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ABSTRACT: Leptoquarks are theoretically well-motivated and have received increasing at-
tention in recent years as they can explain several hints for physics beyond the Stan-
dard Model. In this article, we calculate the renormalisation group evolution of models
with scalar leptoquarks. We compute the anomalous dimensions for all couplings (gauge,
Yukawa, Higgs and leptoquarks interactions) of the most general Lagrangian at the two-
loop level and the corresponding threshold corrections at one-loop. The most relevant
analytic results are presented in the Appendix, while the notebook containing the full
expressions can be downloaded at https://github.com/SumitBanikGit/SLQ-RG. In our
phenomenological analysis, we consider some exemplary cases with focus on gauge and

Yukawa coupling unification.
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1 Introduction

The Standard Model (SM) of particle physics describes the known fundamental constituents
of matter as well as their interactions. While the Higgs particle [1-4], last missing puzzle
piece of the SM, was discovered in 2012 at the Large Hadron Collider (LHC) at CERN [5—
7], it is clear that the SM cannot be the ultimate theory of Nature: It does not account for
the astrophysical observation of Dark Matter nor for the non-vanishing neutrino masses
required by neutrino oscillations.

A plethora of possible SM extensions have been proposed in the last decade. In this
context, leptoquarks (LQs), i.e. hypothetical new particles which directly couple a quark
to a lepton, are very interesting. They were first proposed within Grand Unified Theories
(GUTs) [8-11] and composite models [12-15], and squarks can act as LQs within the R-
parity violating MSSM (see e.g. Ref. [16] for a review). They were first classified in Ref. [17]
into ten possible representations under the SM gauge group, of which five are scalars, and
five are vector particles.

In recent years, there has been renewed interest in LQs as they give interesting effects in
low energy observables in general [18-24], and could provide solutions to anomalies in semi-
leptonic B decays [25-102], the anomalous magnetic moment of the muon (a,) [22, 46, 55,
58, 61, 71, 74, 75, 79, 80, 103-125] in particular. The effects of LQs at colliders [103, 126—
150], in oblique electroweak parameters as well as Higgs couplings to gauge bosons [151—
158], electric dipole moments [159, 160] and proton decay [161, 162] were studied. LQs



were considered as a portal to dark matter [109, 163—170] and as the origin of neutrino
masses [58, 61, 77, 119, 125, 171-174]. Furthermore, they have been searched for at the
LHC [175-194] resulting in bounds of the order of 1 —2TeV (in the absence or suppression
of couplings to first generation quarks [23, 142]).

As LQs are possible (light) remnants of a GUT [195], it is interesting to assess their
impact on gauge and Yukawa coupling unification. In particular, scalar LQs (SLQs) could
be light states of a GUT symmetry-breaking sector [50] and it might even be possible that
they are the only new particles (in addition to the SM) up to the GUT scale. In this
case, they must alter the (renormalization group evaluation) RGE sufficiently to lead to
the required coupling unification [196].

In this article, we will analyze the RGE in models with SLQs '. For this, we will
calculate the two-loop anomalous dimensions as well as the one-loop threshold corrections
(at the LQ scale) and apply these results to the study of gauge and Yukawa coupling
unification. For this, the article is structured as follows: In Sec. 2, we present our setup
and conventions. In Sec. 3, we derive the S-function, give their analytic expression for
some simple cases and examine gauge and Yukawa coupling unification for some specific
examples. In Sec. 4, we summarize and discuss the results of this paper. In Appendix
A, we give the full SLQ lagrangian, including all five possible SLQs. In Appendix B
and C, we give the anomalous dimensions for the gauge (two-loop) and Yukawa couplings
(one-loop), respectively. In Appendix D, we collect the one-loop threshold corrections of
SM parameters on matching SLQ models with the SM. A notebook with our full results,
including Higgs and LQ (self-) interactions etc., is available at [197].

