206) — Asm(6T) Jod + 2Asm Y Quzgs + YSM sztd,z

+%Yplgl Q 152 T hoc.
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Table 8. Translation of redundant dimension-eight Green’s basis coefficients, emerging in the complex
triplet model and complex doublet model into the other non-redundant dimension-eight operators
and dimension-eight fermionic operators of Murphy-basis form. Here, Y} denotes the SM Yukawa
coupling, {p, ¢} € (1,2, 3) are the flavour indices.

U 1 e e
Hs =g, ( - 3Y7&2)77H2 M1 — 6Yq({2)77m Mo 1 M2 — 3Yy, )77H2 Mo
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Green’s basis|Green’s basis Relation of Green’s basis operator
operator coefficient in terms of Murphy basis operators
OS’%&DZ 3/1;02[)2 —2¢' (ng)tz + wam) -4 <QW2¢4 ng{%&) - 2¥§y (sz?;WqﬁzD - iQSZlZ)W&D)
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Table 9. Translation of redundant dimension-eight Green’s basis coefficients, emerging in the complex
triplet model and complex doublet model into the other non-redundant dimension-eight operators
and dimension-eight fermionic operators of Murphy-basis form. Here, Y} denotes the SM Yukawa

coupling, {p, ¢} € (1,2, 3) are the flavour indices.

Ceo

- 3quf)7m2 (2M 4,1 + App2) A — 2Y;L([Z)"7H2(/\H2,1 + AMp,2) Asm

1
AT — 7< Y( )nHQ(S)\Hg 1+ Mip2) — 9mHY( )777-12)\7-[2> -

6
Mg,

(e)

Yy )AHQWMHQJ +6Y, ))‘7-[2777{2)‘9{2,2 +9Yy,; 777-[2)‘?{2>\SM> ;

(A.130)

Tr[U] D cﬂfﬂ Qep + cg]ﬂ Qe + cledq Qledg + Cleun]] Qlequ + nHQmHY lper¢ + h.c,
(A.131)
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with the matching relations at dimension-six as:

1 . e
ng]] = WE ( — 3, ASMY”,E[Q) + 31, Y’;E[Q)()"HQJ + )\H2,2))7
Ho
] _ (e)y-(e) 3 (e)y-(e)*
Cle - M’f—[ ( - 377H2YSMY'H2 - 5)\7-[2}/7.[2 YH2 >’
2
wyp 1 (d)*y-(e) .1 _ (u)y-(e)
cledq = _]\4',;1[<_377H2YSM Y7_[2>, Clequ = ]\4‘/;4{<_37]H2YSMY'H2> (A132)
2 2

We summarize all the operators and their associated WCs in Table 6.

B Parametrising dimension-8 terms after removing redundancies

We provide effective operators and related WCs on a Green’s basis, which contains redundant
structures. These operators can be recast on a non-redundant operator basis following the
conventions depicted in [36] after employing the equation of motions, Fierz and Bianchi
identities, and related information discussed in [91, 92]. The operator relations among the
Green and Murphy bases are given in Tables 8, 9 that can be used to find the non-redundant
dimension-eight effective operators.
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