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Abstract

We describe the most general local, Lorentz-invariant, effective field theory of scalars, fermions and
gauge bosons up to mass dimension 6. We first obtain both a Green and a physical basis for such an
effective theory, together with the on-shell reduction of the former to the latter. We then proceed to
compute the renormalization group equations for the bosonic operators of this general effective theory
at one-loop order.

1 Introduction

Effective field theory (EFT) techniques are essential in the study of physical systems with disparate scales.
The large logarithms appearing in quantum calculations of observables in these systems can easily destabilize
perturbation theory unless the renormalization group equations (RGEs) are used to re-sum them. The
calculation of the beta functions of a specific EFT is a well known procedure and has already been fully
automated, at the one loop order, thanks to tools like MatchMakerEFT [1] or Matchete [2] (see recent
progress towards the automation of two loop calculations in [3, 4]) and one-loop calculations for some of
the most phenomenologically relevant EFTs have been performed in the literature, including the LEFT [5]
and SMEFT [6-8] up to dimension 6, the SMEFT partially at dimension 8 [9-15], or the ALP-LEFT
and ALP-SMEFT [16-19] and even beyond [20]. 1 Still, the corresponding calculation is always tedious,
even with automated tools, and long, and has to be repeated for every EFT of interest. Following the
pioneering work of Refs. [25-27] (see also [28, 29]), we propose here to define a completely general EFT,
with no restriction of field content or symmetry group, up to mass dimension 6. In order to allow for an
off-shell renormalization (and, eventually, finite matching) we define a Green’s basis and a physical basis,
paying particular attention to the symmetry properties of the different operators and their corresponding
Wilson coefficients (WCs). We provide the complete reduction of the Green’s basis to the physical one
using field redefinitions, that correctly incorporate non-linear terms in the reduction [30]. These terms are
irrelevant for the one-loop renormalization of the theory but are important for finite matching and higher-
loop renormalization. We then proceed to renormalize the bosonic operators of our general EFT at one loop
order, including both bosonic and fermionic operators as boundary condition in the UV. The corresponding
counterterms allow us to compute the beta functions of all bosonic operators in the physical basis. With
this calculation one can obtain the one-loop beta functions of the bosonic operators of any EFT up to
mass dimension 6 by means of a straight-forward group-theoretical calculation. The renormalization of the
fermionic operators, and the corresponding beta functions, will be provided in a companion article [31].
The rest of the article is organized as follows. We describe the most general effective Lagrangian up
to mass dimension 6 in Section 2, with special attention to the symmetry of the different operators and
the fermionic evanescent operators. We provide the reduction of the Green’s basis to the physical one

1Some partial two-loop calculations of the most relevant RGEs are already available in the literature, including [21-24].
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in Section 3. Section 4 is devoted to the calculation of the beta functions and contains one of the most
relevant results of our work, the bosonic beta functions of our general EFT. We end with our conclusions
in Section 5 and leave some technical details to the appendices, with Appendix A devoted to the general
calculation of beta functions and B to the result of the one-loop divergences in the Green’s basis.

2 The general effective Lagrangian to mass dimension 6

Let us introduce our notation for the fields and symmetries defining our general EFT. We will consider a
general gauge group G, which can be any compact Lie group, with structure constants f45¢ and gauge
bosons V#A. The field strength tensor reads

Fh =0V, =0,V + gafAPCVEYC, (1)
and its covariant derivative
D,F2 = (D,Fu)* = 0,F + gafAPCVPFC . (2)

All fermions — taken to be left-handed (LH) — can be collected in a single vector v; which transforms
under some representation of G, which is in general reducible. Likewise, all scalars ¢; are considered
real and grouped in a single (potentially reducible) representation of G. Our convention for the covariant
derivatives applied to these fields reads

Dyib; = 0pp; — igati Vi, (3)
D,u(ba = ,qua - igAefbV#A(bb- (4)

We adopt the convention that, unless otherwise indicated, repeated indices are to be summed over. Given
that gauge transformations preserve the norm of fields, both the t4 and the #4 matrices must be hermitian.
Additionally, since we are working with real scalars, the #4 must be purely imaginary and therefore anti-
symmetric.

The renormalizable Lagrangian reads

1 1 — 1
Li<a=— Z(aKF)ABFlﬁ,FB M ~(axg)ab Duda D" + (axcy)ijibii Dy — 3 [(mwz‘jﬂJiTC?/fj + h.c.

2
1 1 Kab Aabed
— 5 (mE)asbads = nada — 5 [Yiga®] Ot +hoc| 60 — "2 Gudnde — 5L 0u0r0c0a, (5)
where C' is the charge conjugation matrix, we have allowed arbitrary kinetic terms as needed to recover
non-trivial wave-function renormalization, and have allowed for a tadpole term, again needed for renormal-
ization, which is possible only for singlets under the gauge symmetry. The WCs in this as well as other
Lagrangians which we will encounter later, are not fully generic for the following reasons:

1. The symmetry properties of a tensor under permutations of its indices are transmitted to other
tensors to which it is contracted. For example, if O;; is symmetric then in its contraction w;;O;; with
a generic tensor w the anti-symmetric part of the latter tensor is projected out, and for all practical
considerations we can take w to be symmetric as well. In a Lagrangian, products of fields play the
role of O in this example, setting the symmetry of the Wilson coefficient w which contracts with it.
This principle remains true even for more complicated symmetries which we discuss in this work.

