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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
(
Λ−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
(
Λ−3

)
.
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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 [1]. However, its extraordinary power is irreme-

diably gone when it comes to neutrinos and some compelling cosmological observations [1,2]. 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) [3, 4] (see, e.g., Refs. [5, 6] for the latest review) valid below a cut-off scale Λ

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 Λ, 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 [10]]. 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 [11], 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 [12–14]. So far, the physical bases for operators up to dimension twelve

have been constructed in a flood of literature [3, 4, 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
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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, 40–44] 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 1, 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 RGEs 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 (Λ−3) is also concerned. A physical basis for dim-7 operators has

been put forward in Ref. [19], 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 (Λ−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, 30–32, 39] and are important for a consistent one-loop analysis of the SMEFT.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Sec. 2, 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. 4. Some details are given in a series of appendices. The general reduction

relations for dim-7 operators are presented in Appendix A. 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 B. Finally, all counterterms in the physical basis are collected in Appendix C.

1Such contributions to the dim-7 Weinberg-like operatorOℓH 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.
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2 The SMEFT up to O
(
Λ
−3
)

The Lagrangian of the SMEFT up to O (Λ−3) is given by

LSMEFT = LSM +
1

2

(
Cαβ

5 O
(5)
αβ + h.c.

)
+
∑

i

C i
6O

(6)
i +

∑

j

Cj
7O

(7)
j , (1)

where O
(6)
i and O

(7)
j are independent dim-6 and dim-7 operators in the physical basis, and C i

6

and Cj
7 are the corresponding Wilson coefficients and suppressed by Λ−2 and Λ−3, respectively.

Here i and j run over all independent operators including hermitian conjugates of non-hermitian

operators in the physical basis. The unique dim-5 operatorO(5), also called Weinberg operator [11],

is given by O
(5)
αβ = ℓαLH̃H̃

TℓcβL with ℓcL ≡ CℓL
T
and C being the charge-conjugate matrix, and Cαβ

5

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. [17–19], 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

LSM = −
1

4
GA

µνG
Aµν −

1

4
W I

µνW
Iµν −

1

4
BµνB

µν +
(
DµH

)†
(DµH)−m2H†H − λ

(
H†H

)2

+
∑

f

f i /Df −
[
QαL (Yu)αβ H̃UβR +QαL(Yd)αβHDβR + ℓαL(Yl)αβHEβR + h.c.

]
, (2)

in which f = QL, UR, DR, ℓL, ER, the gauge-fixing and Faddeev-Popov ghost terms stemming

from the standard procedure of quantization are suppressed, and the covariant derivative Dµ ≡

∂µ − ig1Y Bµ − ig2T
IW I

µ − igsT
AGA

µ 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 [10] 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 toO (Λ−3), 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. (1) and (2), one can easily obtain the EoMs of all SM fields

up to O (Λ−1), namely (see also Ref. [46])

i /DℓaαL = (Yl)αβ H
aEβR − Cαβ

5 H̃aH̃TℓcβL ,

i /DEαR =
(
Y †
l

)
αβ
H†ℓβL ,

i /DQa
αL = (Yd)αβ H

aDβR + (Yu)αβ H̃
aUβR ,

i /DDαR =
(
Y †
d

)
αβ
H†QβL ,

i /DUαR =
(
Y †
u

)
αβ
H̃†QβL ,
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DνBµν =
1

2
g1

(
H†i
↔

DµH + 2
∑

f

Y (f)fγµf

)
,

(
DνWµν

)I
=

1

2
g2

(
H†i
↔

DI
µH +QLσ

IγµQL + ℓLσ
IγµℓL

)
,

(
D2H

)a
= −m2Ha − 2λHa

(
H†H

)
−
(
ERY

†
l ℓ

a
L +DRY

†
dQ

a
L − ǫabQb

LYuUR

)

−
1

2
ǫabCαβ

5

(
ℓbαLH̃

TℓcβL + ℓαLH̃ℓ
bc
βL

)
, (3)

where
↔

Dµ ≡ Dµ −
←

Dµ and
↔

DI
µ ≡ σIDµ −

←

Dµσ
I with

←

Dµ acting on the left, Y (f) is the hypercharge

for the fermionic fields f = QL, UR, DR, ℓL, ER, σ
I 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 1

but with the operators in the grey cells replaced with those in Eqs. (8), (11) and (13). More

explanation is given in what follows. We adopt most notations in Ref. [18] for dim-7 operators,

where fermion fields in an operator and their flavors are identically ordered, the weak isospin

indices of two SU(2)L 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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ψ2H4 ψ2H3D

OℓH ǫabǫde
(
ℓaLCℓ

d
L

)
HbHe

(
H†H

)
1
2
n(n + 1) OℓeHD ǫabǫde

(
ℓaLCγµER

)
HbHdiDµHe n2

ψ2H2D2 ψ4H

OℓHD1 ǫabǫde
(
ℓaLCD

µℓbL
)
HdDµH

e n2 OeℓℓℓH ǫabǫde
(
ERℓ

a
L

) (
ℓbLCℓ

d
L

)
He 1

3
n2 (2n2 + 1)

OℓHD2 ǫadǫbe
(
ℓaLCD

µℓbL
)
HdDµH

e n2 O
dℓqℓH1

ǫabǫde
(
DRℓ

a
L

) (
Qb

LCℓ
d
L

)
He n4

RℓHD3 ǫadǫbe
(
ℓaLCℓ

b
L

)
DµHdDµH

e 1
2
n(n + 1) O

dℓqℓH2
ǫadǫbe

(
DRℓ

a
L

) (
Qb

LCℓ
d
L

)
He n4

RℓHD4 ǫadǫbe
(
DµℓaLCDµℓ

b
L

)
HdHe 1

2
n(n + 1) O

dℓueH
ǫab
(
DRℓ

a
L

)
(URCER)H

b n4

RℓHD5 ǫabǫde
(
ℓaLCσµνD

µℓbL
)
HdDνHe n2 OquℓℓH ǫab

(
QLUR

)
(ℓLCℓ

a
L)H

b n4

RℓHD6 ǫadǫbe
(
DµℓaLCσµνD

νℓbL
)
HdHe 1

2
n(n + 1) O

ℓdudH̃

(
ℓLDR

)
(URCDR) H̃ n4

ψ2H2X O
ℓdddH

(
ℓLDR

)
(DRCDR)H

1
3
n2 (n2 − 1)

OℓHB ǫabǫde
(
ℓaLCσµνℓ

d
L

)
HbHeBµν 1

2
n(n− 1) O

eqddH̃
ǫab
(
ERQ

a
L

)
(DRCDR) H̃

b 1
2
n3(n− 1)

OℓHW ǫab
(
ǫσI
)de (

ℓaLCσµνℓ
d
L

)
HbHeW Iµν n2 O

ℓdqqH̃
ǫab
(
ℓLDR

)
(QLCQ

a
L) H̃

b n4

ψ4D

OedddD

(
ERγµDR

)
(DRCiD

µDR) n4 O
ℓqddD

(
ℓLγµQL

)
(DRCiD

µDR) n4

O
duℓℓD

ǫab
(
DRγµUR

) (
ℓaLCiD

µℓbL
)

n4 R
ℓdDqd

(
ℓLDR

) (
iDµQLCγµDR

)
n4

R
dℓℓDu

ǫab
(
DRℓ

a
L

) (
ℓbLCγµiD

µUR

)
n4 R

ℓdqDd

(
ℓLDR

) (
QLCγµiD

µDR

)
n4

R
dDℓℓu

ǫab
(
DRiD

µℓaL
) (
ℓbLCγµUR

)
n4

Table 1: Dimension-7 operators in the Green’s basis, where operators in the grey cells should be

replaced with those in Eqs. (8), (11) and (13). 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 ψ1Cψ2 ≡ ψc
1ψ2 is used to avoid too many indices on the

fields. For instance, the explicit forms for OquℓℓH and O
ℓqddD

in Table 1 are given by

Oαβγλ
quℓℓH = ǫab

(
Qid

αLU
i
βR

)(
ℓdcγLℓ

a
λL

)
Hb ,

Oαβγλ

ℓqddD
= ǫijk

(
ℓaαLγµQ

ia
βL

) (
Djc

γRiD
µDk

λR

)
, (4)

in which {i, j, k}, {a, b, d, e}, {α, β, γ, λ, . . .} are color, weak isospin and flavor indices, respectively.

In Table 1, 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 1, 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 1, and there
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are some symmetries in the flavor structures of the operators in gray cells, i.e., 2

Oαβ
ℓH −Oβα

ℓH = 0 ,

Oαβ
ℓHB +Oβα

ℓHB = 0 ,

Oαβγλ

eqddH̃
+Oαβλγ

eqddH̃
= 0 ,

Oαβγλ
eℓℓℓH +Oαλγβ

eℓℓℓH −Oαλβγ
eℓℓℓH −Oαγβλ

eℓℓℓH = 0 ,

Oαβγλ

ℓdddH
+Oαβλγ

ℓdddH
= 0 , Oαβγλ

ℓdddH
+Oαγλβ

ℓdddH
+Oαλβγ

ℓdddH
= 0 ,

Rαβ
ℓHD3 −Rβα

ℓHD3 = 0 ,

Rαβ
ℓHD4 −Rβα

ℓHD4 = 0 ,

Rαβ
ℓHD6 −Rβα

ℓHD6 = 0 . (5)

This indicates that the operators OℓHB, OeqddH̃
and O

ℓdddH
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. (5). 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 OeℓℓℓH and O
ℓdddH

.

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, ⊗ and ⊗ ⊗ for two and three identical

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

⊗ = ⊕ ,

⊗ ⊗ = ⊕ ⊕ ⊕ . (6)

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

and antisymmetric combinations. For example,

Oαβ
ℓH = O

(S)αβ
ℓH +O

(A)αβ
ℓH (7)

with

O
(S)αβ
ℓH =

1

2

(
Oαβ

ℓH +Oβα
ℓH

)
, O

(A)αβ
ℓH =

1

2

(
Oαβ

ℓH −Oβα
ℓH

)
, (8)

where the superscripts “(S)” and “(A)” stand for symmetric and antisymmetric combinations,

respectively. As a result, their Wilson coefficients can be accordingly written in symmetric and

2For instance, Rβα
ℓHD3

= ǫadǫbe
(
ℓaβLCℓbαL

)
DµHdDµH

e = ǫadǫbe
(
ℓbαLCℓaβL

)
DµHdDµH

e = ǫadǫbe
(
ℓaαLCℓbβL

)

×D
µ
H

d
DµH

e = Rαβ
ℓHD3

holds, where ℓ
a
βLCℓ

b
αL = ℓ

b
αLCℓ

a
βL 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.

7



antisymmetric forms, that is

G
(S)αβ
ℓH =

1

2

(
Gαβ

ℓH +Gβα
ℓH

)
, G

(A)αβ
ℓH =

1

2

(
Gαβ

ℓH −Gβα
ℓH

)
, (9)

and as expected, they satisfy Gαβ
ℓHO

αβ
ℓH = G

(S)αβ
ℓH O

(S)αβ
ℓH + G

(A)αβ
ℓH O

(A)αβ
ℓH with “G...

...” denoting the

Wilson coefficient in the Green’s basis. One can easily get the number of independent operators

from Eq. (6), i.e., n(n + 1)/2 for O
(S)
ℓH and n(n − 1)/2 for O

(A)
ℓH if there is no symmetry in the

flavor structure of the operator. However, as shown in Eq. (5), the antisymmetric part O
(A)
ℓH

vanishes automatically and only the symmetric part O
(S)
ℓH is left. For the operators with three

identical fermion fields, besides the totally symmetric and antisymmetric combinations, there are

two mixed-symmetry combinations. Taking OeℓℓℓH as an example, one can decompose it into

Oαβγλ
eℓℓℓH = O

(S)αβγλ
eℓℓℓH +O

(A)αβγλ
eℓℓℓH +O

(M)αβγλ
eℓℓℓH +O

(M ′)αβγλ
eℓℓℓH (10)

with

O
(S)αβγλ
eℓℓℓH =

1

6

(
Oαβγλ

eℓℓℓH +Oαλβγ
eℓℓℓH +Oαγλβ

eℓℓℓH +Oαβλγ
eℓℓℓH +Oαγβλ

eℓℓℓH +Oαλγβ
eℓℓℓH

)
,

O
(A)αβγλ
eℓℓℓH =

1

6

(
Oαβγλ

eℓℓℓH +Oαλβγ
eℓℓℓH +Oαγλβ

eℓℓℓH −Oαβλγ
eℓℓℓH −Oαγβλ

eℓℓℓH −Oαλγβ
eℓℓℓH

)
,

O
(M)αβγλ
eℓℓℓH =

1

3

(
Oαβγλ

eℓℓℓH +Oαγβλ
eℓℓℓH −Oαλγβ

eℓℓℓH −Oαγλβ
eℓℓℓH

)
,

O
(M ′)αβγλ
eℓℓℓH =

1

3

(
Oαβγλ

eℓℓℓH +Oαλγβ
eℓℓℓH −Oαλβγ

eℓℓℓH −Oαγβλ
eℓℓℓH

)
, (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
(S)αβγλ
eℓℓℓH =

1

6

(
Gαβγλ

eℓℓℓH +Gαλβγ
eℓℓℓH +Gαγλβ

eℓℓℓH +Gαβλγ
eℓℓℓH +Gαγβλ

eℓℓℓH +Gαλγβ
eℓℓℓH

)
,

G
(A)αβγλ
eℓℓℓH =

1

6

(
Gαβγλ

eℓℓℓH +Gαλβγ
eℓℓℓH +Gαγλβ

eℓℓℓH −Gαβλγ
eℓℓℓH −Gαγβλ

eℓℓℓH −Gαλγβ
eℓℓℓH

)
,

G
(M)αβγλ
eℓℓℓH =

1

6

(
2Gαβγλ

eℓℓℓH −Gαλβγ
eℓℓℓH −Gαγλβ

eℓℓℓH +Gαβλγ
eℓℓℓH +Gαγβλ

eℓℓℓH − 2Gαλγβ
eℓℓℓH

)
,

G
(M ′)αβγλ
eℓℓℓH =

1

6

(
2Gαβγλ

eℓℓℓH −Gαλβγ
eℓℓℓH −Gαγλβ

eℓℓℓH +Gαβλγ
eℓℓℓH − 2Gαγβλ

eℓℓℓH +Gαλγβ
eℓℓℓH

)
, (12)

and satisfy Gαβγλ
eℓℓℓHO

αβγλ
eℓℓℓH =

∑
I=S,A,M,M ′

G
(I)αβγλ
eℓℓℓH O

(I)αβγλ
eℓℓℓH . Notice that O

(M ′)
eℓℓℓH turns out to be vanish-

ing due to the relation given in Eq. (5) and hence one only needs to focus on O
(S),(A),(M)
eℓℓℓH . With the

help of Eq. (6), the number of independent operators is found to be n2(n+1)(n+2)/6 for O
(S)
eℓℓℓH ,

n2(n− 1)(n− 2)/6 for O
(A)
eℓℓℓH , and n

2(n− 1)(n + 1)/3 for O
(M)
eℓℓℓH , and their sum is in accordance

with the total number of degrees of freedom, i.e., n2(2n2 + 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. (5), 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. (6). Though the decompo-

