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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.
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1 Introduction

Anomalous Dimension Matrices (ADMs) play a key role in Effective Field Theories (EFTSs).
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 u, 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/e-poles of the corresponding Feynman diagrams, regularized in d = 4 — 2¢ 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].! 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].> 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/A?) in the power counting, where
A 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.

'Many 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].



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
Lepr = LY +£O) 4 £O) (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 ¢, and gauge fields with field strengths F) lf‘;f is given by

Ng Ng Ng Ng

1 , . a1
£ — _ 1 Z Z gAaBﬁpﬁlaFBﬁﬂ + Z Z é‘AaBBF/ﬁ/aFBB“ + inab(Duﬁs)a(D”(ﬁ)b
a=1 =1 a=1p=1
m2 h(z c )\a C
— A~ tadn — a5 Gadede — " Gadreda (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



by an index a € {1,...,N¢g}. Hence, the direct product of all considered gauge groups
determines the full gauge group G of the theory

G=]] Ge- (2.3)

On the other hand, A,, Ba,... € {1,...,dimG,} are indices of the adjoint representation
of the gauge group G,, while aq,bq,... € {1,...,dim R,} span the dimension of the G-
representation R, of the real scalar field, which can be reducible. With a,b,... we denote
the collection of N¢ indices {aq}, {ba},-.. 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?

Ng
(Dpd)a = Oudba —i Y gaAlte 0520y, (2.4)
a=1
Fie = 0,A0 — 9, Al + go fAeBaCe gBa ACe (2.5)
~ 1 o
F/ﬁﬁ = EﬁuupaFAap ) (2.6)

with the gauge couplings g, and structure constants fAe«BaCe and where we have

Ao _ Aa
05 = Oarby -+ Oan_ 160105, %, Oaat1bats - -+ O

(2.7)

aNGbNG .

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

(042, 9Ba] = j fAaBaCagCa (2.8)

For convenience, the following definitions are introduced

Ao nAa
(%cd = eab ecd ) (29)

AaB Aa B
Yab = aac ecbﬁ ) (210)
FAaBaCaDa — anBaEafcaDaEOt , (211)

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

- 9. a2
gAeBs = §,g64Bs | £AaBs — 73;79350[55%36 (2.12)

0123 _

3We use the convention € —e€o123 = 1.



where A, and Bg are adjoint indices of non-Abelian gauge factors within the gauge group
G in Eq. (2.3), and we normalised the topological angle ¥, in a canonical way using
g*/32n% [d*z F F € 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 g, to a matrix-valued coupling g5, Consequently, in scenarios
involving U(1) mixing, the results presented in Sec. 4 can be generalized via the following
substitution
Ng
gabe = Y gAeBaghs. (2.13)
p=1

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 A and X as

Pas = puT(l;d = A - (214)

Here, 7# = (1,7) with the Pauli matrices 7, and the spinors A, and A% 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 *
(i5) = X Nja = caphi®N;® = —(ji), (2.15)
[id] = NiaX® = —eqphi®N7 = —ji]. (2.16)

The Mandelstam invariants can then be expressed as
sij = 2p; - p;j = (ij)[ji] - (2.17)
Additionally, for real momenta, square and angle products are related via
(ij) = )" (2.18)

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

M =C; x K, (2.19)

where C; denotes the Wilson coefficient (WC) associated to the operator O;, and K; is
a kinematic polynomial, KC; = K;({(ij),[ij]}). The mass dimension of K; is fixed by the

4We use the convention €'? = ¢!2 = —¢15 = —€i5 = 1.



properties of the operator O;:
K] = [O:] — £(0;) > 0. (2.20)

Here, ¢(O;) 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,
Y1 pi = 0, or Schouten identities

(i7) (k) + (ki) (jE) + (jk)(i€) = 0, (2.21)
[i4][k€) + [kd][¢] + [jK][if] = 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 {hi, ho, hs} are fixed, they are uniquely determined by Poincaré invariance,
locality, and dimensional analysis [76]:

Chy (12)%3(23)1(31)*2 if h h hs <0,
M(1hr, g gy — i EIPETEE A+ he 4 s (2:23)
Ca [12]78[23)7*1[31]7%2 if hy + ho + h3 > 0,
with
a; =hy —hg —hs, az =hy —hg —hy, az =hs —hy — hz, (2.24)
and Cp and Cj are arbitrary coefficients with mass-dimension given by
[Cul=1+h1+ha+hs, [CAl=1—hi—hy—hs. (2.25)

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

o For dimension-5 operators, where we have [[C;] =5 — ¢

i):

(O
=5 = Ki={1 —  Oi={d1o2ds0uds,  (2:26)
ti=4 = K= {(12> = 0= {¢1L Yar ¢3 P, (2.27)
2
fi =3 — ICz = <12> — OZ = FlL FZL ¢3’ (2.28)
(12)(13) Fiporvsr .
« For dimension-6 operators [KC;] = 6 — £(O;):
=6 — K={1 — Oi={1da0s0ad505,  (2:29)
bi=5 = K;= {(12> = 0, = {7/)1L VoL ¢34 @5, (2.30)



Name| Operator Symmetry Form factor
O | Batrdctade | [Coslabede = [Cos)(abeae) Fyo(La, 2 3c,4a,5¢) = 5! [Cs |
v AaBﬁ (AaBg) _ _ AaBB
Opr |GaF i PP 1| [Copa] " = [Cypa] Fype (10:23,.35,) = —Sag [Cor] " (237
- AuB (AaBg) o AaBg
Ao T7Bg pv _ B _ _ B N _ _ ‘ 2
Opin |Pabur £727 [CasFQ]a _[ ¢F2]a Fo,(la:24,:35,) = ~i5ap [%F?]a (23)

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

(12)? Fip For, ¢3 ¢4,
(12)(13) Fipdarvsr ¢a,
bi=4 — K= (12)(34) . 0= Y1 Yor 3L Yar (2.31)
(12)[34] 1L YorL Y3rYar,
(12)[23] V1L Dd2Y3p ¢a,
(12)[12] D1 Do g3 s .
=3 = Ki={12@3)13) = O={FLFF. (2.32)

The scalar and fermion fields are denoted with ¢ and v, 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:

Ng «
(0 -3 Y

a=1 =1

+ [C¢5} abede GaPbPcPdPe 5

HC¢F2};4QB[3 ¢aFlﬁaFBﬁ 4+ [C{MFQ}ZXQB[R QﬁaFﬁaﬁ‘Bﬁ Hy

(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.



Name Operator Symmetry

Ogo GaPoPcPaPe P [Cyslabedes = [Cgs)(abeder)

Op2¢1 | (Dpd)a(D*d)pdcba|  [Cp2g2labed = [Cp262](ab)ed = [CD262]ab(cd)

Ao Bg

]A aBp [Cd)?Fz} -

] A B/j)

O¢2F2 (bad)bF:lua FBsuv [C¢2F2 [C¢2F2

A ,vBﬁ uw AQBﬁ (AaBﬁ) AQBﬁ
O¢2f2 (ba(ﬁwaj"F [Cd)zfz} = [ngzfz} ab = [C¢2F2}

ab (ab)
Ops | FlevEParpCap [Cpa]AeBaCe = [Cps)AaBaCel
~ AyB.Cq [AaBaCq)
OfS Flfa VFVBa PFpCa © |:Cf3:| = |:CIA7‘/31|

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

Ng « ~
SRPIPD [Conre] ™" dutn il PP 4 [C ] 17 dutn iy PP
a= 1

+ [C } abede f¢“¢b¢c¢d¢e¢f + [CD%‘*} ( u¢)a(D“¢)b¢c¢d

+ Z { A BaCa FAQ v Ba PFCau + {C’~ }A‘IBQC&

Fiev FBeppCe #} . (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 [Op2gt]abed = (Dpd)a(DH@)yPepa, some comments are in order.
First, we define the following combination of WCs which is present in the corresponding
form factor

[6D2¢4]abcd - [CD2¢4]abcd + {CD%ALLd {CD ¢4L dbe [CD2¢4}bcad ' (2.35)

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



Name

Form factor

Op2g
O¢2F2

H2F?

