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Abstract

In this paper, we propose a Green’s basis and also a new physical basis for dimension-seven
(dim-7) operators, which are suitable for the matching of ultraviolet models onto the Standard
Model effective field theory (SMEFT) and the deviation of renormalization group equations
(RGEs) for dim-7 operators in the SMEFT. The reduction relations to convert operators in
the Green’s basis to those in the physical basis are achieved as well, where some redundant
dim-6 operators in the Green’s basis are involved if the dim-5 operator exists. Working in
these two bases for dim-7 operators and with the help of the reduction relations, we work
out the one-loop RGEs resulting from the mixing among different dimensional operators for
the dim-5 and dim-7 operators up to O (A_3) in the SMEFT. These new results complete
the previous results for RGEs of the dim-5 and dim-7 operators and hence can be used for a
consistent one-loop analysis of the SMEFT at O (A‘3).

*E-mail: dil.zhang@tum.de


http://arxiv.org/abs/2306.03008v2

1 Introduction

The Standard Model (SM) of particle physics is our best understanding of strong, weak and elec-
tromagnetic interactions among fundamental particles, and has successfully passed the plethora of
precision tests, especially in the electroweak sector [I]. However, its extraordinary power is irreme-
diably gone when it comes to neutrinos and some compelling cosmological observations [IL2]. The
non-zero neutrino masses and the existence of dark matter cannot be accommodated in the SM.
Meanwhile, the SM can not provide a successful explanation for the matter-antimatter asymmetry
of the Universe. Thus, the SM is believed to be incomplete and serves as an effective field theory
(EFT) at low-energy scales. Due to the unknown dynamics of new physics, the SM effective field
theory (SMEFT) [3l4] (see, e.g., Refs. [B[6] for the latest review) valid below a cut-off scale A
is extensively used to discuss indirect consequences of new physics in a model-independent way.
The SMEFT is composed of the SM Lagrangian and higher-mass-dimensional operators consti-
tuted by the SM fields and preserving the SM gauge symmetry, in which new physics effects are
entirely embedded in the Wilson coefficients of those non-renormalizable operators. On the one
hand, one can map the Wilson coefficients of those higher-dimensional operators in the SMEFT
onto low-energy observables to search for new physics indirectly or constrain the size of relevant
Wilson coefficients. On the other hand, all ultraviolet (UV) models extending the SM by intro-
ducing heavy degrees of freedom can be matched onto the SMEFT at the cut-off scale A, and
then connected to low-energy observables with the help of the renormalization group equations
(RGEs) and the mapping of the SMEFT [7]. Apart from matching between UV models and the
SMEFT, RG running and mapping are intrinsic to the SMEFT and hence only need to be done
once even for different UV models. Moreover, as an EFT should be, the SMEFT can improve the
perturbative convergence involved in loop calculations for multi-scale UV models by means of the
matching and running [8]. More discussions about the advantages and usages of the SMEFT can
be found in Ref. [7].

An operator basis is basic to working within the SMEFT. There are two different types of bases
for operators, i.e., the physical basis and the Green’s basis [9]. The former is related to S-matrices,
in which all operators are independent under integral by part, Fierz transformations, algebraic
relations and field redefinitions [equivalent to field’s equation of motion (EoM) at linear order in
the perturbation [I0]]. The latter is directly associated with one-particle-irreducible (1PI) off-
shell Green’s functions, and operators in this basis are independent under integral by part, Fierz
transformations and algebraic relations but redundant under field redefinitions. Thus, they can
be converted to operators in the physical basis by exploiting field redefinitions. The Green’s basis
is quite useful to deal with the matching of UV models onto the SMEFT and to derive RGEs
of the SMEFT, especially with the Feynman diagrammatic approach. For dimension-five (dim-
5) operators, the physical and Green’s bases are the same and consist of the unique Weinberg
operator [I1], whereas for higher-dimensional operators, the physical basis is usually a proper
subset of the Green’s basis. The number of operators in those bases increases rapidly with the
increase of mass dimension [12HI4]. So far, the physical bases for operators up to dimension twelve
have been constructed in a flood of literature [3,[4L[15-26], and the Green’s bases for dim-6 and
dim-8 operators have been presented in Refs. [27-29]. Moreover, the reduction relations to covert



all dim-6 operators and dim-8 bosonic operators in the Green’s basis to those in the physical basis
can be found in Refs. [27.28]. On the other hand, as a significant bridge to connect parameters at
high- and low-energy scales, the RGEs in the SMEFT have been widely studied and derived for
the dim-5 [30-32], dim-6 [33-38], dim-7 [18/[19.39] and dim-8 [23,40H44] operators. However, the
RGEs for dim-7 and dim-8 operators are not complete [43]. Contributions from dim-5 and dim-6
operators to the RGEs of dim-7 operators have not been fully achieved so far , and the RGEs for
dim-8 fermionic operators are still lacking. One may refer to Table 3 in Ref. [43] for a summary
of the status of the SMEFT RGESs but note that contributions from the dim-5 operator to those
of dim-6 operators have been slightly revised in Ref. [38].

In this work, we mainly focus on the bases and RGEs for dim-7 operators, but the RGE for
the dim-5 operator up to O (A™3) is also concerned. A physical basis for dim-7 operators has
been put forward in Ref. [I9], but to get rid of redundant degrees of freedom induced by some
flavor relations, the flavor indices of operators in this basis are picked with restrictions and hence
can not run over all flavors. Therefore, this basis is awfully inconvenient to match UV models
onto the SMEFT and to derive RGEs of dim-7 operators. To avoid such an inconvenience, we
propose a new physical basis for dim-7 operators by means of tensor decompositions of SU(n)
group with n being the number of fermion generation. In this new basis, there is no limitation
on flavor indices of operators, thus they can run over all flavors and the redundant degrees of
freedom are automatically removed. Furthermore, we present a Green’s basis for dim-7 operators
and derive the reduction relations between the Green’s and physical bases for the first time. It
should be emphasized that some redundant dim-6 operators in the Green’s basis are involved in
those reduction relations for dim-7 operators due to the existence of the dim-5 operator. These
two bases together with the general reduction relations for dim-7 operators are applicable both to
matching and to deriving RGEs and can be incorporated into the package Matchmakereft aiming
at automatically dealing with these two issues in EFTs [45]. Then, working in these two bases and
with the help of the reduction relations, we calculate all RGEs of the dim-5 and dim-7 operators
resulting from the mixing among operators of different dimensions up to O (A~3) with the off-
shell scheme. These results complete the RGEs for the dim-5 and dim-7 operators in the previous
works [18,19,80-32,[39] and are important for a consistent one-loop analysis of the SMEFT.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Sec. Pl we construct the Green’s and physical
bases for dim-7 operators and establish the reduction relations to convert operators in the Green’s
basis to those in the physical basis. In Sec. [3] all counterterms for the dim-5 and dim-7 oper-
ators are calculated first in the Green’s basis and then reduced into those in the physical basis,
from which the RGEs of the dim-5 and dim-7 operators are derived. The main conclusions are
summarized in Sec. @l Some details are given in a series of appendices. The general reduction
relations for dim-7 operators are presented in Appendix [Al All counterterms for the dim-5 and
dim-7 operators in the Green’s basis and as well as those for relevant dim-6 operators are listed
in Appendix [Bl Finally, all counterterms in the physical basis are collected in Appendix

1Such contributions to the dim-7 Weinberg-like operator O,y have been obtained with some approximations [39].
Meanwhile, contributions from dim-6 and dim-7 operators to the RGEs of the dim-5 operator have also been
partially achieved with the same approximation.