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

8



we still decompose them along with those having symmetries among three flavor indices. Decom-

posing the rest of operators involved in Eq. (5) in the same way, one obtains

O
(A)αβ
ℓHB =

1

2

(
Oαβ

ℓHB −Oβα
ℓHB

)
,

O
(A)αβγλ

eqddH̃
=

1

2

(
Oαβγλ

eqddH̃
−Oαβλγ

eqddH̃

)
,

O
(M)αβγλ

ℓdddH
=

1

3

(
Oαβγλ

ℓdddH
+Oαγβλ

ℓdddH
−Oαβλγ

ℓdddH
−Oαλβγ

ℓdddH

)
,

R
(S)αβ
ℓHD3 =

1

2

(
Rαβ

ℓHD3 +Rβα
ℓHD3

)
,

R
(S)αβ
ℓHD4 =

1

2

(
Rαβ

ℓHD4 +Rβα
ℓHD4

)
,

R
(S)αβ
ℓHD6 =

1

2

(
Rαβ

ℓHD6 +Rβα
ℓHD6

)
(13)

with their Wilson coefficients being

G
(A)αβ
ℓHB =

1

2

(
Gαβ

ℓHB −Gβα
ℓHB

)
,

G
(A)αβγλ

eqddH̃
=

1

2

(
Gαβγλ

eqddH̃
−Gαβλγ

eqddH̃

)
,

G
(M)αβγλ

ℓdddH
=

1

6

(
2Gαβγλ

ℓdddH
−Gαλβγ

ℓdddH
−Gαγλβ

ℓdddH
− 2Gαβλγ

ℓdddH
+Gαγβλ

ℓdddH
+Gαλγβ

ℓdddH

)
,

G
(S)αβ
ℓHD3 =

1

2

(
Gαβ

ℓHD3 +Gβα
ℓHD3

)
,

G
(S)αβ
ℓHD4 =

1

2

(
Gαβ

ℓHD4 +Gβα
ℓHD4

)
,

G
(S)αβ
ℓHD6 =

1

2

(
Gαβ

ℓHD6 +Gβα
ℓHD6

)
, (14)

and other degrees of freedom associated with these operators are automatically vanishing. Then,

one may substitute those operators with explicit symmetries in Eqs. (8), (11) and (13) for the cor-

responding operators in the grey cells of Table 1, and their Wilson coefficients are given in Eqs. (9),

(12) and (14). Together with the rest of operators in Table 1, 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 1 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

9



operators are found to be [19]

[
4Oαβ

ℓHD2 + 2Kαβ + 2 (Yl)βγ O
αγ
ℓeHD −

1

2
g2O

αβ
ℓHW

]
− α ↔ β = g1O

αβ
ℓHB ,

[
Oαβ

ℓHD1 +Kαβ
]
− α ↔ β = 0 ,

[
Oαβγλ

duℓℓD
+ (Yd)ραO

ρβλγ
quℓℓH −

(
Y †
u

)
βρ

Oαγρλ

dℓqℓH2

]
− γ ↔ λ = 0 ,

[
Oαβγλ

ℓqddD
+ (Yu)βρO

αγρλ

ℓdudH̃

]
− γ ↔ λ = −

(
Y †
l

)
ρα

Oρβγλ

eqddH̃
− (Yd)βρ O

αργλ

ℓdddH
,

Oαβγλ
edddD −Oαγβλ

edddD =
(
Y †
d

)
λρ
Oαρβγ

eqddH̃
,

Oαβγλ
edddD +Oαλγβ

edddD − γ ↔ λ = (Yl)ρα O
ρβγλ

ℓdddH
(15)

with

Kαβ = (Yu)γλ O
γλαβ
quℓℓH −

(
Y †
d

)
γλ

Oγαλβ

dℓqℓH2
−
(
Y †
l

)
γλ

Oγλαβ
eℓℓℓH , (16)

where α↔ β and γ ↔ λ indicate the exchange of flavor indices. Because of those flavor relations

given in Eq. (15), 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 OℓDH1, OℓDH2, OduℓℓD
, O

ℓqddD

and OedddD are also decomposed according to SU(n) tensor decomposition. But in contrast to

operators in the grey cells of Table 1, O
(A)
ℓHD1, O

(A)
ℓHD2, O

(A),(M),(M ′)
edddD , O

(A)

duℓℓD
and O

(A)

ℓqddD
do not

vanish and can be converted to other independent operators in Table 2 due to the non-trivial

flavor relations in Eq. (15). Here, we take O
(A),(M),(M ′)
edddD as an example, i.e.,

O
(A)αβγλ
edddD =

1

6

(
Oαβγλ

edddD +Oαλβγ
edddD +Oαγλβ

edddD −Oαβλγ
edddD −Oαγβλ

edddD −Oαλγβ
edddD

)

=
1

6

[(
Y †
d

)
λρ
Oαρβγ

eqddH̃
+
(
Y †
d

)
γρ
Oαρλβ

eqddH̃
+
(
Y †
d

)
βρ

Oαργλ

eqddH̃

]
,

O
(M)αβγλ
edddD =

1

3

(
Oαβγλ

edddD +Oαλγβ
edddD −Oαβλγ

edddD −Oαγλβ
edddD

)
=

1

3
(Yl)ρα O

ρβγλ

ℓdddH
,

O
(M ′)αβγλ
edddD =

1

3

(
Oαβγλ

edddD +Oαβλγ
edddD −Oαλγβ

edddD −Oαλβγ
edddD

)

=
1

3

[(
Oαλβγ

edddD +Oαγβλ
edddD −Oαβλγ

edddD −Oαγλβ
edddD

)
+
(
Oαβγλ

edddD −Oαγβλ
edddD

)

+
(
Oαγλβ

edddD −Oαλγβ
edddD

)
− 2

(
Oαλβγ

edddD −Oαβλγ
edddD

)]

=
1

3

[
(Yl)ραO

ργβλ

ℓdddH
+
(
Y †
d

)
λρ
Oαρβγ

eqddH̃
+
(
Y †
d

)
βρ

Oαργλ

eqddH̃
− 2

(
Y †
d

)
γρ
Oαρλβ

eqddH̃

]
, (17)

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

C
(A)αβγλ

eqddH̃
⊃

1

2

(
C

(A)αργλ
edddD + 2C

(M ′)αγρλ
edddD

)(
Y †
d

)
ρβ

,

C
(M)αβγλ

ℓdddH
⊃

1

3

(
C

(M)ρβγλ
edddD + C

(M ′)ργβλ
edddD

)
(Yl)αρ , (18)
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ψ2H4

O
(S)αβ
ℓH = 1

2

(
Oαβ

ℓH +Oβα
ℓH

)
C

(S)αβ
ℓH = 1

2

(
Cαβ

ℓH + Cβα
ℓH

)
1
2
n(n+ 1)

ψ2H3D

Oαβ
ℓeHD Cαβ

ℓeHD n2

ψ2H2D2

O
(S)αβ
ℓHD1 = 1

2

(
Oαβ

ℓHD1 +Oβα
ℓHD1

)
C

(S)αβ
ℓHD1 = 1

2

(
Cαβ

ℓHD1 + Cβα
ℓHD1

)
1
2
n(n+ 1)

O
(S)αβ
ℓHD2 = 1

2

(
Oαβ

ℓHD2 +Oβα
ℓHD2

)
C

(S)αβ
ℓHD2 = 1

2

(
Cαβ

ℓHD2 + Cβα
ℓHD2

)
1
2
n(n+ 1)

ψ2H2X

O
(A)αβ
ℓHB = 1

2

(
Oαβ

ℓHB −Oβα
ℓHB

)
C

(A)αβ
ℓHB = 1

2

(
Cαβ

ℓHB − Cβα
ℓHB

)
1
2
n(n− 1)

Oαβ
ℓHW Cαβ

ℓHW n2

ψ4H

O
(S)αβγλ
eℓℓℓH = 1

6

(
Oαβγλ

eℓℓℓH +Oαλβγ
eℓℓℓH +Oαγλβ

eℓℓℓH

+Oαβλγ
eℓℓℓH +Oαγβλ

eℓℓℓH +Oαλγβ
eℓℓℓH

) C
(S)αβγλ
eℓℓℓH = 1

6

(
Cαβγλ

eℓℓℓH + Cαλβγ
eℓℓℓH + Cαγλβ

eℓℓℓH

+Cαβλγ
eℓℓℓH + Cαγβλ

eℓℓℓH + Cαλγβ
eℓℓℓH

) 1
6
n2(n + 1)(n+ 2)

O
(A)αβγλ
eℓℓℓH = 1

6

(
Oαβγλ

eℓℓℓH +Oαλβγ
eℓℓℓH +Oαγλβ

eℓℓℓH

−Oαβλγ
eℓℓℓH −Oαγβλ

eℓℓℓH −Oαλγβ
eℓℓℓH

) C
(A)αβγλ
eℓℓℓH = 1

6

(
Cαβγλ

eℓℓℓH + Cαλβγ
eℓℓℓH + Cαγλβ

eℓℓℓH

−Cαβλγ
eℓℓℓH − Cαγβλ

eℓℓℓH − Cαλγβ
eℓℓℓH

) 1
6
n2(n− 1)(n− 2)

O
(M)αβγλ
eℓℓℓH = 1

3

(
Oαβγλ

eℓℓℓH +Oαγβλ
eℓℓℓH −Oαλγβ

eℓℓℓH

−Oαγλβ
eℓℓℓH

) C
(M)αβγλ
eℓℓℓH = 1

6

(
2Cαβγλ

eℓℓℓH − Cαλβγ
eℓℓℓH − Cαγλβ

eℓℓℓH

+Cαβλγ
eℓℓℓH + Cαγβλ

eℓℓℓH − 2Cαλγβ
eℓℓℓH

) 1
3
n2(n− 1)(n+ 1)

Oαβγλ

dℓqℓH1
Cαβγλ

dℓqℓH1
n4

Oαβγλ

dℓqℓH2
Cαβγλ

dℓqℓH2
n4

Oαβγλ

dℓueH
Cαβγλ

dℓueH
n4

Oαβγλ
quℓℓH Cαβγλ

quℓℓH n4

Oαβγλ

ℓdudH̃
Cαβγλ

ℓdudH̃
n4

O
(M)αβγλ

ℓdddH
= 1

3

(
Oαβγλ

ℓdddH
+Oαγβλ

ℓdddH
−Oαβλγ

ℓdddH

−Oαλβγ

ℓdddH

) C
(M)αβγλ

ℓdddH
= 1

6

(
2Cαβγλ

ℓdddH
− Cαλβγ

ℓdddH
− Cαγλβ

ℓdddH

−2Cαβλγ

ℓdddH
+ Cαγβλ

ℓdddH
+ Cαλγβ

ℓdddH

) 1
3
n2(n− 1)(n+ 1)

O
(A)αβγλ

eqddH̃
= 1

2

(
Oαβγλ

eqddH̃
−Oαβλγ

eqddH̃

)
C

(A)αβγλ

eqddH̃
= 1

2

(
Cαβγλ

eqddH̃
− Cαβλγ

eqddH̃

)
1
2
n3(n− 1)

Oαβγλ

ℓdqqH̃
Cαβγλ

ℓdqqH̃
n4

ψ4D

O
(S)αβγλ
edddD = 1

6

(
Oαβγλ

edddD +Oαλβγ
edddD +Oαγλβ

edddD

+Oαβλγ
edddD +Oαγβλ

edddD +Oαλγβ
edddD

) C
(S)αβγλ
edddD = 1

6

(
Cαβγλ

edddD + Cαλβγ
edddD + Cαγλβ

edddD

+Cαβλγ
edddD + Cαγβλ

edddD + Cαλγβ
edddD

) 1
6
n2(n + 1)(n+ 2)

O
(S)αβγλ

duℓℓD
= 1

2

(
Oαβγλ

duℓℓD
+Oαβλγ

duℓℓD

)
C

(S)αβγλ

duℓℓD
= 1

2

(
Cαβγλ

duℓℓD
+ Cαβλγ

duℓℓD

)
1
2
n3(n + 1)

O
(S)αβγλ

ℓqddD
= 1

2

(
Oαβγλ

ℓqddD
+Oαβλγ

ℓqddD

)
C

(S)αβγλ

ℓqddD
= 1

2

(
Cαβγλ

ℓqddD
+ Cαβλγ

ℓqddD

)
1
2
n3(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 1. The number of corresponding independent operators is given in the last column.
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with

C
(A)αβγλ
edddD =

1

6

(
Cαβγλ

edddD + Cαλβγ
edddD + Cαγλβ

edddD − Cαβλγ
edddD − Cαγβλ

edddD − Cαλγβ
edddD

)
,

C
(M)αβγλ
edddD =

1

6

(
2Cαβγλ

edddD − Cαλβγ
edddD − Cαγλβ

edddD − 2Cαβλγ
edddD + Cαγβλ

edddD + Cαλγβ
edddD

)
,

C
(M ′)αβγλ
edddD =

1

6

(
2Cαβγλ

edddD − Cαλβγ
edddD − Cαγλβ

edddD + Cαβλγ
edddD + Cαγβλ

edddD − 2Cαλγβ
edddD

)
. (19)

This indicates that when we derive the reduction relations between the Green’s basis in Table 1

and the physical basis in Table 2, not only are operators R...
... involved but also some combinations

of operators O...
..., i.e., {O

(A)
ℓHD1,O

(A)
ℓHD2,O

(A),(M),(M ′)
edddD ,O

(A)

duℓℓD
,O

(A)

ℓqddD
} 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.