2 Setup and Conventions

SM fields Qj L; uj d; 5 H
Ul)y,SU2),SU®3) +3,2,3 | —3,2,1 | +%,1,3 | —3,1,3 | -1,1,1 |+5,2,1
Leptoquark d, 5 D) 5 P4
U(l)y,SU(2),,SU(3)| —5,1,3 | —3,1,83 | +I,2,3 | +%,2,3 | -1,3,3

Table 1: Representations of the SM and LQ fields under the SU(3). x SU(2)r x U(1)y

gauge group.

The SM fields transform under the SU(3). x SU(2)r x U(1)y gauge group as given

in Table 1, where j = 1,2,3 is a flavour index. The left-handed fermions @); and L; are

! As for vector LQs a Higgs mechanism is necessary to make the model renormalizable, one can not study

the RGEs in a simplified model approach.



doublets under SU(2)r, and decompose into their components as

Uj L Vj,L
Qr=1| "1, Ly= , (2.1)
T \d;. "=\
while the right-handed fields u;, d; and ¢; are SU(2)y, singlets which we write as

wi=(wr),  &=(vn),  G=(4r) (2.2)

The electric charge ¢ is given by the Gell-Mann-Nishijima formula, ¢ = Y + I3 where, I3
is the third-component of the weak isospin and Y is the hypercharge related to the gauge
factor U(1)y.
The SM Lagrangian is then written as
1
4
+1 (QleQf) +1 (I:mef) +1 ﬂfﬁUf +1 Jledf + Z'Efwff (2.3)

n <(D“H)T DHH> + 2 <HTH> . (HTH>2

d (A ¢ (7 5
— (Vi) QuH) dyy + Y g, (LgH) by, + Yy (QpiicaH ') g, +hic.)

1 1
Lsm =— 7B By, — ZWLWWLW - ZGQ,MGOL,W

+ ﬁgaugefﬁxing )

where Y9, Y and Y are the Yukawa couplings and B*” and the field strength tensors
defined as,

By, = 8,B, — 0,B,,
Wi, =0W}) —a,W, + g2 f "KW WE, Ie{1,2,3}, (2.4)
G, = 0,GS — 0,G5 + g3 f"ﬁVijGZ , ae{l,.,8},

corresponding to the gauge groups U(1)y, SU(2)r and SU(3),, respectively. The structure
constants of SU(2)z and SU(3). are denoted by f//% and f*#7. For better readability,
SU(2)r, indices inside parenthesis (---) are contracted such that they form gauge singlets.

The covariant derivative for any field ¢ is defined as
Dy¢ = 0pp — it Y Bug — igamiWi o — igsTa G, (2.5)

where Y is the U(1)y hypercharge of ¢. g1, go and g3 are the gauge couplings associated
with U(1)y, SU(2)r, and SU(3). gauge groups, respectively. 77 and T, are the generators
of SU(2)r, and SU(3). depending on the representation of ¢. In the fundamental repre-

sentation of SU(2)r and SU(3). we have 77 = % and T, = )‘7‘*, where o; are the Pauli

= (0a) = (1) == (30, 20)

matrices



and A, are the Gell-Mann matrices.
We now add to the SM the five scalar SLQs which transform under the SM gauge

groups as given in Table 1. For later convenience, we decompose the SLQ Lagrangian as

Ligq= Li+Li+ Lo+ Ls+Ls+Lyj+Lio+ L5+ Las
+Lig+Lis+Lig+ Lys+ Loz + L4
T Ligs +Lyjo+ Li2s+ L33+ Ligg
+ Ligss+ L1193 (2.7)

where, the terms L£;; = contain terms involving only the LQs {®;, ®;,...}. The explicit
expressions, as already presented in Ref. [198], for each Lagrangian term are given in
Appendix A. Note that for our purpose, it is imperative to have the complete Lagrangian
2 e.g. terms involving LQ-Higgs interactions, such that the full set of counterterms needed

to cancel all generated divergences is available.

3 Renormalization Group Evolution and Phenomenological Analysis

We calculate the complete two-loop S-functions and the one-loop threshold corrections of
all couplings of our LQ Lagrangian in the MS-scheme. For the anomalous dimensions,
we used the Python package PyR@TE [199].> The PyR@TE model files and full analytic
expressions for the S-functions, as well as the threshold corrections, are available online
publicly on Github [197]. The one-loop threshold corrections are presented in Appendix D,
which were derived using Matchete [201] and cross-checked for some selected cases with
matchmakereft [202]. We also checked that including the threshold corrections reduce,
as expected, the matching scale dependence. The QCD contribution to some LQ Yukawa
couplings was cross-checked with Ref. [203].