2 The SMEFT up to O (/\_3)

The Lagrangian of the SMEFT up to O (A~3) is given by

Lsvprr = £SM+% (CQBOQB +hC> +ZCZ +ZC]O (1)

where OZ-(G) and O]m are independent dim-6 and dim-7 operators in the physical basis, and C
and C’? are the corresponding Wilson coefficients and suppressed by A=2 and A~3, respectively.
Here ¢ and j run over all independent operators including hermitian conjugates of non-hermitian
operators in the physical basis. The unique dim-5 operator O®), also called Weinberg operator [11],
is given by (’)Sﬁ) = Qﬁ[ H Tﬁ%L with /] = CET and C being the charge-conjugate matrix, and Cy p
is the corresponding Wilson coefficient. All dim-6 and dim-7 operators in the physical basis can be
found in Refs. [3,4] and Refs. [I7HI9], respectively. Throughout this work, we adopt the Warsaw
basis [4] for dim-6 operators, and a modified basis based on that in Ref. [19] for dim-7 operators.
The SM Lagrangian is

Ly = _4G3VGAW - —Wf Wl 4BWBW + (D, H) (D"H) = m*H'H — X (H'H)"

+ Z fipf - [ ot Ya)as HUgg + Qur(Ya)ag H D + Lot (V) g H By + h-C-] , (2

in which f = Qy,Ug, Dy, ¢, ER, the gauge-fixing and Faddeev-Popov ghost terms stemming
from the standard procedure of quantization are suppressed, and the covariant derivative D, =
9, —ig,Y B, —ig, "W —ig, TG} is defined as usual.

In the SMEFT, field redefinitions are often applied for getting rid of redundant operators or
converting them to non-redundant ones, such as during the construction of a physical operator
basis and the one-loop matching of UV models onto the SMEFT. However, it is quite complicated
to directly conduct field redefinitions. Fortunately, imposing EoMs is equivalent to applying field
redefinitions at linear order in the perturbation [I0] but much easier, and in most cases, EoMs are
enough for the purpose. In this work, the EoMs including contributions from the dim-5 operator
are sufficient to convert redundant dim-6 and dim-7 operators to non-redundant dim-7 operators,
i.e., up to O (A3), because the differences between imposing EoMs and field redefinitions to reduce
redundant dim-6 and dim-7 operators only lead to higher dimensional (at least dim-8) operators
(see, e.g., Ref. [10] for more details). Therefore, we will make use of the SMEFT EoMs instead of
field redefinitions. Starting with Eqs. () and (2]), one can easily obtain the EoMs of all SM fields
up to O (A71), namely (see also Ref. [46])

UPEy = (V;) 0 HOEgp — CSPHUH™ (5,
iDE. . (Yﬁ ) Hity

i‘lDQaL - (}/::1) HaDﬁR + (Yu)aﬁ ﬁaUﬁR )
DDy = (Y1) H'Qu .

ilDUa (YuT) H QBL )



D'B,, = %gl (HHBHH + 2;Y(f)7mf> :

1 | _ _
(D'W,)" = 500 (HUDLH + Qo' Qu + To',0,)
(D*H)" = =m?H" — 220" (H'H) ~ (B[ 6 + DRyQt - " QLY. Uy )
1 «Q b 17T pc 7 17 pbc
—5et 8 (B H 5y + T H ) | (3)

where Bu =D, _Bu and Bﬁ = UIDM —<D_MUI with Bu acting on the left, Y'(f) is the hypercharge
for the fermionic fields f = Qy, Uy, Dy, {, Fr, 0! with I = 1,2,3 are the Pauli matrices, and
a,b = 1,2 are the weak isospin indices. As shown in Eq. (3], only the EoMs of lepton and Higgs
doublets contain contributions from the dim-5 operator. This indicates that redundant dim-6
operators removed by imposing the EoMs of lepton and Higgs doublets may also be reduced to
non-redundant dim-7 operators, besides non-redundant dim-6 operators.

2.1 The Green’s basis for dim-7 operators

A Green’s basis is very convenient and helpful to perform one-loop matching and calculate RGEs
in EFTs with the off-shell scheme and can make calculations clearer and more intuitive. On
the one hand, as a minimal but complete pre-set basis, the Green’s basis provides specific gauge
invariant forms of all possible amplitudes directly from 1PI diagrams beforehand. Then the
corresponding Wilson coefficients or counterterms can be easily determined by matching for one-
loop matching or requiring them to cancel out all divergences for calculations of RGEs. During this
procedure, we do not need to perform the nontrivial restoration of amplitudes’ gauge structures,
like those in Ref. [47], and less 1PI diagrams are involved. On the other hand, it provides us
with simple criteria to choose a set of 1PI diagrams enough to gain all matching conditions or
counterterms, i.e., those whose external lines run over the field ingredients (excluding gauge fields
in the covariant derivative) of each class of operators in the Green’s basis. Generally, this set
of 1PI diagrams is not the optimal one but is very easy to be determined. Therefore, it offers
an intuitive way to the final results, where each step is general and clear, i.e., generating 1PI
diagrams, calculating in the Green’s basis, and converting results to those in the physical basis.
This is mainly how Matchmakereft package [45] is programmed. We will adopt this strategy to
calculate all counterterms and derive the concerned RGEs.

The Green’s bases for dim-6 and dim-8 operators have been put forward in Refs. [9,27] (also see
Ref. [45], where dim-6 evanescent operators are included as well) and in Refs. [28/29], respectively,
but that for dim-7 operators is still lacking. Following the procedure and analysis in Ref. [17], we
work out all dim-7 operators in the Green’s basis for the first time, which are listed in Table [II
but with the operators in the grey cells replaced with those in Eqs. (8), (II) and (I3)). More
explanation is given in what follows. We adopt most notations in Ref. [I8] for dim-7 operators,
where fermion fields in an operator and their flavors are identically ordered, the weak isospin
indices of two SU(2); doublets are contracted if they are not explicitly given, the color indices
in the operators containing two quark fields are contracted directly, while for those consisting of
three quark fields, the color indices are in the same order as the quark fields and contracted with
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Table 1: Dimension-7 operators in the Green’s basis, where operators in the grey cells should be
replaced with those in Eqgs. ([®)), (1)) and (I3). The expressions in the third and sixth columns are
the corresponding number of independent operators in this Green’s basis with n being the number
of fermion generation.

the 3-rank antisymmetric tensor, and 1, C1), = 1$1, is used to avoid too many indices on the

fields. For instance, the explicit forms for O,y and O in Table [I are given by

ZqddD
O3l = (@ i) (E565,) '
O = ¢ (T17,Qi%) (DRiD" Die ) (4)

in which {4, j, k}, {a,b,d, e}, {a, 5,7, A, ...} are color, weak isospin and flavor indices, respectively.
In Table[I] R denote operators that can be totally converted to those in the physical basis via
field redefinitions or equivalently EoMs but are independent in the Green’s basis. There are eight
such operators (barring flavor structures and hermitian conjugates) in the Green’s basis for dim-7
operators. In the third and sixth columns of Table [l the number of the corresponding operators
is also given with n being the number of fermion generation, where their hermitian conjugates are
not included. The total number of the operators with the same field ingredients is consistent with
that given by two independent-operator-counting packages, i.e., Basisgen [13] and Sym2Int [14],
with the off-shell option. If there are no symmetries in the flavor structure of an operator, the
number of the operator is naively governed by n# with # being the number of fermion fields in
the operator. However, it is not such a naive case for all operators as shown in Table[I], and there



are some symmetries in the flavor structures of the operators in gray cells, i.e.,

ol =0l .