• The basis for dim-7 operators in Table 1 or Table 2 is 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 OeℓℓℓH and O
ℓdddH

by imposing limitations on flavor indices. Compared to

the basis in Ref. [19], our basis in Table 2 has at least three advantages. First, O
(S),(A),(M)
eℓℓℓH

and O
(M)

ℓdddH
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.

• Working in the Green’s basis in Table 1 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. (3). However, this is not the whole story. Since

we are working in the SMEFT up to O (Λ−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 3.

By applying the EoMs in Eq. (3) to operators in Tables 1 and 3, we work out all reduction

relations for dim-7 operators in the physics basis listed in Table 2, and present them in

Appendix A.

• The Green’s basis in Table 1 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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R2W −1
2

(
DµW

Iµν
) (
DρW I

ρν

)
RWDH DνW

Iµν
(
H†i
↔

DI
µH
)

RDH

(
DµD

µH
)†
(DνD

νH)

R′
HD

(
H†H

)
(DνH)† (DµH) R′′

HD

(
H†H

)
Dµ

(
H†i
↔

DµH
)

Rαβ
ℓD

i
2
ℓαL
{
DµD

µ, /D
}
ℓβL

Rαβ
uHD1

(
QαLUβR

)
DµD

µH̃ Rαβ
uHD2

(
QαLiσµνD

µUβR

)
DνH̃ Rαβ

uHD4

(
QαLD

µUβR

)
DµH̃

Rαβ
dHD1

(
QαLDβR

)
DµD

µH Rαβ
dHD2

(
QαLiσµνD

µDβR

)
DνH Rαβ

dHD4

(
QαLDµDβR

)
DµH

Rαβ
eHD1

(
ℓαLEβR

)
DµD

µH Rαβ
eHD2

(
ℓαLiσµνD

µEβR

)
DνH Rαβ

eHD4

(
ℓαLDµEβR

)
DµH

R′αβ
Wℓ

1
2

(
ℓαLσ

Iγµi
↔

DνℓβL

)
W I

µν R′αβ

W̃ ℓ

1
2

(
ℓαLσ

Iγµi
↔

DνℓβL

)
W̃ I

µν R′αβ
Bℓ

1
2

(
ℓαLγ

µi
↔

DνℓβL

)
Bµν

R′αβ

B̃ℓ

1
2

(
ℓαLγ

µi
↔

DνℓβL

)
B̃µν R

′(1)αβ
Hℓ

(
ℓαLi
↔

/DℓβL

) (
H†H

)
R

′′(1)αβ
Hℓ

(
ℓαLγ

µℓβL
)
∂µ
(
H†H

)

R
′(3)αβ
Hℓ

(
ℓαLi
↔

/D
I
ℓβL

) (
H†σIH

)
R

′′(3)αβ
Hℓ

(
ℓαLσ

IγµℓβL
)
Dµ

(
H†σIH

)

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 X̃µν = 1
2
ǫµνρσX

ρσ with

ǫ0123 = +1 and X denoting W I and B.

els [48–60] 3. 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 RGEs for the dim-5 and dim-7 operators up to O
(
Λ
−3
)

3.1 General structure of RGEs

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

µ
dC5

dµ
= γ(5,5)C5 + γ̂(5,5)C5C5C5 + γ

(5,6)
i C5C

i
6 + γ

(5,7)
i C i

7 ,

µ
dC i

7

dµ
= γ

(7,7)
ij Cj

7 + γ
(7,5)
i C5C5C5 + γ

(7,6)
ij C5C

j
6 , (20)

up to O(Λ−3). The RGEs for dim-6 operators up to O(Λ−3) are exactly the same as those up to

O(Λ−2), which have been achieved in Refs. [33–38]. In Eq. (20), γ(m1
,m

2
) and γ̂(m1

,m
2
) stand for

the anomalous dimension matrices or tensors for Wilson coefficients of dim-m1 operators resulting

from dim-m2 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., γ̂(5,5)),

insertions of one dim-5 operator and one dim-6 operator (i.e., γ(5,6)), and single insertions of

3Recently, the complete one-loop matchings of seesaw models onto the SMEFT up to dimension six have

been achieved [61–67], which are renamed seesaw EFTs (SEFTs) 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., γ(5,7)) at O (Λ−3), besides those at O (Λ−1) from single insertions of the

dim-5 operator (i.e., γ(5,5)). Similarly, RGEs of dim-7 operators may receive contributions from

triple insertions of the dim-5 operator (i.e., γ̂(7,5)), insertions of one dim-5 operator and one dim-6

operator (i.e., γ(7,6)), in addition to those from single insertions of dim-7 operators (i.e., γ(7,5)).

More discussions and comments on the contributions to RGEs for the dim-5 and dim-7 operators

are given below:

• For the RGE of the dim-5 operator, γ(5,5) results from single insertions of the dim-5 operator

and shows up at O (Λ−1), while γ̂(5,5), γ(5,6) and γ(5,7) appear only at O (Λ−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 (Λ−3). The anomalous

dimension matrix γ(7,7) has been calculated in Refs. [18, 19], and the RGE of the operator

OℓH including γ(7,5) and γ(7,6) 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 (Λ−3)

without any further approximation. However, we do not repeat the already achieved results

for γ(5,5) and γ(7,7) [18, 19, 30–32].

• γ̂(5,5) and γ(5,6) 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 γ̂(5,5) (or γ(5,6)). 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 (Λ−1). 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. 2. The situation

is the same for γ(7,5) and γ(7,6). 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 A. However, as will be seen in the

next subsection, γ̂(5,5) for the dim-5 operator and γ(7,5) for dim-7 operators except O
(S)
ℓH are

vanishing, and a brief explanation for this is provided there.

• Since the dim-5 operator violates lepton number L by 2 units but preserves baryon number

B, i.e., ∆L = ±2 and ∆B = 0, only the dim-6 operators preserving both lepton and

baryon numbers (∆L = ∆B = 0) and the dim-7 operators violating lepton number while

preserving baryon number (∆L = ±2, ∆B = 0) can contribute to the RGE for the dim-5

operator. Similarly, γ(7,5) involving triple insertions of the dim-5 operator and γ(7,6) induced

by ∆L = ∆B = 0 dim-6 operator can only exist for the dim-7 operators with ∆L = ±2 and

∆B = 0, and γ(7,6) resulting from ∆L = ∆B = ±1 dim-6 operators is only for the RGEs of

−∆L = ∆B = ±1 dim-7 operators.

• Up to O (Λ−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 (Λ−2), one does not

need to take into consideration them for the RGEs of dim-7 operators, while they indeed

contribute to γ(5,6) 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 (Λ−3), counterterms for the dim-6 operators listed in Table 3 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 − 2ε 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 (Λ−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. (1), 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 ψ2H2D2

class shown in Table 1 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 A

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 µ.

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 [76,77]. 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 B and Appendix C, respectively. Results in the Green’s basis

are partially crosschecked with the aid of package Matchmakereft. Note that in Appendix B, we

only present the results for those contributing to the final results in the physical basis listed in

Appendix C. 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 C. For instance, to derive the counterterms for R′
HD and R′′

HD

shown in Eq. (67), 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 OH�
and OHD. In this case, not only are the counterterms

for R′
HD and R′′

HD obtained, but also those for OH�
and OHD are achieved at the same time. The

latter is only relevant to the RGEs of CH�
and CHD and hence not listed in Appendix B. More

discussions on those results can be found in Appendices B and C.

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 C0 of an operator O is related to its renormalized counterpart Cr via

C0 = µn′εZrCr , (21)

where n′ denotes the tree-level anomalous dimension of Cr, and

Zr = 1−
∑

ϕ

1

2
nϕδZϕ +

δCr

Cr

(22)

with δZϕ and nϕ being the wave-function renormalization constant and the number of the field ϕ

appearing in the corresponding operator, respectively, and δCr being the counterterm of Cr. Since

the bare Wilson coefficient C0 is independent of the renormalization scale µ, namely, µdC0/dµ = 0,

one can obtain the one-loop anomalous dimension of Cr with the help of Eq. (21), i.e.,

µ
dCr

dµ
= ε

(
∑

i

n′
ihi
∂Zr

∂hi

)
Cr , (23)

in which hi and n
′
i are the coupling or Wilson coefficient in the Lagrangian and the corresponding

tree-level anomalous dimension, respectively. In Eq. (23), the tree-level relation µdhi/dµ = −ε n′
ihi

has been exploited. Making use of Eqs. (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, Ċ ≡ 16π2µdC/dµ is used in the

expressions for all results.

3.3.1 REGs for the dim-5 operator

Ċαβ
5 = 2m2

{
Cαβ

5 (8CH�
− CHD) + 8C

(S)∗αβ
ℓH +

3

2
g22

(
2C

(S)∗αβ
ℓHD1 + C

(S)∗αβ
ℓHD2

)

+
1

2

(
YlY

†
l C

(S)†
ℓHD1

)αβ
+

1

2

(
YlY

†
l C

(S)†
ℓHD1

)βα
−

1

4

(
YlY

†
l C

(S)†
ℓHD2

)αβ
−

1

4

(
YlY

†
l C

(S)†
ℓHD2

)βα

+
(
YlC

†
ℓeHD

)αβ
+
(
YlC

†
ℓeHD

)βα
−
(
Y †
l

)
γλ

(
3C

(S)∗γλαβ
eℓℓℓH + C

(M)∗γλαβ
eℓℓℓH + C

(M)∗γλβα
eℓℓℓH

)

−
3

2

(
Y †
d

)
γλ

(
C∗γαλβ

dℓqℓH1
+ C∗γβλα

dℓqℓH1

)
+ 3 (Yu)λγ

(
C∗λγαβ

quℓℓH + C∗λγβα
quℓℓH

)}
. (24)
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3.3.2 REGs for dim-7 operators

• ψ2H4

Ċ
(S)αβ
ℓH = 2C∗αβ

5

[
−3CH −

3

4

(
g21 − g22 + 4λ

)
CHD +

(
16λ−

5

3
g22

)
CH�

− 3g22CHW

+
3

2
i
(
g21CHB̃

+ 3g22CHW̃
+ g1g2CHW̃B

)
+

1

2
Tr
(
C5C

†
5

)
−

2

3
g22Tr

(
3C

(3)
Hq + C

(3)
Hℓ

)

−Tr
(
CeHY

†
l + 3CdHY

†
d + 3YuC

†
uH

)
+ 2Tr

(
Y †
l C

(3)
HℓYl + 3Y †

dC
(3)
HqYd + 3Y †

uC
(3)
HqYu

)

− 3Tr
(
YuCHudY

†
d + YdC

†
HudY

†
u

)]
+

5

2

(
C†

5C5C
†
5

)αβ
+

3

2

(
g21 + g22

) [(
C†

5C
(3)
Hℓ

)αβ

+
(
C†

5C
(3)
Hℓ

)βα
−
(
C†

5C
(1)
Hℓ

)αβ
−
(
C†

5C
(1)
Hℓ

)βα]
− 3g2

[(
C†

5YlC
†
eW

)αβ
+
(
C†

5YlC
†
eW

)βα]

+
1

2

[(
C†

5YlC
†
eH

)αβ
+
(
C†

5YlC
†
eH

)βα]
+

[(
C†

5CeHY
†
l

)αβ
+
(
C†

5CeHY
†
l

)βα]

−3

[(
C†

5YlY
†
l C

(3)
Hℓ

)αβ
+
(
C†

5YlY
†
l C

(3)
Hℓ

)βα]
. (25)

• ψ2H3D

Ċαβ
ℓeHD =

(
2CH�

−
3

2
CHD

)(
C†

5Yl

)αβ
+ 3g1

(
C†

5CeB

)αβ
+ 3g2

(
C†

5CeW

)αβ
+
(
C†

5CeH

)αβ

+
[(
C†

5C
(1)
Hℓ

)αγ
− 2

(
C†

5C
(1)
Hℓ

)γα
− 5

(
C†

5C
(3)
Hℓ

)αγ
− 8

(
C†

5C
(3)
Hℓ

)γα]
(Yl)γβ

−3
(
C†

5YlCHe

)αβ
− 4

(
C†

5Yl

)γλ
Cγαλβ

ℓe . (26)

• ψ2H2D2

Ċ
(S)αβ
ℓHD1 = C∗αβ

5 (CHD + 2CH�
)− 2

(
C†

5C
(1)
Hℓ

)αβ
− 2

(
C†

5C
(1)
Hℓ

)βα
− 2

(
C†

5C
(3)
Hℓ

)αβ

−2
(
C†

5C
(3)
Hℓ

)βα
+ 8C∗γλ

5 Cγαλβ
ℓℓ , (27)

Ċ
(S)αβ
ℓHD2 = −2C∗αβ

5 (CHD + 2CH�
) + 4

(
C†

5C
(1)
Hℓ

)αβ
+ 4

(
C†

5C
(1)
Hℓ

)βα
− 8

(
C†

5C
(3)
Hℓ

)αβ

−8
(
C†

5C
(3)
Hℓ

)βα
− 16C∗γλ

5 Cγαλβ
ℓℓ . (28)

• ψ2H2X

Ċ
(A)αβ
ℓHB =

1

2

[(
C†

5YlC
†
eB

)αβ
−
(
C†

5YlC
†
eB

)βα]
, (29)

Ċαβ
ℓHW =

3

2
g2

[(
C†

5C
(3)
Hℓ

)αβ
+
(
C†

5C
(3)
Hℓ

)βα]
−
(
C†

5YlC
†
eW

)αβ
+ 2g2

(
CHW − iC

HW̃

)
C∗αβ

5

−
3

2
g22
(
C3W − iC

3W̃

)
C∗αβ

5 . (30)
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• ψ4H

Ċ
(S)αβγλ
eℓℓℓH = −4g2

[(
C†

eW

)αβ (
C†

5

)γλ
+
(
C†

eW

)αλ (
C†

5

)βγ
+
(
C†

eW

)αγ (
C†

5

)λβ]

+
2

3
Cαρ

He

[(
Y †
l

)
ρβ

(
C†

5

)γλ
+
(
Y †
l

)
ρλ

(
C†

5

)βγ
+
(
Y †
l

)
ργ

(
C†

5

)λβ]