We use the following convention throughout this paper for the S-function for any

parameter A
dA 1 1
A =p—=—=8MA) + —5D(A) + ... 3.1
B(4) o <4ﬂ>25 (4) (47r)45 (4) (3.1)
where p is the renormalization scale and 6(")(/1) denotes the contribution at n-loop or-
der and the dots are the higher-order terms. The S-functions form a system of coupled
differential equations which we solve numerically, as explained below.

At the one-loop level, we have the following coefficients for the gauge couplings

41 n 16n;  49n ny n
Wy = s, (M i 2, M3 M3\ 3
Fg) = o0 + <15 15 30 30 5 ) g
19 ;
BN (g2) = —ggg + (% + % + 2713) 95,

2We disregard B-number violating couplings as they must be small due to constraints from proton decay

and therefore will have a small effect on RGEs.
3We cross-checked our results using the Mathematica package RGBeta [200].
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Figure 1: Renormalization group evolution of the gauge couplings (ai = gi2 / 477) in SM and
its extensions with the different LQ representations. In order to better visualize the effect
of adding LQ, we considered three generations of each LQ of mass 3 TeV. For simplicity,

we assumed all Yukawa and Higgs couplings involving LQs to be zero (at the LQ scale).

n nsy n ns n
B0(gs) = g+ (G +Z+ 2+ 2+ 22) g, (3.2)

where, nq, nj, n2, nz and ng denote the number of copies, i.e. generations, of ®1, ®;7, s,
®;5 and @3, respectively. The first term is the well-known SM term, and we have used the
SU(5) GUT normalization ¢g; = \/g g1 w.r.t. the values given in Table 1. The one-loop
expressions for the g-function for the Yukawa couplings and the corresponding threshold
correction are provided in Appendixes C and D, respectively. The two-loop S-function
coeflicients for the gauge couplings are given in Appendix B.

With these results at hand, we can next study the phenomenology of some selected
cases. Here, we focus primarily on the evolution of the gauge and Higgs Yukawa couplings
from the electroweak scale to the GUT scale.” As the starting point for the evolution,

we take the following initial values of the SM parameters at the top scale, above the top

4Note that without a full specification of the GUT theory and its breaking sector, we cannot calculate
the one-loop threshold corrections at the GUT scale which would be necessary to obtain a scheme and scale
independent result. However, as no large logarithms are involved here, and the gauge coupling is already
significantly smaller than the strong coupling at the EW scale, we assume these effects as uncertainties in
the calculation.
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Figure 2: Left: Two-loop renormalization group evolution of gauge couplings for SM+®s.
We observe gauge unification at around 10 GeV when we set the LQ scale to ms =~
108 TeV. We vary the initial value of the three diagonal components of Y3LL between —0.6
to 0.6 (keeping the initial value of all other couplings to zero) to show that their effect on
running is minimal. Right: Two-loop renormalization group running of gauge couplings
for SM+®, + ®3. We observe gauge unification for my= 3 TeV and msz= 4 x 10° TeV.

threshold (i.e. with 6 active flavours) in the MS-scheme [204-23§]

5
g1 = 0.3585 x \/g g2 = 0.648, g3 = 1.16,

y = 0.935, y, =0.015, y, =0.01, \=0.126. (3.3)

We evolve the couplings using the S-functions of the SM up to the LQ scale m, (with
r=1,1,2,2, 3). Note that here we neglected the tiny Yukawa couplings of the first two
generations.

After evolving the couplings to the LQ scale, we include the one-loop threshold cor-
rections determined by comparing the theory with SLQs, to the one without them (i.e. the
SM at the LQ scale). This gives a shift to the SM fermion Yukawa couplings depending
mainly on the initial values (at the LQ scale) of the LQ Yukawa couplings.” We then run
all couplings, the SM ones as well as the ones including LQs, using the S-functions of the
full model from the LQ scale to the high scale, for which we take as an upper limit the
Planck scale (=~ 10'?) where gravitational effects would become important.