Oiiis + Oliip =

O+ OSZZ% =0,

Oguinr + gty — Oiaedr — Oz = 0,

O?dﬁc;l)l\{ O?dBdZL =0, O?dﬁc;l;( O?;l)c\li T O?dilf;f =0,

Ritips — Rifips =0

R?gm - RgHm =0,

Rgﬁmﬁ - R%Dﬁ =0. (5)
This indicates that the operators O,y p, Oéq i and Og,. would not exist if there is only one

generation of fermions, and not all degrees of freedom of operators in the flavor space are inde-
pendent. One needs to remove those redundant degrees of freedom from the operators involved
in Eq. ([Bl). For symmetries among two flavor indices, it is quite trivial and the operators are sym-
metric or antisymmetric with respect to their flavor indices, and so are their Wilson coefficients.
While for symmetries among more than two flavor indices, it becomes more complicated and it is
not transparent to get rid of the redundant degrees of freedom, e.g., those in Ogyppyy and Oy, .-

To count the independent degrees of freedom and remove the redundant ones, one can decom-
pose the involved operators into combinations with explicit symmetries by means of SU(n) tensor
decomposition. More specifically, the identical fermion fields in operators transform under the
same SU(n) flavor symmetry, namely, [ |®[ Jand [ |®[ |®|[ | for two and three identical

fermion fields, respectively. Therefore, they can be decomposed as

Ce-CTeH.
Tee-[TTlee—e[]. (©)

In other words, the operators with two identical fermion fields can be decomposed into symmetric

and antisymmetric combinations. For example,
le% S)a A
Ozg = OéH) ’ + OéH) ’ (7)
with
S) aﬁ A)ap 1 o «
oi = (om v 0z) . o =L (o o) @

where the superscripts “(5)” and “(A)” stand for symmetric and antisymmetric combinations,
respectively. As a result, their Wilson coefficients can be accordingly written in symmetric and

2For instance, RES . = codebe (szcegL) DFHID, He = eodebe (égLOégL) DFHID, H® = evdebe (szcsz)
XD“HdDHHe = R?ED:), holds, where ZgLCZZL = ZZLC%L has been used in the first equality, and in the third
equality, we have exchanged SU(2) indices, i.e., a <> b and d < e.
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antisymmetric forms, that is

o - Lo von) o =L (on-ok) 0
and as expected, they satisfy G520 = G*POR* 1 GIPOMF with “G-” denoting the
Wilson coefficient in the Green’s basis. One can easily get the number of independent operators
from Eq. (@), i.e., n(n + 1)/2 for Oé}? and n(n — 1)/2 for (’)éfl) if there is no symmetry in the
flavor structure of the operator. However, as shown in Eq. (B)), the antisymmetric part Oéfl)
vanishes automatically and only the symmetric part Oéi,) is left. For the operators with three
identical fermion fields, besides the totally symmetric and antisymmetric combinations, there are
two mixed-symmetry combinations. Taking O, as an example, one can decompose it into

aBfyA (S)aByA (A)aByA (M)apyA (M")afyA
Ozverr = Ozoivrr~ + Oeprrr + Ozoeer - + Ozpuerr (10)
with
(S)apyr _ 1 OB | oAy | e aBNY | avBA | e
Owierr = 6 ( et + Ozoeenr + Ozoer + Ozorerr + Oconorr + Ozguorr )
(Wasr _ L hap 0N | e afxy avBA Ay
Oy~ = 6 (OeZMH Ozeerr + Ozoverr — Ozooorr — Oeovorr — Oetoerr )
onasyy _ 1 ( OB | 9eIBA _ moXiB awﬂ)
etttH T 3 et T Ocurrr 000 H oo )
(MaBA _ L (hapyh | madB  narBy o8
Oy~ = 5 (OeZMH + Ozteer — Ozevorr — OewzH) ) (11)

in which the first two are totally symmetric and antisymmetric operators, and the last two have
mixed symmetry. Similarly, the corresponding Wilson coefficients can be taken to be

G = < (Gl + Gy + G + G2y + Gy + G
Gl = = (Gais + GEin + GEanh — Gaiy — G — G2l
GO = = (2630 — Gy — G + GEiy + Gy — 2GR
GR™ = (205 — Guaiy — Claiie + Gl — 265N+ G208) . (12)
and satisfy Georr 020 — 5 gl oUedin Notice that O8F) turns out to be vanish-

I=S,A,M,M’

ing due to the relation given in Eq. (§) and hence one only needs to focus on Oﬁfa 1? M) With the
help of Eq. (@), the number of independent operators is found to be n*(n+1)(n +2)/6 for OGWH,
n?(n —1)(n — 2)/6 for (’)EWH, and n*(n — 1)(n +1)/3 for (’)EWH, and their sum is in accordance
with the total number of degrees of freedom, i.e., n?(2n% +1)/3.

As can be seen from the above examples, after operators are decomposed into combinations
with explicit symmetries, some of them are automatically vanishing due to the flavor relations
shown in Eq. (@), and the rest is independent. Moreover, the number of independent degrees of
freedom can be easily counted with the help of Young tableaus in Eq. (@). Though the decompo-

sitions of operators with symmetries among two flavor indices are trivial and even not necessary,



we still decompose them along with those having symmetries among three flavor indices. Decom-
posing the rest of operators involved in Eq. (B]) in the same way, one obtains

(Aap _ 1
Omp = ) (OZHB OZHB) g
(Wapyr _ 1 (Oaw _ (oBN )
gqddH 9 eqddH eqddH )
(Myapyr _ L [ hap ayBA aBxy aABy
O = 3 (OmddH + Oiarr ~ Otaaarr ~ OdedH) ’
(S)ap _ 1
Riwps = B) <RZHD3 + RéHps) g
Sag 1
RéH)m = ) (R HD4 T RKHD4> )
(S)ap _ 1
Rirps = B) (RZHDG + RZHDG) (13)

with their Wilson coefficients being

Wap _ 1 ap Ba
GZHB - 5 (GZHB - GZHB) )
(Wapyr _ L ( QOB By )
eqgddH 9 eqddH eqddH )
(Mapr _ L (0 naByn _ qodsy _ qomd8 _ geaBhy | cevBh L qadB
G!dedH o 6 <2G€dddH G!dedH G!dedH 2GdedH + G!dedH GdedH) ’
GS)0B _ } ( )
(HD3 9 ZHD3 ZHD3 )
$)ep _ 1
GZHD4 - 5 < {HD4 + GZHD4> )
as _ 1 [ ap
GZHDG P (GZHDG + GZHDG) ’ (14)

and other degrees of freedom associated with these operators are automatically vanishing. Then,
one may substitute those operators with explicit symmetries in Egs. (8), (III) and (I3]) for the cor-
responding operators in the grey cells of Table[I], and their Wilson coefficients are given in Eqs. (@),
(I2) and ([Id]). Together with the rest of operators in Table [Tl they constitute a Green’s basis,
where all operators and their Wilson coefficients only contain independent degrees of freedom.

2.2 The physical basis for dim-7 operators

With the help of field redefinitions or EoMs in the SMEFT, one can convert the operators in
the Green’s basis into those in a physical basis. But as pointed out in Ref. [19], there are some
non-trivial flavor relations among operators O listed in Table [l after field redefinitions or EoMs
are applied and fermion flavors are considered. This new feature appears first at dimension seven
and has to be taken into account when constructing a physical basis and also converting operators
in the Green’s basis to those in a physical basis. Those non-trivial flavor relations between dim-7



operators are found to be [19]

(07 o (0% 1 (07
4O£5D2 + 2K + 2 (Y, ) Oée’;{D 2g2O£Hw:| —ae = 910553 )

057+ (V) Oty — (4, O] =1 A = 0.

dullD dlqlH?2

OO{B’M +( ) Oa“/p/\ } v A= — (YET) Opﬁ% ( ) Oapw\

LqddD LdudH pa eqddH ¢dddH ’

afyA ayBN T apBy_
OEdddD OedddD <Yd ) Ap o

eqddH ’
afyA alyp By
Ocgaip + Ocdain — 7 < A= YV),0 Oplin (15)
with
« Aaf alf Aaf
K b= ( )’y)\ OguMH - <Y21T>_y)\ OggngQ - (YQT> 2 OgMZH ) (16)

where o <> § and 7 <> A indicate the exchange of flavor indices. Because of those flavor relations
given in Eq. (I3]), there are some redundant degrees of freedom in O , which need to be converted
to the non-redundant ones. To avoid the inverse of small Yukawa couplings and automatically
get rid of redundant degrees of freedom in operators, we propose a new physical basis for dim-7
operators. All operators in this basis are listed in Table 2| where O,p 1, Oyppa, O (@)

dultD’ ~ bqddD
and O,4,p are also decomposed accordlng to SU(n) tensor decomposition But in contrast to

operators in the grey cells of Table [I], (’)ZHDl, Oéflm, OedddD )(M,), Oc(lAZZD and Og qp do not
vanish and can be converted to other independent operators in Table 2] due to the non-trivial

)(M")

flavor relations in Eq. (I3]). Here, we take OedddD as an example, i.e.,

Ol = < (O3 + O%aiiy + O%iaiy — O%indy = O%iiny — O%aiiy )