Ops

73

Fys(1a,2p, 3¢, 44, 5e, 65) = 6! [C¢6}abcdef

Fp2ga(la,2p,3c,4a) = —2 ([am&} W th {CA'D%%} y 813)

cd
Fope (1a,20,37 145 ) = —28us [Cepz] 2757 (342
¢2F25( ay b73Aa’ B/g) - — af [ ¢2F2}ab <3 >

AaBs

F ¢2§2:|ab

o, (10: 2035 1 45,) = ~2i8. [c (34)2

Frs(14,:25,.35,) = —3iv2[Cra] 7 (12)(23)(31)

AaBaCq
Fr,(135,,25,.30,) = 32 [0;3] (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 S, are defined in App. A.3.

metric defined on the scalar manifold,” and hence has the following symmetry properties

[6D2¢4]abcd - [éD2¢4]badc - [6D2¢4]adcb - [6D2¢4Lbad ’

[6D2¢4Lbcd + [GD%“Lcdb + {6D2¢4}adbc =0

Second, using integration by parts one finds

[0D2¢4Lbcd * [OD2¢4Ldbc * [0D2¢’4Lcdb - [RD2¢4Lbcd ’

and

[OD2¢4Lbcd B [OD2¢4Ldab - _% ([RD2¢4]abcd + {RD2¢4}bacd

where we defined

- {RDQQ%}cabd - [RDQ&LWC) :

[Ro2t],,, = (OD)adsdeda-

In particular, Eq. (2.38) implies

1

{ODZ‘VL} (abed) 3 {RDQ‘A

(abed)

(2.36)
(2.37)

(2.38)

(2.39)

(2.40)

(2.41)

5More precisely, for a metric given by Jab (@) = dap + 2[CD2¢4]ade¢c¢d, the Riemann tensor Rapeq is

proportional to [Cp2ga]acbd = [Cp2galachd + [Cp2gp]bdac — [Cp2pt]adbe — [Cp2pt]bead-



From the equation of motion

1 1
(0¢)a = —ta —m2, b — Ehabc Ppde — gkabcd OpPcda (2.42)

it follows that Rp244 is a redundant operator that can be written as a linear combination
of Ogs, Ogs, Opa, and Oys. Hence, if Rp244 is generated at the loop level, it affects the
running of Cys, Cys, A, and h. In particular, if we decompose [Cp24t]abea as

{CD%“Lbcd - é ( [CD2¢4Lbc [GD%“chd) + [éD%“Lbcd + [€D2¢4]ab0d - (243)

with

[CDW‘} [ D2 }(abcd) ’ (2.44)
{6 Lbcd % {CD2¢4Lbcd_ {CD2¢4}cdab) ’ (2.45)
one finds

|:C¢6i|abcdef =...+ é% e b% " Aabeg (; [5D2¢4}gdef + [OD2¢4]gdef) , (2.46)
[Co) =+ 513 b (56000 0 + [Cpo],) - (24D
Mabea = . — S mi (; [5D2¢4Lb0d+ [CD%‘*Lbcd) : (2.48)

o({a,b,c,d})
ilabc =...— Z tq (il)) [5D2¢4]dabc + [C’D2¢4}dabc> . (2.49)

o({a,b,c})

The reason for presenting the above equations is that we have computed the running of
Op24+ into operators consisting solely of scalar fields, denoted as Ogn 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 ¢" < D?¢* 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.



3 Review of the method

The on-shell method to compute RGEs is rooted in the non-perturbative relation [37]
e mPpr = SFY, (3.1)

which involves the S-matrix S = 1 4 iM, the dilatation operator D = >, py - 9/0py. as
well as form factors associated to local and gauge-invariant operators

Fi(1; q) = (1i]0i(9)[0) , (3.2)

where (7i| 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

9P
<5UM8 + a4 80 - 51]71 IR + 51]598 ) = 0 (33)

where g are the couplings of the renormalizable Lagrangian, and

denotes the S-functions of the WCs of the EFT Lagrangian Lgpr = Y, C;O;/ AlOi=4 The
infrared anomalous dimension ~; 1r 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, 7., depend only on the external
fields associated with the operator ;. Their expressions for scalar and vector fields are
reported in App. A.1.

In the massless limit, Egs. (3.1) and (3.3) can be combined and expanded at the one-
]

(
loop order to give the master formulae [45

1 1 9
(Vi — 0i7iR) Filx = ——(MEFj)]., YiejkFils = —= 5—| (MF}), (3.5)
T T Ock |4
for a single and double operator insertion, respectively. The symbol “x” 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

(ME;)( Z > [ dLIPS; Y Fi(a™ g2 k41, o n)M(®, . ke ")
k=2 {xy} ha,ha
(3.6)
where M(7i;m) = (7i|M|m), and dLIPSs 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].

~10 -



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

W)= (L)) G)-wt= (B 6) e
Ay 1422\ —21 X/ Ay 1422\ —-21 Xy '

such that p; + p, = pa + pp, and, accordingly,

1 dz dz
/ dLIPS; = ‘m{ ?/ Sk (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 Oy2 2 defined in
Tab. 2.

Example: ¢p?F? < ¢2F?

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

1, 34,
— T (’Y¢2F2<_¢2F2 — ’}/¢2F27IR> \il —
2y ip,
1, T 32 3, R 1,
. @ « TeY a / | . ;
N | s 1 N ,
dap Z ’ ] + ’ |
P G o
hy ' —hy . A= e
2 Yp, ' ~Yp, 4, Bg Yd 1 —yd 2
la Te | —Z¢ 2b
NG \\ // : .\\ //'
SO b VRN @9
o({a,b}x{Aa,Bg}) 7=1 hy==% :
- hy = —hy 4=
3t Yo, ' ~Yc, Bg

where blue crossed dots and blobs denote insertions of Oy2p2 and amplitudes constructed
from marginal interactions, respectively. The 6,3 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 > ;14 p)x{A0,B5}) = 2o({ab}) 20 ({Aa,Bs}) PerMutes the
external scalars and gauge bosons.
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The first term of Eq. (3.9) is given by

1, x}é"; —:L'CZ 34, 1, To, —nga SZQ
.Al = Z h X = ™ X
hohy=+ 7 Q Q
h _ _ — —
2 Yo,  —Yp,' g, % Yp. Vb, g,
(3.10)
where only one helicity configuration contributes, namely (h, hy) = (—, —). For all other

combinations the amplitude vanishes. The form of the amplitude is given by the Parke-
Taylor formula [83].% Together with the form factor in Tab. 3 the final expression reads
CaDa (343 (ay)
ab (3x)(3y) (4z) (4y)

A = 862 [Cyope] (P ACaBabe(34) (zy) — FAsBaCaDe(33) (ay))
(3.11)
with FAeBaCaDa — fAaBaFa fCaDaFa By parametrizing the internal spinors (z,y) as

linear combinations of the spinors (3,4) as in Eq. (3.7) we find

Cococ

1+2z 2
2Z

Ai(2,3) =8

Cyopo (34)2 | zzFAeBaCaDa _ (1 4 pz)pAeCaBaDal = (3 19)
$

The second term of Eq. (3.9) is

3204 Te —ZXe 1CL
g, Yo —Ya 2
AoBs
= —28as [Cyope] " (34)

— 51 S12 + 81 S12 + 81
[Z 9y ( T — TyTzzcbd Sle(Zdbc> - )‘abcd:| . (313)
@ y

with T ., = 0:3)“9(‘;‘*. After parametrizing (x,y) in terms of (1,2) one finds

}AC’B" (34)2

./42(2 Z) = 28043 [C¢2F2

(3.14)

1+ 2z 24 zz _
[Z 9y < 11 22 Thea + = T+ (1 + QZZ)Tz;dec> + Aabed

5Tn order to relate amplitudes with incoming and outgoing states, we exploited crossing symmetry, with
the following convention for spinors associated with flipped momenta: A_, =i\, and A_, = i\,.
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Finally, the third term of Eq. (3.9) is given by

1(1 Te — 2 la xc —ZXc 2b
Az = Z g X = X Rt
hy=+ ;}{L\ f‘\ J}ILH
— h — + _
3Aa yCy 4BB Cy _yC&, 4Bﬁ

AaCy (3y)? <4w>[yx]
ac  (2x)(2y)[42][x2]

BgC CgB
+ 0p49p (Sszbcﬂ b —suY,.” B)] ; (3.15)

BsC.
= 48’76! [C¢2F2] 98 { — (1 — 5,37)975213205 v

with YA «Bs _ 02‘595)6 . Again, only hy = —1 gives a non-vanishing contribution. The
parametrization of (x,y) in terms of (2,4) yields the following rational function:

a0y (2(23) + (34))

./43(2 Z) == 4870‘ [C¢2F2} 22(1 T ZZ)

_,BgC.
95 {(1 = 0p7)9y22Y,."
+ 03,95 (—Yo " + (14 22)Y,.7) ] . (3.16)

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

1 1 &
A(Z, 5) = §5a5«41 (Z, 2) + §A2(Z, 2) + Z Z Ag(z, 2) s (3.17)
o({a,b}x{Aa,Bg}) 7=1

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

G(z, %) = Rational [ / <1+d;)2 Al- 5)}

Ng

AaBj _
= Oap [C¢2F2} <34> 2 g’Y[ 22T, abed T <1 + ZZ)(TWde + TJdbc)]
1

=l

a
Y=

Ne AaCy (2(23) + (34))2
({a byx{Aa,Bs}) 1=1

C
X [=(1= 057)9,Y5" " = 0395 (34 2:2)%,7°7 + 214 22)Y,7)] . (3.18)

Lastly, the phase space integration is given by the residue of the function G(z, z) at zg = 0:

1
/dLIPSQ A= _g ReS(szO):(O’()) G(Z, 2)

1 Ne

AaBg
- 87 of [C¢2F2:| <34 [ Z g"f acbd + Tadbc) + )‘abcd}
y=1
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1 AaC yBsC
T D ZSW [CdﬁF?} " 9s {( —01)97 Yy
o({a,b}x{Aq,Bg}) 7=1
+ 33,95 (3Y," 7 — 2, 77) (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 -, for scalar and vector fields are defined in App. A.1.
Lastly, the symmetry factors S,3 are defined in App. A.3.

4.1 Running of dimension-6 operators

4.1.1 ¢° class

In addition to the results presented below, one needs to supplement the RGEs of the ¢5-
class WCs by the expressions given in Eq. (2.46). The explicit expressions for C'p244 and

éD2¢4 can be obtained using Eq. (2.43) and the RGEs in Sec. 4.1.2.