As a first step, we illustrate the running of the gauge coupling as a function of the scale
Q in Fig. 1 for the five different LQ representations for a fixed LQ scale of 3 TeV, which is
compatible with direct LHC searches [175-194]. To enhance and highlight the impact of
adding the LQs, we considered three generations of the same LQ representation.

We observe that no single generation LQ representation at the TeV scale can lead to

gauge coupling unification. One can understand this behaviour of the gauge couplings from

5Note that for our SLQ models, the gauge couplings do not receive threshold corrections at one-loop in
the MS-scheme.



Eq. (3.2). Since B(l)(gi) = aigf’, where a; is a constant, o~ = 47rgi_2 and the slope of the
curve is a; T (log(u)) is —8ma;. We also see that w.r.t. the SM curve (black) in Fig. 1, gauge
coupling unification is improved if the slope of ozfl increases (i.e a1 decreases) or if the slope
of ay L and oy I decreases (i.e ag and ag increases). For ®; and ®7, az remains unchanged
but a; and a3 increase. Therefore, ®; and ®7 will worsen the unification of gauge couplings.
However, for the other three SLQs, both as and a3 increase, which improves the unification,
despite a; also increasing. Specifically, ®5 and ®3 improve the unification most since the
increase in aj is much smaller. While the effect for ®3 is too weak, ®3 can lead to gauge
coupling unification at ~ 104 GeV for an LQ mass of around 10° TeV, as shown in Fig. 2
(left).® Furthermore, gauge coupling unification is possible if we added three generations
of ®5 as shown in Fig. 1.

Because the LQ Yukawa, Higgs and self-couplings have a minimal effect on the running
of gauge couplings, we take their initial value to be zero at the LQ scale. In Fig. 2 (left),
we also show the impact of including the LQ Yukawa couplings on SM fermions (which
are free parameters). One can see that for the gauge coupling evolution, their effect is
suppressed since they only enter at the two-loop level. In fact, we scanned over the initial
values of all the three diagonal elements of YgLL between —0.6 and 0.6 (while keeping the
initial value of other couplings to zero), leading to a slight thickening of the curves.

However, for larger values of the LQ Yukawa couplings non-perturbative values for
some couplings, in particular quartic scalar couplings, can be induced. If one requires that
this does not happen below a given scale, e.g. the GUT scale, one can set an upper limit
on the Yukawa couplings. We show the illustrative example of ®3 in Fig. 3 where we plot
three different quartic couplings for three large initial values (at m3 ~ 10* TeV) of the
[3,3] component of YESLL . One can see that the higher the initial value of the LQ Yukawa
coupling, the lower the energy at which the quartic couplings reach non-perturbative values.
Constraints on certain LQ Yukawa couplings were studied in [240].

We now illustrate the RGE of bottom and tau Yukawa couplings in Fig. 4. While
in the SM, bottom-tau Yukawa coupling unification already happens around 10°GeV,
in LQ models, all representations have a small impact on the RGE of bottom Yukawa.
Furthermore, the same is true for the tau one, except for ®; and ®-. For them, the one-
loop threshold corrections to the tau Yukawa coupling can be sizable and their running
strongly changes (w.r.t. the SM).” The running of the tau Yukawa coupling of SM+®;
and SM+4®, are shown in Fig. 4. The tau threshold correction strongly depends on our
choice of the initial value of (3,3) component of Y# YL YL and Y% which is set

Such a low unification scale would conflict with the limits from proton decay [239], at least for a standard
SU(5) GUT.

"In this case, also a chirally enhanced effect in the anomalous magnetic moment of the 7 lepton is
generated [241]. This means that the chirality flips necessary to generate the anomalous magnetic moment
does not originate from the rather small tau Yukawa coupling in the SM, but rather from a large coupling

of new particles to the Higgs boson [242].