= | (), o (), ome+ (vd) o]
0L = < (O, + Oty — Oy — O = 5 (V) O,
O™ = < (02, + Ol = O%aiiy — Oy )

arBy ayBA aBXy ayAB aByA ayBA
<OEdddD + OedddD OEdddD OedddD ) (OedddD OEdddD )
ayAS alyf aABy afy
<OEdddD OedddD) —2 <OEdddD OedddD) :|

_( Y) Oy (YD PP +<yT) O —2(Yj>w0am} . (17)

Wl + oolr—koolr—‘oolr—k @Ir—tmlk—‘

LdddH eqddH eqddH eqddH

and then they can contribute to the Wilson coefficients of other independent operators, namely

Aapyr _ 1 A)apyA Moy
CodA 5 2 (Cé(dd)dﬁ Cédddnw ) (YdT )pﬁ )

eqddH 2
1 /
M)afyA By (M) pyBA
ngdddHW -3 <Ce(ddd§)7 + Claadt) ) Yoy - (18)
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(S)aB _ 1 B B (S)aB _ 1 B Bex 1
OZHDQ -2 (O?HDZ + Ozgm) Cmm ) (C?HDQ + ZHD2> 5”(” + 1)
Y2H?X
(ADap 1 B B (AeB 1 8 B 1
OZHB -2 (O?HB - OZ;B) CZHB — 2 (C?HB ClHB) En(” - 1)
af af 2
Ovrw Clorrw n
GH
(Sapyr _ 1 BYA AB AB (S)apyr _ 1 ByA AB ayAB
Oz~ = 6 oerr + Octierr + Ocgionr Corienr ™ = i Coutrr + Conperr + Continr
+O L OB 4 OO‘W) NG A it g lgs ) s+ 1)n+2)
eeeH el H et eleH et e0eH
(AaByr _ 1 BYA AB A8 (Aabyr 1 afyA aBy ayAB
SUH T 6 (OSZZZH + Ot + Ogpionr Caviorr = 5\ Caveerr + Corerr + Conon 19
PPN _ (yeBA _ yedyB _ (BN paBA aw) gn (=1 -2)
el H e H el et H eleH eeeH
(M)apyA __ 1 ByA BA B (M)apyx 1 afyA aBy ayAB
etH T 3 (O;ZZZH + Ogierr — Ociuinr Cowwn =735 (QCEZMH — Ceweern — “eener 1.2 (n—1)(n+1)
_ awa) Lo 4 aBh 2Caw> 3
eLOLH eleH etH eeeH
afByA afyA 4
Oa&ﬂHl dlglH1 n
afyA affyA 4
Oazqzm Cazqmz n
afByA afyA 4
dlueH dlueH n
By ByA 4
%Jw OguZZH n
aByx afyA 4
s Al n
ldudH LdudH
(M)aByx 1 afyh ayBX _ mafry (M)apyr 1 afyX _ ~adBy _ ~ayAB
OdedH -3 OdedH + OdedH OdedH CdedH 6 2OidddH CdedH CdedH 1,2
aABy afBAy ayBA alyf 5’”’ (n - 1)(n + 1)
—o° ) —200PN Ly CePA )
tdddH tdddH tdddH tdddH
(Aafyr _ 1 aBYX BNy (Aapyr _ 1 apyX By 130,
eqddH 2 (Oéqddﬁ éqddﬁ) Ca;ddﬁ T2 (Céqddﬁf Céqddﬁ> 2" (n 1)
afByA afyA 4
quqﬁ quqﬁ[ n
YD
(S)aByr 1 ByA AB AB (S)abyr 1 ByA AB AB
Ogsaan’ - = 5 | Osadin + Ocaiap + Osaiin Ceadap = § \ Coaaup + Cegaap + Ceaiap
1,2
af Xy ayBA a\yp aBry ayBA a\yB 6" (n + 1)(n + 2)
+Oz4dap + Ozdadp + OEdddD) +Coudap + Ceaaip + CEdddD)
(S)apyd 1 apfyA afiy (S)apyr _ 1 afyh aBiy 1.3
OEU,@ZD 2 <Oau€ZD + O&uMD) CEU,@ZD T2 (CEuMD + CEuZ@D) 2’fl (n + 1)
(S)apyr _ 1 afyA afXy (S)apyr _ 1 afyA aBXy 1,3
tqddD 2 <02qddD + quddD) CzqddD =2 (Czqdw + CiqddD) o (n+1)

Table 2: A physical basis for dim-7 operators. Operators and their Wilson coefficients are listed

in the first and second columns, respectively, and the explicit forms of operators can be found in

Table Il The number of corresponding independent operators is given in the last column.
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with

(apr _ L[ apy aABy Y afxy ayBA B
Ceagap = G (Cadddp + Cegaap T Ceadap — Ceadgap — Caaidp — EdddD) ;
Myapr L () ~apa aABy ayAB Xy ayBA oAy
Ceggap =~ = G (205dddD — Cegaap — Ceadap — 2Cqaap + Cegaap + CEdddD) ;
(MaBA _ L (o ~apya aABY A\ By ayBA B
Ceagdp =~ = 6 <2CEdddD — Coigap — Czadap + Ceadap + Ceadap — 2CEdddD> : (19)

This indicates that when we derive the reduction relations between the Green’s basis in Table [I]
and the physical basis in Table 2] not only are operators R involved but also some combinations

B (4) (4) (A),(M),(M")  (A) (4) :
of operators O, ie., {01, Oripas Ocudin ’OEuZZD’OqudD} need to be reduced into the
physical ones via the EoMs given in Eq. (3]). In Table[2 all Wilson coefficients are listed explicitly
in the second column, and the number of independent operators is presented in the third column as

well. The latter is consistent with those given by Basisgen [13], Sym2Int [14], and Hilbert series [12].

Before ending this section, some comments on the Green’s basis and the physical basis for dim-7
operators are given in order.

e The basis for dim-7 operators in Table[IJor Table2lis not unique. There is a different physical
basis for dim-7 operators proposed in Ref. [19], where the authors picked independent degrees
of freedom from Oy and Oy, by imposing limitations on flavor indices. Compared to
the basis in Ref. [19], our basis in Table 2 has at least three advantages. First, Oéf}ég)’(m
and O%im automatically give the right number of independent degrees of freedom without
any restrictions on the flavor indices. Therefore, their flavor indices can run over all flavors.
Moreover, the reduction relations between the Green’s and physical bases can be established
definitely and easily. Finally, the so-call flavor-blind basis [19] is not necessary since one can

directly make use of the non-redundant operators in Table 2 to calculate relevant amplitudes.

e Working in the Green’s basis in Table [Il and the physical basis in Table 2], one can achieve
the reduction relations to convert redundant operators in the Green’s basis to those in the
physical basis with the help of EoMs in Eq. ([8)). However, this is not the whole story. Since
we are working in the SMEFT up to O (A~3), some redundant dim-6 operators can also be
converted to the physical dim-7 operators thanks to the existence of the dim-5 operator.
Considering that just the EoMs of lepton and Higgs doublets acquire contributions from the
dim-5 operator, only the redundant dim-6 operators reduced by making use of the EoMs of
lepton or Higgs doublets need to be taken into consideration, i.e., those listed in Table [B]
By applying the EoMs in Eq. ([3)) to operators in Tables [Il and Bl we work out all reduction
relations for dim-7 operators in the physics basis listed in Table 2] and present them in
Appendix [Al

e The Green’s basis in Table [I] and the physical basis in Table 2] for dim-7 operators to-
gether with those reduction relations in Appendix [A] can not only be used to derive RGEs
involving dim-7 operators in the SMEFT but also be applied for matching of some lepton-
number-violating UV models onto the SMEFT up to dimension seven, such as seesaw mod-
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Ry =5 (DWI) (DWL) | Rypy DWW (HEDIH) | Rpy (DMD/‘H)T (D,D*H)
Ryp  (HUH) (D,H)' (D*H) | Ry (H'H) D, (HWD,H) | R ST {DD" DYty
Rggm (Q—aLUﬁR) DuD”ﬁ RSIBLIDQ (QO(LIU D# UBR) D'H Rigm (Q—O(LDHUBR) DrH
Rigpr  (QuDan) D,D'H | Ripy  (Qario, D" Dgg) D'H | Riypy  (QurD,uDor) D'H

Riapn  (CaBam) DD"H | Rippy  (Corio D" Ege) D'H | Ripp, (D, Egr) D'H

— <> — <> — — <>
R%[Z % (gaLOJ’yHiDVEﬂL) W;{u R%i % (EQLUI’yuiDVEﬁL> W;{V R/gfﬁ % <£aL’7MiDV€[3L) BH
s pug 53 (1 Y (1) v
R L (GiD ) B | RESC (TriB) (HUH) | RED (Te) 0, (HH)

RS (Tl ) (10T H) | RIP™ (T0'y"0s) D, (H'oTH)

Table 3: Dim-6 operators in the Green’s basis converted to physical dim-7 operators with the help
of EoMs of the lepton or Higgs doublets. The dual tensors are defined by X, = MUX P with
€o123 = +1 and X denoting W’ and B.

els [48H60] H Moreover, it is possible to incorporate them into some EFT tools, such as
Matchmakereft package, which performs both one-loop matching and RGE calculations in
EFTs by means of the Feynman diagrammatic approach.

