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Abstract

We consider a generic class of effective quantum field theories with arbitrary gauge groups and
scalar matter fields. In such theories, we derive the one-loop Renormalization Group Equations
(RGEs) for the physical dimension-six operators. The present paper is the first one in a series
that is going to cover theories with spin- 1

2
matter fields, too, including the phenomenologically

most relevant SMEFT and LEFT cases. Our present approach provides tools for deriving the yet
unknown two-loop RGEs in the SMEFT.
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1 Introduction

Quantum Field Theories (QFTs) provide a framework for describing physical phenomena across a
wide range of energy scales. It often happens that masses of certain particles are much larger than
the characteristic energy scale of the considered process. In such a case, the well-known decoupling
procedure can be applied, and we pass to the Effective Field Theory (EFT) formalism. This approach
has been successful in different branches of particle physics. A notable application is the Low-energy
Effective Field Theory (LEFT), derived from the Standard Model (SM) by decoupling the massive
vector bosons, the top quark, and the Higgs boson. The LEFT has been successfully applied to derive
highly accurate predictions for branching ratios and particle lifetimes in weak decays, surpassing the
precision of direct calculations in the full SM [1]. Another important application of the EFTs is the
Standard Model Effective Field Theory (SMEFT), often employed in the search for beyond-SM physics.
Within the SMEFT paradigm, the SM is treated as a low-energy EFT emerging from a yet unknown
more fundamental theory, after decoupling of some heavy degrees of freedom [2–4].

The EFT degrees of freedom are the light fields that have not been decoupled, contrary to the
heavy ones. In the Lagrangian, one must include local operators of arbitrary dimensionality that are
built of the light fields and their derivatives. The structure of such operators is restricted by the gauge
and global symmetries of the theory. In many phenomenological applications, it is sufficient to consider
operators of dimension five and six, as the experimental precision does not require higher accuracy. The
Wilson coefficients (WCs) of such operators are determined through matching with the original theory.
In the matching procedure, the Green’s functions of the light particles in the EFT are compared to
those in the original full theory (or a higher-level EFT). The WCs are fixed by ensuring that the EFT
reproduces the full theory results to the desired order of the expansion in m/Λ, where m stands for the
light particle masses and momentum products, while Λ is the lightest decoupled particle mass. If the
matching calculation is performed in dimensional regularization, then the renormalization scale is set
to be of order Λ, which ensures absence of large logarithms that would worsen the perturbation series
behaviour in the WC determination. To use the EFT at lower energy scales, one has to find the WCs
at lower renormalization scales. For this purpose, one derives and solves the Renormalization Group
Equations (RGEs) for the WCs.

In this paper, we derive one-loop RGEs for the physical dimension-six operators in a wide class
of EFTs. We focus on the operators involving only the scalar and gauge fields, calling them “bosonic
operators”. An extension of our analysis to theories involving spin-12 matter fields is postponed to a
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future publication [5]. As far as the gauge group is concerned, we allow it to be any finite product of
finite-dimensional Lie groups.

The leading terms in the EFT Lagrangian consist of operators of dimension smaller or equal four.
In their case, the relevant couplings for which the RGEs are derived are not called the WCs but rather
the gauge couplings, masses, Yukawa couplings, as well as the triple- and quartic scalar couplings.
Although the WCs of higher-dimensional operators do affect their renormalization group evolution,
such effects are usually neglected, as they generate only O(m/Λ) corrections to observables that do
not vanish in the Λ → ∞ limit. On the other hand, we do encounter observables that vanish (or are
very small) in this limit, and they are the most important in the EFT applications. Therefore, in the
case of couplings at dimension ≤ 4 operators, we content ourselves with the one- and two-loop RGEs
that were derived for generic renormalizable QFTs in Refs. [6–8], taking into account more recent
verifications and corrections of these results [9, 10]. At the one-loop level, we confirm the findings
of Ref. [10]. Beyond two loops, generic RGEs for the gauge and Yukawa couplings can be found in
Refs. [11–14].

Recently, a classification of dimension-six operators alongside with some preliminary results for the
RGEs of bosonic dimension-six operators was presented by us in section (2.8) of Ref. [15], following the
master theses [16,17]. However, no complete RGEs in the physical (on-shell) basis have been published
to date,1 even for the operators containing the bosonic fields only.