2. The Lagrangian as a whole must be self-conjugate.

As such, in Eq. (5) one must take into account the following symmetries:

(axr)ap = (akr)Ba, (aKg)ab = (aKg)ba, (aKy)iy = (aKy)jis (6)
(my)ij = (my)jis (M3)ab = (MZ)bas  Yija = Yiia, (7)
Kabe = fully symmetric, Agpeq = fully symmetric. (8)



All couplings are real, except for the ones involving fermions, namely ax, my and Y.
In the following we are going to list the Green’s basis for this generic theory at mass dimensions 5 and
6, obtained in part with the help of the Sym2Int package [32, 33]. We will use the following notation for
the general effective Lagrangian. Operators of mass dimension d in the Green’s basis and their Wilson
coefficients will be denoted by
fdGreen :fdthS_i_géed’ (9)

with the operators in the physical and redundant bases, reading, respectively,

L =3 " (alD);. (OS5 (10)
Lot =3 ()i (RE)i5. )

x

where 7 ... denote the corresponding indices.
At mass dimension 5 we have,

1

2P = |2 (a00) 4 0T Co s i + 5 (a Equz)Uabchwma«bth
+ 500D A EE a5 () 4 FAEL b0+ 2 () g Burbeat (12)
red = %( ) e (DD b0) b + —(rff ), (D))" CDMp; + (r0)) . Biibéa +hc|,  (13)
where we have used the standard definition
o = Ly 7], (14)

2

The following symmetry properties are satisfied by the Wilson coefficients

(af/f)}‘)Az] = (agi;')Aji’ (CLE;—) 2)z’jab = (aglizz)jiab ( 1(/15<Z)52)1]ba (15)
(GS;)ABa _(GS;)BAa’ (GE:F)')ABa (GS%) BAa’ (a<(155))abcde = fu]'ly Symmetric’ (16)
(5)

(Tl(f))ij (Tl(f))ji’ (T )abc (cbD)acb (17)

Again, all couplings not involving fermions are real.
At mass dimension 6 we have

2 = (60 e PP, s 305D anc (P (P72
45 @) 4 FAF 6000 + (000 s i PP 000
2 0) [wmwawﬁmbmd)_%wm)_%wd)_%(mc)_%(bw)}
4 51 (0) ey Gan6eu6e01 + 5 (al)) 160 Dty ~ mDma]+1(aff;)w<zzmﬂwj><1ﬁkwl>
+ B(aff})m]a FAWTCo™ i, + 2'13'( ) srape T Cojbadhvbe + (affi)zjkl(i/;fcw)( ,{C;/;l)juh.c},

(18)

1
L4 = (D) 4 (DuF A (DPES) + ] (rbo) sy (DeF ) [(Dyua) 61 = (@ )]

+2(r§§;) (DuD"$y) (D, D" ¢y) + (;%)abcd(D#D%awbwd



(P ) ais DV E D + (1) o Fb B i Dy + (r >)AU FA T By,

+ 2,( §00) g (i lﬁwg) Baty + 2,(r¢¢2)mb¢ 3Dy (Bu) + (1)) T ADLD", DY

i {21' (1) 3T €5 (DD 00) + 5 (1 o) 5, (DM Cio™™ (D) 0

o (’”%DS)W( D) C¢j¢a+h.c.}, 19)

The tensors appearing above have the following symmetries:

(r’llMﬁDl ija ( ’lL'(,‘bDl)J'La’

(a$) s pe = fully anti-symmetric, € R, (20)
() e = fully anti-symmetric, € R, (21)
(@50 50 = = (060 100 = 1(362) i00) (22)
(a5 i = (@) = (05) g = [(045) ) (23)
(a¢D)abcd (a o )bacd (a Ebﬁg)abdc (a Ebﬁg)cdab nd
(a¢D)abc + (afbﬁ )adbc (a¢D)acdb 0, (afbﬁf)))abcd eR, (24)
(ach)ABab (a( F)BAab = (%F)ABba eR, (25)
(a ¢F)ABab ( 62)BAab (af:;)?)ABba €R, (26)
(05”) ooy = fully symmetric € R, (27)
(@50) 0 = (@400 s = (@0) e = (a5 5 amd
(al(/?d)z)zgkl + (a”fflﬁ’l/)l)zl]k + (a 1(;31/)})1;@1] 0, (28)
(057) aiga = = (00F) ajia (29)
(@5)) jape = fully symmetric in (7, j) and also (a,b,c), (30)
(rioh ) = [(r w)ﬂ " (31)
(r50)an = (rB0)y, € (32)
(59 a = (152 5 (33)
(rBre) ag; = (ror )Aﬂ : (34)
(r L)Aw = () ayi)" (35)
(8) iy = (7)) 4yl (36)
(Do) aab = ~ (Do) apa € B (37)
(Tqbwz)zjab (r qbwm)”ba = {(ng)jmb} " fora = 1,2, (38)
() sy = fully symmetric in (b, ¢,d) € R, (39)
(40)
(41)
(42)

a
(’tz)zga = (rwwz) jia’
(rfﬁg D3)Ua = no restrictions.
Note that on top of these constraints, all couplings must respect linear equations involving ¢4, 4
FABC due to gauge invariance.

and/or



In the following, whenever possible we will keep the fermionic indices implicit preserving the correct
order in the matrix multiplication. Also the dagger symbol will include the transposition of fermionic
indices.

