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Abstract: We classify the physical operators of the most general bosonic effective gauge
theory up to dimension six using on-shell methods. Based on this classification, we com-
pute the complete one-loop anomalous dimension employing both on-shell unitarity-based
and geometric techniques. Our analysis fully accounts for the mixing of operators with dif-
ferent dimensions. The results broadly apply to any Effective Field Theory with arbitrary
gauge symmetry and bosonic degrees of freedom. To illustrate their utility, we perform
a complete cross-check of results on the renormalization of the Standard Model Effective
Field Theory (SMEFT), O(n) scalar theory, and the SMEFT extended with an axion-like
particle. Additionally, we present new results for axion-like particles with CP-violating
interactions.

ar
X

iv
:2

50
2.

14
03

0v
1 

 [
he

p-
ph

] 
 1

9 
Fe

b 
20

25

mailto:jason.aebischer@cern.ch
mailto:luigicarlo.bresciani@phd.unipd.it
mailto:nudzeim.selimovic@pd.infn.it


Contents

1 Introduction 1

2 General effective gauge theory 2
2.1 Renormalizable interactions 2
2.2 Operator classification 4

2.2.1 Dimension-5 operators 6
2.2.2 Dimension-6 operators 7

3 Review of the method 10

4 Results 14
4.1 Running of dimension-6 operators 14

4.1.1 ϕ6 class 14
4.1.2 D2ϕ4 class 16
4.1.3 ϕ2F 2 class 18
4.1.4 F 3 class 20

4.2 Running of dimension-5 operators 20
4.2.1 ϕ5 class 20
4.2.2 ϕF 2 class 21

4.3 Running of renormalizable couplings 22
4.3.1 Gauge couplings and topological angles 22
4.3.2 Scalar quartic 22
4.3.3 Scalar trilinear 23
4.3.4 Scalar mass 24
4.3.5 Tadpole 25
4.3.6 Vacuum energy 25

5 Comparison with existing literature 25
5.1 SMEFT 26

5.1.1 D2ϕ4 class 28
5.1.2 ϕ6 class 31
5.1.3 ϕ2F 2 class 34
5.1.4 F 3 class 38
5.1.5 Gauge couplings and topological angles 38
5.1.6 Higgs quartic 39
5.1.7 Higgs mass 40

5.2 CP-violating ALP — SMEFT interference 41
5.2.1 D2ϕ4 class 41
5.2.2 ϕ6 class 42
5.2.3 ϕ2F 2 class 42

– i –



5.2.4 F 3 class 43
5.2.5 Gauge couplings and topological angles 44
5.2.6 Higgs quartic 44
5.2.7 ALP mass 44

5.3 O(n) EFT 44

6 Conclusions and outlook 46

A Conventions and definitions 48
A.1 Collinear anomalous dimensions 48
A.2 Matrix identities 48
A.3 Symmetry factors 49

– ii –



1 Introduction

Anomalous Dimension Matrices (ADMs) play a key role in Effective Field Theories (EFTs).
Due to the renormalization procedure, the coupling constants and Wilson coefficients of
a given EFT depend on the renormalization scale. This scale dependence is governed by
the Renormalization Group Equations (RGEs) of the EFT. This set of differential equa-
tions describes the dependence of the Wilson coefficients and couplings on the unphysical
renormalization scale µ, which is introduced in dimensional regularization. The RGEs for
a given theory can be derived using different computational methods. The traditional one
is the diagrammatic approach, in which the divergent part of Feynman diagrams contribut-
ing to a given process is extracted. The RGEs are proportional to the coefficient of the
1/ϵ-poles of the corresponding Feynman diagrams, regularized in d = 4 − 2ϵ space-time
dimensions. This approach was adopted for instance to derive the dimension-six RGEs of
the Standard Model Effective Field Theory (SMEFT) [1–4] at the one-loop level [5–8], and
similar for the Weak Effective Theory (WET) [9].1 Very recently this approach was also
used to derive the RGEs for a general bosonic EFT up to dimension six in [33, 34].

RGEs can however also be computed using functional methods [35]. This approach
was used to compute the one-loop RGEs of the bosonic sector of the SMEFT [36], and since
recently even the complete set of two-loop RGEs for the bosonic SMEFT operators is known
[32]. Another method to compute RGEs is based on geometric arguments. Interpreting
the scalar and gauge fields as coordinates of a manifold, the RGEs are related to the
curvature in this field space [23, 24, 30, 31]. Finally, a fourth and very powerful method
to compute RGEs is to employ the spinor-helicity formalism, which has been formulated
in general terms in [37].2 This method was used for instance to compute several results in
the SMEFT: The two-loop RGEs for electroweak dipole operators were computed in [39],
dimension-eight results were presented in [22, 40], and parts of the one-loop SMEFT RGEs
as well as various vanishing entries were derived in [22, 41–43]. Finally, in [44] several two-
loop mixing contributions were computed. Furthermore, a generalization of the approach
in [37] accounting for the mixing of operators with different dimensions and leading mass
effects was presented in [45], and the method was applied to study the RGEs of EFTs with
axion-like particles [46].

In this article, we do not concentrate on a particular EFT, but instead adopt a general
approach. We consider a general EFT involving scalar and vector fields, containing all
conceivable interactions up to mass-dimension six. For this general EFT, we compute the
complete set of one-loop RGEs for all couplings up to O(1/Λ2) in the power counting, where
Λ denotes the new physics scale. Hence, double insertions of dimension-six operators as
well as products of dimension-five and dimension-six Wilson coefficients will be neglected in
the running. To obtain these general RGEs we mainly adopt the spinor-helicity formalism,
although parts of the RGEs were obtained using the geometric or diagrammatic approach.
For the renormalizable part of such general theories, several results exist in the literature.

1Many contributions to the RGEs of operators with dimensionality different from six have been computed
in the literature [10–25] and also some two-loop results are known [26–32].

2A pedagogical introduction to this framework can be found for instance in [38].
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Some early work on this topic at the two-loop level can be found in [47–50], which was
later corrected in [51, 52]. Two-loop renormalization of vacuum expectation values in gauge
theories was computed in [53, 54]. The three-loop beta function for Yukawa and gauge
interactions were derived in [55, 56] and [57–59], respectively, and the generic four-loop
gauge beta function is given in [60]. The three-loop RGEs for gaugeless models containing
scalars and fermions were derived in [61, 62]. Finally, the quartic beta-functions were
computed up to three loops in [63] and for scalar theories, the renormalizable part is even
known up to six loops [64, 65].

In this article, we compute the full RGEs for the rest of the couplings of a general
EFT up to dimension six, where we include one-loop mixing effects of operators with
different dimensionalities. Our results can be used to derive the RGEs for specific models
at the one-loop level, which we explicitly demonstrate for the case of the SMEFT, O(n)
scalar theory, and the SMEFT extended with a CP-violating axion-like particle. Besides
a valuable consistency check, this exercise serves as a guide to use our results for specific
theories.

The rest of the article is structured as follows: In Sec. 2 we describe the general EFT
up to mass dimension six, which is used for the calculation of the RGEs. In Sec. 3 we
review the on-shell approach used to compute the RGEs. The results of our calculation are
presented in Sec. 4 and are applied to specific examples in Sec. 5. We conclude in Sec. 6.
Conventions and useful relations are collected in the appendix A.

2 General effective gauge theory

In this section, we set the stage for the general EFT used to compute the RGEs. We intro-
duce the renormalizable interactions and the higher-dimensional operators, together with
the corresponding notation that is used in subsequent sections. The complete Lagrangian
takes the form

LEFT = L(4) + L(5) + L(6) , (2.1)

where the individual parts are defined in the following subsections in Eqs. (2.2), (2.33),
and (2.34).

2.1 Renormalizable interactions

The most general renormalisable Lagrangian involving an arbitrary number of real scalar
fields ϕa and gauge fields with field strengths FAα

µν is given by

L(4) =− 1
4

NG∑
α=1

NG∑
β=1

ξAαBβFAα
µν F

Bβ µν +
NG∑
α=1

NG∑
β=1

ξ̃AαBβFAα
µν F̃

Bβ µν + 1
2ηab(Dµϕ)a(Dµϕ)b

− Λ− taϕa −
m2

ab

2! ϕaϕb −
habc

3! ϕaϕbϕc −
λabcd

4! ϕaϕbϕcϕd . (2.2)

For completeness, we have also included the vacuum energy and tadpole contributions.
Here, we allow for an arbitrary number of gauge groups, NG, and label each gauge group
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by an index α ∈ {1, . . . , NG}. Hence, the direct product of all considered gauge groups
determines the full gauge group G of the theory

G =
NG∏
α=1

Gα . (2.3)

On the other hand, Aα, Bα, . . . ∈ {1, . . . ,dimGα} are indices of the adjoint representation
of the gauge group Gα, while aα, bα, . . . ∈ {1, . . . ,dimRα} span the dimension of the Gα-
representation Rα of the real scalar field, which can be reducible. With a, b, . . . we denote
the collection of NG indices {aα}, {bα}, . . . and we keep the summation over these indices
implicit. Furthermore, the covariant derivative and the field strength tensors in Eq. (2.2)
are defined as 3

(Dµϕ)a = ∂µϕa − i
NG∑
α=1

gαA
Aα
µ θAα

ab ϕb , (2.4)

FAα
µν = ∂µA

Aα
ν − ∂νA

Aα
µ + gαf

AαBαCαABα
µ ACα

ν , (2.5)

F̃Aα
µν = 1

2ϵµνρσF
Aα ρσ , (2.6)

with the gauge couplings gα and structure constants fAαBαCα and where we have

θAα
ab = δa1b1 . . . δaα−1bα−1θ

Aα
aαbα

δaα+1bα+1 . . . δaNG
bNG

. (2.7)

Here, θAα
aαbα

denote the generators of the representation Rα, which we assume to be imagi-
nary and antisymmetric. They satisfy

[θAα , θBα ] = ifAαBαCαθCα . (2.8)

For convenience, the following definitions are introduced

Tα
abcd = θAα

ab θ
Aα
cd , (2.9)

Y
AαBβ

ab = θAα
ac θ

Bβ

cb , (2.10)
FAαBαCαDα = fAαBαEαfCαDαEα , (2.11)

which occur in several of the RGEs. Furthermore, identities involving generators, as well
as their explicit form in the case of the Standard Model (SM), will be discussed in more
detail in Sec. 5.1.

We also consider the possibility of incorporating off-diagonal kinetic terms for gauge
and scalar fields as required by wavefunction renormalization. In the case of the gauge
kinetic term and the topological density, gauge invariance imposes the condition

ξAαBβ = δαβδ
AαBβ , ξ̃AαBβ = ϑαg

2
α

32π2 δαβδ
AαBβ (2.12)

3We use the convention ϵ0123 = −ϵ0123 = 1.
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where Aα and Bβ are adjoint indices of non-Abelian gauge factors within the gauge group
G in Eq. (2.3), and we normalised the topological angle ϑα in a canonical way using
g2/32π2 ∫ d4xFF̃ ∈ Z. However, for multiple U(1) factors, gauge invariance permits the
presence of off-diagonal entries [66, 67]. In our approach, this feature is realized by promot-
ing the gauge couplings gα to a matrix-valued coupling gAαBβ . Consequently, in scenarios
involving U(1) mixing, the results presented in Sec. 4 can be generalized via the following
substitution

gαθ
Aα →

NG∑
β=1

gAαBβθBβ . (2.13)

2.2 Operator classification

A basis of physical operators at a given mass dimension can be conveniently constructed
by analyzing the independent kinematic structures associated with the contact amplitudes
of the EFT [68–74]. In the following, we perform such a construction for operators up to
mass-dimension six.

We work with the massless spinor-helicity formalism, where a lightlike momentum p

is decomposed in terms of the helicity spinors λ and λ̃ as

pαα̇ = pµτ
µ
αα̇ = λαλ̃α̇ . (2.14)

Here, τµ = (1, τ⃗) with the Pauli matrices τ⃗ , and the spinors λα and λ̃α̇ transform in
the (1/2, 0) and (0, 1/2) representations of SL(2,C), respectively. In this framework the
Lorentz-invariant inner products are given by 4

⟨ij⟩ = λi
αλjα = ϵαβλi

αλj
β = −⟨ji⟩ , (2.15)

[ij] = λ̃iα̇λ̃j
α̇ = −ϵα̇β̇λ̃i

α̇λ̃j
β̇ = −[ji] . (2.16)

The Mandelstam invariants can then be expressed as

sij = 2pi · pj = ⟨ij⟩[ji] . (2.17)

Additionally, for real momenta, square and angle products are related via

⟨ij⟩ = [ji]∗ . (2.18)

Such angle and square brackets are very useful when decomposing scattering amplitudes.
In four spacetime dimensions, n-particle amplitudes have mass-dimension [Mn] = 4 − n.
Furthermore, contact amplitudes M are polynomials in the inner products and can be
schematically written as

M = Ci ×Ki , (2.19)

where Ci denotes the Wilson coefficient (WC) associated to the operator Oi, and Ki is
a kinematic polynomial, Ki = Ki({⟨ij⟩, [ij]}). The mass dimension of Ki is fixed by the

4We use the convention ϵ12 = ϵ1̇2̇ = −ϵ12 = −ϵ1̇2̇ = 1.
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properties of the operator Oi:

[Ki] = [Oi]− ℓ(Oi) ≥ 0 . (2.20)

Here, ℓ(Oi) denotes the length of the operator, namely the number of fundamental fields it
is composed of. Different kinematic structures can be related via momentum conservation,∑n

i=1 pi = 0, or Schouten identities

⟨ij⟩⟨kℓ⟩+ ⟨ki⟩⟨jℓ⟩+ ⟨jk⟩⟨iℓ⟩ = 0 , (2.21)
[ij][kℓ] + [ki][jℓ] + [jk][iℓ] = 0 . (2.22)

Moreover, on-shell three-particle amplitudes vanish due to momentum conservation. Nev-
ertheless, they can be constructed by assuming complex momenta [75], and, once the par-
ticle helicities {h1, h2, h3} are fixed, they are uniquely determined by Poincaré invariance,
locality, and dimensional analysis [76]:

M(1h1 , 2h2 , 3h3) =

CH ⟨12⟩a3⟨23⟩a1⟨31⟩a2 if h1 + h2 + h3 < 0 ,
CA [12]−a3 [23]−a1 [31]−a2 if h1 + h2 + h3 > 0 ,

(2.23)

with
a1 = h1 − h2 − h3 , a2 = h2 − h3 − h1 , a3 = h3 − h1 − h2 , (2.24)

and CH and CA are arbitrary coefficients with mass-dimension given by

[CH] = 1 + h1 + h2 + h3 , [CA] = 1− h1 − h2 − h3 . (2.25)

Therefore, we can classify all on-shell independent kinematic polynomials and the corre-
sponding physical operators as follows:

• For dimension-5 operators, where we have [Ki] = 5− ℓ(Oi):

ℓi = 5 =⇒ Ki =
{

1 =⇒ Oi =
{
ϕ1 ϕ2 ϕ3 ϕ4 ϕ5 , (2.26)

ℓi = 4 =⇒ Ki =
{
⟨12⟩ =⇒ Oi =

{
ψ1L ψ2L ϕ3 ϕ4 , (2.27)

ℓi = 3 =⇒ Ki =

⟨12⟩2

⟨12⟩⟨13⟩
=⇒ Oi =

F1L F2L ϕ3 ,

F1L ψ2L ψ3L .
(2.28)

• For dimension-6 operators [Ki] = 6− ℓ(Oi):

ℓi = 6 =⇒ Ki =
{

1 =⇒ Oi =
{
ϕ1 ϕ2 ϕ3 ϕ4 ϕ5 ϕ6 , (2.29)

ℓi = 5 =⇒ Ki =
{
⟨12⟩ =⇒ Oi =

{
ψ1L ψ2L ϕ3 ϕ4 ϕ5 , (2.30)
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Name Operator Symmetry Form factor

Oϕ5 ϕaϕbϕcϕdϕe [Cϕ5 ]abcde = [Cϕ5 ](abcde) Fϕ5(1a, 2b, 3c, 4d, 5e) = 5!
[
Cϕ5

]
abcde

OϕF 2 ϕaF
Aα
µν F

Bβ µν
[
CϕF 2

]AαBβ

a
=
[
CϕF 2

](AαBβ)

a
FϕF 2

αβ
(1a, 2−Aα

, 3−Bβ
) = −Sαβ

[
CϕF 2

]AαBβ

a
⟨23⟩2

O
ϕF̃ 2 ϕaF

Aα
µν F̃

Bβ µν
[
C

ϕF̃ 2

]AαBβ

a
=
[
C

ϕF̃ 2

](AαBβ)

a
F

ϕF̃ 2
αβ

(1a, 2−Aα
, 3−Bβ

) = −iSαβ

[
C

ϕF̃ 2

]AαBβ

a
⟨23⟩2

Table 1. Dimension-five operators of the general EFT and their form factors considering negative
helicities for the gauge bosons. The symmetry factors Sαβ are defined in App. A.3.

