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ABSTRACT: We study constraints on the effective field theory (EFT) from the relative entropy be-
tween two theories: we refer to these as target and reference theories. The consequence of the non-
negativity of the relative entropy is investigated by choosing some reference theories for a given target
theory involving field theories, quantum mechanical models, etc. It is found that the constraints on
EFTs, e.g., the single massless scalar field with the dimension-eight operator, and SMEFT dimension-
eight SU(N) gauge bosonic operators, are consistent with the positivity bounds from the unitarity
and causality when the higher-derivative operators are generated by the interaction between heavy
and light fields. The constraints on Einstein-Maxwell theory with higher-derivative operators from
the non-negativity of relative entropy are also investigated. The constraints on such EFTs from the
relative entropy hold under an assumption that perturbative corrections from the interaction involving
higher-derivative operators of light fields are not dominant in the EFTs. The consequence of this study
on the weak gravity conjecture and the second law of thermodynamics is also discussed.ar
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1 Introduction

Effective field theory (EFT) is a fundamental framework for describing low-energy phenomena. In-
formation about the high energy regime is transferred to the EFT by integrating out heavy degrees of
freedom and can be extracted by determination of the parameters of the EFTs. Extracting the nature
of the information about the high-energy regime would be a significant scientific goal, and the EFT
approach is actively studied from both experimental and theoretical points of view.

From an experimental point of view, there is growing attention to the EFT approach to describe
physics beyond the Standard Model (SM). The CERN large hadron collider (LHC) has discovered
the Higgs boson [1, 2] and strengthened the foundation of the SM. Overwhelming evidence and hints
require physics beyond the SM. Still, the intensive searches for new particles at the weak scale or
heavier have yet to find convincing evidence of such new particles. In these circumstances, infor-
mation about the new particles is transferred to the EFT involving the SM fields by integrating out
the new particles. The EFTs such as the Standard Model Effective Field Theory (SMEFT) [3–10]
are actively studied in this situation. Various observables provide constraints on the SMEFT Wilson
coefficients [11–35], which could point us to the UV completion of the SMEFT in the future.

From a theoretical point of view, to exclude particular EFTs, the Weak Gravity Conjecture
(WGC) [36] (see also [37] for a review) is actively studied. The string theory yields a vast landscape of
four-dimensional EFTs [38]. In contrast to the landscape, the set of EFTs which cannot be generated
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from quantum gravity is called the swampland [39]1. Predicting quantitative probability distribution
about what kind of EFTs belong to the landscape is a challenge. A simpler version of this challenge
is suggested as the WGC, i.e., a rule to distinguish the landscape from the swampland. A mild ver-
sion of the WGC states that the U(1) charge-to-mass ratio of extremally charged black holes is larger
than unity in any gravitational EFT that admits a consistent UV completion [36, 48]. Some attempted
derivations for this statement have been made using black holes and entropy consideration [48–50] or
positivity bounds [51] from unitarity and causality [52, 53]. In particular, Refs. [48–50] are based on
a positivity of entropy difference between Einstein-Maxwell theories with and without perturbative
corrections from the higher-dimensional operators. These works imply a close connection of the pos-
itive entropy difference with the positivity bounds from unitarity and causality. Although the WGC is
suggested in the context of quantum gravity, the methodology to exclude particular EFTs that cannot
be UV completed is useful in various EFTs with and without gravity, and such a close connection
naturally leads us to consider a new approach to constraints on the EFTs.

Recently, inspired by the connection between the entropy and positivity bounds, a new ap-
proach [54] has been proposed to constrain the EFTs by a property of the relative entropy [55–57]. The
relative entropy defined by two probability distribution functions is a non-negative quantity, which is
often used as a distance-like concept between the two probability distribution functions. In Ref. [54],
consequences of the non-negativity of the relative entropy have been studied by defining probabil-
ity distribution function for various theories. They mainly considered the distance between theories
with and without the interaction between heavy and light degrees of freedom. They showed that
the relative entropy yields constraints on some EFTs such as the single massless scalar field with
the dimension-eight operator, dimension-eight SU(N) gauge bosonic operators in the SMEFT, and
Einstein-Maxwell theory with higher-derivative operators when the higher-derivative operators are
generated by the interaction between heavy and light fields. These arguments for the constraints on
the Wilson coefficients hold under an assumption that perturbative corrections from the interaction
involving higher-derivative operators of light fields are not dominant in the EFTs. The connection of
the non-negativity of the relative entropy with the WGC and the second law of thermodynamics is
also discussed.

The key role of the distance-like concept in the constraints on the EFTs would lead to an interest
in considering the relative entropy between a given theory and various theories. For example, in
Euclidean space, the distances between a given point and various points yield information about the
coordinate of the given point. Similarly, we can evaluate the relative entropy between the given theory
and several theories and study their distances. We refer to the given theory that one wants to extract
its information as a target theory. Also, we refer to the other theories as reference theories. The
relative entropy between the target and reference theories would provide various information about the
target theory depending on the reference theory. The appropriate reference theory should be selected
depending on the information one wants to extract. Then, the reference theory generally describes
quite different physics from the target theory. In Ref. [54], the theory with the interaction between

1Criteria of the swampland are studied as the swampland conjectures [36, 40–47]. The WGC is one of the swampland
conjectures.
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heavy and light degrees of freedom denotes the target theory, and the theory without the interaction is
a reference theory. In this paper, we refer to the reference theory of Ref. [54] as the non-interacting
reference theory.

In this paper, we provide the details of Ref. [54] and update the results in Ref. [54] by consider-
ing more target theories and new reference theories. We provide some new reference theories such as
massive free field reference theory, which also yields the constraints on perturbative corrections from
the heavy degrees of freedom to the Euclidean effective action. Each reference theory would have
different advantages depending on the target theory. For each reference theory, we provide calcula-
tion methods of the relative entropy between the target theory and the reference theory. The relative
entropy is calculated by the Euclidean path integral method, and therefore our following discussions
are based on the validity of the Euclidean path integral method. We adopt the top-down approach
for consistency checks and evaluate the relative entropy for various target theories containing heavy
degrees of freedom. Also, we adopt the bottom-up approach and investigate the consequence of the
non-negativity of relative entropy in EFTs such as the single massless scalar field with the dimension-
eight operator, SMEFT dimension-eight SU(N) gauge bosonic operators, and Einstein-Maxwell the-
ory with higher-derivative operators. In addition, we will discuss connections of this study with some
inequality such as causality, the second law of thermodynamics, the WGC, etc.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. 2, we review the details of the main idea of the
entropy constraint on EFT of Ref. [54] and provide the procedures to calculate the relative entropy by
introducing some new reference theories. In Sec. 3 we follow the top-down approach and consider
various target theories to perform consistency checks of the entropy constraint. In Sec. 4 we follow
the bottom-up approach and provide the bounds on some EFTs from the relative entropy. In Secs. 5
and 6, we discuss connections between the entropy constraint and some inequalities in physics. We
finish with the summary of the paper in Sec. 7.

2 Entropy constraint on Euclidean effective action

In this section, for the sake of being self-contained, we start with a review of the entropy con-
straint [54] and then update the discussion of Ref. [54]. Inequalities satisfied by the Euclidean ef-
fective actions of the two different theories or systems are provided from the non-negativity of the
relative entropy. In Sec. 2.1, we explain the main idea of the entropy constraint in two ways: the field
theoretical approach and the quantum mechanical approach. In Sec. 2.2, some reference theories ad-
dressed in this paper are listed. In Sec. 2.3, we focus on the field theory and provide some inequalities
satisfied by the Euclidean effective action. In Sec. 2.4, we summarize some properties of the entropy
constraint.

2.1 Main idea

The relative entropy is defined by two probability distribution functions ρR and ρT as follows:

S(ρR||ρT) ≡ Tr [ρR ln ρR − ρR ln ρT] , (2.1)
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Figure 1. A schematic picture of the main idea. Relative entropy is a distance-like quantity between two prob-
ability distribution functions. For a given probability distribution function of the target theory ρT, the relative
entropy between ρT and reference probability distribution functions ρR yields inequalities about ρT. Various
information about ρT can be extracted by changing ρR. The appropriate reference probability distribution func-
tion is selected, depending on the information one wants to extract. For example, for a reference theory ρR1,
the relative entropy represents the constraints on the EFTs generated from the target theory; see Secs. 3 and
4, and for ρR2, the relative entropy denotes the second law of thermodynamics in the system described by the
target theory; see Sec. 6.3, and so on.

where ρR and ρT satisfy ρR,T = ρ†R,T, and Tr[ρR,T] = 1 because they are probability distribution
functions. One of the important properties of the relative entropy is non-negativity. For convenience,
we provide brief proof of the non-negativity of the relative entropy. Consider a convex function f(x),
which satisfies f(xR)−f(xT) ≤ (xR−xT) ·df(xT)/dx. For f(x)→ x lnx, x→ ρR, and xT → ρT,
the definition of convex function yields

S(ρR||ρT) = Tr [ρR ln ρR − ρR ln ρT] ≥ 0. (2.2)

Note here that, in Eq. (2.2), the equality holds if and only if ρR = ρT by the definition of convex
function. Therefore, the relative entropy characterizes differences between two probability distribu-
tion functions ρR and ρT and is often used as a distance between ρR and ρT even though it is not a
symmetric function of the two sets of probabilities S(ρR||ρT) 6= S(ρT||ρR).

In the entropy constraint [54], we define the probability distribution function ρT for the theory
or system T which is the target from which one wants to extract its information. In this work, we
mainly focus on perturbation corrections generated by heavy degrees of freedom of the theory T and
attempt to extract the information about their properties. We refer to the theory T as the target theory.
On the other hand, we define ρR for a reference system R, which is an auxiliary system to extract the
information about the theory T by comparing T with R. We refer to the theory R as the reference
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theory. The main idea of the entropy constraint is to evaluate the relative entropy between the target
theory and suitable reference theory and extract the information about the target theory. In Fig. 1, we
schematically describes the main idea of the entropy constraint. In Ref. [54], a non-interacting theory
are chosen as the reference theory, and a connection between the non-negativity of the relative entropy
and the positivity bounds on EFTs has been studied. It should be noted that the reference theory is
on the same Hilbert space as the target theory but is generally not relevant to the target theory and
describes different physics from the target theory. The point is that the extracted information from the
non-negativity of the relative entropy changes depending on the reference theory, even if the target
theory does not change. In other words, we need to choose the suitable reference theory depending
on the information one wants to extract from the target theory.

First, consider the system described by the field theory and evaluate the relative entropy between
two theories, R and T by defining the probability distribution function of the two theories. Although
its definition is not unique, in this paper, we mainly consider probability distribution functions defined
as follows:

PR[Φ] ≡ e−IR[Φ]

ZR
, PT[Φ] ≡ e−IT[Φ]

ZT
, (2.3)

where IR and IT are Euclidean actions of the theories, R and T, respectively, Φ denotes degrees of
freedom of the field theoretical dynamics, and the partition functions are defined as

ZR ≡
∫
d[Φ]e−IR[Φ], ZT ≡

∫
d[Φ]e−IT[Φ]. (2.4)

The relative entropy between theories R and T is calculated as follows:

S(PR||PT) ≡
∫
d[Φ] [PR[Φ] lnPR[Φ]− PR[Φ] lnPT[Φ]] (2.5)

=

∫
d[Φ] [PR[Φ] (− lnZR − IR[Φ])− PR[Φ] (− lnZT − IT[Φ])] (2.6)

= − lnZR + lnZT +

∫
d[Φ]PR[Φ] (IT[Φ]− IR[Φ]) (2.7)

= WR −WT + 〈IT − IR〉R ≥ 0, (2.8)

where WR ≡ − lnZR, WT ≡ − lnZT, and 〈IT − IR〉R ≡
∫
d[Φ]PR[Φ] (IT[Φ]− IR[Φ]). In the

second line, lnPR,T = − lnZR,T − IR,T[Φ] is used, and
∫
d[Φ]PR,T = 1 yields the third line. The

last line arises from the non-negativity of the relative entropy. Therefore, it follows from Eq. (2.8)
that the upper bound on WT −WR is expressed as

〈IT − IR〉R ≥WT −WR. (2.9)

Similar to the above procedures, another choice of the relative entropy is calculated as follows:

S(PT||PR) ≡
∫
d[Φ] [PT[Φ] lnPT[Φ]− PT[Φ] lnPR[Φ]]
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=

∫
d[Φ] [PT[Φ] (− lnZT − IT[Φ])− PT[Φ] (− lnZR − IR[Φ])]

= − lnZT + lnZR −
∫
d[Φ]PT[Φ] (IT[Φ]− IR[Φ])

= WT −WR − 〈IT − IR〉T ≥ 0, (2.10)

where 〈IT − IR〉T ≡
∫
d[Φ]PT[Φ] (IT[Φ]− IR[Φ]). Then, Eq. (2.10) yields the lower bound on

WT −WR as

WT −WR ≥ 〈IT − IR〉T. (2.11)

The Euclidean actions IR and IT are determined by the Wick-rotated Lagrangian and boundary con-
ditions, and the above explanations are valid even for finite temperature systems. Our strategy is to
extract the information about IT from the inequalities of (2.9) and (2.11) by choosing the suitable
reference theory IR.

Next, consider the system described by quantum mechanical dynamics and evaluate the rela-
tive entropy between the two systems R and T. The above discussions do not rely on the Lorentz
symmetry, so similar inequalities are derived for the quantum mechanical dynamics. Equation (2.3)
corresponds to the following density operators.

ρR ≡
e−βHR

ZR
, ρT ≡

e−βHT

ZT
, (2.12)

where HR and HT are Hamiltonians of R and T, respectively, β is an inverse temperature of the
systems, and the partition functions are defined as

ZR ≡ Tr[e−βHR ], ZT ≡ Tr[e−βHT ]. (2.13)

The above definition of the probability distribution functions of Eq. (2.12) is one example, and other
choices are also possible. We will show different choices in a later section. Equation (2.2), (2.12),
and (2.13) yield the relative entropy between theories R and T as follows:

S(ρR||ρT) ≡ Tr [ρR ln ρR − ρR ln ρT]

= Tr [ρR (− lnZR − βHR)− ρR (− lnZT − βHT)]

= − lnZR + lnZT + β · Tr [ρR(HT −HR)]

= WR −WT + β · 〈HT −HR〉R ≥ 0, (2.14)

where WR = − lnZR, WT = − lnZT, and 〈HT −HR〉R ≡ Tr [ρR(HT −HR)]. In the second line,
ln ρR,T = − lnZR,T − βHR,T is used, and Tr[ρR,T] = 1 yields the third line. The last line arises
from the non-negativity of the relative entropy. Similar to the field theoretical approach, Eq. (2.14)
yields the upper bound on WT −WR as

β · 〈HT −HR〉R ≥WT −WR. (2.15)

– 6 –



Another choice of the relative entropy is also calculated as follows:

S(ρT||ρR) ≡ Tr [ρT ln ρT − ρT ln ρR]

= Tr [ρT (− lnZT − βHT)− ρT (− lnZR − βHR)]

= − lnZT + lnZR − β · Tr [ρT (HT −HR)]

= WT −WR − β · 〈HT −HR〉T ≥ 0, (2.16)

where 〈HT −HR〉T ≡ Tr [ρT (HT −HR)]. Eq. (2.16) yields the lower bound on WT −WR as

WT −WR ≥ β · 〈HT −HR〉T. (2.17)

Consequently, we obtain the lower and upper bounds on WT −WR from the non-negativity of the
relative entropy by both the field theoretical and quantum mechanical approaches. In the next section,
we provide some examples of the reference theory to derive constraints on perturbative corrections
from heavy degrees of freedom to the Euclidean effective action of the target theory.

2.2 Examples of reference theories

For the target theories consisting of heavy and light fields, we consider EFTs generated by integrating
out the heavy fields. Throughout this section, Φ’s and φ’s denote the heavy and light fields in the field
theoretical dynamics, respectively. The Euclidean action of the target theory is expressed as follows:

IT[φ,Φ] = I0[φ,Φ] + II[φ,Φ], (2.18)

where I0 does not include the interaction between Φ’s and φ’s, and II is the interacting term. From
Eq. (2.3), for the background fields, φ’s, the probability distribution functions of the theories R and T

are defined as follows:

PR[Φ] ≡ e−IR[φ,Φ]

ZR[φ]
, PT[Φ] ≡ e−IT[φ,Φ]

ZT[φ]
, (2.19)

with the partition functions,

ZR[φ] ≡
∫
d[Φ]e−IR[φ,Φ], ZT[φ] ≡

∫
d[Φ]e−IT[φ,Φ]. (2.20)

The relative entropy between PR and PT is calculated as in Eq. (2.8) and (2.10). The path integral is
performed only over the dynamical heavy field because φ is the background field.

Even for dynamical light fields φ’s2, the probability distribution functions of the theories R and
T can be defined as follows:

PR[φ,Φ] ≡ e−IR[φ,Φ]

ZR[φ̃R, Φ̃R]
, PT[φ,Φ] ≡ e−IT[φ,Φ]

ZT[φ̃T, Φ̃T]
, (2.21)

2We have to be careful with the validity of the Euclidean path integral over φ’s. When we treat φ’s as the dynamical
fields, the path integral needs to be performed around a local minimum. If not, the saddle point approximation breaks down.
We need not require such validity if φ’s are the background fields.
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where (φ̃R, Φ̃R) and (φ̃T, Φ̃T) are sets of classical solutions of IR and IT, respectively. The partition
functions are given by

ZR[φ̃R, Φ̃R] ≡
∫
d[φ]d[Φ]e−IR[φ,Φ], ZT[φ̃T, Φ̃T] ≡

∫
d[φ]d[Φ]e−IT[φ,Φ]. (2.22)

The relative entropy is calculated as in Eq. (2.8) by replacing d[Φ] with d[φ]d[Φ] as follows:

S(PR||PT) ≡
∫
d[φ]d[Φ] [PR[φ,Φ] lnPR[φ,Φ]− PR[φ,Φ] lnPT[φ,Φ]]

=

∫
d[φ]d[Φ] [PR[φ,Φ] (− lnZR − IR[φ,Φ])− PR[φ,Φ] (− lnZT − IT[φ,Φ])]

= − lnZR + lnZT +

∫
d[φ]d[Φ]PR[φ,Φ] (IT[φ,Φ]− IR[φ,Φ])

= WR −WT + 〈IT − IR〉R ≥ 0, (2.23)

where ZR ≡ ZR[φ̃R, Φ̃R], ZT ≡ ZT[φ̃T, Φ̃T], WR ≡ − lnZR[φ̃R, Φ̃R], WT ≡ − lnZT[φ̃T, Φ̃T], and

〈IT − IR〉R ≡
∫
d[φ]d[Φ]PR[φ,Φ] (IT[φ,Φ]− IR[φ,Φ]) . (2.24)

For the dynamical light fields, the relative entropy of (2.10) is given by

S(PT||PR) ≡
∫
d[φ]d[Φ] [PT[φ,Φ] lnPT[φ,Φ]− PT[φ,Φ] lnPR[φ,Φ]]

=

∫
d[φ]d[Φ] [PT[φ,Φ] (− lnZT − IT[φ,Φ])− PT[φ,Φ] (− lnZR − IR[φ,Φ])]

= − lnZT + lnZR −
∫
d[φ]d[Φ]PT[φ,Φ] (IT[φ,Φ]− IR[φ,Φ])

= WT −WR − 〈IT − IR〉T ≥ 0, (2.25)

where

〈IT − IR〉T ≡
∫
d[φ]d[Φ]PT[φ,Φ] (IT[φ,Φ]− IR[φ,Φ]) . (2.26)

Equations (2.23) and (2.25) are the same as the form of Eq. (2.8) and (2.10), respectively, which do not
depend on whether the light fields are dynamical or not. To clarify procedures of the wave function
renormalization of the light fields, we assume the dynamical light fields in Sec. 3.6, 3.7, and 4 but the
light background fields in the other sections.

In the following, we list some reference theories to derive information about the target theory.
The first three examples are relevant to the constraints on the corrections to WT from Φ’s. In par-
ticular, the first reference theory plays an important role in deriving the constraints on EFTs in the
bottom-up approach, which is discussed in Sec. 4. The last one is connected with the second law of
thermodynamics; see Sec. 6.3.

– 8 –



• Non-interacting reference theory — In Ref. [54], the Euclidean action of the reference theory
is defined as a non-interacting theory as follows:

INI[φ,Φ] ≡ I0[φ,Φ], (2.27)

where I0 is the same as the first term of Eq. (2.18). We refer to this reference theory as the
non-interacting reference theory (NIRT). For the background light fields φ’s, the probability
distribution function of the NIRT is defined as

PNI[Φ] ≡ e−INI[φ,Φ]

ZNI[φ]
, (2.28)

with the partition function,

ZNI[φ] ≡
∫
d[Φ]e−INI[φ,Φ]. (2.29)

For the dynamical light fields φ’s, we defne the probability distribution function of the NIRT as

PNI[φ,Φ] ≡ e−INI[φ,Φ]

ZNI[φ̃NI, Φ̃NI]
, (2.30)

where the partition function is given by

ZNI[φ̃NI, Φ̃NI] ≡
∫
d[φ]d[Φ]e−INI[φ,Φ], (2.31)

where φ̃NI and Φ̃NI are classical solutions of INI.

• Massive free field reference theory — We propose a reference theory defined by an Euclidean
action,

IMF[φ,Φ] ≡ Iφ[φ] + IΦ[Φ], (2.32)

where Iφ[φ] ≡ I0[φ, 0]. IΦ denotes only the kinetic and mass terms of Φ, and its mass term is
the same as that of I0. In contrast to the NIRT, the self-interacting terms of Φ do not include in
IMF. We refer this reference theory as the massive free field reference theory (MFFRT). When
φ’s are assumed to be background fields, we perform the path integral only over Φ’s. Then, the
probability distribution functions of the MFFRT is defined as follows:

PMF[Φ] ≡ e−IMF[φ,Φ]

ZMF[φ]
, (2.33)

with the partition functions,

ZMF[φ] ≡
∫
d[Φ]e−IMF[φ,Φ], (2.34)
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where solutions of IMF for the heavy fields take zero values. For the dynamical light fields φ’s,
the probability distribution functions of the MFFRT is defined as follows:

PMF[φ,Φ] ≡ e−IMF[φ,Φ]

ZMF[φ̃MF, Φ̃MF]
, (2.35)

where the partition function is given by

ZMF[φ̃MF, Φ̃MF] ≡
∫
d[φ]d[Φ]e−IMF[φ,Φ], (2.36)

where φ̃MF and Φ̃MF are classical solutions of IMF. Φ̃MF can take zero values by absorbing the
plane wave solutions into quantum fluctuations.

• Infinite heavy mass reference theory — As the reference theory, we consider a theory with the
same form of the action as the target theory with the infinite mass of Φ,

IIH[φ,Φ] ≡ lim
mΦ→∞

IT[φ,Φ]. (2.37)

We refer to this reference theory as the infinite heavy mass reference theory (IHMRT). Through-
out this work, for the IHMRT, we focus on the background light fields and perform the path
integral only over Φ’s. The probability distribution of the IHMRT is defined as,

PIH[Φ] ≡ e−IIH[φ,Φ]

ZIH[φ]
, (2.38)

with the partition function,

ZIH[φ] ≡
∫
d[Φ]e−IIH[φ,Φ]. (2.39)

In Sec. 3, we study the IHMRT only in the tree level calculations.

• Thermal reference theory — Consider a system consisting of a thermodynamic system S and
a heat bath system B. We assume both heavy and light degrees of freedom are included in
the thermodynamic system S. The Hamiltonian of the whole system is expressed as HT =

HS +HB +HSB, where HS is the Hamiltonian of the thermodynamic system S, and HB is that
of the heat bath system B. The interacting term HSB denotes the interaction between S and B

and can generally depends on time. At the initial time, assume the quantum state of the whole
system is expressed as

ρT ≡ ρini = ρini,S ⊗ e−βHB/ZB(β), (2.40)

where ρini,S is the initial state of S, and e−βHB/ZB(β) is that of B, β is an inverse temperature
of the heat bath system at the initial time, and ZB(β) ≡ TrB[e−βHB ] is defined by tracing over
the heat bath degrees of freedom. Note here that the specific form of ρini,S is irrelevant to this
discussion. We assume the probability distribution of the target theory is defined by the initial
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state of the whole system. After the time evolution described by a unitary operator U , the final
state of the whole system is expressed as

ρfin ≡ UρiniU
†. (2.41)

By tracing out the heat bath degrees of freedom, the final state of S is calculated as

ρfin,S ≡ TrB[ρfin]. (2.42)

Then, define the reference probability distribution function as follows:

ρR ≡ U †ρfin,S ⊗ e−βHB/ZB(β)U. (2.43)

We refer to this reference theory as the thermal reference theory in this work. The thermal
reference theory is useful to see a connection between the non-negativity of relative entropy and
the second law of thermodynamics [58, 59]. In the other reference theories discussed before, it
is supposed that the target and reference theory do not include the heat bath degrees of freedom.
However, in Sec. 6.3, we will demonstrate that the relative entropy between the target and
reference theories does not change even if the heat bath degrees of freedom are added to both
the theories.

One of our main interests is the constraints on EFT generated by the target theory, and the above
first three reference theories are mainly considered in the following sections. Here, we would like to
emphasize that the above definitions of the probability distributions of the target theory and reference
theory are not unique, and are part of examples.

2.3 Inequalities satisfied by Euclidean effective action in field theory

We have discussed the general properties of the relative entropy between two probability distribution
functions so far. In this section, we focus on the systems described by field theoretical dynamics and
provide inequalities satisfied by heavy field corrections to the Euclidean effective action by using the
non-negativity of the relative entropy. For each reference theory, we provide inequalities satisfied by
the Euclidean effective action of the target theory in the following.

2.3.1 Non-interacting reference theory

By introducing an auxiliary parameter g, we define,

Ig[φ,Φ] ≡ I0[φ,Φ] + g · II[φ,Φ]. (2.44)

By changing the parameter g, the target and reference theories are given as,

IT[φ,Φ] = lim
g→1

Ig[φ,Φ], INI[φ,Φ] = lim
g→0

Ig[φ,Φ]. (2.45)

For the background light fields, the partition function and effective action of Ig are respectively defined
as follows:

Zg[φ] ≡
∫
d[Φ]e−Ig [φ,Φ], (2.46)
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Wg[φ] ≡ − lnZg[φ], (2.47)

From Eqs. (2.8) and (2.10), by defining a probability distribution function,

Pg[Φ] ≡ e−Ig [φ,Φ]

Zg[φ]
, (2.48)

the relative entropy between P0 and Pg is calculated as follows:

S(P0||Pg) = W0[φ]−Wg[φ] + g · 〈II〉g=0 ≥ 0 ⇒ Wg[φ]−W0[φ] ≤ g · 〈II〉g=0, (2.49)

S(Pg||P0) = Wg[φ]−W0[φ]− g · 〈II〉g ≥ 0 ⇒ g · 〈II〉g ≤Wg[φ]−W0[φ], (2.50)

with

〈II〉g ≡
∫
d[Φ]II[φ,Φ] · e

−Ig [φ,Φ]

Zg[φ]
=
∂Wg[φ]

∂g
, (2.51)

where the partial derivative means differentiating by g while keeping φ. Equations (2.49) and (2.50)
yield

g · 〈II〉g=0 ≥Wg[φ]−W0[φ] ≥ g · 〈II〉g ⇒ 〈II〉NI ≥WT[φ]−WNI[φ] ≥ 〈II〉T for g = 1.

(2.52)

Here, we used WT = Wg=1, WNI = W0, and the following relations.

〈II〉g=0 =

(
∂Wg[φ]

∂g

)
g=0

=

∫
d[Φ]II[φ,Φ] · e

−I0[φ,Φ]

Z0[φ]

=

∫
d[Φ]II[φ,Φ] · e

−INI[φ,Φ]

ZNI[φ]

= 〈II〉NI, (2.53)

〈II〉g=1 =

(
∂Wg[φ]

∂g

)
g=1

=

∫
d[Φ]II[φ,Φ] · e

−Ig=1[φ,Φ]

Zg=1[φ]

=

∫
d[Φ]II[φ,Φ] · e

−IT[φ,Φ]

ZT[φ]

= 〈II〉T, (2.54)

where, in particular, Eq. (2.53) denotes the Feynman diagrams of Fig. 2. Note here that the Euclidean
effective action WNI[φ] generally includes the corrections from the self-interacting terms of Φ. For
ease of understanding, let us schematically express the Euclidean effective actions as follows:

WNI[φ] = I0[φ, 0] + (vacuum energy)′, (2.55)
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WT[φ] = I0[φ, 0] + (vacuum energy)′ + (renormalizable terms of φ) + (non-renormalizable terms of φ),

(2.56)

where IT[φ, 0] = I0[φ, 0] and INI[φ, 0] = I0[φ, 0] are used. Here, (vacuum energy)′ denotes the
vacuum energy coming from the dynamical fields, which may include corrections from the self-
interacting terms of Φ. Note that (vacuum energy)′ is independent of the background fields φ’s.
Also, the third term of the right-hand side of Eq. (2.56) denotes the corrections from the interacting
term II to the renormalizable terms of φ, and their fourth term is the corrections from the interacting
term II to the non-renormalizable terms of φ. Therefore, WT[φ]−WNI[φ] represents the perturbative
corrections from the interaction between heavy and light degrees of freedom to the Euclidean effective
action of the target theory other than the vacuum energy as follows:

WT[φ]−WNI[φ] = (renormalizable terms of φ) + (non-renormalizable terms of φ). (2.57)

The point is that the right-hand side of Eq. (2.57) does not include φ independent terms. Equa-
tions (2.52) and (2.57) imply that the expectation values of the interaction yield bounds on the pertur-
bative corrections from the interacting term II to the Euclidean effective action of the target theory.
For example, WT[φ] −WNI[φ] is increased in the theory with 〈II〉T ≥ 0 but decreased in the theory
with 〈II〉NI ≤ 0. In Ref. [54], the theory satisfying 〈II〉NI ≤ 0 is referred to as the non-positive
interacting theory.