3 RGE:s for the dim-5 and dim-7 operators up to O (A™?)

3.1 General structure of RGEs

The general structure of RGEs for the dim-5 and dim-7 operators can be formulated as

d
Md% ~OACy 4 AN C.Cp + APV C L+ AT
ddi? = 0L+ 4V C50505 + 1Y e (20)

up to O(A3). The RGEs for dim-6 operators up to O(A™3) are exactly the same as those up to
O(A~2), which have been achieved in Refs. [33-38]. In Eq. 0), y™™2) and 4™™2) stand for
the anomalous dimension matrices or tensors for Wilson coefficients of dim-m, operators resulting
from dim-m, operators (maybe combined with the dim-5 operator). The formulae in Eq. (20) are
written in a compact form with all flavor indices inexplicit, and they help a lot in understanding
the general structure of RGEs and also in discussing the origination of contributions from different
dimensional operators. As can be seen from Eq. (20), the RGE of the Wilson coefficient of the
dim-5 operator may acquire contributions from triple insertions of the dim-5 operator (i.e., %5’5)),
insertions of one dim-5 operator and one dim-6 operator (i.e., 7(>%), and single insertions of

3Recently, the complete one-loop matchings of seesaw models onto the SMEFT up to dimension six have
been achieved [6IH67], which are renamed seesaw EFTs (SEFTSs) to distinguish from the SMEFT. The scotogenic
model [68] has been matched onto the SMEFT up to dimension seven at the one-loop level [69].
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dim-7 operators (i.e., ¥®7) at O (A~3), besides those at O (A~!) from single insertions of the
dim-5 operator (i.e., 7(*). Similarly, RGEs of dim-7 operators may receive contributions from
triple insertions of the dim-5 operator (i.e., (7)), insertions of one dim-5 operator and one dim-6
operator (i.e., ¥(7%), in addition to those from single insertions of dim-7 operators (i.e., v(7?).
More discussions and comments on the contributions to RGEs for the dim-5 and dim-7 operators

are given below:

e For the RGE of the dim-5 operator, y% results from single insertions of the dim-5 operator
and shows up at O (A™1), while 4%, 6 and &7 appear only at O (A~3). The former
has been acquired in previous works [30-32] a long time ago, and the latter has been taken
into account in Ref. [39] but with the down-type quark and lepton Yukawa couplings being
neglected. For those of dim-7 operators, all contributions are at O (A™3). The anomalous
dimension matrix 7" has been calculated in Refs. [I8,[19], and the RGE of the operator
O, including (™* and ("9 is also acquired in Ref. [39] with the same approximation that
the down-type quark and lepton Yukawa couplings are neglected. In this work, we attempt
to complete the RGEs for the dim-5 operator and also for all dim-7 operators up to O (A~3)
without any further approximation. However, we do not repeat the already achieved results
for v and ~(77 [18,[19,30-132].

e 455 and ~®9 have two types of possible contributions. One directly comes from 1PI
diagrams involving triple insertions of the dim-5 operator (or one dim-5 operator together
with one dim-6 operator) for 4% (or 4(>6)). The other one results from 1PI diagrams
containing double insertions of the dim-5 operator or single insertions of dim-6 operators
by means of the SMEFT EoMs up to O (A™!). The latter indicates that counterterms for
dim-6 operators in the Green’s basis are indispensable for calculating the RGEs of the dim-5
and dim-7 operators. Fortunately, not all dim-6 operators have a hand in the calculations,
and only those converted to physical operators with the help of EoMs of lepton and Higgs
doublets need to be taken into account, as discussed at the end of Sec. 2l The situation
is the same for v and v("%. All the dim-6 operators that may involve in calculations
are listed in Table. [3, and their contributions to Wilson coefficients of the dim-5 and dim-7
operators in the physical basis are given in Appendix [Al However, as will be seen in the
next subsection, 4(>% for the dim-5 operator and (™" for dim-7 operators except OE? are
vanishing, and a brief explanation for this is provided there.

e Since the dim-5 operator violates lepton number L by 2 units but preserves baryon number
B, ie., AL = +2 and AB = 0, only the dim-6 operators preserving both lepton and
baryon numbers (AL = AB = 0) and the dim-7 operators violating lepton number while
preserving baryon number (AL = £2, AB = 0) can contribute to the RGE for the dim-5
operator. Similarly, 7" involving triple insertions of the dim-5 operator and (7% induced
by AL = AB = 0 dim-6 operator can only exist for the dim-7 operators with AL = 4+2 and
AB =0, and 779 resulting from AL = AB = 41 dim-6 operators is only for the RGEs of
—AL = AB = +1 dim-7 operators.

e Up to O (A~3), only dim-6 operators can make a contribution to wave-function renormaliza-
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tion constants of the SM fields. Since these corrections are already at O (A™2), one does not
need to take into consideration them for the RGEs of dim-7 operators, while they indeed
contribute to 7(>% for the dim-5 operator. This indicates that the wave-function renormal-
ization constants of lepton and Higgs doublets are adequate for our purpose.

According to the above discussions, besides counterterms for the dim-5 and dim-7 operators
up to O (A~3), counterterms for the dim-6 operators listed in Table B and the wave-function
renormalization constants of lepton and Higgs doublets also need to be figured out for deriving
the complete RGEs of the dim-5 and dim-7 operators.

3.2 Calculations for all counterterms

We adopt the background field method, dimension regularization in d = 4 — 2¢ space-time di-
mensions, the modified minimal subtraction scheme, and the off-shell scheme to calculate all
counterterms needed to cancel out all UV divergences in the SMEFT up to O (A™3). With the
off-shell scheme, we only need to calculate 1PI diagrams but the EoMs of relevant fields have to
be applied in order to obtain final physical results. Due to the large amount of diagrams and
intricate calculations, we only sketch out the main strategy we use to carry out all calculations
in what follows. First, starting with the SMEFT Lagrangian in Eq. (), we generate a set of 1PI
diagrams in the light of field ingredients (not including gauge fields in the covariant derivative)
of operators in the Green’s basis so that all operators in the Green’s basis can be covered by this
set of 1PI diagrams. For example, to calculate counterterms for dim-7 operators in the ¢ H2D?
class shown in Table [[] and also that for the dim-5 operator, one can generate all 1PI diagrams
with external legs determined by two lepton-doublet fields and two Higgs-doublet fields. Then,
we calculate all 1PI diagrams and contributions from the corresponding counterterms to work out
explicit expressions of counterterms by requiring all UV divergences to be canceled out. Now,
all results are in the Green’s basis and we make use of the reduction relations in Appendix [Al
to convert them to those in the physical basis. At last, from those results in the physical basis,
the RGEs can be easily achieved by considering that all bare couplings are independent of the
renormalization scale .