ℓi = 4 =⇒ Ki =



⟨12⟩2

⟨12⟩⟨13⟩
⟨12⟩⟨34⟩
⟨12⟩[34]
⟨12⟩[23]
⟨12⟩[12]

=⇒ Oi =



F1L F2L ϕ3 ϕ4 ,

F1L ψ2L ψ3L ϕ4 ,

ψ1L ψ2L ψ3L ψ4L ,

ψ1L ψ2L ψ3R ψ4R ,

ψ1LDϕ2 ψ3R ϕ4 ,

Dϕ1Dϕ2 ϕ3 ϕ4 .

(2.31)

ℓi = 3 =⇒ Ki =
{
⟨12⟩⟨23⟩⟨13⟩ =⇒ Oi =

{
F1L F2L F3L . (2.32)

The scalar and fermion fields are denoted with ϕ and ψ, respectively, while we use F for the
gauge field strengths. The kinematic polynomials with angle brackets substituted by square
ones correspond to operators with right-handed fields. Finally, the symmetries of the WCs
are inherited by those of the kinematic structures. This implies for bosonic operators that
if a kinematic polynomial is (anti-)symmetric under the exchange of two spinors, then the
WC must also be (anti-)symmetric in the associated pair of gauge indices.

In the following, we report the basis of bosonic operators used in this work. We choose
to work with Hermitian operators so that all the components of the WCs are real.

2.2.1 Dimension-5 operators

The dimension-five Lagrangian is given by:

L(5) =
NG∑
α=1

α∑
β=1

[[
CϕF 2

]AαBβ

a
ϕaF

Aα
µν F

Bβ µν +
[
C

ϕF̃ 2

]AαBβ

a
ϕaF

Aα
µν F̃

Bβ µν
]

+
[
Cϕ5

]
abcde

ϕaϕbϕcϕdϕe , (2.33)

where the operators, their symmetry properties as well as the corresponding form factors
— precisely defined in Eq. (3.2) — are collected in Tab. 1.
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Name Operator Symmetry

Oϕ6 ϕaϕbϕcϕdϕeϕf [Cϕ6 ]abcdef = [Cϕ6 ](abcdef)

OD2ϕ4 (Dµϕ)a(Dµϕ)bϕcϕd [CD2ϕ2 ]abcd = [CD2ϕ2 ](ab)cd = [CD2ϕ2 ]ab(cd)

Oϕ2F 2 ϕaϕbF
Aα
µν F

Bβ µν
[
Cϕ2F 2

]AαBβ

ab
=
[
Cϕ2F 2

](AαBβ)
ab

=
[
Cϕ2F 2

]AαBβ

(ab)

O
ϕ2F̃ 2 ϕaϕbF

Aα
µν F̃

Bβ µν
[
C

ϕ2F̃ 2

]AαBβ

ab
=
[
C

ϕ2F̃ 2

](AαBβ)

ab
=
[
C

ϕ2F̃ 2

]AαBβ

(ab)

OF 3 FAα ν
µ FBα ρ

ν FCα µ
ρ [CF 3 ]AαBαCα = [CF 3 ][AαBαCα]

O
F̃ 3 FAα ν

µ FBα ρ
ν F̃Cα µ

ρ

[
C

F̃ 3

]AαBαCα

=
[
C

F̃ 3

][AαBαCα]

Table 2. Dimension-six operators of the general EFT together with the corresponding Wilson
coefficients.

2.2.2 Dimension-6 operators

The dimension-six operators are collected in the following Lagrangian

L(6) =
NG∑
α=1

α∑
β=1

[[
Cϕ2F 2

]AαBβ

ab
ϕaϕbF

Aα
µν F

Bβ µν +
[
C

ϕ2F̃ 2

]AαBβ

ab
ϕaϕbF

Aα
µν F̃

Bβ µν
]

+
[
Cϕ6

]
abcdef

ϕaϕbϕcϕdϕeϕf +
[
CD2ϕ4

]
abcd

(Dµϕ)a(Dµϕ)bϕcϕd

+
NG∑
α=1

[
[CF 3 ]AαBαCα FAα ν

µ FBα ρ
ν FCα µ

ρ +
[
C

F̃ 3

]AαBαCα

FAα ν
µ FBα ρ

ν F̃Cα µ
ρ

]
. (2.34)

The symmetries of the Wilson coefficients are given in Tab. 2 and the form factors of the
operators are collected in Tab. 3.

Regarding the operator [OD2ϕ4 ]abcd = (Dµϕ)a(Dµϕ)bϕcϕd, some comments are in order.
First, we define the following combination of WCs which is present in the corresponding
form factor[

ĈD2ϕ4

]
abcd

=
[
CD2ϕ4

]
abcd

+
[
CD2ϕ4

]
cdab
−
[
CD2ϕ4

]
adbc
−
[
CD2ϕ4

]
bcad

. (2.35)

This structure is proportional to the Riemann tensor derived from a generalized scalar
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Name Form factor

Oϕ6 Fϕ5(1a, 2b, 3c, 4d, 5e, 6f ) = 6!
[
Cϕ6

]
abcdef

OD2ϕ4 FD2ϕ4(1a, 2b, 3c, 4d) = −2
([
ĈD2ϕ4

]
abcd

s12 +
[
ĈD2ϕ4

]
acbd

s13

)
Oϕ2F 2 Fϕ2F 2

αβ
(1a, 2b, 3−

Aα
, 4−

Bβ
) = −2Sαβ

[
Cϕ2F 2

]AαBβ

ab
⟨34⟩2

O
ϕ2F̃ 2 F

ϕ2F̃ 2
αβ

(1a, 2b, 3−
Aα
, 4−

Bβ
) = −2iSαβ

[
C

ϕ2F̃ 2

]AαBβ

ab
⟨34⟩2

OF 3 FF 3
α
(1−

Aα
, 2−

Bα
, 3−

Cα
) = −3i

√
2 [CF 3 ]AαBαCα ⟨12⟩⟨23⟩⟨31⟩

O
F̃ 3 F

F̃ 3
α

(1−
Aα
, 2−

Bα
, 3−

Cα
) = 3

√
2
[
C

F̃ 3

]AαBαCα

⟨12⟩⟨23⟩⟨31⟩

Table 3. Dimension-six operators of the general EFT and their form factors considering negative
helicities for the gauge bosons. The symmetry factors Sαβ are defined in App. A.3.

metric defined on the scalar manifold,5 and hence has the following symmetry properties[
ĈD2ϕ4

]
abcd

=
[
ĈD2ϕ4

]
badc

= −
[
ĈD2ϕ4

]
adcb

= −
[
ĈD2ϕ4

]
cbad

, (2.36)[
ĈD2ϕ4

]
abcd

+
[
ĈD2ϕ4

]
acdb

+
[
ĈD2ϕ4

]
adbc

= 0 . (2.37)

Second, using integration by parts one finds[
OD2ϕ4

]
abcd

+
[
OD2ϕ4

]
adbc

+
[
OD2ϕ4

]
acdb

= −
[
RD2ϕ4

]
abcd

, (2.38)

and [
OD2ϕ4

]
abcd
−
[
OD2ϕ4

]
cdab

= −1
2
([
RD2ϕ4

]
abcd

+
[
RD2ϕ4

]
bacd

−
[
RD2ϕ4

]
cabd
−
[
RD2ϕ4

]
dabc

)
, (2.39)

where we defined [
RD2ϕ4

]
abcd

= (□ϕ)aϕbϕcϕd . (2.40)

In particular, Eq. (2.38) implies
[
OD2ϕ4

]
(abcd)

= −1
3
[
RD2ϕ4

]
(abcd)

. (2.41)

5More precisely, for a metric given by gab(ϕ) = δab + 2[CD2ϕ4 ]abcdϕcϕd, the Riemann tensor Rabcd is
proportional to [ĈD2ϕ4 ]acbd = [CD2ϕ4 ]acbd + [CD2ϕ4 ]bdac − [CD2ϕ4 ]adbc − [CD2ϕ4 ]bcad.
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From the equation of motion

(□ϕ)a = −ta −m2
ab ϕb −

1
2!habc ϕbϕc −

1
3!λabcd ϕbϕcϕd , (2.42)

it follows that RD2ϕ4 is a redundant operator that can be written as a linear combination
of Oϕ6 , Oϕ5 , Oϕ4 , and Oϕ3 . Hence, if RD2ϕ4 is generated at the loop level, it affects the
running of Cϕ6 , Cϕ5 , λ, and h. In particular, if we decompose [CD2ϕ4 ]abcd as

[
CD2ϕ4

]
abcd

= 1
6
(
2
[
ĈD2ϕ4

]
abcd
−
[
ĈD2ϕ4

]
acbd

)
+
[
C̃D2ϕ4

]
abcd

+
[
CD2ϕ4

]
abcd

, (2.43)

with [
C̃D2ϕ4

]
abcd

=
[
CD2ϕ4

]
(abcd)

, (2.44)[
CD2ϕ4

]
abcd

= 1
2
([
CD2ϕ4

]
abcd
−
[
CD2ϕ4

]
cdab

)
, (2.45)

one finds[
Ċϕ6

]
abcdef

= . . .+ 1
6!

1
3!

∑
σ({a,b,c,d,e,f})

λabcg

(1
3
[ ˙̃
CD2ϕ4

]
gdef

+
[
ĊD2ϕ4

]
gdef

)
, (2.46)

[
Ċϕ5

]
abcde

= . . .+ 1
5!

1
2!

∑
σ({a,b,c,d,e})

habf

(1
3
[ ˙̃
CD2ϕ4

]
fcde

+
[
ĊD2ϕ4

]
fcde

)
, (2.47)

λ̇abcd = . . .−
∑

σ({a,b,c,d})
m2

ae

(1
3
[ ˙̃
CD2ϕ4

]
ebcd

+
[
ĊD2ϕ4

]
ebcd

)
, (2.48)

ḣabc = . . .−
∑

σ({a,b,c})
td

(1
3
[ ˙̃
CD2ϕ4

]
dabc

+
[
ĊD2ϕ4

]
dabc

)
. (2.49)

The reason for presenting the above equations is that we have computed the running of
OD2ϕ4 into operators consisting solely of scalar fields, denoted as Oϕn with n = 1, . . . , 6,
using the geometric approach. In principle, if one were to employ on-shell techniques, as
described in the subsequent section, it would not be necessary to account for redundant
operators or utilize equations of motion. However, the on-shell approach becomes exceed-
ingly cumbersome when renormalizing operators with multiple field insertions. This is
particularly the case for purely scalar operators, where helicity selection rules that impose
additional constraints are not available. Conversely, the geometric approach interprets
scalars as coordinates on a field-space manifold, allowing one-loop divergences to be ex-
pressed in terms of geometric invariants. This significantly simplifies the computation of
RGEs for operators involving only scalar fields, and for this reason, we adopt this approach
when computing the ϕn ← D2ϕ4 mixing. Finally, we have validated the results obtained
via the geometric approach through an independent calculation using the diagrammatic
method, finding full agreement.

In the subsequent section, we provide a review of the on-shell approach to computing
RGEs, as all other results in this work were derived within this framework.
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3 Review of the method

The on-shell method to compute RGEs is rooted in the non-perturbative relation [37]

e−iπDF ∗i = SF ∗i , (3.1)

which involves the S-matrix S = 1 + iM, the dilatation operator D = ∑
k pk · ∂/∂pk as

well as form factors associated to local and gauge-invariant operators

Fi(n⃗; q) = ⟨n⃗|Oi(q)|0⟩ , (3.2)

where ⟨n⃗| is an outgoing on-shell state. Eq. (3.1) is a direct consequence of unitarity, the
CPT theorem as well as analyticity of the form factors [44].

Moreover, form factors in dimensional regularization satisfy the Callan-Symanzik equa-
tion (

δijµ
∂

∂µ
+ ∂βi

∂Cj
− δijγi,IR + δijβg

∂

∂g

)
Fi = 0 , (3.3)

where g are the couplings of the renormalizable Lagrangian, and

βi({Ck}) = 1
16π2 Ċi = µ

dCi

dµ =
∑
n>0

1
n!γi←j1,...,jnCj1 . . . Cjn , (3.4)

denotes the β-functions of the WCs of the EFT Lagrangian LEFT = ∑
iCiOi/Λ[Oi]−4. The

infrared anomalous dimension γi,IR results from soft and collinear particle emissions [77–
79]. While the soft divergences are directly taken into account by Stokes integration, which
is presented below, the collinear anomalous dimensions, γc, depend only on the external
fields associated with the operator Oi. Their expressions for scalar and vector fields are
reported in App. A.1.

In the massless limit, Eqs. (3.1) and (3.3) can be combined and expanded at the one-
loop order to give the master formulae [45]

(γi←j − δijγi,IR)Fi|∗ = − 1
π

(MFj)|∗ , γi←j,kFi|∗ = − 1
π

∂

∂ck

∣∣∣∣
∗

(MFj) , (3.5)

for a single and double operator insertion, respectively. The symbol “∗” denotes the Gaus-
sian fixed point, where all WCs are vanishing. The RHS of these formulae involve the con-
volution between tree-level amplitudes and form factors, which correspond to two-particle
unitarity cuts

(MFj)(1, . . . , n) =
n∑

k=2

∑
{x,y}

∫
dLIPS2

∑
h1,h2

Fj(xh1 , yh2 , k + 1, . . . , n)M(1, . . . , k;xh1 , yh2) ,

(3.6)
where M(n⃗; m⃗) = ⟨n⃗|M|m⃗⟩, and dLIPS2 is the two-body Lorentz invariant phase-space
measure. Although the above master formulae are valid only in the massless limit, leading
mass effects can still be taken into account by following the procedure outlined in [45].
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The computation of the phase-space integrals can be performed using Stokes parametriza-
tion [22, 46, 80], which has proven to be computationally efficient, especially when dealing
with infrared divergences. The virtual spinors are parameterized in terms of the external
ones as(

λx

λy

)
= 1√

1 + zz̄

(
1 z̄

−z 1

)(
λa

λb

)
,

(
λ̃x

λ̃y

)
= 1√

1 + zz̄

(
1 z

−z̄ 1

)(
λ̃a

λ̃b

)
, (3.7)

such that px + py = pa + pb, and, accordingly,∫
dLIPS2 = − 1

8π

∮ dz
2πi

∫ dz̄
(1 + zz̄)2 . (3.8)

In order to handle helicity spinors and perform these integrals, we used the S@M pack-
age [81]. Furthermore, we exploited the application based on a machine learning algorithm
presented in [82] to simplify spinor-helicity expressions for five- and six-point amplitudes.

As an illustration of how to apply the master formulae in Eq. (3.5) and Stokes inte-
gration, we discuss in detail the self-mixing of the dimension-six operator Oϕ2F 2 defined in
Tab. 2.

Example: ϕ2F 2 ← ϕ2F 2

Following Eq. (3.5), the master formula to obtain the anomalous dimension can be written
in a diagrammatic way as follows

− π
(
γϕ2F 2←ϕ2F 2 − γϕ2F 2,IR

)
4−Bβ

3−Aα

2b

1a

=

δαβ

∑
hx,hy=±

y
hy

Dα

xhx
Cα

2b

1a

4−Bα

3−Aα

−y−hy

Dα

−x−hx
Cα

+

yd

xc

4−Bβ

3−Aα

2b

1a

−yd

−xc

+
∑

σ({a,b}×{Aα,Bβ})

NG∑
γ=1

∑
hy=±

y
hy

Cγ

xc

3−Aα

1a

4−Bβ

2b

−y−hy

Cγ

−xc

(3.9)

where blue crossed dots and blobs denote insertions of Oϕ2F 2 and amplitudes constructed
from marginal interactions, respectively. The δαβ in the first term ensures that the four-
vector amplitude is nonvanishing only if the simple gauge group associated with each gauge
boson is the same, while the sum ∑

σ({a,b}×{Aα,Bβ}) = ∑
σ({a,b})

∑
σ({Aα,Bβ}) permutes the

external scalars and gauge bosons.