For convenience, we explain the meaning of the upper bound of Eq. (2.52). Expand Wg with
respect to g as follows:

Wg[φ] = W0[φ] + g ·
(
∂Wg[φ]

∂g

)
g=0

+
g2

2
·
(
∂2Wg[φ]

∂g2

)
g=0

+O(g3),

= WNI[φ] + g · 〈II〉NI +
g2

2
·
(
∂2Wg[φ]

∂g2

)
g=0

+O(g3),

= WNI[φ] + g · 〈II〉NI + ∆W (2)
g , (2.58)

where W0[φ] = WNI[φ] is used, and we defined the corrections for the second or higher order for g as

∆W (2)
g ≡ g2

2
·
(
∂2Wg

∂g2

)
g=0

+O(g3). (2.59)

Combining Eq. (2.58), and the upper bound of Eq. (2.52), we obtain

∆W (2)
g ≤ 0 ⇒ ∆W

(2)
g=1 ≤ 0 for g = 1. (2.60)

Note here that g · 〈II〉NI cancels in the upper bound of Eq. (2.52). Consequently, the upper bound
of Eq. (2.52) means that the Euclidean effective action decreases by the second or higher order cor-
rections for the interaction II. Also, according to Eq. (2.53), the non-positive interacting theory is a
class of theories in which the Euclidean effective action is unchanged, or reduced at the first order of
the interaction. For the non-positive interacting theory, the sign of the shift of the Euclidean effective
action is the same as that of the second or higher order corrections for the interaction. In other words,
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ϕ

ϕ

Figure 2. Feynman diagrams for 〈II〉NI at the tree and one-loop level. The vertices denote the interacting
term II. The solid and dashed lines are the heavy and the background light fields, respectively. The left and
right diagrams denote tree and one-loop level corrections, respectively. In the non-interacting reference theory,
the classical solution of the heavy field may take a non-zero value because of the linear term of Φ, and the left
diagram generally does not vanish but can be eliminated by redefinitions of Φ; see Sec. 3.4.

the non-positive interaction, i.e., 〈II〉NI ≤ 0, is a sufficient condition to reduce the Euclidean effective
action by the interaction II.

Focusing on the NIRT, we explain an important property of the relative entropy, i.e., the invari-
ance of Eq. (2.9) under the field redefinition to eliminate the linear term of Φ. Consider a target theory
with the linear term in the Euclidean space,

IT[φ,Φ] = I lin
0 [φ,Φ] + II[φ,Φ], (2.61)

where I lin
0 is assumed to involve the linear term of Φ, and II is the interacting term. Assume the

classical solution of I lin
0 for Φ takes v, where indices of the classical solution, such as Lorentz indices,

are omitted. Also, the classical solution of IT for Φ takes v + f(φ), where f(φ) depends on the light
field φ because of the interacting term II. Note here that f vanishes in the limit of II → 0. Define the
action of NIRT as,

INI[φ,Φ] ≡ I lin
0 [φ,Φ]. (2.62)

At the tree level, the Euclidean effective actions of the target and reference theories are respectively
calculated as follows:

WT[φ] = I lin
0 [φ, v + f(φ)] + II[φ, v + f(φ)], (2.63)

WNI[φ] = I lin
0 [φ, v]. (2.64)

The shift of the Euclidean effective action is calculated as

WT[φ]−WNI[φ] = I lin
0 [φ, v + f(φ)] + II[φ, v + f(φ)]− I lin

0 [φ, v]. (2.65)
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The expectation value of the interaction II in the Euclidean space is also calculated as

〈II〉NI =

∫
d[Φ]PNI[Φ]II[φ,Φ] = II[φ, v], (2.66)

where PNI[Φ] ≡ e−INI/ZNI[φ] with Z0[φ] ≡
∫
d[Φ]e−I

lin
0 . Equations (2.65), (2.66), and (2.52) yield,

WT[φ]−WNI[φ] ≤ 〈II〉NI

⇒ I lin
0 [φ, v + f(φ)] + II[φ, v + f(φ)]− II[φ, v]− I lin

0 [φ, v] ≤ 0. (2.67)

Next, consider a field redefinition Φ ≡ η + v. Equation (2.61) is expressed as

I ′T[φ, η] ≡ IT[φ, η + v]

= I lin
0 [φ, η + v] + II[φ, η + v]

=
(
I lin

0 [φ, η + v] + II[φ, v]
)

+ (II[φ, η + v]− II[φ, v]) . (2.68)

Here, we define

I ′0[φ, η] ≡ I lin
0 [φ, η + v] + II[φ, v], (2.69)

I ′I[φ, η] ≡ II[φ, η + v]− II[φ, v], (2.70)

where I ′0 does not include the linear term of η. Also define the action of NIRT as

I ′NI[φ,Φ] ≡ I ′0[φ,Φ]. (2.71)

At the tree level, the Euclidean effective actions of I ′T and I ′NI are respectively calculated as follows:

W ′T[φ] = I ′0[φ, f(φ)] + I ′I[φ, f(φ)] = I lin
0 [φ, v + f(φ)] + II[φ, v] + I ′I[φ, f(φ)], (2.72)

W ′NI[φ] = I lin
0 [φ, v] + II[φ, v]. (2.73)

Note here that the classical solution of I ′T for η takes f(φ) because that of IT for Φ = v+η is v+f(φ).
Similarly, the classical solution of I ′NI for η takes a zero value because that of INI for Φ = v + η is v.
Then, the shift of the Euclidean effective action is calculated as

W ′T[φ]−W ′NI[φ] = I lin
0 [φ, v + f(φ)] + II[φ, v] + I ′I [φ, f(φ)]− I lin

0 [φ, v]− II[φ, v]

= I lin
0 [φ, v + f(φ)] + I ′I[φ, f(φ)]− I lin

0 [φ, v]. (2.74)

The expectation value of the interaction I ′I in the Euclidean space is calculated as

〈I ′I〉NI =

∫
d[η]P ′NI[η]I ′I[φ, η] = 0, (2.75)

where P ′NI[η] ≡ e−I
′
NI[φ,η]/Z ′NI[φ] with Z ′NI[φ] ≡

∫
d[η]e−I

′
NI[φ,η]. Equations (2.74), (2.75), and

Eq. (2.52) yield,

W ′T[φ]−W ′NI[φ] ≤ 〈I ′I〉NI

– 15 –



⇒ I lin
0 [φ, v + f(φ)] + I ′I[φ, f(φ)]− I lin

0 [φ, v]

= I lin
0 [φ, v + f(φ)] + II[φ, v + f(φ)]− II[φ, v]− I lin

0 [φ, v] ≤ 0. (2.76)

This result is the same as Eq. (2.67). Consequently, it is found that the upper bound of Eq. (2.52) is
invariant under the field redefinition to remove the linear term of Φ. This result means that, at the tree
level, theories can be the non-positive interacting theory by the field redefinition. In Sec. 3.4, we will
show an example of this result. Since the calculations of the relative entropy becomes easier by the
field redefinition to remove the linear term of Φ, in Sec. 4, we often use the procedures of Eq. (2.68),
(2.69), and (2.70).

We comment on some properties of the NIRT. One of the main features of the NIRT is that the φ-
independent terms cancel inWT[φ]−WNI[φ] as in Eq. (2.57). In the context of the positivity bounds on
EFTs, a class of EFTs that corrections to the renormalizable terms can be removed by the redefinition
of the light fields, has been actively studied. For such a class of theories, the cancellation of the φ-
independent terms is convenient to derive the constraints on the correction to higher-derivative terms
by using Eq. (2.52) 3. Indeed, in Sec. 3 and 4, we will provide constraints on the higher-dimensional
operators of such theories. We will see that the results are consistent with the positivity bounds
obtained by the analyticity, causality and unitarity.

2.3.2 Massive free field reference theory

We rewrite the action I0 as follows:

I0[φ,Φ] = I0[φ, 0] + IΦ[Φ] + IS[Φ], (2.77)

where IΦ is the action of free field Φ, and IS is the self-interacting term of Φ. By introducing an
auxiliary parameters g, we define an action as follows:

Jg[φ,Φ] ≡ I0[φ, 0] + IΦ[Φ] + g · (IS[Φ] + II[φ,Φ]) . (2.78)

The action of Eq. (2.78) satisfies,

lim
g→0

Jg[φ,Φ] = IMF[φ,Φ], lim
g→1

Jg[φ,Φ] = IT[φ,Φ]. (2.79)

When the light fields are the background fields, the partition function and effective actions of Jg are
defined as follows:

zg[φ] ≡
∫
d[Φ]e−Jg [φ,Φ], (2.80)

wg[φ] ≡ − ln zg[φ]. (2.81)

From Eqs. (2.8) and (2.10), by defining a probability distribution function,

pg[Φ] ≡ e−Jg [φ,Φ]

zg[φ]
, (2.82)

3Even in finite temperature systems, field independent terms cancel in WT[φ]−WNI[φ].
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the relative entropy between p0 and pg is calculated as follows:

S(p0||pg) = w0[φ]− wg[φ] + g · 〈IS + II〉g=0 ≥ 0⇒ wg[φ]− w0[φ] ≤ g · 〈IS + II〉g=0, (2.83)

S(pg||p0) = wg[φ]− w0[φ]− g · 〈IS + II〉g ≥ 0⇒ g · 〈IS + II〉g ≤ wg[φ]− w0[φ], (2.84)

with

〈IS + II〉g ≡
∫
d[Φ] (IS[Φ] + II[φ,Φ]) · e

−Jg [φ,Φ]

zg[φ]
=
∂wg[φ]

∂g
, (2.85)

where the partial derivative denotes differentiating by g while keeping φ. Combining Eq. (2.83) and
(2.84), we obtain

g · 〈IS + II〉g=0 ≥ wg[φ]− w0[φ] ≥ g · 〈IS + II〉g
⇒〈IS + II〉MF ≥WT[φ]−WMF[φ] ≥ 〈IS + II〉T for g = 1. (2.86)

Here, we used WT = wg=1, WMF = w0, and the following relations,

〈IS + II〉g=0 =

(
∂wg[φ]

∂g

)
g=0

=

∫
d[Φ] (IS[Φ] + II[φ,Φ]) · e

−J0[φ,Φ]

z0[φ]

=

∫
d[Φ] (IS[Φ] + II[φ,Φ]) · e

−IMF[φ,Φ]

ZMF[φ]

= 〈IS + II〉MF, (2.87)

〈IS + II〉g=1 =

(
∂wg[φ]

∂g

)
g=1

=

∫
d[Φ] (IS[Φ] + II[φ,Φ]) · e

−Jg=1[φ,Φ]

zg=1[φ]

=

∫
d[Φ] (IS[Φ] + II[φ,Φ]) · e

−IT[φ,Φ]

ZT[φ]

= 〈IS + II〉T, (2.88)

where z0 = ZMF and zg=1 = ZT are used.
In particular, the Feynman diagrams for 〈IS〉MF and 〈II〉MF are shown in Fig. 3 and 4, respec-

tively. The Euclidean effective actions are schematically expressed as follows:

WMF[φ] = I0[φ, 0] + (vacuum energy), (2.89)

WT[φ] = I0[φ, 0] + (vacuum energy) + (corrections from Φ). (2.90)

where (vacuum energy) denotes the vacuum energy coming from Φ loop effects, and the third term
of the right-hand side of Eq. (2.90) denotes the perturbative corrections from Φ other than the vacuum
energy. The shift of the Euclidean effective action is given by

WT[φ]−WMF[φ] = (corrections from Φ). (2.91)
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Note here that the (corrections from Φ) may include φ independent terms because the self-interacting
term of Φ in IT appears. Therefore, WT−WMF also includes the correction from the self-interacting
terms of Φ in contrast to WT − WNI, and the right-hand side of Eq. (2.86) may include the field-
independent terms. The point is that the inequality of (2.86) provides different information about the
target theory from the NIRT. Some applications are provided in the later section.

Here, we consider the meaning the upper bound of (2.86). Similar to the case of the NIRT, expand
wg for g as follows:

wg[φ] = w0[φ] + g ·
(
∂wg[φ]

∂g

)
g=0

+
g2

2
·
(
∂2wg[φ]

∂g2

)
g=0

+O(g3),

= WMF[φ] + g · 〈IS + II〉MF +
g2

2
·
(
∂2wg[φ]

∂g2

)
g=0

+O(g3),

= WMF[φ] + g · 〈IS + II〉MF + ∆w(2)
g , (2.92)

where w0[φ] = WMF[φ] is used, and we defined

∆w(2)
g ≡

g2

2
·
(
∂2wg[φ]

∂g2

)
g=0

+O(g3). (2.93)

From Eq. (2.92) and (2.86), we get

∆w(2)
g ≤ 0. (2.94)

Therefore, the inequality of (2.86) means that the Euclidean effective action decrease by the second
or higher order corrections for IS and II.

2.3.3 Infinite heavy mass reference theory

The upper bound of Eq. (2.9) is calculated as,

〈IT − lim
mΦ→∞

IT〉
IH
≥WT[φ]−WIH[φ], (2.95)

where WIH[φ] = − lnZIH[φ]. The left-hand side of Eq. (2.95) is defined as follows:

〈IT − lim
mΦ→∞

IT〉
IH

=

∫
d[Φ]PIH[Φ]

(
IT[φ,Φ]− lim

mΦ→∞
IT[φ,Φ]

)
. (2.96)

For simplicity, we focus on the tree level UV completions. Using the saddle point approximations,
we obtain

ZIH[φ] =

∫
d[Φ]e−IIH[φ,Φ] = e−IIH[φ,Φ̃IH], (2.97)

ZT[φ] =

∫
d[Φ]e−IT[φ,Φ] = e−IT[φ,Φ̃T], (2.98)∫

d[Φ]PIH[Φ] (IT[φ,Φ]− INI[φ,Φ]) = IT[φ, Φ̃IH]− lim
mΦ→∞

IT[φ, Φ̃IH]. (2.99)
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Figure 3. Feynman diagrams for 〈II〉MF at the tree and one-loop level. The vertices denote the interacting
term II. The solid and dashed lines are the heavy and the background light fields, respectively. In contrast
to the non-interacting reference theory, the classical solution of the heavy field can take zero value since the
reference theory is the massive free field theory. The left diagram is a tree-level correction, which vanishes
because of zero values of the classical solution in the reference theory. The right diagram denotes a one-loop
level correction, which generally does not vanish.

Φ

Φ̃ MF

Φ IS IS

Φ̃ MF

Figure 4. Feynman diagrams for 〈IS〉MF at the one-loop level. The vertices denote the self-interacting term
IS. The solid line denotes the heavy field. The right diagram vanishes because of the classical solution of the
reference theory, but the left diagram may remain.

Similar to the NIRT, 〈IT − limmΦ→∞ IT〉IH does not vanish when the linear term of Φ in IIH remains.
However, 〈IT − limmΦ→∞ IT〉IH = 0 holds after the field redefinition of Φ such that φ independent
terms are removed in Φ̃IH. For 〈IT − limmΦ→∞ IT〉IH = 0, one obtains as follows:

0 ≥WT[φ]−WIH[φ]. (2.100)
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The above right-hand side denotes the correction from Φ to the Euclidean effective action of the target
theory.

2.4 Summary of entropy constraints

In Secs. 2.2 and 2.3, based on the Euclidean path integral method, we provide procedures to calculate
the relative entropy in the field theory. Given the target theory, the relative entropy can be calculated
by the procedures explained in Sec. 2.3. Before summarizing the properties of the relative entropy,
we list the assumptions used to derive the results in this section in the following way.

(I) Hermiticity of probability distribution functions — We assume the target and reference theory
are represented by the Hermitian probability distribution functions. To derive the non-negativity
of the relative entropy in Eq. (2.2), we used the Hermiticity of probability distribution functions,
i.e., ρR,T = ρ†R,T. The non-negativity of the relative entropy can be broken when this condition
is not satisfied.

(II) Validity of Euclidean path integral method — We assume the EFTs are generated from the
solution of the local minimum. As shown in Sec. 3.10, the non-negativity of the relative en-
tropy can be broken when the Euclidean path integral method is not valid, i.e., the saddle point
approximation does not work because of the solution not being the local minimum.

Under these assumptions, for the NIRT and MFFRT, we obtained the properties that do not de-
pend on the details of the target theories as follows:

• Non-interacting reference theory — The upper and lower bounds on the perturbative correc-
tions from the interaction between heavy and light degrees of freedom to the Euclidean effective
action is denoted as Eq. (2.52),

〈II〉NI ≥WT[φ]−WNI[φ] ≥ 〈II〉T,

where WT −WNI is the perturbative correction to renormalizable and unrenormalizable terms
for φ, and the background independent terms are canceled. The upper bound of Eq. (2.52) is
rewritten as Eq. (2.60),

∆W (2)
g ≤ 0.

This inequality means that the Euclidean effective action decreases by the second or higher
order corrections for the interaction between heavy and light degrees of freedom. In general,
〈II〉NI takes a non-zero value, but it can vanish at the tree level by the redefinition to eliminate
the linear term of Φ in IT. The relative entropy is invariant under such a field redefinition.

• Massive free field reference theory — The upper and lower bounds on the perturbative cor-
rections from the self-interaction of heavy fields and the interaction between heavy and light
degrees of freedom to the Euclidean effective action is denoted as Eq. (2.86),

〈IS + II〉MF ≥WT[φ]−WMF[φ] ≥ 〈IS + II〉T.
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ForWT−WNI, the φ independent vacuum energy from the heavy field loop effects cancels, but
the φ independent perturbative corrections from the self-interacting term of Φ may be included.
The upper bound of Eq. (2.86) is rewritten as Eq. (2.94),

∆w(2)
g ≤ 0. (2.101)

This inequality means that the Euclidean effective action decreases by the second or higher
order corrections for the self-interaction of heavy fields and the interaction between heavy and
light degrees of freedom. On the left-hand side of the above inequality, φ independent pertur-
bative corrections from the self-interacting term of Φ are generally included.

In the next section, we will calculate the relative entropies for various target theories and check
the non-negativity of the relative entropy, i.e., the above properties. Also, we often face a situation
where the EFT is known while the target UV theory is unknown. We refer to this situation as the
bottom-up approach and consider such a situation in Sec. 4. In Sec. 4, we focus on a class of EFTs
that the corrections to non-higher derivative terms are removed by field redefinitions and apply the
NIRT to derive the constraints on such EFTs. The NIRT is more convenient than the MFFRT in the
bottom-up approach because the background independent terms vanish in WT −WNI. In Sec. 4, we
provide the constraints on some EFTs under an assumption that the corrections from the interactions
involving higher-derivative operators of the light fields are not dominant in the EFTs.

3 Top-down approach: relative entropy in various theories

In this section, for consistency checks of Sec. 2, we evaluate Eqs. (2.52), (2.86), and (2.95) in various
theories. In particular, we focus on the upper bound on WT − WR, which is relevant to the posi-
tivity bound on EFTs. We adopt the top-down approach, i.e., UV theories including heavy degrees
of freedom are assumed to be known, and evaluate the inequalities in the previous sections. As a
pedagogical example, we first consider probability distribution functions described by the Gaussian
distribution function. In Sec. 3.2, the constraint on a quantum mechanical model consisting of spins is
studied. In the other examples, we focus on weakly coupled field theoretical dynamics and consider
up to four-derivative operators. In Sec. 3.10, we will also explain that the non-negativity of the relative
entropy can be violated when the Euclidean path integral method does not work, i.e., the saddle point
approximations are not valid.

3.1 Gaussian distribution functions

Firstly, we consider a target system described by the Gaussian distribution function defined as follows:

IT[x,X] ≡ m2 · x2 +M2 ·X2 + c · x ·X, [Target] (3.1)

where x and X are not fields, but variables corresponding to the light and heavy degrees of freedom,
respectively, and m,M , and c are real constant parameters. Although this target theory is neither a
field theoretical nor a quantum mechanical model, this is a pedagogical example to understand the
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procedure to calculate the relative entropy. We assume x is not an integral variable and behaves as a
background field. The free theory and the interaction between x and X are respectively denoted as

I0[x,X] ≡ m2 · x2 +M2 ·X2, (3.2)

II[x,X] ≡ c · x ·X. (3.3)

For this target theory, the NIRT is the same as the MFFRT. The action of the NIRT and MFFRT is
defined as

IR[x,X] ≡ I0[x,X]. [Reference] (3.4)

Then, probability distribution functions are defined as follows:

PR[X] ≡ 1

ZR[x]
e−IR[x,X], PT[X] ≡ 1

ZT[x]
e−IT[x,X], (3.5)

with the partition functions

ZR[x] ≡
∫ ∞
−∞

dXe−IR[x,X], ZT[x] ≡
∫ ∞
−∞

dXe−IT[x,X]. (3.6)

From these partition functions, the effective actions are given by

WR[x] ≡ − lnZR[x], WT[x] ≡ − lnZT[x]. (3.7)

By introducing an auxiliary parameter g, we define,

Ig[x,X] ≡ I0[x,X] + g · II[x,X]. (3.8)

By changing g, the target and reference theory are reproduced as follows:

IT[x,X] = lim
g→1

Ig[x,X], IR[x,X] = lim
g→0

Ig[x,X]. (3.9)

The partition function and effective action of Ig are respectively calculated as follows:

Zg[x] ≡
∫
d[X]e−Ig [x,X] = e−m

2x2

√
π

M2
· eg2·c2x2/4M2

, (3.10)

Wg[x] ≡ − lnZg[x] = −g
2 · c2x2

4M2
− ln

[
e−m

2x2

√
π

M2

]
. (3.11)

By defining a probability distribution function,

Pg[X] ≡ e−Ig [x,X]

Zg[x]
, (3.12)

the expectation value of the interaction is also calculated as

〈II〉g=0 =

∫ ∞
−∞

dXP0[X] · II[x,X] = 0. (3.13)
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From Eqs. (2.8), (3.11), and (3.13), the relative entropy between P0 and Pg is given by

S(P0||Pg) ≡
∫ ∞
−∞

dX (P0 lnP0 − P0 lnPg) ,

= − lnZ0[x] + lnZg[x] + g · 〈II〉g=0,

= − lnZ0[x] + lnZg[x],

= W0[x]−Wg[x],

=
g2 · c2x2

4M2
≥ 0. (3.14)

Note here that the relative entropy is invariant under the field redefinition of X . The definition of
the interaction of Eq. (3.3) is not invariant under the redefinition of X , but the relative entropy, i.e.,
the integral of the Gaussian distributions, do not change under the field redefinition. By taking to be
g = 1, we obtain the relative entropy between PR and PT as follows:

S(PR||PT) = WR[x]−WT[x] =
c2x2

4M2
≥ 0, (3.15)

where PR = P0, PT = Pg=1, WR = Wg=0, and WT = Wg=1 are used. The above inequality
represents the upper bound of Eq. (2.52) and (2.86). The relative entropy takes a positive value, as we
expected. The above procedure of calculation of the relative entropy is the same as the field theoretical
dynamics.

3.2 A spin system in one dimension

The entropy inequality is derived even in the quantum mechanical model. Let us consider a spin
system in one dimension defined by a Hamiltonian,

HT ≡ −J
N/2∑
i=1

σ2i−1σ2i − µM
N∑
i=1

σi, [Target] (3.16)

where σi = ±1 denotes a spin on site i, J is a coupling characterizing exchange interactions, N is the
number of sites, µ is a magnetic moment, and M is an external magnetic field. We assume N is even
so that the system consists of N/2 pairs of adjacent sites. Then, H0 and HI are defined as follows:

H0 ≡ −J
N/2∑
i=1

σ2i−1σ2i, (3.17)

HI ≡ −µM
N∑
i=1

σi. (3.18)

The Hamiltonian of the NIRT is defined as

HNI ≡ H0. [Reference] (3.19)
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The density operators of the target and reference systems are respectively given by

ρNI ≡
e−βHNI

ZNI(β)
, ρT ≡

e−βHT

ZT(β)
, (3.20)

with the inverse temperature β, and the partition functions

ZNI(β) ≡ Tr[e−βHNI ], ZT(β) ≡ Tr[e−βHT ]. (3.21)

The effective actions are given by

WNI(β) ≡ − lnZNI(β), WT(β) ≡ − lnZT(β). (3.22)

By introducing the parameter g, we define

Hg ≡ H0 + g ·HI. (3.23)

The target and reference theory are reproduced as follows:

HT = lim
g→1

Hg, HR = lim
g→0

Hg. (3.24)

The partition function and effective action of Hg are respectively given as follows:

Zg(β) ≡ Tr[e−βHg ] =
(

2{eβJ cosh(2βgµM) + e−βJ}
)N/2

, (3.25)

Wg(β) ≡ − lnZg(β). (3.26)

By defining a density operator

ρg(β) ≡ e−βHg

Zg(β)
, (3.27)

the expectation value of the interaction is calculated as

Tr[ρ0HI] = 0. (3.28)

From Eq. (2.14), the relative entropy between ρ0 and ρg is given by

S(ρ0||ρg) ≡ Tr[ρ0 ln ρ0 − ρ0 ln ρg],

= − lnZ0(β) + lnZg(β) + g · Tr[ρ0HI],

= − lnZ0(β) + lnZg(β),

= W0(β)−Wg(β),

= −N
2

ln

[
eβJ + e−βJ

eβJ cosh(2βgµM) + e−βJ

]
≥ 0. (3.29)

The first line denotes the definition of the relative entropy, and in the third line, Tr[ρ0HI] = 0 is used.
By taking to be g = 1, the relative entropy between ρNI and ρT is given by

S(ρNI||ρT) = WNI(β)−WT(β) = −N
2

ln

[
eβJ + e−βJ

eβJ cosh(2βµM) + e−βJ

]
≥ 0, (3.30)

where ρNI = ρ0, ρT = ρg=1, WNI = Wg=0, and WT = Wg=1 are used. This result represents the
upper bound of Eq. (2.52). We see that the external magnetic field decreases the Euclidean effective
action of the target system because of the non-negativity of the relative entropy.
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3.3 A tree level UV completion of single massless scalar field theory

Consider a theory in Minkowski space:

IT[φ,Φ] ≡
∫
d4x

(
1

2
(∂µφ∂

µφ) +
1

2
(∂µΦ∂µΦ)− m2

2
Φ2 +

α

Λ
· Φ(∂µφ∂

µφ)

)
, [Target] (3.31)

where φ denotes a massless scalar field, Φ is a heavy scalar field with mass m, and α/Λ is a dimen-
sionful coupling constant. The above theory involving a linear term of Φ will be studied later. The
action in the Euclidean space is expressed as

I
(E)
T [φ,Φ] =

∫
(d4x)E

(
1

2
(∂IφE∂IφE) +

1

2
(∂IΦE∂IΦE) +

m2

2
Φ2

E +
α

Λ
· ΦE(∂IφE∂IφE)

)
,

=

∫
(d4x)E

(
−1

2
(∂µφ∂

µφ) +
1

2
(∂IΦE∂IΦE) +

m2

2
Φ2

E −
α

Λ
· ΦE(∂µφ∂

µφ)

)
, (3.32)

where, in the second line, we assume the background field φ of the Euclidean space are defined from
that of the Minkowski space; see Appendix A. We define the actions I0 and II in the Euclidean space
as follows:

I
(E)
0 [φ,Φ] ≡ I(E)

T [0,Φ] + I
(E)
T [φ, 0] =

∫
(d4x)E

(
−1

2
(∂µφ∂

µφ) +
1

2
(∂IΦE∂IΦE) +

m2

2
Φ2

E

)
,

(3.33)

I
(E)
I [φ,Φ] ≡ I(E)

T [φ,Φ]− I(E)
0 [φ,Φ] = −α

Λ
·
∫

(d4x)EΦE(∂µφ∂
µφ). (3.34)

For the background field φ, by integrating out ΦE at the tree level, the partition function and effective
action are defined as

ZT[φ] ≡
∫
d[ΦE]e−I

(E)
T [φ,ΦE], (3.35)

WT[φ] ≡ − lnZT[φ], (3.36)

In this target theory, the action of the MFFRT is the same as that of the NIRT. For each reference
theory in Sec. 2.2, we consider the inequalities of (2.52), (2.86), and (2.95) in the following.