−
2

3

(
Y †
l

)
αρ

[(
C†

5

)βγ (
C

(1)
Hℓ + C

(3)
Hℓ

)ρλ
+
(
C†

5

)γλ (
C

(1)
Hℓ + C

(3)
Hℓ

)ρβ

+
(
C†

5

)λβ (
C

(1)
Hℓ + C

(3)
Hℓ

)ργ]
−

4

3

(
Y †
l

)
ασ

[(
C†

5

)βρ (
Cργσλ

ℓℓ + Cσγρλ
ℓℓ

)

+
(
C†

5

)λρ (
Cρβσγ

ℓℓ + Cσβργ
ℓℓ

)
+
(
C†

5

)γρ (
Cρλσβ

ℓℓ + Cσλρβ
ℓℓ

)]
+

2

3
Cσγαρ

ℓe

×

[(
C†

5

)βσ (
Y †
l

)
ρλ

+
(
C†

5

)λσ (
Y †
l

)
ρβ

]
+

2

3
Cσβαρ

ℓe

[(
C†

5

)λσ (
Y †
l

)
ργ

+
(
C†

5

)γσ (
Y †
l

)
ρλ

]
+

2

3
Cσλαρ

ℓe

[(
C†

5

)γσ (
Y †
l

)
ρβ

+
(
C†

5

)βσ (
Y †
l

)
ργ

]

+
2

3

[(
C†

eH

)αβ (
C†

5

)γλ
+
(
C†

eH

)αγ (
C†

5

)λβ
+
(
C†

eH

)αλ (
C†

5

)βγ]

−
2

3

(
C†

5

)γλ [
2C∗βρσα

ℓe

(
Y †
l

)
σρ

+ 3C
(1)∗βαρσ
ℓequ (Yu)ρσ − 3C∗βαρσ

ℓedq

(
Y †
d

)
ρσ

]

−
2

3

(
C†

5

)βγ [
2C∗λρσα

ℓe

(
Y †
l

)
σρ

+ 3C
(1)∗λαρσ
ℓequ (Yu)ρσ − 3C∗λαρσ

ℓedq

(
Y †
d

)
ρσ

]

−
2

3

(
C†

5

)λβ [
2C∗γρσα

ℓe

(
Y †
l

)
σρ

+ 3C
(1)∗γαρσ
ℓequ (Yu)ρσ − 3C∗γαρσ

ℓedq

(
Y †
d

)
ρσ

]

−
2

3

(
Y †
l

)
αβ

[
C∗γλ

5 CH�
−
(
C†

5C
(1)
Hℓ

)γλ
−
(
C†

5C
(1)
Hℓ

)λγ
+ 2

(
C†

5C
(3)
Hℓ

)γλ

+ 2
(
C†

5C
(3)
Hℓ

)λγ]
−

2

3

(
Y †
l

)
αλ

[
C∗βγ

5 CH�
−
(
C†

5C
(1)
Hℓ

)βγ
−
(
C†

5C
(1)
Hℓ

)γβ

+ 2
(
C†

5C
(3)
Hℓ

)βγ
+ 2

(
C†

5C
(3)
Hℓ

)γβ]
−

2

3

(
Y †
l

)
αγ

[
C∗λβ

5 CH�
−
(
C†

5C
(1)
Hℓ

)λβ

−
(
C†

5C
(1)
Hℓ

)βλ
+ 2

(
C†

5C
(3)
Hℓ

)λβ
+ 2

(
C†

5C
(3)
Hℓ

)βλ]
, (31)

Ċ
(A)αβγλ
eℓℓℓH = 4

(
Y †
l

)
ασ

[(
C†

5

)βρ (
Cργσλ

ℓℓ − Cσγρλ
ℓℓ

)
+
(
C†

5

)λρ (
Cρβσγ

ℓℓ − Cσβργ
ℓℓ

)

+
(
C†

5

)γρ (
Cρλσβ

ℓℓ − Cσλρβ
ℓℓ

)]
+ 2Cσγαρ

ℓe

[(
C†

5

)βσ (
Y †
l

)
ρλ

−
(
C†

5

)λσ (
Y †
l

)
ρβ

]

+2Cσβαρ
ℓe

[(
C†

5

)λσ (
Y †
l

)
ργ

−
(
C†

5

)γσ (
Y †
l

)
ρλ

]
+ 2Cσλαρ

ℓe

[(
C†

5

)γσ (
Y †
l

)
ρβ

−
(
C†

5

)βσ (
Y †
l

)
ργ

]
, (32)

Ċ
(M)αβγλ
eℓℓℓH = 6g2

[(
C†

eW

)αβ (
C†

5

)γλ
−
(
C†

eW

)αλ (
C†

5

)βγ]
+ Cαρ

He

[(
Y †
l

)
ρβ

(
C†

5

)γλ

−
(
Y †
l

)
ρλ

(
C†

5

)βγ]
+
(
Y †
l

)
αρ

[(
C†

5

)βγ (
C

(1)
Hℓ + C

(3)
Hℓ

)ρλ
−
(
C†

5

)γλ (
C

(1)
Hℓ + C

(3)
Hℓ

)ρβ]
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−4
(
Y †
l

)
ασ

[(
C†

5

)βρ
Cσγρλ

ℓℓ −
(
C†

5

)λρ
Cρβσγ

ℓℓ +
(
C†

5

)γρ (
Cρλσβ

ℓℓ − Cσλρβ
ℓℓ

)]

−2Cσγαρ
ℓe

[(
C†

5

)βσ (
Y †
l

)
ρλ

−
(
C†

5

)λσ (
Y †
l

)
ρβ

]
+ Cσβαρ

ℓe

(
C†

5

)λσ (
Y †
l

)
ργ

−2Cσλαρ
ℓe

(
C†

5

)βσ (
Y †
l

)
ργ

+
1

2

[(
C†

eH

)αβ (
C†

5

)γλ
−
(
C†

eH

)αλ (
C†

5

)βγ]

−
(
C†

5

)γλ [
2C∗βρσα

ℓe

(
Y †
l

)
σρ

+ 3C
(1)∗βαρσ
ℓequ (Yu)ρσ − 3C∗βαρσ

ℓedq

(
Y †
d

)
ρσ

]

+
(
C†

5

)βγ [
2C∗λρσα

ℓe

(
Y †
l

)
σρ

+ 3C
(1)∗λαρσ
ℓequ (Yu)ρσ − 3C∗λαρσ

ℓedq

(
Y †
d

)
ρσ

]

−
(
Y †
l

)
αβ

[
C∗γλ

5 CH�
−
(
C†

5C
(1)
Hℓ

)γλ
−
(
C†

5C
(1)
Hℓ

)λγ
+ 2

(
C†

5C
(3)
Hℓ

)γλ

+ 2
(
C†

5C
(3)
Hℓ

)λγ]
+
(
Y †
l

)
αλ

[
C∗βγ

5 CH�
−
(
C†

5C
(1)
Hℓ

)βγ
−
(
C†

5C
(1)
Hℓ

)γβ

+ 2
(
C†

5C
(3)
Hℓ

)βγ
+ 2

(
C†

5C
(3)
Hℓ

)γβ]
, (33)

Ċαβγλ

dℓqℓH1
= −4

(
Y †
d

)
αρ

(
C†

5

)βλ (
C

(1)
Hq + C

(3)
Hq

)ργ
− 8

(
Y †
d

)
ασ

(
C†

5

)βρ (
C

(1)
ℓq − 2C

(3)
ℓq

)ρλσγ

+4
(
Y †
d

)
ργ

(
C†

5

)βλ
Cαρ

Hd − 2Cρσαγ
ℓedq

[(
Y †
l

)
σβ

(
C†

5

)ρλ
+
(
Y †
l

)
σλ

(
C†

5

)ρβ]

+8
(
Y †
d

)
σγ

(
C†

5

)ρλ
Cρβασ

ℓd + 4
(
C†

dH

)αγ (
C†

5

)βλ
+ 2C∗βλ

5

[
2
(
Y †
l

)
ρσ
Cσραγ

ℓedq

−4
(
Y †
d

)
ρσ

(
C

(1)∗γσρα
qd +

4

3
C

(8)∗γσρα
qd

)
+ (Yu)ρσ

(
6C

(1)∗ρσγα
quqd + C

(1)∗γσρα
quqd

+
4

3
C

(8)∗γσρα
quqd

)]
− 4

(
Y †
d

)
αγ

[
C∗βλ

5 CH�
−
(
C†

5C
(1)
Hℓ

)βλ
−
(
C†

5C
(1)
Hℓ

)λβ

+ 2
(
C†

5C
(3)
Hℓ

)βλ
+ 2

(
C†

5C
(3)
Hℓ

)λβ]
, (34)

Ċαβγλ

dℓqℓH2
= −12g2

(
C†

dW

)αγ (
C†

5

)βλ
+ 2

(
Y †
d

)
αρ

(
C†

5

)βλ (
C

(1)
Hq + C

(3)
Hq

)ργ

−2
(
Y †
d

)
ργ

(
C†

5

)βλ
Cαρ

Hd + 4
(
Y †
d

)
ασ

(
C†

5

)βρ (
C

(1)
ℓq − 5C

(3)
ℓq

)ρλσγ

−4
(
Y †
d

)
σγ

(
C†

5

)ρλ
Cρβασ

ℓd − 2Cρσαγ
ℓedq

[(
Y †
l

)
σβ

(
C†

5

)ρλ
− 2

(
Y †
l

)
σλ

(
C†

5

)ρβ]

−2
(
C†

dH

)αγ (
C†

5

)βλ
− C∗βλ

5

[
2
(
Y †
l

)
ρσ
Cσραγ

ℓedq − 4
(
Y †
d

)
ρσ

(
C

(1)∗γσρα
qd +

4

3
C

(8)∗γσρα
qd

)

+ (Yu)ρσ

(
6C

(1)∗ρσγα
quqd + C

(1)∗γσρα
quqd +

4

3
C

(8)∗γσρα
quqd

)]
+ 2

(
Y †
d

)
αγ

[
C∗βλ

5 CH�

−
(
C†

5C
(1)
Hℓ

)βλ
−
(
C†

5C
(1)
Hℓ

)λβ
+ 2

(
C†

5C
(3)
Hℓ

)βλ
+ 2

(
C†

5C
(3)
Hℓ

)λβ]
, (35)

Ċαβγλ

dℓueH
= −6

(
C†

Hud

)αγ (
C†

5

)βρ
(Yl)ρλ − 3

(
C†

5

)βσ
(Yu)ργ C

σλαρ
ℓedq + 3

(
Y †
d

)
αρ

(
C†

5

)βσ

×
(
C

(1)
ℓequ − 12C

(3)
ℓequ

)σλργ
, (36)
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Ċαβγλ
quℓℓH = −2

(
C

(1)
Hq − C

(3)
Hq

)αρ
(Yu)ρβ

(
C†

5

)γλ
+ 2 (Yu)αρC

ρβ
Hu

(
C†

5

)γλ

−2 (Yu)ρβ

[(
C

(1)
ℓq + 5C

(3)
ℓq

)σγαρ (
C†

5

)σλ
+
(
C

(1)
ℓq − C

(3)
ℓq

)σλαρ (
C†

5

)σγ]

+2 (Yu)αρ

[(
C†

5

)λσ
Cσγρβ

ℓu +
(
C†

5

)γσ
Cσλρβ

ℓu

]
+ 2C

(1)σραβ
ℓequ

[(
C†

5

)σγ (
Y †
l

)
ρλ

− 2
(
C†

5

)σλ (
Y †
l

)
ργ

]
− 2Cαβ

uH

(
C†

5

)γλ
+ C∗γλ

5

[
2C

(1)ρσαβ
ℓequ

(
Y †
l

)
σρ

+4

(
C(1)αρσβ

qu +
4

3
C(8)αρσβ

qu

)
(Yu)ρσ −

(
Y †
d

)
ρσ

(
6C

(1)αβσρ
quqd + C

(1)σβαρ
quqd

+
4

3
C

(8)σβαρ
quqd

)]
+ 2 (Yu)αβ

[
C∗γλ

5 CH�
−
(
C†

5C
(1)
Hℓ

)γλ
−
(
C†

5C
(1)
Hℓ

)λγ

+ 2
(
C†

5C
(3)
Hℓ

)γλ
+ 2

(
C†

5C
(3)
Hℓ

)λγ]
, (37)

Ċαβγλ

ℓdudH̃
= −6Cαρ

5 (Yd)σβ C
λγσρ
duq , (38)

Ċαβγλ

ℓdqqH̃
= −2Cαρ

5

(
Y †
u

)
σγ
Cβσλρ

duq − Cαρ
5

(
Y †
u

)
σλ
Cβσγρ

duq + Cαρ
5 (Yd)σβ

×
(
9C(S)γλσρ

qqq − 3C(A)γλσρ
qqq + 8C(M)γλσρ

qqq + 10C(M)σγλρ
qqq

)
. (39)

In Eq. (39), C
(S),(A),(M)
qqq are the Wilson coefficients of the dim-6 operators O

(S),(A),(M)
qqq , 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.

• For the RGE of the dim-5 operator in Eq. (24), all contributions are proportional to m2 as

expected, and no C5 cubic contribution exists, i.e., γ̂(5,5) = 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 C
(S)
ℓH can acquire such a C5 cubic contribution, as shown in Eq. (25). Other

dim-7 operators consist of five fields at most, where gauge fields in the covariant derivative

are not counted. The C5 cubic contributions to C
(S)
ℓH 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 R′
HD, R

′(1)
Hℓ and R

′(3)
Hℓ , and then indirectly to C

(S)
ℓH via

the reduction relation in Eq. (42) (equivalently by reducible diagrams with triple insertions

of the dim-5 operator).