For the calculations of amplitudes, we take advantage of Mathematica packages FeynRules [70),
71], FeynArts [72] and FeynCalc [73,[74], together with FeynHelper [75] connecting FeynCalc to
Package-X [70,[77]. However, FeynArts can not deal with four-fermion vertices properly, and hence
we calculate the 1PI diagrams involving four-fermion vertices by hand, where we adopt the Feyn-
man rules in Refs. [78,[79] for the fermion-number-violating interactions. All results for coun-
terterms and wave-function renormalization constants in the Green’s basis and in the physical
basis are collected in Appendix [Bl and Appendix [C] respectively. Results in the Green’s basis
are partially crosschecked with the aid of package Matchmakereft. Note that in Appendix Bl we
only present the results for those contributing to the final results in the physical basis listed in
Appendix [Cl Actually, during the calculations of counterterms in the Green’s basis, some other
operators are also involved and get a result for their counterterms, but they do not contribute to
the desired results in Appendix [Cl For instance, to derive the counterterms for R, and RY,
shown in Eq. (7)), one needs to calculate all 1PI diagrams with four Higgs-doublet legs and has to
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take into account the counterterms for Oy and O . In this case, not only are the counterterms
for R, and R, obtained, but also those for Oy and Oy, are achieved at the same time. The
latter is only relevant to the RGEs of C}5 and C);, and hence not listed in Appendix Bl More
discussions on those results can be found in Appendices [Bl and [Cl

3.3 Results for RGEs of the dim-5 and dim-7 operators

Now we briefly show how to derive the RGEs from counterterms in general. The bare Wilson
coefficient Cy of an operator O is related to its renormalized counterpart C, via

CO = :unlaZrCr ’ (21)

where n’ denotes the tree-level anomalous dimension of C,, and

ic,
C

T

1
Z,=1-Y 5102, + (22)

)

with 67, and n,, being the wave-function renormalization constant and the number of the field ¢
appearing in the corresponding operator, respectively, and dC,. being the counterterm of C,.. Since
the bare Wilson coefficient € is independent of the renormalization scale u, namely, udC,/du = 0,
one can obtain the one-loop anomalous dimension of C, with the help of Eq. 1)), i.e.,

ac, 0Z,
Iud,ul—6<l zzah)c (23)

in which h; and n! are the coupling or Wilson coefficient in the Lagrangian and the corresponding

tree-level anomalous dimension, respectively. In Eq. (23)), the tree-level relation udh,/du = —enjh;
has been exploited. Making use of Egs. (22)) and (23) and taking into account the counterterms in
Appendix[C], we can achieve all RGEs for the Wilson coefficients of the dim-5 and dim-7 operators,
which are presented in the following subsections. For simplicity, C = 16m%udC/du is used in the
expressions for all results.

3.3.1 REGs for the dim-5 operator

57 = 2m’ {Csﬁ (8Cu0 — Cuap) +8C™ + 203 (2050557 + O
_'_% (YE}/}TCZSI?&l) B ( YTCZHDl) ’ 4( YTCZHD2>QB 4( YTCZHDZ) ’

Ba *yAa syl *yABa
+ (YECLHD) (YCzeHD> - (YET) (305545; + CeWHPY + CeWHPY )

-5 () (Cama+ i) + 30, (Gt + i)} - (24)

9 degeH1 dtqeH1
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3.3.2 REGs for dim-7 operators
° 1/)2H4

- « *Q 3 5

3. 1 2

51 (92C 5+ 303C 57+ 919:Ciy) + 5T (C5CY) — So3Tx (3C47, + O

Vi +3C Y] +3Y,CL ) + 21 (VieRy + sv{ciy, + avicy,)
af 3

_ 3Ty (YUCHudeT + chgudyj)} n g (Cgcscg) +5 (9t +93) [(CQC@)aﬁ

+ (clom)™ - (ciem)™ - (che)™| = sa, | (chvich) ™ + (chvichy) "]
v | (civicly) " + (chvicly)™| + | (clew!)™ + (clewr!)™

af Ba
-3 (chvvie)™ + (civvie) "] )

e

—Tr (C’

o Y2H3D
ol = (200~ 5Cun) (3)™ + 30, (Cheus) ™ + 300 (1) ™ + (ChCun)”
(cie)” 2 (cieR)™ - (cie)” - (cic) ™) m,
- (CngoHe)aﬁ -4 (CJYI)” o (26)
o Y2 H?2D?

- o] *Q, B Bo o
CL7 = € (Coup+2,) — 2 (clef))™ — 2 (ciei) ™ — 2 (cie)

Ba
—2(cleR)) +scey, (27)
CS)aB _ _ormaf (o o)’ o)™ 1o®)*
¢HD2 — 5 ( HD + 2CHD) +4 <CSCH£) +4 (CE)OHZ) -8 <C5OHZ>
Ba
~s(cle@) ™ —16c e (28)
o Y2?H?2X
(A 1 ap Bo
et = L (eets)” - (ciwek) ] 2
Yo 3 ap pa ap . *Qy
CH?W = 59 {(CQC@) + (CgCSD } - (CgY}ClW> + 29, (CHW - 1CH’VT/) Cs g
3 : *a
2 i) 5 @0)
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7 2
C’T) Y]L) _CO')\ap
5 l PA + 3 le

2
+§{ )+ (cf
5 (e)" it (1), ootz o0, —scii (1),
-3 () i (), e scii ), -sci (v) |
30" i ), et 0 a0z (),
5 ()., e (ciei)” - (ciem) " +2(clem)”
2 (ete) ] =5 00), |6 - (cheil) " - (ctei)

(i) (ci) 3 0), [ ek

- (clem)” + 2(02052)AB+2(020§?2)W] ’ (31)
<Y2T)ao {(ngp (Cé?m\ - Cgéw) + (CQ)AP (C&B T _ e ﬁm)
(e e [ ), (6)” ),
s () (), - () ) e [(e)” (),

(A)apyr _
C; eeeH T
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-1 (), [(e0) e = (et) e+ (1) (e - )|
20 () (), ()" (), e (e3)” (),
o (ct) (o), + 3 () (@) - (et) " ()]
()" iz (1), wactse 000, —aciy (1),
# () o () ac o (v, s (v)
(), [ o5 s~ (ctetl) " - (ciet)"+2 (cheR)
w2 (i) ]+ (4),, 65— (che) - (che)

+2 (CQC}?@)BV +2 (ogcg’g)ﬂ , (33)

B BA 1 3\ Y Bp 1 3)\ PATY
Cgim = 4 (YdT)ap (C§> (C’(Lf; * C’(Lf;) -F (Y‘j)aa (C§> (C‘Sq) B 20‘&1)>
B o PA 0B
_'_4 (Yj)pfy (Cg> CH[C)Z - QCZPEquY |:<}/2T>crﬁ (Cg> T (ET> oA (Cg> :|
f £\ ~psac £\ (AP +B i opory
s 0), (e e afeb)” (@) e b 0) i
*YO PO 4 *YO PO * POy *Y0o pa
a(v) <q§§} oy St ) (1), (6007 4

v e )| =4 () e - (cle)” - (ciem)”
BA
qﬂgzqwxquggm+ﬂﬂh£@f¥d&uﬁyy
~2(v)) () cimra(v), (ch)" (e —sc))™
—NHLA@Y%%“JWW(WLA@Y*ﬂ@ﬂM@Wﬂ

-9 (leH)a“/ (Cg>5>\ B C’;m {2 (YIT> Ce pdfzv 4 (YT) (Céclz) vope 4 3qu *yo pa)
po
4
3

+(Y,),0 <6Cq ooy ol ore 4 — oo )} +2 (YT) [ A

- (ng(;g)ﬁA - (q,icm)A +2(cf cgg) +2 (C;Cﬁ’g) ] (35)
iy =0 (Chua) ™ (62)" =3 () 00, i 3 () (cd)”

< (0, —12e8)™" (36)
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oty = =2 (= o) " 0, (1) + 200,08 (1)
—2(v,),, [(Céq +a0) (og)"* + (el - OZ’))WP (Cﬁ)m]
+2 (Y., {(C’Q) . CoP (C§> C“”B} +204 70 {(C@ o (YIT)M
-2(et)" (), ] -2 () e st ()
Py op

apof 8)apaf T (1) aBo YoBa
+4<C()” + C< p )(Y)M—<Yd)p <6C v 4 oWrser

u quqd quqd

+ gomen) |+ 2000, [0 s - (clel)” - (clef)