To simplify our calculations, we assume a discrete symmetry φ → −φ, which removes odd-
dimensional operators but has no effect on even-dimensional ones thanks to Lorentz invariance. For
more general EFTs without such a discrete symmetry, the RGEs for odd-dimensional operators can
still be obtained by treating one of the scalar fields as an auxiliary gauge-singlet with fixed vacuum
expectation value.

To derive the necessary Feynman rules, we take advantage of the background field method [18].
In consequence, all the counterterms we need to consider at one loop originate from gauge invariant
operators that contain no quantum gauge field but rather the classical background gauge field only.
Within this framework, it is actually advantageous to begin with deriving the RGEs in an off-shell
basis, i.e. including the unphysical operators that vanish by the Equations Of Motion (EOM). Only
in the next step the basis is reduced to the on-shell one, via applying the EOM.2 While there is
certainly some additional work associated with such an approach, it does provide non-trivial checks
of our results, as the final RGEs in the on-shell basis must depend neither on the reducible operator
WCs, nor on the gauge-fixing parameter.

Our paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we define the considered class of theories and
determine a particular off-shell basis of dimension six operators. Next, in section 3, we derive the
transformation to the on-shell basis. In section 4, we describe our methodology and present our main
result, namely the one-loop RGEs for all the physical bosonic operators. We summarize our findings
in section 5, leaving a few technical details to the appendix.

2 Classification of dimension-six operators

2.1 The model definition and notational conventions

The matter content of a general relativistic EFT with bosonic degrees of freedom can be written in
terms of real scalar fields φa. This is true because any complex scalar field can be represented by two

1See, however, the “note added” at the end of section 5.
2More precisely, via performing appropriate field redefinitions [19] that are equivalent to applying the EOM in the

context of one-loop RGEs.
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real ones. The Lagrangian of such a theory reads

L = −
1

4
FA
µνF

Aµν +
1

2
(Dµφ)a(D

µφ)a −
1

2
m2

abφaφb −
1

4!
λabcdφaφbφcφd

+ Lg.f. + LFP +
1

Λ2

∑
QN +O

(
1

Λ4

)
, (2.1)

where QN denote linear combinations of dimension-six operators multiplied by their WCs, and

FA
µν = ∂µV

A
ν − ∂νV

A
µ − fABCV B

µ V C
ν ,

(DρFµν)
A = ∂ρF

A
µν − fABCV B

ρ FC
µν ,

(Dµφ)a =
(
δab∂µ + iθAabV

A
µ

)
φb.

Here, the gauge couplings have been absorbed into the definitions of structure constants and matter
field representation generators. In Eq. (2.1), Lg.f. and LFP stand for the gauge-fixing and Fadeev-Popov
terms, while O

(
1
Λ4

)
denotes higher-order operators suppressed by powers of the Λ scale beyond which

the EFT is not valid any more, and the full theory must be used instead.

2.2 Dimension-six operator basis

We renormalize the dimension-six terms in our Lagrangian (2.1) using the background-field formal-
ism [18]. The renormalization is first completed in the off-shell basis that contains all the dimension-six
terms allowed by the symmetries. The off-shell basis reads3

Q1 =
1

6!
W

(1)
abcdef φaφbφcφdφeφf , Q2 =

1

4
W

(2)
abcd (Dµφ)a(D

µφ)bφcφd,

Q3 =
1

2
W

(3)
ab (DµDµφ)a(D

νDνφ)b, Q4 =
1

2
W

(4)A
ab (Dµφ)a(D

νφ)bF
A
µν ,

Q5 =
1

4
W

(5)AB
ab φaφbF

A
µνF

B µν , Q6 =
1

4
W

(6)AB
ab φaφbF

A
µν F̃

B µν ,

Q7 =
1

2
W (7)AB (DµFµν)

A (DρF
ρν)B , Q8 =

1

3!
W (8)ABC FAµ

νF
B ν

ρF
C ρ

µ,

Q9 =
1

3!
W (9)ABC FAµ

νF
B ν

ρF̃
C ρ

µ, (2.2)

where W (N) contain both the WCs and the necessary Clebsch-Gordan coefficients that select singlets
from various tensor products of the gauge group representations. In general, each W (N) contains many
independent WCs, and many gauge-singlet operators are present in each QN . We emphasize that only
some components of the tensorial W -coefficients are independent, as the operator structure imposes
various symmetries on the W -coefficients.