• Non-interacting reference theory — The action of the NIRT in the Euclidean space is ex-
pressed as follows:

I
(E)
NI [φ,Φ] ≡

∫
(d4x)E

(
−1

2
(∂µφ∂

µφ) +
1

2
(∂IΦE∂IΦE) +

m2

2
Φ2

E

)
. [Reference] (3.37)

The partition function and effective action of the NIRT are defined as

ZNI[φ] ≡
∫
d[ΦE]e−I

(E)
NI [φ,Φ], (3.38)

WNI[φ] ≡ − lnZNI[φ]. (3.39)
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By using the parameter g, we define

I(E)
g [φ,Φ] ≡ I(E)

0 [φ,Φ] + g · I(E)
I [φ,Φ]. (3.40)

The target and reference theories are respectively expressed as follows:

I
(E)
T [φ,Φ] = lim

g→1
I(E)
g [φ,Φ], I

(E)
NI [φ,Φ] = lim

g→0
I(E)
g [φ,Φ]. (3.41)

The partition function and effective action of I(E)
g are respectively calculated as follows:

Zg[φ] ≡
∫
d[ΦE]e−I

(E)
g [φ,Φ] = e−I

(E)
g [φ,Φ̃g ] (3.42)

Wg[φ] ≡ I(E)
g [φ, Φ̃g] =

∫
(d4x)E

(
−1

2
(∂µφ∂

µφ)− g2 · α2

2m2Λ2
(∂µφ∂

µφ)2

)
, (3.43)

where Φ̃g is the classical solution of I(E)
g and is calculated as

Φ̃g = g · α

m2Λ
(∂µφ∂

µφ). (3.44)

By defining the probability distribution

Pg[Φ] ≡ e−I
(E)
g [φ,Φ]

Zg[φ]
, (3.45)

the expectation value of the interacting term is calculated as

〈II〉g=0 ≡
∫
d[ΦE]P0[ΦE]I

(E)
I [φ,ΦE]

= I
(E)
I [φ, Φ̃g=0]

= I
(E)
I [φ, 0] = 0. (3.46)

From Eqs. (2.8) and (3.43), the relative entropy between P0 and Pg is calculated as follows:

S(P0||Pg) ≡
∫
d[ΦE] (P0 lnP0 − P0 lnPg)

= − lnZ0[φ] + lnZg[φ] + g ·
∫
d[ΦE]P0[ΦE]I

(E)
I [φ,ΦE]

= − lnZ0[φ] + lnZg[φ]

= W0[φ]−Wg[φ]

= g2 · α2

2m2Λ2

∫
(d4x)E(∂µφ∂

µφ)2 ≥ 0. (3.47)

The first line is the definition of the relative entropy, and in the third line, 〈II〉g=0 = 0 is used.
By taking to be g = 1, the relative entropy between PNI and PT is given by

S(PNI||PT) = WNI[φ]−WT[φ] =
α2

2m2Λ2

∫
(d4x)E(∂µφ∂

µφ)2 ≥ 0⇒ α2

2m2Λ2
≥ 0,

(3.48)
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where PNI = P0, PT = Pg=1, WNI = W0, and WT = Wg=1 are used. We see that this result
is consistent with the upper bound of Eqs. (2.52) and (2.86). In this target theory, WT −WNI

denotes the dimension-eight operator, and the non-negativity of the relative entropy yields a
constraint on its Wilson coefficient.

• Infinite heavy mass reference theory — The action of the IHMRT in the Euclidean space is
expressed as follows:

I
(E)
IH [φ,Φ] ≡ lim

m→∞
IT[φ,Φ]. [Reference] (3.49)

The classical solution of IIH satisfies Φ̃IH = 0. Using the saddle point approximations, at the
tree level, we obtain

ZIH[φ] ≡
∫
d[ΦE]e−I

(E)
IH [φ,Φ] = e−I

(E)
IH [φ,0], (3.50)

WIH[φ] ≡ − lnZIH[φ] = I
(E)
IH [φ, 0], (3.51)

〈IT − lim
m→∞

IT〉
IH

= 0. (3.52)

From Eqs. (3.43) and (3.51), the difference of the Euclidean effective action is given by

WT[φ]−WIH[φ] = − α2

2m2Λ2

∫
(d4x)E(∂µφ∂

µφ)2 ≤ 0⇒ α2

2m2Λ2
≥ 0, (3.53)

where WT = Wg=1 and Eq. (3.51) are used. The above inequality represents Eq. (2.95) and is
consistent with the non-negativity of the relative entropy. Therefore, even in the IHMRT, the
non-negativity of the relative entropy yields the constraint on the Wilson coefficient.

3.4 A tree level UV completion of single massless scalar field theory with linear term

Consider the theory of Eq. (3.31) with a linear term of Φ in the Minkowski space:

IT[φ,Φ] ≡
∫
d4x

(
1

2
(∂µφ∂

µφ) +
1

2
(∂µΦ∂µΦ)− m2

2
(Φ− v)2 +

α

Λ
· Φ(∂µφ∂

µφ)

)
, [Target]

(3.54)

where v denotes a dimensionful parameter. The action in the Euclidean space is expressed as

I
(E)
T [φ,Φ] =

∫
(d4x)E

(
1

2
(∂IφE∂IφE) +

1

2
(∂IΦE∂IΦE) +

m2

2
(ΦE − v)2 +

α

Λ
· ΦE(∂IφE∂IφE)

)
,

=

∫
(d4x)E

(
−1

2
(∂µφ∂

µφ) +
1

2
(∂IΦE∂IΦE) +

m2

2
(ΦE − v)2 − α

Λ
· ΦE(∂µφ∂

µφ)

)
.

(3.55)

Similar to the previous example, φ is the background field. As discussed in Appendix A, the back-
ground field of the Euclidean space is defined from that of the Minkowski space. The actions I0 and
II in the Euclidean space are respectively defined as,

I
(E)
0 [φ,Φ] ≡ I(E)

T [0,Φ] +

(
I

(E)
T [φ, 0]−

∫
(d4x)E

m2v2

2

)
,
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=

∫
(d4x)E

(
−1

2
(∂µφ∂

µφ) +
1

2
(∂IΦE∂IΦE) +

m2

2
(ΦE − v)2

)
, (3.56)

I
(E)
I [φ,Φ] ≡ I(E)

T [φ,Φ]− I(E)
0 [φ,Φ] = −α

Λ
·
∫

(d4x)EΦE(∂µφ∂
µφ). (3.57)

The partition function and effective action are defined as

ZT[φ] ≡
∫
d[ΦE]e−I

(E)
T [φ,ΦE], (3.58)

WT[φ] ≡ − lnZT[φ]. (3.59)

For each reference theory in Sec. 2.2, we consider the constraints on the Euclidean effective action in
the following way.

• Non-interacting reference theory — The action of NIRT in the Euclidean space is defined as
follows:

I
(E)
NI [φ,Φ] ≡

∫
(d4x)E

(
−1

2
(∂µφ∂

µφ) +
1

2
(∂IΦE∂IΦE) +

m2

2

(
Φ2

E − v
)2)

. [Reference]

(3.60)

Note here that the linear term of ΦE arises from the third term of the right-hand side. The
solution of the equation of motion of I(E)

NI for ΦE is calculated as Φ̃NI = v. The partition
function and effective action of the NIRT are respectively defined as follows:

ZNI[φ] ≡
∫
d[ΦE]e−I

(E)
NI [φ,ΦE], (3.61)

WNI[φ] ≡ − lnZNI[φ]. (3.62)

By introducing the parameter g, we define

I(E)
g [φ,Φ] ≡ I(E)

0 [φ,Φ] + g · I(E)
I [φ,Φ]. (3.63)

The target and reference theories are given by,

I
(E)
T [φ,Φ] = lim

g→1
I(E)
g [φ,Φ], I

(E)
NI [φ,Φ] = lim

g→0
I(E)
g [φ,Φ]. (3.64)

The partition function and effective action of I(E)
g are respectively calculated as follows:

Zg[φ] ≡
∫
d[ΦE]e−I

(E)
g [φ,ΦE] = e−I

(E)
g [φ,Φ̃g ], (3.65)

Wg[φ] ≡ − lnZg[φ] =

∫
(d4x)E

(
−1

2
(∂µφ∂

µφ)− g2 · α2

2m2Λ2
(∂µφ∂

µφ)2 − g · α
Λ
· v(∂µφ∂

µφ)

)
,

(3.66)

where Φ̃g is the classical solution of I(E)
g and is calculated as follows:

Φ̃g = v + g · α

m2Λ
(∂µφ∂

µφ). (3.67)
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By defining the probability distribution function as

Pg[Φ] ≡ e−I
(E)
g [φ,Φ]

Zg[φ]
, (3.68)

the expectation value of the interacting term is calculated as

〈II〉g=0 =

∫
d[ΦE]P0[ΦE]I

(E)
I [φ,ΦE]

= I
(E)
I [φ, Φ̃0]

= −α
Λ
·
∫

(d4x)Ev(∂µφ∂
µφ). (3.69)

From Eqs. (2.8), (3.66), and (3.69), the relative entropy between P0 and Pg is calculated as
follows:

S(P0||Pg) ≡
∫
d[ΦE] (P0[ΦE] lnP0[ΦE]− P0[ΦE] lnPg[ΦE])

= − lnZ0[φ] + lnZg[φ] + g ·
∫
d[ΦE]Pg[ΦE]I

(E)
I [φ,ΦE]

= − lnZ0[φ] + lnZg[φ] + g · 〈II〉g=0

= W0[φ]−Wg[φ]− g · α
Λ
·
∫

(d4x)Ev(∂µφ∂
µφ)

= g2 · α2

2m2Λ2

∫
(d4x)E(∂µφ∂

µφ)2 ≥ 0, (3.70)

where the first line is the definition of the relative entropy, Eq. (3.69) was used in the third line,
and g · 〈II〉g=0 cancels in the last line. By taking to be g = 1, the relative entropy between PNI

and PT is given by

S(PNI||PT) = WNI[φ]−WT[φ] + 〈II〉NI =
α2

2m2Λ2

∫
(d4x)E(∂µφ∂

µφ)2 ≥ 0⇒ α2

2m2Λ2
≥ 0,

(3.71)

where PNI = P0, PT = Pg=1, WNI = W0, WT = Wg=1, and 〈II〉NI = 〈II〉g=0 are used. The
above inequality yields a constraint on the Wilson coefficient of the dimension-eight operator,
which is consistent with the non-negativity of the relative entropy.

We also show that the above result holds even if 〈II〉NI is eliminated by a redefinition of Φ. We
have already seen this fact in Sec. 2.3.1 generically. By defining a new field η as Φ ≡ η + v,
the action of Eq. (3.55) is expressed as,

I ′T
(E)[φ, η] ≡ I(E)

T [φ, η + v]

=

∫
(d4x)E

(
− 1

2
(∂µφ∂

µφ) +
1

2
(∂IηE∂IηE) +

1

2
m2η2

E
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− α

Λ
· v(∂µφ∂

µφ)− α

Λ
· ηE(∂µφ∂

µφ)

)
. [Target] (3.72)

Note here that the liner term of η does not arise. Define the actions I ′0 and I ′I in the Euclidean
space as follows:

I ′
(E)
0 [φ, η] ≡

∫
(d4x)E

(
−1

2
(∂µφ∂

µφ) +
1

2
(∂IηE∂IηE) +

m2

2
η2

E −
α

Λ
· v(∂µφ∂

µφ)

)
,

(3.73)

I ′
(E)
I [φ, η] ≡ −α

Λ
·
∫

(d4x)EηE(∂µφ∂
µφ). (3.74)

The partition function and effective action of I ′T
(E) are defined as

Z ′T[φ] ≡
∫
d[ηE]e−I

′(E)
T [φ,ηE], (3.75)

W ′T[φ] ≡ − lnZ ′T[φ]. (3.76)

The action of NIRT for I ′(E)
T is defined as follows:

I ′
(E)
NI [φ, η] ≡ I ′(E)

0 [φ, η]

=

∫
(d4x)E

(
−1

2
(∂µφ∂

µφ) +
1

2
(∂IηE∂IηE) +

1

2
m2η2

E −
α

Λ
· ηE(∂µφ∂

µφ)

)
, [Reference]

(3.77)

where the liner term of η does not arise. The partition function and effective action of the NIRT
are respectively defined as follows:

Z ′NI[φ] ≡
∫
d[ηE]e−I

′(E)
NI [φ,ηE], (3.78)

W ′NI[φ] ≡ − lnZ ′NI[φ]. (3.79)

By introducing the parameter g, we define

I ′
(E)
g [φ, η] ≡ I ′(E)

0 [φ, η] + g · I ′(E)
I [φ, η]. (3.80)

The target and reference theories are expressed as follows:

I ′
(E)
T [φ, η] = lim

g→1
I ′

(E)
g [φ, η], I ′

(E)
NI [φ, η] = lim

g→0
I ′

(E)
g [φ, η]. (3.81)

The partition function and effective action of I ′(E)
g are respectively calculated as follows:

Z ′g[φ] ≡
∫
d[ηE]e−I

′(E)
g [φ,ηE] = e−I

′(E)
g [φ,η̃g ], (3.82)

W ′g[φ] ≡ I ′(E)
g [φ, η̃g] =

∫
(d4x)E

(
−1

2

(
1 + 2 · α

Λ
· v
)

(∂µφ∂
µφ)− g2 · α2

2Λ2m2
(∂µφ∂

µφ)2

)
,

(3.83)
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where η̃g is a classical solution of I ′(E)
g and is given by

η̃g = g · α

m2Λ
(∂µφ∂

µφ). (3.84)

By defining the probability distribution function as

P ′g[η] ≡ e−I
′(E)
g [φ,η]

Z ′g[φ]
, (3.85)

the expectation value of the interacting term is calculated as

〈II〉g=0 =

∫
d[ηE]P ′0[ηE]I

(E)
I [φ, ηE]

= I
(E)
I [φ, η̃0]

= 0. (3.86)

From Eqs. (2.8), (3.83), and (3.86), the relative entropy between P0 and Pg is calculated as
follows:

S(P ′0||P ′g) ≡
∫
d[ηE]

(
P ′0[ηE] lnP ′0[ηE]− P ′0[ηE] lnP ′g[ηE]

)
= − lnZ ′0[φ] + lnZ ′g[φ] + g ·

∫
d[ηE]P0[ηE]I

(E)
I [φ, ηE] (3.87)

= − lnZ ′0[φ] + lnZ ′g[φ] (3.88)

= W ′0[φ]−W ′g[φ]

= g2 · α2

2Λ2m2

∫
(d4x)E(∂µφ∂

µφ)2 ≥ 0, (3.89)

where the first line is the definition of the relative entropy, and 〈II〉g=0 = 0 is used in the third
line. By taking to be g = 1, the relative entropy between P ′NI ≡ P ′0 and P ′T ≡ P ′g=1 is given by

S(P ′NI||P ′T) = W ′NI[φ]−W ′T[φ] =
α2

2Λ2m2

∫
(d4x)E(∂µφ∂

µφ)2 ≥ 0⇒ α2

2Λ2m2
≥ 0,

(3.90)

where W ′NI ≡ W ′0, and W ′T ≡ W ′g=1 are used. This result is the same as Eq. (3.71), and
we found that Eq. (2.9) is invariant under the field redefinition to remove the linear term of
Φ. Therefore, it is found that the constraint on the EFT does not depend on the condition of
vanishing the linear term. As explained in the details in Sec. 2.3.1, this is because the linear
term proportional to g cancels in the relative entropy as shown in Eq. (2.60).

• Massive free field reference theory — The action of the MFFRT in the Euclidean space is
defined as follows:

I
(E)
MF[φ,Φ] ≡

∫
(d4x)E

(
−1

2
(∂µφ∂µφ) +

1

2
(∂IΦE∂IΦE) +

m2

2
Φ2

E +
m2v2

2

)
. [Reference]

(3.91)
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Note here that the MFFRT does not include self-interacting terms of ΦE. The solution of the
equation of motion of I(E)

MF for ΦE is calculated as Φ̃MF = 0. The partition function and effective
action of the MFFRT are respectively defined as follows:

ZMF[φ] ≡
∫
d[ΦE]e−I

(E)
MF[φ,ΦE], (3.92)

WMF[φ] ≡ − lnZMF[φ]. (3.93)

By introducing the parameter g, we define

J (E)
g [φ,Φ] ≡ I(E)

0 [φ, 0] + I
(E)
Φ [Φ] + g ·

(
I

(E)
S [Φ] + I

(E)
I [φ,Φ]

)
, (3.94)

with

I
(E)
Φ [Φ] ≡

∫
(d4x)E

(
1

2
(∂IΦE∂IΦE) +

m2

2
Φ2

E

)
, (3.95)

I
(E)
S [Φ] ≡ −v ·m2

∫
(d4x)EΦE. (3.96)

The target and reference theories are expressed as follows:

I
(E)
T [φ,Φ] = lim

g→1
J (E)
g [φ,Φ], I

(E)
MF[φ,Φ] = lim

g→0
J (E)
g [φ,Φ]. (3.97)

The partition function and effective action of J (E)
g are respectively calculated as follows:

zg[φ] ≡
∫
d[ΦE]e−J

(E)
g [φ,ΦE] = e−J

(E)
g [φ,Φ̃g ], (3.98)

wg[φ] ≡ − ln zg[φ]

=

∫
(d4x)E

(
−1

2
(∂µφ∂

µφ)− g2 · α2

2m2Λ2
(∂µφ∂

µφ)2 − g2 · α
Λ
· v(∂µφ∂

µφ) + (1− g2) · m
2v2

2

)
,

(3.99)

where Φ̃g is the classical solution of J (E)
g and is given as

Φ̃g = g · v + g · α

m2Λ
(∂µφ∂

µφ). (3.100)

By defining the probability distribution function as

pg[Φ] ≡ e−J
(E)
g [φ,Φ]

zg[φ]
, (3.101)

we obtain

〈IS + II〉g=0 ≡
∫
d[ΦE]p0[ΦE] (IS[ΦE] + II[φ,ΦE])

= IS[Φ̃0] + II[φ, Φ̃0]
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= 0, (3.102)

where Φ̃0 = 0 holds from Eq. (3.100). From Eqs. (2.8), (3.99), and (3.102), the relative entropy
between p0 and pg is calculated as follows:

S(p0||pg) ≡
∫
d[ΦE] (p0[ΦE] ln p0[ΦE]− p0[ΦE] ln pg[ΦE])

= − ln z0[φ] + ln zg[φ] + g ·
∫
d[ΦE]p0[ΦE] (IS[ΦE] + II[φ,ΦE])

= − ln z0[φ] + ln zg[φ]

= w0[φ]− wg[φ]

= g2 · 1

2m2

∫
(d4x)E

(α
Λ

(∂µφ∂
µφ) +m2v2

)2
≥ 0. (3.103)

By taking to be g = 1, the relative entropy between PMF and PT is given by

S(PMF||PT) = WMF[φ]−WT[φ] =
1

2m2

∫
(d4x)E

(α
Λ

(∂µφ∂
µφ) +m2v2

)2
≥ 0, (3.104)

where PMF = p0, PT = pg=1, WMF = w0, and WT = w1 are used. This inequality denotes
Eq. (2.86) and is consistent with the non-negativity of relative entropy. Because of the self-
interacting term of Φ, the shift of the Euclidean effective action includes the term independent
of φ.

3.5 Neutral bosons interacting with photon

We consider heavy neutral bosons such as the dilaton and the axion. For each model, we evaluate the
relative entropy in the following way.

3.5.1 Dilaton

The action of the dilaton in the Minkowski space is expressed as

IT[A, φ] ≡
∫
d4x

[
−1

4
FµνF

µν +
1

2
(∂µφ)2 −

m2
φ

2
φ2 +

φ

fφ
FµνF

µν

]
, [Target] (3.105)

where mφ and fφ are the mass and the decay constant of the heavy neutral scalar boson, respectively,
and Fµν is the field strength of photon field defined by Fµν = ∂µAν − ∂νAµ. Based on the procedure
in Appendix A, the action in the Euclidean space is obtained as

I
(E)
T [A, φE] =

∫
(d4x)E

(
1

4
FE,IJFE,IJ +

1

2
∂IφE∂IφE +

m2
φ

2
(φE)2 − φE

fφ
FE,IJFE,IJ

)
,

=

∫
(d4x)E

(
1

4
FµνF

µν +
1

2
∂IφE∂IφE +

m2
φ

2
(φE)2 − φE

fφ
FµνF

µν

)
, (3.106)
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where Fµν is a background field in the Minkowski pace. Then, I0 and II are defined as follows:

I
(E)
0 [A, φE] ≡ I(E)

T [A, 0] + I
(E)
T [0, φE] =

∫
(d4x)E

(
1

4
FµνF

µν +
1

2
∂IφE∂IφE +

m2
φ

2
(φE)2

)
,

(3.107)

I
(E)
I [A, φE] ≡ I(E)

T [A, φE]− I0[A, φE] =

∫
(d4x)E

(
−φE

fφ
FµνF

µν

)
. (3.108)

The partition function and effective action are defined as

ZT[A] ≡
∫
d[φE]e−I

(E)
T [A,φE], (3.109)

WT[A] ≡ − lnZT[A], (3.110)

In this target theory, the NIRT is the same as the MFFRT, and the action of the NIRT and MFFRT in
the Euclidean space is defined as

I
(E)
NI [A, φE] ≡

∫
(d4x)E

(
1

4
FµνF

µν +
1

2
∂IφE∂IφE +

m2
φ

2
(φE)2

)
. [Reference] (3.111)

The solution of the equation of motion of I(E)
NI is calculated as φ̃NI = 0. The partition function and

effective action of the reference theory are respectively defined as follows:

ZNI[A] ≡
∫
d[φE]e−I

(E)
NI [A,φE], (3.112)

WNI[A] ≡ − lnZNI[A]. (3.113)

By introducing the parameter g, we define

I(E)
g [A, φ] ≡ I(E)

0 [A, φ] + g · I(E)
I [A, φ]. (3.114)

The target theory and reference theories are expressed as follows:

I
(E)
T [A, φ] = lim

g→1
I(E)
g [A, φ], I

(E)
NI [A, φ] = lim

g→0
I(E)
g [A, φ]. (3.115)

The partition function and effective action of I(E)
g are respectively calculated as follows:

Zg[A] ≡
∫
d[φE]e−I

(E)
g [A,φE] = e−I

(E)
g [A,φ̃g ], (3.116)

Wg[A] ≡ − lnZg[A] =

∫
(d4x)E

(
1

4
FµνF

µν − g2 · 1

2f2
φm

2
φ

(FµνF
µν)2

)
, (3.117)

where the solution of the equation of motion of I(E)
g for φE with the heavy mass is calculated as

φ̃g = g · 1

fφm
2
φ

FµνF
µν . (3.118)
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By defining the probability distribution function

Pg[φ] ≡ e−I
(E)
g [A,φ]

Zg[A]
, (3.119)

we obtain

〈II〉g=0 =

∫
d[φE]P0[φE]II[A, φE]

= II[A, φ̃0]

= 0, (3.120)

where φ̃0 = 0 holds from Eq. (3.118). From Eqs. (2.8), (3.117), and (3.118), the relative entropy
between P0 and Pg is calculated as follows:

S(P0||Pg) ≡
∫
d[φE] (P0[φE] lnP0[φE]− P0[φE] lnPg[φE])

= − lnZ0[A] + lnZg[A] + g ·
∫
d[φE]P0[φE]II[A, φE]

= − lnZ0[A] + lnZg[A]

= W0[A]−Wg[A]

= g2 · 1

2f2
φm

2
φ

∫
(d4x)E(FµνF

µν)2 ≥ 0, (3.121)

where the first line is the definition of the relative entropy, Eq. (3.120) is used in the third line, the
fourth line is the definition of the effective action, and Eq. (3.117) and the non-negativity of the relative
entropy are used in the last line. By taking to be g = 1, the relative entropy between PNI and PT is
given by

S(PNI||PT) = WNI[A]−WT[A] =
1

2f2
φm

2
φ

∫
(d4x)E(FµνF

µν)2 ≥ 0⇒ 1

2f2
φm

2
φ

≥ 0, (3.122)

where PNI = P0, PT = Pg=1, WNI = W0, and WT = Wg=1 are used. The relative entropy denotes
the dimension-eight term and yields the constraints on the Wilson coefficients of the dimension-eight
operator.

3.5.2 Axion

The action of the axion in the Minkowski space is expressed as

IT[A, a] ≡
∫
d4x

[
−1

4
FµνF

µν +
1

2
(∂µa)2 − m2

a

2
a2 +

a

fa
FµνF̃

µν

]
, [Target] (3.123)

where ma and fa are the mass and the decay constant of the heavy neutral pseudo-scalar boson,
respectively, and the dual field strength is defined as F̃µν = 1

2ε
µνρσFρσ. The action in the Euclidean

space is given by

I
(E)
T [A, aE] =

∫
(d4x)E

(
1

4
FE,IJFE,IJ +

1

2
∂IaE∂IaE +

m2
a

2
(aE)2 − iaE

fa
FE,IJ F̃E,IJ

)
,
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=

∫
(d4x)E

(
1

4
FµνF

µν +
1

2
∂IaE∂IaE +

m2
a

2
(aE)2 − aE

fa
FµνF̃

µν

)
, (3.124)

where the background field of the Euclidean space FE,IJ is defined from that of the Minkowski space;
see Appendix A. We define I0 and II as follows:

I
(E)
0 [A, aE] ≡ I(E)

T [A, 0] + I
(E)
T [0, aE] =

∫
(d4x)E

(
1

4
FµνF

µν +
1

2
∂IaE∂IaE +

m2
a

2
(aE)2

)
,

(3.125)

I
(E)
I [A, aE] ≡ I(E)

T [A, aE]− I0[A, aE] =

∫
(d4x)E

(
−aE

fa
FµνF̃

µν

)
. (3.126)

The partition function and effective action are defined as

ZT[A] ≡
∫
d[aE]e−I

(E)
T [A,aE], (3.127)

WT[A] ≡ − lnZT[A]. (3.128)

The action of the NIRT and MFFRT in the Euclidean space is defined as

I
(E)
NI [A, aE] ≡

∫
(d4x)E

(
1

4
FµνF

µν +
1

2
∂IaE∂IaE +

m2
a

2
(aE)2

)
. [Reference] (3.129)

The solution of the equation of motion of I(E)
NI is calculated as ãNI = 0. The partition function and

effective action of the reference theory are defined as

ZNI[A] ≡
∫
d[aE]e−I

(E)
NI [A,aE], (3.130)

WNI[A] ≡ − lnZNI[A]. (3.131)

By introducing the parameter g, we define

I(E)
g [A, a] ≡ I(E)

0 [A, a] + g · I(E)
I [A, a]. (3.132)

The target and reference theories are expressed as follows:

I
(E)
T [A, a] = lim

g→1
I(E)
g [A, a], I

(E)
NI [A, a] = lim

g→0
I(E)
g [A, a]. (3.133)

The partition function and effective action of I(E)
g are respectively calculated as follows:

Zg[A] ≡
∫
d[aE]e−I

(E)
g [A,aE] = e−I

(E)
g [A,ãg ], (3.134)

Wg[A] ≡ − lnZg[A] =

∫
(d4x)E

(
1

4
FµνF

µν − g2 · 1

2f2
am

2
a

(FµνF̃
µν)2

)
, (3.135)

where the solution of the equation of motion of I(E)
g for aE is calculated as

ãg = g · 1

fam2
a

FµνF̃
µν . (3.136)
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By defining the probability distribution function as

Pg[a] ≡ e−I
(E)
g [A,a]

Zg[A]
, (3.137)

the expectation value of the interaction is calculated as follows:

〈II〉g=0 ≡
∫
d[aE]P0[aE]I

(E)
I [A, aE]

= I
(E)
I [A, ã0]

= 0, (3.138)

where ã0 = 0 holds from Eq. (3.136). From Eqs. (2.8), (3.135), and (3.138), the relative entropy
between P0 and Pg is calculated as follows:

S(P0||Pg) ≡
∫
d[aE] (P0[aE] lnP0[aE]− P0[aE] lnPg[aE])

= − lnZ0[A] + lnZg[A] + g ·
∫
d[aE]P0[aE]I

(E)
I [A, aE]

= − lnZ0[A] + lnZg[A]

= W0[A]−Wg[A]

= g2 · 1

2f2
am

2
a

∫
(d4x)E(FµνF̃

µν)2 ≥ 0, (3.139)

where the first line is the definition of the relative entropy, Eq. (3.138) is used in the third line, the
definition of the effective action is used in the fourth line, and Eq. (3.135) is used in the last line. By
taking to be g = 1, the relative entopy between PNI and PT is given by

S(PNI||PT) = WNI[A]−WT[A] =
1

2f2
am

2
a

∫
(d4x)E(FµνF̃

µν)2 ≥ 0⇒ 1

2f2
am

2
a

≥ 0, (3.140)

where PNI = P0, PT = Pg=1, WNI = W0, and WT = Wg=1 are used. The relative entropy
denotes the dimension-eight term in Eq. (3.135), and the non-negativity of relative entropy yields the
constraint on the Wilson coefficient of the dimension-eight operator.