– 11 –



The first term of Eq. (3.9) is given by

A1 =
∑

hx,hy=±

y
hy

Dα

xhx
Cα

2b

1a

×

4−Bα

3−Aα

−y−hy

Dα

−x−hx
Cα

=

y−Dα

x−Cα

2b

1a

×

4−Bα

3−Aα

−y+
Dα

−x+
Cα

(3.10)

where only one helicity configuration contributes, namely (hx, hy) = (−,−). For all other
combinations the amplitude vanishes. The form of the amplitude is given by the Parke-
Taylor formula [83].6 Together with the form factor in Tab. 3 the final expression reads

A1 = 8g2
α

[
Cϕ2F 2

]CαDα

ab

⟨34⟩3⟨xy⟩
⟨3x⟩⟨3y⟩⟨4x⟩⟨4y⟩

(
FAαCαBαDα⟨34⟩⟨xy⟩ − FAαBαCαDα⟨3x⟩⟨4y⟩

)
,

(3.11)
with FAαBαCαDα = fAαBαEαfCαDαEα . By parametrizing the internal spinors (x, y) as
linear combinations of the spinors (3, 4) as in Eq. (3.7) we find

A1(z, z̄) = 81 + zz̄

zz̄
g2

α

[
Cϕ2F 2

]CαDα

ab
⟨34⟩2

[
zz̄FAαBαCαDα − (1 + zz̄)FAαCαBαDα

]
. (3.12)

The second term of Eq. (3.9) is

A2 =

yd

xc

4−Bβ

3−Aα

×

2b

1a

−yd

−xc

= −2Sαβ

[
Cϕ2F 2

]AαBβ

cd
⟨34⟩2

×

NG∑
γ=1

g2
γ

(
s1y − s1x

s12
T γ

abcd −
s12 + s1y

s1x
T γ

acbd −
s12 + s1x

s1y
T γ

adbc

)
− λabcd

 , (3.13)

with Tα
abcd = θAα

ab θ
Aα
cd . After parametrizing (x, y) in terms of (1, 2) one finds

A2(z, z̄) = 2Sαβ

[
Cϕ2F 2

]AαBβ

cd
⟨34⟩2

×

NG∑
γ=1

g2
γ

(−1 + zz̄

1 + zz̄
T γ

abcd + 2 + zz̄

zz̄
T γ

acbd + (1 + 2zz̄)T γ
adbc

)
+ λabcd

 . (3.14)

6In order to relate amplitudes with incoming and outgoing states, we exploited crossing symmetry, with
the following convention for spinors associated with flipped momenta: λ−p = iλp and λ̃−p = iλ̃p.
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Finally, the third term of Eq. (3.9) is given by

A3 =
∑

hy=±

y
hy

Cγ

xc

3−Aα

1a

×

4−Bβ

2b

−y−hy

Cγ

−xc

=

y−Cγ

xc

3−Aα

1a

×

4−Bβ

2b

−y+
Cγ

−xc

= 4Sγα

[
Cϕ2F 2

]AαCγ

ac

⟨3y⟩2⟨4x⟩[yx]
⟨2x⟩⟨2y⟩[42][x2]gβ

[
− (1− δβγ)gγs2xY

BβCγ

bc

+ δβγgβ

(
s2yY

BβCβ

bc − s24Y
CβBβ

bc

) ]
, (3.15)

with Y
AαBβ

ab = θAα
ac θ

Bβ

cb . Again, only hy = −1 gives a non-vanishing contribution. The
parametrization of (x, y) in terms of (2, 4) yields the following rational function:

A3(z, z̄) = 4Sγα

[
Cϕ2F 2

]AαCγ

ac

(z⟨23⟩+ ⟨34⟩)2

zz̄(1 + zz̄) gβ

[
(1− δβγ)gγzz̄Y

BβCγ

bc

+ δβγgβ

(
−Y BβCβ

bc + (1 + zz̄)Y CβBβ

bc

) ]
. (3.16)

The evaluation of the RHS of Eq. (3.9) is achieved by applying the Stokes integration
procedure to the function

A(z, z̄) = 1
2δαβA1(z, z̄) + 1

2A2(z, z̄) +
∑

σ({a,b}×{Aα,Bβ})

NG∑
γ=1
A3(z, z̄) , (3.17)

where the factors of 1/2 have been included to account for the integration of indistinguish-
able particles. The integral over z̄ generates a rational contribution given by

G(z, z̄) = Rational
[∫ dz

(1 + zz̄)2A(z, z̄)
]

= Sαβ

[
Cϕ2F 2

]AαBβ

cd
⟨34⟩2 1

z(1 + zz̄)2

[ NG∑
γ=1

g2
γ [−zz̄T γ

abcd + (1 + zz̄)(T γ
acbd + T γ

adbc)]

− (1 + zz̄)λabcd

]
+

∑
σ({a,b}×{Aα,Bβ})

NG∑
γ=1

2Sγα

[
Cϕ2F 2

]AαCγ

ac

(z⟨23⟩+ ⟨34⟩)2

z(1 + zz̄)2 gβ

×
[
−(1− δβγ)gγY

BβCγ

bc − δβγgβ

(
(3 + 2zz̄)Y BβCβ

bc + 2(1 + zz̄)Y CβBβ

bc

)]
. (3.18)

Lastly, the phase space integration is given by the residue of the function G(z, z̄) at z0 = 0:∫
dLIPS2A = − 1

8π Res(z0,z̄0)=(0,0)G(z, z̄)

= 1
8πSαβ

[
Cϕ2F 2

]AαBβ

cd
⟨34⟩2

[
−

NG∑
γ=1

g2
γ

(
T γ

acbd + T γ
adbc

)
+ λabcd

]
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+ 1
4π

∑
σ({a,b}×{Aα,Bβ})

NG∑
γ=1
Sγα

[
Cϕ2F 2

]AαCγ

ac
gβ

[
(1− δβγ)gγY

BβCγ

bc

+ δβγgβ

(
3Y BβCβ

bc − 2Y CβBβ

bc

) ]
. (3.19)

The resulting anomalous dimension is reported in Eq. (4.11).

4 Results

In this section, we report the complete set of RGEs for the general bosonic EFT given in
Eq. (2.1). The contributions are ordered according to their mass dimension, starting from
higher-dimensional operators. The operator definitions can be found in Tabs. 1 and 2. A
graphical representation of the mixing pattern involving dimension-five and dimension-six
operators is depicted in Fig. 1. The figure can also be used to navigate to individual results
of the full RGE. The collinear ADMs γc for scalar and vector fields are defined in App. A.1.
Lastly, the symmetry factors Sαβ are defined in App. A.3.

4.1 Running of dimension-6 operators

4.1.1 ϕ6 class

In addition to the results presented below, one needs to supplement the RGEs of the ϕ6-
class WCs by the expressions given in Eq. (2.46). The explicit expressions for ˙̃

CD2ϕ4 and
ĊD2ϕ4 can be obtained using Eq. (2.43) and the RGEs in Sec. 4.1.2.

ϕ6 ← ϕ6:

[
Ċϕ6

]
abcdef

= 1
2!4!

∑
σ({a,b,c,d,e,f})

[
λefgh + 2

∑
α

g2
αT

α
eghf

] [
Cϕ6

]
abcdgh

+ 1
5!

∑
σ({a,b,c,d,e,f})

γag
c,s

[
Cϕ6

]
gbcdef

. (4.1)

ϕ6 ← D2ϕ4:

[
Ċϕ6

]
abcdef

= 1
2

1
6!

∑
σ({a,b,c,d,e,f})

λghab

[
λihcd

[
CD2ϕ4

]
gief

+ 1
3λicde

([
CD2ϕ4

]
ihgf

+
[
CD2ϕ4

]
ighf
−
[
CD2ϕ4

]
hgif

)]

− 6
6!

∑
σ({a,b,c,d,e,f})

NG∑
α=1

NG∑
β=1

g2
αg

2
βT

α
fheiT

β
dicg

[
CD2ϕ4

]
abgh

− 3
6!

∑
σ({a,b,c,d,e,f})

NG∑
α=1

g2
αλabhiT

α
cidg

[
CD2ϕ4

]
ghef

. (4.2)
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λ, g2, y2

λg2, g4

g2, y2

h

λ, g2, y2

hg2

h

λg2, g4

λ, g2, y2

hλ, hg2

λ2, λg2, g4

λ, g2, y2

g3

g2

g2

hλ, hg2

h

λ2, λg2, g4

λ, g2

λ, g2 g

1

ϕ5

ϕ5 × ϕF 2 ϕ5 × ϕ5

ϕF 2

ϕF 2 × ϕF 2

ϕ6

ϕ2F 2

D2ϕ4 F 3

Figure 1. Dimension-five and dimension-six operator mixing pattern.

ϕ6 ← ϕ5 × ϕ5:

[
Ċϕ6

]
abcdef

= −1
2

(5!)2

6!(3!)2

∑
σ({a,b,c,d,e,f})

[
Cϕ5

]
abcgh

[
Cϕ5

]
ghdef

. (4.3)

ϕ6 ← ϕF 2 × ϕ5:

[
Ċϕ6

]
abcdef

= −5!
6!

∑
σ({a,b,c,d,e,f})

NG∑
α=1

α∑
β=1

gαgβ

[
Cϕ5

]
abcdg

Y
AαBβ

eg

[
CϕF 2

]AαBβ

f
. (4.4)
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ϕ6 ← ϕ2F 2:

[
Ċϕ6

]
abcdef

= 2
6!

∑
σ({a,b,c,d,e,f})

[
NG∑
α=1

α∑
β=1

gαgβλabcgY
AαBβ

dg

[
Cϕ2F 2

]AαBβ

ef

− 6
NG∑
α=1

α∑
β=1

NG∑
γ=1

gαgβg
2
γ Y

AαCγ
ce Y

BβCγ

df

[
Cϕ2F 2

]AαBβ

ab

]
. (4.5)

ϕ6 ← ϕF 2 × ϕF 2:

[
Ċϕ6

]
abcdef

= 1
6!

∑
σ({a,b,c,d,e,f})

[
− 1

18λabcgλdefh

NG∑
α=1

α∑
β=1
Sαβ

[
CϕF 2

]AαBβ

g

[
CϕF 2

]AαBβ

h

− 24
NG∑
α=1

α∑
β=1

β∑
γ=1

NG∑
δ=1

gαgγg
2
δ

[
CϕF 2

]AαBβ

a

[
CϕF 2

]BβCγ

b
Y

CγDδ

cd Y DδAα

ef

− 24
NG∑
β=1

β∑
α=1

α∑
γ=1

NG∑
δ=1

gβgγg
2
δ

[
CϕF 2

]AαBβ

a

[
CϕF 2

]AαCγ

b
Y

CγDδ

cd Y
DδBβ

ef

− 24
NG∑
α=1

α∑
β=1

NG∑
γ=1

γ∑
δ=1

gαgβgγgδ

[
CϕF 2

]AαBβ

a
Y

BβCγ

bc

[
CϕF 2

]CγDδ

d
Y AαDδ

ef

]

+
([
CϕF 2

]
→
[
C

ϕF̃ 2

])
. (4.6)

4.1.2 D2ϕ4 class

D2ϕ4 ← D2ϕ4:
The running of the ĈD2ϕ4 combination defined in Eq. (2.35) is given by

[ ˙̂
CD2ϕ4

]
abcd

= −1
6

NG∑
α=1

g2
α

{[(
Tα

cdef + 24Tα
cedf

) [
ĈD2ϕ4

]
aebf

+ 6
(
Tα

cedf + Tα
cfde

) [
ĈD2ϕ4

]
abef
− (a↔ c)− (b↔ d) +

(
a↔ c

b↔ d

)]

+
[
2
(
Tα

bdef + 24Tα
bedf

) [
ĈD2ϕ4

]
aecf

+
(
a↔ c

b↔ d

)]}
(4.7)

+
[
λcdef

[
ĈD2ϕ4

]
abef
− (a↔ c)− (b↔ d) +

(
a↔ c

b↔ d

)]
+ γae

c,s

[
ĈD2ϕ4

]
ebcd

+ γbe
c,s

[
ĈD2ϕ4

]
aecd

+ γce
c,s

[
ĈD2ϕ4

]
abed

+ γde
c,s

[
ĈD2ϕ4

]
abce

.

The running of the full operator (including off-shell contributions) is given by
[
ĊD2ϕ4

]
abcd

= 1
6
∑

α

g2
α

[
− 6

(
Tα

cedf + Tα
cfde

) [
CD2ϕ4

]
abef
− 6

(
Tα

aebf + Tα
afbe

) [
CD2ϕ4

]
efcd

−
(
Tα

bdef + 15Tα
bedf − 9Tα

bfde

) [
CD2ϕ4

]
aecf
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−
(
Tα

bcef + 15Tα
becf − 9Tα

bfce

) [
CD2ϕ4

]
aedf

+
(
Tα

bdef + 9Tα
bedf − 15Tα

bfde

) [
CD2ϕ4

]
afce

+
(
Tα

bcef + 9Tα
becf − 15Tα

bfce

) [
CD2ϕ4

]
afde

−
(
Tα

adef + 15Tα
aedf − 9Tα

afde

) [
CD2ϕ4

]
becf

(4.8)

−
(
Tα

acef + 15Tα
aecf − 9Tα

afce

) [
CD2ϕ4

]
bedf

+
(
Tα

adef + 9Tα
aedf − 15Tα

afde

) [
CD2ϕ4

]
bfce

+
(
Tα

acef + 9Tα
aecf − 15Tα

afce

) [
CD2ϕ4

]
bfde

]
− 2λefcd

([
CD2ϕ4

]
ebaf
−
[
CD2ϕ4

]
efab

)
+ γae

s,c

[
CD2ϕ4

]
ebcd

+ γbe
s,c

[
CD2ϕ4

]
aecd

+ γce
s,c

[
CD2ϕ4

]
abed

+ γde
s,c

[
CD2ϕ4

]
abce

.