In addition, gauge invariance of the theory imposes essential identities on the couplings and W -
coefficients. To derive such identities, one considers infinitesimal transformations of the fields in a
given operator. For instance, for the scalar mass term

m2
abφ

aφb → m2
ef

(
δea − ǫAθAe

a

)
φa
(
δf b − ǫBθBf

b

)
φb

=
[
m2

ab − ǫA
(
m2

ebθ
Ae

a +m2
aeθ

Ae
b

)]
φaφb +O

(
ǫ2
)
.

(2.3)

Since the scalar mass term must be gauge invariant

ǫA
(
m2

ebθ
Ae

a +m2
aeθ

Ae
b

)
φaφb +O

(
ǫ2
)
= 0, (2.4)

it follows that
m2

ebθ
Ae

a +m2
aeθ

Ae
b = 0. (2.5)

3See section (2.8) of Ref. [15] for an extension of our off-shell basis to theories involving spin- 1
2

fermionic fields.
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The same argument can be used to derive the general identity which holds for all the couplings and
W -coefficients of the operators

ifBEA1W (N)BA2...Ak
a1...am

+ . . . + ifBEAkW (N)A1...B
a1...am

+ θEba1W
(N)A1...Ak

ba2...am
+ . . . + θEbamW

(N)A1...Ak

a1...b
= 0.

(2.6)

As the RGEs for the couplings and W -coefficients computed with the background field method are
gauge invariant, the above identity can be used to bring them to the simplest form.

3 Passing to the on-shell basis

The EOM for the gauge and scalar fields

(DµF
µν)A = −iθAabφb(D

νφ)a +O(
1

Λ
), (3.1)

(DµD
µφ)a = −m2

abφb −
1

3!
λabcdφbφcφd +O(

1

Λ
), (3.2)

yield linear relations in the off-shell basis. Using these relations, three operators can be identified as
vanishing by the EOM. However, the choice of the final sub-system that does not vanish on-shell is a
matter of convention. In the present paper, we choose

{Q̃1, Q̃
(X)
2 , Q̃5, Q̃6, Q̃8, Q̃9}, (3.3)

where we use the name Q
(X)
2 instead on Q2, as its W -coefficient (denoted below by XW (2)) has more

symmetries in the on-shell basis than it does off-shell, namely XW
(2)
abcd = XW

(2)
cdab and XW

(2)
(abcd) = 0.

The RGEs derived in the off-shell basis must be transformed to the on-shell one. After passing to the
on-shell basis, the RGEs of the operators that do not vanish under EOM form a closed subsystem that
depends neither on the EOM-vanishing operator W -coefficients, nor on the gauge-fixing parameter.

Once the system of on-shell operators is fixed, the transformation to the on-shell basis is completely
determined. For an illustrative purpose, we demonstrate our derivation of the transformation rules for
the operator Q5 which in the off-shell basis is related via the EOM to the operators Q4 and Q7. Before
passing to the on-shell basis (3.3) the latter two operators must be redefined in such a way that their
redefined versions vanish by the EOM. We begin with redefining Q7

Q̃7 := Q7 +
1

2
Q′

4 +
1

4
Q′

5, (3.4)

where

Q′

4 := iW (7) ACθCab(D
µφ)a(D

νφ)bF
A
µν , Q′

5 :=
1

4

(
∑

perms

W (7) ACθCacθ
B
bc

)
φaφbF

A
µνF

B µν ,

(3.5)

and the sum in Q′

5 runs over all permutations of uncontracted scalar and group indices. Next, Q′

4 and
Q′

5 are absorbed into Q4 and Q5:

W
(4) A

ab := W (4) A
ab − iW (7) ACθCab, W

(5) AB
ab := W (5) AB

ab −
1

4
W (7) ACθCacθ

B
bc . (3.6)

The fully redefined operator Q4, denoted below by Q̃4, must identically vanish on-shell. This is achieved
with the help of yet another redefinition:

Q̃4 := Q4 +
1
4Q

′′

5 + (. . .), (3.7)
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where

Q′′

5 := i
4

(
∑

perms

W
(4)A

acθ
B
cb

)
φaφbF

A
µνF

B µν , (3.8)

and dots denote terms that are irrelevant for the Q5 transformation.
The operators Q4 and Q7 are the only ones that matter for the redefined W -coefficient of Q5.