Y. y® y®
St i
o ol — Y3i3=1
— Y32
_5-
10 1012

Q [GeV]

Figure 3: Two-loop renormalization group running of the quartic couplings Yg(l) (solid),
V¥ (dashed) and V" (dotted) in SM+®; for different initial values at ms ~ 10% TeV
of the [3,3] component of the LQ Yukawa Yi' while assuming the other components to
be small (as suggested by the B anomalies). We observe that for larger (absolute) initial

values of the LQ Yukawa, the quartic couplings become non-perturbative at lower scales.

to 0.105 for dotted lines and the sign of Y{'Y and Y5 reversed for the solid lines. The
initial value of the remaining LQ couplings was set to zero. In fact, as can be seen in
Fig. 4, the trajectories all lie within the quite narrow blue band except for, ®; and ®s.
Here a very strong impact on the evaluation of the tau Yukawa is possible due to the chiral
enhancement.

We next consider the case, motivated by SU(5) GUTs [50], where SM is extended by
®, and ®3. Here, we find that for mo ~ 3 TeV and m3 ~ 103° TeV, we can achieve gauge
coupling unification at =~ 10'3 TeV as shown in Fig. 2 (right) as well as Yukawa coupling
unification around the same energy scale. However, this scale is again naively in conflict
with proton decay. Finally, we consider the case where we extend the SM with (a single
representation) all five possible SLQs (see Table 1). In this case, we obtain gauge coupling
unification at around 103 TeV for a common LQ scale of 125 TeV as shown in Fig. 5 (top).
We also show in Fig. 5 (bottom) that bottom-tau Yukawa coupling unification is possible
nearly at the same energy scale for the following initial values of the (3,3) component of

the following LQ Yukawa couplings at the LQ scale

YlRR[&g} - 01, YILL[373] - —01, YIRL[?”:))} - —004, YILR[373] - 01, YgLL[373] - 045,
(3.4)

while taking the initial value of other LQ couplings to be zero.
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Figure 4: Two-loop renormalization group running of bottom and tau Yukawa couplings
in SM+®; and SM+®- for a single-generation SLQ of mass 3 TeV. The dotted line denotes
the tau-Yukawa running when we set the initial value of the (3,3) components of YlRR,
YlLL, YQRL and YQLR to 0.1. For solid lines, we reverse the sign of the (3,3) components of
YILL and YQLR. The blue bands show the variation of running in SM+®;, fori =1,1,2,2,3
for bottom Yukawa and i = 1,2, 3 for tau Yukawa, while varying the (3,3) components of

LQ Yukawa couplings.
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Figure 5: Two-loop renormalization group running of gauge couplings (left), and bottom
and tau Yukawa couplings (right) for SM+®; +®;+P9+P5+P3. We observe gauge coupling
unification and bottom-tau unification at around the same energy scale ~ 10" GeV when
we set the mass of all LQs to ~ 125 TeV and take the non-zero initial values of LQ couplings

given in Eq. (3.4).



4 Conclusions

LQs are well-motivated extensions of the SM. They arise in composite or extra-dimensional
setups and, most importantly, are predicted by GUTs. Furthermore, they have been under
intensified investigation in the last years as they are potential candidates for describing
several tensions between SM measurements and experiments.

In this article, we computed the two-loop renormalization group evolution as well as
the one-loop threshold corrections, for all parameters within generic SLQ models. This
includes gauge couplings, SM Yukawa couplings, LQ Yukawa couplings (to quarks and
leptons), Higgs and LQ (self-)interactions. The appendices collect the full SLQ Lagrangian,
two-loop B-functions of the gauge couplings, one-loop threshold corrections and one-loop
B-functions for the SM Yukawa couplings. The full analytic expressions, together with the
necessary model files, can be obtained from [197].