D2ϕ4 ← ϕF 2 × ϕF 2:
The running of the ĈD2ϕ4 combination defined in Eq. (2.35) is given by

[ ˙̂
CD2ϕ4

]
abcd

= 8
NG∑
α=1

α∑
γ=1

γ∑
β=1

{
gαgβ

[
Y

AαBβ

ab

([
CϕF 2

]AαCγ

c

[
CϕF 2

]BβCγ

d
+
[
CϕF 2

]AαCγ

d

[
CϕF 2

]BβCγ

c

)

+ 1
2θ

Aα
ab

[
CϕF 2

]CγAα

e

(
θ

Bβ

de

[
CϕF 2

]CγBβ

c
+ θ

Bβ
ce

[
CϕF 2

]CγBβ

d

)

− (a↔ c)− (b↔ d) +
(
a↔ c

b↔ d

)]

− 1
3
(
θAα

ab θ
Bβ

cd + 2θAα
ac θ

Bβ

bd + θAα
ad θ

Bβ

bc

) [
CϕF 2

]AαCγ

e

[
CϕF 2

]CγBβ

e

}

+
([
CϕF 2

]
→
[
C

ϕF̃ 2

])
. (4.9)

The running of the full operator (including off-shell contributions) is given by

[
ĊD2ϕ4

]
abcd

= 8
NG∑
α=1

α∑
γ=1

γ∑
β=1

{
gαgβ

[
Y

AαBβ

ab

([
CϕF 2

]AαCγ

c

[
CϕF 2

]BβCγ

d
+
[
CϕF 2

]AαCγ

d

[
CϕF 2

]BβCγ

c

)

+ 1
2θ

Aα
ab

[
CϕF 2

]CγAα

e

(
θ

Bβ

de

[
CϕF 2

]CγBβ

c
+ θ

Bβ
ce

[
CϕF 2

]CγBβ

d

)

− 1
6
(
θAα

ad θ
Bβ

bc + θAα
ac θ

Bβ

bd

) [
CϕF 2

]AαCγ

e

[
CϕF 2

]BβCγ

e

}

+
([
CϕF 2

]
→
[
C

ϕF̃ 2

])
. (4.10)
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4.1.3 ϕ2F 2 class

ϕ2F 2 ← ϕ2F 2:

[
Ċϕ2F 2

]AαBβ

ab
=
[
λabcd + 2

NG∑
γ=1

g2
γT

γ
acdb

] [
Cϕ2F 2

]AαBβ

cd

+ 2
∑

σ({Aα,Bβ}×{a,b})

NG∑
γ=1

gαgγ

[
δαγ

(
3Y AαCγ

ac − 2Y CγAα
ac

)
+ (1− δαγ)S−1

αβSγβY
AαCγ

ac

] [
Cϕ2F 2

]CγBβ

cb

+ γac
c,s

[
Cϕ2F 2

]AαBβ

cb
+ γbc

c,s

[
Cϕ2F 2

]AαBβ

ac

+ γAαCα
c,v

[
Cϕ2F 2

]CαBβ

ab
+ γ

CβBβ
c,v

[
Cϕ2F 2

]AαCβ

ab
, (4.11)

[
Ċ

ϕ2F̃ 2

]AαBβ

ab
=
[
λabcd + 2

NG∑
γ=1

g2
γT

γ
acdb

] [
C

ϕ2F̃ 2

]AαBβ

cd

+ 2
∑

σ({Aα,Bβ}×{a,b})

NG∑
γ=1

gαgγ

[
δαγ

(
3Y AαCγ

ac − 2Y CγAα
ac

)
+ (1− δαγ)S−1

αβSγβY
AαCγ

ac

] [
C

ϕ2F̃ 2

]CγBβ

cb

+ γac
c,s

[
C

ϕ2F̃ 2

]AαBβ

cb
+ γbc

c,s

[
C

ϕ2F̃ 2

]AαBβ

ac

+ γAαCα
c,v

[
C

ϕ2F̃ 2

]CαBβ

ab
+ γ

CβBβ
c,v

[
C

ϕ2F̃ 2

]AαCβ

ab
. (4.12)

ϕ2F 2 ← F 3:[
Ċϕ2F 2

]AαBβ

ab
= 3

2 iδαβg
3
α

∑
σ({Aα,Bα}×{a,b})

[
θDα

bc

(
Y AαCα

ac − 2Y CαAα
ac

)
[CF 3 ]BαCαDα

− iY CαDα
ab fBαDαEα [CF 3 ]AαCαEα

]
− 3i(1− δαβ)

∑
σ({Aα,Bβ}×{a,b})

g2
αgβθ

Dα
bc Y

BβCα
ac [CF 3 ]AαCαDα , (4.13)

[
Ċ

ϕ2F̃ 2

]AαBβ

ab
= 3

2 iδαβg
3
α

∑
σ({Aα,Bα}×{a,b})

[
θDα

bc

(
Y AαCα

ac − 2Y CαAα
ac

) [
C

F̃ 3

]BαCαDα

− iY CαDα
ab fBαDαEα

[
C

F̃ 3

]AαCαEα
]

− 3i(1− δαβ)
∑

σ({Aα,Bβ}×{a,b})
g2

αgβθ
Dα
bc Y

BβCα
ac

[
C

F̃ 3

]AαCαDα

. (4.14)
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ϕ2F 2 ← ϕF 2 × ϕF 2:

[
Ċϕ2F 2

]AαBβ

ab
= 1

4S
−1
αβ

∑
σ({Aα,Bβ}×{a,b})

NG∑
γ=1
SαγSβγg

2
γ

{1
3[S2(Rγ)]ac

[
CϕF 2

]AαCγ

c

[
CϕF 2

]BβCγ

b

+Y CγDγ
ac

[
CϕF 2

]AαCγ

c

[
CϕF 2

]BβDγ

b
+ 2Y CγDγ

cb

[
CϕF 2

]AαCγ

a

[
CϕF 2

]BβDγ

c

}

+ S−1
αβ

∑
σ({Aα,Bβ}×{a,b})

NG∑
γ=1
SαγSβγg

2
γ

{
− 11

3 [C2(Gγ)]AαDα

[
CϕF 2

]DαCγ

a

[
CϕF 2

]BβCγ

b

+ 3ifCγDγEγθ
Cγ

bc

[
CϕF 2

]AαDγ

a

[
CϕF 2

]BβEγ

c

}

+ 1
4S
−1
αβ

{ NG∑
γ=1
SαγSβγ

( [
CϕF 2

]AαCγ

c

[
CϕF 2

]BβCγ

d
+
[
CϕF 2

]BβCγ

c

[
CϕF 2

]AαCγ

d

)

×
(
λabcd −

NG∑
δ=1

g2
δ

(
T δ

acbd + T δ
adbc

))}

+ 1
2S
−1
αβ

∑
σ({Aα,Bβ}×{a,b})

NG∑
γ=1

NG∑
δ=1
SαγSβδgγgδY

CγDδ

ab

[
CϕF 2

]AαCγ

c

[
CϕF 2

]BβDδ

c

−
([
CϕF 2

]
→
[
C

ϕF̃ 2

])
, (4.15)

[
Ċ

ϕ2F̃ 2

]AαBβ

ab
= 1

4S
−1
αβ

∑
σ({Aα,Bβ}×{a,b})

NG∑
γ=1
SαγSβγg

2
γ

{1
3[S2(Rγ)]ac

[
CϕF 2

]AαCγ

c

[
C

ϕF̃ 2

]BβCγ

b

+Y CγDγ
ac

[
CϕF 2

]AαCγ

c

[
C

ϕF̃ 2

]BβDγ

b
+ 2Y CγDγ

cb

[
CϕF 2

]AαCγ

a

[
C

ϕF̃ 2

]BβDγ

c

}

+ S−1
αβ

∑
σ({Aα,Bβ}×{a,b})

NG∑
γ=1
SαγSβγg

2
γ

{
− 11

3 [C2(Gγ)]AαDα

[
CϕF 2

]DαCγ

a

[
C

ϕF̃ 2

]BβCγ

b

+ 3ifCγDγEγθ
Cγ

bc

[
CϕF 2

]AαDγ

a

[
C

ϕF̃ 2

]BβEγ

c

}

+ 1
4S
−1
αβ

{ NG∑
γ=1
SαγSβγ

( [
CϕF 2

]AαCγ

c

[
C

ϕF̃ 2

]BβCγ

d
+
[
CϕF 2

]BβCγ

c

[
C

ϕF̃ 2

]AαCγ

d

)

×
(
λabcd −

NG∑
δ=1

g2
δ

(
T δ

acbd + T δ
adbc

))}

+ 1
2S
−1
αβ

∑
σ({Aα,Bβ}×{a,b})

NG∑
γ=1

NG∑
δ=1
SαγSβδgγgδY

CγDδ

ab

[
CϕF 2

]AαCγ

c

[
C

ϕF̃ 2

]BβDδ

c

+
([
CϕF 2

]
↔
[
C

ϕF̃ 2

])
. (4.16)
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4.1.4 F 3 class

F 3 ← F 3:[
ĊF 3

]AαBαCα = 4g2
α

(
FBαCαDαFα [CF 3 ]AαDαFα + FCαAαDαFα [CF 3 ]BαDαFα

+ FAαBαDαFα [CF 3 ]CαDαFα
)

+ γAαDα
c,v [CF 3 ]DαBαCα

+ γBαDα
c,v [CF 3 ]AαDαCα + γCαDα

c,v [CF 3 ]AαBαDα , (4.17)

[
Ċ

F̃ 3

]AαBαCα = 4g2
α

(
FBαCαDαFα

[
C

F̃ 3

]AαDαFα + FCαAαDαFα

[
C

F̃ 3

]BαDαFα

+ FAαBαDαFα

[
C

F̃ 3

]CαDαFα
)

+ γAαDα
c,v

[
C

F̃ 3

]DαBαCα

+ γBαDα
c,v

[
C

F̃ 3

]AαDαCα + γCαDα
c,v

[
C

F̃ 3

]AαBαDα

. (4.18)

F 3 ← ϕF 2 × ϕF 2:

[
ĊF 3

]AαBαCα = −8
3gα

[
fCαDαEα

([
CϕF 2

]AαDα

a

[
CϕF 2

]BαEα

a
−
[
C

ϕF̃ 2

]AαDα

a

[
C

ϕF̃ 2

]BαEα

a

)
+ fBαDαEα

([
CϕF 2

]CαDα

a

[
CϕF 2

]AαEα

a
−
[
C

ϕF̃ 2

]CαDα

a

[
C

ϕF̃ 2

]AαEα

a

)
(4.19)

+ fAαDαEα

([
CϕF 2

]BαDα

a

[
CϕF 2

]CαEα

a
−
[
C

ϕF̃ 2

]BαDα

a

[
C

ϕF̃ 2

]CαEα

a

)]
,

[
Ċ

F̃ 3

]AαBαCα = −16
3 gα

(
fCαDαEα

[
CϕF 2

]AαDα

a

[
C

ϕF̃ 2

]BαEα

a
+ fBαDαEα

[
CϕF 2

]CαDα

a

[
C

ϕF̃ 2

]AαEα

a

+ fAαDαEα

[
CϕF 2

]BαDα

a

[
C

ϕF̃ 2

]CαEα

a

)
. (4.20)

4.2 Running of dimension-5 operators

4.2.1 ϕ5 class

In addition to the results presented below, one needs to supplement the RGEs of the ϕ5-
class WCs by the expression given in Eq. (2.47). The explicit expressions for ˙̃

CD2ϕ4 and
ĊD2ϕ4 can be obtained using Eq. (2.43) and the RGEs in Sec. 4.1.2.

ϕ5 ← ϕ5:

[
Ċϕ5

]
abcde

= 1
2!3!

∑
σ({a,b,c,d,e})

[
λdefg + 2

NG∑
α=1

g2
αT

α
dfge

] [
Cϕ5

]
abcfg

+ 1
4!

∑
σ({a,b,c,d,e})

γaf
c,s

[
Cϕ5

]
fbcde

. (4.21)
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ϕ5 ← ϕ6: [
Ċϕ5

]
abcde

= 6!
5!4!

∑
σ({a,b,c,d,e})

hefg

[
Cϕ6

]
abcdfg

. (4.22)

ϕ5 ← D2ϕ4:

[
Ċϕ5

]
abcde

= 1
5!

∑
({a,b,c,d,e})

[
2hfgaλhgbc

[
CD2ϕ4

]
fhde

+
(1

3hfgaλhbcd + 1
2hhcdλfgab

)([
CD2ϕ4

]
hgfe

+
[
CD2ϕ4

]
hfge
−
[
CD2ϕ4

]
gfhe

)

− 6
NG∑
α=1

g2
αhaghT

α
bhcf

[
CD2ϕ4

]
fgde

]
. (4.23)

ϕ5 ← ϕ2F 2:

[
Ċϕ5

]
abcde

= 6
5!

∑
σ({a,b,c,d,e})

NG∑
α=1

α∑
β=1

gαgβhabfY
AαBβ

cf

[
Cϕ2F 2

]AαBβ

de
. (4.24)

ϕ5 ← ϕF 2 × ϕF 2:

[
Ċϕ5

]
abcde

= − 1
5!

∑
σ({a,b,c,d,e})

1
3habfλcdeg

NG∑
α=1

α∑
β=1
Sαβ

[
CϕF 2

]AαBβ

f

[
CϕF 2

]AαBβ

g

+
([
CϕF 2

]
→
[
C

ϕF̃ 2

])
. (4.25)

ϕ5 ← ϕF 2:

[
Ċϕ5

]
abcde

= 4
5!

∑
σ({a,b,c,d,e})

[
NG∑
α=1

α∑
β=1

gαgβλabcfY
AαBβ

df

[
CϕF 2

]AαBβ

e

− 6
NG∑
α=1

α∑
β=1

NG∑
γ=1

gαgβg
2
γ Y

AαCγ

bd Y
BβCγ

ce

[
CϕF 2

]AαBβ

a

]
. (4.26)

4.2.2 ϕF 2 class

ϕF 2 ← ϕF 2:

[
ĊϕF 2

]AαBβ

a
= 2

∑
σ({Aα,Bβ})

NG∑
γ=1

gαgγ

[
δαγ

(
3Y AαCγ

ab − 2Y CγAα

ab

)
+ (1− δαγ)S−1

αβSγβY
AαCγ

ab

] [
CϕF 2

]CγBβ

b
(4.27)

+ γac
c,s

[
CϕF 2

]AαBβ

c
+ γAαCα

c,v

[
CϕF 2

]CαBβ

a
+ γ

CβBβ
c,v

[
CϕF 2

]AαCβ

a
,
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[
Ċ

ϕF̃ 2

]AαBβ

a
= 2

∑
σ({Aα,Bβ})

NG∑
γ=1

gαgγ

[
δαγ

(
3Y AαCγ

ab − 2Y CγAα

ab

)
+ (1− δαγ)S−1

αβSγβY
AαCγ

ab

] [
C

ϕF̃ 2

]CγBβ

b
(4.28)

+ γac
c,s

[
C

ϕF̃ 2

]AαBβ

c
+ γAαCα

c,v

[
C

ϕF̃ 2

]CαBβ

a
+ γ

CβBβ
c,v

[
C

ϕF̃ 2

]AαCβ

a
.

ϕF 2 ← ϕ2F 2: [
ĊϕF 2

]AαBβ

a
= 2habc

[
Cϕ2F 2

]AαBβ

bc
, (4.29)[

Ċ
ϕF̃ 2

]AαBβ

a
= 2habc

[
C

ϕ2F̃ 2

]AαBβ

bc
. (4.30)

ϕF 2 ← ϕF 2 × ϕF 2:

[
ĊϕF 2

]AαBβ

a
= 2S−1

αβ habc

NG∑
γ=1
SαγSβγ

([
CϕF 2

]AαCγ

b

[
CϕF 2

]BβCγ

c
−
[
C

ϕF̃ 2

]AαCγ

b

[
C

ϕF̃ 2

]BβCγ

c

)
,

(4.31)[
Ċ

ϕF̃ 2

]AαBβ

a
= 2S−1

αβ habc

NG∑
γ=1
SαγSβγ

([
CϕF 2

]AαCγ

b

[
C

ϕF̃ 2

]BβCγ

c
+
[
C

ϕF̃ 2

]AαCγ

b

[
CϕF 2

]BβCγ

c

)
.

(4.32)

4.3 Running of renormalizable couplings

4.3.1 Gauge couplings and topological angles

F 2 ← ϕ2F 2:

ġαδ
AαBα = 4gαm

2
ab

[
Cϕ2F 2

]AαBα

ab
, (4.33)

ϑ̇αδ
AαBα = 32π2

g2
α

2m2
ab

[
C

ϕ2F̃ 2

]AαBα

ab
. (4.34)

F 2 ← ϕF 2 × ϕF 2:

ġαδ
AαBα = 2gαm

2
ab

NG∑
β=1
S2

αβ

([
CϕF 2

]AαCβ

a

[
CϕF 2

]CβBα

b
−
[
C

ϕF̃ 2

]AαCβ

a

[
C

ϕF̃ 2

]CβBα

b

)
,

(4.35)

ϑ̇αδ
AαBα = 32π2

g2
α

m2
ab

NG∑
β=1
S2

αβ

([
CϕF 2

]AαCβ

a

[
C

ϕF̃ 2

]CβBα

b
+
[
C

ϕF̃ 2

]AαCβ

a

[
CϕF 2

]CβBα

b

)
.

(4.36)

4.3.2 Scalar quartic

In addition to the results presented below, one needs to supplement the RGEs for quartic
scalar couplings by the terms in Eq. (2.48). The explicit expressions for ˙̃

CD2ϕ4 and ĊD2ϕ4
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can be obtained using Eq. (2.43) and the RGEs in Sec. 4.1.2.

ϕ4 ← ϕ6:
λ̇abcd = −6!m2

ef

[
Cϕ6

]
abcdef

. (4.37)

ϕ4 ← ϕ2F 2:

λ̇abcd = −12
∑

σ({a,b,c,d})

NG∑
α=1

α∑
β=1

gαgβm
2
aeY

AαBβ

be

[
Cϕ2F 2

]AαBβ

cd
. (4.38)

ϕ4 ← D2ϕ4:

λ̇abcd = −
∑

σ({a,b,c,d})

[
2(m2

efλgfab + hefahgfb)
[
CD2ϕ4

]
egcd

(4.39)

+
(1

3m
2
efλgcab + hefahgbc +m2

gcλefab

)([
CD2ϕ4

]
gfed

+
[
CD2ϕ4

]
gefd
−
[
CD2ϕ4

]
fegd

)

− 6
NG∑
α=1

g2
αm

2
fgT

α
agbe

[
CD2ϕ4

]
efcd
− 4

3!λebcdm
2
fg

([
CD2ϕ4

]
feag
−
[
CD2ϕ4

]
fgae

)]
.