2.1 Evanescent operators

The EFT Lagrangian defined by Egs. (5, 12, 13, 18, 19) is enough to parametrize any off-shell Green’s
function in d = 4 dimensions, as needed to compute the one-loop renormalization of the EFT itself.
However, if we are interested in one-loop finite matching, evanescent structures can become relevant and
have to be taken into account. In particular, four-fermion operators related to the ones in our basis via Fierz
identities can be generated at tree level and, in their reduction to the physical basis, leave an evanescent
shift (see [34, 35] for a detailed discussion in the case of the SMEFT at mass dimension 6). The complete
set of redundant (in d = 4) four-fermion operators that will induce the corresponding evanescent shifts
reads

£ = 20Dy T o) BB + 3L it (W Coy) 0™ O ) (43)
<4i(’"wwz)wkl (W] Copty) (i Cat i) + h-0->7 (44)

whose coeflicients satisfy the following symmetry properties:

6 6 6) \*
(Tfp@))ijkl =(r fp%)mcl = (T;%)ijzk = (be%)klij, (45)
(6) _ (6) _ (6) (6)
(Tw@)ijkl =—( o )ikl = —(Twz)iﬂk (r wwz)k“ﬂ’ (46)
6 6
(Tl(mza)iikl (Twwz)ﬂkl (Tfplz,g)ijlk = (Tl(z,lz,g)klij- (47)

In d = 4, they can be expressed in terms of operators in the physical basis:

_ 1 — _

(W OBy ) = 5 (Grnathe) (Bir" ), (48)

(6] Cou ;) By Oy ) = 0, (49)

(] Cohy) (W Cathr) = =8(bf Cn) (b Cby) — Al Cy) (Wi Ci). (50)

so that the physical coefficients experience a shift:
1
(ag)ml - (a%)ml + 5(?‘%);‘% (51)
(agziz;)ijkl — (afpﬁd),)z‘jkl — 4(7”1(%2)%1 —8(r 1(/”/)}2>zlkj- (52)

Note that it is after this shift is implemented that the corresponding WCs have the symmetries stated in
the previous section.

This is the only relevant shift from these evanescent structures relevant for this work, as we are only
interested in the one-loop renormalization of this general EFT. For finite matching or two loop RGE
calculations one would need to include extra shifts when the evanescent structures hit a UV pole, see [35]
for details. These will be provided in a companion paper [31] together with the renormalization of the
fermionic operators.

2.2 A note on operators with mixed symmetries

Out of the operators defined above, there are two that have mixed symmetries under the permutation of
indices for identical particles, namely

(08D )abea = l (Dyuda) (D" dp)deta + (ab < cd) — % (a ¢ c)— % (a < d)— % (b c)— % (b d)

(53)



1
(Ofpﬁi)ijkl = Z(wiTcwj)(%Tsz). -
We note that the symmetry of both these operators can be described with a single equation
POabcd = Oabcd7 (55)

where P is the following element of the S, algebra:

P = Z CnT, (56)

TESy
with
1
C1 =C(12) = €(34) = C(1324) = C(1423) = €(12)(34) = C(13)(24) = €(14)(23) = 12’ (57)
C(13) =C(14) = €(23) = C(24) = €(123) = C(124) = €(132) = €(134)
1
=C(142) = €(143) = C(234) = €(243) = €(1234) = €(1243) = €(1342) = €(1432) = Toq” (58)

This P is a projector, i.e. P? = P, and furthermore it is self-adjoint in the sense that

P = Z ca(m ) =P. (59)

TESy
The last property is important because it implies that the Wilson coefficients a4p.q contracted with the
operators (O;%)abcd and (Ofﬁi)abcd can be described with the same projector P as the operators themselves,

Paabcd = Ugbcd - (60)
This single symmetry constraint on the Wilson coefficients is equivalent to the set of equations given
in Section 2. Importantly, we can use the fact that — aside from gauge invariance — eq. (60) is the only
constraint on « to easily build the most general tensor that obeys it. To do so, for each of the two operators
one can start with a completely general rank-4 tensor with no symmetries égpcq and simply project out
with P the unphysical parts:
Omnop = Plimnop - (61)
With this procedure, the Wilson coefficients of the two operators satisfy the correct symmetries.
It should be noted that if the tensor Gmnop has certain symmetries, the action of the projector can
simplify significantly. In particular, if it is symmetric under m <+ n and under o <> p then we have

Pénop = % Gmnop + (Mn > 0p) — %((m o)+ (mep)+(ne o)+ (ne p))] ) (62)

This is the form we have used in this article.

2.3 Dealing with semi-simple gauge groups and U(1) mixing

In presenting our results we depart with the well established convention of introducing new names for com-
binations of couplings [25-29, 36, 37]. In particular, in all cases we write down explicitly the representation
matrices (RA)ab = 04 (for scalars), t24 (for fermions) or —if49® (for vectors). This has the advantage
of making it straightforward to apply our results to models with a semi-simple group: the gauge coupling
constant ¢ which always accompanies the matrices R4 can depend on the index A, hence one must make
the replacement
99A7gtA,ngBC N QAGA,gAtA,gAfABC (63)

in all formulas.

Gauge invariance forces the axp matrix to be diagonal, unless there are several U(1)’s. In the latter
case, there might be U(1) mixing [38] and one can tackle it by promoting ¢ to a matrix rather than a list
of couplings [39-41]:

gsRPVE — gupRAVE, R=0,tf. (64)
In our expressions, one should change
904, gt gf 4P = gx a0, gxat™, gxaf¥PC. (65)



3 Reduction to the physical basis

The Green’s basis can be reduced to the physical one via field redefinitions. These can be equivalent to
the use of equations of motion at the linear order, which is enough for the calculation of the one-loop
beta functions (non-linear terms in the redundant operators are higher than one-loop order). Nevertheless,
we reproduce here the exact reduction up to mass dimension 6, including terms that are quadratic in
mass dimension 5 operators, for general use. The following field redefinitions can be used, after canonical
normalization, to eliminate the redundant operators in favor of the physical ones

B = b0t 5 Dascnse, (66)
- RN R ) WM I (67)

These field redefinitions modify the kinetic term for the fermions, which have to be canonically normalized
again. After that, the following field redefinition eliminates all the remaining dimension 5 redundant
operators,