¢° «+ ¢°:

X 1 o
[C(be} abcde f - M U({a,b%;l,e,f}) [)‘efgh +2 za: giTeghf:| [C¢6] abedgh
1 a
i 0({a,b§l,e,f}) O "
P8 «— D?¢p4:
. 11
{C¢6}abcdef ~ 26! J({a7b§17e,f}) Aghab [Aihed [CD2¢4]gief
;/\wde <[CD2¢4} ihaf + {CD2¢4} ioht - {CD2¢4} hgif) :|

Ng Ng

6
— Z Z Z 9o gﬁTfhez dicg [CD2¢4]abgh

o({a,b,c,de,f}) a=15=1

3
— ga abh,z ci Cp2ga (42)
6! ({abzc;lef})az:l dg { D¢ }ghef
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X% gt

¢5 X ¢7F2

Figure 1. Dimension-five and dimension-six operator mixing pattern.
$8 — ¢° x ¢

: 1 (5!)°
[C¢6Lbcdef T 26!(31)2 G({a,b%;l,e,f}) [C¢5Lbcgh [C‘zﬁ}ghdef ' (4.3)

¢>6 < ¢)F2 X (,2’)5:
51 Ng «a

[Cw}abcdef = ol U({%b%’e’f}) o; ﬁzlgocgﬁ [Cqbs]abcdg Y;;;XO‘B@ [C¢F2}?“35 . (4.4)
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¢6 — ¢2F2:

Ng «

: 2 AaB
[C¢6:|abcdef = @ Z [Z Z gag,@)\abcg dg {C¢2F2:| o B
“o({ab,cde,f}) La=1p=1
Ng o Ng
=63 3 Y 0ag90 YOV [Conre] ) Bﬁ] (4.5)
a=1 pg=1v=1
P8 «— PF? x ¢pF?2:
: 1 1 Ng « AaBj AaBj
Cps = — < Aabe >\defh 804,3 C¢F2 oF2
[ ¢Lbcdef 6! ({abcdem[ 1874 azlﬁzl { } [ }h
Ng «

—24 Z Z Z Z gag’yg(; [Cd,FQ}AaBﬁ [C¢>F2} BpCy }/CSA/D(SE/Q?(;AQ
a= 1ﬁ 1y=16=1

a Ng

1Y Y3 Y g [Cor

B=1a=1vy=1§=1

DaBﬂ

R

Ng o Ng 7~

AoB cyD
a=1pg=1y=16=1

+([Cor] = [Cm]) - (10

4.1.2 D?%¢* class
D24t « D2¢t:
The running of the C D244 combination defined in Eq. (2.35) is given by

o] = =5 2 [ (T 20 [C],,
Pt 415 (O, -0+ (2570

+ [2 (Tites + 24747 ) [Ceg] s+ (Z : ;)} } (4.7)

+ [)\cdef [6D2¢4]abef —(a<re)— (b d)+ <Z : Ccl>:|

+ 7?,2 [6D2¢4} ched + 'yi’f; [6D2¢4} weed -+ ’ygfg [CA'D2¢4} wbed + ’ygfg [6D2¢4} wbee

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

[CD2¢>4} Zga[ ( cedf T chde) [CD2¢4} - 6(To?ebf + Tffbe) {OD2¢4}
abed abef efed

— (Tgter +15 Tty — 9Tjac ) [Cpogs |

aecf
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f + 15Tb f 9be ) |:CD2¢4 aedf

]
Thes + 9T s — 15bed€) [C’D2¢4] e
[

- (%%
+
+ (Tt +9Thter — 15 T5jee ) [Cegs
— (Tier + 15 Tokay — 9T4ac) [Croes |, (4.8)
Tty + 15Ty = 9T

(T +9Thay — 15750,

- (Totes + 9oy = 15755 ) [Co2on, |

(el o],

2 O] o] 2 O] O,

D2¢* «— $F? x ¢pF2:

The running of the C D244 combination defined in Eq. (2.35) is given by

{51)%4] _ 8% za: 3 {gagﬁ[ ({CWQ}A oCy [C¢F2}BBC~/ [C¢F2}A wCy [Cd)FQ]BBcv)

a=1~=1p=1
4900 [Com ) (007 [Core ™" + 082 [Core] )
(@) —(bed)+ (Z:;)]
(9;‘;9 V20000, + 0050, [CW}A "4 [C¢F2}S”BB}

+([Cor] = [Cy]) - (4.9)

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

{CD%“]abcd =8) ﬁ: {gagg [Yaf; <[C¢F2}A aChy {Cd)FQ}BBC n [C(z,FQ}AaCW {C¢>F2]CBBCW>

+ ([Core] = [C7]) - (4.10)
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4.1.3 ¢>*F? class
¢2F2 — ¢2F2:

AaBg [ Ne AaBg

b = M T2 ggTchb] [Conr]
v=1

Ng
+2 Z Z Ja Gy [5a'y <3YaéaC’Y — QYG%”YAa)
o({Aa,Bsg}x{a,b}) 7=1
C,Bg

+01- 5av)5;,3137ﬁYa’3°‘c”} [C¢2F2} )
4B

[C‘f’QF 2} ed

ac AaBg be
+’70,s [C¢2F2}Cb +’Yc’s [C¢2F2}
+ e [C¢2F2] Z}aBﬁ VggBﬁ [C¢2F2] ;4:05 ) (4.11)

ac

: AoB Ne AaB
[C¢2ﬁ2:| ab ’ - [)\abcd +2 Z:l gg/TJCdb] {C¢2ﬁ72:| cd i
’y:

Ng
+2 Z Z oG~y [50[7 <3Yaf‘clacfy _ QYa%yAa)
0({Aa,Bs}x{a,b}) =1
C,B
- A.C vbp
- b)) (O
AnB Ao By
w T ’chs [C¢2ﬁ2]
CaBs  CsBg AaCp
s [Cga) (4.12)

+ ’Vg,cs [Cdgﬁz}

ac
+7£30& [C¢2ﬁ2]
P2F? + F3:
AQBB 3 [e a“a afla BaCaDa
=Siasgs D [0 (Vi = 2,0 ) (O
J({AavBDt}X{avb})

_ ,I:YaCb'&DafB&DaEa [CFJ:IAQC&E& :|

[O¢2F 2} ab

- B Ca aballa
— 3i(1 — 0ap) S gRgabpeYal " [Cps]teCePe L (413)
o({Aa,Bg}x{a,b})

Comly " = Sibangt X [oe (YabeS — 2vg) [
o({Aa,Ba}x{a,b})

A.CoE
\rCoaDa tBaDaEq [ |7 bt
— iy GaPay o] ]

i| BaCaDqy

:| AaCaDg

. BgCa
— 3i(1 = b,p) 3 929505 Yal" ™" |C (4.14)

o({4a,Bs}x{ab})
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$2F? «+ ¢F2 x ¢pF2:

N,
—Sa Y Y SeSnd {5 [Cor] T [Cur]) "
o({Aa,Bg}x{ab})v=1

AaCy [C¢F2}Bﬂ 4 2YCAYD7 {C¢F2}A aCy [C(bFz}BﬁDW}

[

Cor],

+YC“’ Dy |:C¢F2j|

+8,5 > %G: Savsﬁvgfzy{ - *[02(G7)]A“D°‘ {C¢F2}Dacw [Qpﬁ}BﬂCﬁ
o({Aa,Bs}x{a,b}) 1=1 ¢ b
+ 3i fOr D E T [CW}A o [C¢F2}BBE”}
+ 13;[}{ §5a7357< [Core]’ A [Core] " + [Cora] > [Cor] ™ )
( abed — Z 95 ( achd T Tadbc) > }
Ne Na AaCy BgDs
+ QSaB Z Z Z 50475[3597955/@ [chF?} [C¢>F2] .
0({Aa,Bg}x{a,b}) 7=14=1
B ([CW} — [%ﬁzD ’ (4.15)
N,
{Cqszﬁz}AbaBﬁ = 23;51 Z ZG Sa'y‘sﬂvgq% {1[52(R )]ac [C¢F2}A @ [ d)ﬁz}fﬂcv
¢ o({Aa,Bg}x{a.b}) =1
0 ] " 0 4205 o] o]
N,
T I DD D WO B AR T (e S (e

o({Aa,Bg}x{ab})7=1

raire e o] o, )

T DO G S S P

~=1

( abed ™ Z 9s ( achd T Tadbc) ) }
Ne Ng

AaCly BgD
+ 5805_,6 Z Z Z SOC"/Sﬁég’yg(SYab |:C¢F2j| |:C¢F2:| . B
0({Aa,Bg}x{a,b}) v=14=1

+([Cors] ¢ [C5]) - (4.16)
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4.1.4 F3 class
F3 « F3:
AaBaCa
|:CF3i| — 493 (FBaCaDaFa [CFB]AaDaFa + FCaAaDaFa [CF3]BaDaFa

_|_ FAQBQDQFQ [CFS]CQD&FQ) + ’YAO‘DC“ [CFg]DaBaca

c,v

+7£vD [CF*S} +’ch:vD [CF3] ) (417)

:|AaDaFa :|BaDaFo¢

4+ FCaAaDaFa [CF

:| DoBaoCo

F
}C’QDQFQ ) " fyégD“ {CFS

] AaBaDq

{ ﬁg}AaBaCa g2 (FBaCaDaFa [CN

+ FAaBaDach |:CFV3

:| AaDoCy CuDa

BoDe =+ Yew [Cﬁ3

+ Yew [CFS (418)
F3 « ¢pF? x ¢pF2:

[C'Fs}AaB&Ca = —gga [fC“D"E“ <[C¢F2];4QDQ [C¢F2LB&EQ - [CﬁQEQDQ [Cﬁ?}fa};a)

g2 ([Cy] 7 [Cor] " = [0] ) [C] ) a9
gt ([Cy] 7 [Cor] " = [0] 7 [ ) |
[Cr] 7 =G (19 [ ] O] PP [ (O]
+ fAeDolla [O¢F2]aBaDa [C(bﬁfaEa) . (4.20)

4.2 Running of dimension-5 operators

4.2.1 ¢° class

In addition to the results presented below, one needs to supplement the RGEs of the -
class WCs by the expression given in Eq. (2.47). The explicit expressions for C'p244 and
Cp2ge can be obtained using Eq. (2.43) and the RGEs in Sec. 4.1.2.