ϕ4 ← ϕ5:
λ̇abcd = −5!

3!
∑

σ({a,b,c,d})
hdef

[
Cϕ5

]
abcef

. (4.40)

ϕ4 ← ϕF 2:

λ̇abcd = −12
∑

σ({a,b,c,d})

NG∑
α=1

α∑
β=1

gαgβhabeY
AαBβ

ce

[
CϕF 2

]AαBβ

d
. (4.41)

ϕ4 ← ϕF 2 × ϕF 2:

λ̇abcd =
∑

σ({a,b,c,d})

(2
3m

2
aeλbcdf + 1

2habehcdf

) NG∑
α=1

α∑
β=1
Sαβ

[
CϕF 2

]AαBβ

e

[
CϕF 2

]AαBβ

f

+
([
CϕF 2

]
→
[
C

ϕF̃ 2

])
. (4.42)

4.3.3 Scalar trilinear

In addition to the results presented below, one needs to supplement the RGEs for scalar
trilinear couplings by the expression in Eq. (2.49). The explicit expressions for ˙̃

CD2ϕ4 and
ĊD2ϕ4 can be obtained using Eq. (2.43) and the RGEs in Sec. 4.1.2.

ϕ3 ← ϕ2F 2:

ḣabc = −12
∑

σ({a,b,c})

NG∑
α=1

α∑
β=1

gαgβteY
AαBβ

ae

[
Cϕ2F 2

]AαBβ

bc
. (4.43)
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ϕ3 ← D2ϕ4:

ḣabc = −
∑

σ({a,b,c})

[
4m2

dehfea

[
CD2ϕ4

]
dfbc

+
(
m2

dehfab + 2m2
fahdeb + tfλdeab

)([
CD2ϕ4

]
hedc

+
[
CD2ϕ4

]
hdec
−
[
CD2ϕ4

]
edfc

)

− 4
2!hdbcm

2
ef

([
CD2ϕ4

]
edaf
−
[
CD2ϕ4

]
efad

)]
. (4.44)

ϕ3 ← ϕ5:
ḣabc = −5!m2

de

[
Cϕ5

]
abcde

. (4.45)

ϕ3 ← ϕF 2:

ḣabc = −24
∑

σ({a,b,c})

NG∑
α=1

α∑
β=1

gαgβm
2
adY

AαBβ

bd

[
CϕF 2

]AαBβ

c
. (4.46)

ϕ3 ← ϕF 2 × ϕF 2:

ḣabc =
∑

σ({a,b,c})

(2
3 tdλabce + 2m2

adhbce

) NG∑
α=1

α∑
β=1
Sαβ

[
CϕF 2

]AαBβ

d

[
CϕF 2

]AαBβ

e

+
([
CϕF 2

]
→
[
C

ϕF̃ 2

])
. (4.47)

4.3.4 Scalar mass

ϕ2 ← D2ϕ4:

˙(m2)ab = −
∑

σ({a,b})

[
2m2

cdm
2
ed

[
CD2ϕ4

]
ceab

+ 2
(
m2

cdm
2
ea + tehcda

) ([
CD2ϕ4

]
edcb

+
[
CD2ϕ4

]
ecdb
−
[
CD2ϕ4

]
dceb

)
− 4m2

cbm
2
de

([
CD2ϕ4

]
dcae
−
[
CD2ϕ4

]
deac

) ]
. (4.48)

ϕ2 ← ϕF 2 × ϕF 2:

˙(m2)ab = 4
(
tchabd +m2

acm
2
bd

) NG∑
α=1

α∑
β=1
Sαβ

[
CϕF 2

]AαBβ

c

[
CϕF 2

]AαBβ

d

+
([
CϕF 2

]
→
[
C

ϕF̃ 2

])
. (4.49)
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ϕ2 ← ϕF 2:

˙(m2)ab = −24
∑

σ({a,b})

NG∑
α=1

α∑
β=1

gαgβtcY
AαBβ

ac

[
CϕF 2

]AαBβ

b
. (4.50)

4.3.5 Tadpole

ϕ← D2ϕ4:

ṫa = 2m2
bctd

([
CD2ϕ4

]
cdab
− 2

[
CD2ϕ4

]
cbad

)
. (4.51)

ϕ← ϕF 2 × ϕF 2:

ṫa = 4tbm2
ac

NG∑
α=1

α∑
β=1
Sαβ

([
CϕF 2

]AαBβ

b

[
CϕF 2

]AαBβ

c
+
[
C

ϕF̃ 2

]AαBβ

b

[
C

ϕF̃ 2

]AαBβ

c

)
. (4.52)

4.3.6 Vacuum energy

Λ← ϕF 2 × ϕF 2:

Λ̇ = 2tatb
NG∑
α=1

α∑
β=1
Sαβ

([
CϕF 2

]AαBβ

b

[
CϕF 2

]AαBβ

c
+
[
C

ϕF̃ 2

]AαBβ

b

[
C

ϕF̃ 2

]AαBβ

c

)
. (4.53)

5 Comparison with existing literature

This section applies the results of the generic EFT to the specific cases of different promi-
nent examples. First, we rederive the RGEs for the SMEFT bosonic sector. Second, we
cross-check numerous results collected in the literature for the SMEFT extended by an
additional axion-like particle (a+SMEFT). Our purpose is twofold: We cross-check our
results against the ones from Alonso, Jenkins, Manohar, and Trott [5, 7] and secondly, we
illustrate how to use our results to derive RGEs of other EFTs with arbitrary symmetry
and particle content.

To use the derived RGEs, we first specify how to obtain the generators acting on the
real scalar field constructed out of degrees of freedom contained in a complex scalar field.
Let us start with a complex scalar φ transforming as

φ→ exp

i NG∑
α=1

εAαtAα

φ , (5.1)

under the gauge factor Gα. Next, we identify the transformation of the real scalar field

ϕ =
(

Re(φ)
Im(φ)

)
, ϕ→ exp

i NG∑
α=1

εAαθAα

ϕ , (5.2)
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implying the following form of the generators θAα

θAα = i

(
Im(tAα) Re(tAα)
−Re(tAα) Im(tAα)

)
. (5.3)

The generators θAα are therefore purely imaginary and antisymmetric.

5.1 SMEFT

In the case of the Standard Model with the gauge group

G3 ×G2 ×G1 = SU(3)c × SU(2)L × U(1)Y , (5.4)

the only scalar particle is the SM Higgs

H = 1√
2

(
ϕ1 + iϕ3
ϕ2 + iϕ4

)
, (5.5)

which transforms as (1,2, 1/2) under G3×G2×G1. The Lagrangian of the bosonic sector
reads

LSM = −1
4G

A
µνG

Aµν− 1
4W

I
µνW

Iµν− 1
4BµνB

µν +(DµH)†(DµH)−λ
(
H†H − v2

2

)2

, (5.6)

and the covariant derivative is defined as

DµH =
(
∂µ − ig2

τ I

2 W
I
µ − ig1yhBµ

)
H , (5.7)

where τ I are the Pauli matrices, and 2yh = 1. Using Eq. (5.3), the generators acting on the
real scalar field ϕ = (ϕ1 , ϕ2 , ϕ3 , ϕ4)⊺ constructed out of four degrees of freedom contained
in the SM Higgs field in Eq. (5.5) read

θh = i

2

(
0 1
−1 0

)
, θI = i

2

(
Im(τ I) Re(τ I)
−Re(τ I) Im(τ I)

)
, (5.8)

with I = 1, 2, 3, and h being the label of the hypercharge generator. The covariant deriva-
tive of ϕ is

(Dµϕ)a =
(
∂µδab − ig2θ

I
abW

I
µ − ig1θ

h
abBµ

)
ϕb , (5.9)

and the Lagrangian expressed in terms of the ϕ field reads

LSM ⊃
1
2(Dµϕ)a(Dµϕ)a + λv2

2 δab ϕaϕb −
λ

4 δ(abδcd) ϕaϕbϕcϕd . (5.10)

Hence, comparison with the Lagrangian parameters in Eq. (2.2) leads to the relations

m2
ab = −λv2δab = −1

2m
2
Hδab , (5.11)
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F 3 ϕ2F 2

OG fABCGAν
µ GBρ

ν GCµ
ρ OHG GA

µνG
Aµν(H†H)

O
G̃

fABCG̃Aν
µ GBρ

ν GCµ
ρ O

HG̃
G̃A

µνG
Aµν(H†H)

OW ϵIJKW Iν
µ W Jρ

ν WKµ
ρ OHW W I

µνW
Iµν(H†H)

O
W̃

ϵIJKW̃ Iν
µ W Jρ

ν WKµ
ρ O

HW̃
W̃ I

µνW
Iµν(H†H)

D2ϕ4 OHB BµνB
µν(H†H)

OH□ (H†H)□(H†H) O
HB̃

B̃µνB
µν(H†H)

OHD |H†DµH|2 OHW B W I
µνB

µν(H†τ IH)
ϕ6 O

HW̃ B
W̃ I

µνB
µν(H†τ IH)

OH (H†H)3

Table 4. The bosonic dimension-six SMEFT operators in the Warsaw basis.

λabcd = 4!
4 λδ(abδcd) = 2λ(δabδcd + δadδbc + δacδbd) , (5.12)

with the real scalar indices a, b, c, d running from 1 to 4.
We write the dimension-six SMEFT Lagrangian in the Warsaw basis [2] as

L(6) =
∑

i

CiOi , (5.13)

where the bosonic operators Oi are collected in Tab. 4. After expanding the Higgs field in
terms of its real degrees of freedom, one can perform the translation to the dimension-six
operators in Sec. 2.2.2 to obtain the appropriate Clebsch-Gordan coefficients that multi-
ply the SMEFT Wilson coefficients. These Clebsch-Gordan coefficients are then used in
combination with the results in Sec. 4 to obtain the beta functions for the SMEFT Wilson
coefficients.

For example, consider the operator OHW B after the Higgs field has been expanded in
terms of real fields ϕa. The relevant term in the Lagrangian reads

CHW BW
I
µνB

µν(H†τ IH) = 1
2CHW BΣI

abϕaϕbW
I
µνB

µν , (5.14)

such that [
Cϕ2F 2

]AαBβ

ab
= [CHW B]Iab = 1

2CHW BΣI
ab , (5.15)

where Gα = G2 = SU(2)L and Gβ = G1 = U(1)Y . The resulting Clebsch-Gordan coeffi-
cients, with the Higgs field defined in Eq. (5.5), read

Σ1 =


0 1 0 0
1 0 0 0
0 0 0 1
0 0 1 0

 , Σ2 =


0 0 0 1
0 0 −1 0
0 −1 0 0
1 0 0 0

 , Σ3 =


1 0 0 0
0 −1 0 0
0 0 1 0
0 0 0 −1

 . (5.16)
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Once the Clebsch-Gordan coefficients for all operators are known, one can use the generic
EFT anomalous dimensions to obtain the running.

The common ingredient for all RGEs are the collinear anomalous dimensions. Using
Eq. (A.1), one finds the results for the SM vector and scalar fields at lowest order in the
EFT expansion

γc,G = −g2
3 b0,3 , (5.17)

γc,W = −g2
2 b0,2 , (5.18)

γc,B = −g2
1 b0,1 , (5.19)

γc,H = −g2
1 − 3g2

2 , (5.20)

where θh
acθ

h
cb = δab/4 and θI

acθ
I
cb = 3δab/4 was used. Dimension-six terms in the collinear

anomalous dimensions are present, but they only affect the running of the renormalizable
couplings, and we have already included them in the corresponding RGEs.

In the following subsections, the beta functions for the Wilson coefficients of the op-
erators in Tab. 4 will be derived. To make the results more transparent, we study each
operator class independently.

5.1.1 D2ϕ4 class

In the Warsaw basis, the two independent D2ϕ4-class operators are

OHD = (H†DµH)∗(H†DµH) , OH□ = (H†H)□(H†H) . (5.21)

The former, using the identity δiℓδkj = (τ I
ijτ

I
kℓ + δijδkℓ)/2, can be written as

OHD = 1
2O∥ + 1

2O⊥ , (5.22)

where we defined

O∥ = (H†H)[(DµH)†(DµH)] , O⊥ = (H†τ IH)[(DµH)†τ I(DµH)] . (5.23)

After a field redefinition of the Higgs field, the box operator can be recast as

OH□ = 2O∥ + . . . , (5.24)

where the dots indicate operators that are not included in the D2ϕ4 class and do not affect
this cross-check. We can use O∥ and O⊥ as a basis since they naturally arise from the
definition of OD2ϕ4 via

[
CD2ϕ4

]
abcd

= 1
4C∥δabδcd + 1

4C⊥ΣI
abΣI

cd , (5.25)
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or, using the definition in Eq. (2.35),
[
ĈD2ϕ4

]
abcd

= 1
2C∥ (δabδcd − δadδbc) + 1

2C⊥
(
ΣI

abΣI
cd − ΣI

adΣI
bc

)
. (5.26)

The results obtained in this basis are then related to the ones in the Warsaw basis via the
following rotation (

C∥
C⊥

)
= C

(
CH□

CHD

)
, C =

(
2 1

2
0 1

2

)
, (5.27)

which follows from Eqs. (5.22) and (5.24).

D2ϕ4 ← D2ϕ4: The self-renormalization of OD2ϕ4 described in Eq. (4.7) receives contri-
butions which are proportional to λ and g2. We analyze them separately in the following.

Lambda dependence: As stated previously, we have λabcd = 4!
4 λδ(abδcd) = 2λ(δabδcd +

δadδbc + δacδbd). Using Tr
(
ΣI
)

= 0 and ΣIΣI = 31, the terms of Eq. (4.7) proportional to
λ are

[ ˙̂
CD2ϕ4

]
abcd

= λcdef

[
ĈD2ϕ4

]
abef
− (a↔ c)− (b↔ d) +

(
a↔ c

b↔ d

)
= 6λ

[ (
2C∥ − C⊥

)
(δabδcd − δadδbc) + C⊥

(
ΣI

abΣI
cd − ΣI

adΣI
bc

) ]
, (5.28)

from which we can read (
Ċ∥
Ċ⊥

)
=
(

24λ −12λ
0 12λ

)(
C∥
C⊥

)
. (5.29)

In terms of CH□ and CHD, this is equivalent to(
ĊH□

ĊHD

)
= C−1

(
24λ −12λ
0 12λ

)
C
(
CH□

CHD

)
=
(

24λ 0
0 12λ

)(
CH□

CHD

)
. (5.30)

Gauge coupling dependence: As stated previously, we have T (1)
abcd = θh

abθ
h
cd and T

(2)
abcd =

θI
abθ

I
cd. Exploiting the identities associated with the multiplication among these matrices

collected in Eqs. (A.6) and (A.7) and using the expression of the collinear anomalous
dimension of the Higgs field γc,H = −g2

1 − 3g2
2, the terms of Eq. (4.7) proportional to g2

are

[ ˙̂
CD2ϕ4

]
abcd

= −1
6

2∑
α=1

g2
α

{[(
Tα

cdef + 24Tα
cedf

) [
ĈD2ϕ4

]
aebf

+ 6
(
Tα

cedf + Tα
cfde

) [
ĈD2ϕ4

]
abef
− (a↔ c)− (b↔ d) +

(
a↔ c

b↔ d

)]

+
[
2
(
Tα

bdef + 24Tα
bedf

) [
ĈD2ϕ4

]
aecf

+
(
a↔ c

b↔ d

)]}
+ 4γc,H

[
ĈD2ϕ4

]
abcd
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= 1
6g

2
1

[
C∥
(
9(δadδbc − δabδcd)− 20(θh

adθ
h
bc + 2θh

acθ
h
bd + θh

abθ
h
cd)
)

(5.31)

− 3C⊥
(
6(θI

adθ
I
bc + 2θI

acθ
I
bd + θI

abθ
I
cd) + 2(θh

adθ
h
bc + 2θh

acθ
h
bd + θh

abθ
h
cd)

− 3(ΣI
adΣI

bc − ΣI
abΣI

cd)
)]

+ 1
6g

2
2

[
C∥
(
27(δadδbc − δabδcd)− 20(θI

adθ
I
bc + 2θI

acθ
I
bd + θI

abθ
I
cd)
)

+ 2C⊥
(
(θI

adθ
I
bc + 2θI

acθ
I
bd + θI

abθ
I
cd)− 27(θh

adθ
h
bc + 2θh

acθ
h
bd + θh

abθ
h
cd)
)]
.