3.6 Massless scalar field with a shift symmetry

Let us consider an action in the Minkowski space,

IT[φ, ψ, ψ̄] ≡
∫
d4x

(
1

2
∂µφ∂

µφ+ ψ̄
(
i/∂ −m

)
ψ − c

Λ
ψ̄ /∂φγ5ψ

)
, [Target] (3.141)

where ψ is the heavy Dirac fermion, φ is the massless scalar field, c is a dimensionless coupling
constant, and Λ is some energy scale. The interacting and non-interacting terms of IT is given by

I0[φ, ψ, ψ̄] ≡ IT[φ, 0, 0] + IT[0, ψ, ψ̄] =

∫
d4x

(
1

2
∂µφ∂

µφ+ ψ̄
(
i/∂ −m

)
ψ

)
, (3.142)
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ψ ϕ ψ
Aμ

Figure 5. Left panel: Feynman diagrams of 〈II〉g=0 for the massless scalar field with a shift symmetry at the
one-loop level. Right panel: Feynman diagrams of 〈II〉g=0 for the Euler-Heisenberg theory with the charged
fermion field at the one-loop level. The solid lines denote the heavy fermion field.

II[φ, ψ, ψ̄] ≡ IT[φ, ψ, ψ̄]− I0[φ, ψ, ψ̄] =

∫
d4x

(
− c

Λ
ψ̄ /∂φγ5ψ

)
. (3.143)

By introducing the parameter g, define an action Ig ≡ I0 + g · II. Then, the target theory is expressed
as IT = limg→1 Ig. To clarify the procedure of the wave function renormalization, we also perform
the path integral over φ. By calculating one-loop diagrams and performing the Wick rotation, the
partition function of Ig is obtained as

Zg[φ̃] ≡
∫
d[φ]d[ψ]d[ψ̄]e−I

(E)
g [φ,ψ,ψ̄]

=

∫
d[φ]exp

[
−
∫

(d4x)E

(
−1

2

(
1 + g2 · α0

)
(∂µφ∂

µφ)− g4 · c4

12π2Λ4
(∂µφ∂

µφ)2

)]
= exp

[
−
∫

(d4x)E

(
−1

2

(
1 + g2 · α0

)
(∂µφ̃′∂

µφ̃′)− g4 · c4

12π2Λ4
(∂µφ̃′∂

µφ̃′)2

)]
= exp

[
−
∫

(d4x)E

(
−1

2
(∂µφ̃∂

µφ̃)− g4 · c4

12π2Λ4
(∂µφ̃∂

µφ̃)2

)]
, (3.144)

where the first line is the definition of the partition function, φ̃′ is a classical solution satisfying ∂∂φ̃′ =
0, and the quantum correction to the kinetic term of the scalar field is eliminated in the last line by the
redefinition of the field, i.e., φ̃′ = (1 − g2 · α0/2)φ̃. In Eq. (3.144), two-loop effects are neglected.
Also, the vacuum energy is omitted because it cancels in the relative entropy. We also note that
dimension-six terms and other dimension-eight terms, i.e., (∂∂φ̃)2 and (∂∂∂φ̃)2, are generated, but
they are now eliminated by a background field satisfying ∂φ̃ = const.. From Eq. (3.144), the effective
action of Ig is obtained as follows:

Wg[φ̃] ≡ − lnZg[φ̃] =

∫
(d4x)E

(
−1

2
(∂µφ̃∂

µφ̃)− g4 · c4

12π2Λ4
(∂µφ̃∂

µφ̃)2

)
. (3.145)

The Euclidean effective action of the target theory is given by

WT[φ̃] = lim
g→1

Wg[φ̃]. (3.146)

By taking the limit of g = 0, the action of the NIRT and MFFRT in the Minkowski space is defined
as

INI[φ, ψ, ψ̄] ≡ lim
g→0

Ig[φ, ψ, ψ̄] =

∫
d4x

(
1

2
∂µφ∂

µφ+ ψ̄
(
i/∂ −m

)
ψ

)
. [Reference] (3.147)
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From Eqs. (3.144), and (3.145), the partition function and effective action of the reference theory are
obtained as follows:

ZNI[φ̃] = lim
g→0

Zg[φ̃], (3.148)

WNI[φ̃] = lim
g→0

Wg[φ̃] =

∫
(d4x)E

1

2
(∂µφ̃∂

µφ̃). (3.149)

By defining a probability distribution function as Pg[φ, ψ, ψ̄] ≡ e−Ig [φ,ψ,ψ̄]/Zg[φ̃], the derivative of
Wg with respect to g is calculated as follows:(

dWg

dg

)
g=0

=

(
∂Wg

∂g

)
g=0

+

∫
(d4x)E

(
δWg

δφ̃′

)
g=0

(
dφ̃′

dg

)
g=0

=

(
∂Wg

∂g

)
g=0

=

∫
d[φ]d[ψ]d[ψ̄]P0[ψ, ψ̄]II[φ, ψ, ψ̄]

= 〈II〉g=0 = 0, (3.150)

where the partial derivative means differentiating by g while keeping φ̃′, (dφ̃′/dg)g=0 = 0 is used in
the second line, and (dWg/dg)g=0 is used in the last line. The Feynman diagram for 〈II〉g=0 is shown
in the left panel of Fig. 5. From Eqs. (2.23), (3.145), and (3.150), the relative entropy between P0 and
Pg is calculated as follows:

S(P0||Pg) ≡
∫
d[φ]d[ψ]d[ψ̄]

(
P0[φ, ψ, ψ̄] lnP0[φ, ψ, ψ̄]− P0[φ, ψ, ψ̄] lnPg[φ, ψ, ψ̄]

)
= − lnZ0[φ̃] + lnZg[φ̃] + g · 〈II〉g=0

= W0[φ̃]−Wg[φ̃]

= g4 · c4

12π2Λ4

∫
(d4x)E

(
∂µφ̃∂

µφ̃
)2
≥ 0, (3.151)

where the first line is the definition of the relative entropy, Eq. (3.150) is used in the third line, and
Eq. (3.145) is used in the last. By taking g = 1, the relative entropy between PNI and PT is given by

S(PNI||PT) = WNI[φ̃]−WT[φ̃] =
c4

12π2Λ4

∫
(d4x)E

(
∂µφ̃∂

µφ̃
)2
≥ 0⇒ c4

12π2Λ4
≥ 0, (3.152)

where PNI = P0, PT = Pg=1, WNI = W0, and WT = Wg=1 are used. Consequently, the relative
entropy is non-negative in the UV action of (3.146). Although the above procedure is the top-down
approach, we will consider a bound on the coefficient of the operator (∂φ∂φ)2 in a bottom-up way in
Sec. 4.1.

3.7 Euler-Heisenberg theory

We consider the Euler-Heisenberg theory, where the heavy particle is U(1) charged field, and the
light one is U(1) gauge field. For the charged scalar field, we show that the constraint on the Wilson
coefficients arises by implementing a suitable gauge fixing procedure.
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3.7.1 Heavy charged fermion field

The action in the Mikowski space is described by

IT[A,ψ, ψ̄] ≡
∫
d4x

[
−1

4
FµνF

µν + ψ̄(i /D −m)ψ

]
, [Target] (3.153)

where ψ is the charged fermion field, Dµ = ∂µ + ieAµ is the covariant derivative, and Fµν is the field
strength of photon defined by Fµν = ∂µAν − ∂νAµ. We define I0 and II as follows:

I0[A,ψ, ψ̄] ≡ IT[A, 0, 0] + IT[0, ψ, ψ̄] =

∫
d4x

[
−1

4
FµνF

µν + ψ̄(i/∂ −m)ψ

]
, (3.154)

II[A,ψ, ψ̄] ≡ IT[A,ψ, ψ̄]− I0[A,ψ, ψ̄] = −e ·
∫
d4xAµψ̄γ

µψ. (3.155)

By introducing an auxiliary parameter g, define Ig ≡ I0 + g · II. Note here that the target theory
is obtained as IT = limg→1 Ig. To clarify the procedure of wave function renormalization, we also
perform the path integral over the U(1) gauge field. By calculating one-loop diagrams and performing
the Wick rotation, the partition function of Ig is obtained in the following way [60].

Zg[A] ≡
∫
d[A]d[ψ]d[ψ̄]e−I

(E)
g [A,ψ,ψ̄],

=

∫
d[A]exp

[
−
∫

(d4x)E

(
1

4

(
1 + α0

g2e2

4!π2

)
FµνF

µν − α2
g2e2

5!π2m2
∂µFµν∂ρF

ρν

− α4
g2e2

6!π2m4
∂µFµν2∂ρF

ρν − γ4,1
g4e4

6!π2m4
(FµνF

µν)2 − γ4,2
g4e4

6!π2m4
(FµνF̃

µν)2 +O(m−6)

)]
,

= exp

[
−
∫

(d4x)E

(
1

4

(
1 + α0

g2e2

4!π2

)
F ′µνF ′

µν − α2
g2e2

5!π2m2
∂µF ′µν∂ρF ′

ρν

− α4
g2e2

6!π2m4
∂µF ′µν2∂ρF ′

ρν − γ4,1
g4e4

6!π2m4
(F ′µνF ′

µν
)2 − γ4,2

g4e4

6!π2m4
(F ′µνF̃ ′

µν

)2 +O(m−6)

)]
,

= exp

[
−
∫

(d4x)E

(
1

4
FµνF

µν − γ4,1
g4e4

6!π2m4
(FµνF

µν
)2 − γ4,2

g4e4

6!π2m4
(FµνF̃

µν
)2 +O(m−6)

)]
,

(3.156)

where F ′µν ≡ ∂µA
′
ν − ∂νA

′
µ with the classical solution A′µ ≡ (1 +α0g

2e2/4!π2)Aµ, and the last line
is obtained by choosing a background field satisfying ∂µF

µν
= 0. Here, we omit the vacuum energy

in the Euclidean effective action because it cancels in the relative entropy. The effective action of Ig
is calculated as follows:

Wg[A] ≡ − lnZg[A]

=

∫
(d4x)E

(
1

4
FµνF

µν − γ4,1
g4e4

6!π2m4
(FµνF

µν
)2 − γ4,2

g4e4

6!π2m4
(FµνF̃

µν
)2 +O(m−6)

)
,

(3.157)
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with [60]

α2 = −1, α4 =
9

14
, γ4,1 =

1

2
, γ4,2 =

7

8
. (3.158)

The Euclidean effective action of the target theory is calculated as

WT[A] = lim
g→1

Wg[A]. (3.159)

By taking the limit of g = 0, the action of the NIRT and MFFRT in the Minkowski space is defined
as

INI[A,ψ, ψ̄] ≡ lim
g→0

Ig[A,ψ, ψ̄] =

∫
d4x

[
−1

4
FµνF

µν + ψ̄(i/∂ −m)ψ

]
. [Reference] (3.160)

Therefore, the partition function and effective action of the reference theory are respectively obtained
as follows:

ZNI[A] = lim
g→0

Zg[A], (3.161)

WNI[A] = lim
g→0

Wg[A] =

∫
(d4x)E

1

4
FµνF

µν
. (3.162)

By defining the probability distribution function Pg[A,ψ, ψ̄] ≡ e−Ig [A,ψ,ψ̄]/Zg[A], the derivative of
Wg with respect to g is given by(

dWg

dg

)
g=0

=

(
∂Wg

∂g

)
g=0

+

∫
(d4x)E

(
δWg

δA
′

)
g=0

(
dA
′

dg

)
g=0

=

(
∂Wg

∂g

)
g=0

=

∫
d[A]d[ψ]d[ψ̄]P0[ψ, ψ̄]II[A,ψ, ψ̄]

= 〈II〉g=0 = 0, (3.163)

where the partial derivative means differentiating by g while keeping A′, (dA
′
/dg)g=0 is used in the

second line, and (dWg/dg)g=0 = 0 is used in the last line. The Feynman diagram for 〈II〉g=0 is shown
in the right panel of Fig. 5. From Eqs. (2.23), (3.157), and (3.163), the relative entropy between P0

and Pg is calculated as follows:

S(P0||Pg) ≡
∫
d[A]d[ψ]d[ψ̄]

(
P0[A,ψ, ψ̄] lnP0[A,ψ, ψ̄]− P0[A,ψ, ψ̄] lnPg[A,ψ, ψ̄]

)
= − lnZ0[A] + lnZg[A] + g ·

∫
d[A]d[ψ]d[ψ̄]P0[ψ, ψ̄]II[A,ψ, ψ̄]

= − lnZ0[A] + lnZg[A]

= W0[A]−Wg[A]
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=

∫
(d4x)E

[
γ4,1

g4e4

6!π2m4
(FµνF

µν
)2 + γ4,2

g4e4

6!π2m4
(FµνF̃

µν
)2 +O(m−6)

]
≥ 0,

(3.164)

where the first line is the definition of the relative entropy, Eq. (3.163) is used in the third line, the
fourth line is the definition of the effective action, and Eq. (3.157) is used in the last line. By taking
g = 1, the relative entropy between PNI and PT is given by

S(PNI||PT) = WNI[A]−WT[A]

=

∫
(d4x)E

[
γ4,1

e4

6!π2m4
(FµνF

µν
)2 + γ4,2

e4

6!π2m4
(FµνF̃

µν
)2 +O(m−6)

]
≥ 0,

(3.165)

where PNI = P0, PT = Pg=1, WNI = W0, and WT = Wg=1 are used. According to Eq. (3.158), it
is clear that the right-hand side of Eq. (3.165) takes negative value up to dimension-eight terms. This
result is consistent with the non-negativity of the relative entropy.

3.7.2 Heavy charged scalar field

The action of the massive charged scalar field in the Minkowski space is described by

IT[A,Φ] ≡
∫
d4x

(
−1

4
FµνF

µν +DµΦDµΦ∗ −m2|Φ|2
)
, [Target] (3.166)

where Φ is the charged massive scalar field. We define I0 and II as follows:

I0[A,Φ] ≡ IT[A, 0] + IT[0,Φ] =

∫
d4x

(
−1

4
FµνF

µν + ∂µΦ∂µΦ∗ −m2|Φ|2
)
, (3.167)

II[A,Φ] ≡ IT[A,Φ]− I0[A,Φ] =

∫
d4x

(
−ieAµ(∂µΦ)Φ∗ + ieAµΦ(∂µΦ∗) + e2AµA

µ|Φ|2
)
.

(3.168)

By introducing a parameter g, define an action as Ig ≡ I0 + g · II. Note here that the interaction II

includes the first and second order of e, and the order of g differs from that of e. Similar to the massive
fermion, the Euclidean effective action of the target theory is obtained as,

WT[A] = lim
g→1

Wg[A]

=

∫
(d4x)E

(
1

4
FµνF

µν − γ4,1
e4

6!π2m4
(FµνF

µν
)2 − γ4,2

e4

6!π2m4
(FµνF̃

µν
)2 +O(m−6)

)
,

(3.169)

with [60]

α2 =
37

8
, α4 =

159

56
, γ4,1 =

261

32
, γ4,2 =

243

32
. (3.170)
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By taking the limit of g = 0, the action of the NIRT and MFFRT in the Minkowski space is defined
as

INI[A,Φ] = lim
g→0

Ig[A,Φ] =

∫
d4x

(
−1

4
FµνF

µν + ∂µΦ∂µΦ∗ −m2|Φ|2
)
. [Reference]

(3.171)

Then, we obtain as follows:

ZNI[A] = lim
g→0

Zg[A] (3.172)

WNI[A] = lim
g→0

Wg[A] =

∫
(d4x)E

1

4
FµνF

µν
. (3.173)

By defining a probability distribution function as Pg[A,Φ] ≡ e−I
(E)
g [A,Φ]/Zg[A], the expectation value

of the interaction is given by

g · 〈II〉g=0 = g ·
∫
d[A]d[Φ]P0[A,Φ]I

(E)
I [A,Φ]

=

∫
(d4x)E

( δWg

δA′µ

)
g=0

Aµ +

(
δWg

δA′µA′
µ

)
g=0

AµA
µ


=

∫
(d4x)E

(
δWg

δA′µA′
µ

)
g=0

AµA
µ
, (3.174)

where the term proportional to Aµ vanishes because of the Lorentz symmetry. The Feynman diagram
for 〈II〉g=0 is shown in Fig. 6. By taking the gauge-fixing condition AµA

µ
= 0, which is called

the non-linear gauge [61], 〈II〉g=0 can vanish. From Eqs. (3.164) and (3.174), the relative entropy
between PNI and PT is given by

S(PNI||PT) = WNI[A]−WT[A] + 〈II〉g=0

= WNI[A]−WT[A]

=

∫
(d4x)E

[
γ4,1

e4

6!π2m4
(FµνF

µν
)2 + γ4,2

e4

6!π2m4
(FµνF̃

µν
)2 +O(m−6)

]
≥ 0,

(3.175)

where the first line is the definition of the relative entropy, Eq. (3.174) and the gauge fixing condi-
tion AµAµ = 0 are used in the second line, and Eq. (3.157) is used in the last line. According to
Eq. (3.170), it is clear that the right-hand side of Eq. (3.175) takes a negative value up to dimension-
eight terms. This result is consistent with the non-negativity of the relative entropy.

The non-negativity of the relative entropy holds even for the massive charged vector field. Since
the interaction between the massive charged vector and U(1) gauge fields arise from the covariant
derivative of the kinetic term, Eq. (3.174) holds even for the massive charged vector field. By using
the non-linear gauge AµA

µ
= 0, Eq. (3.175) holds for the massive charged vector field with [60],

α2 =
37

8
, α4 =

159

56
, γ4,1 =

261

32
, γ4,2 =

243

32
. (3.176)

Consequently, the inequality of (3.175) holds even for the massive charged vector field.
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ΦΦ Aμ

Aμ

Aμ

Figure 6. Feynman diagrams of 〈II〉g=0 for the Euler-Heisenberg theory with the charged scalar field at
the one-loop level. The dotted line denotes the heavy scalar field. The left and right diagrams represent
(δWg/δAµ)A=0 and (δWg/δ(AµA

µ))AµAµ=0, respectively. The right one is a tadpole-like diagram for the
composite field AµAµ.

3.8 Gravitationally coupled massive scalar field at tree level

Let us consider a theory [49] in the Minkowski space:

IT[gµν ;Rµνρσ, Aµ,Φ] ≡
∫
d4x
√
−g
(
M2

Pl

2
R− 1

4
FµνF

µν

− (aΦR+ bΦFµνF
µν)Φ +

1

2
gµν∂µΦ∂νΦ− 1

2
m2

ΦΦ2

)
, [Target]

(3.177)

where Rµνρσ is the Riemann tensor, R is the scalar curvature of the metric gµν , Fµν is the field
strength of U(1) gauge field, Φ is a massive real scalar field, and aΦ, bΦ are dimensionful coupling
constants. The action in the Euclidean space is expressed as

I
(E)
T [gµν ;Rµνρσ, Aµ,ΦE] =

∫
(d4x)E

√
gE

(
−
M2

Pl

2
R+

1

4
FµνF

µν

+ (aΦR+ bΦFµνF
µν)ΦE +

1

2
gE,IJ∂IΦE∂JΦE +

1

2
m2

Φ(ΦE)2

)
,

(3.178)

where the R and Fµν are defined from background fields in the Minkowski space; see Appendix A.
We define the actions I(E)

0 and I(E)
I in the Euclidean space as follows:

I
(E)
0 [gµν ;Rµνρσ, Aµ,ΦE] = I

(E)
T [gµν ;Rµνρσ, Aµ, 0] + I

(E)
T [gµν ; 0, 0,ΦE]

=

∫
(d4x)E

√
gE

(
−
M2

Pl

2
R+

1

4
FµνF

µν +
1

2
gE,IJ∂IΦE∂IΦE +

1

2
m2

Φ(ΦE)2

)
,

(3.179)

I
(E)
I [gµν ;Rµνρσ, Aµ,ΦE] = I

(E)
T [gµν ;Rµνρσ, Aµ,ΦE]− I(E)

0 [gµν ;Rµνρσ, Aµ,ΦE]

=

∫
(d4x)E

√
gE(aΦR+ bΦFµνF

µν)ΦE. (3.180)

The action of the NIRT is the same as that of the MFFRT and is defined as

I
(E)
NI [gµν ;Rµνρσ, Aµ,ΦE] =

∫
(d4x)E

√
gE

(
−
M2

Pl

2
R+

1

4
FµνF

µν +
1

2
gE,IJ∂IΦE∂IΦE +

1

2
m2

Φ(ΦE)2

)
.

(3.181)
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Note here that the NIRT does not include the interaction between Φ andAµ, Rµνρσ, but the interaction
between gµν and Φ. By introducing a parameter g, define an action as I(E)

g ≡ I
(E)
0 + g · I(E)

I . Then,
the target theory is reproduced as I(E)

T = limg→1 I
(E)
g . The target and reference theories are expressed

as follows:

I
(E)
T [gµν ;Rµνρσ, Aµ,ΦE] = lim

g→1
I(E)
g [gµν ;Rµνρσ, Aµ,ΦE], (3.182)

I
(E)
NI [gµν ;Rµνρσ, Aµ,ΦE] = lim

g→0
I(E)
g [gµν ;Rµνρσ, Aµ,ΦE]. (3.183)

The partition function and effective action of I(E)
g are respectively calculated as follows:

Zg[gµν ;Rµνρσ, Aµ] ≡
∫
d[ΦE]e−I

(E)
g [gµν ;Rµνρσ ,Aµ,ΦE]

= exp

(∫
(d4x)E

√
gE

(
−
M2

Pl

2
R+

1

4
FµνF

µν − g2 · 1

2m2
Φ

(aΦR+ bΦFµνF
µν)2

))
,

(3.184)

Wg[gµν ;Rµνρσ, Aµ] ≡ − lnZg[gµν ;Rµνρσ, Aµ]

=

∫
(d4x)E

√
gE

(
−
M2

Pl

2
R+

1

4
FµνF

µν − g2 · 1

2m2
Φ

(aΦR+ bΦFµνF
µν)2

)
.

(3.185)

By defining a probability distribution function as

Pg[gµν ;Rµνρσ, Aµ,ΦE] ≡ e−I
(E)
g [gµν ;Rµνρσ ,Aµ,ΦE]

Zg[gµν ;Rµνρσ, Aµ]
, (3.186)

we obtain

〈II〉g=0 =

∫
d[ΦE]P0[gµν ;Rµνρσ, Aµ,ΦE]I

(E)
I [gµν ;Rµνρσ, Aµ,ΦE]

= I
(E)
I [gµν ;Rµνρσ, Aµ, 0]

= 0. (3.187)

From Eqs. (2.8), (3.185), and (3.187), the relative entropy between P0 and Pg is calculated as follows:

S(P0||Pg) ≡
∫
d[ΦE] (P0 lnP0 − P0 lnPg)

= − lnZ0[gµν ;Rµνρσ, Aµ] + lnZg[gµν ;Rµνρσ, Aµ] + g · 〈II〉g=0

= − lnZ0[gµν ;Rµνρσ, Aµ] + lnZg[gµν ;Rµνρσ, Aµ]

= W0[gµν ;Rµνρσ, Aµ]−Wg[gµν ;Rµνρσ, Aµ]

= g2 · 1

2m2
Φ

∫
(d4x)E

√
gE (aΦR+ bΦFµνF

µν)2 ≥ 0, (3.188)
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where the first line is the definition of the relative entropy, Eq. (3.187) is used in the third line, the
fourth line is the definition of the effective actions, and Eq. (3.185) is used in the last line. By taking
g = 1, the relative entropy between PNI and PT is given by

S(PNI||PT) = WNI[gµν ;Rµνρσ, Aµ]−WT[gµν ;Rµνρσ, Aµ]

=
1

2m2
Φ

∫
(d4x)E

√
gE (aΦR+ bΦFµνF

µν)2 ≥ 0, (3.189)

where PNI = P0, PT = Pg=1, WNI = W0, and WT = Wg=1 are used. This result represents the
inequalities of (2.52) and (2.86). Therefore, even in the gravitational theory, the relative entropy yields
constraints on the EFT.

3.9 Dimension-six four-fermion operators from tree-level UV completions

Let us consider a tree-level UV completion of dimension-six four-fermion operators in the Minkowski
space:

IT[ψ, ψ̄,Φi] ≡
∫
d4x

(
ψ̄(i/∂ −m)ψ − (−1)siM2Φ2

i + aiΦi(ψ̄Γiψ)
)
, [Target] (3.190)

where the kinetic terms of the heavy degrees of freedom are omitted for simplicity, and the sum over
the index i is not performed. Here, we defined as

Γ1 = 1̂, Γ2 = γµ, Γ3 = iγ5, Γ4 = γµγ5, Γ5 = σµν , (3.191)

s1 = 0, s2 = 1, s3 = 0, s4 = 1, s5 = 0, (3.192)

where σµν ≡ i[γµ, γν ]/2. The sign si is determined so that the solution of the equation of motion for
Φi becomes a local minimum of the Euclidean action. Otherwise, the validity of the Euclidean path
integral method is violated. We choose the time components of the background field ψ̄Γiψ to be zero
values since the non-negativity can be broken when the probability distribution functions of Eq. (2.2)
are not Hermitian. Note here that the background field of the Euclidean space is defined by that of the
Minkowski space. The massive fields are defined as follows:

Φ1 = φS, Φ2 = AµV , Φ3 = φP , Φ4 = AµA, Φ5 = Tµν . (3.193)

Then, I0 and II are given by,

I0[ψ, ψ̄,Φi] ≡
∫
d4x

(
ψ̄(i/∂ −m)ψ − (−1)siM2Φ2

i

)
, (3.194)

II[ψ, ψ̄,Φi] ≡
∫
d4xaiΦi(ψ̄Γiψ). (3.195)

For this target theory, the NIRT is the same as the MFFRT, and the action of the NIRT and MFFRT is
defined as

INI[ψ, ψ̄,Φi] ≡ I0[ψ, ψ̄,Φi]. [Reference] (3.196)
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By using the auxiliary parameter g, define Ig ≡ I0 + g · II. Then, the target and reference theories are
reproduced as follows:

IT[ψ, ψ̄,Φi] = lim
g→1

Ig[ψ, ψ̄,Φi], INI[ψ, ψ̄,Φi] = lim
g→0

Ig[ψ, ψ̄,Φi]. (3.197)

After the Wick rotation Ig → I
(E)
g , the partition function and effective action of I(E)

g are respectively
calculated as follows:

Zg[ψ, ψ̄] ≡
∫
d[ΦE,i]e

−I(E)
g [ψ,ψ̄,ΦE,i], (3.198)

Wg[ψ, ψ̄] ≡ − lnZg[ψ, ψ̄] =

∫
(d4x)E

(
ψ̄(i/∂ +m)ψ − g2 · (−1)si

a2
i

4M2
(ψ̄Γiψ)2

)
. (3.199)

By defining a probability distribution function as,

Pg[Φi] ≡
e−I

(E)
g [ψ,ψ̄,ΦE,i]

Zg[ψ, ψ̄]
, (3.200)

the expectation value of the interaction is calculated as

〈II〉g=0 ≡
∫
d[ΦE,i]P0[Φi]I

(E)
I [ψ, ψ̄,ΦE,i]

= I
(E)
I [ψ, ψ̄, 0]

= 0. (3.201)

From Eqs. (2.8), (3.199), and (3.201), the relative entropy between P0 and Pg is calculated as

S(P0||Pg) ≡
∫
d[ΦE,i] (P0[ΦE,i] lnP0[ΦE,i]− P0[ΦE,i] lnPg[ΦE,i])

= − lnZ0[ψ, ψ̄] + lnZg[ψ, ψ̄] + g · 〈II〉g=0

= W0[ψ, ψ̄]−Wg[ψ, ψ̄]

= g2 · (−1)si
a2
i

4M2

∫
(d4x)E(ψ̄Γiψ)2 ≥ 0 (3.202)

By taking to be g = 1, we obtain the relative entropy between PNI and PT as follows.

S(PNI||PT) = WNI[ψ, ψ̄]−WT[ψ, ψ̄] = (−1)si
a2
i

4M2

∫
(d4x)E(ψ̄Γiψ)2 ≥ 0, (3.203)

where PNI = P0, PT = Pg=1, WNI = W0, and WT = Wg=1 are used, and (−1)si(ψ̄Γiψ)2 takes
positive values because the time components of ψ̄Γiψ are assumed to be zero. This result is consistent
with Ref. [62] and the non-negativity of the relative entropy.
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3.10 Tree level UV completions with unstable field

So far, we have studied target theories where the Euclidean path integral method is valid, i.e., the
saddle point approximation works well. In the following, we consider target theories with unsta-
ble auxiliary fields where the saddle point approximation is not valid in the Euclidean path integral
method.