¥ =~ (rS)) e, (68)

where we have left the fermionic indices implicit.
At mass dimension 6, once the mass dimension 5 redundant operators have been reduced 2, we can use
directly the equations of motion from L4<4, that read,

i =|(my)! + Yo, | COT, (69)
D260 =10 = (), — 3 [67YaCO + ¥ CUT| - "2y, - 2l g g0, (70)
(DVFWL)A = - ingfb(baDud)b - gAdthﬁY;”/)- (71)

The application of these field redefinitions and equations of motion results in the following shifts for the
physical WCs,

5 6 6
(mi)ab - (mi)ab + e (T;E)])cab - (mi)ac (T(D;)cd (mi)db — Rabe (T(D;)cd Nd; (72)
Na = Na — (m?b)ab (ngb)bc Te, (73)

(my)ij = (my)ij + %{ - {mw (Tff))meLj + {mw (r) 'y (Tff))me}

j

7 f 1
_ 5 {mwmjp (Tl(i)) (r’l(;))) m¢:| y + MNa (T’l(/i;Dl)ija —+ Eﬁa (Tpr;Dg)ija
— Yo (r0)),. =2 [mw (rffg,)mjbmwkj (o j)}, (74)
1 17
Kabe — Kabe + 5 Z {3 (mi)ad (Tffm))dbc + 3(T<(1>5D))dce (r<(l55‘:)’)eab Md + E (T<(1>5D))ead (T<(255‘:)’)ebc nd
perm
+ (Tc(bﬁl)?)dabc Na—3 (mi)ad (qu)b)de Fbce — (Tgi)de Ne )‘abcd}v (75)

1 3
Aabed = Aabed + z Z {6 (T‘((;:)l)ead Kbce + 5 (mi),fe (Tgb%)fab (T‘((Zj):)')ecd

perm

17
+12 (mé)af (Tn(ﬁ%)fbe (T<(Z55|):)|)ecd + ? (mi)af (T<(Z55|):)|)ebf (Tﬁ(ﬁ%)ecd

2This reduction includes, at quadratic order, contributions to operators of mass dimension 6, that have to be reduced at
this step.
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1 (&
+ (m3)ab (Tfpﬁgm)ijb + g(mi)ab (Ti(/}6<;D2)ijb — (m3)abY; (Tg;)bc

+2 [mmeYa (rfpﬁg) } y — [m¢ (sz%) mLYa} = |:Ya (Tl(f[))) mLmdj}

ij ij

T
= [moml (4002), ]+ [moGipa)ime] + [moml, (r$0s).]

+(i<—>j)}, (77)

1
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=20 (1)) Jpoq Aages + 10 (15%) 1, Aabeg /\dehf}, (83)

6) 6 L).r 6 5) i 5)y (LGN T
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1
+ (5 ) gt T 5(7"5:?;)@ Yiia Yok
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—5(r riop2) e Yita = 5 5 (Ton2) j1a Yika: (85)
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(a5) aiga = (a5F) piju + 5{ 2[(ag) 4 ()], 2] (@h) 4 () Ve,
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=
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5[0 o]+ e[y vart]
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1 . .
—24w%m)ﬁh—u«w@, (56)
1
(a;i;)zgabc - (asfﬁg)ijabc + 2|_31 Z {3 (aT(ZiiQ)lgdb (T<(1>5D))dac + 3(r<(z§5|:)l)dce (T<(175D))eab lelJi
7(ij),m(abc)

+ E (T<(z§5|:)’)ead (T<(255‘:)’)ebc }/ZlJi -3 |:( 55372) ( Eﬁ5<i)7) i|
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=3 [Ye(r) o) 1Y) L+ e (10), ] ;

P

T
=3 [VelriDp) %] =3[V (o),

— 6 [Ye(rp) YY)

ij

eGWWEWE]} (87)
ij
(6) (6) 1 6)\1 (6)\
(aww)ijkl - (aww)ijkl + m Z { —4 (Tww)jikl -8 (rww)likj
perms

- 2(r1(116<;)5D1)ija Yiia — (TprquQ)ija Yita

+ 3 (ngb)ab Yija Yklb } (88)

The coefficients not included in this list do not receive any contributions from redundant coefficients.
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4 Calculation of the beta functions

4.1 General formalism

The procedure to compute the beta functions of an EFT is well known. Nevertheless, for the sake of clarity
and for pedagogical reasons, we include here, and in Appendix A, a detailed derivation of this procedure.
Let us assume a UV effective Lagrangian of generic form

XUV = Z ai(’)i, (89)

where a; denotes the Wilson coefficient of the operator O; of arbitrary mass dimension and the sum runs
over all the physical operators up to the desired dimension. This Lagrangian will induce UV divergences
that, after subtraction of sub-divergences, can be matched to the full EFT (including non-trivial kinetic
terms and, if the matching is performed off-shell, redundant operators). After canonical normalization and
reduction to the physical basis, the divergent Lagrangian reads,

v = Z aj(a) Oy, (90)

where we have denoted with a prime the WCs that parameterize the UV divergences (which are a function
of the WCs in the UV Lagrangian, as explicitly shown). We use the background field method [42] and di-
mensional regularization to regularize the divergences, working in d = 4 — 2e dimensions. These divergences
can be canceled by splitting the WCs into renormalized WCs and counterterms >

a?are = M(n1—2)€(az + 50/7:)7 (91)

where the scale p is introduced to ensure that the renormalized WCs have the same mass dimension in d
dimensions as the bare one in d = 4, what fixes n; to the number of fields appearing in the operator O;.
Since we have canonically normalized the divergent Lagrangian in Eq.(89), we then have,

da; = —aj. (92)

The corresponding counterterms fix the renormalization scale dependence of the renormalized WCs. At
one loop they read (see Appendix A for a general derivation at all loop order)

da;
Bi=n m a; (93)
We will report below the results in the form
a; = 16720;. (94)