Then, we can use the following two identities

θh
adθ

h
bc + 2θh

acθ
h
bd + θh

abθ
h
cd = 1

2 (δadδbc − δabδcd) + 1
4
(
ΣI

adΣI
bc − ΣI

abΣI
cd

)
, (5.32)

θI
adθ

I
bc + 2θI

acθ
I
bd + θI

abθ
I
cd = 3

4 (δadδbc − δabδcd) , (5.33)

in order to further simplify the expression:[ ˙̂
CD2ϕ4

]
abcd

= 1
12g

2
1

[(
2C∥ + 33C⊥

)(
δabδcd − δadδbc

)
+ 5

(
2C∥ − 3C⊥

)(
ΣI

abΣI
cd − ΣI

adΣI
bc

)]
+ 1

4g
2
2

[(
− 8C∥ + 17C⊥

)(
δabδcd − δadδbc

)
+ 9C⊥

(
ΣI

abΣI
cd − ΣI

adΣI
bc

)]
, (5.34)

from which one finds (
Ċ∥
Ċ⊥

)
=
(

1
3g

2
1 − 4g2

2
11
2 g

2
1 + 17

2 g
2
2

5
3g

2
1 −5

2g
2
1 + 9

2g
2
2

)(
C∥
C⊥

)
. (5.35)

In terms of CH□ and CHD, this is equivalent to(
ĊH□

ĊHD

)
= C−1

(
1
3g

2
1 − 4g2

2
11
2 g

2
1 + 17

2 g
2
2

5
3g

2
1 −5

2g
2
1 + 9

2g
2
2

)
C
(
CH□

CHD

)

=
(
−4

3g
2
1 − 4g2

2
5
3g

2
1

20
3 g

2
1 −5

6g
2
1 + 9

2g
2
2

)(
CH□

CHD

)
. (5.36)

The same result is obtained using Eq. (4.8) for the running of the full WC, including the
off-shell contributions. Indeed, [CD2ϕ4 ]abcd in the Warsaw basis is given by

[
CD2ϕ4

]
abcd

= −1
2CH□(δacδbd + δadδbc) + 1

8CHD(δabδcd + ΣI
abΣI

cd) . (5.37)

The RHS of Eq. (4.8) gives then

1
48
[
2
(
8CH□(2g2

1 + 11g2
2 − 6λ)− CHD(11g2

1 + 27g2
2 + 24λ)

)
(δacδbd + δadδbc)

+
(
40CH□(g2

1 + 2g2
2 + 12λ) + CHD(13g2

1 − 27g2
2 + 24λ)

)
δabδcd

+
(
40CH□g

2
1 + CHD(−5g2

1 + 27g2
2 + 72λ)

)
ΣI

abΣI
cd

]
, (5.38)
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which generates the correct running of CH□ and CHD in Eqs. (5.30) and (5.36), plus
[ ˙̃
CD2ϕ4

]
abcd

= 1
24
[
40CH□(g2

2 + 6λ) + 3CHD(3g2
1 − 9g2

2 − 8λ)
]
(δabδcd + δacδbd + δadδbc) ,

(5.39)[
ĊD2ϕ4

]
abcd

= 0 , (5.40)

which modify the running of CH and λ.

5.1.2 ϕ6 class

The only ϕ6-class operator in the SMEFT is OH = (H†H)3, whose WC is recast in the
real scalar basis as[

Cϕ6

]
abcdef

= 1
8CHδ(abδcdδef) = 1

8CH
1
6!

∑
σ({a,b,c,d,e,f})

δabδcdδef . (5.41)

ϕ6 ← ϕ6: This anomalous dimension, reported in Eq. (4.1), receives contributions which
are proportional to λ and g2. They are analyzed separately as follows.

Lambda dependence: The Higgs quartic λ is recast in the real basis in Eq. (5.12). From
Eq. (4.1) it follows that

[
Ċϕ6

]
abcdef

= 1
2!4!

∑
σ({a,b,c,d,e,f})

λefgh

[
Cϕ6

]
abcdgh

= 27
2 λCHδ(abδcdδef) , (5.42)

where we used the identity∑
σ({a,b,c,d,e,f})

δ(efδgh)δ(abδcdδgh) = 48(14 +N)δ(abδcdδef) = 864 δ(abδcdδef) , (5.43)

for N = δgg = 4. Therefore,
ĊH = 108λCH . (5.44)

Gauge coupling dependence: For the generators θh and θI associated with the gauge
groups U(1)Y and SU(2)L, respectively, one finds T (1)

abcd = θh
abθ

h
cd and T

(2)
abcd = θI

abθ
I
cd. The

terms in Eq. (4.1) proportional to the gauge couplings are

[
Ċϕ6

]
abcdef

= 1
2!4!

∑
σ({a,b,c,d,e,f})

2∑
α=1

2g2
αT

α
eghf

[
Cϕ6

]
abcdgh

+ 6γc,H

[
Cϕ6

]
abcdef

= 3
16(g2

1 + 3g2
2)CHδ(abδcdδef) + 6(−g2

1 − 3g2
2)1

8CHδ(abδcdδef)

= − 9
16(g2

1 + 3g2
2)CHδ(abδcdδef) , (5.45)
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where θh
acθ

h
cb = δab/4, θI

acθ
I
cb = 3δab/4, and γc,H = −g2

1 − 3g2
2. Therefore, one finds

ĊH = −9
2(g2

1 + 3g2
2)CH . (5.46)

ϕ6 ← D2ϕ4: The first contribution proportional to g4 from Eq. (4.2) is given by
[
Ċϕ6

]
abcdef

= − 6
6!

∑
σ({a,b,c,d,e,f})

[g4
1T

(1)
fheiT

(1)
dicg + g2

1g
2
2(T (1)

fheiT
(2)
dicg + T

(2)
fheiT

(1)
dicg) + g4

2T
(2)
fheiT

(2)
dicg]

×
[
CD2ϕ4

]
abgh

. (5.47)

The pieces proportional to g4
1, g2

1g
2
2, and g4

2 give, before symmetrization, the following
results

T
(1)
fheiT

(1)
dicg[CD2ϕ4 ]abgh = 1

128δde

[
CHDδabδcf + CHDΣI

abΣI
cf (5.48)

+16CH□

(
θh

afθ
h
bc + θh

acθ
h
bf

)]
,(

T
(1)
fheiT

(2)
dicg + T

(2)
fheiT

(1)
dicg

)
[CD2ϕ4 ]abgh = 1

64ΣI
de

[
CHD

(
δcf ΣI

ab + δabΣI
cf

)
(5.49)

+8CH□

(
θI

bfθ
h
ac + θI

afθ
h
bc + θI

bcθ
h
af + θI

acθ
h
bf

)]
,

T
(2)
fheiT

(2)
dicg[CD2ϕ4 ]abgh = 1

128
[
CHDδab

(
3δcfδde − 8θI

cfθ
I
de

)
(5.50)

+ δde

(
16CH□

(
θI

afθ
I
bc + θI

acθ
I
bf

)
+ CHDΣI

abΣI
cf

− 2CHDΣI
abΣI

cf

)
+ 2iθK

de

(
4iCHDθ

h
cf ΣK

ab

+ ϵJKLCHDΣL
abΣJ

cf + ϵIJK
(
16CH□

(
θI

afθ
J
bc + θJ

acθ
I
bf

)
+ ϵILM ϵJMNCHDΣL

abΣN
cf

))]
.

After symmetrizing the full expression, all terms involving at least one θh or θI matrix
vanish since they are antisymmetric. This in turn implies that all terms proportional to
CH□ vanish. After exploiting the identity in Eq. (A.8) the remaining contribution is given
by [

Ċϕ6

]
abcdef

= − 3
32CHD(g2

1 + g2
2)2δ(abδcdδef) , (5.51)

which yields
ĊH = −3

4CHD(g2
1 + g2

2)2 . (5.52)

On the other hand, the terms of this anomalous dimension that are proportional to λ2

and λg2 are affected by [ ˙̂
CD2ϕ4 ]abcd and [ĊD2ϕ4 ]abcd, reported in Eqs. (5.39) and (5.40),
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respectively. From Eq. (2.46) we then find
[
Cϕ6

]
abcdef

= 1
6!

1
3!

∑
σ({a,b,c,d,e,f})

λabcg

(1
3
[ ˙̂
CD2ϕ4

]
gdef

+
[
ĊD2ϕ4

]
gdef

)

=
[5

3λ(g2
2 + 6λ)CH□ + 1

8λ(3g2
1 − 9g2

2 − 8λ)CHD

]
δ(abδcdδef) . (5.53)

This contribution needs to be added to the one that can be obtained from Eq. (4.2). Its
RHS proportional to λ2 and λg2 reads

1
2

1
6!

∑
σ({a,b,c,d,e,f})

λghab

[
λihcd

[
CD2ϕ4

]
gief

+ 1
3λicde

([
CD2ϕ4

]
ihgf

+
[
CD2ϕ4

]
ighf
−
[
CD2ϕ4

]
hgif

)]

− 3
6!

∑
σ({a,b,c,d,e,f})

3∑
α=1

g2
αλabhiT

α
cidg

[
CD2ϕ4

]
ghef

=
[
λ2(−30CH□ + 7CHD) + 3

8λ(g2
1 + g2

2)CHD

]
δ(abδcdδef) . (5.54)

Therefore, summing the contributions in Eqs. (5.52), (5.53), and (5.54) leads to the anoma-
lous dimension

ĊH = −3
4(g2

1 + g2
2)2CHD − 16λ2(10CH□− 3CHD) + 40

3 λg
2
2CH□ + 6λ(g2

1 − g2
2)CHD . (5.55)

ϕ6 ← ϕ2F 2: First, let us focus on the contributions proportional to λg2. From Eq. (4.5)
one finds[

Ċϕ6

]
abcdef

= 2
6!

∑
σ({a,b,c,d,e,f})

λabcg(g2
1θ

h
dhθ

h
hg

1
2CHBδef + g1g2θ

I
dhθ

h
hg

1
2CHW BΣI

ef

+ g2
2θ

I
dhθ

I
hg

1
2CHW δef )

= λ

1440
∑

σ({a,b,c,d,e,f})
[(g2

1CHB + 3g2
2CHW )(δadδbc + δacδbd + δabδcd)δef

+ g1g2CHW B(ΣI
adδbc + δacΣI

bd + δabΣI
cd)ΣI

ef ]

= 3
2λ(g2

1CHB + 3g2
2CHW + g1g2CHW B)δ(abδcdδef) , (5.56)

where we used the identity in Eq. (A.8) to eliminate the dependence on the ΣI matrices.
Thus,

ĊH = 12λ(g2
1CHB + 3g2

2CHW + g1g2CHW B) . (5.57)
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Regarding the contributions proportional to g4, they are captured by the following piece
of Eq. (4.5):

[
Ċϕ6

]
abcdef

= −12
6!

∑
σ({a,b,c,d,e,f})

3∑
α=1

α∑
β=1

3∑
γ=1

gαgβg
2
γ Y

AαCγ
ce Y

BβCγ

df

[
Cϕ2F 2

]AαBβ

ab
. (5.58)

This yields

[
Ċϕ6

]
abcdef

= −12
6!

∑
σ({a,b,c,d,e,f})

[
g2

1
2 CHBδab(g2

1θ
h
cgθ

h
geθ

h
dhθ

h
hf + g2

2θ
h
cgθ

I
geθ

h
dhθ

I
hf ) (5.59)

+ g2
2
2 CHW δabδ

IJ(g2
1θ

I
cgθ

h
geθ

J
dhθ

h
hf + g2

2θ
I
cgθ

K
geθ

J
dhθ

K
hf )

+ g1g2
2 CHW BΣI

ab(g2
1θ

I
cgθ

h
geθ

h
dhθ

h
hf + g2

2θ
I
cgθ

J
geθ

h
dhθ

J
hf )
]

= −12
6!

∑
σ({a,b,c,d,e,f})

[
g2

1
32CHBδab(g2

1δceδdf + g2
2ΣI

ceΣI
df )

+ g2
2

32CHW δab(g2
1ΣI

ceΣI
df + g2

2(3δceδdf − 8θI
ceθ

I
df ))

+ g1g2
32 CHW BΣI

ab(g2
1ΣI

ceδdf + g2
2(δce + 2iϵIJKθK

ce)ΣJ
df )
]

= −3
8
[
g2

1(g2
1 + g2

2)CHB + g2
2(g2

1 + 3g2
2)CHW + g1g2(g2

1 + g2
2)CHW B

]
δ(abδcdδef) ,

where we used the identities in Eqs. (A.6), (A.7), and (A.8). The anomalous dimension of
CH is then

ĊH = −3
[
g2

1(g2
1 + g2

2)CHB + g2
2(g2

1 + 3g2
2)CHW + g1g2(g2

1 + g2
2)CHW B

]
. (5.60)

5.1.3 ϕ2F 2 class

The beta function for the operators in this class is given in Eq. (4.11). As can be seen,
the RGEs for the operators in this class receive contributions from themselves and the F 3

class. The associated Clebsch-Gordan coefficients are

[CHG]AB
ab = 1

2CHG δab δ
AB , [CHW ]IJ

ab = 1
2CHW δab δ

IJ , (5.61)

[CHB]ab = 1
2CHB δab , [CHW B]Iab = 1

2CHW B ΣI
ab , (5.62)

and similarly for the CP-odd counterparts[
C

HG̃

]AB

ab
= 1

2CHG̃
δab δ

AB ,
[
C

HW̃

]IJ

ab
= 1

2CHW̃
δab δ

IJ , (5.63)[
C

HB̃

]
ab

= 1
2CHB̃

δab ,
[
C

HW̃ B

]I
ab

= 1
2CHW̃ B

ΣI
ab . (5.64)
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ϕ2F 2 ← ϕ2F 2: We start from the running of the operators in the ϕ2F 2 class into
themselves. The corresponding anomalous dimension is given in Eq. (4.11), where the first
line leads to [

Ċϕ2F 2

]AαBβ

ab
=
[
λabcd + 2

∑
γ

g2
γT

γ
acdb

] [
Cϕ2F 2

]AαBβ

cd
. (5.65)

For the operators listed in Tab. 4 except OHW B and O
HW̃ B

, the λ-dependence can be
extracted using

λabcdδcd = 2(2 +N)λδab = 12δab , (5.66)

while for the case of OHW B and O
HW̃ B

we have

λabcdΣI
cd = 4λΣI

ab . (5.67)

Similarly, the part proportional to the gauge coupling is

2
∑

γ

g2
γT

γ
acdbδcd = 2g2

1θ
h
acθ

h
dbδcd + 2g2

2θ
I
acθ

I
dbδcd =

(1
2g

2
1 + 3

2g
2
2

)
δab , (5.68)

for the operators with the Clebsch-Gordan coefficients proportional to δab, while

2
∑

γ

g2
γT

γ
acdbΣ

I
cd = 2g2

1θ
h
acθ

h
dbΣI

cd + 2g2
2θ

J
acθ

J
dbΣI

cd =
(1

2g
2
1 −

1
2g

2
2

)
ΣI

ab , (5.69)

for the operators with the Clebsch-Gordan coefficients proportional to ΣI
ab. The second

and third line in Eq. (4.11)[
Ċϕ2F 2

]AαBβ

ab
= 2

∑
σ({Aα,Bβ}×{a,b})

∑
γ

gαgγ

[
δαγ

(
3Y AαCγ

ac − 2Y CγAα
ac

)
+ (1− δαγ)S−1

αβSγβY
AαCγ

ac

] [
Cϕ2F 2

]CγBβ

cb
, (5.70)

differ for each operator and we evaluate them next.