P° + ¢

A 1 Ng .
|:C¢5:| abcde - 2'73' Z |:)\defg +2 Z gdefge:| [Cqﬁs} abcfg
o({a,b,c,d,e}) a=1

1
t > %l|Cs . (4.21)

! c,s

. o({a.b,c,d.e}) [ }fbcde
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¢ — %

. 6!
|:C¢5:|abcde ~ 540 U({agd o hefg [C¢6Lbcdfg : (4.22)
¢° < D?¢p*:
{C’(bs}abcde = 51!({(171%76}) 2h fga Ahgbe {CD2¢4}fhde
+ (;hfga)\hbcd + ;hhcd)\fgab) ([CD2¢4]hgfe + {CD2¢4]hfge - [CD2¢4]gfhe>
N,
-6 ZG: g, agthhcf [CD2¢4L£ ] . (4.23)
a=1
¢5 — ¢2F2:
N, «
[C&}abcde - g {agd e})achlﬂzzlgagﬁhabf [C¢>2F2}A - (4.24)
¢® <+ ¢F? x ¢pF?:
N, «@
{C&}abcde = —% Z ;habf)\cdeg ZG Z Saﬁ [C¢F2}A aBg { ¢F2];4QBB
" o({a,b,c,d,e}) a=1p=1
+ (|:C¢F2:| — [C¢f2}) . (4.25)
¢° — ¢F?:
Ng «
|:C¢5:|abcde = % » bZ:d . lz 2:: agﬁ)\abcfydf [C¢F2}A oBg
—&1 Bz ggagﬁgz Vi OV [Cope] Bﬂ - (4:26)
a=1B=1~=
4.2.2 ¢F? class
PF? — ¢F?:
[C¢F2}A - 2 Z Zgagv[ oy <3YA " 2Ya%A&)
o({Aa,Bg}) =1
(1= 80)853855Y0 ) [Cowe] (4.27)
725 [Core] 2 s [Co) 7 1S [
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AaBg

N
{CqﬁFQ} =2 > ZG 9oy [5cw <3Y£QC7 - QYQ%AQ)

¢ o({Aa,Bs}) 7=1

+(1— 5117)8;18751/&12&07] {C‘ﬁﬁQL

# [Cope] " 2 O],

CyBg

PF?  H*F2:

= 2h4pe [C¢2F2} iaBﬂ

= 2hgpe [C¢2ﬁ2} bACO‘Bﬁ

AaBg

:|AO¢B[3

oF? «+ ¢pF? x ¢pF?:

[C¢F2}Aa3ﬁ

a

= 28;51habc %Ci Sa'yS/B'y ({C¢F2} ;40‘0’7 [C¢F2} cBﬁC'"r
=1

{C¢FQEQBB = 250 habe %G"lswsﬁ Y ({%F 2};6& [ ¢>FQ}BBCW
=

c

4.3 Running of renormalizable couplings

4.3.1 Gauge couplings and topological angles

F? « ¢?F?:

AaBa
ab

)

ga(SAO‘BD‘ = 4gam2b [C¢2F2}

15’0451404301 = 72mab

C
g2

3272 9 [ N
¢)2 F2

:|AQBQ
ab

F?2 « ¢F? x ¢pF2:

st = 2, 3 525 ([Core] * [Core] ™ - [0

b

a

B=1

3272

b

a

Yo

19&5,40¢B0¢ == mgb:zjls‘?‘ﬂ ([C¢F2}Aa0ﬁ |:C¢ﬁ,’2:|CﬂBa + {CMFQ}

4.3.2 Scalar quartic

(4.28)
G o,
, (4.29)
(4.30)
- { ¢F2]I:QCW [Cﬁ?fﬁ@) ’
(4.31)
[l o] 7).
(4.32)
(4.33)
(4.34)
:QCB { ¢F2h0ﬁ3a> ’
(4.35)
U e, )
(4.36)

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 C p2gt and 5D2¢4
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can be obtained using Eq. (2.43) and the RGEs in Sec. 4.1.2.

¢t + ¢%:
Aabcd = —6' mgf [Cdﬁ}abcdef . (437)

¢4 — ¢2F2:

. Ng o AaB

Mavea=—=12 3 30N gaggmiYy© [CMQ} ? (4.38)

o({a,b,c,d}) a=1 =1
¢* «— D?¢p*:
Aabed = — Y [2(mzngfab + hegahgpp) {CD2¢4]€gcd (4.39)
o({a,b,c,d})

1 2 2
* (3mef/\gcab + hefalghe + mgc)\efab> <[CD2¢4}gfed + [CDz&}gefd B [CDZ&} fegd>

Ng 4
=63 ity i [Cova,,, = gy ([, - (O], ) ] |
Pt — ¢°: |
. 5!
Mabed = —5; D haey [C¢5Lbcef . (4.40)
o({a,b,c,d})
ot +— pF2?:
, Ng o AaBj
Aabcd =—12 Z Z Z gagﬂhabe}/ce [C¢F2} (441)
o({a,b,c,d}) a=1 =1
¢ — pF? x ¢pF?:
. 2 Ng « An An
Aabed = Z <3mae>\bcdf + habe cdf) Z Z of {CMQ} o [C’¢>F2] f e
o({a,b,c,d}) a=1p=1
+([Cor2] = [C,7]) - (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 C'p244 and
Cp2ge can be obtained using Eq. (2.43) and the RGEs in Sec. 4.1.2.

¢)3 — ¢2F2:

N «

habc =—-12 Z Z Z Jdagste Yae {C¢2F2

o({a,b,c}) a=1 =1

}A o (4.43)
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habc = - Z

o({a,b,c})

+ (m?leh fab T+ 2m3cahdeb +1 f)\deab) ({CD%%} hede T {CD%‘*} hdec {CD%“} edfc>

2
4mde hfea |:CD2 ¢4j| dfbe

- sty (0o, - [emr] )| (1.41)
¢° + ¢
hape = —5!m2, [0¢5]ab6de . (4.45)
¢® «— ¢F?:
have = =24 > %Ci Za: gagﬁm?ldybgaBﬁ [C¢F2KQB[3 (4.46)
o({a,b,c}) a=1 =1
¢® <+ ¢F? x ¢pF?:
habc = Z (gtd)\abce + Qm?;dhbce) % za: Saﬁ [Cd)Fz}dA"Bﬂ [C¢F2}j("3g
o({a,b,c}) a=1p4=1
+([Cor2] = [C]) - (4.47)
4.3.4 Scalar mass
¢? +— D?*¢p*:
(mz)ab = Z [2m§dm2d [CD2¢4Leab
o({a;b})
+2 (mzdmg“ + teth“) ([CDQ&} edeb T [CD2¢4] ccdb [CD2¢4] dceb)
g (O, (O, ) | (1.49
¢? «— GF? x pF2:
(120 = 1 (tcha + 2m2) 33 80 [ O] 7 [Coea]
a=1p8=1
+([Cor2] = [Cy]) - (4.49)
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$? — PF2:

Ng «

: Ao B
(m2)ab =24 Z Z Z gagﬂthaé&Bﬁ [C¢F2}b ’ . (4.50)
o({ab}) a=1 p=1

4.3.5 Tadpole

¢ «— D?¢p*:
fo = 2mita ( [CD2¢4Ldab —2 [CD%‘*Lbad) . (4.51)
¢ — ¢F? x ¢pF?:
fa :4tbm§c§6‘i zajsaﬂ ([CW]:‘“B" [C¢F2f“35 + [Od)ﬁQE“B‘* [C¢§Z]5“Bﬁ> . (4.52)
a=1p=1

4.3.6 Vacuum energy
A «— ¢F? x ¢pF?:

Ng «

A= 2t4tp Z Z Sap ([Cd)pz}?aBﬁ [C¢F2}AaBﬁ + [C(;Sﬁz};anﬁ [C¢I§2}Aa8ﬁ> . (4.53)

a=1p=1 ¢ c
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 ¢ transforming as

Na
© — exp (7, Z eAO‘tAO‘) 0, (5.1)

a=1

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

Ng
b= (Re(‘f’)> .} — exp (z 3 eAaaAa) b, (5.2)
a=1

Im(y)
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implying the following form of the generators 4«

o Im(t42) Re(t4)
fAa — (_ Re(t47) Im(tAa)> ) (5.3)

The generators 4« are therefore purely imaginary and antisymmetric.