4.2 Matching of UV divergences

In order to compute the beta functions of our general EFT we consider as UV boundary condition the
physical Lagrangian
LV = Lyca+ LPV + LM (95)

with canonically normalized kinetic terms.
The one loop divergence to the kinetic terms read (recall that a dagger means transposition of fermionic
indices besides complex conjugation),

11 1 2
167° (aicp) an = —g> fAOPFPOP + S Tul0407] + 26> Tr[t447]

+2g [Tr[tAmL (affl)p)B] +hec + (A< B)

3The fact that we have canonically normalized the divergent Lagrangian implies that our fields are already renormalized
fields and we do not need to worry about wave-function renormalization factors.
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[P 5 501 e

+(mg)a [2 (a5ﬁ5})ACa (G“((;})BCZJ T (“gv) ACa (aE:Fl) Boy T (G;G})ABab} (96)

1
1672 (acy)ab = —20207104 + 2Tr[Y Y, + Y] - 2m2)ea(al)) o0 (97)
(5) (5) (5)
1672 (aky)ij =9 {tAtALj + 3 [YJY,I} o 39{ mw (awF) + h.c.} o 12{(%@) mwm¢ (alw) L]
(98)

After canonical normalization, all one-loop divergences can be parametrized by our Green’s effective
Lagrangian. The corresponding divergent WCs are collected, in the Green’s basis, in Appendix B. These
results were obtained using MatchMakerEFT [1], with a general model as well as with the use of specific toy
models (whose WCs were computed with the help of GroupMath [43]). For purely bosonic operators the
results were also independently computed with functional methods (following closely [3, 44] in particular)
using special code developed by us, together with the STrEAM package [45].

4.3 Beta functions for the bosonic operators

In the background field gauge we are using, the product g AA;? does not renormalize and, therefore, the
beta function of the gauge coupling is given directly by the renormalization of the gauge boson kinetic
term,

ga = (dkr)aBgs, (99)
where (' p)ap is given in Eq. (96) and, for clarity, we have reinstated the indices in the gauge couplings
temporarily. As for the remaining WCs, reducing the divergent Lagrangian in the Green’s basis to the
physical one and using Eq. (93), we obtain the following beta functions for the physical bosonic operators, 4

Mo = Iiabc(mi)bc — 2Tr[YamLm¢mL +h.c]
1
= 200000 + STV Y]] = 200 )ea 0D )

+2(m )b (af}) ABb (a((;}) apclle +20mg)a (aii;) ABb (a((;;) aBc'les (100)

. 1 1
(mi)ab = —KacdKbed T+ )\abcd(m¢)cd + 29 (m¢)a09bd9

2
1
t 5 (M )ac TV Y + YoV, = Telml, Yam] Yy + my Y my Y] — 4 Tafml,my YY)
A ) 5 1 5)
+69%05.00ma (a be)ABb + {T [mjbmiﬁm (a Elid)?z)ab] - QTY[(al(b¢2)abYcT]nc + h'c'}
2 (5) (5) (5)
+ (13 )ac(mg Joa (a ¢7F)AB¢:( o) apa T (MG)ac(mg )ba(a ¢F)ABC(G¢F)AB(1

+ Kaetla (@ 52“) ABc (a¢>F)ABd + Kabe (0 g)ABc (a((;g‘)ABdnd

6 6
= 2(m)oc(m3)ac (a§D) yege = 20m3)ea(m)ae (a§p) e
_ zneﬂbcd( )acde + 3”C“Cde(“<(f/%)abde + {QincTr[mLY“ (afw)}) ]+ h.c.} + (a < b), (101)
. 1 1
Rabe = Z {§’icde/\abde + 929:14f91dé}ﬂbcd + 929:1469&56(16 + Z’iabdrrr[}/c}/dT + }/CTYd]

perm

— 2 Tr[my YV Y]+ ml Y, YY)

4In the following, we write the expressions in a way that makes their symmetries explicit. For instance aqp, = fap + (a <> b)
means that the whole expression has to be added with a and b swapped, agp = fap + foa (even terms that are explicitly
symmetric under this swapping). Similarly, when the corresponding symmetrization involves more than just transpositions, we
will write a sum over permutations, possibly with a sign, that involves all the free indices unless otherwise explicitly indicated.
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}\abcd = Z

perm

1
+6929A O (m )bd(af;b})ABc Q(mZ)CdTr[( 1(115<2)52)abYT +(a f/?é?)abyd]

5 5) \T
+2Tefmfmy Y] (afe),, +momlYa(alya), ]

+ T, Yol (%)), + myYimy (@)1 ]

1
6 (m¢)de (CL((;))) abcde

1
+ (m3)ackibed (%52) anala <(z>5f?“) ABe g”g/\abcd (afff?“) apala g) ABg

+ 10g%7, (af}) ABa (%F) Acbecceefe +4g%n4 (af}) ABa (ang) ACdeb@ec

—2¢%na(a ;;)Acz;( Eb};)BCceA O + 49°na(a ;;)Acc( ;;)Bcdelﬁiebe

1
+ gne)‘abcd (af;;) ABd (CLS%) ABe T (m?s)ae’ibcd (af;;') ABd (af};) ABe

1
5T g (05225, + (a2) b, (@) I

+ 39277892141'95 (G;G;)ABbc

6) 2 (6)

6
- 4’€cde(mg2b)df (agbl)))abfe + 3(mq2b)bd’<5def (afsz)acef 3ﬁb0d(mi)6f (acbD

(6) (6) (6)

2
+ 3f<abcd(m¢)ef (a¢D)aedf 2(m§,)bff<acde (a¢D)fade + nd(a¢D)efabAdcef

(6) (6) (6)