OHG: For this operator, all Y AB
ab are trivially zero since the Higgs is not charged un-

der SU(3)c. Therefore, combining Eqs. (5.66), (5.68), and the results for the collinear
anomalous dimensions γc,G and γc,H one finds

ĊHG =
(

12λ− 3
2g

2
1 −

9
2g

2
2 − 2b0,3g

2
3

)
CHG . (5.71)

OHW : In this case, the Clebsch-Gordan coefficient on the left-hand side in Eq. (5.70) has
two G2 adjoint indices such that α = β = 2. There are two options for the gauge factor
Gγ on the right-hand side, γ = 2 or γ = 1. Let us start with α = γ = 2 when only the first
line in Eq. (5.70) contributes. In this case, we have the following contribution

ĊHW δabδ
IJ = 2

∑
σ({I,J}×{a,b})

g2
2

1
4 CHW δabδ

IJ , (5.72)
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which results in
ĊHW = 2g2

2CHW . (5.73)

On the other hand, if α ̸= γ = 1, only the second line in Eq. (5.70) contributes as

ĊHW δabδ
IJ = 2

∑
σ({I,J}×{a,b})

g2g1 S−1
22 S12 θ

I
adθ

h
dcCHW BΣJ

cb

= 1
4g1g2

∑
σ({I,J}×{a,b})

δabδ
IJ , (5.74)

where we used θI
ad θ

h
dcΣJ

cb = 1
4δabδ

IJ and that S22 = 2, S12 = 1, as shown in Eq. (A.15).
Summing all contributions, together with the collinear anomalous dimensions γc,W and
γc,H one obtains

ĊHW =
(

12λ− 3
2g

2
1 −

5
2g

2
2 − 2 b0,2g

2
2

)
CHW + g1g2CHW B . (5.75)

OHB: This operator is analogous to the previous one, where now we have α = β = 1,
and the Clebsch-Gordan coefficient on the left-hand side of Eq. (5.70) carries no adjoint
indices. The sum over gauge factors γ includes two cases. First, when α = γ = 1, which
leads to

ĊHB δab = 2× 2
∑

σ({a,b})
g2

1
1
4 CHB δab . (5.76)

The additional factor of 2 comes from permuting A2 = I and B2 = J on the right-hand
side of Eq. (5.70) and we used θh

acθ
h
cb = δab/4. Similarly, if α ̸= γ = 2, one finds

ĊHB δab = 2× 2
∑

σ({a,b})
g1g2

1
2θ

h
adθ

I
dcCHW BΣI

cbCHB δab

= 3g1g2CHW Bδab , (5.77)

where we used θh
adθ

I
dcΣI

cb = 3
4δab. Summing all contributions, together with the collinear

anomalous dimensions γc,B and γc,H results in

ĊHB =
(

12λ+ 1
2g

2
1 − 2 b0,1g

2
1 −

9
2g

2
2

)
CHB + 3g1g2CHW B . (5.78)

OHW B: For this operator the associated Clebsch-Gordan coefficient has one G2 adjoint
index. Let us take α = 2 and β = 1. Again, let us start with the case γ = α = 2 in
Eq. (5.70), obtaining

ĊHW BΣI
ab = 2

∑
σ({a,b})

g2
2

(
3θI

adθ
J
dc − 2θJ

adθ
I
dc

)
CHW BΣJ

cb

= 11g2
2CHW BΣI

ab , (5.79)
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where we used
3θI

adθ
J
dcΣJ

cb − 2θJ
adθ

I
dcΣJ

cb = 11
4 ΣI

ab . (5.80)

For γ = 1 ̸= α one obtains

ĊHW BΣI
ab = 2

∑
σ({a,b})

g2g1S−1
21 S11θ

I
adθ

h
dcCHBδcb

= 2g1g2CHBΣI
ab . (5.81)

We now need to permute Aα and Bβ by taking α = 1 and β = 2. Likewise, let us first take
γ = α = 1, obtaining

ĊHW BΣI
ab = 2

∑
σ({a,b})

g2
1

(
3θh

adθ
h
dc − 2θh

adθ
h
dc

)
CHW BΣI

cb

= g2
1CHW BΣI

ab , (5.82)

where we used
3θh

adθ
h
dcΣI

cb − 2θh
adθ

h
dcΣI

cb = 1
4ΣI

ab . (5.83)

Finally, γ = 2 ̸= α leads to

ĊHW BΣI
ab = 2

∑
σ({a,b})

g1g2S−1
21 S22θ

h
adθ

J
dcCHW δcbδ

JI

= 2g1g2CHW ΣI
ab . (5.84)

Summing all contributions, together with the collinear anomalous dimensions γc,W , γc,B,
and γc,H , results in

ĊHW B =
(

4λ− 1
2g

2
1 − b0,1g

2
1 + 9

2g
2
2 − b0,2g

2
2

)
CHW B + 2g1g2CHB + 2g1g2CHW . (5.85)

ϕ2F 2 ← F 3: Next, we study the running of the ϕ2F 2 operators induced by the F 3 class.
Since the only scalar field in the SM is a color singlet, it is easy to see, using Eq. (4.13),
that the only running contributions arise from OW into OHW and OHW B.

OHW : For this operator, both adjoint indices correspond to SU(2)L and only the first
two lines of Eq. (4.13) contribute

1
2 ĊHW δabδ

IJ = 3
2 ig

3
2

∑
σ({I,J}×{a,b})

[
θL

bc

(
θI

aeθ
K
ec − 2θK

aeθ
I
ec

)
ϵJKLCW − iθK

acθ
L
cbϵ

JLM ϵIKMCW

]
= 3

2 ig
3
2

∑
σ({I,J}×{a,b})

[1
2

(
ϵIJKθK

ab −
3i
2 δabδ

IJ
)
− i

2
(
δabδ

IJ − iϵIJKθK
ab

)]
CW

= 3
2 ig

3
2

∑
σ({I,J}×{a,b})

−5i
4 CW δabδ

IJ . (5.86)
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One finds
ĊHW = 15g3

2CW , (5.87)

which agrees with the result in [7] up to a different convention for the sign used in the
covariant derivative. In the second line of Eq. (5.86) we explicitly write the results of the
first two terms in the first line obtained by repeated use of the identity in Eq. (A.8).

OHW B: In this case, there is only one adjoint index corresponding to the SU(2)L gauge
factor, such that only the last lines of Eq. (4.13) enters

1
2 ĊHW BΣI

ab = −3i
∑

σ({a,b})
g2

2g1θ
K
bcθ

h
aeθ

J
ecϵ

IJKCW

= −3ig1g
2
2
∑

σ({a,b})
−iθh

aeθ
I
ebCW , (5.88)

which results in
ĊHW B = −3g1g

2
2CW . (5.89)

Since the RGE formula for the CP-odd operators is the same, their running is also given
by the above results with the substitution F → F̃ .

5.1.4 F 3 class

F 3 ← F 3: The relevant RGEs for this sector are given in Eqs. (4.17) and (4.18). To
obtain the RGEs of the SMEFT WCs the following relation is used

FBαCαDαFα [CF 3 ]AαDαFα = C2(Gα) [CF 3 ]AαBαCα , (5.90)

where C2(Gα) is the quadratic Casimir of the adjoint representation. In combination with
the collinear anomalous dimensions in Eqs. (5.17) and (5.18) one finds

ĊG = 3(12− b0,3) g2
3 CG = g2

3 CG , (5.91)

ĊW = 3(8− b0,2) g2
2 CW = 5

2g
2
2 CW . (5.92)

The RGEs for the CP-violating operators are the same, and the result can be obtained by
replacing F → F̃ .

5.1.5 Gauge couplings and topological angles

The running of the gauge couplings induced by dimension-6 terms is computed in Eq. (4.33).
For each simple gauge group Gα (α = 1, 2, 3) of the SM, we obtain the same result

ġα = 4gα

(
−λv2δab

) 1
2CHXδab , (5.93)

where we used Eq. (5.11) and X = G,W,B. The results read

ġ3 = −4m2
H g3CHG , ġ2 = −4m2

H g2CHW , ġ1 = −4m2
H g1CHB . (5.94)
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We also used the Higgs boson mass defined as m2
H = 2λv2 and δaa = 4.

The running of the topological angles induced by dimension-six terms is computed in
Eq. (4.34). Again, for each SM gauge factor Gα (α = 1, 2, 3) one finds the same result

ϑ̇α = 32π2

g2
α

2
(
−λv2δab

) 1
2CHX̃

δab , (5.95)

where we used Eq. (5.11) and X = G,W,B. The results read

ϑ̇3 = −16π2 4m2
H

g2
3
C

HG̃
, ϑ̇2 = −16π2 4m2

H

g2
2
C

HW̃
, ϑ̇1 = −16π2 4m2

H

g2
1
C

HB̃
, (5.96)

after the theta terms are normalized such that Lϑα = ϑαg2
α

32π2 F
Aα
µν F̃

Aαµν for each simple gauge
group Gα.

5.1.6 Higgs quartic

ϕ4 ← ϕ6: The running of the Higgs quartic coupling induced by OH is computed in
Eq. (4.37), which gives

4!
4 λ̇δ(abδcd) = −6!

(
−λv2δef

)
× 1

8CHδ(abδcdδef) . (5.97)

We can use
δefδ(abδcdδef) = 4!

6!6(4 + δee)δ(abδcd) , (5.98)

which results in
λ̇ = 12m2

H CH . (5.99)

ϕ4 ← ϕ2F 2: Operators in the class ϕ2F 2 run into the scalar quartic coupling according
to Eq. (4.38). In SMEFT, the relevant operators are OHB, OHW , and OHW B. Applying
Eq. (4.38) for the case of OHB gives

4!
4 λ̇δ(abδcd) = −12

∑
σ({a,b,c,d})

(
−1

2m
2
Hδaf

)(
g2

1θ
h
bgθ

h
gf

1
2CHBδcd + g2

2θ
I
bgθ

J
gf

1
2CHW δcdδ

IJ
)

= 18m2
H (CHB + 3CHW ) δ(abδcd) , (5.100)

which gives
λ̇ = 3g2

1m
2
HCHB + 9g2

2m
2
HCHW . (5.101)

Similarly, the case of OHW B can be obtained as

4!
4 λ̇δ(abδcd) = −12

∑
σ({a,b,c,d})

g2g1

(
−1

2m
2
Hδae

)
θI

bfθ
h
fe

1
2CHW BΣI

cd

= 3
4g1g2m

2
HCHW B

∑
σ({a,b,c,d})

ΣI
abΣI

cd

= 3
4g1g2m

2
HCHW B 4! δ(abδcd) , (5.102)
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which finally gives
λ̇ = 3g1g2m

2
HCHW B . (5.103)

ϕ4 ← D2ϕ4: This anomalous dimension is reported in Eq. (4.39). The relevant piece of
the RHS of this equation is

−
∑

σ({a,b,c,d})

[
2m2

efλgfab

[
CD2ϕ4

]
egcd

+
(1

3m
2
efλgcab +m2

gcλefab

)([
CD2ϕ4

]
gfed

+
[
CD2ϕ4

]
gefd
−
[
CD2ϕ4

]
fegd

)

− 6
3∑

α=1
g2

αm
2
fgT

α
agbe

[
CD2ϕ4

]
efcd
− 4

3!λebcdm
2
fg

([
CD2ϕ4

]
feag
−
[
CD2ϕ4

]
fgae

)]

= m2
H

[
4λ (−26CH□ + 7CHD) + 3

2(g2
1 + g2

2)CHD

]
(δabδcd + δacδbd + δadδbc) . (5.104)

This contribution needs to be added to the one in Eq. (2.48) generated by [ ˙̃
CD2ϕ4 ]abcd and

[ĊD2ϕ4 ]abcd, which are reported in Eqs. (5.39) and (5.40), respectively:

−
∑

σ({a,b,c,d})
m2

ae

(1
3
[ ˙̃
CD2ϕ4

]
ebcd

+
[
ĊD2ϕ4

]
ebcd

)
(5.105)

= m2
H

[
4λ(10CH□ − CHD) + 3

2g
2
1CHD + 1

6g
2
2(40CH□ − 27CHD)

]
(δabδcd + δacδbd + δadδbc) .

By summing Eqs. (5.104) and (5.105) one obtains λ̇abcd, which gives

λ̇ = 1
6m

2
H

[
4
(
5g2

2 − 48λ
)
CH□ + 9

(
g2

1 − g2
2 + 8λ

)
CHD

]
. (5.106)

5.1.7 Higgs mass

The running of the Higgs mass m2
H only receives contributions from D2ϕ4-class operators.

The corresponding anomalous dimension is reported in Eq. (4.48), which gives

−1
2

˙(m2
H)δab = −

∑
σ({a,b})

[
2m2

cdm
2
ed

[
CD2ϕ4

]
ceab

+ 2m2
cdm

2
ea

([
CD2ϕ4

]
edcb

+
[
CD2ϕ4

]
ecdb
−
[
CD2ϕ4

]
dceb

)
− 4m2

cbm
2
de

([
CD2ϕ4

]
dcae
−
[
CD2ϕ4

]
deac

) ]
= m4

H (2CH□ − CHD) δab , (5.107)

and therefore one finds
˙(m2
H) = m4

H (−4CH□ + 2CHD) . (5.108)
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5.2 CP-violating ALP — SMEFT interference

Models that involve axion-like particles (ALPs) are well-motivated extensions of the SM
with a light scalar gauge singlet. ALPs have the potential to solve the strong CP problem
[84–86] and arise naturally in various extensions of the SM [87–92]. In this subsection, we
will derive the RGEs resulting from a CP-violating ALP field a that couples to the SM.
The corresponding bosonic Lagrangian up to dimension-5 reads [93–95]

LALP = 1
2(∂µa)(∂µa)− 1

2m
2a2 + CaG aG

A
µνG

A µν + C
aG̃
aGA

µνG̃
A µν (5.109)

+ CaW aW I
µνW

I µν + C
aW̃

aW I
µνW̃

I µν + CaB aBµνB
µν + C

aB̃
aBµνB̃

µν ,

where we also allow for couplings of the ALP to CP-even operators.7

5.2.1 D2ϕ4 class

Since the ALP is a gauge singlet, we are interested only in the following contractions from
the RHS of Eq. (4.10)

− 4
3

3∑
α=1

α∑
γ=1

γ∑
β=1

gαgβ

(
θAα

ad θ
Bβ

bc + θAα
ac θ

Bβ

bd

)
×
([
CϕF 2

]AαCγ

e

[
CϕF 2

]BβCγ

e
+
[
C

ϕF̃ 2

]AαCγ

e

[
C

ϕF̃ 2

]BβCγ

e

)
= −4

3g
2
1

(
θh

adθ
h
bc + θh

acθ
h
bd

) (
C2

aB + C2
aB̃

)
− 4

3g
2
2

(
θI

adθ
I
bc + θI

acθ
I
bd

) (
C2

aW + C2
aW̃

)
= −1

3g
2
1

(
δacδbd + δadδbc − δabδcd − ΣI

abΣI
cd

) (
C2

aB + C2
aB̃

)
+ 1

3g
2
2 (2δabδcd − δacδbd − δadδbc)

(
C2

aW + C2
aW̃

)
. (5.110)

From this expression one can obtain the running of both CH□ and CHD, but also [ ˙̃
CD2ϕ4 ]abcd

and [ĊD2ϕ4 ]abcd:

ĊH□ = 2
3 g

2
1

(
C2

aB + C2
aB̃

)
+ 2 g2

2

(
C2

aW + C2
aW̃

)
, (5.111)

ĊHD = 8
3 g

2
1

(
C2

aB + C2
aB̃

)
, (5.112)[ ˙̃

CD2ϕ4

]
abcd

= 2
3 g

2
2

(
C2

aW + C2
aW̃

)
(δacδbd + δadδbc + δabδcd) , (5.113)[

ĊD2ϕ4

]
abcd

= 0 . (5.114)

These last two expressions modify the RGEs corresponding to CH and λ, as induced by
the ALP interactions with gauge bosons.

7The same Lagrangian can also be adopted for generic CP-even and CP-odd scalars. Their distinction
from axion-like particles and possible ways to discriminate them have been discussed in [96].
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5.2.2 ϕ6 class

The only ALP contribution to the running of CH results from the term[
Cϕ6

]
abcdef

= 1
6!