• 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 operators 4. 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. [80–82].
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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 O5 and O
(S)
ℓH 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
dℓqℓH1

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

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

Ref [86] for a comprehensive review). On the other hand, one can make use of the results in

Eqs. (24) and (25) to discuss RG-running corrections to neutrino masses in the SMEFT [39],

namely

δMαβ
ν = −

v2

32π2
ln
( v
Λ

){
Cαβ

5

[
−3g22 + 4λ+ 6Tr

(
YuY

†
u

)]

+2v2Cαβ
5

[
−3CH +

(
8λ−

5

3
g22

)
CH�

−

(
2λ+

3

4
g21 −

3

4
g22

)
CHD − 3g22CHW

−
3

2
i
(
g21CHB̃

+ 3g22CHW̃
+ g1g2CHW̃B

)
+

1

2
Tr
(
C5C

†
5

)
−

2

3
g22Tr

(
3C

(3)†
Hq + C

(3)†
Hℓ

)

− 3Tr
(
CuHY

†
u

)
+ 6Tr

(
Y †
uC

(3)†
Hq Yu

)]
+

5

2
v2
(
C5C

†
5C5

)αβ
+

3

2

(
g21 + g22

)
v2

×

[(
C

(3)†
Hℓ C5

)αβ
+
(
C

(3)†
Hℓ C5

)βα
−
(
C

(1)†
Hℓ C5

)αβ
−
(
C

(1)†
Hℓ C5

)βα]}
(40)

to the leading-logarithmic approximation from the cut-off scale Λ down to the electroweak

scale ΛEW ∼ 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 C5 cubic term in the fourth line

of Eq. (40), the result is consistent with that obtained in Ref. [39] after different conventions

are taken into account. This C5 cubic term comes from two redundant dim-6 operators,

i.e., R
′(1)
Hℓ and R

′(3)
Hℓ , 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 Λ = 1 TeV, and the relative size of the total corrections is about

4%-8% compared to the tree-level neutrino masses for Λ ∈ [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.

One highly concerned LNV process is neutrinoless double beta decay (0νββ) related to

Majorana neutrinos. In the SMEFT, besides the dim-5 operator, nine dim-7 operators, i.e.,

{O
(S)
ℓH ,O

(S)
ℓHD1,OℓHW ,O

(S)

duℓℓD
,OℓeHD,OdℓueH

,O
dℓqℓH1

,O
dℓqℓH2

,OquℓℓH} can contribute to 0νββ

as well. Different from contributions from O5 and O
(S)
ℓH , those from the other eight dim-7
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operators are not proportional to the effective neutrino mass [19,87,88]. 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± → π∓l±l± [89,

90]), nucleon decays (e.g., p+ → π+ν [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 (Λ−3). 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 (Λ−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 [18,19,30–32,39], they constitute the complete

RGEs for the dim-5 and dim-7 operators in the SMEFT up to O (Λ−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 (Λ−3), especially with the Feynman

diagrammatic approach 5. 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].

22



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. [92] 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 3 and

dim-7 operators in Table 1 with the help of the SMEFT EoMs up to O (Λ−1) given in Eq. (3).

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

Cαβ
5 = Gαβ

5 −2m2GDHG
αβ
5 +2m2

(
G

(S)†
ℓHD3

)αβ
. (41)

A.2 Reduction relations for dim-7 operators

• ψ2H4

C
(S)αβ
ℓH = G

(S)αβ
ℓH +

(
G†

5

)αβ (1

4
g22G2W − g2GWDH − 2λGDH −

1

2
G′

HD − iG′′
HD

)

+
1

2

(
G†

5

)αγ (
G

′(3)γβ
Hℓ − iG

′′(3)γβ
Hℓ −G

′(1)γβ
Hℓ + iG

′′(1)γβ
Hℓ

)
+

1

2

(
G†

5

)βγ

×
(
G

′(3)γα
Hℓ − iG

′′(3)γα
Hℓ −G

′(1)γα
Hℓ + iG

′′(1)γα
Hℓ

)
+2λG

(S)αβ
ℓHD3 . (42)
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• ψ2H3D

Cαβ
ℓeHD = Gαβ

ℓeHD+
1

2

(
G†

5

)αγ [
Gγβ

eHD2 −Gγβ
eHD4 − 2Gγλ

ℓD (Yl)λβ

]

+
(
iGαγ

ℓHD5 + iG
(S)αγ
ℓHD6 −G

(S)αγ
ℓHD4

)
(Yl)γβ −

1

4
(Gαγ

ℓHD2 −Gγα
ℓHD2) (Yl)γβ . (43)

• ψ2H2X

Cαβ
ℓHW = Gαβ

ℓHW+
1

8

(
G†

5

)αγ (
2iG′γβ

Wℓ + 2G′γβ

W̃ℓ
+ g2G

γβ
ℓD

)
+
1

4
g2

(
G

(S)αβ
ℓHD4 − iG

(S)αβ
ℓHD6

)

+
1

16
g2

(
Gαβ

ℓHD2 −Gβα
ℓHD2

)
, (44)

C
(A)αβ
ℓHB = G

(A)αβ
ℓHB −

1

16

(
G†

5

)αγ (
2iG′γβ

Bℓ + 2G′γβ

B̃ℓ
− g1G

γβ
ℓD

)

+
1

16

(
G†

5

)βγ (
2iG′γα

Bℓ + 2G′γα

B̃ℓ
− g1G

γα
ℓD

)
+

1

16
g1

(
Gαβ

ℓHD2 −Gβα
ℓHD2

)
. (45)

• ψ2H2D2

C
(S)αβ
ℓHD1 =

1

2

(
Gαβ

ℓHD1 +Gβα
ℓHD1

)
+G

(S)αβ
ℓHD3 +G

(S)αβ
ℓHD4 +

1

2
i
(
Gαβ

ℓHD5 +Gβα
ℓHD5

)
− iG

(S)αβ
ℓHD6 , (46)

C
(S)αβ
ℓHD2 =

1

2

(
Gαβ

ℓHD2 +Gβα
ℓHD2

)
−2
(
G

(S)αβ
ℓHD3 +G

(S)αβ
ℓHD4 − iG

(S)αβ
ℓHD6

)
. (47)

• ψ4H

C
(S)αβγλ
eℓℓℓH = G

(S)αβγλ
eℓℓℓH +

1

3

[
GDH

(
Y †
l

)
αβ

−
(
G†

eHD1

)αβ
−

1

2

(
G†

eHD2

)αβ
+

1

2

(
G†

eHD4

)αβ](
G†

5

)γλ

+
1

3

[
GDH

(
Y †
l

)
αλ

−
(
G†

eHD1

)αλ
−

1

2

(
G†

eHD2

)αλ
+

1

2

(
G†

eHD4

)αλ] (
G†

5

)βγ

+
1

3

[
GDH

(
Y †
l

)
αγ

−
(
G†

eHD1

)αγ
−

1

2

(
G†

eHD2

)αγ
+

1

2

(
G†

eHD4

)αγ](
G†

5

)λβ

−
1

3

[(
Y †
l

)
αβ
G

(S)γλ
ℓHD3 +

(
Y †
l

)
αλ
G

(S)βγ
ℓHD3 +

(
Y †
l

)
αγ
G

(S)λβ
ℓHD3

]
, (48)

C
(A)αβγλ
eℓℓℓH = G

(A)αβγλ
eℓℓℓH +

1

6

(
Y †
l

)
αβ

[
Gγλ

ℓHD1 −Gλγ
ℓHD1 +

1

2

(
Gγλ

ℓHD2 −Gλγ
ℓHD2

)
+ i
(
Gγλ

ℓHD5 −Gλγ
ℓHD5

)]

+
1

6

(
Y †
l

)
αλ

[
Gβγ

ℓHD1 −Gγβ
ℓHD1 +

1

2

(
Gβγ

ℓHD2 −Gγβ
ℓHD2

)
+ i
(
Gβγ

ℓHD5 −Gγβ
ℓHD5

)]

+
1

6

(
Y †
l

)
αγ

[
Gλβ

ℓHD1 −Gβλ
ℓHD1 +

1

2

(
Gλβ

ℓHD2 −Gβλ
ℓHD2

)
+ i
(
Gλβ

ℓHD5 −Gβλ
ℓHD5

)]
, (49)

C
(M)αβγλ
eℓℓℓH = G

(M)αβγλ
eℓℓℓH +

1

2

[
GDH

(
Y †
l

)
αβ

−
(
G†

eHD1

)αβ
−

1

2

(
G†

eHD2

)αβ
+

1

2

(
G†

eHD4

)αβ] (
G†

5

)γλ

−
1

2

[
GDH

(
Y †
l

)
αλ

−
(
G†

eHD1

)αλ
−

1

2

(
G†

eHD2

)αλ
+

1

2

(
G†

eHD4

)αλ](
G†

5

)βγ

−
1

2

[(
Y †
l

)
αβ
G

(S)γλ
ℓHD3 −

(
Y †
l

)
αλ
G

(S)βγ
ℓHD3

]
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+
1

12

(
Y †
l

)
αβ

[
Gγλ

ℓHD1 −Gλγ
ℓHD1 +

1

2

(
Gγλ

ℓHD2 −Gλγ
ℓHD2

)
+ i
(
Gγλ

ℓHD5 −Gλγ
ℓHD5

)]

+
1

12

(
Y †
l

)
αλ

[
Gβγ

ℓHD1 −Gγβ
ℓHD1 +

1

2

(
Gβγ

ℓHD2 −Gγβ
ℓHD2

)
+ i
(
Gβγ

ℓHD5 −Gγβ
ℓHD5

)]

−
1

6

(
Y †
l

)
αγ

[
Gλβ

ℓHD1 −Gβλ
ℓHD1 +

1

2

(
Gλβ

ℓHD2 −Gβλ
ℓHD2

)
+ i
(
Gλβ

ℓHD5 −Gβλ
ℓHD5

)]
, (50)

Cαβγλ

dℓqℓH1
= Gαβγλ

dℓqℓH1
+

[
2GDH

(
Y †
d

)
αγ

− 2
(
G†

dHD1

)αγ
−
(
G†

dHD2

)αγ
+
(
G†

dHD4

)αγ](
G†

5

)βλ

−2
(
Y †
d

)
αγ
G

(S)βλ
ℓHD3 , (51)

Cαβγλ

dℓqℓH2
= Gαβγλ

dℓqℓH2
−
1

2

[
2GDH

(
Y †
d

)
αγ

− 2
(
G†

dHD1

)αγ
−
(
G†

dHD2

)αγ
+
(
G†

dHD4

)αγ](
G†

5

)βλ

+
(
Y †
d

)
αγ

[
1

2

(
Gβλ

ℓHD1 −Gλβ
ℓHD1

)
+

1

4

(
Gβλ

ℓHD2 −Gλβ
ℓHD2

)
+G

(S)βλ
ℓHD3 +

1

2
i
(
Gβλ

ℓHD5

− Gλβ
ℓHD5

)]
+Gαβλρ

dℓℓDu

(
Y †
u

)
ργ

+
1

2

(
Gαρβλ

duℓℓD
−Gαρλβ

duℓℓD
+Gαλβρ

dDℓℓu
−Gαβλρ

dDℓℓu

) (
Y †
u

)
ργ
, (52)

Cαβγλ

dℓueH
= Gαβγλ

dℓueH
−Gαρβγ

dDℓℓu
(Yl)ρλ , (53)

Cαβγλ
quℓℓH = Gαβγλ

quℓℓH−

[
GDH (Yu)αβ − (GuHD1)

αβ −
1

2
(GuHD2)

αβ +
1

2
(GuHD4)

αβ

](
G†

5

)γλ

+ (Yu)αβ

[
−
1

2

(
Gγλ

ℓHD1 −Gλγ
ℓHD1

)
−

1

4

(
Gγλ

ℓHD2 −Gλγ
ℓHD2

)
+G

(S)γλ
ℓHD3 −

1

2
i
(
Gγλ

ℓHD5

− Gλγ
ℓHD5

)]
+

1

2
(Yd)αρ

(
Gρβγλ

duℓℓD
−Gρβλγ

duℓℓD
+Gρλγβ

dDℓℓu
−Gργλβ

dDℓℓu

)
, (54)

Cαβγλ

ℓdudH̃
= Gαβγλ

ℓdudH̃
−
1

2

(
2Gαβρλ

ℓdDqd
+Gαρβλ

ℓqddD
−Gαρλβ

ℓqddD

)
(Yu)ργ , (55)

C
(M)αβγλ

ℓdddH
= G

(M)αβγλ

ℓdddH
+
1

6

[
2Gαβργ

ℓdDqd
(Yd)ρλ −Gαλρβ

ℓdDqd
(Yd)ργ −Gαγρλ

ℓdDqd
(Yd)ρβ − 2Gαβρλ

ℓdDqd
(Yd)ργ

+ Gαγρβ

ℓdDqd
(Yd)ρλ +Gαλργ

ℓdDqd
(Yd)ρβ

]
+

1

6
(Yl)αρ

(
Gρβγλ

edddD +Gργβλ
edddD −Gρβλγ

edddD −Gρλβγ
edddD

)

−
1

6

(
Gαργλ

ℓqddD
−Gαρλγ

ℓqddD

)
(Yd)ρβ −

1

12

(
Gαρβλ

ℓqddD
−Gαρλβ

ℓqddD

)
(Yd)ργ

−
1

12

(
Gαργβ

ℓqddD
−Gαρβγ

ℓqddD

)
(Yd)ρλ , (56)

C
(A)αβγλ

eqddH̃
= G

(A)αβγλ

eqddH̃
+
1

4

(
Y †
d

)
ρβ

(
Gαργλ

edddD −Gαλργ
edddD +Gαγλρ

edddD −Gαρλγ
edddD +Gαγρλ

edddD −Gαλγρ
edddD

)

−
1

4

(
Y †
l

)
αρ

(
Gρβγλ

ℓqddD
−Gρβλγ

ℓqddD

)
, (57)

Cαβγλ

ℓdqqH̃
= Gαβγλ

ℓdqqH̃
−Gαβγρ

ℓdqDd

(
Y †
d

)
ρλ
. (58)

• ψ4D

C
(S)αβγλ
edddD =

1

6

(
Gαβγλ

edddD +Gαλβγ
edddD +Gαγλβ

edddD +Gαβλγ
edddD +Gαγβλ

edddD +Gαλγβ
edddD

)
, (59)

C
(S)αβγλ

duℓℓD
=

1

2

(
Gαβγλ

duℓℓD
+Gαβλγ

duℓℓD

)
+
1

2

(
Gαλγβ

dDℓℓu
+Gαγλβ

dDℓℓu

)
, (60)
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C
(S)αβγλ

ℓqddD
=

1

2

(
Gαβγλ

ℓqddD
+Gαβλγ

ℓqddD

)
. (61)

Appendix B Counterterms in the Green’s basis

As discussed in Sec. 3.1, 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 3 to 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 (Λ−3). For counterterms

of the dim-6 operators in Table 3, 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 δZG
H and δG...