A A
+2(clef)” +2 (cleR) V} , (37)
Comt = ~6C5" (Ya) g Cay” (38)
Coumit = ~2C37 (Y1), G = €57 (), Caly? + G5 (Yo,
X (9CEI7P — 3CIA7P + 8C LI +10C (D7) (39)

In Eq. (39), C, qqq A0 are the Wilson coefficients of the dim-6 operators quq )’(M), whose
definitions together with an explanation can be found in Eq. (76) and the text around. Finally,
some comments on the above results and possible applications are briefly given in order.

e For the RGE of the dim-5 operator in Eq. (24)), all contributions are proportional to m? as
expected, and no Cj cubic contribution exists, i.e., 4®5) = 0. The reason for the latter is that
there is no one-loop diagram with two lepton-doublet and two Higgs-doublet legs involving
triple insertions of the dim-5 operator. At the one-loop level, triple insertions of the dim-5
operator lead to at least six (Higgs- and lepton-doublet) external lines. This is also the
reason why only Céff) can acquire such a Cj cubic contribution, as shown in Eq. (28). Other
dim-7 operators consist of five fields at most, where gauge fields in the covariant derivative
are not counted. The Cj cubic contributions to Céi,) are not made directly by the 1PI
diagrams with triple insertions of the dim-5 operator, but by those with double insertions of
the dim-5 operator, which contribute to Ry, R}Sle) and R}S{?})v and then indirectly to C’éfl) via
the reduction relation in Eq. (@2) (equivalently by reducible diagrams with triple insertions

of the dim-5 operator).

e The above results may shed light on the non-linear non-renormalization theorem, which can
predict zero entries in the anomalous dimension matrices or tenors induced by the mixing
among different dimensional operatorsH Very recently, an attempt on such a non-linear non-
renormalization theorem has been made in Ref. [83], but the results are still preliminary.
More efforts need to be made to improve the present results and to get a more promising

4The non-renormalization theorem for the mixing between the same dimensional operators have been studied
and established in Refs. [S80H82].
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and general theorem. In this case, the above results may give some hints and also work as
a specific and helpful example to test the theorem.

If both Oy and OEIS{) which can generate neutrino masses after spontaneous gauge symmetry
breaking are absent at the tree level, they may be generated by other dim-7 operators, e.g.,

O-
dlqCH1’
slightly different studies on radiative neutrino masses can be found in Refs. [84L[85] (see e.g.,

and hence neutrinos can acquire non-zero masses radiatively. Some similar but

Ref [86] for a comprehensive review). On the other hand, one can make use of the results in
Egs. ([24) and (25) to discuss RG-running corrections to neutrino masses in the SMEFT [39],
namely

2

SMEP = —3;2 In (%) {€57 [-8g3 +4x+ 6T (v, ¥])]
+20%C27 {—SCH - (8>\ — ggg) Cyo — <2>\ + Zg% — Zg%) Cup — 395CHw
—gi (57C 5 +355C i + 919:C 5 ) + %Tr (C5O§> - gggTr <3C§’§T + CSF)
—3Tr (C, V) + 6Tx (ﬁc}j”gm)] + 202 (050;05)°"5 + g (g2 + g3) v*
Y {(cgyos)aﬁ +(oie)™ - (e - (cg;fos)ﬁa] } (40)

to the leading-logarithmic approximation from the cut-off scale A down to the electroweak
scale Agy ~ v =~ 246 GeV, where the small down-type quark and lepton Yukawa couplings,
and contributions from dim-7 operators are ignored. The terms in the first line of Eq. (40)
result from single insertions of the dim-5 operator, which have been derived a long time
ago [30-32] and are not repeated in this work. Apart from the C; cubic term in the fourth line
of Eq. (@0), the result is consistent with that obtained in Ref. [39] after different conventions
are taken into account. This C; cubic term comes from two redundant dim-6 operators,
ie., 72/15112 and R/g}), after applying field redefinitions or the SMEFT EoMs. However, this
contribution seems to be overlooked in Ref. [39] somehow. Ref. [39] has carried out a
numerical analysis of the above corrections, which shows that contributions from insertions
of one dim-5 operator and one dim-6 operator can reach 50% of those from single insertions
of the dim-5 operator for A = 1 TeV, and the relative size of the total corrections is about
4%-8% compared to the tree-level neutrino masses for A € [1 TeV, 3 TeV]. More details and
discussions can be found in Ref. [39].

Dim-7 operators can lead to some appealing lepton-number-violating (LNV) processes and
the above results can result in new corrections to those LNV processes. Though usually
those new effects are suppressed by neutrino masses, it is still attractive to study how they
can affect the present results and to see whether there are some unexpected consequences.
Omne highly concerned LNV process is neutrinoless double beta decay (0v3p3) related to
Majorana neutrinos. In the SMEFT, besides the dim-5 operator, nine dim-7 operators, i.e.,

(S) (S) (8) .
106+ Orrpr: Oertws Ogogen OtettDs Odperr Oagur Cavgerras Cquuers cant contribute to 0w

as well. Different from contributions from O, and OEIS{), those from the other eight dim-7

21



operators are not proportional to the effective neutrino mass [19/8788]. The RGEs for most
of these dim-7 operators receive contributions from insertions of one dim-5 operator and
one dim-6 operator, which have not been taken into consideration in the previous analyses.
Similarly, one may apply the above results to study meson decays (e.g., K= — wTI** [89]
90]), nucleon decays (e.g., p© — n"v [18]) and the neutrino transition moment as well.

4 Conclusions

In the past decade right after the discovery of the SM Higgs boson at the Large Hadron Collider,
great attention has been paid to the SMEFT and plenty of progress has been achieved in various
aspects of the SMEFT. Among them, the operator basis and RGEs of the SMEFT have attracted
a lot of interest and been extensively discussed. In this work, we are concerned with the operator
basis for dim-7 operators and the RGEs both for the dim-5 operator and for dim-7 operators
up to O (A73). A Green’s basis for dim-7 operators is proposed for the first time, where eight
redundant operators (barring hermitian conjugates and flavor structures) are added. The operators
with some flavor relations thanks to symmetries among flavor indices are decomposed into several
combinations according to tensor decompositions of SU(n) group. In this case, some combinations
are vanishing due to the flavor relations and then redundant degrees of freedom are automatically
removed. Following this strategy, we construct a new physical basis for dim-7 operators. Compared
with the one put forward in Ref. [19], this new basis is more convenient to deal with matching
and running in the SMEFT since flavor indices of operators are not restricted and can run over all
flavors. Moreover, the reduction relations to convert operators in the Green’s basis to those in the
physic basis have been established, to which some redundant dim-6 operators in the Green’s basis
also make contributions due to field redefinitions (or EOMs) including the dim-5 operator. As a
result, besides counterterms for dim-7 operators in the Green’s basis, counterterms for some dim-6
operators are also needed when deriving the RGEs for dim-7 operators. Thus, we calculate all
relevant counterterms for the dim-5, dim-6, and dim-7 operators in the Green’s basis, and convert
them to those for the dim-5 and dim-7 operators in the physics basis by means of the reduction
relations. Then, the RGEs for the dim-5 and dim-7 operators up to O (A~3) resulting from the
mixing between operators of different dimensions are derived with the help of those counterterms
in the physical basis. Together with previous results [I8[1930-32,39], they constitute the complete
RGEs for the dim-5 and dim-7 operators in the SMEFT up to O (A~3), and can be exploited for
discussions about running effects on some appealing observables or processes, such as neutrino
masses, neutrinoless double beta decay, meson and nucleon decays.

The Green’s and physical bases together with the reduction relations for dim-7 operators are
not only used for the deviation of RGEs in the SMEFT but also essential and indispensable for
the (one-loop) matching of UV models onto the SMEFT at O (A~3), especially with the Feynman
diagrammatic approach [J. One may embed them in the package Matchmakereft to automatically
carry out the one-loop matching and derive RGEs in the SMEFT. Additionally, the achieved

5However, different from the calculations of one-loop RGEs, some evanescent operators may also be involved in
one-loop matching procedure [91] (see also references therein) and hence they and reduction relations for them have
to be taken into account and added to those in the Green’s basis and the corresponding reduction relations [45].
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results for RGEs in this work may shed light on the non-linear non-renormalization theorem,
which predicts zero entries in the anomalous dimension matrices or tensors resulting from the
mixing among different dimensional operators. Such a theorem is pretty intriguing and worthy of
more attention and effort.