=+ 39 77d9 ebf (a’¢D)jedc + 39 77d9 9f€ (G¢D)djcb + 3927” (a¢D)edca0b€01f4d

+2i(m3)pa Tr[(a) ,, Yaml, — my Y (a5)) ]

1 6 6)\ T
g Trlmmom (a,3) e + momlme (@),

abe

1
- 6 TI’[( 1(11))abcyv'r (agfqz)abcyd]nd}7

3g* 39> 1
{ g 9 9A9df9be g )\acfeelﬁgefd"i__)\abef)‘cdef

8

1
—ﬁMnﬁm+Eﬂmﬁ+ﬁm&m
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1
+60°nesa (ag2) 40700 — Grioer (@) yuaes

1
= Jrnce TY (a0)e) o+ Ye(ale) L) + 2Txlm Y Y] () muYy Yo (afa) )

+ Y, my Y] (al)),, + Yo Ya (a2 )

+ 497 (M) ae (a’be))ABd (afb;)AC O510cs +109%(m3)as (a <(z>5) ) anp (afffl)ACcebeH?e

+ 497 (m3) ae (afbi;‘)ABe( ;;)Acﬁlﬁ‘og‘ = 20%(m§)ay (a ;I;)ABC( ;I;)ACdolio?e

1 1
+ 7 RabeKedf (af}) ABe (aEE}) aBr T ~KabeFedf (@ 255) ) ape (a((;;) ABf

1
(m3)os (057 e (957) amy s+ 5m8)og (057) ap (07) Mo

Wl =

+

(6) (6) (6)
+ S RbceRefg (a¢D)adfg - 2l{aefl{bgf (a¢D)cdeg ~ RaefRbeg (a¢D)gdef

N

1
2o T E) 0] + D) 0201

S| =

N
= Tefmlmy (a32),, (02)..d

= 0 (o) e @)+l (00) ol (050
— 3g%(m3)er 02 9bf(%F)ABcd —129%(m3)ac02s 07, (a ¢D)bfgd
= 2003)e e (05D gy + 5072 e Nases (653)

+ (Mm3)acAebsg (af,:)))fgcd 214( 2)es (a <(i>6))abcdef

— e Te[Yfmy (aff)) = (af5)) Yl

+ ZE)Tﬁr[me i, (a5) g + MY me (affqz)bcd]

1

;
6 (m¢)aeTr[YT (afbﬁq)b)b g Ye (a%)bcd]

2 6 6
4 3Tr[Y m¢mT (a‘flzdz)bcd + Yamjpmw (afz}tz)bcd]} (103)
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(a<(155))abcde - Z { ~ 09 (aEbF)AB 005050, +39° (a - ))ABe)‘bCQfeafegd

perm

1 5
9 qu( ¢ )cdefg+ﬁ)\abfg(a<(l5))cdefg

~ Y, VY (a5 + VY Ye(al)a) ]

1 T
# e B (@), + Vi ()L

+ Ay o+ Y/Ya] (a)

48 bede f

—29%Kaef (aEE}) ABd (ag’}) ACfebge — 59°Kaeg (ag%) ABd (%F) ACe ebf ng

—2¢%Kaer (a ;;)ABf( <(;55F)A0dabq6.c +9%Kaeq (@ ;;)ABC( ;FZ‘)ACdel?fagf

1 1
T g s (afb?“)ABf (afbf}z')ABgACdeg - g“abf( g)ABj (afz?};)ABg)\Cdeg

1
+ g Tl (o), Vi (ae) g+ mo (@) a (02)
+ Telma ¥ (0)73) (002) g + L ¥a(0))3,(a52) o

1
- Eﬁaef“[(afE%?)fd( f/iz)ﬁz)bd]

39 A B (, (6
B Tﬁaehehgebg( ¢))AB o T 697 Facs ¥, efh(%l)’)bghd

1 1
B 5Hf9h/\b€df (a<(b6l)>)aegh + §H“fg>\b‘3dh (afff)))hefg
1

+ 2KafgAbchg (a%)deh  ~ gfacsAfbgh (afbﬁg)ghcd
1 (6)

T ogfal (@9 )pedesg

—Em PV Y @) +meYiv (@) ]
3 My Taty \yg My Lo Yo\ Ay ) cde

im0, + Ve )

1
+ ﬁ“aefTr[YfT (aflii)?)bcd + Y (aglldz)bcd]
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7(ABC)
_ 16
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In the process of reducing the bosonic redundant operators some fermionic operators are also generated,
as can be seen from Section 3. These will be reported, together with the direct renormalization of fermionic
operators in a companion paper [31].
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5 Conclusions

EFTs have become an essential tool in particle physics. The process of matching and running allows us
to systematically incorporate the implications of arbitrary heavy physics into low energy experimental
observables. While both matching and running calculations have been fully automated at the one-loop
order [1, 2], they have to be repeated on a model by model basis. A more efficient approach for finite
matching calculations, in the case of the SMEFT, is based on the construction of IR/UV dictionaries [46—
52]. In this article we have presented and alternative approach to optimize the calculation of the RGEs for
arbitrary EFTs. Our approach is based on the definition of the most general EFT with an arbitrary number
of scalar, fermion and gauge boson fields, with the flavor or symmetry structure of the EFT left completely
general. We have defined the basis of local operators of such a general EFT up to mass dimension 6
both off-shell (Green’s basis) and on-shell (physical basis), paying particular attention to the symmetry
properties of the different operators and WCs. We have then computed the reduction of the Green’s basis to
the physical one, including non-linear contributions, paving this way their use in finite off-shell matching. °

Once the most general mass dimension 6 EFT has been defined, we have proceeded to compute the
renormalization of the bosonic operators. This has been done using off-shell correlators, in the background
gauge field, therefore obtaining the UV divergences in the Green’s basis. Upon canonical normalization
and reduction to the physical basis, we have obtained the beta function of all the bosonic operators in our
physical basis. This result allows to compute, for any specific EFT, the beta function of any bosonic operator
by means of a straight-forward group theoretic calculation. Computer tools, like GroupMath [43], can make
this calculation trivial. All our results have been double-checked, either by using MatchMakerEFT [1] and
functional methods, or by using several different models to compare specific contributions. In particular
we have performed partial cross-checks with the SMEFT beta functions [6-8], full cross-check with the
ALP-SMEFT [16-18, 20] as well as with many toy models.