• Unstable dilaton-like particle — Consider a target theory defined by the action in the Minkowski
space as follows:

IT[A,Φ] ≡
∫
d4x

(
−1

4
FµνF

µν +m2
ΦΦ2 +

1

fΦ
ΦFρσF

ρσ

)
, [Target] (3.204)

where mΦ and fΦ are the mass and the decay constant of the heavy auxiliary field, respectively,
and Fµν is the field strength of photon field. The action in the Euclidean space is given by

I
(E)
T [A,ΦE] =

∫
(d4x)E

(
1

4
FµνF

µν −m2
ΦΦ2

E −
1

fΦ
ΦEFρσF

ρσ

)
, (3.205)

where Fµν is assumed to be a background field. Note here that the auxiliary field is unstable
because of the negative mass term. The non-interacting and interacting terms in the Minkowski
space are respectively expressed as follows:

I0[A,Φ] ≡
∫
d4x

(
−1

4
FµνF

µν +m2
ΦΦ2

)
(3.206)

II[A,Φ] ≡
∫
d4x

(
1

fΦ
ΦFµνF

µν

)
(3.207)

For this target theory, the NIRT is the same as the MFFRT, and the action of the NIRT and
MFFRT is defined as

INI[A,Φ] ≡ I0[A,Φ]. [Reference] (3.208)

By using the auxiliary parameter g, define Ig ≡ I0 + g · II. Then, the target and reference
theories are reproduced as follows:

IT[A,Φ] = lim
g→1

Ig[A,Φ], INI[A,Φ] = lim
g→0

Ig[A,Φ]. (3.209)

The solution of the equation of motion of I(E)
g for ΦE is calculated as

Φ̃g = −g · 1

2m2
ΦfΦ

FµνF
µν , (3.210)

which is not a local maximum of I(E)
g . Therefore, the saddle point approximation around this

solution is not valid, and the Euclidean effective action cannot be calculated. In other words,
the calculation procedures of the relative entropy of this work are not applicable. To check that

– 48 –



the non-negativity of the relative entropy is violated, evaluate the effective action of the target
theory in the Minkowski space. Consider a field redefinition of Φ as follows:

Φ→ Φ− g · 1

2m2
ΦfΦ

FµνF
µν .

By performing the above field redefinition, Ig yields the effective action in the Minkowski space
as follows:

W (M)
g [A] =

∫
d4x

(
−1

4
FµνF

µν − g2 · 1

4m2
Φf

2
Φ

(FµνF
µν)2

)
. (3.211)

After the Wick rotation, we obtain the Euclidean effective action as follows:

Wg[A] =

∫
(d4x)E

(
1

4
FµνF

µν + g2 · 1

4m2
Φf

2
Φ

(FµνF
µν)2

)
. (3.212)

Note here that the second term of the right-hand side is positive. From Eqs. (2.8), and (3.212),
the relative entropy between P0 and Pg is calculated as follows:

S(P0||Pg) ≡W0[A]−Wg[A] + g · 〈II〉g=0

= −g2 · 1

4m2
Φf

2
Φ

∫
(d4x)E(FµνF

µν)2, (3.213)

where 〈II〉g=0 = (∂Wg/∂g)g=0 = 0 is used. By taking g = 1, we obtain

S(PNI||PT) = WNI[A]−WT[A] = − 1

4m2
Φf

2
Φ

∫
(d4x)E(FµνF

µν)2, (3.214)

where PNI = P0, PT = Pg=1, WNI = W0, and WT = Wg=1 are used. The right-hand side
of the above equation takes a negative value, which is inconsistent with the non-negativity of
the relative entropy. This is because the Euclidean path integral method does not work, and the
relative entropy in the Euclidean space can not be defined in this theory.

• Doublet of real, shift-symmetric, massless scalar fields theory — Consider a target theory [63]
in the Minkowski space,

IT[φ,X] ≡
∫
d4x

(
1

2
(∂µφi∂

µφi) +m2
XXµνX

µν − εil

M
(∂µφi∂νφl)X

µν

)
, [Target]

(3.215)

where φi, i = 1, 2 is a doublet of real, shift-symmetric, massless scalar fields, Xµν is an
auxiliary field, and ε12 = −ε21 = 1. Similar to the previous example, the auxiliary field is
unstable because of the mass term. The non-interacting and interacting terms in the Minkowski
space are respectively expressed as follows:

I0[φ,X] ≡
∫
d4x

(
1

2
(∂µφi∂

µφi) +m2
XXµνX

µν

)
(3.216)
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II[φ,X] ≡
∫
d4x

(
− ε

il

M
(∂µφi∂νφl)X

µν

)
. (3.217)

For this target theory, the NIRT is the same as the MFFRT, and the action of the NIRT and
MFFRT is defined as

INI[φ,X] ≡ I0[φ,X]. [Reference] (3.218)

By the auxiliary parameter g, define Ig ≡ I0 + g · II. The target and reference theories are
reproduced as follows:

IT[φ,X] = lim
g→1

Ig[φ,X], INI[φ,X] = lim
g→0

Ig[φ,X]. (3.219)

The solution of the equation of motion of I(E)
g for Xµν is calculated as

X̃g,µν = −g · εil

2m2
XM

(∂µφi∂νφl), (3.220)

which is a classical solution not being a local minimum because of the sign of the mass term of
Eq. (3.215). Therefore, in the Euclidean path integral method, the saddle point approximation
around this solution is not valid, and the relative entropy can not be calculated. To check the
violation of the non-negativity of the relative entropy, evaluate the effective action of the target
theory in the Minkowski space. By performing the following field redefinition,

Xµν → Xµν + g · εil

2m2
XM

(∂µφi∂νφl), (3.221)

Ig yields the effective action in the Minkowski space as follows:

W (M)
g [φ] =

∫
d4x

(
1

2
(∂µφi∂

µφi) + g2 · 1

4m2
XM

2
εilεkj(∂µφi∂

µφj)(∂νφk∂
νφl)

)
. (3.222)

After the Wick rotation, we obtain the Euclidean effective action as follows:

Wg[φ] =

∫
(d4x)E

(
−1

2
(∂µφi∂

µφi)− g2 · 1

4m2
XM

2
εilεkj(∂µφi∂

µφj)(∂νφk∂
νφl)

)
.

(3.223)

From Eq. (2.8), and (3.223), the relative entropy between P0 and Pg is expressed as follows:

S(P0||Pg) ≡W0[φ]−Wg[φ] + g · 〈II〉g=0

= g2 · 1

4m2
XM

2

∫
(d4x)Eε

ilεkj(∂µφi∂
µφj)(∂νφk∂

νφl), (3.224)

where 〈II〉g=0 = (∂Wg/∂g)g=0 = 0 is used. By taking g = 1, we obtain

S(PNI||PT) = WNI[φ]−WT[φ] =
1

4m2
XM

2

∫
(d4x)Eε

ilεkj(∂µφi∂
µφj)(∂νφk∂

νφl),

(3.225)
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where PNI = P0, PT = Pg=1, WNI = W0, and WT = Wg=1 are used. By choosing a
background field, e.g., ∂µφ̃1 = (0, 1, 0, 0), and ∂µφ̃2 = (0, 0, 1, 0), we obtain

εilεkj(∂µφ̃i∂
µφ̃j)(∂ν φ̃k∂

ν φ̃l) = 2
(

(∂µφ̃1∂
µφ̃2)2 − (∂µφ̃1∂

µφ̃1)(∂ν φ̃2∂
ν φ̃2)

)
= −2.

(3.226)

Then, the right-hand side of Eq. (3.225) takes a negative value, which is inconsistent with the
non-negativity of the relative entropy. This is because the Euclidean path integral method is
not valid because of the sign of the mass term of Eq. (3.215), and the relative entropy in the
Euclidean space can not be defined in this theory.

4 Bottom-up approach: bounds on EFTs

We often face situations where the UV theory involving the heavy degrees of freedom is unknown
in contrast to the top-down approach of the previous section. In this section, we consider zero-
temperature systems and take a bottom-up approach, where the UV theory involving the interactions
between heavy and light degrees of freedom are unknown. We focus on a class of EFTs, where the
corrections to the non-higher derivative terms can be removed by a field redefinition of the background
fields, and the entropy constraint on such EFTs is provided by focusing on the NIRT. As explained
later, the dimension-eight term of a single massless scalar field, the SMEFT dimension-eight SU(N)

gauge bosonic operators, and Einstein-Maxwell theory with higher-derivative operators belong to such
a class of theories due to the existence of symmetries.

Before presenting the details of the calculations, we list the assumptions used to derive the results
in this section in the following.

(I) Hermiticity of probability distribution functions — We assume the target and reference theory
are represented by the Hermitian probability distribution functions. To derive the non-negativity
of the relative entropy in Eq. (2.2), we used the Hermiticity of probability distribution functions,
i.e., ρR,T = ρ†R,T. The non-negativity of the relative entropy can be broken when this condition
is not satisfied. This is the reason why the time components of the background field are chosen
as zero in Sec. 3.9.

(II) Validity of Euclidean path integral method — We assume the EFTs are generated from the
solution of the local minimum. As shown in Sec. 3.10, the non-negativity of the relative en-
tropy can be broken when the Euclidean path integral method is not valid, i.e., the saddle point
approximation does not work because of the solution not being the local minimum.

(III) Higher-derivative operators generated from the interaction between heavy and light fields — We
assume the higher-derivative operators of the EFTs are generated from the interactions between
heavy and light fields. The interaction of the UV theory is generally expressed as,

II[φ,Φ] =

∫
(d4x)EO[Φ]⊗ J [φ], (4.1)

– 51 –



where O[Φ] ⊗ J [φ] generally involves summations over some indices in O[Φ] and J [φ], e.g.,
Lorentz indices.

(IV) Leading order in the interaction between heavy and light fields — We assume J [φ] does not
include the higher-derivative operators4. This assumption is quantitatively reasonable because
the higher-dimensional operator in J [φ] is suppressed by a heavier mass than Φ as follows:

J [φ] = Jdim-4[φ] +
∑
i=5,···

1

Λi−4
Jdim-i[φ], (4.2)

where Jdim-4 and Jdim-i respectively denote operators up to dimension-four and dimension-i
operators, and Λ is a mass scale satisfying M � Λ, where M is the mass of Φ. Note here
that this assumption does not prohibit higher-dimensional interacting terms. For example, in
Secs. 3.3, 3.5.1, and 3.5.2, we discussed J [φ] ∝ (∂µφ∂

µφ), J [A] ∝ FµνF
µν , and J [A] ∝

FµνF̃
µν , respectively, and the interacting terms II were the dimension-five operator. Also, we

assume the renormalizable terms in II are dominant effects on the Euclidean effective action,
and the non-renormalizable terms are negligible when II includes both renormalizable and non-
renormalizable terms. In other words, we consider the leading order of 1/Λ expansion for the
interaction effects on the EFTs and assume as follows:

J [φ] ' Jdim-i[φ]/Λi−4, (4.3)

where i denotes the leading order of 1/Λ expansion.

The first two assumptions are also imposed in Sec. 2; see Sec. 2.4. The main assumptions in this
section are the third and fourth ones.

In the following sections, we focus on two cases: tree-level UV completion and loop-level UV
completion. For the tree-level UV completion, we assume the tree level effects dominate the pertur-
bative corrections from the heavy degrees of freedom to the Euclidean effective action. On the other
hand, for the loop-level UV completion, we assume the loop level effects dominate the perturbative
corrections to the Euclidean effective action. For some examples, i.e., the single massless scalar
field with the dimension-eight term, SMEFT dimension-eight gauge bosonic operators, and Einstein-
Maxwell theory with higher-derivative terms, we provide constraints from the relative entropy in the
following way.

4.1 Single massless scalar field with dimension-eight operator

Consider an EFT described by a single massless scalar field theory with a dimension-eight operator
as follows:

WT[φ] =

∫
(d4x)E

[
−1

2
(∂µφ∂

µφ)− c

M4
(∂µφ∂

µφ)2

]
. (4.4)

4For example, (∂φ)4, (FµνFµν)2, etc. belong to the higher-derivative operators, which are the higher-dimensional
operators. Note that the Einstein-Hilbert term is allowed to be J by Assumption (IV).
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Because of the shift symmetry: φ→ φ+const., Eq. (4.4) involves only the kinetic term, i.e., the non-
higher derivative term, as the renormalizable term, and corrections to the kinetic term can be removed
by redefining φ. Let us stand in the bottom-up approach and assume the second term of Eq. (4.4) is
generated by integrating out the heavy fields of the theory of Eq. (2.44). According to Assumption
(IV), J [φ] can be ∂µφ or ∂µφ∂µφ, which preserve the shift symmetry, but ∂µφ effects on 〈II〉g=0

vanish because 〈II〉g=0 preserves the Lorentz symmetry. When we suppose that the EFT is generated
by integrating out heavy degrees of freedom, the first order corrections for g to the Euclidean effective
action are expressed as

g · 〈II〉g=0 = g ·
(
∂Wg

∂g

)
g=0

=

∫
(d4x)E

(
δWg

δJ

)
J=0

J [φ]

∝
∫

(d4x)E(∂µφ∂
µφ), (4.5)

where (δWg/δJ)J=0 denotes a tadpole-like diagram for the composite field J [φ] and does not depend
on space-time. For both tree and loop-level UV completions, we consider the constraints on the
Wilson coefficient of the dimension-eight operator in the following way.

• Tree-level UV completion — Consider the EFT generated by the tree-level UV completion.
The partition function of I0 + g · II is generally calculated as follows:

Zg[φ̃] ≡
∫
d[φ]d[Φ]e−Ig [φ,Φ]

=

∫
d[φ]exp

[
−
∫

(d4x)E

(
− 1

2
(1 + αtree

2 )(∂µφ∂
µφ)− βtree

2 (∂µφ∂
µφ)2

)]
= exp

[
−
∫

(d4x)E

(
− 1

2
(1 + αtree

2 )(∂µφ̃′∂
µφ̃′)− βtree

2 (∂µφ̃′∂
µφ̃′)2

)]
= exp

[
−
∫

(d4x)E

(
− 1

2
(∂µφ̃∂

µφ̃)− βtree
2 · (1 + αtree

2 )−2(∂µφ̃∂
µφ̃)2

)]
, (4.6)

where αtree
2 and βtree

2 denote the second or higher order corrections for g. Note here that βtree
2

does not include the first order correction for g because of Eq. (4.5). We assumed αtree
1 , αtree

2 ,
and βtree

2 are generated at the tree level. Also, in the second line, according to the procedure
in Eqs. (2.68), (2.69), and (2.70), the first order correction for g is eliminated in αtree

2 and
absorbed into the definition of φ. As discussed in Sec. 3.6, the dimension-six operators and other
dimension-eight operators, e.g., (∂∂φ)2 and (∂∂∂φ)2, generally arise, but they are eliminated
by the background field satisfying ∂µφ̃′ = const., where φ̃′ denotes the classical solution of the
effective action. To remove the dimension-six operators, we choose the background fields as
follows:

φ̃′ = (1 + αtree
2 )−1/2 · φ̃, (4.7)
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with ∂µφ̃ = const.. From Eq. (4.6), the Euclidean effective actions are calculated as follows:

Wg[φ̃] ≡ − lnZg[φ̃] =

∫
(d4x)E

(
− 1

2
(∂µφ̃∂

µφ̃)− βtree
2 ·

(
1 + αtree

2

)−2
(∂µφ̃∂

µφ̃)2

)
,

(4.8)

W0[φ̃] = lim
g→0

Wg[φ̃] =

∫
(d4x)E

(
− 1

2
(∂µφ̃∂

µφ̃)

)
. (4.9)

Combining Eq. (4.8) and (4.9), the shift of the Euclidean effective action by the interacting term
is given by

Wg[φ̃]−W0[φ̃] = −βtree
2 ·

(
1 + αtree

2

)−2
∫

(d4x)E(∂µφ̃∂
µφ̃)2. (4.10)

Also, Eq. (4.8) yields following relations:(
dWg

dg

)
g=0

=

(
∂Wg

∂g

)
g=0

+

∫
(d4x)E

(
δWg

δφ̃′

)
·

(
dφ̃′

dg

)
g=0

=

(
∂Wg

∂g

)
g=0

= 〈II〉g=0 = 0, (4.11)

where the partial derivative means differentiating by g while keeping φ̃′, and (dφ̃′/dg)g=0 = 0

is used because αtree
2 in Eq. (4.7) denotes the second or higher order corrections for g. Com-

bining Eq. (2.49), (4.10), and (4.11), we obtain

S(P0||Pg) = W0[φ̃]−Wg[φ̃] + g〈II〉g=0

= βtree
2 ·

(
1 + αtree

2

)−2
∫

(d4x)E(∂µφ̃∂
µφ̃)2 ≥ 0. (4.12)

By taking g = 1, Eq. (4.12) represents the relative entropy between the reference and target
theories and yields the following inequality.

S(PNI||PT) =
(
βtree

2 ·
(
1 + αtree

2

)−2
)
g=1
·
∫

(d4x)E(∂µφ̃∂
µφ̃)2 ≥ 0⇒

(
βtree

2 ·
(
1 + αtree

2

)−2
)
g=1
≥ 0,

(4.13)

where PNI = P0 and PT = Pg=1 are used. From Eq. (4.8), this inequality represents the
constraint on the coefficient of the dimension-eight operator of the effective action of the target
theory.

• Loop-level UV completion — Consider the EFT generated by the loop-level UV completion.
The partition function of the theory I0 + g · II is calculated as follows:

Zg[φ̃] ≡
∫
d[φ]d[Φ]e−Ig [φ,Φ]
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=

∫
d[φ]exp

[
−
∫

(d4x)E

(
− 1

2
(1 + αloop

1 + αloop
2 )(∂µφ∂

µφ)− βloop
2 (∂µφ∂

µφ)2

)
+ EΦ

vac

]
= exp

[
−
∫

(d4x)E

(
− 1

2
(1 + αloop

1 + αloop
2 )(∂µφ̃′∂

µφ̃′)− βloop
2 (∂µφ̃′∂

µφ̃′)2 + Evac

)]
= exp

[
−
∫

(d4x)E

(
− 1

2
(1 + αloop

1 )(∂µφ̃∂
µφ̃)− βloop

2 (∂µφ̃∂
µφ̃)2 + Evac

)]
,

(4.14)

where αloop
1 is the first order correction for g, αloop

2 and βloop
2 are the second or higher order

correction for g,EΦ
vac is the vacuum energy coming from the one-loop level correction of Φ, and

Evac is the vacuum energy of Φ and φ. We neglect two-loop effects and assume αloop
1 , αloop

2 ,
and βloop

2 are generated from the one-loop corrections of Φ. Note here that αloop
1 cannot be

removed by redefining Φ in contrast to the tree-level UV completion. Similar to the tree-level
UV completion, dimension-six and other dimension-eight operators are eliminated by suitable
φ̃′, which represents the classical solution of the effective action. We choose the background
field as follows:

φ̃′ =

(
1− 1

2
αloop

2

)
· φ̃, (4.15)

with ∂µφ̃ = const. to remove (∂∂φ)2 and (∂∂∂φ)2. From Eq. (4.128), the Euclidean effective
actions are given by

Wg[φ̃] ≡ − lnZg[φ̃] =

∫
(d4x)E

(
− 1

2
(1 + αloop

1 )(∂µφ̃∂
µφ̃)− βloop

2 (∂µφ̃∂
µφ̃)2 + Evac

)
,

(4.16)

W0[φ̃] = lim
g→0

Wg[φ̃] =

∫
(d4x)E

(
− 1

2
(∂µφ̃∂

µφ̃) + Evac

)
. (4.17)

From Eq. (4.16) and (4.17), the shift of the Euclidean effective action is calculated as

Wg[φ̃]−W0[φ̃] = −1

2
αloop

1 ·
∫

(d4x)E(∂µφ̃∂
µφ̃)− βloop

2

∫
(d4x)E(∂µφ̃∂

µφ̃)2. (4.18)

Also, Eq. (4.16) yields the following relations.(
dWg

dg

)
g=0

=

(
∂Wg

∂g

)
g=0

+

∫
(d4x)E

(
δWg

δφ̃′

)
·

(
dφ̃′

dg

)
g=0

=

(
∂Wg

∂g

)
g=0

= 〈II〉g=0

= −1

2

dαloop
1

dg
·
∫

(d4x)E(∂µφ̃∂
µφ̃), (4.19)
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where (dφ̃′/dg)g=0 = 0 is used in the second line, and the line is derived from Eq. (4.16).
Note here that αloop

1 denotes the first order correction for g and satisfies a relation of the form
g · (dαloop

1 /dg) = αloop
1 . Combining Eqs. (2.49), (4.18), and (4.19), we obtain

S(P0||Pg) = W0[φ̃]−Wg[φ̃] + g〈II〉g=0

= W0[φ̃]−W non-lin
g [φ̃]

= βloop
2

∫
(d4x)E(∂µφ̃∂

µφ̃)2 ≥ 0, (4.20)

where g · (dαloop
1 /dg) = αloop

1 was used, and we defined as follows:

W non-lin
g [φ̃] ≡Wg[φ̃]− g〈II〉g=0

=

∫
(d4x)E

(
− 1

2
(∂µφ̃∂

µφ̃)− βloop
2 (∂µφ̃∂

µφ̃)2 + Evac

)
. (4.21)

By taking g = 1, Eq. (4.20) represents the relative entropy between the reference and target
theories and yields the following inequality,

S(PNI||PT) = βloop
2 |g=1 ·

∫
(d4x)E(∂µφ̃∂

µφ̃)2 ≥ 0⇒ βloop
2 |g=1 ≥ 0, (4.22)

where PNI = P0 and PT = Pg=1 are used. This inequality represents the constraint on the
dimension-eight operator generated at the loop-level in the target theory.

According to Eq. (4.13) and (4.22), for both tree and loop level-UV completion, the relative
entropy between the reference and target theories denotes the dimension-eight operator effects on the
effective action. By demanding ∂µ∂µφ̃ = 0 with constant ∂µφ̃, after the Wick rotation, the non-
negativity of the relative entropy gives rise to a constraint on Eq. (4.4) as follows:

S(PNI||PT) =
c

M4

∫
(d4x)E(∂µφ̃∂

µφ̃)2 ≥ 0⇒ c

M4
≥ 0. (4.23)

Consequently, the coefficient c must be positive to respect the entropy constraint for both tree and
loop-level UV completion. This result is consistent with the positivity bound from the unitarity and
causality [51].

4.2 SMEFT dimension-eight gauge bosonic operators

In this section, using the technique provided in Sec. 2, we consider the entropy constraint on the
SMEFT dimension-eight gauge bosonic operators. We list the operator basis and evaluate its con-
straints in the following way.

4.2.1 Operator Basis

In this section, we consider the EFT described by the following Lagrangian in the Minkowski space,

LSMEFT = −1

4
BµνB

µν − 1

4
W I
µνW

I,µν − 1

4
GaµνG

a,µν +
1

M4

∑
i

ciOi, (4.24)
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where F aµν ≡ ∂µA
a
ν − ∂νAaµ + gfabcAbµA

c
ν is the field strength of the gauge field Aaµ, and g denotes

the gauge coupling of SU(N). The gauge fields for U(1)Y hypercharge, SU(2)L weak isospin, and
SU(3)C color are expressed as Bµ, W I

µ , and Gaµ, respectively. Also, their gauge field strengths are
defined as

Bµν = ∂µBν − ∂νBµ, (4.25)

W I
µν = ∂µW

I
ν − ∂νW I

µ + g2ε
IJKW J

µW
K
ν , (4.26)

Gaµν = ∂µG
a − ∂νGaµ + g3f

abcGbµG
c
ν , (4.27)

where g2, and g3 denote the gauge couplings of SU(2)L, and SU(3)C , respectively. The Greek letters
stand for Lorentz indices, the Italic letters represent SU(N) color indices, and totally antisymmetric
and symmetric structure constants are defined by

[T a, T b] = ifabcT c, (4.28)

{T a, T b} = δab
1̂

N
+ dabcT c, (4.29)

with the generator T a of SU(N) Lie algebra. In general, theCP violating renormalizable term arises,
but we assume such terms are removed by some mechanism, e.g., axion-like degrees of freedom in the
UV theory. The last term of Eq. (4.24) denotes the SMEFT dimension-eight gauge bosonic operators.
The basis of independent dimension-eight gauge bosonic operators for the gauge fields Bµ, W I

µ , and
Gaµ are listed in the following [9, 10, 64, 65].

• U(1)Y — The single field strength quartics with the gauge fields of the U(1)Y hypercharge are
listed as follows:

OB4

1 = (BµνB
µν)(BρσB

ρσ), (4.30)

OB4

2 = (BµνB̃
µν)(BρσB̃

ρσ), (4.31)

ÕB4

1 = (BµνB
µν)(BρσB̃

ρσ). (4.32)

• SU(2)L — The single field strength quartics with the gauge fields of the SU(2)L weak isospin
are listed as follows:

OW 4

1 = (W I
µνW

I,µν)(W J
ρσW

I,ρσ), (4.33)

OW 4

2 = (W I
µνW̃

I,µν)(W J
ρσW̃

J,ρσ), (4.34)

OW 4

3 = (W I
µνW

J,µν)(W I
ρσW

J,ρσ), (4.35)

OW 4

4 = (W I
µνW̃

J,µν)(W I
ρσW̃

J,ρσ), (4.36)

ÕW 4

1 = (W I
µνW

I,µν)(W J
ρσW̃

J,ρσ), (4.37)

ÕW 4

2 = (W I
µνW

J,µν)(W I
ρσW̃

J,ρσ). (4.38)
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• SU(3)C — The single field strength quartics with the gauge fields of the SU(3)C color are
listed as follows:

OG4

1 = (GaµνG
a,µν)(GbρσG

b,ρσ), (4.39)

OG4

2 = (GaµνG̃
a,µν)(GbρσG̃

b,ρσ), (4.40)

OG4

3 = (GaµνG
b,µν)(GaρσG

b,ρσ), (4.41)

OG4

4 = (GaµνG̃
b,µν)(GaρσG̃

b,ρσ), (4.42)

OG4

5 = dabedcde(GaµνG
b,µν)(GcρσG

d,ρσ), (4.43)

OG4

6 = dabedcde(GaµνG̃
b,µν)(GcρσG̃

d,ρσ), (4.44)

ÕG4

1 = (GaµνG
a,µν)(GbρσG̃

b,ρσ), (4.45)

ÕG4

2 = (GaµνG
b,µν)(GaρσG̃

b,ρσ), (4.46)

ÕG4

3 = dabedcde(GaµνG
b,µν)(GcρσG̃

d,ρσ). (4.47)

In addition to the dimension-eight operators, the dimension-six gauge bosonic operators may
arise as follows:

OW 3
= εIJKW I,ν

µ W J,ρ
ν WK,µ

ρ , (4.48)

ÕW 3
= εIJKW I,ν

µ W J,ρ
ν W̃K,µ

ρ , (4.49)

OG3
= fabcGa,νµ Gb,ρν Gc,µρ , (4.50)

ÕG3
= fabcGa,νµ Gb,ρν G̃c,µρ . (4.51)

As discussed later, we can remove the above dimension-six operator corrections to the Euclidean
effective action by choosing suitable background fields. Throughout this section, CP -violating oper-
ators are denoted with a tilde.

4.2.2 Linear combination of single field strength quartics

For later convenience, we summarize building blocks to calculate the relative entropy. The dimension-
eight gauge bosonic operators with a single type of the SU(N) gauge field are expressed as [9, 10,
64, 65]

OF 4

1 = (F aµνF
a,µν)(F bρσF

b,ρσ), (4.52)

OF 4

2 = (F aµνF̃
a,µν)(F bρσF̃

b,ρσ), (4.53)

OF 4

3 = (F aµνF
b,µν)(F aρσF

b,ρσ), (4.54)

OF 4

4 = (F aµνF̃
b,µν)(F aρσF̃

b,ρσ), (4.55)

OF 4

5 = dabedcde(F aµνF
b,µν)(F cρσF

d,ρσ), (4.56)

OF 4

6 = dabedcde(F aµνF̃
b,µν)(F cρσF̃

d,ρσ), (4.57)

OF 4

7 = dacedbde(F aµνF
b,µν)(F cρσF

d,ρσ), (4.58)
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OF 4

8 = dacedbde(F aµνF̃
b,µν)(F cρσF̃

d,ρσ), (4.59)

ÕF 4

1 = (F aµνF
a,µν)(F bρσF̃

b,ρσ), (4.60)

ÕF 4

2 = (F aµνF
b,µν)(F aρσF̃

b,ρσ), (4.61)

ÕF 4

3 = dabedcde(F aµνF
b,µν)(F cρσF̃

d,ρσ), (4.62)

ÕF 4

4 = dacedbde(F aµνF
b,µν)(F cρσF̃

d,ρσ), (4.63)

where the totally antisymmetric and symmetric structure constants were defined in Eq. (4.28) and
(4.29). We assume the above higher dimensional operators are produced by integrating out the heavy
degrees of freedom through the interaction of Eq. (4.1). We apply the entropy inequalities of Sec. 2
and provide constraints on the Wilson coefficients of these operators.