In our phenomenological analysis, we considered on the case in which one or more SLQs
are light remnants of a symmetry-breaking sector of a GUT. In this setup, we focused on
the renormalisation group evolution of the gauge and the Yukawa couplings, examining if
unification can be achieved. Several simple scenarios were studied: 1) If one adds one of
the 5 possible LQ representations to the SM, only ®3 (with a mass around 10° TeV) can
lead to gauge coupling unification at ~ 10'° GeV. 2) Extending the SM by all 5 possible
LQ representations with a common mass scale ~ 150 TeV, unification at ~ 10 GeV is
achieved. 3) Adding the GUT-motivated LQs ® and ®3 to the SM, with masses of ma=
3 TeV and msz= 4 x 103 TeV, respectively, gauge coupling unification occurs at ~ 103 GeV.
4) Concerning the bottom-tau Yukawa unification, which happens at far too low scales in
the SM, only the LQs ®; and ®5 can lead to a sizable modification, due to possible chiral
enhancement. Therefore, by choosing the initial value of LQ Yukawa couplings properly,

one can always achieve bottom-tau unification at any desired (high) scale.
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A Lagrangian terms involving SLQs

This appendix collects the terms in the SLQ Lagrangian in Eq. (2.7) following the conven-
tion in [198]. We begin with the terms £y, L3, L2, L5 and L3 which involve only single LQ

interactions that include kinetic terms, mass terms, Yukawa interaction with SM fermions,

~10 -



quartic interaction with Higgs field and self-quartic interactions.

Ly = (D,®y)! DEdy — m2®ld, — vy (HTH) ol Py + [ B eg,of 4 v (QCTMQL ) o]
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dj oy P10y €129 + hic. }
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1
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Lo (gt t Lo,3) (ot i
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272
— Ya3 (HTioa®5)  (HTioy®;) (A4)

L3 = (D,®3)! DPds — m20lds — Vs (HTH) ol ds + [ oo (Q Tios (o - ®3)! Lj)
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where we have omitted, at several places, color indices involving trivial contraction.
For example, Y; (HTH) ®]®; in full notation is Y; (HTH) ®]_ &1.,.
The next set of terms L7, L12, £,35, £13, Li9, L£15, L73, Ly5, L23 and L5, contain

interactions involving precisely two LQs.

1
£;=YY (<1>1 c1<1>1,Cl) ((I)%Cch)LCQ) +y ) (qﬁ qcpl,@) <<I>;C2<I>LCI> (A.6)
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1 1
EQQ :YQ(Q) (¢;,Clq)2 Cl) <(I) (I)Q C2) + Y/( ) (@12- 01@2702) (q);c2¢)§,cl>
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1
L23 =Yy3) (‘PE 01<I>2701) (‘I’s CQ‘I’&cz) + Y, (@5 cl@z,cz) (‘Ds CQ‘I’s,cl)

+Y2(§’) (@ . I‘I)z,q) ((ngJLQ IJK(I)K )4—Y2§3) (cp; . 1(1)2702) (q’gtg IJK(I)K )

+ [Ym (HTaf c1>2,cl) (@], ie KK, ) ecreacs +h.c.] (A.14)
_y(@) (1)
L33 _YQ?; ((I)l 01<I>§701> (q)g;mq)?”c?) + Y§3 ((I);CI (I)Qm) < 362<I>3v‘31)
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/(3 I Jt ;i IJK K 3 I Jt i IJK K

+ YQ:E, ) (@;Cla CIDQ’Q) ((133’1226 <I>37cl) + Yé(s) (cb%qa (I)Q,C1> (@JCQze <I>37c2>

+ [YQ% (‘I’%,QMWIH) ((I)iczielJKq)éfw) €126 4 A, (q); (0 - ®3) H) I h.c.]
(A.15)

The next set of terms L5435, £,79, £L123, £,55 and Lj,5 contain interactions involving

precisely three LQs.