... 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

δZG
H =

1

16π2ε
m2 (CHD − 2CH�

) , (62)

in which only new corrections from non-renormalization operators up to O (Λ−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 δZG
ℓ up to O (Λ−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

δG5 =
1

16π2ε
2m2

[
2C5CH�

+ C
(1)†
Hℓ C5 +

(
C

(1)†
Hℓ C5

)T
− 2C

(3)†
Hℓ C5 − 2

(
C

(3)†
Hℓ C5

)T]
. (63)

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

δG5 =
1

16π2ε

{
8m2C

(S)†
ℓH +m2YlC

†
ℓeHD +m2

(
YlC

†
ℓeHD

)T
−m2YlY

†
l

(
C

(S)†
ℓHD1 + C

(S)†
ℓHD2

)

− m2
[
YlY

†
l

(
C

(S)†
ℓHD1 + C

(S)†
ℓHD2

)]T}
. (64)
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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:

• X2D2

δG2W =
1

16π2ε
12g2C3W . (65)

• H2XD2

δGWDH =
1

16π2ε

[
1

6
g2CH�

+ 3g22C3W +
2

3
g2Tr

(
C

(3)
Hℓ

)
+ 2g2Tr

(
C

(3)
Hq

)]
. (66)

• H4D2

δG′
HD =

1

16π2ε

{(
3g22 − 4λ

)
CH�

+

[
3

2

(
g21 − g22

)
+ 2λ

]
CHD + 3g21CHB + 9g22CHW

+3g1g2CHWB + Tr
(
CeHY

†
l + YlC

†
eH + 3CdHY

†
d + 3YdC

†
dH + 3CuHY

†
u + 3YuC

†
uH

)

−4Tr
(
Y †
l C

(3)
HℓYl + 3Y †

dC
(3)
HqYd + 3Y †

uC
(3)
HqYu

)
+ 6Tr

(
YuCHudY

†
d + YdC

†
HudY

†
u

)

− Tr
(
C5C

†
5

)}
,

δG′′
HD = −

1

16π2ε

i

2
Tr
(
CeHY

†
l − YlC

†
eH + 3CdHY

†
d − 3YdC

†
dH − 3CuHY

†
u + 3YuC

†
uH

)
. (67)

• ψ2HD2

δGαβ
eHD1 =

1

16π2ε

[
−
3

2
g1C

αβ
eB +

9

2
g2C

αβ
eW − (Yl)αγ C

γβ
He + 2Cαγλβ

ℓe (Yl)γλ + 3C
(1)αβγλ
ℓequ

(
Y †
u

)
λγ

− 3Cαβγλ
ℓedq (Yd)λγ

]
,

δGeHD2 =
1

16π2ε

1

2

(
YlCHe − C

(1)
HℓYl − 3C

(3)
HℓYl

)
,

δGeHD4 =
1

16π2ε

(
−3g1CeB + 9g2CeW −

3

2
YlCHe −

1

2
C

(1)
HℓYl −

3

2
C

(3)
HℓYl

)
,

δGαβ
uHD1 =

1

16π2ε

[
1

2
g1C

αβ
uB +

9

2
g2C

αβ
uW + 4gsC

αβ
uG + (Yu)αγ C

γβ
Hu − (Yd)αγ

(
C†

Hud

)γβ

+C
(1)γλαβ
ℓequ

(
Y †
l

)
λγ

+ 2

(
C(1)αγλβ

qu +
4

3
C(8)αγλβ

qu

)
(Yu)γλ − 3C

(1)αβγλ
quqd

(
Y †
d

)
λγ

−
1

2

(
C

(1)λβαγ
quqd +

4

3
C

(8)λβαγ
quqd

)(
Y †
d

)
γλ

]
,

δGuHD2 =
1

16π2ε

1

2

(
C

(1)
HqYu − 3C

(3)
HqYu − YuCHu + YdC

†
Hud

)
,

δGuHD4 =
1

16π2ε

(
g1CuB + 9g2CuW + 8gsCuG +

1

2
C

(1)
HqYu −

3

2
C

(3)
HqYu +

3

2
YuCHu −

3

2
YdC

†
Hud

)
,
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δGαβ
dHD1 =

1

16π2ε

[
1

2
g1C

αβ
dB +

9

2
g2C

αβ
dW + 4gsC

αβ
dG − (Yd)αγ C

γβ
Hd − (Yu)αγ C

γβ
Hud − C∗γλβα

ℓedq (Yl)γλ

+2

(
C

(1)αγλβ
qd +

4

3
C

(8)αγλβ
qd

)
(Yd)γλ − 3C

(1)γλαβ
quqd

(
Y †
u

)
λγ

−
1

2

(
C

(1)αγλβ
quqd +

4

3
C

(8)αγλβ
quqd

)(
Y †
u

)
γλ

]
,

δGdHD2 =
1

16π2ε

1

2

(
−C

(1)
HqYd − 3C

(3)
HqYd + YdCHd + YuCHud

)
,

δGdHD4 =
1

16π2ε

(
g1CdB + 9g2CdW + 8gsCdG −

1

2
C

(1)
HqYd −

3

2
C

(3)
HqYd −

3

2
YdCHd −

3

2
YuCHud

)
.(68)

• ψ2XD

δG′
Bℓ =

1

16π2ε
i
(
CeBY

†
l − YlC

†
eB

)
,

δG′

B̃ℓ
=

1

16π2ε

(
CeBY

†
l + YlC

†
eB

)
,

δG′
Wℓ =

1

16π2ε
i
(
CeWY

†
l − YlC

†
eW

)
,

δG′

W̃ ℓ
=

1

16π2ε

(
CeWY

†
l + YlC

†
eW

)
. (69)

• ψ2DH2

δG
′(1)
Hℓ =

1

16π2ε

1

8

[
(CHD − 2CH�

)YlY
†
l − 3g1

(
CeBY

†
l + YlC

†
eB

)
+ 9g2

(
CeWY

†
l + YlC

†
eW

)

+ 3
(
CeHY

†
l + YlC

†
eH

)
+ YlY

†
l C

(1)
Hℓ + C

(1)
HℓYlY

†
l + 3YlY

†
l C

(3)
Hℓ + 3C

(3)
HℓYlY

†
l − 6C5C

†
5

]
,

δG
′(3)
Hℓ =

1

16π2ε

1

8

[
(CHD − 2CH�

)YlY
†
l − 3g1

(
CeBY

†
l + YlC

†
eB

)
− 3g2

(
CeWY

†
l + YlC

†
eW

)

+ CeHY
†
l + YlC

†
eH + YlY

†
l C

(1)
Hℓ + C

(1)
HℓYlY

†
l − YlY

†
l C

(3)
Hℓ − C

(3)
HℓYlY

†
l + 4C5C

†
5

]
,

δG
′′(1)
Hℓ = −

1

16π2ε

i

8

[
3g1

(
CeBY

†
l − YlC

†
eB

)
+ 9g2

(
CeWY

†
l − YlC

†
eW

)
+ 12i

(
g21CHB̃

+ 3g22CHW̃

)
1

+ 3
(
CeHY

†
l − YlC

†
eH

)
+
(
C

(1)
HℓYlY

†
l − YlY

†
l C

(1)
Hℓ

)
+ 3

(
C

(3)
HℓYlY

†
l − YlY

†
l C

(3)
Hℓ

)]
,

δG
′′(3)
Hℓ = −

1

16π2ε

i

8

[
3g1

(
CeBY

†
l − YlC

†
eB

)
− 3g2

(
CeWY

†
l − YlC

†
eW

)
− 12ig1g2CHW̃B

1

+
(
CeHY

†
l − YlC

†
eH

)
+
(
C

(1)
HℓYlY

†
l − YlY

†
l C

(1)
Hℓ

)
−
(
C

(3)
HℓYlY

†
l − YlY

†
l C

(3)
Hℓ

)]
. (70)

As can be seen from the above results, RDH and RℓD do not have the corresponding coun-

terterms in the SMEFT up to O (Λ−3), and the counterterms for R′
HD, R

′(1)
Hℓ and R

′(3)
Hℓ 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 γ(7,5) and to γ(7,6) after the SMEFT

EoMs up to O (Λ−1) 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 R
(S)
ℓHD3 is presented, which makes a contribution to

the RGE of the dim-5 operator via the reduction relation in Eq. (41).

B.4.1 Contributions from insertions of one dim-5 operator and one dim-6 operator

• ψ2H4

δG
(S)
ℓH =

1

16π2ε

{
−C†

5 [3CH + 2λ (CHD − 6CH�
)] +

3

2
C†

5

(
g21CHB + g22CHW + g1g2CHWB

)

+
1

4

[
8λ− 3

(
g21 + g22

)] [
C†

5C
(1)
Hℓ +

(
C†

5C
(1)
Hℓ

)T]
−

1

4

[
16λ− 3

(
g21 + g22

)]

×

[
C†

5C
(3)
Hℓ +

(
C†

5C
(3)
Hℓ

)T]
− C†

5YlY
†
l C

(3)
Hℓ −

(
C†

5YlY
†
l C

(3)
Hℓ

)T
+

1

2
C†

5CeHY
†
l

+
1

2

(
C†

5CeHY
†
l

)T
+

1

2
C†

5YlC
†
eH +

1

2

(
C†

5YlC
†
eH

)T}
. (71)

• ψ2H3D

δGαβ
ℓeHD =

1

16π2ε

[(
CH�

−
3

4
CHD

)(
C†

5Yl

)αβ
+ 6g2

(
C†

5CeW

)αβ
+

1

2

(
C†

5CeH

)αβ

−
5

2

(
C†

5YlCHe

)αβ
− 2

(
C

(1)γα
Hℓ + C

(3)γα
Hℓ

)(
C†

5Yl

)γβ
− 2

(
C†

5Yl

)γλ
Cγαλβ

ℓe

]
. (72)

• ψ2H2D2

δGαβ
ℓHD1 =

1

16π2ε

[
1

2

(
C†

5

)αβ
CHD +

1

2

(
C†

5C
(1)
Hℓ

)αβ
+
(
C†

5C
(1)
Hℓ

)βα
−

5

2

(
C†

5C
(3)
Hℓ

)αβ

− 5
(
C†

5C
(3)
Hℓ

)βα
+ 4

(
C†

5

)γλ
Cγαλβ

ℓℓ

]
,

δGαβ
ℓHD2 =

1

16π2ε

[
−
(
C†

5

)αβ
CHD −

(
C†

5C
(1)
Hℓ

)αβ
− 2

(
C†

5C
(1)
Hℓ

)βα
+ 2

(
C†

5C
(3)
Hℓ

)αβ

+ 4
(
C†

5C
(3)
Hℓ

)βα
− 8

(
C†

5

)γλ
Cγαλβ

ℓℓ

]
,

δG
(S)αβ
ℓHD3 =

1

16π2ε

[(
C†

5

)αβ
CH�

−
(
C†

5C
(1)
Hℓ

)αβ
−
(
C†

5C
(1)
Hℓ

)βα
+ 2

(
C†

5C
(3)
Hℓ

)αβ
+ 2

(
C†

5C
(3)
Hℓ

)βα]
,

δG
(S)αβ
ℓHD4 =

1

16π2ε

[
−
1

2

(
C†

5C
(1)
Hℓ

)αβ
−

1

2

(
C†

5C
(1)
Hℓ

)βα
+
(
C†

5C
(3)
Hℓ

)αβ
+
(
C†

5C
(3)
Hℓ

)βα]
,

δGαβ
ℓHD5 =

1

16π2ε

3

2
i
(
C†

5C
(3)
Hℓ

)αβ
,

δG
(S)αβ
ℓHD6 =

1

16π2ε

[
−
1

4
i
(
C†

5C
(1)
Hℓ

)αβ
−

1

4
i
(
C†

5C
(1)
Hℓ

)βα
+

1

2
i
(
C†

5C
(3)
Hℓ

)αβ
+

1

2
i
(
C†

5C
(3)
Hℓ

)βα]
. (73)
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• ψ2H2X

δG
(A)
ℓHB =

1

16π2ε

{
−

1

16
g1

[
C†

5C
(1)
Hℓ −

(
C†

5C
(1)
Hℓ

)T]
+

1

8
g1

[
C†

5C
(3)
Hℓ −

(
C†

5C
(3)
Hℓ

)T]

+
1

2

[
C†

5YlC
†
eB −

(
C†

5YlC
†
eB

)T]}
,

δGℓHW =
1

16π2ε

{
1

8
g2

[
C†

5C
(1)
Hℓ + 2

(
C†

5C
(1)
Hℓ

)T
+ 4C†

5C
(3)
Hℓ + 2

(
C†

5C
(3)
Hℓ

)T]
− C†

5YlC
†
eW

+ g2
(
CHW − iC

HW̃

)
C†

5 −
3

4
g22
(
C3W − iC

3W̃

)
C†

5

}
. (74)

• ψ4H

δG
(S)αβγλ
eℓℓℓH =

1

16π2ε

{
−2g2

[(
C†

eW

)αβ (
C†

5

)γλ
+
(
C†

eW

)αλ (
C†

5

)βγ
+
(
C†

eW

)αγ (
C†

5

)λβ]

+
1

3
Cαρ

He

[(
Y †
l

)
ρβ

(
C†

5

)γλ
+
(
Y †
l

)
ρλ

(
C†

5

)βγ
+
(
Y †
l

)
ργ

(
C†

5

)λβ]

−
1

3

(
Y †
l

)
αρ

[(
C†

5

)βγ (
C

(1)
Hℓ + C

(3)
Hℓ

)ρλ
+
(
C†

5

)γλ (
C

(1)
Hℓ + C

(3)
Hℓ

)ρβ

+
(
C†

5

)λβ (
C

(1)
Hℓ + C

(3)
Hℓ

)ργ]
−

2

3

(
Y †
l

)
ασ

[(
C†

5

)βρ (
Cργσλ

ℓℓ + Cσγρλ
ℓℓ

)

+
(
C†

5

)λρ (
Cρβσγ

ℓℓ + Cσβργ
ℓℓ

)
+
(
C†

5

)γρ (
Cρλσβ

ℓℓ + Cσλρβ
ℓℓ

)]

+
1

3
Cσγαρ

ℓe

[(
C†

5

)βσ (
Y †
l

)
ρλ

+
(
C†

5

)λσ (
Y †
l

)
ρβ

]
+

1

3
Cσβαρ

ℓe

[(
C†

5

)λσ (
Y †
l

)
ργ

+
(
C†

5

)γσ (
Y †
l

)
ρλ

]
+

1

3
Cσλαρ

ℓe

[(
C†

5

)γσ (
Y †
l

)
ρβ

+
(
C†

5

)βσ (
Y †
l

)
ργ

]