To derive the bounds on the Wilson coefficients, we need the classical solution of the leading-
order equation of motion of Eq. (4.24),

∂µF aµν + gfabcAµ,bF cµν = 0. (4.64)

Although the result of the inequalities derived from the relative entropy would depend on the choice
of classical solutions, for simplicity, we focus on a class of solutions defined as follows:

A
a
µ = ua1ε1,µw1 + ua2ε2,µw2, (4.65)

where u1,2 is a constant real vector in SU(N) color space, ε1,2 is a constant four-vector, and w1,2 is
an arbitrary Cartesian coordinate in spacetime satisfying ∂µw1 = lµ and ∂µw2 = kµ with lµ and kµ
being constant four-vectors. In this work, we consider the classical solutions satisfying a condition
fabcua1u

b
2 = 0, and then Eq. (4.64) can be expressed as

∂µF
a
µν = 0, (4.66)

where F aµν = ∂µA
a
ν − ∂νA

a
µ. The effects from the dimension-six operators on the effective action

also vanish by this condition. Substituting Eq. (4.65) into the field and dual field strengths yields

F
a
µνF

b,µν
= 2

[
ua1u

b
1 ·AF + ua2u

b
2 · BF +

(
ua1u

b
2 + ua2u

b
1

)
· ΓF

]
, (4.67)

F
a
µνF̃

b,µν
= 2

(
ua1u

b
2 + ua2u

b
1

)
·∆F , (4.68)

with

AF ≡ ε21l2 − (ε1 · l)2, (4.69)

BF ≡ ε22k2 − (ε2 · k)2, (4.70)

ΓF ≡ (ε1 · ε2)(l · k)− (ε1 · k)(ε2 · l), (4.71)

∆F ≡ εµνρσε1,µlνε2,ρkσ. (4.72)

From Eqs. (4.52)-(4.63), and (4.67)-(4.68), the SMEFT operators involving the background fields are
expressed as follows:

OF 4

1 = 4
[
u2

1AF + u2
2BF + 2(u1 · u2)ΓF

]2
, (4.73)
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OF 4

2 = 16(u1 · u2)2∆2
F , (4.74)

OF 4

3 = 4

[
(u2

1)2A2
F + (u2

2)2B2
F + 2(u1 · u2)2AFBF

+ 2
(
(u1 · u2)2 + u2

1u
2
2

)
Γ2
F + 4(u1 · u2)

(
u2

1AF + u2
2BF

)
ΓF

]
, (4.75)

OF 4

4 = 8
[
(u1 · u2)2 + u2

1u
2
2

]
∆2
F , (4.76)

OF 4

5 = 4

[
A2
FV

2
F + B2

FW
2
F + 4Γ2

FU
2
F

+ 2AFBFVF ·WF + 4AFΓFVF · UF + 4BFΓFWF · UF
]
, (4.77)

OF 4

6 = 16U2
F∆2

F , (4.78)

OF 4

7 = 4

[
A2
FV

2
F + B2

FW
2
F + 2Γ2

F

(
U2
F + VF ·WF

)
+ 2AFBFU

2
F + 4AFΓFVF · UF + 4BFΓFWF · UF

]
, (4.79)

OF 4

8 = 8
(
VF ·WF + U2

F

)
∆2
F , (4.80)

ÕF 4

1 = 8(u1 · u2)
(
AFu

2
1 + 2ΓF (u1 · u2) + BFu

2
2

)
∆F , (4.81)

ÕF 4

2 = 8
[
(u1 · u2)

(
ΓF (u1 · u2) + BFu

2
2

)
+ u2

1

(
AF (u1 · u2) + ΓFu

2
2

)]
∆F , (4.82)

ÕF 4

3 = 8
(
AFVF · UF + 2ΓFU

2
F + BFUF ·WF

)
∆F , (4.83)

ÕF 4

4 = 8
[
AFVF · UF + BFUF ·WF + ΓF

(
U2
F + VF ·WF

)]
∆F , (4.84)

where we defined as UaF = dabcub1u
c
2, V a

F = dabcub1u
c
1, and W a

F = dabcub2u
c
2. Then, the SMEFT

operator effects on the effective action of the target theory in the Minkowski space are expressed as

1

M4

∑
i

∫
d4xciOi =

1

M4

∫
d4x

[
aF ·A2

F + bF · B2
F + cF · Γ2

F + dF ·∆2
F + eF ·AFBF

+ fF ·AFΓF + gF · BFΓF + hF ·AF∆F + iF · BF∆F + jF · ΓF∆F

]
,

(4.85)

where the second and last lines are obtained by substituting Eq. (4.73)-(4.84) into the first line, and
we defined linear combinations of the Wilson coefficients as follows:

aF = 4(u2
1)2cF

4

1 + 4(u2
1)2cF

4

3 + 4V 2
F c

F 4

5 + 4V 2
F c

F 4

7 , (4.86)

bF = 4(u2
2)2cF

4

1 + 4(u2
2)2cF

4

3 + 4W 2
F c

F 4

5 + 4W 2
F c

F 4

7 , (4.87)

cF = 8
[
2cF

4

1 (u1 · u2)2 + cF
4

3

(
(u1 · u2)2 + u2

1u
2
2

)
+ 2cF

4

5 U2
F + cF

4

7

(
U2
F + VF ·WF

)]
, (4.88)

dF = 8
[
2cF

4

2 (u1 · u2)2 + cF
4

4

(
(u1 · u2)2 + u2

1u
2
2

)
+ 2cF

4

6 U2
F + cF

4

8

(
U2
F + VF ·WF

)]
, (4.89)

eF = 8u2
1u

2
2c
F 4

1 + 8(u1 · u2)2cF
4

3 + 8VF ·WF c
F 4

5 + 8U2
F c

F 4

7 , (4.90)
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fF = 16u2
1(u1 · u2)cF

4

1 + 16(u1 · u2)u2
1c
F 4

3 + 16VF · UF cF
4

5 + 16VF · UF cF
4

7 , (4.91)

gF = 16u2
2(u1 · u2)cF

4

1 + 16u2
2(u1 · u2)cF

4

3 + 16WF · UF cF
4

5 + 16UF ·WF c
F 4

7 , (4.92)

hF = 8u2
1(u1 · u2)

(
c̃F

4

1 + c̃F
4

2

)
+ 8VF · UF (c̃F

4

3 + c̃F
4

4 ), (4.93)

iF = 8u2
2(u1 · u2)

(
c̃F

4

1 + c̃F
4

2

)
+ 8UF ·WF (c̃F

4

3 + c̃F
4

4 ), (4.94)

jF = 8
[
2c̃F

4

1 (u1 · u2)2 + c̃F
4

2

(
(u1 · u2)2 + u2

1u
2
2

)
+ 2c̃F

4

3 U2
F + c̃F

4

4

(
U2
F + VF ·WF

)]
. (4.95)

For U(1)Y , SU(2)L, and SU(3)C , the above quantities are respectively listed as follows:

• U(1)Y — For the U(1)Y gauge field Bµ, Eqs. (4.86)-(4.95) are calculated as

aB = bB = cB/4 = eB/2 = fB/4 = gB/4 = 4cB
4

1 , (4.96)

dB = 16cB
4

2 , (4.97)

hB = iB = jB/2 = 8c̃B
4

1 . (4.98)

• SU(2)L — For the SU(2)L gauge field W I
µ , Eqs. (4.86)-(4.95) are calculated as

aW = bW = cW /4 = eW /2 = fW /4 = gW /4 = 4(u2
1)2(cW

4

1 + cW
4

3 ), (4.99)

dW = 16(u2
1)2(cW

4

2 + cW
4

4 ), (4.100)

hW = iW = jW /2 = 8(u2
1)2(c̃W

4

1 + c̃W
4

2 ), (4.101)

• SU(3)C — Using an identity for SU(N),

fabef cde =
2

N

(
δacδbd − δadδbc

)
+ dacedbde − dbcedade, (4.102)

we obtain

VFWF = U2
F +

2

N

[
(u1 · u2)2 − u2

1u
2
2

]
. (4.103)

For SU(3)C , additional identities hold as follows:

3dabedcde − facef bde − fadef bce = δacδbd + δadδbc − δabδcd, (4.104)

3
(
dabedcde + dacedbde + dadedbce

)
= δabδcd + δacδbd + δadδbc. (4.105)

From the above identities, we obtain

V 2
G =

1

3
u4

1, W
2
G =

1

3
u4

2, U
2
G =

1

3
u2

1u
2
2, (4.106)

VG · UG =
1

3
u2

1(u1 · u2), WG · UG =
1

3
u2

2(u1 · u2), VG ·WG =
1

3

(
−u2

1u
2
2 + 2(u1 · u2)2

)
,

(4.107)

2U2
G + VGWG =

1

3

(
u2

1u
2
2 + 2(u1 · u2)2

)
. (4.108)
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Also, from the above identities,OG4

7 ,OG4

8 , and ÕG4

4 can be rewritten by the other operators, so
we omit these operators. From Eqs. (4.86)-(4.95), and (4.106)-(4.108), we obtain

aG = 4(u2
1)2

(
cG

4

1 + cG
4

3 +
1

3
cG

4

5 +
1

3
cG

4

7

)
, (4.109)

bG = 4(u2
2)2

(
cG

4

1 + cG
4

3 +
1

3
cG

4

5 +
1

3
cG

4

7

)
, (4.110)

cG = 8
[
(2cG

4

1 + cG
4

3 )(u1 · u2)2 + cG
4

3 u2
1u

2
2 + 2cG

4

5 U2
G

]
, (4.111)

dG = 8
[
(2cG

4

2 + cG
4

4 )(u1 · u2)2 + cG
4

4 u2
1u

2
2 + 2cG

4

6 U2
G

]
, (4.112)

eG = 8u2
1u

2
2

(
cG

4

1 −
1

3
cG

4

5

)
+ 8(u1 · u2)2

(
cG

4

3 +
2

3
cG

4

5

)
, (4.113)

fG = 16u2
1(u1 · u2)

(
cG

4

1 + cG
4

3 +
1

3
cG

4

5

)
, (4.114)

gG = 16u2
2(u1 · u2)

(
cG

4

1 + cG
4

3 +
1

3
cG

4

5

)
, (4.115)

hG = 8u2
1(u1 · u2)

(
c̃G

4

1 + c̃G
4

2 +
1

3
c̃G

4

3

)
, (4.116)

iG = 8u2
2(u1 · u2)

(
c̃G

4

1 + c̃G
4

2 +
1

3
c̃G

4

3

)
, (4.117)

jG = 8
[
(2c̃G

4

1 + c̃G
4

2 )(u1 · u2)2 + c̃G
4

2 u2
1u

2
2 + 2c̃G

4

3 U2
G

]
. (4.118)

In the next section, we derive some constraints on the SMEFT Wilson coefficients from the above
building blocks.

4.2.3 Bounds from non-interacting reference theory

We consider the NIRT as the reference theory, and evaluate the relative entropy. We assume the
dimension-eight operators listed in the previous sections are generated through the interaction between
heavy and light fields, i.e., II[A

a
µ,Φ] =

∫
d4xO[Φ]⊗ J [Aaµ]. Then, the first order corrections for g to

the Euclidean effective action are expressed as

g · 〈II〉g=0 = g ·
(
∂Wg

∂g

)
g=0

=

∫
(d4x)E

(
δWg

δJ

)
J=0

J [Aaµ], (4.119)

where (δWg/δJ)J=0 is a tadpole-like diagram for the composite field J [Aaµ], e.g., Fig. 6, and does not
depend on space-time. Because J [Aaµ] does not include the higher-dimensional operators according
to Assumption (IV), there are two cases: (i) J [Aaµ] preserves the gauge symmetry or (ii) not. For case
(i), Eq. (4.119) is proportional to

∫
(d4x)EF

a
µνF

a,µν because 〈II〉g=0 preserves the Lorentz symmetry
from the definition, and (δWg/δJ)J=0 does not depend on space-time. In general, the CP violating
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term arises, but we omit such terms because they can be removed by some mechanism, such as axion-
like degrees of freedom in the UV theory. For case (ii), J [Aaµ] can be proportional to Aaµ, and AaµA

a
ν

because of the covariant derivative of the kinetic term. According to Assumption (IV), we focus on
the leading order of the interacting term, which are corrections from the kinetic terms of heavy fields.
However, J [Aaµ] ∝ Aaµ effects on Eq. (4.119) vanish because 〈II〉g=0 keeps the Lorentz symmetry.
Although terms proportional to

∫
(d4x)EA

a
µA

a,µ in Eq. (4.119) may remain, they can be eliminated
by implementing the gauge fixing condition, the so-called non-linear gauge [61]. Therefore, we focus
on the case of 〈II〉g=0 ∝

∫
(d4x)EF

a
µνF

a,µν below. For each tree and loop-level UV completions, the
constraints on the SMEFT Wilson coefficients from the relative entropy are evaluated as follows:

• Tree-level UV completion — Consider the SMEFT operators generated by the tree-level UV
completions. The partition function of the theory I0 + g · II is generally calculated as follows:

Zg[A] ≡
∫
d[A]d[Φ]e−Ig [A,Φ]

=

∫
d[A]exp

[
−
∫

(d4x)E

(
1

2
(1 + αtree

2 )F aµνF
a,µν −

∑
i

βtree
i,2 Oi[A]

)]

= exp

[
−
∫

(d4x)E

(
1

2
(1 + αtree

2 )F ′
a
µνF

′a,µν −
∑
i

βtree
i,2 Oi[A′]

)]

= exp

[
−
∫

(d4x)E

(
1

2
F
a
µνF

a,µν −
∑
i

βtree
i,2 · (1 + αtree

2 )−2Oi[A]

)]
, (4.120)

where Oi[A] is the dimension-eight SMEFT operators, αtree
2 and βtree

i,2 denote the second or
higher order corrections for g, and βtree

i,2 does not include the first order correction for g because
of Assumption (IV). The corrections αtree

2 and βtree
i,2 are generated at the tree level. Following

the procedure in Eq. (2.68), (2.69), and (2.70), the first order correction for g is eliminated
in αtree

2 . The background field A′
a
µ denotes the classical solution of the effective action. We

choose the background fields as follows:

A′
a
µ = (1 + αtree

2 )−1/2 ·Aaµ, (4.121)

with F aµν = const. In general, the dimension-six operators arise in Eq. (4.120) but can be
eliminated by choosing the suitable background fields of Eq. (4.65). From Eq. (4.120), the
Euclidean effective actions are calculated as follows:

Wg[A] ≡ − lnZg[A] =

∫
(d4x)E

(
1

2
F
a
µνF

a,µν −
∑
i

βtree
i,2 · (1 + atree

2 )−2Oi[A]

)
, (4.122)

W0[A] = lim
g→0

Wg[A] =

∫
(d4x)E

(
1

2
F
a
µνF

a,µν
)
, (4.123)

From Eqs. (4.122) and (4.123), the shift of the Euclidean effective action is calculated as fol-
lows:

Wg[A]−W0[A] = −
∑
i

βtree
i,2 · (1 + atree

2 )−2

∫
(d4x)EOi[A]. (4.124)
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From Eq. (4.122), the first order corrections for g is also calculated as(
dWg

dg

)
g=0

=

(
∂Wg

∂g

)
g=0

+

∫
(d4x)E

(
δWg

δA′

)
·
(
dA′

dg

)
g=0

=

(
∂Wg

∂g

)
g=0

= 〈II〉g=0 = 0, (4.125)

where (dA′/dg)g=0 = 0 holds because of Eq. (4.121). From Eqs. (2.49), (4.124), and (4.125),
we obtain

S(P0||Pg) = W0[A]−Wg[A] + g〈II〉g=0

= W0[A]−Wg[A]

=
∑
i

βtree
i,2 · (1 + atree

2 )−2

∫
(d4x)EOi[A] ≥ 0. (4.126)

Note here that the relative entropy does not change even if we add the same term to both W0

and Wg simultaneously5. By taking g = 1, Eq. (4.126) represents the relative entropy between
the reference and target theories and yields the following inequality.

S(PNI||PT) =
∑
i

(
βtree
i,2 · (1 + atree

2 )−2
)
g=1

∫
(d4x)EOi[A] ≥ 0, (4.127)

where PNI = P0 and PT = Pg=1 are used. The right-hand side of this inequality denotes the
linear combination of the coefficients of the dimension-eight operators of the target theory.

• Loop-level UV completion — Consider the SMEFT operators generated by the loop-level UV
completion. The partition function of the theory I0 + g · II is generally calculated as follows6:

Zg[A] ≡
∫
d[A]d[Φ]e−Ig [A,Φ]

=

∫
d[A]exp

[
−
∫

(d4x)E

(
1

2

(
1 + αloop

1 + αloop
2

)
F aµνF

a,µν −
∑
i

βloop
2,i Oi[A] + EΦ

vac

)]

= exp

[
−
∫

(d4x)E

(
1

2

(
1 + αloop

1 + αloop
2

)
F ′

a
µνF

′a,µν −
∑
i

βloop
2,i Oi[A

′
] + Evac

)]
= exp

[
−
∫

(d4x)E

(
1

2

(
1 + αloop

1

)
F
a
µνF

a,µν −
∑
i

βloop
2,i Oi[A] + Evac

)]
. (4.128)

where Oi[A] is the dimension-eight SMEFT operators, αloop
1 is the first order correction for

g, αloop
2 and βloop

2,i are the second or higher order correction for g, EΦ
vac is the vacuum energy

5We can also put the same boundary terms to both W0 and Wg .
6Strictly speaking, Eq. (4.128) holds in the limit of g = 1 or g = 0. This is because the gauge symmetry may be broken

by the auxiliary parameter g. However, this subtle point does not affect the following discussions because we focus only on
the reference (g = 0) and target (g = 1) theories, where the gauge symmetry is restored.
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coming from the one-loop level correction of Φ, and Evac is the vacuum energy of Φ and Aaµ.
αloop

1 , αloop
2 , and βloop

2,i are generated from the one-loop corrections of Φ. In Eq. (4.128), we

neglected two-loop corrections. Note here that αloop
1 cannot be remove by redefining Φ in

contrast to the tree-level UV completion. The background field A′
a
µ denotes Eq. (4.65), which

is the solution of the effective action. We choose the background field as follows:

A′
a
µ =

(
1− 1

2
αloop

2

)
A
a
µ, (4.129)

where F aµν = const. to remove the dimension-six operators; see Eq. (4.65). From Eq. (4.128),
the Euclidean effective actions are obtained as follows:

Wg[A] ≡ − lnZg[A] =

∫
(d4x)E

(
1

2

(
1 + αloop

1

)
F
a
µνF

a,µν −
∑
i

βloop
2,i Oi[A] + Evac

)
,

(4.130)

W0[A] = lim
g→0

Wg[A] =

∫
(d4x)E

(
1

2
F
a
µνF

a,µν
+ Evac

)
. (4.131)

The shift of the Euclidean effective action is calculated as follows:

Wg[A]−W0[A] =

∫
(d4x)E

(
1

2
αloop

1 F
a
µνF

a,µν −
∑
i

βloop
2,i Oi[A]

)
. (4.132)

Also, the first order corrections for g is calculated as(
dWg

dg

)
g=0

=

(
∂Wg

∂g

)
g=0

+

∫
(d4x)E

(
δWg

δA′

)
·
(
dA′

dg

)
g=0

=

(
∂Wg

∂g

)
g=0

= 〈II〉g=0

=
1

2

dαloop
1

dg

∫
(d4x)EF

a
µνF

a,µν
, (4.133)

where (dA′/dg)g=0 = 0 holds from Eq. (4.129). This relation represents Eq. (4.119). From
Eqs. (2.49), (4.132), and (4.133), we obtain

S(P0||Pg) = W0[A]−Wg[A] + g〈II〉g=0

= W0[A]−W non-lin
g [A]

=
∑
i

βloop
2,i

∫
(d4x)EOi[A] ≥ 0. (4.134)

where g · (dαloop
1 /dg) = αloop

1 was used, and we defined as follows:

W non-lin
g [A] ≡Wg[A]− g〈II〉g=0
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=

∫
(d4x)E

(
1

2
F
a
µνF

a,µν −
∑
i

βloop
2,i Oi[A] + Evac

)
. (4.135)

Similar to the tree-level UV completion, we can also add the same boundary terms to both
W0 and W non-lin

g because it cancels in the relative entropy. By taking g = 1, Eq. (4.134)
represents the relative entropy between the reference and target theories and yields the following
inequality.

S(PNI||PT) =
∑
i

βloop
2,i |g=1

∫
(d4x)EOi[A] ≥ 0, (4.136)

where PNI = P0 and PT = Pg=1 are used. This inequality yields the constraint on the
dimension-eight operators generated at the one-loop level.

Consequently, for both tree and loop-level UV completions, it is found that the relative entropy
denotes the linear combination of the dimension-eight operators generated from the interacting terms,
i.e., Eqs. (4.127) and (4.136). Therefore, after Wick rotation, the inequalities (4.127) and (4.136) give
rise to constraints on the dimension-eight operators of Eq. (4.24) as follows:

1

M4

∑
i

∫
(d4x)EciOi[A] ≥ 0. (4.137)

Equation (4.137) and (4.85) yield bounds as follows:

aF ·A2
F + bF · B2

F + cF · Γ2
F + dF ·∆2

F

+ eF ·AFBF + fF ·AFΓF + gF · BFΓF + hF ·AF∆F + iF · BF∆F + jF · ΓF∆F ≥ 0.

(4.138)

The quantities AF , BF , ΓF , and ∆F are independent each other, and the inequality of (4.138) yields
the following inequalities.

aF ≥ 0, bF ≥ 0, cF ≥ 0, dF ≥ 0, (4.139)

4aF · dF − h2
F ≥ 0, 4bF · dF − i2F ≥ 0, 4cF · dF − j2

F ≥ 0, (4.140)

aF −
h2
F

4dF
−

(
fF − hF ·jF

2dF

)2

4
(
cF −

j2F
4dF

) ≥ 0, bF −
i2F

4dF
−

(
gF − iF ·jF

2dF

)2

4
(
cF −

j2F
4dF

) ≥ 0, (4.141)

4

aF − h2
F

4dF
−

(
fF − hF ·jF

2dF

)2

4
(
cF −

j2F
4dF

)
 ·
bF − i2F

4dF
−

(
gF − iF ·jF

2dF

)2

4
(
cF −

j2F
4dF

)


≥

eF − hF · iF
2dF

−

(
fF − hF ·jF

2dF

)(
gF − iF ·jF

2dF

)
2
(
cF −

j2F
4dF

)
2

. (4.142)

For U(1)Y , SU(2)L, and SU(3)C gauge fields, the above inequalities are listed as follows:
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• U(1)Y — Substituting Eqs. (4.96)-(4.98) into the inequalities of (4.139)-(4.142), for the U(1)Y
gauge field Bµ, we obtain the following constraints.

cB
4

1 ≥ 0, cB
4

2 ≥ 0, 4cB
4

1 cB
4

2 ≥ (c̃B
4

1 )2. (4.143)

Note here that the bounds of Eqs. (4.141) and (4.142) vanish by substituting Eqs. (4.96)-(4.98).

• SU(2)L — From Eqs. (4.99)-(4.101), and the inequalities of (4.139)-(4.142), for the SU(2)L
gauge field W I

µ , we obtain the following constraints.

cW
4

1 + cW
4

3 ≥ 0, cW
4

2 + cW
4

4 ≥ 0, 4(cW
4

1 + cW
4

3 )(cW
4

2 + cW
4

4 ) ≥ (c̃W
4

1 + c̃W
4

2 )2. (4.144)

Similar to the case of the U(1)Y gauge field, the bounds of Eqs. (4.141) and (4.142) vanish by
substituting Eqs. (4.99), (4.100), and (4.101).

• SU(3)C — For simplicity, we assume u2
1 = u2

2 = 1 and u1 ·u2 = cos ξ. By considering the two
cases of cos2 ξ = 0 and 1, from Eqs. (4.109)-(4.118), and the inequalities of (4.139)-(4.142),
we obtain

3cG
4

1 + 3cG
4

3 + cG
4

5 ≥ 0, (4.145)

3cG
4

3 + 2cG
4

5 ≥ 0, (4.146)

3cG
4

2 + 3cG
4

4 + cG
4

6 ≥ 0, (4.147)

3cG
4

4 + 2cG
4

6 ≥ 0, (4.148)

4
(

3cG
4

1 + 3cG
4

3 + cG
4

5

)(
3cG

4

2 + 3cG
4

4 + cG
4

6

)
≥
(

3c̃G
4

1 + 3c̃G
4

2 + c̃G
4

3

)2
, (4.149)

4
(

3cG
4

3 + 2cG
4

5

)(
3cG

4

4 + 2cG
4

6

)
≥
(

3c̃G
4

2 + 2c̃G
4

3

)2
, (4.150)

2cG
4

1 + cG
4

3 ≥ 0. (4.151)

The above first six bounds are the same as the positivity bounds from unitarity and causality
considerations in Ref. [65], and the last inequality newly arises from the entropy constraint.
Since, however, Eq. (4.145) is derived from Eqs. (4.146) and (4.151), the results of the entropy
constraints are consistent with the positivity bounds from unitarity and causality considerations
in Ref. [65].

4.3 Einstein-Maxwell theory with higher-derivative operators

Consider the Einstein-Maxwell theory with higher-derivative operators in the Minkowski space as
follows:

WEM =

∫
d4x
√
−g
(
M2

Pl

2
R− 1

4
FµνF

µν +
α1

4M4
Pl

(FµνF
µν)2 +

α2

4M4
Pl

(FµνF̃
µν)2 +

α3

2M2
Pl

FµνFρσR
µνρσ

)
,

(4.152)
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where other operators up to four-derivative are eliminated by the field redefinition of gµν ; see Ref. [49]
and Appendix D. Also, the Gauss-Bonnet combination, i.e., RµνρσRµνρσ − 4RµνR

µν + R2, is a
topological term that does not contribute to the extremal black hole entropy in four dimensions, so we
omit it throughout this section. Similar to the previous subsections, we focus on the field theoretical
description, which breaks down at some high energy scale ΛQFT. Generically, ΛQFT is smaller than
the Planck scale ΛQFT � MPl. In this work, we do not consider the dynamics of stringy particles in
the high energy regime beyond ΛQFT because the ordinary field theoretical descriptions break down
by infinitely many local fields.7 According to Assumption (III), we consider the higher-derivative
operators generated from the target UV theory defined by IT[gµν ;Rµνρσ, A,Φ], where gµν is the
metric of space-time, Rµνρσ is the Riemann tensor, Aµ is the U(1) gauge boson, and Φ is the heavy
degrees of freedom. For this EFT, define the non-interacting and interacting terms as follows:

I0[gµν ;Rµνρσ, A,Φ] ≡ IT[gµν ;Rµνρσ, A, 0] + IT[gµν ; 0, 0,Φ], (4.153)

II[gµν ;Rµνρσ, A,Φ] ≡ IT[gµν ;Rµνρσ, A,Φ]− I0[gµν ;Rµνρσ, A,Φ], (4.154)

where the cosmological constant is omitted because it cancels in the relative entropy. These definitions
are also adopted in Sec. 3.8. It should be noted that the action I0 does not include the interaction
between Φ and Aµ, Rµνρσ, but the interaction between gµν and Φ. Although gravitational operators
such as R2

µν are generated from I0, such operators up to four-derivative can be eliminated by the field
redefinition of gµν ; see Appendix D.