‘CiZQ = AiQi (I)Lq <‘I>£’CZ’L'O'2(I)Q703) €€1e2¢3 + h.c. (A16)
L1179 =Y P10 P1, (q)é,cgiozH) €12 4 hc. (A.17)

Li23=Y123 P1,¢, (H Mo ®35,) q’z,cz) €192% + Vipp3®] <(I);cz (o ‘1)3,c2)‘1’2,c1)

+ Y1,223‘I’L;1 (‘I);@ (o ¢’3,c1)¢2,cz) + h.c. (A.18)

£1§3 :Y1§3 (I)Lcl (‘I’;QZ'O'Q (0’ . @3763) H) 6610203 =+ YIQQZS(I)J{,Q (@302 (0’ . @3,62)@5’01)

.|.
+ V53,10, (‘%CQ (o ‘1’3,cl)‘1>§,02> +h.c. (A.19)

5123 = Yios P35

1,1

(@5,621'02 (0 se,) H) €125 | ¢, (A.20)

Finally, the interaction terms L5454 and £, 7455 which involve four different SLQs are

as follows,

Lig53= Y1523q)}761 ((I);,CQ (o ‘1)3,cz)¢’§761> + Yf@g@;q (@;Cz (o- @3,(:1)@5702) + h.c.
(A.21)

L1195 = Viis®l @i, (@;%@2@) +Y 0l (@%@cbm) the  (A.22)

Ll 1123~ Lex
B Two-loop p-functions of gauge couplings

In this Appendix, we collect the two-loop (-functions of gauge couplings of some of the

SLQ models considered in this article.
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e SM + &,

121 27 4 148 17
B (n) = + 557+ goies + 59105 — 1o Tr (YTY) - ingr (YTYCO
_ %ngr YTY> _ %gsTl” (YRRTYRR> STy <Y1LLTY1LL>

4
— Lol (YY) - 2giTe (@R YR ) (B.1)

9 35 3 3 3 3
B (g2) = + Eglgz + Egz + 129395 — 292 5Tr (YTY ) — 5g2Tr (YTYd)

- *ggTY (Vo) = 3gme () - 1268 (V2H YY) (B.2)

B (g3) = 2;9193 + 29293 %9 — 2¢3Tr (YTY ) — 2¢3Tr (YTYd)
Ty (YRRTYRR) — BTr (YILLTYILL> _ 8g3Tr (YIQ,LL*YIQ,LL)
_2g3Ty (YQ RRTyQ, RR) (B.3)
o SM + ®;
B (g1) = + %g? + iggng + 3185891933 %Q?Tr (YJ Yu) - fngr (YTYd)
_ §ngr (YTy> 93Ty (YRRTYRR) 3529?& (YiQ,RR*YiQ,RR)
(B.4)
B® (ga) = 1909192 + %93 + 129393 — gngr (YTY ) - gngr (YTYd>
- %QS’Tr <YJY<;) (B.5)
B (g3) = + 259193 + 99293 %793 — 2¢3Tr (YTY) —2g3Ty (Y*Yd>
— g3Tr (VPRI 4+ ag T (v 2Ry 2R (B.6)
o SM + @
B3 (g1) = + % 54 % @+ 512549193 1; 3Ty (YTY) _ fngr (YTYd)
- §ng1« (YT Y) . ggi’)Tr (YQR”YQRL) - %ngr (YQLRTYQLR> (B.7)
5(2)(92) = + ?g%gg + 3—3793 + 209393 — §gQTr (YTY ) — §g2T1~ (YTYd>
- 7ngr (YTY) - ;gg’T (YRLTY ) - ggg’Tr (}QLRTYQ ) (B.8)
B (g3) = + 13301 g2gd + 159293 53—6g3 23Ty (YJ YU) 263y (nyd)
_ ggTr (YRLTYRL) _ g??)’Tr (YQLRTY2LR) (B.9)
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299 28 17
BA(g1) = + =7 + 39793 + S 9193 — —giTx (YTYU) Ty (YTYd)
75 3 10 2
37 3 3
BD(gy) = + g2g3 + ggg +20g3g3 — S93Tx (YJYU) = Jom (vjva)
— %g2Tr (YTY> — ; 3T (yRLTYRL> (B.11)
7 9 15 4 96 5
/8(2) <g3) + 69193 + ?g2g3 — 3 93 — 293T1" (YTY > _ 293TI‘ <YTYd>
~ g} (V) (B.12)
e SM +(I)3
207 15 4 17 1
BP(g1) = + S5 00 + 5 9193 + 120103 — ;501 T (viva) - SOV (viva)
1
_ §ngr (yfy) _ 33Ty (Y?’LLTYLL> n ;g%rﬁ (}%Q,LL*)%Q,LL>
(B.13)
5 371 3 3
1 *
@ 3 93 33 o )
B (g3) = + 59193 + 39293 — 15g3 - 293T1~ (Y Y> _ 293Tr <Y Yd>
— 3g3Tr (YgLLTYLL) 4 24g3Ty (YQ LL*YQ LL) (B.15)