+
1

3

[(
C†

eH

)αβ (
C†

5

)γλ
+
(
C†

eH

)αγ (
C†

5

)λβ
+
(
C†

eH

)αλ (
C†

5

)βγ]}
,

δG
(A)αβγλ
eℓℓℓH =

1

16π2ε

{
2
(
Y †
l

)
ασ

[(
C†

5

)βρ (
Cργσλ

ℓℓ − Cσγρλ
ℓℓ

)
+
(
C†

5

)λρ (
Cρβσγ

ℓℓ − Cσβργ
ℓℓ

)

+
(
C†

5

)γρ (
Cρλσβ

ℓℓ − Cσλρβ
ℓℓ

)]
+ Cσγαρ

ℓe

[(
C†

5

)βσ (
Y †
l

)
ρλ

−
(
C†

5

)λσ (
Y †
l

)
ρβ

]

+Cσβαρ
ℓe

[(
C†

5

)λσ (
Y †
l

)
ργ

−
(
C†

5

)γσ (
Y †
l

)
ρλ

]
+ Cσλαρ

ℓe

[(
C†

5

)γσ (
Y †
l

)
ρβ

−
(
C†

5

)βσ (
Y †
l

)
ργ

]}
,

δG
(M)αβγλ
eℓℓℓH =

1

16π2ε

{
3g2

[(
C†

eW

)αβ (
C†

5

)γλ
−
(
C†

eW

)αλ (
C†

5

)βγ]

+
1

2
Cαρ

He

[(
Y †
l

)
ρβ

(
C†

5

)γλ
−
(
Y †
l

)
ρλ

(
C†

5

)βγ]

+
1

2

(
Y †
l

)
αρ

[(
C†

5

)βγ (
C

(1)
Hℓ + C

(3)
Hℓ

)ρλ
−
(
C†

5

)γλ (
C

(1)
Hℓ + C

(3)
Hℓ

)ρβ]

−2
(
Y †
l

)
ασ

[(
C†

5

)βρ
Cσγρλ

ℓℓ −
(
C†

5

)λρ
Cρβσγ

ℓℓ +
(
C†

5

)γρ (
Cρλσβ

ℓℓ − Cσλρβ
ℓℓ

)]

30



−Cσγαρ
ℓe

[(
C†

5

)βσ (
Y †
l

)
ρλ

−
(
C†

5

)λσ (
Y †
l

)
ρβ

]
+ Cσβαρ

ℓe

(
C†

5

)λσ (
Y †
l

)
ργ

− Cσλαρ
ℓe

(
C†

5

)βσ (
Y †
l

)
ργ

+
1

2

[(
C†

eH

)αβ (
C†

5

)γλ
−
(
C†

eH

)αλ (
C†

5

)βγ]}
,

δGαβγλ

dℓqℓH1
=

1

16π2ε

{
−2
(
Y †
d

)
αρ

(
C†

5

)βλ (
C

(1)
Hq + C

(3)
Hq

)ργ
− 4

(
Y †
d

)
ασ

(
C†

5

)βρ (
C

(1)
ℓq − 2C

(3)
ℓq

)ρλσγ

+2
(
Y †
d

)
ργ

(
C†

5

)βλ
Cαρ

Hd − Cρσαγ
ℓedq

[(
Y †
l

)
σβ

(
C†

5

)ρλ
+
(
Y †
l

)
σλ

(
C†

5

)ρβ]

+ 4
(
Y †
d

)
σγ

(
C†

5

)ρλ
Cρβασ

ℓd + 2
(
C†

dH

)αγ (
C†

5

)βλ}
,

δGαβγλ

dℓqℓH2
=

1

16π2ε

{
−6g2

(
C†

dW

)αγ (
C†

5

)βλ
+
(
Y †
d

)
αρ

(
C†

5

)βλ (
C

(1)
Hq + C

(3)
Hq

)ργ

−
(
Y †
d

)
ργ

(
C†

5

)βλ
Cαρ

Hd + 2
(
Y †
d

)
ασ

(
C†

5

)βρ (
C

(1)
ℓq − 5C

(3)
ℓq

)ρλσγ

−2
(
Y †
d

)
σγ

(
C†

5

)ρλ
Cρβασ

ℓd − Cρσαγ
ℓedq

[(
Y †
l

)
σβ

(
C†

5

)ρλ
− 2

(
Y †
l

)
σλ

(
C†

5

)ρβ]

−
(
C†

dH

)αγ (
C†

5

)βλ}
,

δGαβγλ

dℓueH
=

1

16π2ε

[
−3
(
C†

Hud

)αγ (
C†

5

)βρ
(Yl)ρλ −

3

2

(
C†

5

)βσ
(Yu)ργ C

σλαρ
ℓedq

+
3

2

(
Y †
d

)
αρ

(
C†

5

)βσ (
C

(1)
ℓequ − 12C

(3)
ℓequ

)σλργ]
,

δGαβγλ
quℓℓH =

1

16π2ε

{
−
(
C

(1)
Hq − C

(3)
Hq

)αρ
(Yu)ρβ

(
C†

5

)γλ
+ (Yu)αρC

ρβ
Hu

(
C†

5

)γλ

− (Yu)ρβ

[(
C

(1)
ℓq + 5C

(3)
ℓq

)σγαρ (
C†

5

)σλ
+
(
C

(1)
ℓq − C

(3)
ℓq

)σλαρ (
C†

5

)σγ]

+ (Yu)αρ

[(
C†

5

)λσ
Cσγρβ

ℓu +
(
C†

5

)γσ
Cσλρβ

ℓu

]
+ C

(1)σραβ
ℓequ

[(
C†

5

)σγ (
Y †
l

)
ρλ

− 2
(
C†

5

)σλ (
Y †
l

)
ργ

]
− Cαβ

uH

(
C†

5

)γλ}
,

δGαβγλ

ℓdudH̃
= −

1

16π2ε
3Cαρ

5 (Yd)σβ C
λγσρ
duq ,

δGαβγλ

ℓdqqH̃
=

1

16π2ε

[
−Cαρ

5

(
Y †
u

)
σγ
Cβσλρ

duq −
1

2
Cαρ

5

(
Y †
u

)
σλ
Cβσγρ

duq +
1

2
Cαρ

5 (Yd)σβ

×
(
9C(S)γλσρ

qqq − 3C(A)γλσρ
qqq + 8C(M)γλσρ

qqq + 10C(M)σγλρ
qqq

) ]
. (75)

In the last equality of Eq. (75), C
(S),(A),(M)
qqq are the Wilson coefficients of the dim-6 operators

O
(S),(A),(M)
qqq , which are the totally symmetric, totally antisymmetric and mixed symmetric combi-

nations of Oαβγλ
qqq = ǫijkǫadǫbe

(
Qia

αLCQ
jb
βL

) (
Qke

γLCℓ
d
λL

)
, namely,

O(S)αβγλ
qqq =

1

6

(
Oαβγλ

qqq +Oγαβλ
qqq +Oβγαλ

qqq +Oαγβλ
qqq +Oβαγλ

qqq +Oγβαλ
qqq

)
,

O(A)αβγλ
qqq =

1

6

(
Oαβγλ

qqq +Oγαβλ
qqq +Oβγαλ

qqq −Oαγβλ
qqq −Oβαγλ

qqq −Oγβαλ
qqq

)
,
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O(M)αβγλ
qqq =

1

3

(
Oαβγλ

qqq +Oγβαλ
qqq −Oβαγλ

qqq −Oβγαλ
qqq

)
, (76)

with

C(S)αβγλ
qqq =

1

6

(
Cαβγλ

qqq + Cγαβλ
qqq + Cβγαλ

qqq + Cαγβλ
qqq + Cβαγλ

qqq + Cγβαλ
qqq

)
,

C(A)αβγλ
qqq =

1

6

(
Cαβγλ

qqq + Cγαβλ
qqq + Cβγαλ

qqq − Cαγβλ
qqq − Cβαγλ

qqq − Cγβαλ
qqq

)
,

C(M)αβγλ
qqq =

1

6

(
2Cαβγλ

qqq − Cγαβλ
qqq − Cβγαλ

qqq − Cαγβλ
qqq − Cβαγλ

qqq + 2Cγβαλ
qqq

)
. (77)

The other mixed symmetric combination O
(M ′)
qqq is vanishing thanks to Oαβγλ

qqq +Oβαγλ
qqq − Oγαβλ

qqq −

Oγβαλ
qqq = 0.

B.4.2 Contributions from insertions of one dim-7 operator

δG
(S)αβ
ℓHD3 =

1

16π2ε

[
3

2
g22C

(S)αβ
ℓHD1 +

3

4
g22C

(S)αβ
ℓHD2 +

3

4

(
C

(S)
ℓHD1YlY

†
l

)αβ
+

3

4

(
C

(S)
ℓHD1YlY

†
l

)βα

−
1

2
(Yl)λγ

(
3C

(S)γλαβ
eℓℓℓH + C

(M)γλαβ
eℓℓℓH + C

(M)γλβα
eℓℓℓH

)
+

3

8

(
C

(S)
ℓHD2YlY

†
l

)αβ

+
3

8

(
C

(S)
ℓHD2YlY

†
l

)βα
−

3

4
(Yd)λγ

(
Cγαλβ

dℓqℓH1
+ Cγβλα

dℓqℓH1

)

+
3

2

(
Y †
u

)
γλ

(
Cλγαβ

quℓℓH + Cλγβα
quℓℓH

)]
. (78)

Appendix C Counterterms in the physical basis

With the help of the reduction relations in Appendix A, 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

δZH =
1

16π2ε
m2 (CHD − 2CH�

) . (79)

C.2 Counterterms for the dim-5 operator

δCαβ
5 =

1

16π2ε
m2

{
6Cαβ

5 CH�
+ 8C

(S)∗αβ
ℓH +

3

2
g22

(
2C

(S)∗αβ
ℓHD1 + C

(S)∗αβ
ℓHD2

)
+

1

2

(
YlY

†
l C

(S)†
ℓHD1

)αβ

+
1

2

(
YlY

†
l C

(S)†
ℓHD1

)βα
−

1

4

(
YlY

†
l C

(S)†
ℓHD2

)αβ
−

1

4

(
YlY

†
l C

(S)†
ℓHD2

)βα
+
(
YlC

†
ℓeHD

)αβ

+
(
YlC

†
ℓeHD

)βα
−
(
Y †
l

)
γλ

(
3C

(S)∗γλαβ
eℓℓℓH + C

(M)∗γλαβ
eℓℓℓH + C

(M)∗γλβα
eℓℓℓH

)

−
3

2

(
Y †
d

)
γλ

(
C∗γαλβ

dℓqℓH1
+ C∗γβλα

dℓqℓH1

)
+ 3 (Yu)λγ

(
C∗λγαβ

quℓℓH + C∗λγβα
quℓℓH

)}
. (80)
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C.3 Counterterms for dim-7 operators

• ψ2H4

δC
(S)αβ
ℓH =

1

16π2ε

{
C∗αβ

5

[
−3CH −

3

4

(
g21 − g22 + 4λ

)
CHD +

(
16λ−

5

3
g22

)
CH�

− 3g22CHW

+
3

2
i
(
g21CHB̃

+ 3g22CHW̃
+ g1g2CHW̃B

)
+

1

2
Tr
(
C5C

†
5

)
−

2

3
g22Tr

(
3C

(3)
Hq + C

(3)
Hℓ

)

−Tr
(
CeHY

†
l + 3CdHY

†
d + 3YuC

†
uH

)
+ 2Tr

(
Y †
l C

(3)
HℓYl + 3Y †

dC
(3)
HqYd + 3Y †

uC
(3)
HqYu

)

− 3Tr
(
YuCHudY

†
d + YdC

†
HudY

†
u

)]
+

5

4

(
C†

5C5C
†
5

)αβ
+

3

4

(
g21 + g22

) [(
C†

5C
(3)
Hℓ

)αβ

+
(
C†

5C
(3)
Hℓ

)βα
−
(
C†

5C
(1)
Hℓ

)αβ
−
(
C†

5C
(1)
Hℓ

)βα]
−

3

2
g2

[(
C†

5YlC
†
eW

)αβ
+
(
C†

5YlC
†
eW

)βα]

+
1

4

[(
C†

5YlC
†
eH

)αβ
+
(
C†

5YlC
†
eH

)βα]
+

1

2

[(
C†

5CeHY
†
l

)αβ
+
(
C†

5CeHY
†
l

)βα]

−
3

2

[(
C†

5YlY
†
l C

(3)
Hℓ

)αβ
+
(
C†

5YlY
†
l C

(3)
Hℓ

)βα]}
. (81)

• ψ2H3D

δCαβ
ℓeHD =

1

16π2ε

{(
CH�

−
3

4
CHD

)(
C†

5Yl

)αβ
+

3

2
g1

(
C†

5CeB

)αβ
+

3

2
g2

(
C†

5CeW

)αβ

+
1

2

(
C†

5CeH

)αβ
−

3

2

(
C†

5YlCHe

)αβ
+

[
1

2

(
C†

5C
(1)
Hℓ

)αγ
−
(
C†

5C
(1)
Hℓ

)γα

−
5

2

(
C†

5C
(3)
Hℓ

)αγ
− 4

(
C†

5C
(3)
Hℓ

)γα]
(Yl)γβ − 2

(
C†

5Yl

)γλ
Cγαλβ

ℓe

}
. (82)

• ψ2H2D2

δC
(S)αβ
ℓHD1 =

1

16π2ε

[
1

2
C∗αβ

5 (CHD + 2CH�
)−

(
C†

5C
(1)
Hℓ

)αβ
−
(
C†

5C
(1)
Hℓ

)βα
−
(
C†

5C
(3)
Hℓ

)αβ

−
(
C†

5C
(3)
Hℓ

)βα
+ 4C∗γλ

5 Cγαλβ
ℓℓ

]
,

δC
(S)αβ
ℓHD2 =

1

16π2ε

[
−C∗αβ

5 (CHD + 2CH�
) + 2

(
C†

5C
(1)
Hℓ

)αβ
+ 2

(
C†

5C
(1)
Hℓ

)βα
− 4

(
C†

5C
(3)
Hℓ

)αβ

− 4
(
C†

5C
(3)
Hℓ

)βα
− 8C∗γλ

5 Cγαλβ
ℓℓ

]
. (83)