We assume the dimension-eight operators of Eq. (4.152) are generated through the interaction
defined in Eq. (4.1). Then, the first order corrections for g to the Euclidean effective action are
expressed as follows:

g · 〈II〉g=0 = g ·
(
∂Wg

∂g

)
g=0

=

∫
(d4x)E

√
g

(
δWg

δJ

)
J=0

J [gµν ;Rµνρσ, Aµ], (4.155)

where (δWg/δJ)J=0 is a tadpole-like diagram for the composite field J . Similar to the SMEFT,
J [gµν ;Rµνρσ, Aµ] does not include the higher-derivative operators according to Assumption (IV), so
there are two cases: (i) J [gµν ;Rµνρσ, Aµ] preserves the gauge symmetry or (ii) not. For case (i),
Eq. (4.155) is proportional to

∫
(d4x)E

√
gFµνF

µν or
∫

(d4x)E
√
gR because 〈II〉 is invariant under

general coordinate transformations. We assume the interaction II does not involve the CP violating
terms. For case (ii), J [gµν ;Rµνρσ, Aµ] ∝ Aµ, or AµAν because of the covariant derivative of the
kinetic term. According to Assumption (IV), we focus on the leading order of the interacting term,
which arises from the kinetic terms of the heavy charged fields. Then, J ∝ Aµ effects on Eq. (4.155)
vanish from the invariance of 〈II〉g=0 under the general coordinate transformations. Also, a term
proportional to

∫
(d4x)EAµA

µ is generated in 〈II〉g=0 by J ∝ AµAν effects on Eq. (4.155) because

7The graviton accompanied by Regge states can break the positivity bounds [53] on the Wilson coefficients of
Eq. (4.152), but such a scenario would be beyond the applicability of procedures of this section based on the field the-
ory.
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of the invariance of the general coordinate transformations but can be eliminated by implementing the
non-linear gauge fixing condition AµAµ = 0. Then, the first order corrections of the interaction to
the effective action are expressed as follows:

g · 〈II〉g=0 = g ·
(
∂Wg

∂g

)
g=0

=

∫
(d4x)E

√
g

(
δWg

δJ

)
J=0

J [gµν ;Rµνρσ, Aµ]

∝
∫

(d4x)E
√
gFµνF

µν or

∫
(d4x)E

√
gR. (4.156)

For each tree and loop-level UV completions, the constraints on the EFT from the relative entropy are
evaluated as follows:

• Tree-level UV completion — Consider the EFT generated at the tree-level UV completion. The
partition function of the theory I0 + g · II is generally calculated as follows:

Zg[gµν , A] ≡
∫
d[g]d[A]d[Φ]e−Ig [gµν ;Rµνρσ ,A,Φ]

=

∫
d[g]d[A]exp

[
−
∫

(d4x)E
√
g

(
−
M2

Pl

2
(1 + αtree

2,R )R+
1

4
(1 + αtree

2,F )FµνF
µν

− βtree
2,1 (FµνF

µν)2 − βtree
2,2 (FµνF̃

µν)2 − βtree
2,3 FµνFρσR

µνρσ

)]
= exp

[
−
∫

(d4x)E

√
g′
(
−
M2

Pl

2
(1 + αtree

2,R )R′ +
1

4
(1 + αtree

2,F )F ′µνF ′
µν

− βtree
2,1 (F ′µνF ′

µν
)2 − βtree

2,2 (F ′µνF̃ ′
µν

)2 − βtree
2,3 F

′
µνF ′ρσR′

µνρσ
)]

= exp

[
−
∫

(d4x)E

√
g

(
−
M2

Pl

2
R+

1

4
FµνF

µν

− βtree
2,1

(
1 +

2

3
αtree

2,R − 2αtree
2,F

)
(FµνF

µν
)2 − βtree

2,2

(
1 + 2αtree

2,R − 2αtree
2,F

)
(FµνF̃

µν
)2

− βtree
2,3

(
1 +

1

3
αtree

2,R − αtree
2,F

)
FµνF ρσR

µνρσ
)]
, (4.157)

where αtree
2,R , αtree

2,F , βtree
2,1 , βtree

2,2 and βtree
2,3

8 denote the second or higher order corrections for g,
and βtree

2,1 , βtree
2,2 and βtree

2,3 do not include the first order correction for g because of Eq. (4.156).
The corrections are assumed to be generated at the tree level. According to the procedure in
Eq. (2.68), (2.69), and (2.70), the first order correction for g is eliminated in αtree

2,R and αtree
2,F .

Since the gravitational operators only involving the Riemann tensors can be removed by the
redefinition of gµν ; see Appendix D, and the Riemann-squared operator effects on the extremal
black hole entropy can be dropped in four dimensions, we omit such irrelevant terms. The

8From causality consideration, in Ref. [66, 67], it is argued that the tree level contribution to βtree
2,3 requires stringy

particles in UV theories. If we focus on the field theoretical descriptions, there is no contribution to βtree
2,3 at the tree level.
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background fieldsA′µ and g′µν denote the classical solutions of the effective action. We choose
the background field as follows:

A′µ =

(
1 +

1

2

(
4

3
αtree

2,R − αtree
2,F

))
Aµ, (4.158)

g′µν =

(
1− 1

3
αtree

2,R

)
gµν , g′

µν
=

(
1 +

1

3
αtree

2,R

)
gµν . (4.159)

From Eq. (4.157), the effective actions are obtained as follows:

Wg[gµν , A] ≡ − lnZg[gµν , A]

=

∫
(d4x)E

√
g

(
−
M2

Pl

2
R+

1

4
FµνF

µν

− βtree
2,1

(
1 +

2

3
αtree

2,R − 2αtree
2,F

)
(FµνF

µν
)2 − βtree

2,2

(
1 + 2αtree

2,R − 2αtree
2,F

)
(FµνF̃

µν
)2

− βtree
2,3

(
1 +

1

3
αtree

2,R − αtree
2,F

)
FµνF ρσR

µνρσ
)
, (4.160)

W0[gµν , A] = lim
g→0

Wg[gµν , A] =

∫
(d4x)E

√
g

(
−
M2

Pl

2
R+

1

4
FµνF

µν
)
. (4.161)

Note here that solutionsAµ and gµν include the effects of the higher-derivative terms but the first
order correction for the higher-derivative terms vanishes inW0 by using the equation of motion.
From Eq. (4.160) and (4.161), Wg[gµν , A] − W0[gµν , A] denotes the shift of the Euclidean
effective action by the higher-derivative terms. Also, from Eq. (4.160), the first order correction
for g is calculated as(
dWg

dg

)
g=0

=

(
∂Wg

∂g

)
g=0

+

∫
(d4x)E

√
g

((
δWg

δA′

)
·
(
dA′

dg

)
g=0

+

(
δWg

δg′µν

)
·

(
dg′µν
dg

)
g=0

)
=

(
∂Wg

∂g

)
g=0

= 〈II〉g=0 = 0, (4.162)

where (dA′/dg)g=0 = 0 and (dg′µν/dg)g=0 = 0 are used from Eq. (4.158) and (4.159). From
Eq. (2.49) and (4.162), we obtain the relative entropy,

S(P0||Pg) = W0[gµν , A]−Wg[gµν , A] + g〈II〉g=0

= W0[gµν , A]−Wg[gµν , A] ≥ 0. (4.163)

Note here that we can put the same boundary terms to both W0 and Wg because of its cancel-
lation in the relative entropy. By taking g = 1, it is found that the relative entropy yields the
negative shift of the effective action by the higher derivative terms generated at the tree level.
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• Loop-level UV completion — Consider the EFT generated by the loop-level UV completion.
The partition function of the theory I0 + g · II is generally calculated as follows9:

Zg[gµν , A] =

∫
d[g]d[A]d[Φ]e−Ig [gµν ;Rµνρσ ,A,Φ]

≡
∫
d[g]d[A]exp

[
−
∫

(d4x)E
√
g

(
Λloop

0,Φ −
M2

Pl

2
(1 + αloop

1,R + αloop
2,R )R

+
1

4
(1 + αloop

1,F + αloop
2,F )FµνF

µν

− βloop
2,1 (FµνF

µν)2 − βloop
2,2 (FµνF̃

µν)2 − βloop
2,3 FµνFρσR

µνρσ

)]
= exp

[
−
∫

(d4x)E

√
g′
(

Λloop
0,Φ −

M2
Pl

2
(1 + αloop

1,R + αloop
2,R )R′ +

1

4
(1 + αloop

1,F + αloop
2,F )F ′µνF ′

µν

− βloop
2,1 (F ′µνF ′

µν
)2 − βloop

2,2 (F ′µνF̃ ′
µν

)2 − βloop
2,3 F ′µνF ′ρσR′

µνρσ

+ (correction from R and FµνF
µν)

)]
= exp

[
−
∫

(d4x)E

√
g

(
Λloop

0,Φ −
M2

Pl

2

(
1 + αloop

1,R

)
R+

1

4

(
1 + αloop

1,F

)
FµνF

µν

− βloop
2,1 (FµνF

µν
)2 − βloop

2,2 (FµνF̃
µν

)2 − βloop
2,3 FµνF ρσR

µνρσ

+ (correction from R and FµνF
µν)

)]
, (4.164)

where αloop
2,R , αloop

2,F , βloop
2,1 , βloop

2,2 and βloop
2,3 are the second or higher order corrections for g, αloop

1,R

and αloop
1,F are the first order corrections for g, and Λloop

0,Φ is the vacuum energy coming from Φ.
The last term of Eq. (4.164) denotes corrections from light fields in M2

PlR/2 and FµνFµν/4
at the one loop level. Since these corrections do not depend on g, they cancel in the relative
entropy. We neglect two-loop effects in Eq. (4.164). The background fieldsA′µ and g′µν denote
the classical solution of the effective action. We choose the background field as follows:

A′µ =

(
1 +

1

2

(
4

3
αloop

2,R − α
loop
2,F

))
Aµ, (4.165)

g′µν =

(
1− 1

3
αloop

2,R

)
gµν , g′

µν
=

(
1 +

1

3
αloop

2,R

)
gµν . (4.166)

The effective actions are obtained as follows:

Wg[gµν , A] =

∫
(d4x)E

√
g

(
Λloop

0,Φ −
M2

Pl

2
(1 + αloop

1,R )R+
1

4
(1 + αloop

1,F )FµνF
µν

− βloop
2,1 (FµνF

µν
)2 − βloop

2,2 (FµνF̃
µν

)2 − βloop
2,3 FµνF ρσR

µνρσ

9Similar to the SMEFT, strictly speaking, Eq. (4.164) holds in the limit of g = 1 or 0. However, this subtle point does
not affect the following discussions because we focus only on the reference (g = 0) and target (g = 1) theories.
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+ (correction from R and FµνF
µν)

)
, (4.167)

W0[gµν , A] = lim
g→0

Wg[gµν , A]

=

∫
(d4x)E

√
g

(
Λloop

0,Φ −
M2

Pl

2
R+

1

4
FµνF

µν
+ (correction from R and FµνF

µν)

)
.

(4.168)

Similar to the tree-level UV completion, the first order correction for the higher-derivative terms
vanishes in W0 by the equation of motion. Also, from Eq. (4.167), the first order correction for
g is calculated as(
dWg

dg

)
g=0

=

(
∂Wg

∂g

)
g=0

+

∫
(d4x)E

√
g′
((

δWg

δA′

)
·
(
dA′

dg

)
g=0

+

(
δWg

δg′µν

)
·

(
dg′µν
dg

)
g=0

)
=

(
∂Wg

∂g

)
g=0

= 〈II〉g=0

=

∫
(d4x)E

√
g

(
−
M2

Pl

2

dαloop
1,R

dg
R+

1

4

dαloop
1,F

dg
FµνF

µν
)
, (4.169)

where (dA′µ/dg)g=0 = 0 and (dg′µν/dg)g=0 = 0 hold from Eq. (4.165) and (4.166). Note
here that the last term of Eq. (4.167) does not depend on g. From Eq. (2.49), (4.167), (4.168)
and (4.169), we obtain

S(P0||Pg) = W0[gµν , A]−Wg[gµν , A] + g〈II〉g=0

= W0[gµν , A]−W non-lin
g [gµν , A] ≥ 0, (4.170)

where we used g · (dαloop
1,R /dg) = αloop

1,R and g · (dαloop
1,F /dg) = αloop

1,F and defined the effective
action without the first order corrections for g as follows:

W non-lin
g [gµν , A] =

∫
(d4x)E

√
g

(
Λloop

0,Φ −
M2

Pl

2
R+

1

4
FµνF

µν

− βloop
2,1 (FµνF

µν
)2 − βloop

2,2 (FµνF̃
µν

)2 − βloop
2,3 FµνF ρσR

µνρσ

+ (correction from R and FµνF
µν)

)
. (4.171)

W0[gµν , A] − W non-lin
g [gµν , A] denotes the corrections from the higher-derivative terms, and

the inequality of (4.170) means that the Euclidean effective action decreases by the higher-
derivative operators. It should be noted that the one-loop correction fromR and FµνFµν cancels
in Eq. (4.170). By taking g = 1 in Eq. (4.170), we found that the relative entropy yields the
negative shift of the effective action by the higher derivative terms generated at the one-loop
level. Especially for loop-level UV completions involving massive charged particles with large
charge-to-mass ratios, this result is consistent with Ref. [53].
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It is found that, for both tree and loop-level UV completion, the non-negativity of the relative
entropy yields the negative shift of the Euclidean effective action by the higher-derivative terms. This
argument holds when the assumptions at the beginning of this section are valid. In the context of the
WGC, the negative shift of the Euclidean effective action by the higher-derivative terms is demon-
strated in a wide range of theories from unitarity and causality considerations [53]. Therefore, the
results of the relative entropy considerations are consistent with that of the unitarity and causality, es-
pecially for loop-level UV completions involving massive charged particles with large charge-to-mass
ratios and tree-level UV completions. As discussed in the next chapter, this result is closely related to
the WGC.

4.4 Summary of bottom-up approach

In this section, we focused on a class of EFTs where the corrections to the leading terms can be
removed by redefining light fields. For example, the single massless scalar field with the dimension-
eight operator, the SMEFT dimension-eight gauge bosonic operators, and the Einstein-Maxwell the-
ory with higher-derivative operators belong to such a class of EFTs. Our arguments in this section are
based on assumptions summarized at the beginning of this section. In particular, Assumptions (III)
and (IV) are the main assumptions in this section. Under the assumptions, we found that the relative
entropy is the linear combination of the higher-derivative operators generated from the interactions II.
Strictly speaking, for the tree and loop level UV completions, we derive the following relations,

S(PNI||PT) = WNI[φ̃]−WT[φ̃] + 〈II〉NI

= (linear combination of higher-derivative operators) ≥ 0. (4.172)

For each EFTs, this inequality yields the constraints on the Wilson coefficients of the higher-derivative
operators, which are consistent with the positivity bounds from unitarity and causality.

5 Weak gravity conjecture and entropy constraint

We discuss a connection between the entropy constraints and the WGC. We focus on the NIRT and
consider the perturbative corrections to the Euclidean effective action from the interactions between
heavy and light degrees of freedom. In Sec. 5.1, we investigate a consequence of the non-negativity
of the relative entropy to the corrections to thermodynamic entropy. In Sec. 5.2, we explain a relation
between the shift of mass of the extremal black hole by the perturbative corrections of interaction and
the non-negativity of the relative entropy. We will also comment on a connection between this work
and Ref. [49].

5.1 Corrections to thermodynamic entropy

The perturbative corrections to the thermodynamic entropy have been actively studied in the context
of the WGC [48]. We summarize the standard thermodynamic relations with the notation in Ref. [48]
and investigate a connection between the non-negativity of the relative entropy and the corrections to
thermodynamic entropy. The free energy of the thermodynamic system is defined as

β ·G ≡ β ·
(
M − β−1 · S −Q · µ

)
, (5.1)
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where G is the free energy, β is the inverse temperature, S is the thermodynamic entropy, Q is the
charge such as U(1) charge, and µ is the chemical potential. The first law of thermodynamics is
expressed as follows:

dG = −S · dT −Q · dµ. (5.2)

From Eq. (5.1), we obtain

dG = dM − T · dS − S · dT −Q · dµ− µ · dQ. (5.3)

Combining Eq. (5.2) and (5.3), we obtain

dM = T · dS + µ · dQ⇒ β =

(
∂S

∂M

)
Q

, µ =

(
∂M

∂Q

)
S

. (5.4)

Now, let us assume the free energy of the thermodynamic system is shifted by perturbative effects,
e.g., corrections from heavy degrees of freedom, as follows:

G(T, µ, 0)→ G(T, µ, ε) ≡ G(T, µ, 0) + ε ·∆G(T, µ), (5.5)

where ε is an auxiliary parameter to characterize the perturbative corrections. Note here that ε is not
the same as g in Sec. 2 because ∆G involve the first or higher order corrections of g. Then, the
thermodynamic entropy shift by the perturbative effects is defined as follows:

(∆S)β,µ ≡ S(T, µ, ε)− S(T, µ, 0) = ε ·
(
∂S

∂ε

)
β,µ

+O(ε2). (5.6)

The leading correction of ε to the thermodynamic entropy is expressed as(
∂S

∂ε

)
β,µ

=

(
∂S

∂M

)
Q,ε

·
(
∂M

∂ε

)
β,µ

+

(
∂S

∂Q

)
M,ε

·
(
∂Q

∂ε

)
β,µ

+

(
∂S

∂ε

)
M,Q

. (5.7)

Also, using the triple product rule, we obtain(
∂S

∂Q

)
M,ε

= −
(
∂S

∂M

)
Q,ε

·
(
∂M

∂Q

)
S,ε

. (5.8)

Combining Eqs. (5.4), (5.7), and (5.8), we obtain(
∂S

∂ε

)
β,µ

= β ·
(
∂M

∂ε

)
β,µ

− β · µ ·
(
∂Q

∂ε

)
β,µ

+

(
∂S

∂ε

)
M,Q

. (5.9)

On the other hand, Eq. (5.1) yields(
∂(β ·G)

∂ε

)
β,µ

= β ·
(
∂M

∂ε

)
β,µ

−
(
∂S

∂ε

)
β,µ

− β · µ ·
(
∂Q

∂ε

)
β,µ

. (5.10)
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From Eqs. (5.9) and (5.10), we obtain(
∂S

∂ε

)
M,Q

= −
(
∂(β ·G)

∂ε

)
β,µ

. (5.11)

Consequently, the leading perturbative correction of ε to thermodynamic entropy at fixed energy and
charge is expressed as follows:

ε ·
(
∂S

∂ε

)
M,Q

= −ε ·
(
∂(β ·G)

∂ε

)
β,µ

= −β · (ε ·∆G(T, µ)), (5.12)

where the most right-hand side of Eq. (5.12) denotes the leading perturbative correction of ε to the
Euclidean effective action, which is relevant to the non-negativity of the relative entropy. The point is
that Eq. (5.12) takes a positive value for the negative free energy shift.

In Eq. (2.52) of Sec. 2.3, we have provided the lower and upper bounds on the perturbative
corrections to the Euclidean effective action from the interaction between the heavy and light degrees
of freedom. Note here that the derivation of Eq. (2.52) does not depend on whether the temperature
of the system is zero or not. The perturbative corrections to the free energy of the thermodynamic
system are expressed as follows:

β · (ε ·∆G) ≡WT[β, φ]−WNI[β, φ], (5.13)

where the left-hand side denotes the most right-hand side of Eq. (5.12). Combing Eqs. (2.52) and
(5.13), we obtain the following inequality.

〈II〉NI ≥ β · (ε ·∆G) ≥ 〈II〉T. (5.14)

From Eqs. (5.12) and (5.14), we obtain

−〈II〉T ≥ ε ·
(
∂S

∂ε

)
M,Q

≥ −〈II〉NI. (5.15)

Consequently, the relative entropy yields the upper and lower bounds on the thermodynamic entropy
shift at fixed energy and charge by the interaction between heavy and light degrees of freedom.

For the class of EFTs in Sec. 4, under the assumptions summarized at the beginning of Sec. 4,
the relative entropy denotes the shift of the Euclidean effective action, i.e., the free energy at zero
temperature, consisting of the linear combination of higher-derivative operators as follows:

S(PNI||PT) = −β · (ε ·∆G) = (linear combination of higher-derivative operators) ≥ 0.

(5.16)

Combining Eq. (5.12) and (5.16), we obtain

ε ·
(
∂S

∂ε

)
M,Q

= S(PNI||PT) ≥ 0, (5.17)
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which is evaluated at zero temperature. Consequently, for a class of EFTs in Sec. 4, it is found
that the non-negativity of relative entropy yields the positive shift of the thermodynamic entropy of
zero temperature system at fixed energy and charge by the higher-derivative operators. It should be
noted that, in contrast to the inequalities of (5.15), this argument is derived from the assumptions
summarized at the beginning of Sec. 4. Therefore, Eq. (5.15) is applicable in more theories than
Eq. (5.17).

5.2 Entropy constraints and weak-gravity-conjecture

In Ref. [48], by using general thermodynamic considerations, it has demonstrated that the perturba-
tions decrease the minimal energy of thermodynamic systems at a fixed charge when the perturbative
correction to the thermodynamic entropy of the left-hand side of Eq. (5.12) is positive. For the sake
of self-contained, we briefly review Ref. [48] and then explain the connection between the WGC-like
behavior in a shift of the extremal black hole mass and the relative entropy.

From Eq. (5.6), and the third law of thermodynamics, i.e., limT→0 S(T,Q, ε) = 0, we obtain

lim
T→0

T

(
∂S(T,Q, ε)

∂ε

)
β,Q

= 0. (5.18)

Equations (5.1) and (5.2) yield the following thermodynamic relations:

M(T, µ, ε) = G(T, µ, ε) + T · S + µ ·Q, (5.19)

S(T, µ) = −
(
∂G

∂T

)
µ,ε

, (5.20)

Q(T, µ, ε) = −
(
∂G

∂µ

)
β,ε

. (5.21)

By using the above relations, the energy shift at fixed temperature and charge is calculated as follows:(
∂M

∂ε

)
β,Q

=

(
∂

∂ε
(G+ T · S + µ ·Q)

)
β,Q

=

(
∂G

∂µ

)
β,ε

·
(
∂µ

∂ε

)
β,Q

+

(
∂G

∂ε

)
β,µ

+ T ·
(
∂S

∂ε

)
β,Q

+Q ·
(
∂µ

∂ε

)
β,Q

=

(
∂G

∂ε

)
β,µ

+ T ·
(
∂S

∂ε

)
β,Q

. (5.22)

Combining Eqs. (5.18) and (5.22), we obtain

lim
T→0

(
∂M

∂ε

)
β,Q

= lim
T→0

(
∂G

∂ε

)
β,µ

. (5.23)

From Eqs. (5.12) and (5.23), we obtain

lim
T→0

(
∂M

∂ε

)
β,Q

= lim
T→0
−T ·

(
∂S

∂ε

)
M,Q

. (5.24)
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Since the minimum energy of the system is defined as

Mext(Q, ε) ≡ lim
T→0

M(T,Q, ε), (5.25)

Eq. (5.24) is expressed as follows:

lim
T→0

(
∂M

∂ε

)
β,Q

= lim
M→Mext(Q,ε)

−T (M,Q, ε) ·
(
∂S

∂ε

)
M,Q

. (5.26)

Therefore, we see that the perturbations decrease the minimal energy of thermodynamic systems
at a fixed charge when the perturbative correction to the thermodynamic entropy is positive [48].
Particularly for the charged-BH described by the Einstein-Maxwell theory, Q is the U(1) charge,
and the minimum mass of the BH is Mext =

√
2MPlQ. As studied in a large amount of litera-

ture [36, 49, 53, 63, 68, 69], a state with a charge-to-mass ratio larger than unity is motivated by the
thought experiment of decay of the extremal black hole. When the minimum mass of BH at fixed
charge decrease by the perturbative correction from the higher dimensional operators, asymptotically
large extremal black holes described by the Einstein-Maxwell theory with higher derivative opera-
tors are allowed to decay to a state whose charge exceeds its mass, e.g., extremal black hole. In this
work, we refer to the behavior that the minimum energy of a thermodynamic system at fixed charge
decreases by the perturbative correction as WGC-like behavior. Note here that, in this work, we use
this terminology for general thermodynamic systems with and without gravity.

For the EFTs in Sec. 4, the non-negativity of the relative entropy yields the negative free energy
shift at zero temperature within the validity of the field theoretical descriptions. From Eq. (5.12), this
result means that the thermodynamic entropy shift at fixed energy and charge by the higher-derivative
operators is positive in the extremal limit of M = Mext, i.e., the zero temperature limit. Then, the
right-hand side of Eq. (5.26) is negative, and the WGC-like behavior arises. For the Einstein-Maxwell
theory, as studied in Ref. [53], the unitarity and causality considerations also yield the positive BH en-
tropy shift at fixed energy and charge by the higher-derivative operators generated in a wide range of
theories in the extremal limit. Therefore, the entropy constraints yield consistent results with the uni-
tarity and causality considerations [53], especially for loop-level UV completions involving massive
charged particles with large charge-to-mass ratios z =

√
2MPl|q|/m and tree-level UV completions.

The entropy constraint implies that the extremal black hole would behave as a state with z ≥ 1 even
if massive charged particles with z ≥ 1 do not exist. Our argument is applicable when the thermody-
namic relations and the assumptions at the beginning of Sec. 4 are held. The amplitude considerations
in Ref. [53] are also applicable beyond the field theoretical descriptions under the assumption that
the higher spin states Reggeizing graviton exchange are subdominant. However, our discussions in
Sec. 4 rely on the field theory, so it is not clear if our results are applicable beyond the field theoretical
descriptions. Detailed studies of the applicability of this study are expected in the future.

Here, we comment on a relation between Ref. [49] and this work. In Ref. [49], it has been
demonstrated that the Euclidean effective action decreases by higher-derivative operators generated
at the tree level. For convenience, we briefly review it by using the notation of this work. Using the
saddle point approximation, we obtain

I0[φ̃0, 0] = Ig[φ̃0, 0] ≥ Ig[φ̃g, Φ̃g], (5.27)
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where φ̃0 is the classical solution of I0, φ̃g and Φ̃g are that of Ig, and Ig[φ̃0, 0] = I0[φ̃0, 0] holds
because the interaction II vanishes for Φ = 0. The inequality of (5.27) arises because Φ̃g denotes the
local minimum of Ig and would take a small value by heavy field mass suppression. By taking g = 1

in Eq. (5.27), we obtain

WNI[φ̃NI] = INI[φ̃NI, 0] ≥ IT[φ̃T, Φ̃T] = WT[φ̃T], (5.28)

where INI = I0, IT = Ig=1, φ̃NI = φ̃0, φ̃T = φ̃g=1, and Φ̃T = Φ̃g=1 are used, and Φ̃T is expressed
as a linear combination of φ̃T. The effective action WNI does not generate the higher-dimensional
operators, but the WT yields them through the interacting term between φ and Φ. Therefore, the
inequality (5.27) means that the Euclidean effective action decreases by higher-dimensional operators
generated at the tree level. In other words, at fixed temperature β, the free energy decreases by higher-
dimensional operators generated at the tree level. It should be noted that in Eq. (5.27), we used the
following relation.

lim
φ̃g→φ̃0,Φ̃g→0

Ig[φ̃g, Φ̃g] = I0[φ̃0, 0] = lim
g→0

Ig[φ̃g, Φ̃g], (5.29)

where procedures of the leftmost and rightmost sides are respectively performed by Ref. [49], and this
work and Ref. [54]. The point is that Ref. [49] also derives the WGC-like behavior by comparing the
NIRT and target theories. It should be emphasized that this work is essentially the same as Ref. [49]
at the tree level.

6 Implication of entropy constraints

We found that the non-negativity of relative entropy yields constraints on the class of EFTs in Sec. 4,
which are consistent with the conventional positivity bounds [51, 53, 65]. In this section, we inves-
tigate relations of the non-negativity of the relative entropy with the unitary time evolution of the
system, causality, and the second law of thermodynamics.

6.1 Unitary time-evolution

The relative entropy, i.e., S(ρT||ρR) = Tr[ρT ln ρT − ρT ln ρR], is a non-negative quantity, which is
a consequence of the Hermiticity of the probability distribution functions ρT and ρR. In the quantum
mechanical approach of the entropy constraints in Sec. 2.1, to derive the bounds on EFTs, we have
focused on the probability distribution functions described as follows:

ρT ≡
e−βHT

ZT
, ρR ≡

e−βHR

ZR
, (6.1)

with the partition functions ZT ≡ Tr[e−βHT ] and ZR ≡ Tr[e−βHR ]. In Sec. 3 and 4, we have
demonstrated that the positivity bounds on some EFTs are derived by the above type of probability
distribution functions. Since the non-negativity of the relative entropy is based on the Hermiticity of
ρT and ρR, the Hermiticity of the Hamiltonians HT and HR is also assumed to derive the entropy
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constraints on EFTs. Therefore, the time evolution of the target theory defined by HT is unitary,
and the unitary S matrix is ensured because of the Hermiticity of HT. The point is that the entropy
constraint is based on the unitary time evolution of the target theory, i.e., the optical theorem in the
target theory. The conventional positivity bounds from amplitude considerations [51, 65] rely on the
optical theorem.