Therefore, the redefinitions (3.4) and (3.7) followed by the necessary redefinitions of the W -coefficients
are sufficient to get an on-shell expression for the W -coefficient of Q̃5, namely

W̃ (5) AB
ab = W

(5) AB
ab +

i

4

∑

perms

W
(4) A

acθ
B
bc = W (5) AB

ab +
i

4

∑

perms

W (4) A
acθ

B
bc . (3.9)

The RGE for W̃ (5) is obtained simply by applying µ d
dµ

to both sides of the above equation

µ
dW̃ (5) AB

ab

dµ
= µ

dW (5) AB
ab

dµ
+

i

4

∑

perms

(
µ
dW (4) A

ac

dµ
θBbc +W (4) A

acθ
B
bcγB

)
, (3.10)

with

γB =
1

48π2

[
−11C2(GB) +

1

2
tr(θABθ

A
B)

]
(3.11)

and C2(GB)δ
BC = fBDEfCDE.

All our transformation rules are obtained by applying an analogous procedure for the remaining
EOM-vanishing operators, i.e. Q3 and the unphysical parts of Q2. The full list of the transformation
rules for the operators (3.3) is given in appendix A.

4 Renormalization group equations for the bosonic operators

4.1 Methodology

To renormalize the W -coefficients of dimension-six bosonic operators in the off-shell basis, we proceeded
by computing all the one-loop, 1-particle-irreducible diagrams with the external fields matching the
field content of the renormalized operators.4 The task was handled using standard symbolic com-
putation tools. First, all the necessary Feynman rules were derived from the Lagrangian (2.1) with
the Mathematica package FeynRules [20]. Next, all diagrams potentially relevant to the problems
were generated and translated to Feynman integrands using the dedicated package FeynArts [21]. Di-
vergent parts were extracted using our code, whose performance was validated against the FeynCalc

package [22]. The off-shell results were simplified using yet another package, namely xTensor [23, 24]
that is dedicated to symbolic tensor algebra.

The off-shell results were subsequently translated to the on-shell basis and reduced to their simplest
form with the help of the gauge identities (2.6), using a combination of custom codes and manual
computations. Although conceptually straightforward, this step proved to be the most challenging
part of the calculation. To address it, we followed the procedure outlined in Ref. [12]. First, for each
W -coefficient, we completed a classification of the symmetry-allowed expressions that could potentially
contribute to its RGE at a given order in the couplings. Next, we systematically derived gauge relations
among the elements of this set. These relations were used to find a minimal system in which any valid
combination of W -coefficients and couplings can be unambiguously represented. While constructing
this minimal system of irreducible structures, we prioritized contractions with explicit group invariants,
such as group or representation Casimir operators, over more cumbersome constructions involving
multiple scalar generators and structure constants. Finally, the on-shell results were expressed in
terms of the elements of the minimal system.

4Although such computation can be completed in the general Rξ gauge with an arbitrary value of the gauge parameter,
we have chosen the Feynman-’t Hooft gauge (ξ = 1) to reduce the problem complexity.
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4.2 On-shell results

In this section, we present our main results, namely the on-shell RGEs for all W -coefficients of the
physical dimension-six bosonic operators. Since only the on-shell results are considered here, we sup-
press tildes over the W and Q symbols to make the notation simpler. Moreover, we introduce rescaled
anomalous dimensions

ηB := (4π)2γB =
1

3

[
−11C2(GB) +

1

2
tr(θABθ

A
B)

]
, (4.1)

(ηφ)ab := (4π)2(γφ)ab = −2C2(S)ab, (4.2)

to absorb the (4π)2 factors stemming from the corresponding counterterms. The matrix C2(S)ab :=
θAacθ

A
cb that appears in (ηφ)ab collects the Casimir invariants of the scalar representations.