• ψ2H2X

δC
(A)αβ
ℓHB =

1

16π2ε

1

4

[(
C†

5YlC
†
eB

)αβ
−
(
C†

5YlC
†
eB

)βα]
,

δCαβ
ℓHW =

1

16π2ε

{
3

4
g2

[(
C†

5C
(3)
Hℓ

)αβ
+
(
C†

5C
(3)
Hℓ

)βα]
−

1

2

(
C†

5YlC
†
eW

)αβ

+ g2
(
CHW − iC

HW̃

)
C∗αβ

5 −
3

4
g22
(
C3W − iC

3W̃

)
C∗αβ

5

}
. (84)
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• ψ4H

δC
(S)αβγλ
eℓℓℓH =

1

16π2ε

{
−2g2

[(
C†

eW

)αβ (
C†

5

)γλ
+
(
C†

eW

)αλ (
C†

5

)βγ
+
(
C†

eW

)αγ (
C†

5

)λβ]

+
1

3
Cαρ

He

[(
Y †
l

)
ρβ

(
C†

5

)γλ
+
(
Y †
l

)
ρλ

(
C†

5

)βγ
+
(
Y †
l

)
ργ

(
C†

5

)λβ]

−
1

3

(
Y †
l

)
αρ

[(
C†

5

)βγ (
C

(1)
Hℓ + C

(3)
Hℓ

)ρλ
+
(
C†

5

)γλ (
C

(1)
Hℓ + C

(3)
Hℓ

)ρβ

+
(
C†

5

)λβ (
C

(1)
Hℓ + C

(3)
Hℓ

)ργ]
−

2

3

(
Y †
l

)
ασ

[(
C†

5

)βρ (
Cργσλ

ℓℓ + Cσγρλ
ℓℓ

)

+
(
C†

5

)λρ (
Cρβσγ

ℓℓ + Cσβργ
ℓℓ

)
+
(
C†

5

)γρ (
Cρλσβ

ℓℓ + Cσλρβ
ℓℓ

)]

+
1

3
Cσγαρ

ℓe

[(
C†

5

)βσ (
Y †
l

)
ρλ

+
(
C†

5

)λσ (
Y †
l

)
ρβ

]
+

1

3
Cσβαρ

ℓe

[(
C†

5

)λσ (
Y †
l

)
ργ

+
(
C†

5

)γσ (
Y †
l

)
ρλ

]
+

1

3
Cσλαρ

ℓe

[(
C†

5

)γσ (
Y †
l

)
ρβ

+
(
C†

5

)βσ (
Y †
l

)
ργ

]

+
1

3

[(
C†

eH

)αβ (
C†

5

)γλ
+
(
C†

eH

)αγ (
C†

5

)λβ
+
(
C†

eH

)αλ (
C†

5

)βγ]

−
1

3

(
C†

5

)γλ [
2C∗βρσα

ℓe

(
Y †
l

)
σρ

+ 3C
(1)∗βαρσ
ℓequ (Yu)ρσ − 3C∗βαρσ

ℓedq

(
Y †
d

)
ρσ

]

−
1

3

(
C†

5

)βγ [
2C∗λρσα

ℓe

(
Y †
l

)
σρ

+ 3C
(1)∗λαρσ
ℓequ (Yu)ρσ − 3C∗λαρσ

ℓedq

(
Y †
d

)
ρσ

]

−
1

3

(
C†

5

)λβ [
2C∗γρσα

ℓe

(
Y †
l

)
σρ

+ 3C
(1)∗γαρσ
ℓequ (Yu)ρσ − 3C∗γαρσ

ℓedq

(
Y †
d

)
ρσ

]

−
1

3

(
Y †
l

)
αβ

[
C∗γλ

5 CH�
−
(
C†

5C
(1)
Hℓ

)γλ
−
(
C†

5C
(1)
Hℓ

)λγ
+ 2

(
C†

5C
(3)
Hℓ

)γλ

+ 2
(
C†

5C
(3)
Hℓ

)λγ]
−

1

3

(
Y †
l

)
αλ

[
C∗βγ

5 CH�
−
(
C†

5C
(1)
Hℓ

)βγ
−
(
C†

5C
(1)
Hℓ

)γβ

+ 2
(
C†

5C
(3)
Hℓ

)βγ
+ 2

(
C†

5C
(3)
Hℓ

)γβ]
−

1

3

(
Y †
l

)
αγ

[
C∗λβ

5 CH�
−
(
C†

5C
(1)
Hℓ

)λβ

−
(
C†

5C
(1)
Hℓ

)βλ
+ 2

(
C†

5C
(3)
Hℓ

)λβ
+ 2

(
C†

5C
(3)
Hℓ

)βλ]}
,

δC
(A)αβγλ
eℓℓℓH =

1

16π2ε

{
2
(
Y †
l

)
ασ

[(
C†

5

)βρ (
Cργσλ

ℓℓ − Cσγρλ
ℓℓ

)
+
(
C†

5

)λρ (
Cρβσγ

ℓℓ − Cσβργ
ℓℓ

)

+
(
C†

5

)γρ (
Cρλσβ

ℓℓ − Cσλρβ
ℓℓ

)]
+ Cσγαρ

ℓe

[(
C†

5

)βσ (
Y †
l

)
ρλ

−
(
C†

5

)λσ (
Y †
l

)
ρβ

]

+Cσβαρ
ℓe

[(
C†

5

)λσ (
Y †
l

)
ργ

−
(
C†

5

)γσ (
Y †
l

)
ρλ

]
+ Cσλαρ

ℓe

[(
C†

5

)γσ (
Y †
l

)
ρβ

−
(
C†

5

)βσ (
Y †
l

)
ργ

]}
,

δC
(M)αβγλ
eℓℓℓH =

1

16π2ε

{
3g2

[(
C†

eW

)αβ (
C†

5

)γλ
−
(
C†

eW

)αλ (
C†

5

)βγ]

+
1

2
Cαρ

He

[(
Y †
l

)
ρβ

(
C†

5

)γλ
−
(
Y †
l

)
ρλ

(
C†

5

)βγ]
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+
1

2

(
Y †
l

)
αρ

[(
C†

5

)βγ (
C

(1)
Hℓ + C

(3)
Hℓ

)ρλ
−
(
C†

5

)γλ (
C

(1)
Hℓ + C

(3)
Hℓ

)ρβ]

−2
(
Y †
l

)
ασ

[(
C†

5

)βρ
Cσγρλ

ℓℓ −
(
C†

5

)λρ
Cρβσγ

ℓℓ +
(
C†

5

)γρ (
Cρλσβ

ℓℓ − Cσλρβ
ℓℓ

)]

−Cσγαρ
ℓe

[(
C†

5

)βσ (
Y †
l

)
ρλ

−
(
C†

5

)λσ (
Y †
l

)
ρβ

]
+ Cσβαρ

ℓe

(
C†

5

)λσ (
Y †
l

)
ργ

−Cσλαρ
ℓe

(
C†

5

)βσ (
Y †
l

)
ργ

+
1

2

[(
C†

eH

)αβ (
C†

5

)γλ
−
(
C†

eH

)αλ (
C†

5

)βγ]

−
1

2

(
C†

5

)γλ [
2C∗βρσα

ℓe

(
Y †
l

)
σρ

+ 3C
(1)∗βαρσ
ℓequ (Yu)ρσ − 3C∗βαρσ

ℓedq

(
Y †
d

)
ρσ

]

+
1

2

(
C†

5

)βγ [
2C∗λρσα

ℓe

(
Y †
l

)
σρ

+ 3C
(1)∗λαρσ
ℓequ (Yu)ρσ − 3C∗λαρσ

ℓedq

(
Y †
d

)
ρσ

]

−
1

2

(
Y †
l

)
αβ

[
C∗γλ

5 CH�
−
(
C†

5C
(1)
Hℓ

)γλ
−
(
C†

5C
(1)
Hℓ

)λγ
+ 2

(
C†

5C
(3)
Hℓ

)γλ

+ 2
(
C†

5C
(3)
Hℓ

)λγ]
+

1

2

(
Y †
l

)
αλ

[
C∗βγ

5 CH�
−
(
C†

5C
(1)
Hℓ

)βγ
−
(
C†

5C
(1)
Hℓ

)γβ

+ 2
(
C†

5C
(3)
Hℓ

)βγ
+ 2

(
C†

5C
(3)
Hℓ

)γβ]}
,

δCαβγλ

dℓqℓH1
=

1

16π2ε

{
−2
(
Y †
d

)
αρ

(
C†

5

)βλ (
C

(1)
Hq + C

(3)
Hq

)ργ
+ 2

(
Y †
d

)
ργ

(
C†

5

)βλ
Cαρ

Hd

−4
(
Y †
d

)
ασ

(
C†

5

)βρ (
C

(1)
ℓq − 2C

(3)
ℓq

)ρλσγ
+ 2

(
C†

dH

)αγ (
C†

5

)βλ

+4
(
Y †
d

)
σγ

(
C†

5

)ρλ
Cρβασ

ℓd − Cρσαγ
ℓedq

[(
Y †
l

)
σβ

(
C†

5

)ρλ
+
(
Y †
l

)
σλ

(
C†

5

)ρβ]

+C∗βλ
5

[
2
(
Y †
l

)
ρσ
Cσραγ

ℓedq − 4
(
Y †
d

)
ρσ

(
C

(1)∗γσρα
qd +

4

3
C

(8)∗γσρα
qd

)

+ (Yu)ρσ

(
6C

(1)∗ρσγα
quqd + C

(1)∗γσρα
quqd +

4

3
C

(8)∗γσρα
quqd

)]
− 2

(
Y †
d

)
αγ

[
C∗βλ

5 CH�

−
(
C†

5C
(1)
Hℓ

)βλ
−
(
C†

5C
(1)
Hℓ

)λβ
+ 2

(
C†

5C
(3)
Hℓ

)βλ
+ 2

(
C†

5C
(3)
Hℓ

)λβ]}
,

δCαβγλ

dℓqℓH2
=

1

16π2ε

{
−6g2

(
C†

dW

)αγ (
C†

5

)βλ
+
(
Y †
d

)
αρ

(
C†

5

)βλ (
C

(1)
Hq + C

(3)
Hq

)ργ

−
(
Y †
d

)
ργ

(
C†

5

)βλ
Cαρ

Hd + 2
(
Y †
d

)
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(
C†

5

)βρ (
C

(1)
ℓq − 5C

(3)
ℓq

)ρλσγ

−2
(
Y †
d

)
σγ

(
C†

5

)ρλ
Cρβασ

ℓd − Cρσαγ
ℓedq

[(
Y †
l

)
σβ

(
C†

5

)ρλ
− 2

(
Y †
l

)
σλ

(
C†

5

)ρβ]

−
(
C†

dH

)αγ (
C†

5

)βλ
−

1

2
C∗βλ

5

[
−4
(
Y †
d

)
ρσ

(
C

(1)∗γσρα
qd +

4

3
C

(8)∗γσρα
qd

)

+ 2
(
Y †
l

)
ρσ
Cσραγ

ℓedq + (Yu)ρσ

(
6C

(1)∗ρσγα
quqd + C

(1)∗γσρα
quqd +

4

3
C

(8)∗γσρα
quqd

)]

+
(
Y †
d

)
αγ

[
C∗βλ

5 CH�
−
(
C†

5C
(1)
Hℓ

)βλ
−
(
C†

5C
(1)
Hℓ

)λβ
+ 2

(
C†

5C
(3)
Hℓ

)βλ
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+ 2
(
C†

5C
(3)
Hℓ

)λβ]}
,

δCαβγλ

dℓueH
=

1

16π2ε

[
−3
(
C†

Hud

)αγ (
C†

5

)βρ
(Yl)ρλ −

3

2

(
C†

5

)βσ
(Yu)ργ C

σλαρ
ℓedq

+
3

2

(
Y †
d

)
αρ

(
C†

5

)βσ (
C

(1)
ℓequ − 12C

(3)
ℓequ

)σλργ]
,

δCαβγλ
quℓℓH =

1

16π2ε

{
−
(
C

(1)
Hq − C

(3)
Hq

)αρ
(Yu)ρβ

(
C†

5

)γλ
+ (Yu)αρC

ρβ
Hu

(
C†

5

)γλ

− (Yu)ρβ

[(
C

(1)
ℓq + 5C

(3)
ℓq

)σγαρ (
C†

5

)σλ
+
(
C

(1)
ℓq − C

(3)
ℓq

)σλαρ (
C†

5

)σγ]

+ (Yu)αρ

[(
C†

5

)λσ
Cσγρβ

ℓu +
(
C†

5

)γσ
Cσλρβ

ℓu

]
+ C

(1)σραβ
ℓequ

[(
C†

5

)σγ (
Y †
l

)
ρλ

− 2
(
C†

5

)σλ (
Y †
l

)
ργ

]
− Cαβ

uH

(
C†

5

)γλ
+

1

2
C∗γλ

5

[
2C

(1)ρσαβ
ℓequ

(
Y †
l

)
σρ

+4

(
C(1)αρσβ

qu +
4

3
C(8)αρσβ

qu

)
(Yu)ρσ −

(
Y †
d

)
ρσ

(
6C

(1)αβσρ
quqd + C

(1)σβαρ
quqd

+
4

3
C

(8)σβαρ
quqd

)]
+ (Yu)αβ

[
C∗γλ

5 CH�
−
(
C†

5C
(1)
Hℓ

)γλ
−
(
C†

5C
(1)
Hℓ

)λγ

+ 2
(
C†

5C
(3)
Hℓ

)γλ
+ 2

(
C†

5C
(3)
Hℓ

)λγ]}
,

δCαβγλ

ℓdudH̃
= −

1

16π2ε
3Cαρ

5 (Yd)σβ C
λγσρ
duq ,

δCαβγλ

ℓdqqH̃
=

1

16π2ε

[
−Cαρ

5

(
Y †
u

)
σγ
Cβσλρ

duq −
1

2
Cαρ

5

(
Y †
u

)
σλ
Cβσγρ

duq +
1

2
Cαρ

5 (Yd)σβ

×
(
9C(S)γλσρ

qqq − 3C(A)γλσρ
qqq + 8C(M)γλσρ

qqq + 10C(M)σγλρ
qqq

) ]
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