∑
σ({a,b,c,d,e,f})

1
3!λabcg

(1
3
[ ˙̃
CD2ϕ4

]
gdef

+
[
ĊD2ϕ4

]
gdef

)
, (5.115)

where [ ˙̃
CD2ϕ4 ]abcd is provided in Eq. (5.113), while [ĊD2ϕ4 ]abcd is vanishing. The explicit

calculation yields
ĊH = 16

3 λ g2
2

(
C2

aW + C2
aW̃

)
. (5.116)

5.2.3 ϕ2F 2 class

The anomalous dimensions of the SMEFT parity-even ϕ2F 2-class, induced by pairs of
ALP interactions, are determined by the term in Eq. (4.15) for which the ALP index is
contracted among products of CϕF 2 or C

ϕF̃ 2 WCs:

[
Ċϕ2F 2

]AαBβ

ab
= 1

2S
−1
αβ

∑
σ({Aα,Bβ}×{a,b})

3∑
γ=1

3∑
δ=1
SαγSβδgγgδY

CγDδ

ab

( [
CϕF 2

]AαCγ

c

[
CϕF 2

]BβDδ

c

−
[
C

ϕF̃ 2

]AαCγ

c

[
C

ϕF̃ 2

]BβDδ

c

)
, (5.117)

where a, b are Higgs boson indices and c denotes the ALP index. This expression implies
ĊHG = 0 since the Higgs boson is a SU(3)c singlet. For ĊHB one finds

1
2 ĊHBδab = 2

∑
σ({a,b})

g2
1θ

h
adθ

h
db

(
C2

aB − C2
aB̃

)
= g2

1δab

(
C2

aB − C2
aB̃

)
, (5.118)

and therefore

ĊHB = 2 g2
1

(
C2

aB − C2
aB̃

)
. (5.119)

Similarly, for ĊHW one finds

1
2 ĊHW δabδ

IJ =
∑

σ({I,J}×{a,b})
g2

2θ
K
adθ

L
db

(
C2

aW − C2
aW̃

)
δIKδJL

=
∑

σ({I,J}×{a,b})
g2

2

(1
4δabδ

IJ + i

2ϵ
IJKθK

ab

)(
C2

aW − C2
aW̃

)
= g2

2δabδ
IJ
(
C2

aW − C2
aW̃

)
, (5.120)

which implies
ĊHW = 2 g2

2

(
C2

aW − C2
aW̃

)
. (5.121)
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Finally, the expression for ĊHW B is

1
2 ĊHW BΣI

ab = 4
∑

σ({a,b})
g1g2θ

h
adθ

I
db

(
CaBCaW − CaB̃

C
aW̃

)
= 2g1g2ΣI

ab

(
CaBCaW − CaB̃

C
aW̃

)
, (5.122)

where we used θhθI = 1
4ΣI , implying

ĊHW B = 4 g1 g2
(
CaBCaW − CaB̃

C
aW̃

)
. (5.123)

Similarly, for the RGEs associated with the parity-odd WCs, the relevant term from
Eq. (4.16) is

[
Ċ

ϕ2F̃ 2

]AαBβ

ab
= 1

2S
−1
αβ

∑
σ({Aα,Bβ}×{a,b})

3∑
γ=1

3∑
δ=1
SαγSβδgγgδY

CγDδ

ab

( [
CϕF 2

]AαCγ

c

[
C

ϕF̃ 2

]BβDδ

c

+
[
C

ϕF̃ 2

]AαCγ

c

[
CϕF 2

]BβDδ

c

)
. (5.124)

After performing the same group algebra as before, one obtains the following anomalous
dimensions:

Ċ
HB̃

= 4 g2
1 CaB CaB̃

, Ċ
HW̃

= 4 g2
2 CaW C

aW̃
, Ċ

HG̃
= 0 , (5.125)

Ċ
HW̃ B

= 4 g1 g2
(
C

aB̃
CaW + CaBCaW̃

)
. (5.126)

These results are a generalization of those obtained in [97] and many RGEs are new, to
the best of our knowledge.

5.2.4 F 3 class

The anomalous dimensions of the SMEFT CX WCs, with X = G,W , induced by pairs of
ALP interactions can be derived from Eq. (4.19):

ĊXf
AαBαCα = −8

3gα

(
C2

aX − C2
aX̃

) [
fCαDαEαδAαDαδBαEα + fBαDαEαδCαDαδAαEα

+fAαDαEαδBαDαδCαEα

]
= −8gα

(
C2

aX − C2
aX̃

)
fAαBαCα , (5.127)

which implies

ĊG = −8 g3
(
C2

aG − C2
aG̃

)
, ĊW = −8 g2

(
C2

aW − C2
aW̃

)
. (5.128)

These results are in agreement with those found in [46, 97]. Similarly, using Eq. (4.20) the
running of the parity-odd WCs C

X̃
is given by:

Ċ
G̃

= −16 g3CaGCaG̃
, Ċ

W̃
= −16 g2CaW C

aW̃
, (5.129)
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which agrees with the results found in [46, 98].

5.2.5 Gauge couplings and topological angles

From Eq. (4.35) and (4.36) the running of the gauge couplings and topological angles is
given as follows:

ġ1 = 8 g1m
2
(
C2

aB − C2
aB̃

)
, ϑ̇1 = 32π2

g2
1

8m2CaB CaB̃
, (5.130)

ġ2 = 8 g2m
2
(
C2

aW − C2
aW̃

)
, ϑ̇2 = 32π2

g2
2

8m2CaW C
aW̃

, (5.131)

ġ3 = 8 g3m
2
(
C2

aG − C2
aG̃

)
, ϑ̇3 = 32π2

g2
3

8m2CaGCaG̃
. (5.132)

5.2.6 Higgs quartic

The running of the Higgs quartic coupling only receives a contribution proportional to
[ ˙̃
CD2ϕ4 ]abcd, given in Eq. (5.113):

λ̇abcd = −
∑

σ({a,b,c,d})
m2

ae

(1
3
[ ˙̃
CD2ϕ4

]
bcde

+
[
ĊD2ϕ4

]
bcde

)
= 8g2

2m
2
H

(
C2

aW + C2
aW̃

)
δ(abδcd) ,

(5.133)

which implies
λ̇ = 4

3 g
2
2 m

2
H

(
C2

aW + C2
aW̃

)
. (5.134)

This agrees with Eq. (4.5) in [97], up to a sign.

5.2.7 ALP mass

Furthermore, from Eq. (4.49) one finds the running of the ALP mass m2:

˙(m2) = 8m4
(
C2

aB + C2
aB̃

+ 3C2
aW + 3C2

aW̃
+ 8C2

aG + 8C2
aG̃

)
. (5.135)

5.3 O(n) EFT

Finally, we consider the O(n) scalar EFT. This theory includes n real scalar gauge singlets
and is invariant under global O(n) transformations. We consider the following dimension-
six Lagrangian 8

LO(n) = 1
2(∂µϕ) · (∂µϕ)− 1

2m
2ϕ ·ϕ− λ4 (ϕ ·ϕ)2 +CEϕ ·ϕ(∂µϕ) · (∂µϕ) +C1(ϕ ·ϕ)3 . (5.136)

The renormalizable couplings of the general EFT are given by

m2
ab = m2 δab , λabcd = 4!

4 λ δ(abδcd) , (5.137)

8The operator (ϕ · ∂µϕ)(ϕ · ∂µϕ) is neglected since it is redundant.
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while the WCs read[
CD2ϕ4

]
abcd

= CE δabδcd ,
[
Cϕ6

]
abcdef

= C1 δ(abδcdδef) . (5.138)

In the following, we derive the RGEs of this theory, finding full agreement with the one-loop
results in [30, 99].

ϕ6 ← ϕ6: This anomalous dimension can be derived from Eq. (4.1)
[
Ċϕ6

]
abcdef

= 1
2!4!

∑
σ({a,b,c,d,e,f})

λefgh

[
Cϕ6

]
abcdgh

= 6λ(14 + n)C1δ(abδcdδef) , (5.139)

where we exploited the identity in Eq. (5.43). Hence, one finds

Ċ1 = 6λ (14 + n)C1 . (5.140)

ϕ4 ← ϕ6: From Eq. (4.37) one finds

λ̇abcd = −6!m2C1 δefδ(abδcdδef) = −144(4 + n)m2C1δ(abδcd) , (5.141)

and therefore
λ̇ = −24 (4 + n)m2C1 . (5.142)

D2ϕ4 ← D2ϕ4: From the RHS of Eq. (4.8) one finds

−1
2

∑
σ({a,b}×{c,d})

λefcdCE (δebδaf − δefδab) = 4λCE [(1 + n)δabδcd− δadδbc− δacδbd] . (5.143)

This expression allows us to extract the running for both CE and [C̃D2ϕ4 ]abcd. For the
former, one can apply the substitution δadδbc + δacδbd → −δabδcd, which implies

ĊE = 4λ (2 + n)CE . (5.144)

The latter running is obtained by subtracting ĊEδabδcd from Eq. (5.143):[ ˙̃
CD2ϕ4

]
abcd

= 4λCE [(1 + n)δabδcd − δadδbc − δacδbd]− ĊEδabδcd

= −4λCE(δabδcd + δadδbc + δacδbd) . (5.145)

On the other hand [ĊD2ϕ4 ]abcd vanishes.

ϕ6 ← D2ϕ4: Using Eqs. (4.2) and (5.145) to compute the running of C1 induced by CE

one finds:[
Ċϕ6

]
abcdef

= 1
6!

∑
σ({a,b,c,d,e,f})

[ 1
3!λabcg

1
3
[ ˙̃
CD2ϕ4

]
gdef

+ 1
2λghabλihcdCEδgiδef
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+ 1
6λghabλicdeCE (δihδgf + δigδhf − δhgδif )

]
= 20λ2CEδ(abδcdδef) , (5.146)

and therefore
Ċ1 = 20λ2CE . (5.147)

ϕ4 ← D2ϕ4: Also for this anomalous dimension, one can exploit both Eqs. (4.39) and
(5.145):

λ̇abcd = −
∑

σ({a,b,c,d})

[
m2

ae

1
3
[ ˙̃
CD2ϕ4

]
bcde

+ 2m2
efλgfabCEδegδcd

+
(1

3m
2
efλgcab +m2

gcλefab

)
CE (δgfδed + δgeδfd − δfeδgd)

− 4
3!λebcdm

2
fgCE (δfeδag − δfgδae)

]
= −96λm2(3 + n)CEδ(abδcd) , (5.148)

which leads to
λ̇ = −16λm2 (3 + n)CE . (5.149)

ϕ2 ← D2ϕ4: The running of the mass induced by CE is obtained from Eq. (4.48):

˙(m2)ab = −2CE

∑
σ({a,b})

[
m2

cdm
2
edδceδab +m2

cdm
2
ae(δedδbc + δecδbd − δcdδbe)

− 2m2
bcm

2
de (δcdδae − δdeδac)

]
= −8nm4CEδab , (5.150)

which gives
˙(m2) = −8nm4CE . (5.151)

6 Conclusions and outlook

In this article we have constructed the physical basis of a general gauge EFT up to mass di-
mension six, using on-shell methods. For this general theory, we have derived the complete
set of one-loop RGEs, where mixing effects between operators of different mass dimensions
were taken into account. To demonstrate the utility of these results, we reproduced the
complete one-loop bosonic RGEs of the SMEFT. Furthermore, we used our findings to
derive results from specific theories such as the O(n) scalar theory, as well as the SMEFT
extended by an axion-like particle, finding agreement with the results in the literature.

The derived results for our generic effective gauge theory open up, for instance, the
possibility for systematic phenomenological investigations of light-particle extensions of the
SM. When such new degrees of freedom are incorporated into the EFT framework, our re-
sults allow to compute the corresponding RGE effects. Notably, we show this for the case
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of axion-like particles with CP-violating interactions, by computing their effects on the
SMEFT RGEs which, to the best of our knowledge, have never been derived before. Ad-
ditionally, the framework can be extended to include new gauge groups, such as additional
U(1) symmetries, which could mix with U(1)Y and lead to non-trivial phenomenological
consequences.

Using a generic EFT has highlighted the advantage of performing such general com-
putations, as opposed to working in specific models. One clear benefit is that the RGE
for a given class of operators needs to be computed only once. For example, in the case of
ϕ2F 2 ← ϕ2F 2 the running of four SMEFT Wilson coefficients can be inferred at once, after
the term [Cϕ2F 2 ]AαBβ

ab is decomposed into the corresponding Clebsch-Gordan coefficients.
Once the complete one-loop anomalous dimension matrix including fermions is known

[100], we plan to implement a software containing our results, which allows to perform group
theory calculations automatically, like for instance GroupMath [101]. Such a software will
then allow for a complete streamlining of one-loop RGE calculations for gauge theories.

Our findings have primarily been obtained using on-shell, unitarity-based methods.
As emphasized in the literature, this method offers the advantage of reusing the same
amplitudes to determine multiple anomalous dimensions. Furthermore, the amplitudes we
derived will also serve as building blocks for calculating two-loop anomalous dimensions, a
goal we plan to pursue in the future.
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Note added

While finishing this work, the articles [33, 34] which overlap with our study were posted on
arXiv. However, our approach differs methodologically as we employ on-shell techniques
and a geometric framework, whereas the cited works utilize a diagrammatic approach and
functional methods.
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A Conventions and definitions

In the following, we report a set of conventions and definitions used in this work.

A.1 Collinear anomalous dimensions

The collinear anomalous dimensions for the vector and scalar fields have been computed
within the method of form factors, by using as an operator the UV protected stress-energy
tensor [37, 40, 44, 46, 102]. They are respectively given by

γAαBα
c,v = −g2

α [b0,α]AαBα , γab
c,s = −4

NG∑
α=1

g2
α [C2(Rα)]aαbα

, (A.1)

where
[b0,α]AαBα = 11

3 [C2(Gα)]AαBα − 1
6 [S2(Rα)]AαBα , (A.2)

is the one-loop β-function coefficient of the gauge coupling gα and

[C2(Gα)]AαBα = fAαCαDαfBαCαDα , (A.3)

[S2(Rα)]AαBα = Tr
(
θAαθBα

)
, (A.4)

[C2(Rα)]aαbα
= θAα

aαcα
θAα

cαbα
, (A.5)

respectively define the quadratic Casimir of the adjoint representation of Gα, C2(Gα), the
Dynkin index of the representation Rα, S2(Rα), and its quadratic Casimir C2(Rα).

A.2 Matrix identities

The matrix identities used for the SMEFT cross-check are:

θhΣI = θI , θhθI = 1
4ΣI , θIΣJ = δIJθh + i

2ϵ
IJKΣK , (A.6)

θIθJ = 1
4δ

IJ1 + i

2ϵ
IJKθK , ΣIΣJ = δIJ1 + 2iϵIJKθK , (A.7)

ΣI
abΣI

cd + ΣI
acΣI

bd + ΣI
adΣI

bc = δabδcd + δacδbd + δadδbc , (A.8)

θh
acθ

h
bd + θh

adθ
h
bc = 1

4
(
δacδbd + δadδbc − δabδcd − ΣI

abΣI
cd

)
, (A.9)

θI
acθ

I
bd + θI

adθ
I
bc = −1

4 (2δabδcd − δacδbd − δadδbc) , (A.10)

θh
adθ

h
bc + 2θh

acθ
h
bd + θh

abθ
h
cd = 1

2 (δadδbc − δabδcd) + 1
4
(
ΣI

adΣI
bc − ΣI

abΣI
cd

)
, (A.11)

θI
adθ

I
bc + 2θI

acθ
I
bd + θI

abθ
I
cd = 3

4 (δadδbc − δabδcd) , (A.12)

θI
abθ

I
cd = −3

8(δacδbd − δadδbc)−
1
2(θI

acθ
I
bd − θI

adθ
I
bc) , (A.13)

θh
abθ

h
cd = −1

2δacδbd + 1
4
(
ΣI

abΣI
cd + ΣI

adΣI
bc

)
+ θh

adθ
h
bc . (A.14)

The matrices θh, θI , and ΣI are defined in Eqs. (5.8) and (5.16).
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A.3 Symmetry factors

To simplify the notation of the RGEs we introduce generalized symmetry factors. The
following notation is adopted:

Si1...in =
Ni1...in∏

ℓ=1
kℓ! , (A.15)

where Ni1...in is the number of distinct indices in I = {i1, . . . , in}. Here, kℓ denotes the
cardinality of the ℓ-th subset of I containing identical indices. Hence,

Ni1...in∑
ℓ=1

kℓ = n . (A.16)

Therefore, for n = 2 and n = 3 one finds

Sij =

1 if i ̸= j ,

2 if i = j ,
Sijk =


1 if i ̸= j ∧ j ̸= k ∧ k ̸= i ,

2 if i = j ̸= k ∨ k = i ̸= j ∨ j = k ̸= i ,

6 if i = j = k ,

(A.17)

respectively.
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