The most involved RGE is encountered for the operator Q1 that contains the scalar fields only. We
find

µ
dW

(1)
abcdef

dµ
=

1

(4π)2
(
−A(1) +A(2) +A(3) + 6A(4) + 3A(5) + 3

2 A
(6) + 2A(7) − 1

2 A
(8) (4.3)

− 12A(9) + 6A(10)
)
abcdef

,

where the tensors A(1)-A(10) are contractions of the W -coefficients, the gauge-group generators, and
the scalar quartic coupling matrices λijkl. Explicitly:

A
(1)
abcdef = 1

120

∑

perms

W (1)
abcdegC2(S)gf ,

A
(3)
abcdef = 1

48

∑

perms

W (1)
abcdghλghef ,

A
(5)
abcdef = 1

6

∑

perms

XW
(2)
ahibθ

A
hcθ

A
igλgdef ,

A
(7)
abcdef = 1

16

∑

perms

XW
(2)
abghλgicdλhief ,

A
(9)
abcdef = 1

4

∑

perms

W (5)AB
ab θCcgθ

A
gdθ

C
ehθ

B
hf ,

A
(2)
abcdef = 1

120

∑

perms

W (1)
abcdeg(ηφ)gf ,

A
(4)
abcdef = 1

4

∑

perms

XW
(2)
abghθ

A
gcθ

B
hdθ

A
eiθ

B
if ,

A
(6)
abcdef = 1

6

∑

perms

XW
(2)
ahgbC2(S)hcλgdef ,

A
(8)
abcdef = 1

12

∑

perms

XW
(2)
abhiλghicλgdef ,

A
(10)
abcdef = 1

12

∑

perms

W (5)AB
ab θAchθ

B
hgλgdef .

(4.4)

Here, the sums in the A-structures are taken over index permutations under which the W -coefficient
on the l.h.s. of the considered RGE is invariant. Each A-structure is normalized to the number of
index permutations that leave each term in the sum invariant. For instance, in the structure A

(1)
abcdef ,

the summation runs over all possible permutations of scalar indices, as W (1) is fully symmetric. Nev-
ertheless, the contraction W (1)

abcdegC2(S)gf in A(1) is already fully symmetric under permutations of
its first five indices, which yields the normalization factor equal to 1/5! = 1/120.

The RGEs for the on-shell operators describing the interaction of scalar and gauge fields are found
to be as follows:5

µ
dXW

(2)
abcd

dµ
TW

(2)
abcd =

1

(4π)2
(
− 2B(1) − 2B(2) + 2B(3) − 4

3 B
(4) + 1

3 B
(5) − 2

3 B
(6) (4.5)

+ 2
3 B

(7) + 2
3 B

(8))abcdTW
(2)
abcd,

5Both sides of the RGE for XW
(2)
abcd in Eq. (4.5) are contracted with an arbitrary tensor TW

(2)
abcd that is symmetric in

the first and last pairs of its indices, to enforce the original symmetry of W (2). Such a notation allows for suppressing
redundant terms that vanish when XW (2) is contracted with the fields, and reduces the length of its RGE.
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µ
dW (5)AB

ab

dµ
=

1

(4π)2
(2C(1) − C(2) − 3C(3) + C(4) + 2C(5) +C(6) + 1

2C
(7) − 3C(8))AB

ab , (4.6)

µ
dW (6)AB

ab

dµ
=

1

(4π)2
(2 C̃(1) − C̃(2) − 3 C̃(3) + C̃(4) + 2 C̃(5) + C̃(6) + 1

2 C̃
(7) − 3 C̃(8))AB

ab , (4.7)

with the B-structures defined by

B
(1)
abcd = 1

2

∑

perms

XW (2)
edfcθ

A
eaθ

A
fb,

B
(3)
abcd = 1

2

∑

perms

XW (2)
abefθ

A
ecθ

A
fd,

B
(5)
abcd =

∑

perms

XW (2)
abedC2(S)ec,

B
(7)
abcd = 1

2

∑

perms

XW (2)
cdefλabef ,

B
(2)
abcd = 1

2

∑

perms

XW (2)
aefdθ

A
ebθ

A
fc,

B
(4)
abcd = XW (2)

aefdθ
A
efθ

A
bc,

B
(6)
abcd = 1

2

∑

perms

XW (2)
cedfλabef ,

B
(8)
abcd =

∑

perms

XW (2)
abceηφed.