6.2 Causality

We discuss the connection between the non-negativity of the relative entropy and the causality [51]
by using a simple example. Consider the EFT defined by the Euclidean Lagrangian as,

L(E)[φ] =
1

2
(∂Iφ∂Iφ)− c

M4
(∂Iφ∂Iφ)2. (6.2)

By setting φ = φ̃ + ϕ, with ϕ the small dynamical perturbation, expand the Lagrangian by the
perturbation as follows:

L(E) =
1

2

[
δIJ −

c

6M4

(
4(∂I φ̃)2δIJ + 8(∂I φ̃)(∂J φ̃)

)]
(∂I φ̃∂J φ̃)

+

[
1− 4c

M4
(∂J φ̃)2

]
∂I φ̃∂Iϕ

+
1

2

[
δIJ −

c

M4

(
4(∂I φ̃)2δIJ + 8(∂I φ̃)(∂J φ̃)

)]
(∂Iϕ∂Jϕ) +O(ϕ3). (6.3)

To ensure the validity of the Euclidean path integral around φ̃, the last line of Eq. (6.3) yields the
following relation.

k2 − c

M4

(
4q2k2 + 8(q · k)2

)
≥ 0⇒ v2

E ≤ 1− 8c(q · k)2

|~k|2(M4 − 4cq2)
, (6.4)

where ϕ is expanded in plane waves as ϕ ∝ eik·x, v2
E ≡ −k2

4/|~k|2 denotes the speed of propagation
of ϕ in the Euclidean space, and ∂I φ̃ = qI is a constant vector. As discussed in Sec. 4.1, the non-
negativity of relative entropy yields c ≥ 0. Therefore, combining the above validity of the Euclidean
path integral, and the non-negativity of relative entropy, we obtain the upper bound on vE as follows,

v2
E ≤ 1, (6.5)

which ensures causality in the Minkowski space. Consequently, the non-negativity of relative entropy
yields causality in the EFT. It should be noted that the entropy constraints are based on the Euclidean
path integral method, and the validity of the Euclidean path integral around the classical solution is
assumed. As explained in Sec. 3.10, the non-negativity of relative entropy may be broken when the
Euclidean path integral is performed around a point not being a local minimum.

6.3 Second law of thermodynamics

The non-negativity of relative entropy is closely related to the second law of thermodynamics [58, 59].
We demonstrate that a simple derivation of the second law of thermodynamics is contained in the
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entropy constraints of this study. Adopt the thermal reference theory of Sec. 2.2 as the reference
theory, and consider the system consisting of a thermodynamic system S and a heat bath system B.
We suppose that the Hamiltonian of the whole system is defined as

HT = HS +HB +HSB, (6.6)

where HS is the Hamiltonian of S, and HB is that of B. The interacting term HSB denotes the interac-
tion between S and B, which is generally a time-dependent operator. Note here that the system S can
involve both light and heavy degrees of freedom.

Now, let us assume that the initial quantum state of the whole system is defined as

ρini ≡ ρini,S ⊗ e−βHB/ZB(β), (6.7)

where ρini,S is the initial state of S, and e−βHB/ZB(β) is that of B at an inverse temperature β. By
tracing over the heat bath degrees of freedom, the partition function of B is defined as

ZB(β) ≡ TrB[e−βHB ]. (6.8)

After a time-evolution of the whole system described by a unitary operator U , the final state of the
whole system is expressed as

ρfin = UρiniU
†. (6.9)

By tracing out the heat bath degrees of freedom, the final sate of S is expressed as

ρfin,S ≡ TrB[ρfin]. (6.10)

Note here that the time evolution of S is not unitary because the heat bath system is traced out.
Following Sec. 2.2, define the probability distribution functions of the target theory and reference

theory as follows.

ρT ≡ ρini, (6.11)

ρR ≡ U †ρfin,S ⊗ e−βHB/ZB(β)U. (6.12)

The relative entropy between ρT and ρR is calculated as

S(ρT||ρR) = S(ρfin,S)− S(ρini,S)− β ·Q ≥ 0, (6.13)

where S(ρ) ≡ −TrS[ρ ln ρ] denotes the von Neumann entropy of S, andQ ≡ Tr [HBρini]−Tr [HBρfin]

is the heat exchange between S and B. The details of the derivations of Eq. (6.13) are summarized in
Appendix C. Equation (6.13) is the Clausius inequality and denotes the second law of thermodynam-
ics. Consequently, we obtain the second law of thermodynamics in the above simple setup from the
non-negativity of relative entropy.

Lastly, for convenience, we would like to discuss the connection between the target system of
this section and that of Sec. 2.3. Although the heat bath system is not included in Sec. 2.3, we can
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freely add it to the systems. Let us take the case of NIRT as an example and consider the probability
distribution functions of the target and reference theories ρ′T and ρ′NI, where the heat bath system is
not included. We assume ρ′T and ρ′NI denote the probability distribution functions of the target and
reference theories in Sec. 2.3. By including the heat bath system e−βHB/ZB(β), one can define as
follows.

ρT ≡ ρ′T ⊗ e−βHB/ZB(β), (6.14)

ρNI ≡ ρ′NI ⊗ e−βHB/ZB(β), (6.15)

where ρT is the same as the probability distribution of Eq. (6.11), and ρ′T and ρ′NI represent the
probability distribution in Sec. 2.3. Then, the relative entropy between ρT and ρNI is expressed as
follows,

S(ρT||ρNI) = Tr[ρT ln ρT − ρT ln ρNI] = S(ρ′T||ρ′NI), (6.16)

S(ρNI||ρT) = Tr[ρNI ln ρNI − ρNI ln ρT] = S(ρ′NI||ρ′T). (6.17)

The right-hand sides of Eq. (6.16) and (6.17) are the same quantity that was discussed in Sec. 2.3. The
point is that the above derivation of the second law of thermodynamics is included as a special case of
the entropy constraints of this work. Here, it should be noted that the corrections to thermodynamic
entropy, i.e., the left-hand side of Eq. (5.12) is a different quantity from the entropy shift due to the
time-evolution discussed in this section. It is remarkable that the non-negativity of both entropy shifts
is derived from the relative entropy depending on the choice of the reference theory.

7 Summary

We studied constraints on the EFTs by evaluating the relative entropy between the target and reference
theories. In addition to providing the details of Ref. [54], we updated the results in Ref. [54] by
considering more theories and new reference theories. Firstly, in Sec. 2, we reviewed the details of the
main idea of the entropy constraint of Ref. [54] and provided the procedures to calculate the relative
entropy by introducing some new reference theories, i.e., massive free reference theory, and infinite
mass reference theory. Following the procedures of Sec. 2, in Secs. 3-6, we evaluated the relative
entropy and investigated the physical consequence of the non-negativity of the relative entropy in
various EFTs.

In Sec. 3, we adopted the top-down approach and evaluated the relative entropy in various theories
involving field theories, quantum mechanical models, and Gaussian distribution functions. The vari-
ous examples satisfy the non-negativity of the relative entropy, which yields non-trivial constraints on
the EFTs when the heavy degrees of freedom are integrated out. In Sec. 3.10, we also discussed some
examples where the non-negativity of the relative entropy is violated. In contrast to Sec. 3, in Sec. 4,
we adopted the bottom-up approach, i.e., the EFTs are provided while the UV theories are unknown,
and investigated the consequence of the non-negativity of the relative entropy. We focused on a class
of EFTs where the perturbative corrections to the non-higher derivative operators can be removed
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by redefinitions of the light fields, e.g., the single massless scalar field with the dimension-eight op-
erator, SMEFT dimension-eight SU(N) gauge bosonic operators and Einstein-Maxwell theory with
higher-derivative operators. Under the four assumptions, i.e., Hermiticity of probability distribution
functions, the validity of Euclidean path integral method, higher-derivative operators generated from
the interaction between heavy and light fields, and leading order of the interaction between heavy and
light fields; see the beginning of Sec. 4, we found that the non-negativity of the relative entropy yields
the constraints on such EFTs, which are consistent with the positivity bounds from the unitarity and
causality. These constraints are derived for each of the tree-level and loop-level UV completions; see
Sec. 4.

In Secs. 5 and 6, we discussed connections between the non-negativity of the relative entropy
and various inequalities in physics, i.e., the WGC-like behavior, unitary time evolution, causality,
and second law of thermodynamics. In particular, the entropy constraints on the Einstein-Maxwell
theory with higher-derivative operators imply that the minimum mass of the black hole at fixed charge
decrease by the higher-derivative operators generated from the interactions between heavy and light
fields. This argument is applicable when the thermodynamic relations and the assumptions at the
beginning of Sec. 4 are held. It should be noted that the assumptions include that corrections from the
interaction involving higher-derivative operators of light fields are not dominant in the EFTs. These
results about Einstein-Maxwell theory rely on the field theoretical descriptions in Sec. 4, so it is not
clear if our results are applicable to UV theories involving stringy particles. Detailed studies of the
applicability of this study are expected in the future. Also, our relative entropy consideration yields
the second law of thermodynamics in a simple setup depending on the reference theory; see Sec. 6.3.

Our entropy consideration is applied to various theories, but further applications to more theories
are required to understand its validity range. In particular, a derivation of the WGC-like behavior is
subject to the assumptions at the beginning in Sec. 4, and further studies based on various UV theories
are essential to confirm the consistency of our results under the assumptions. We also note that our
entropy constraint is a different approach from the conventional unitarity and causality considerations,
and therefore applicable theories would be different from each other.

In summary, we conclude that the relative entropy consideration provides a unified understanding
of various inequalities in physics in addition to yielding a new approach to constraints on EFTs, and
further studies are expected in various theories.
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A Wick rotation

We provide how to obtain the Euclidean effective action from the Minkowski one. We denote the
Euclidean indices by I, J, . . . and the Minkowski indices by µ, ν, . . .. The Euclidean effective action
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IE[φE, gE,IJ ] is obtained by the Wick rotation as follows:

IE[φE, gE,IJ ] ≡ 1

i
I[φ, gµν ]t=−iτ , (A.1)

where I[φ, gµν ] is the effective action in the Minkowski space defined as

I[φ, gµν ] =

∫ √
−gd4xL[φ, gµν ]. (A.2)

Here, L is the Lagrangian, φ is the background light fields in the Minkowski space, gµν is a metric
tensor in the Minkowski signature, and g = detgµν is a determinant of the metric tensor.

Let us consider a transformation of coordinates: xµ = (x0 = t, ~x)→ x′µ = (x′0, ~x′) = (λt, ~x),
where λ is a constant. For convenience, we summarize the transformed scalar, vector, and metric
tensor fields as follows:

φ′(t′, ~x) = φ(t, ~x), (A.3)

A′
µ
(t′, ~x) =

∂x′µ

∂xα
Aα(t, ~x) = (λ ·A0(x), Ai(x)), (A.4)

A′µ(t′, ~x) =
∂xα

∂x′µ
Aα(t, ~x) = (λ−1 ·A0(x), Ai(x)), (A.5)

g′
µν

(t′, ~x) =
∂x′µ

∂xα
∂x′ν

∂xβ
gαβ(t, ~x) =


λ2g00(x) λg01(x) λg02(x) λg03(x)

λg10(x) g11(x) g12(x) g13(x)

λg20(x) g21(x) g22(x) g23(x)

λg30(x) g31(x) g32(x) g33(x)

 , (A.6)

g′µν(t′, ~x) =
∂xα

∂x′µ
∂xβ

∂x′ν
gαβ(t, ~x) =


λ−2g00(x) λ−1g01(x) λ−1g02(x) λ−1g03(x)

λ−1g10(x) g11(x) g12(x) g13(x)

λ−1g20(x) g21(x) g22(x) g23(x)

λ−1g30(x) g31(x) g32(x) g33(x)

 . (A.7)

Also, the completely antisymmetric tensor is transformed as follows:

1√
−g′

ε′
µνρσ

= J ·
√
λ2
∂x′µ

∂xα
∂x′ν

∂xβ
∂x′ρ

∂xγ
∂x′σ

∂xδ
1√
−g

εαβγδ, (A.8)

where εµνρσ = εµνρσ, ε0123 = +1, a determinant of the metric tensor g = detgµν is calculated as
g = λ2g′, and J = λ−1 is defined as

J ≡ εµνρσ
∂xµ

∂x′0
∂xν

∂x′1
∂xρ

∂x′2
∂xσ

∂x′3
. (A.9)

Also ε′µνρσ satisfies the following relation.

J = ε′
µνρσ ∂x

0

∂x′µ
∂x1

∂x′ν
∂x2

∂x′ρ
∂x3

∂x′σ
. (A.10)

By the above transformation, the covariant volume element is not changed as follows:
√
−gd4x =

√
−λ2g′ · λ−1d4x′ =

√
−g′d4x′. (A.11)

– 83 –



The action in the coordinate x′ is obtained as

I[φ, gµν ] =

∫ √
−g′d4x′L[φ′, g′µν ] = λ−1

∫ √
−λ2g′d4x′L[φ′, g′µν ]. (A.12)

The Wick rotation is performed after taking λ = i. Then, we obtain the analytically continued
Euclidean action as

I(E)[φE, gE,IJ ] =
1

i
I[φ, gµν ]t=−iτ = −

∫
√
gE(d4x)EL[φE, gE,IJ ], (A.13)

where we defined the Euclidean quantities as

xIE = (τ, ~xE) ≡ x′µ = (t′, ~x′) = (it, ~x), (A.14)

∂E,I = (∂τ , ~∂E) ≡ ∂′µ = (∂′t,
~∂′) = (−i∂t, ~∂), (A.15)

(d4x)E ≡ d4x′ = i d4x, (A.16)
√
gE ≡

√
g′|λ=i =

√
−g. (A.17)

We also define the Euclidean scalar, vector and metric fields as follows:

φE(xE) ≡ φ′(t′, ~x) = φ(t, ~x) = φ(x), (A.18)

AIE = (AE,τ , ~AE) ≡ A′µ = (iA0, ~A), (A.19)

gE,IJ = −g′µν =

(
g00 ig0j

igi0 −gij ,

)
, gIJE = −g′µν =

(
g00 −ig0j

−igi0 −gij

)
, (A.20)

εE,IJKL = εIJKLE = εµνρσ = εµνρσ (A.21)

where the metrics in the flat Euclidean space become the Kronecker delta δIJ and δIJ .
Here, we consider two examples: a single massless scalar field theory with a dimension-eight

term and the Euler-Heisenberg theory in the following.

• Massless scalar field theory with a dimension-eight term — First, let us consider an effective
action in the Minkowski space:

Ic[φ] =

∫
d4x

(
1

2
∂µφ∂

µφ+
c

M4
(∂µφ∂

µφ)2

)
, (A.22)

where φ denotes a background field, and a metric tensor gµν = gµν = diag.(+1,−1,−1,−1).
By the analytic continuation, the Euclidean effective action is obtained as

Ic[φ] =

∫
d4x′

√
−g′

(
1

2
g′µν∂′µφ

′∂′νφ
′ +

c

M4

(
g′µν∂′µφ

′∂′νφ
′)2)

=

∫
λ−1d4x′

√
−λ2g′

(
1

2
g′µν∂′µφ

′∂′νφ
′ +

c

M4

(
g′µν∂′µφ

′∂′νφ
′)2)

→ −i
∫

(d4x)E
√
gE

(
−1

2
gIJE ∂E,IφE∂E,JφE +

c

M4

(
gIJE ∂E,IφE∂E,JφE

)2)
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= i

∫
(d4x)E

√
gE

(
1

2
∂E,IφE∂E,IφE −

c

M4
(∂E,IφE∂E,IφE)2

)
= i

∫
(d4x)E

(
−1

2
(∂µφ∂

µφ)− c

M4
(∂µφ∂

µφ)2

)
= iI(E)

c [φE], (A.23)

where gE = +1, ∂E,IφE = (−i · ∂tφ, ∂iφ), and the metric tensor with the Euclidean signature
is the Kronecker delta, so we omitted them in the last line for short.

• Dimension-eight U(1) gauge bosonic operator — Consider a effective action in Minkowski
space:

Ie[A] =

∫
d4x

(
−1

4
FµνF

µν +
c1

M4
(FµνF

µν)2 +
c2

M4
(FµνF̃

µν)2 +
c3

M4
(FµνF

µν)(FµνF̃
µν)

)
,

(A.24)

where F̃µν = εµνρσFρσ/2. Then, the Euclidean effective action is obtained as

Ie[A] =

∫ √
−gd4x

(
− 1

4
gµρgνσFµνFρσ +

c1

M4
(gµρgνσFµνFρσ)2 +

c2

M4

(
1√
−g

εµνρσFµνFρσ

)2

+
c3

M4
(gµρgνσFµνFρσ)

(
1√
−g

εµνρσFµνFρσ

))
=

∫ √
−g′d4x′

(
− 1

4
g′
µρ
g′
νσ
F ′µνF

′
ρσ +

c1

M4
(g′

µρ
g′
νσ
F ′µνF

′
ρσ)2 +

c2

M4

(
1√
−g′

ε′
µνρσ

F ′µνF
′
ρσ

)2

+
c3

M4
(g′

µρ
g′
νσ
F ′µνF

′
ρσ)

(
1√
−g′

ε′
µνρσ

F ′µνF
′
ρσ

))
→ −i

∫
√
gE(d4x)E

(
− 1

4
gE,IKgE,JLFE,IJFE,KL +

c1

M4
(gE,IKgE,JLFE,IJFE,KL)2

− c2

M4

(
1
√
gE
εE,IJKLFE,IJFE,KL

)2

− i c3

M4
(gE,IKgE,JLFE,IJFE,KL)

(
1
√
gE
εE,IJKLFE,IJFE,KL

))
= −i

∫
(d4x)E

(
− 1

4
gE,IKgE,JLFE,IJFE,KL +

c1

M4
(gE,IKgE,JLFE,IJFE,KL)2

− c2

M4
(εE,IJKLFE,IJFE,KL)2 − i c3

M4
(gE,IKgE,JLFE,IJFE,KL)(εE,IJKLFE,IJFE,KL)

)
= i

∫
(d4x)E

(
1

4
FµνFµν −

c1

M4
(FµνFµν)2 − c2

M4
(εµνρσFµνFρσ)2 +

c3

M4
(FµνFµν)(εµνρσFµνFρσ)

)
= iI(E)

e [A], (A.25)

where we used following relation:

FEµν =
∂xα

∂x′µ
∂xβ

∂x′ν
Fαβ

∣∣∣∣∣
λ=i

=


0 −iF01 −iF02 −iF03

−iF10 0 F12 F13

−iF20 F21 0 F23

−iF30 F31 F32 0

 . (A.26)
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B Relative entropy under field redefinition

To check the invariant formulation under the field redefinition, consider a target theory described by
the following action in Euclidean space.

IT ≡
∫

(d4x)E

(
1

4
FµνF

µν +m2
Aφ

2
A −

1

M
φAFρσF

ρσ

)
, (B.1)

where φA is an auxiliary field. We define the non-interacting and interacting terms as follows:

I0 ≡
∫

(d4x)E

(
1

4
FµνF

µν +m2
Aφ

2
A

)
, (B.2)

II ≡ −
∫

(d4x)E

(
1

M
φAFρσF

ρσ

)
. (B.3)

By defining an action as Ig ≡ I0 + g · II with the parameter g, we obtain as follows:

Zg[A] ≡
∫
d[φA]e−Ig , (B.4)

Wg[A] ≡ − lnZg[A] =

∫
(d4x)E

(
1

4
FµνF

µν − g2 · 1

4m2
AM

2
(FρσF

ρσ)2

)
. (B.5)

The expectation value of the interaction II is calculated as

〈II〉g=0 =

(
∂Wg

∂g

)
g=0

=

∫
d[φA]P0II = 0. (B.6)

Therefore, the relative entropy is calculated as

S(P0||Pg) = W0[A]−Wg[A] + g〈II〉g=0

= W0[A]−Wg[A]

= g2 ·
∫

(d4x)E

(
1

4m2
AM

2
(FρσF

ρσ)2

)
≥ 0, (B.7)

where P0 ≡ e−I0/Z0[A] and Pg ≡ e−Ig/Zg[A] are used. Here, consider the following field redefini-
tion:

φA → φA + g · 1

2m2
AM

FρσF
ρσ. (B.8)

Under this field redefinition, the actions are rewritten as

I0 → I ′0 =

∫
(d4x)E

(
1

4
FµνF

µν +m2
Aφ

2
A + g · 1

M
φAFρσF

ρσ + g2 · 1

4m2
AM

2
(FρσF

ρσ)2

)
,

(B.9)

g · II → g · I ′I = g · II − g2 ·
∫

(d4x)E
1

2m2
AM

2
(FρσF

ρσ)2, (B.10)
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Ig → I ′g =

∫
(d4x)E

(
1

4
FµνF

µν +m2
Aφ

2
A − g2 · 1

4m2
AM

2
(FρσF

ρσ)2

)
. (B.11)

Then, the relative entropy is also rewritten as

S(P0||Pg)→ S(P ′0||P ′g) (B.12)

whereP ′0 ≡ e−I
′
0/Z ′0[A] andP ′g ≡ e−I

′
g/Z ′g[A] withZ ′0[A] ≡

∫
d[φA]e−I

′
0 andZ ′g[A] ≡

∫
d[φA]e−I

′
g .

Then, the relative entropy S(P ′0||P ′g) is calculated as

S(P ′0||P ′g) =

∫
d[φA]

(
P ′0 lnP ′0 − P ′0 lnP ′g

)
(B.13)

= − lnZ ′0[A] + lnZ ′g[A] +

∫
d[φA]P ′0

(
I ′g − I ′0

)
= W ′0[A]−W ′g[A]− g2 · 1

2m2
AM

2
(FρσF

ρσ)2 − g ·
∫
d[φA]P ′0

∫
(d4x)E

1

M
φA(FρσF

ρσ)

= W ′0[A]−W ′g[A]

= g2 ·
∫

(d4x)E

(
1

4m2
AM

2
(FρσF

ρσ)2

)
≥ 0, (B.14)

where we used following relations.∫
d[φA]P ′0

∫
(d4x)E

1

M
φA(FρσF

ρσ) = −g · 1

2m2
AM

2
(FρσF

ρσ)2, (B.15)

W ′0[A] = W0[A], (B.16)

W ′g[A] = Wg[A]. (B.17)

From Eq. (B.7) and (B.14), we found that the relative entropy is invariant under the field redefinition.
Therefore, the relative entropy is invariant under the field redefinition once I0 and II are defined.

C Calculation of the second law of thermodynamics

We provide details of the calculation of the Clausius inequality in Eq. (6.13). The target and reference
systems given in Eq. (6.11) and (6.12) are defined as

ρT ≡ ρini, (C.1)

ρR ≡ U †ρfin,S ⊗ e−βHB/ZB(β)U, (C.2)

respectively. The relative entropy between ρT and ρR is given by

S(ρT||ρR) = Tr[ρT ln ρT − ρT ln ρR] (C.3)

= Tr[ρT ln ρT]− Tr[ρR ln ρR] + Tr[ρR ln ρR]− Tr[ρT ln ρR]. (C.4)

We calculate calculate each term on the right-hand side as follows:

Tr[ρT ln ρT] = Tr
[
ρini,S ⊗ e−βHB/ZB(β) ln ρini,S ⊗ e−βHB/ZB(β)

]
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= TrS [ρini,S ln ρini,S] + TrB

[
e−βHB/ZB(β) ln e−βHB/ZB(β)

]
, (C.5)

Tr[ρR ln ρR] = Tr
[
U †ρfin,S ⊗ e−βHB/ZB(β)U lnU †ρfin,S ⊗ e−βHB/ZB(β)U

]
= Tr

[
ρfin,S ⊗ e−βHB/ZB(β) ln ρfin,S ⊗ e−βHB/ZB(β)

]
= TrS [ρfin,S ln ρfin,S] + TrB

[
e−βHB/ZB(β) ln e−βHB/ZB(β)

]
= TrS [ρfin,S ln ρfin,S]− lnZB(β)− β · Tr

[
HBρini,S ⊗ e−βHB/ZB(β)

]
, (C.6)

Tr[ρT ln ρR] = Tr[ρini,S ⊗ e−βHB/ZB(β) lnU †ρfin,S ⊗ e−βHB/ZB(β)U ]

= Tr[Uρini,S ⊗ e−βHB/ZB(β)U † ln ρfin,S ⊗ e−βHB/ZB(β)]

= Tr[Uρini,S ⊗ e−βHB/ZB(β)U † ln ρfin,S] + Tr[UρS ⊗ e−βHB/ZB(β)U † ln e−βHB/ZB(β)]

= TrS[ρfin,S ln ρfin,S] + Tr[Uρini,S ⊗ e−βHB/ZB(β)U † ln e−βHB/ZB(β)]

= TrS[ρfin,S ln ρfin,S]− lnZB(β)− β · Tr
[
U †HBUρini,S ⊗ e−βHB/ZB(β)

]
. (C.7)

Then we obtain the Clausius inequality from the non-negativity of the relative entropy:

S(ρT||ρR) = TrS[ρini,S ln ρini,S]− TrS[ρfin,S ln ρfin,S]− β · (Tr [HBρini]− Tr [HBρfin]) (C.8)

= S(ρfin,S)− S(ρini,S)− β ·Q ≥ 0, (C.9)

where S(ρ) ≡ −TrS[ρ ln ρ] denotes the von Neumann entropy of S, andQ ≡ Tr [HBρini]−Tr [HBρfin]

is the heat exchange between S and B.

D Einstein-Maxwell theory with higher-derivative operators under field redefinition

We explain the field redefinitions to derive Eq. (4.152) following the procedures and notations of
Ref. [49]. The higher-derivative operators up to the four derivative terms of the Einstein-Maxwell
theory are expressed as

L =
M2

Pl

2
R− 1

4
FµνF

µν

+ c1R
2 + c2RµνR

µν + c3RµνρσR
µνρσ

+ c4RFµνF
µν + c5RµνF

µρF ν ρ + c6RµνρσF
µνF ρσ,

+ c7FµνF
µνFρσF

ρσ + c8FµνF
νρFρσF

σµ, (D.1)

where terms involving∇ρFµν or∇µFµν vanish. Also, the Gauss-Bonnet combination, i.e.,RµνρσRµνρσ−
4RµνR

µν+R2, is a total derivative and vanishes for the extremal black hole in four dimensions. Thus,
in four dimensions, Eq. (D.1) is expressed as

L =
M2

Pl

2
R− 1

4
FµνF

µν

+ (c1 − c3)R2 + (c2 + 4c3)RµνR
µν

+ c4RFµνF
µν + c5RµνF

µρF ν ρ + c6RµνρσF
µνF ρσ
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+ c7FµνF
µνFρσF

ρσ + c8FµνF
νρFρσF

σµ, (D.2)

=
M2

Pl

2
R− 1

4
FµνF

µν

+ c13R
2 + c23RµνR

µν

+ c4RFµνF
µν + c5RµνF

µρF ν ρ + c6RµνρσF
µνF ρσ

+
(
c7 +

c8

2

)
(FµνF

µν)2 +
c8

4
(FµνF̃

µν)2, (D.3)

where c13 ≡ c1 − c3, c23 ≡ c2 + 4c3, and we used

FµνF
νρFρσF

σµ =
1

2
(FµνF

µν)2 +
1

4
(FµνF̃

µν)2. (D.4)

Consider a field redefinition of gµν [49],

gµν → gµν + δgµν , (D.5)

where

δgµν = r1Rµν + r2gµνR+ r3M
−2
Pl FµρFν

ρ + r4M
−2
Pl gµνFρσF

ρσ, (D.6)

with a set of four constants ri. Under this field redefinition, the coefficients of the higher-derivative
operator in four dimensions are shifted as follows:

c13 → c13 −
M2

Pl

4
r1 −

M2
Pl

2
r2, (D.7)

c23 → c23 +
M2

Pl

2
r1, (D.8)

c4 → c4 +
1

8
r1 −

1

4
r3 −

1

2
r4, (D.9)

c5 → c5 −
1

2
r1 +

1

2
r3, (D.10)

c6 → c6, (D.11)

c7 → c7 +
M−2

Pl

8
r3, (D.12)

c8 → c8 −
M−2

Pl

2
r3. (D.13)

Equation (4.152) is derived by choosing the set of four constants as follows:

r1 = − 2

M2
Pl

c23, (D.14)

r2 =
2

M2
Pl

(
c13 +

1

2
c23

)
, (D.15)

r3 = −2

(
c5 +

1

M2
Pl

c23

)
, (D.16)
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r4 = 2

(
1

4M2
Pl

c23 + c4 +
1

2
c5

)
. (D.17)

After the above field redefinitions, Eq. (D.3) is rewritten as follows:

L =
M2

Pl

2
R− 1

4
FµνF

µν + c6RµνρσF
µνF ρσ

+

(
1

4M4
Pl

c23 +
1

4M2
Pl

c5 +
1

2
(2c7 + c8)

)
(FµνF

µν)2 +

(
1

4M4
Pl

c23 +
1

4M2
Pl

c5 +
1

4
c8

)
(FµνF̃

µν)2,

=

∫
d4x
√
−g
(
M2

Pl

2
R− 1

4
FµνF

µν +
α1

4M4
Pl

(FµνF
µν)2 +

α2

4M4
Pl

(FµνF̃
µν)2 +

α3

2M2
Pl

FµνFρσR
µνρσ

)
,

(D.18)

with

α1 ≡ c23 +M2
Pl · c5 + 2M4

Pl · (2c7 + c8), (D.19)

α2 ≡ c23 +M2
Pl · c5 +M4

Pl · c8, (D.20)

α3 ≡ 2M2
Pl · c6. (D.21)
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