5.1 SMEFT

In the case of the Standard Model with the gauge group
G3x Gy x Gy =8SU(3). x SU(2)L xU(1)y, (5.4)

the only scalar particle is the SM Higgs

_ 1 (o1 +igs
"= V2 <¢2 + i¢4> ’ (5:5)

which transforms as (1,2,1/2) under G3 X G x G;. The Lagrangian of the bosonic sector
reads

2
1 1 1 2
LSM - —ZG;?VGA#V - ZW/{VWIHV - ZBMVBMV + (DMH)T(DuH) - )\ (HTH - U2> ) (56)

and the covariant derivative is defined as

I

D, H = (aﬂ —igy—

5 Wi — z‘glyhB,,) H, (5.7)

where 71 are the Pauli matrices, and 2y, = 1. Using Eq. (5.3), the generators acting on the
real scalar field ¢ = (¢1, ¢2, ¢3,¢4)T constructed out of four degrees of freedom contained
in the SM Higgs field in Eq. (5.5) read

_if01 i [ Im(rT) Re(r')
"=3 (—1 0) =5 (— Re(77) Im(TI)> ’ (5:8)

with I = 1,2, 3, and h being the label of the hypercharge generator. The covariant deriva-
tive of ¢ is
(Dp)a = <8u5ab - iggﬁébWJ - igleZbBu) b, (5.9)

and the Lagrangian expressed in terms of the ¢ field reads

v?

1 A
Lsn D i(D,uqb)a(D'ugb)a + 75(11) badp — Zé(abdcd) Pa PP - (5.10)

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

1
m2, = A0y, = fgm%{(;ab, (5.11)
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FS ¢2F2
Oc | [ABCGHIGErGSH | One | GIL,GM(HTH)
ABC AYAv ~Bp ~C, ~NA ~Auv
Oy | fAPCGlahrGSr | 0,5 | GLLGY(H'H)
Ow | "Ewhwlewke | Ogw | WLW(HTH)
TJK i/ Ivyasd K 71 Tuv
O | fwhwlewke | O, & | WLW!W(HTH)
D?¢p* Oug B, B" (HH)
Opo | (HYH)OHYH) O,5 | BuB™(HH)
Oup |H'D, H|? Onwp | WL, B* (H'T'H)
@8 Oy | WhB(HITTH)
Oy (HTH)?

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

4!
Aabed = T A0 (abOcd) = 2X(0abdcd + Gaddbe + daclbd) , (5.12)

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

£O =3"c,0;, (5.13)

where the bosonic operators O; 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 O p after the Higgs field has been expanded in
terms of real fields ¢,. The relevant term in the Lagrangian reads

1
CruwsW,,B" (HIr'H) = iCHWBZébqﬁaqbleﬂ,BW, (5.14)
such that
AaBg 1 I
{CGSQF?LI) = [Cuwla = 5CrwBEa (5.15)

where G, = G2 = SU(2)r, and Gg = G1 = U(1)y. The resulting Clebsch-Gordan coefi-
cients, with the Higgs field defined in Eq. (5.5), read

0100 00 01 1000
s1_[1000 s2_ |00 -10 ss_ [0-10 0 (5.16)
0001]"’ 0-100|" 0010
0010 10 00 000-1
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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

2
Ve, = —93 00,3 s
2
Ye,w = —93 bo2,

(

(
Ye.5 = —91bo1 (5.19

(

Ve = —91 — 395 ,

where 0".0% = 6,,/4 and 01 01, = 30,,/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 DZ?¢* class

In the Warsaw basis, the two independent D?¢*-class operators are
Oup = (H'D,H)*(H'D"H),  Opn= (H'H)O(H'H). (5.21)
The former, using the identity d;00,; = (TZ-I]-T,& + 0j0k0) /2, can be written as
Oup = 20, + L0 (5.22)
HD = 5+ 500, .
where we defined
Oy = (H'H)[(D, ) (D"H)], O, = (H'T"H)(D,H)'w'(D"H)]. (5.23)
After a field redefinition of the Higgs field, the box operator can be recast as
Opyn = 20” + ..., (5.24)

where the dots indicate operators that are not included in the D?¢?* 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 Op244 via

1 1
|:CD2¢4:| abed - Zoll(;ab(scd —|— ZCLEébEé—d 5 (525)
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or, using the definition in Eq. (2.35),
(e Lo (5b5d—5d5b)+1q(zfzf—2121) (5.26)
D2¢ abed 2 [| \YabC adbc 9 ab“cd ad“bc) - .
The results obtained in this basis are then related to the ones in the Warsaw basis via the

()=c(Cm) e=(

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

following rotation

(5.27)

NI D[
\/

D?2¢* < D?¢p*: The self-renormalization of O D2 described in Eq. (4.7) receives contri-
butions which are proportional to A and ¢g?. We analyze them separately in the following.

Lambda dependence: As stated previously, we have Agpeq = 41!)\5(&650(1) = 2X\(0ap0cq +
0adObe + 0acOpq). Using Tr(ZI) =0 and /%7 = 31, the terms of Eq. (4.7) proportional to
A are

[CD%“LM = Acdes [Cprg | ,aeg-(0ed+ <b . d)
= 6)\[ (20” — CJ_) (0apOcd — Oaddbe) + C1 (Zébzid — Zédzgc> } , (5.28)
of 24X —12)\ (C
X = ) 5.29
(Cl> < 0 12X\ > (CL ( )
In terms of Cyp and Cyp, this is equivalent to
Cuo _p (24N —12) Crn 24\ 0 \ (Cuo
. =C C = . 5.30
(CHD> < 0 12X > <CHD> ( 0 12/\> (CHD> ( )

Gauge coupling dependence: As stated previously, we have Té;gd = egbegd and Téfgd =

abe

from which we can read

9,{,,%. Exploiting the identities associated with the multiplication among these matrices
collected in Eqgs. (A.6) and (A.7) and using the expression of the collinear anomalous
dimension of the Higgs field v, g7 = —g? — 3¢3, the terms of Eq. (4.7) proportional to g?
are

: 2
[6D2¢4Lbcd - _é ;gi{ [ (Tglef + 24Tcaédf) {6D2¢4Lebf

—(aHC)—(bHdH(aHC)}

6 (T + Teac) [Czen] b d

abef

+ |:2 (Tl%ef + 24Tlfédf) [6D2¢4}aecf * (Z : §>:| }

+4en [éDZ&} abed
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- %g% (€1 (9(Baadue — Savdea) — 2000505 + 20505 + 0%40%) ) (5.31)
— 3C(6(05,04 + 208,00 + 0240%) + 200408, + 260000 + 07400
~ 3(ZhaShe — T2l )|
+ égg {CH (27(5ad5bc — Gaped) — 20(0%404, + 26704, + ‘9£b9£d))
+2C.1 (02403 + 208080 + 0L0L0) — 27(0L40h + 20000 + 0200 | -
Then, we can use the following two identities
OO0 + 201,00+ 0400 = & (Baate — dusdod) + (LSl —SLSL) . (5.32)

3
- (5ad6bc - 5ab50d) ) (533)

BL b + 200,00+ 01,00 =

in order to further simplify the expression:
N 1
[CD2¢4} bed = Eg% [(20“ + 33CL) (6ab6cd — 5ad5bc) + 5(20“ — 3CL) (Eclzbzgd — Eédzéc)}
1
+ 193 [( — 8C) 4+ 17C1) (6abOed — addbe) + 9C 1 (SL,5L, — zgdzgc)] ., (5.34)

from which one finds

Cy 390 39 +3593) \CL

In terms of Cyp and Cyp, this is equivalent to

Crn _ ! %g% — 4g3 %g% + %g% C Cho
e = 52 592,939 C
HD 39 291 t+ 392 HD

_ (—ég%—4g§ i ) <CHEI> . (5.:36)

20 2 52,92
391 —391 + 395 ) \Cup

The same result is obtained using Eq. (4.8) for the running of the full WC, including the
off-shell contributions. Indeed, [Cp2p1]apeq in the Warsaw basis is given by

1 1
[CD%“LM = 5 Ct0(Bactihd + daadoc) + gCu (Babbed + By Sha) (5.37)
The RHS of Eq. (4.8) gives then

1
YR [2 (8CHEI(29% +11g53 — 6)\) — Cp(11g3 + 2795 + 24)\)) (0acObd + 0addpe)
+ (40Cun(g} + 263 + 12)) + Curp (1367 — 2763 + 24) ) dapda

+ (40Cung? + Cup(~5g7 + 273 +720) )B4, 3L] (5.38)

— 30 —



which generates the correct running of Cyp and Cgp in Egs. (5.30) and (5.36), plus

~ 1
{CD2¢4}abcd =51 {4001{5(93 +6X) +3CHp(397 — 995 — 8)\)} (0abded + dacObd + daddbe) »
(5.39)

=0, (5.40)

[ém‘i’“}abcd -

which modify the running of C'iy and A.

5.1.2 ¢° class

The only ¢%-class operator in the SMEFT is Oy = (H'H)?, whose WC is recast in the
real scalar basis as

1 1 1
Coo] = 2Cubabeadery = SCu > SaSeades - (5.41)
abedef 8 8 6! o({a,b,c,dse, f})

¢® < ¢%: This anomalous dimension, reported in Eq. (4.1), receives contributions which
are proportional to A and g2. They are analyzed separately as follows.