(4.8)

The sums appearing in the B-structures run over permutations of the first and third indices, as well
as the second and last indices. They also assume antisymmetrization under the exchange of the
second and third index, which is necessary to remove the symmetric part of XW (2). Altogether,
these (anti)symmetrizations correspond to the projection of the off-shell RGE for W (2) onto the XW 2

subspace.
The C-structures in the RGE for W (5) read

C(1)AB
ab =

∑

perms

W (5)AC
ac θCcdθ

B
db,

C(3)AB
ab = i

∑

perms

fACDW (5)BC
ac θDcb,

C(5)AB
ab = ηBW

(5)AB
ab ,

C(7)AB
ab =

∑

perms

W (8)ACDfECDθBacθ
E
cb,

C(2)AB
ab = 1

2

∑

perms

W (5)AB
ac C2(S)cb,

C(4)AB
ab = W (5)AB

cd λabcd,

C(6)AB
ab = 1

2

∑

perms

W (5)AB
bc (ηφ)ca,

C(8)AB
ab =

∑

perms

W (8)AEDfBECθCacθ
D
cb,

(4.9)

where the sums run over permutations of the scalar and gauge indices. The C̃-structures in the RGE
for W (6) are recovered from the above C-structures via simple substitutions W (5)AB

ab → W (6)AB
ab and

W (8)ABC → W (9)ABC .
Finally, the one-loop RGEs for the W -coefficients of Q8 and Q9 are

µ
dW (8)ABC

dµ
=

1

(4π)2
[12C2(GB) + 3 ηB ]W

(8)ABC ,

µ
dW (9)ABC

dµ
=

1

(4π)2
[12C2(GB) + 3 ηB ]W

(9)ABC . (4.10)

Although these two equations have been well-known for over 30 years [25, 26], we recall them here for
completeness.

As expected, in the on-shell basis, the r.h.s. of the RGEs are free of the redefined off-shell coefficients
W (3), W (4) W (7). The on-shell-redundant parts of W (2) cancel out, too, which constitutes a strong
consistency check of our results. The apparent symmetry between the RGEs for the operators with
the regular and dual field strength tensors can be traced to the chirality-flip symmetry that exchanges
the left-handed and right-handed polarizations of the spin-1 gauge bosons. When deriving our results,
we have not imposed any symmetry of this kind.

To further test our results, we have used them to independently derive the one-loop RGEs in the
SMEFT-like extension of the SM with gauge and scalar fields only. The substitutions of the necessary
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group invariants was accomplished with the help of a simple code written in Mathematica, available
at [27]. The equations obtained after substitutions do match the bosonic part of the full one-loop
RGEs in the SMEFT [28–30]. This is yet another successful test of our general RGEs.

5 Summary

In this work, we derived generalized 1-loop renormalization group equations for the bosonic operators
of dimension six. The renormalization of the operator coefficients was initially performed in the off-
shell basis, which mixes the operators that vanish under EOM with non-vanishing ones. Next, the
results were converted to the on-shell basis where only the physical operators are present. Only in the
latter basis our results are convention-independent and can be applied to reproduce RGEs for specific
models with particular gauge groups and matter contents.

Our final results were validated with two independent consistency checks. First, through the whole
computation we carefully traced all the coefficients of the EOM-vanishing operators, assuring their
cancellation at the final stage. Second, we identified symmetries relating some operator anomalous
dimensions that follow from the structure of the general EFT, and a posteriori checked that our RGEs
in the final form do respect them.

The results of this work tremendously simplify derivation of one-loop RGEs for dimension-six
operator coefficients in a wide class of bosonic EFTs. For validation purposes, we re-derived all the
one-loop equations in the simplified version of SMEFT with no fermionic fields. The number of effective
operators in this model is large [4], which significantly complicates most computations. In contrast,
making appropriate substitutions to our results required preparing only a simple script, which generated
the results within a few seconds. The obtained equations fully agree with the corresponding part of
SMEFT RGEs [28–30], providing yet another useful verification of our findings.