The renormalization of fermionic operators, together with specific applications, will be published in a
companion paper [31]. Future generalization of our work can include the extension of this formalism to the
two loop order, to mass dimension 8 or to finite matching. We plan to pursue these lines of research in the
future.

Note added:

Some preliminary results of our calculation were presented by us (RF and JS) in SMEFT TOOLS 2022.
At the same conference, M. Misiak and I. Nalecz presented some preliminary results along the same lines
developed independently in collaboration with J. Aebischer, P. Mieszkalski and N. Selimovic. It is our
understanding that some of these authors have continued working separately on the subject.
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A General calculation of the beta functions

The procedure to compute the beta functions of an EFT is well known, to the point of being textbook
material by now. Nevertheless, we think that it is not easy to find a systematic, yet simple, description
of the method in full generality. Mainly motivated by this and also for pedagogical reasons, we reproduce
here the calculation of the beta functions for an arbitrary EFT at any order in perturbation theory. In
part, the discussion below was inspired by the one in [54].

Let us define the beta function of a WC as follows

da;

i 113
Bi=p a0 (113)
which can be computed from the fact that the bare WCs are independent of u. Indeed, we have
dabare Oda;
] =0 = (ni—2)e i — 2)(a; + da; : 7 g
dln g K e(n )(a; +da;) + 3 +8aj B;

el 1 70+ (14 M)Al (114)

where we have used matrix notation in the last equality with the following definitions

(nd); =(n; — 2)ai, (115)
(nda); =(n; — 2)das, (116)
M;; :%, (117)
(B)i =B (118)

From Eq. (114) we can write a formal expression for the beta functions, valid to any loop order,

F=—c(+ M) (nC + nsc). (119)

Note that in perturbation theory the inverse of the corresponding matrix is well defined in a perturbative
sense.

Let us now consider the e expansion of the above equation. The counterterms, and therefore the matrix
M, have an expansion

o (n)
a; =3 L (120)
n=0
It is therefore clear that the beta functions have a generic expansion of the form
Bi = Z g =B Vet g0+ ... (121)
en

n=-—1

The beta function in four dimensions is ﬁi(o) and more singular terms are normally considered to vanish,
giving consistency conditions of the calculation at 2 and higher loops (see however [54]). Introducing the
expansions, Eq. (120) into the general expression for the beta function and keeping the finite term in the
1/e expansion we obtain the correct result. In order to get a closed expression let us consider the beta
functions in the MS scheme (we can go from this to the MS scheme by simply taking p? — i = 4me= 75 u2).

In that case we have ao) = M©® =0 and therefore

, no6— MO .7 —
f=—e|nt+ ——MmM + = —e b+ MY b —nda+ O(1/e), (122)
so that ﬂi(fl) = —(n; — 2)a; and,
1)
B9 = (n,; —2) J‘%“ — (ns — 2)0a". (123)
Oa;
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Finally, using the relation between the counterterms and the WCs of the divergent Lagrangian, Eq. (92),
we obtain the final expression for the beta functions

A = [<m =2) = (n; - 2)%8—} 0V = —2La;", (124)
8aj
where we have defined -
oo I(n

h= d 125

-3 (125)

and also the loop operator L that, when acting on a perturbative expression gives, for each term in the
expanded expression, the loop order of the term times the term itself. In order to obtain the last equality we
have used that the divergence can be written as a sum of contributions over connected Feynman diagrams,

a;(l) — Z a;,(ll))7 (126)
D
with a; %) a polynomial function of WCs arising from diagram D, and that, for each connected Feynman
diagram, the following topological identities hold

L=P-V+1, 2P+E=) n,, (127)
where the sum in the second expression runs over all vertices in the diagram, L stands for the number of

loops, P for the number of internal propagators, V' for the number of vertices, n, is the number of particles
on vertex v and F is the number of external particles. We then have

E—-2- (n,—2)

v

0 1 1
J

= —2— — b+ a. ' = —2La; .
E-2-2P - E+2V]d) = -2Ld}"}) 128
In the first identity we have used that n; = E and that

0

a:
J )
8aj

(129)

1) /(1)

. ! . . .
acting on a; ;' just runs over all vertices returning a, p, .

B UV poles in the Green basis
For completeness we reproduce here the parameterization of the UV poles after canonical normalization but

before reduction to the physical basis. In the process of these calculations, the computer code SimTeEx [55]
has been extensively used to simplify the expressions.