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

1

C¢6 = Z )\efgh C¢6
{ } abede f 2141 o({abede]) [ } abedgh
27
= ?)\CHé(abécdéef) ’ (542)
where we used the identity
Z 6(efdgh)5(ab66d(sgh) =48(14 + N)(S(abdcdéef) = 864 (5(abécd(5€f) , (5.43)
oc({a,b,c,dse,f})
for N = 044 = 4. Therefore,
Cr = 108\C . (5.44)

Gauge coupling dependence: For the generators 6" and 6! associated with the gauge
groups U(1)y and SU(2), respectively, one finds Té;gd = 0" 0" and Tézgd = 01,601, The
terms in Eq. (4.1) proportional to the gauge couplings are

1

2
[C¢6Lbcdef ~ ol > 2 20T [CQSGLW

N + 69, H |:C¢6:|
o({ab,c,de,f}) a=1

g abede f

3 1
= 15 (97 +393)Crd(adeadep) + 6(—07 — 33) 5 Crd(apedder)

9
= —E(Q% +395)Crd(apdeades) » (5.45)
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where 020" = 6,4/4, 01.0% = 304,/4, and v g = —g? — 3g3. Therefore, one finds

. 9
Crr = —5(91 +393)Cl - (5-46)

¢® < D?¢p*: The first contribution proportional to g from Eq. (4.2) is given by

. 6 1 1 1) (2 2) (1 2) (2
[C¢6Lbcde f = T 6! Z [gilTJEh)eiTcEic)g + g%gg(T}h)ede(ic)g + T]Eh)eiTcEz‘c)g) + g%T]gh)eiTcgic)g]
“o({abcdef})
x [CD2¢4ngh . (5.47)

The pieces proportional to gi, g?g3, and g5 give, before symmetrization, the following

results

70 ) e = s [Cupoas.s + Capsh Bl 5.48
theiLaicg CD2glabgh 128 0de |CHDOab0cs + CHDYap X (5.48)

+16CH0 (02705 + 050 )|

1) (2 2 1 1
(T]gh)eiTcgic)g + Tjgh)eiTagic)g) [CD2¢4]abgh = azfle [CHD (5cf Eib + 5ab2£f) (5.49)
+8Cu0 (0400 + 0400 + 01,00 + 010 )]

T T2 [Choalabon = L[CHDa b (35 540 — 80,601 ) (5.50)

fhei™ dicg ¢*labg 128 a cfOde cfYde

+ 84e (16Cur (04,04, + 02,007 + CpSl, %l
— 2Ry Sl ) + 205 (4CH DOkl
+ KL Cyp LRl + K (16000 (04,07, + 01.05;)
+ EILMEJMNCHDZaLbzi\}»} _
After symmetrizing the full expression, all terms involving at least one 6" or 6! matrix
vanish since they are antisymmetric. This in turn implies that all terms proportional to

Cyno vanish. After exploiting the identity in Eq. (A.8) the remaining contribution is given
by

3

{C’qﬁ}abcdef = 32 CHD(Q% + g%)Qé(abécd(sef) ) (5.51)

which yields
: 3
Chu = _ZCHD(Q% +93)° (5.52)

On the other hand, the terms of this anomalous dimension that are proportional to A2
and Ag? are affected by [Cp2ga]abed and [Cp2galabed, reported in Egs. (5.39) and (5.40),
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respectively. From Eq. (2.46) we then find

1 1 ]_ ~ =
Cue = —— Z A ( Cp2ga + [C' p2yga )
¢ abcg D2¢ D2¢
{ }abcdef 6! 3! o{abedef}) 3 { }gdef [ L;def
5 1
— [ 5763 + 63Cun + SAG9E ~ 998 ~ SNCuan| Sbabeyy. (5:53)

3
This contribution needs to be added to the one that can be obtained from Eq. (4.2). Its

RHS proportional to A2 and A\g? reads

11
Z Aghab |:)‘ihcd CD2¢4 '
26! o({a,b,c,dse,f}) [ }gzef

+ é)‘icde (|:CD2¢4:|ihgf + {CD2¢4Lghf — [CD2¢4]hgif) }

; 3
i > > g2 Aavni T {CD%“} ghef

|
6! o({ab,c,de, f}) a=1

3

= {)\2(_30011[] +7Cyp) + gx\(g% + gg)CHD:| 5(ab50d5ef) . (5.54)

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

lous dimension
@ 2 2 9

. 3
Ci = _Z(g% +g%)2CHD — 16/\2(10CH|:| —3Cup) + 3
¢ < ¢?F?: First, let us focus on the contributions proportional to Ag?. From Eq. (4.5)

one finds
29h ph L I gh L I
Aabcg(glgdhehg§CHB(5€f + 91920dh0hg§CHWBzef

: 2
Cye = _ Z
¢
{ }abcdef 6! o({a,b,c,dse,f})
1
+ ggeéhel{,g §CHW56f)
A
=Tmo 2 U9iCun +362CHW)(Gaddbe + Sacdua + Sapdea)des
o({a,b,c,d,e,f})

+ 9192CW B(Sha0he + 0acShy + 6apStg) S )
(5.56)

3
= 5/\(9%0113 +395CHWw + 9192CHW B)d (@b Ocddef)
where we used the identity in Eq. (A.8) to eliminate the dependence on the ¥/ matrices.

Thus,
C’H = 12A(Q%CHB + 3g§C’HW + glgchWB) . (5.57)
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Regarding the contributions proportional to g*, they are captured by the following piece
of Eq. (4.5):

3 a 3

. 12 A.B
Coo] e D S 3D DD I Y [Cppe] T (5.58)
" o({abedef}) a=1 f=17=1

This yields

. 12
|Coo] ior =@ [ 5 Crpdan (91000000071 + 956000,.061 1) (5.59)
aede " o({abedef))

2
+ glCHwéabélj( 205000000 ¢ + 956,05 0,07¢)

9192
+ TCHWBEab(gl 0!,00. 00,07 + 920£g9569dh0}{f):|

12
=-= Z [32CHB5ab(915ce5df+922 =4 i)

o({a,b,c,d,e,f})

8 O Al + g3ty — 0L

9192 CHWBEab(glzce5df + g2 (8ue + 2ze“K9§§)zjf)}

3
=-3 {9%(9% +95)CrB + g5(g% + 393)Craw + 9192(g7 + g%)CHWB} S(abdcdder) ;

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

Cu = -3 [g2(a} + 63)Cun + 63(9} + 303)Crrw + 9199 + 63)Crwn| - (5:60)

5.1.3 ¢2F? 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?
class. The associated Clebsch-Gordan coefficients are

1
[CHG] CHG 5ab 5 [CHW](IZI,J = §CHW 5ab 51‘] s (561)

1 1
[CuBly = §CHB dab [Crawsll, = QCHWB S, (5.62)

and similarly for the CP-odd counterparts
A 1 AB IJ 1 17
Cuel o = 3Cna 0w, Criv] = 53 i 8" (5.63)
1 5 I 1 7

[ 5Coi Oab Coivs]., = 5Crrivp Sab- (5.64)
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¢?F? «— ¢?F?%: We start from the running of the operators in the ¢?F? class into
themselves. The corresponding anomalous dimension is given in Eq. (4.11), where the first

line leads to
AoBg AaBg

[C'qszpz} b = P\abcd + 2 Zy: giTchb] [C(bzpz} d . (5.65)

For the operators listed in Tab. 4 except Ogwp and O the A-dependence can be

HWB’
extracted using
AabedOcd = 2(2 + N))\éab = 1204 , (566)

while for the case of Oygwp and O g We have

AabeaSeg = AATY, (5.67)

Similarly, the part proportional to the gauge coupling is

1 3
2% T bt = 2070 0lpfa + 203080000 = (568 + 598 ) b, (568)
Y

for the operators with the Clebsch-Gordan coefficients proportional to d4,, while

1 1
2 BT St = 2070090500 + 2950200 00 = (29% - 295) Zab s (5.69)
¥
for the operators with the Clebsch-Gordan coefficients proportional to Zéb. The second
and third line in Eq. (4.11)
: AaBg AaC Oy Aa
[Cope] 7 =2 3 >~ gagy [ oy (3Yitn O — 27,004
o({Aa,Bg}x{ab}) 7

C. B

+ (1= 007) 84 Sy Yare | [C¢2F2]cb

, (5.70)

differ for each operator and we evaluate them next.

Ong: For this operator, all Ya‘?)B are trivially zero since the Higgs is not charged un-
der SU(3).. Therefore, combining Egs. (5.66), (5.68), and the results for the collinear
anomalous dimensions 7. ¢ and 7. g one finds
Cre = (120~ 262 — 202 —absg?) C 5.71

HG = 591 — 592 — 2bo3g3 ) Cric - (5.71)
Opw: In this case, the Clebsch-Gordan coefficient on the left-hand side in Eq. (5.70) has
two G2 adjoint indices such that o = = 2. There are two options for the gauge factor
G+ on the right-hand side, v = 2 or v = 1. Let us start with o = v = 2 when only the first
line in Eq. (5.70) contributes. In this case, we have the following contribution

Crw 6ap6"” (5.72)

=

Crw dapd" =2 > 9
o({I,}x{a,b})
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which results in
CHW = QQ%CHI/V. (5.73)

On the other hand, if & # v = 1, only the second line in Eq. (5.70) contributes as

Crw 6ap0’ =2 > 9291 Sa3' S12 02,08 Criw 27,
o({1,7}x{a,b})
1
g 19192 Z 5ab(51J, (574)
o({1,J}x{a,b})
where we used 9£d GQCECJZ) = iéabéu and that See = 2, S12 = 1, as shown in Eq. (A.15).
Summing all contributions, together with the collinear anomalous dimensions 7.y and
Ye,H one obtains
: 39 99 2
Craw = | 12A = g1 — 592 — 2bo293 | Crw + 9192 Caw i - (5.75)
Opp: This operator is analogous to the previous one, where now we have « = § = 1,
and the Clebsch-Gordan coefficient on the left-hand side of Eq. (5.70) carries no adjoint
indices. The sum over gauge factors v includes two cases. First, when o = v = 1, which
leads to 1
Cupdap =2 % 2 Z 9 1 Cupdap - (5.76)
o({a,b})
The additional factor of 2 comes from permuting As = I and By = J on the right-hand
side of Eq. (5.70) and we used 67.0" = §,,/4. Similarly, if a # v = 2, one finds