This paper is part of a broader project that aims at deriving the RGEs for a wide class of EFTs. In
the next stage [17], we are going to present complete one-loop results for dimension-six operators in the
EFTs that, apart from the gauge and scalar fields, include also the spin-12 fermions. Such results could
be used to independently derive the full one-loop SMEFT RGEs, and would represent an important
step towards determining two-loop RGEs in a generic EFT. The two-loop results would enable us to
obtain the corresponding SMEFT RGEs via straightforward substitutions. The complete, one-loop
results may be also useful for theories with light, weakly coupled particles beyond the Standard Model.
When a high-energy theory unifies such hypothetical light particles with the known ones, the SMEFT
operators might inadequately describe the physical reality. However, most of such scenarios can still
be effectively captured using the generic EFT formalism developed in this work.

Note added : When this article was being finalized, a paper [31] with significant overlap appeared on
the arXiv. Their and our results had not been compared prior to the arXiv submissions, even though
we had communicated a few days in advance. The assumptions and notational conventions in both
analyses are somewhat different, so a comparison may not be completely straightforward. Nevertheless,
it should be performed before journal publications.
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A Transformation rules to the on-shell basis

In this appendix, we list the transformation rules of the off-shell W -coefficients from (2.2) to the

on-shell basis (3.3). The coefficients of Q̃1, Q̃
(X)
2 and Q̃5 are [17]

W̃
(1)
abcdef := W

(1)
abcdef +

∑

σ(a...f)

[ 1

24
(RW (2) +

1

3
SW (2))gabcλgdef +

1

72
W

(3)
gh λgabcλhdef

]
, (A.1)

XW̃
(2)
abcd := XW

(2)
abcd −

i

2

∑

σ(ab)×σ(cd)

W
(4)A

adθ
A
bc, (A.2)

W̃ (5) AB
ab = W (5) AB

ab +
i

4

∑

σ(ab)×σ(AB)

W (4) A
acθ

B
bc , (A.3)

where the σ symbols in the sums denote summations over all the indicated index permutations. The

coefficient W
(4)

was defined in Eq. (3.6). Our intermediate-step RGEs in the off-shell basis that are
already partly written in terms of the on-shell basis coefficients read

µ
dW̃

(1)
abcdef

dµ
= µ

dW
(1)
abcdef

dµ
+
∑

σ(a...f)

[ 1

24

(
µ
dRW (2)

dµ
+

1

3
µ
dSW (2)

dµ

)
gabc

λgdef (A.4)

+
1

24

(
RW (2) +

1

3
SW (2)

)
gabc

(βλ)gdef +
1

72
µ
dW (3)

dµ gh

λgabcλhdef

+
1

36
W

(3)
gh (βλ)gabcλhdef

]
,

µ
dXW̃

(2)
abcd

dµ
= µ

dXW
(2)
abcd

dµ
−

i

2

∑

σ(ab)×σ(cd)

(
µ
dW̃ (4)A

ad

dµ
θAbc + βgW̃

(4)A
ad

∂θAbc

∂g

)
, (A.5)

µ
dW̃ (5) AB

ab

dµ
= µ

dW (5) AB
ab

dµ
+

i

4

∑

σ(ab)×σ(AB)

(
µ
dW (4) A

ac

dµ
θBbc +W (4) A

acθ
B
bcγB

)
, (A.6)

where RW (2) := 1
2

(
W

(2)
abcd −W

(2)
cdab

)
and SW (2) := W

(2)
(abcd) are the W -coefficients of the EOM-reducible

parts of Q2. The symbol βλ denotes the one-loop beta function for the scalar quartic coupling that
reads

(βλ)abcd =
1

(4π)2
[Λ2 + 3A− 3ΛS ]abcd, (A.7)

with
Λ2
abcd = 1

8

∑

σ(abcd)

λabefλcdef , Aabcd = 1
8

∑

σ(abcd)

{θA, θB}bc{θ
A, θB}ad,

ΛS
abcd = 1

6

∑

σ(abcd)

C2(S)aeλebcd.
(A.8)

The remaining three coefficients (W (6), W (8) and W (9)) transform trivially to the on-shell basis.
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