1
1672 1, = _Eﬁabc(mi)bc + Tr[Y“mmemL +h.c]

1 1
— 5m{ = 20%020% + STV + VY] = 20m3)ea(a)) 0 ) (130)
1 1 3
1672 (m3)ap = —Hacdfibed — Z/\abcd(mi)cd + 5929;4695%(77135)[11)
1 1
+ ETr[mLYamLYb +he] + 2Te[ml Yo Yy my) — Z(mi)acTr[YbYc’f +h.c)]
1 5
-5 [TY[mmemL (aqu)bz)ab] + h.c.}
6 6
+ (a5D) spea M2)ce (M) ae + (alD) oy (M3)be(mg2)ac + (a ¢ b), (131)
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1 1
167T2 Habc - Z { - 592 [’iadeelf‘defe + Kabdefeeldqe} - _)‘abdeficde

4
perm
1
- g/{ader[YaY; + YY) + Te[my YY) +ml Y, v ve|

1 5 1 5
+ 15 (07 apea M ae = H{T(@0:)  m Yo, 4+ 2mlmy V)] 4 e |

1
+2 (afﬁﬁf))) abdeHCdf (mi)fe T gﬂabd(mi)ef |:(a<(i76[))) cdef (afﬁﬁf))) cedfi|

— E{Tr[mj/jmwmqb (affq)b)abc] + h.c.}}, (132)

3 1 1
167‘(2 )\Zlbcd = Z { 4914 ebfe edf |:4 abefe edf + 6)\(117069(#9 jl 1_6)‘abef)\cdef
perm
1 1
— gy tabee TrYaY! + YoY]] + imyay;jny;]]
LG ) 1 - d
1505 e iaer = {Tel(al)a) (G Y mu Y] + ViVl ) 4+ e}

1 1
+ 5 Txlmlmy (a0)) 1y (a0)) ) + 5 { Tl (@) yml (al)e) ) + e}

+ = 18 (afbﬁ))abcdef(mgb)ef + (a<(b61:)J)abef’i069“df9 + (a<(1>61:)J)abef/\cdeg(m<2b)fg
45 (D) gy = (@B), g Areaclm) gy = {Tel(@)) ., (il Yamd, + 2mim, ¥ )] + h~c-}},
(133)
Let us consider now the divergences parameterized by dimension-5 operators
167 (agp ) s, = 20 FAOP P25 (a;i&)m - ﬁfCDEfAD%;?)ACQ
— 920505 (%F)ACb 90 0 (a qu)ABb 95:95;; (a5b5l~)“)ACa - g_;Tf[tBtC] (aff})
~ gTe{t (af)) Yo + Y*( 5 4171 - gw v+ YY1 (002) 4
;“abc (ach)ACb(a;P)“) et “abc( ; ;‘)ACb(a((:%)BCc
~{9(a52) aca TH(@l2) ptOml, + (alp) P ml] + 2 Trl (@) 4 Yo (a) o) + hic. |
inabc (@) s e g{Tr a'%)) ,.tPml) +h.c.} +(A o B), (134)
1672 (a((;% )ABa —9 QfACDfBED (a 5~) _fCDEfADE (af:%)ACa
— 9°0e00(a (5))ACb 9069 (a (5)),4317 129b096 b(a (5))ACa - g_;Tr[tBtC] (“gv) ACa
+igTe[(al)) PV — YatP (al0) ] - %(afFl)ABmeaY; + Y]]

— Fabe (afg) ACbH (“gv) BCe

_ {g(aﬁFl)AcaTr[(aEi}?)Btc L + (afp)) tPm ] - 21Tr[(afz}5£7)AYJ (afff)?)BmL] + h.c.}
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1 .
_ Z“abC(af%)ABbc + {1gﬂ[(aff)) thL] + h.c.} + (A + B), (135)
e

16#2 (CL((;)) /)abcde = Z {214 29?‘]0:}46(

perm

1
VY] 4 YV (a8)) s + 30°024,0505705, (al7)

1
)abcdf B EQQGdfeeq (aff))abcfg - ﬂAdefg (afbf)))abcfg

96 ABa
Tr((aD):),, YdYa¥) + (af2))! vovve)
1
N ETI‘ (aflii)’z)ab( wd’z)cdym (a’f/iiz)ab (Gf;(;z)chme]
1
B ZTT (aflizz)ab ( ¢¢)52)demjll + (afliiz)aby ( 1(5272) mw]

L (0® (©)
_ 4_8(0/ abcdfgfiefg - (ad—’D)abfg)\CdfhK/egh

1
+ = Trfy,] (aff;)bchTm¢ +Ye (al(llﬁ;)bcdy m]

6 P
1 6 6
+ S TYaY (af)) g oml, + YV (al)], myl}, (136)

1
1672 (2 ) .0 = 30%0405 (a52) 4 o + 7 TYa(a a) Yl
3
+ (a((f[)))abdencde — 2liade (afi’[)))bcde +iTy[ ( (6) ) md) m¢Yb(a<(£Z) ] b+ o).
(137)

And, finally, the ones corresponding to dimension 6 operators,

1
167° ( <(z>6) I)abcdef = Z {m(af;))abcgh (a<(255))deth +6949 9h69 th( ;5;),430(“«(#5}1)0311

perm

+3g49 thﬁ 9}“1( ¢5;)ABC( 51—75})CD]‘ 489:]469 ( d) )abcdhg

o© 1 (6)
- 1_209:1499119( ¢ )bhcdef - %Aabgh (a¢ )cdefhg

1
—_ 6949A 9;141)9,“193 (afbﬁg)qemf + 5/\abgh)\cdhm (afbﬁg)meg,f
+ 29:74e9hb9 Oha (af;gl)ABcd
1 1
3 Tr[(a fi);z)ab( EE;Z)chTY]_ 3 Tr[(a Elii)’z)aby (a 1(/;22) RERREY

1
+ = Tl(al),, Yoy + h.c.]}, (138)

167 (ag ) anc = Z (_1)Pﬂ{ —gfP"(a fbfg)pca (afiig')EBa +gfPPA (af:;)?)DCa (a((;%) EBa
7(ABC)

8. PRGOS 2
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1 1
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2
g
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B ﬂgQ (ag) pop 0407 - 692 (aéifz) popT(t't”] }7 (140)
1
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