. 1
CuBlap=2x2 Y 9192 592d9£CCHWBE£b CuBdap
o({a,b})

= 39192CawBdab (5.77)

where we used ng%cEib = %fsab- Summing all contributions, together with the collinear
anomalous dimensions 7. g and 7. g results in

. 1 9
Cup = (12)\ + ig% —2bo197 — 293) Cup+39192Cawn - (5.78)

Opgwp: For this operator the associated Clebsch-Gordan coefficient has one Gy adjoint
index. Let us take @« = 2 and § = 1. Again, let us start with the case v = a = 2 in
Eq. (5.70), obtaining

CrwsSe, =2 > g (3956192{0 - 29(}]6;950) CrwsYY
o({a,b})
= 11g5CuwBSY, (5.79)
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where we used
80s403: 50 — 20240552 = —ap - (5.80)

For v =1 # « one obtains

CuwpSh=2 Y 920185 S110%404.Cripde
o({a,b})
=20192CupSl, - (5.81)

We now need to permute A, and Bg by taking a = 1 and 8 = 2. Likewise, let us first take
v = a = 1, obtaining

CowsSe =2 Y. 4 (393d9§c - 29521922) CrwpXly

o({a,b})
= giCrwBXl, | (5.82)
where we used )
300,04.58, — 200,04 5!, = inb - (5.83)

Finally, v = 2 # « leads to

CuwpSiy =2 Y 919285 S22000:7.Criw60”"
o({a,b})

= 20192Cw XL, . (5.84)

Summing all contributions, together with the collinear anomalous dimensions v.w, V¢,B,
and 7. g, results in

. 1 9
Cuwp = (4/\ — 59% — bo1g% + 59% — bo,29§> Cawp + 29192 Cup + 29192 Caw . (5.85)

¢?F? « F3: Next, we study the running of the ¢>F? operators induced by the F3 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 Oy into Ogw and OgwB.

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

1.
5 Crwdad’” = Sigh Y [k (0165 — 260L) TN ECy — iflSghe M TR M Cy

o({I,J}x{a,b})
1 . .
_ §g§ Z { (GIJKeég _ 3Z5ab5u> ot (5ab51J _ Z.EIJK%?))} Cw
2 2 2 2
o({I,J}x{a,b})
3. 5 1 1J
o({I,J}x{a,b})
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One finds
Craw = 15g5Cy (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).

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

1. ,
§CHWBZ£I): —31 Z g%gleﬁggeegcelJKCW

o({a,b})
= =3igigs Y, —ibhb4Cw, (5.88)
o({a,b})
which results in
CHWB = —3glg%CW . (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' — F.

5.1.4 F3 class

F3 < F3: The relevant RGEs for this sector are given in Egs. (4.17) and (4.18). To
obtain the RGEs of the SMEFT WCs the following relation is used

FBaCaDaFa [CFB]AaDaFa — CQ(G@) [CFB]AD‘BO‘CD‘ , (590)

where C3(Gy,) is the quadratic Casimir of the adjoint representation. In combination with
the collinear anomalous dimensions in Egs. (5.17) and (5.18) one finds

Co =312 —bp3)93Cq = g3 Cq, (5.91)
. 5
Cw =3(8 — b072) gg Cw = 595 Cw . (5.92)

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

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 G, (o = 1,2,3) of the SM, we obtain the same result

. 1
9o = 49a <_)\U26ab> 5CHx0ab (5.93)
where we used Eq. (5.11) and X = G, W, B. The results read

g3 =—4m¥ 9sCnc, Go=—-4myeChw, ¢ =—-4mi g Cup. (5.94)
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We also used the Higgs boson mass defined as m?, = 2\v? and &,, = 4.
The running of the topological angles induced by dimension-six terms is computed in
Eq. (4.34). Again, for each SM gauge factor G, (o = 1,2, 3) one finds the same result
3272 1
_ 24T -

2
2 2 (=206 5Cy 0 (5.95)

Do

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

. 4m? : 4m? . 4m?
U3 = —16m°—1C, =, Uy =—16"—1LC =, I =-167"—=LC, =, (5.96)
93 93 91
after the theta terms are normalized such that Ly, = gggé‘ F lﬁ;’ FA«iv for each simple gauge

group G.

5.1.6 Higgs quartic

¢* < ¢% The running of the Higgs quartic coupling induced by Oy is computed in
Eq. (4.37), which gives

4! . 1
Z)‘é(abécd) = —6! (*)\’U25ef) X §0H5(ab56d5ef) . (5.97)
We can use Al
5ef5(ab56d5ef) = 56(4 + 666)5(@56@ , (5.98)
which results in
A=12m% Cy. (5.99)

¢* + ¢p2F2: Operators in the class ¢>F? run into the scalar quartic coupling according
to Eq. (4.38). In SMEFT, the relevant operators are Ogp, Ogw, and Ogwp. Applying
Eq. (4.38) for the case of Opp gives

4! . 1 1 1
—No(apdeay = =12 > (—mi,(saf) (gfeggagchB(scﬁ ggaggegchwacda”)
4 2 2 2
o({a,b,c,d})
= 18m%1 (Cup +3Caw) 5(ab6cd) , (5.100)
which gives
A =3¢2m%Cup + 993m% Crw . (5.101)

Similarly, the case of Ogwp can be obtained as

4! 1 1
Z)‘é(ab(scd) =—12 Z 9291 <_2m%{5ae> Hng?eEOHWBzgd
o({a,b,c,d})
3
= Zglg2m%ICHWB Z Eébzgd
o({a,b,c,d})
3
= 19192m12qCHWB A6 (ap0ed) » (5.102)
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which finally gives
A =3g19om3 Crwp . (5.103)

¢* < D?¢*: This anomalous dimension is reported in Eq. (4.39). The relevant piece of
the RHS of this equation is

- lngngfab Cp2g]
o({a,b,c,d})

+ (;mzf)\gcab + mgcAefab) ([CDQQ%}gfed + [CD2¢4L]€fd o [CDQQ%}fegd)

3
2,2 4 2
=63 iy i [Cova,,, = gy ([, - (O], ) ]

eged

3
= m%[ {4)\ (—QGCHD + 7CHD) + 5(9% + g%)C’HD] (5ab50d + 00cOpd + 5ad5bc) . (5.104)

This contribution needs to be added to the one in Eq. (2.48) generated by [CN’ D2t )abed and
[C p2g]abea, which are reported in Egs. (5.39) and (5.40), respectively:
1

— U({a,zb;c,d}) mge <3 [5D2¢>4} ched + [6D2¢>4} ede) (5.105)

3 1
= mi {4)\(1OCHD —Cup) + QQ%CHD + 693(400}@ - 27CHD)] (6abOcd + SacObd + addbe) -
By summing Eqs. (5.104) and (5.105) one obtains Aabed, which gives

A= %m%{ |4 (593 — 48)) Cun + 9 (9% — 63 + 8)) Cur | - (5.106)

5.1.7 Higgs mass

The running of the Higgs mass m%i only receives contributions from D?¢*-class operators.
The corresponding anomalous dimension is reported in Eq. (4.48), which gives

ceab

—§(m%{)5ab = — Z l?mzdmgd {CD2¢4}
o({a,b})
+ 2megme, ({002‘1’4] ey [CD2¢’4] ecdh {CD Q‘M dceb)
i ([eomer,, - [Cona],, )|
= mjvl{ (2Cuao — Cup) bab (5.107)

and therefore one finds ‘
(m3;) = mj%{ (—=4Cyo+2CuD) - (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]

1 1
Larp = 5(0,0)(0"a) - §m2a2 + CagaGig GA + C_~a G, G (5.109)
+ Caw a WLWIH 4+ C = a W), WM 4+ Cop a B,y B" + C 5 a By B™

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

5.2.1 D?¢* class

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

X
AN W
é‘)
R
:J>

NE
NE
Mq

AapB AapB
9a9p (ead Hbf + gac ‘9de>

o]+ [%JW R

(9 00 + 00 9bd> (033 + ng) - *.92 (eldebc + ac{cel{d> (Csw + Cfﬁ,)

Q
I
—
I
—_
iy
Il
—_

4}

[l \V]

g

w\Hoo\qk

291 (5ac6z;d + daddbc — dabOed — Eébzed) (C‘gB +Cip >

+
W=

g% (25ab50d - 5acébd - 5ad5bc) (ng + Cjﬁ/) . (5.110)

From this expression one can obtain the running of both Cyp and Cgp, but also [C~' D2¢t) abed

and [€D2¢4]abcd:

. 2
Cho =3 gi (033 + ng) +2g3 (ng + Ciﬁ/) ; (5.111)

. 8
o=t (24 C25) 512)

~ 2
{0D2¢4}abcd = § g% (ng + Cjﬁ/) (6ac5bd + 0adOpe + 6ab50d) ) (5113)
FD%“LM =0. (5.114)

These last two expressions modify the RGEs corresponding to C'iy and A, as induced by
the ALP interactions with gauge bosons.