Note added: After one and a half months our work appeared on arXiv, a preprint [92] aiming
to establish a tree-level correspondence between all possible UV resonances and the SMEFT dim-
5, -6, and -7 operators came out. Ref. [92] also took into account a Green’s basis and the reduction
of redundancies for dim-7 operators. The Green’s basis in Ref. [92] is slightly different from ours,
but they are equivalent. However, Ref. [02] did not give any explicit reduction relations between
the Green’s and physical bases.
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Appendix A Conversion between bases

In this appendix, we present the reduction relations between redundant and non-redundant oper-
ators, where C" and G denote the Wilson coefficients of operators in the Green’s and physics
bases, respectively. This includes the reductions of redundant dim-6 operators in Table B] and
dim-7 operators in Table [Il with the help of the SMEFT EoMs up to O (A™!) given in Eq. ().
The reductions of all dim-6 operators in the Green’s basis to those in the Warsaw basis by means
of the SM EoMs can be found in Ref. [27]. In the following expressions, we adopt the physical basis
in Table 2 for independent dim-7 operators, and we do not decompose the unique dim-5 opera-
tor into symmetric and antisymmetric combinations since it is trivial to figure out the symmetry
among two flavor indices. Meanwhile, contributions from redundant dim-6 and dim-7 operators
are highlighted in blue and in red, respectively.

A.1 Reduction relations for the dim-5 operator
af _ qoB_o 2 ab_ o2 (AT Y
02 = G —2m2Gp G2P+2m (Gmg) . (41)

A.2 Reduction relations for dim-7 operators
° v,/)2H4
« Cl(ﬁ 1 1 ! . 1
CzSIS{) g GZH + (G ) (Zgngw - gZGWDH - 2)‘GDH - éGHD - 1GHD)
L N (B BB ()8 AN A
+5 <G5> (GHZ G188 g )+ 5 (G5)

v (G/(3 yao G// . GHEA/a + G//(l ’ya) +2)\G/H?)§) ' (42)
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Appendix B Counterterms in the Green’s basis

As discussed in Sec. B.Il we need to calculate the counterterms not only for the dim-5 and dim-7
operators but also for the dim-6 operators listed in Table[Blto achieve RGEs of the dim-5 and dim-7
operators. Though we do not consider contributions from single insertions of dim-7 operators and
wave-function renormalization constants to RGEs of dim-7 operators, we still have to take into
account such contributions to the RGE of the dim-5 operator up to O (A™). For counterterms
of the dim-6 operators in Table B, they may receive contributions from both single insertions of
dim-6 operators and double insertions of the dim-5 operator. All results for those counterterms
in the Green’s basis are listed in the following subsections, where §Z% and dG* on the left-hand
side of each equality represent the wave-function renormalization constant and counterterms in
the Green’s basis, and C" on the right-hand side are Wilson coefficients of the non-redundant
operators in the physical basis. Notice that other operators in the same operator class as those
appearing on the left-hand side of the following equalities are also involved in calculations and
the counterterms for them in the Green’s basis are obtained simultaneously, but they eventually
make no contribution to the RGEs under consideration and are not shown here.

B.1 Wave-function renormalization constants

1

G __
021 = 1672e

m? (Cyp —2Cy0) , (62)

in which only new corrections from non-renormalization operators up to O (A™3) are given, and
the SM part is omitted. There are no such new corrections to the wave-function renormalization
constant of the lepton doublet §Z& up to O (A~3).

B.2 Counterterm for the dim-5 operator

The counterterm for the dim-5 operator has two types of contributions, as separately listed below.

B.2.1 Contributions from insertions of one dim-5 operator and one dim-6 operator

3G, = [2CCHD+C;C + (e C) —20fic; -2 (cf) C)} (63)

167T2

B.2.2 Contributions from insertions of one dim-7 operator

1
1672¢e

2,(8)T 2 2 T 2 ]
5Gy = sm2C" + m?YClyp +m? (YiClup) —m* Y (Cliiby + Cb,)

[ (e + )]} (69
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B.3 Counterterms for dim-6 operators

The counterterms for the redundant dim-6 operators in Table [3 are presented as below:
e X2D?

1
0Gay = mmgzcgw : (65)
e H2X D?
167m2¢ |6 3 e Hq
e H*D?

1 3
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As can be seen from the above results, Ry, and R, do not have the corresponding coun-
terterms in the SMEFT up to O (A™3), and the counterterms for R, 72/15112 and Rig}) have a
contribution from double insertions of the dim-5 operator, besides that from single insertions of
dim-6 operators. Therefore, they will contribute both to 4™ and to ("% after the SMEFT
EoMs up to O (A7) are exploited.

B.4 Counterterms for dim-7 operators

There is no contribution from 1PI diagrams with triple insertions of the dim-5 operator to the
counterterms for dim-7 operators. Those from insertions of one dim-5 operator and one dim-
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6 operator and single insertions of dim-7 operators are given in the following two subsections,
respectively. For the latter, only the result for Rg])m is presented, which makes a contribution to
the RGE of the dim-5 operator via the reduction relation in Eq. (&IJ).

B.4.1 Contributions from insertions of one dim-5 operator and one dim-6 operator
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In the last equality of Eq. (75, CLE)A)(M)

Oégg’(A)’(M), which are the totally symmetric, totally antisymmetric and mixed symmetric combi-
nations of Ot = ¢'keadebe ( f;}LCQ’gL) (Q% Ctdy), namely,

are the Wilson coefficients of the dim-6 operators
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The other mixed symmetric combination (’)(%l) is vanishing thanks to O%7A 4 Oferr — Orabr

999
yBaA —
Ol 0.

B.4.2 Contributions from insertions of one dim-7 operator
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Appendix C Counterterms in the physical basis

With the help of the reduction relations in Appendix [Al one can convert all counterterms in the
Green’s basis presented in Appendix [B] to those in the physical basis. All results are arranged in

the following subsections.

C.1 Wave-function renormalization

1
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C.2 Counterterms for the dim-5 operator
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C.3 Counterterms for dim-7 operators

o 2 H*
3O = 16% {C;“ﬁ {—30}[ - Z (97 — g3 +4)) Cyp + (16)\ = ggg) Cuo — 393Chw
+;’1 (43C, 5 +363C = + 919:C ) + Tr (050*) So3Tr (301, + O
Ty (CeHYl 430, Y]+ 3Y, C*H) 4Ty (Y* CEY, +37jc@y, + 3vicy, )
= 3T (V,Crrua¥d + YaClra¥d )| + 2 (Cgc5cg) + Z (3 + 42) {(cgcsg)
+ (clom)™ - (ciem)™ - (cie)”™| = 3an | (chvicin) ™ + (chvicky) "]
+7 | (eivicty) ™ + (chvicly)™| + 5 | (cleu!)™ + (clewn) ™
-3 |(cie)™ + (civvie) ™|} (81)
o Yp2H3D
il = oz { (o= 2Cun ) (€)™ + 201 (1) + S0 (chCur) ™
vy (Chow)™ - 3 (chvcw) ™ + |5 (chei)™ - (cle) ™
2 (clef)™ -4 (cgcg’g)”‘“} (V)5 — 2 (CIY) cmﬁ} (82)
o Y2 H2D?

af

a 1 1 *a af Ba
SCLET = 1z [5G (Conm + 20) — (chef) ™ = (chef) ™ - (clei)

Ba
- (che)™ v acrep|

SCLR] = 1o |5 Cuo +2u0) +2 (chelf) ™ 2 (clet) ™ - 4 (clet)”
4 (ogogg)ﬁ“ - 80;‘”025“6} . (83)
o p2H2X
s = oy | (Chvict)” = (eiviely)™|
i = oz | o | (AR + (cAeR)”] - 5 (epietn)”
+ 9, (Cyw — iC ) C°7 — zgg (Cow —1C,) 0;“5} . (84)
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