"The 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 ¢ class

The only ALP contribution to the running of Cp results from the term

[C"“‘Lbcdef = 61’0({11 b%e N %Aabcg (; [5D2¢4Ld€f + [C’D2¢4]gdef> , (5.115)

where [5 D2t ]abea 15 provided in Eq. (5.113), while [éDZQS‘l]ade is vanishing. The explicit
calculation yields

: 16\ 9 (2 2

Cn =5 A3 (C2w+C2%) . (5.116)

5.2.3 ¢2F? class

The anomalous dimensions of the SMEFT parity-even ¢2F2-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 Cyp2 or C' 552 WCs:
. AuBs 1 3.3 AaC BsD
|:C¢2F2]ab ’ = 58;61 Z Z ZSQVSﬁégWg(SYa%’YDé( |:C¢F2:|C ! |:C¢F2:|c e
oc({Aa,Bg}x{ab}) y=16=1
AnC BgD
- |:C¢F2:|c ! |: ¢F2:|Cﬁ 6) ’ (5117)

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

1.
5CHBda =2 > g0, (CgB - ng) = 91 0ab (CC%B - ng) ; (5.118)
o({a,b})

and therefore

Cup =24 (C25 - C%5) . (5.119)
Similarly, for Crw one finds
1.
§CHW‘5ab5U = Z 95%2951; (ng - Czﬁ/) gt
o({I,7}x{a,b})
1 1
- Y 2 <5ab5” + e”Kegg) (Cy - %)
4 2 aW
o({I,7}x{a,b})
= g30wd" (Cly = C%5) (5.120)
which implies
Crw =243 (Cy — C%) - (5.121)
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Finally, the expression for Crawp is
1.
§CHWBE£1; =4 )" q19200,00 (CaBCaW - Cagc'aﬁ,)
o({a,b})
= 20192543 (CanCaw — C,5C,57 ) (5.122)

where we used 079! = %21 , implying

Crws = 49195 (CanCaw — C,5C, 1) - (5.123)

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

. Ao 1 3.3 AaC
{C¢2ﬁ2]ab = 2 ;é ) >0 SMS@(;gq/gaYa%Dé( [CWQL ' {C¢ﬁ2}cBﬁD§
0({Aa,Bsg}x{a,b}) 7=14=1

AaCy BgDs
+ [CﬁQL [C¢F2]C ). (5.124)
After performing the same group algebra as before, one obtains the following anomalous
dimensions:
Y9 . 9 _
Cus=491CaBC 5, Cui=49CawC 5, Cuz=0, (5.125)
CHIX/B =4g1 92 (CaEC‘LW + C‘ZBCaﬁ/) . (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 F3 class

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

foA“BaCa _ 7§ga (ng o ij{) [fcaDaEaéAaDa(;BaEa + fBaDaEa §CaDa §AaEa
+anDaEa §BaDa 5CQEQ}
= 80 (C2x — C2g) fAoBeCa, (5.127)
which implies
Co=-8g3(Cle—C%), Cw=-8g:(Chy —C2%). (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' is given by:

05 = —16g3 Cyq Caa, Cﬁ/ = —16 g2 Cow Caﬁ/’ (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:

. . 3272

i =8g1m? (C25 - C%) h=" 8m? Cop C. =, (5.130)
1

. 2 2 2 R 3271'2 2

go=8gam (C’aw - CM) : Oy = ;. 8m? Caw O | (5.131)

. 2 (2 2 : 3272 2

gs = 8ggm? (C2g — C%) | s = s Cac O 5. (5.132)

5.2.6 Higgs quartic

The running of the Higgs quartic coupling only receives a contribution proportional to
[C p2ga]abed; given in Eq. (5.113):

. 1 A~ g
2 2,2 (2 2
)‘abcd = — Z mae (3 |:CD2¢4:|bcde + |:CD2¢4:|dee> = 892mH (CGW “l’ Ca{i/) 6(ab(scd) 5
o({a,b,c,d})
(5.133)
which implies
.4
A= g@my (Cy +C2%) . (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 m?:
(m2) == 8m4 (CEB + ng +3 ng +3 Cjﬁ/ + 8C§G + 8 Cjé) . (5135)

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 ®

1 1 A
Low) = 5(0u0) - (9"9) = 3m6- 6= 5 (6-6)* + Cud - 6(0,6) - (9"6) + C1(-6)" . (5.136)
The renormalizable couplings of the general EFT are given by

41
My = m*ab s Aabed = - A(abod) (5.137)

8The operator (¢ - 0,6)(¢ - O*) is neglected since it is redundant.
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while the WCs read
{C’D2¢4]abcd = Cp daled {C‘ﬁﬁ} abedef 1 O@deader) - (5.138)

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

¢® < ¢%: This anomalous dimension can be derived from Eq. (4.1)
. 1
[C¢6]abcdef = S ) bzd N Aefgh [C¢6Lbcdgh = 6A(14 4+ n)C16(apdeadesy,  (5.139)

where we exploited the identity in Eq. (5.43). Hence, one finds
C1=6X(14+n)C. (5.140)
¢* «+ @5 From Eq. (4.37) one finds
Aabed = —6!m>C1 8¢ 0(ap0cadey = —144(4 + n)m? C16(p0ca) , (5.141)

and therefore
A= —-24(4+n)m?C,. (5.142)

D2¢* + D2¢*: From the RHS of Eq. (4.8) one finds
1
—3 > AefedCE (8ebbaf — Oefdab) = ANCE[(1 +n)dabded — 0addbe — Oacpal - (5.143)
o({a,b} x{c,d})

This expression allows us to extract the running for both Cg and [6D2¢4]abcd- For the
former, one can apply the substitution d,40pc + dacpd — —0apded, Which implies

Cp=4X(2+n)Cg. (5.144)
The latter running is obtained by subtracting CEbapdeq from Eq. (5.143):
[6D2¢4} bt = ANCE[(L + 1)6ab0cd — Saddbe — 6acbd] — CEOabded
= _4)\CE(5ab5cd + 04d0pc + 5ac(5bd) . (5.145)

On the other hand [6D2¢>4]abcd vanishes.

¢® «+ D?¢*:  Using Egs. (4.2) and (5.145) to compute the running of C; induced by Cg
one finds:
1

. 1 1= 1
[C¢6] abede f = a Z {3!)‘abcg3 [CD2¢4} gdef + 5)‘ghab)‘ihchE5giéef
U({a7b7c7d7e7f})
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1
+ éAghab)\icdeCE (0indgf + 0igOnf — Onglif)

= 20\*Cpd(apdeades) » (5.146)

and therefore
C1=20)Cg. (5.147)

¢t «+ D2¢*: Also for this anomalous dimension, one can exploit both Eqgs. (4.39) and
(5.145):

. 1r~
Aabed == D [mieg Cpoga],  +2m2 A ranCriegded
o({a,b,c,d})
1
+ (3mzf)\gcab + mgc)‘efab> Cg (5gf56d + 6gebfqd — O pelgd)
4 2
- gAebcdmfgCE (6f65ag - 5fg(5ae)
= —96Am*(3 4+ n)Cpd(apdeq) , (5.148)
which leads to
A=—-16Am>(3+n)Ck. (5.149)

¢? < D2¢*: The running of the mass induced by Cg is obtained from Eq. (4.48):

(mQ)ab - _2CE Z {mgdmgdéceéab + mgdmze(6ed5bc + 6ecébd - 6cd5be)
o({a,b})

- 2m§cm?le (6Cd5ae - 5de5ac)]

= —8nm*Criu, (5.150)

which gives
(m?) = —8nm*Cg. (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
¢*F? + ¢?>F? the running of four SMEFT Wilson coefficients can be inferred at once, after
the term [C2 Fz]:jbaBﬁ 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

’YffuB gi [bo,a] ) ’Yc s =—4 Z ga 02 aaba ) (Al)

where 1 1
[bo.a) " = 2 [Co(Ga)) P — &

is the one-loop S-function coefficient of the gauge coupling g, and

[Sa(Ra)] P (A.2)

[Ca(Gq)] oo = fAaCale pBaCale (A-3)
[So(Ry )] ePe = Tr(eAaeBa) , (A.4)
(Co(Ralans, = OaieaVath (A-5)

respectively define the quadratic Casimir of the adjoint representation of Gy, C2(G,,), the
Dynkin index of the representation Ry, S2(Ra), and its quadratic Casimir Ca(R,,)

A.2 Matrix identities
The matrix identities used for the SMEFT cross-check are:

HhEI — 91’ 9h91 — iz] QIZJ — 51J0h + %EIJKEK, (AG)

0]9] 6IJ1+ IJKHK EIEJ 51J1+2261JK9K (A?)

sLnl + Eachd + 2L 3L = SapOed + 0acObd + Saadbe (A.8)

Ou 00y + Ohalh. = < (5ac5bd + 0adadbe — dabdcd — E£b2£d> : (A.9)

0l .04 + 0%40, = *% (20ab0cd — OacObd — Oaddbe) (A.10)

O+ 2000+ Ol = - (Gudie — Susde) + 1 (BB~ BLSL) . (A1)
Orabhe + 20505 + Oapbiq = Z (0addbe — daded) (A12)

05,05 = _%(5ac5bd — 8ad0pe) — 1(9500&1 01,01, (A.13)

o oh, — —%@cabd + i (94,50 + £La2L) + s (A.14)

The matrices 6", #7, and X 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:

Niy . .in,
Sivin = [ ke, (A.15)
=1
where N;, ;. is the number of distinct indices in I = {4,...,i,}. Here, ky denotes the

cardinality of the /-th subset of I containing identical indices. Hence,

Nij...in
> ki=n. (A.16)
=1

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

1 ifitjAjEbkAk+#1,

1 ifi#j,
Sij = "y ] Sijk:: 2 fi=j#kVk=i#£jVi=k#i, (A.17)
ifi=7j5,
J 6 ifi=j=k,
respectively.
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