e SM + Py + O3

1511 111 572 17 1
B (1) = + —=g7 + —gl03 + T 0l0} — [5oiTx (wy ) ~ AT (YTYd>
_ ggi”Tr (};Ty;) ;’ 5Ty (YQRMYRL> B %gf’Tr (YQLRTY2LR>
— 3¢5y (Y LTYLL> . gi)’Tr (YgQ,LL*YgQ,LL> (B.16)
37 205 3 3
B (g2) = + E P+ ?gg 4 52g3g% — ,ggﬁ (yTy) _ 7931&“ (YTYd)
3 3
_ *QQTI' (YTY) - *gQTr (YRLTyRL> _ 5gé’)rj[\r (}/QLRT}/Q )
— 9g5Tr YLLTYLL + 36¢5Tr y @ LL+yQLL B.17
2 3 3 2 3 3
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143 39 23
B (g3) = + 30 —=9193 + 9293 393 — 2g3Tr (YJ Yu> — 2g3Tr (YTYd)
—BTr <YRLTYRL) BTy <Y2LRTY2LR) 33Ty (Y3LLTY?)LL>
+ 2493 (V2 v (B.18)

C One-Loop p-functions of SM Yukawa couplings

This Appendix presents the one-loop S-functions of the SM Yukawa couplings. We use
ni, ni, n2, n3 and nz to denote the number of generations of ®;, ®;, ®2, 5 and P3,

respectively.

3

3
BO(Y.) = SYuYYe = SYaY[Y, + 3T (YJYU) Y, + 3Tt (YdT Yd) Y, + Tt (YJY6> Y,

17,

1 B T JRRx+,Q,RRT
591 Y — 2Y, — 893V, +ny (2Yu1/1RR Y 4y, v ey @

9
492 u

1 * T *
+ 2Y1LL*Y:Y1RRT + 51/‘1LL *YlLLTYu +8Y'1Q7LL Yd*Y1Q7RR +4Y1Q,LL Y'leLLYu)

1
—n3 <4quiQ,RR*YiQ,RR> + g (YuY?RLyRLT + 2Y2LRYTyRLT 2Y2LRY2LRTYU>

3 .
+n3(2Y3LL*YLLTY — 12y YgQ’LLYu) (C.1)

3 3 1
BOYa) = SYa¥[Ya = SYu¥[Ya+ 3T (YJ Yu> Yy + 3Tr (Yj Yd) Yy + Tr (Yg Y) Ya— 793V
9, 1 o
_ ZQQYd 892Yy + 1 <YdYQ RRTYQ RR | 5Y1LL*Y1LLTYd " SYIQ,LL Y YIQ,RR

1 1
+ 4Y1Q’LL*Y1Q’LLYd> + g <2YinRR*YiRRT> + gy <2Y2LRY2LRTYd> +ny <YinRLY§RLT)

+ g (21@“*1@“% - 12Y3Q’LL*1@Q’“Yd> (©2)
3 i f 9 5 9 e
(Ye:§YYY+3Tr<YY>Y+3Tr(YYd)Y+Tr<YY>Y— 2y, — S g2y,

3 fy- tyx 3y Lt 3 f
+ny| + 2Y YlRR + 6Y1LL Yu }/1RR + §Y1LL }/1LL1/8> + ni <21/8Y1RR YiRR

)

3 3
T ny (3Y6Y2 LRIy LR | 6yRLTY1LY2LR i 2Y2RLTY2RLY€> +ng (ZYQRLTYiRLYe)
+ n3<

ZYSLLTYLLy) (C.3)
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D One-Loop threshold corrections

In this Appendix, we collect the one-loop threshold corrections of the SM gauge, Yukawa,
and quartic couplings on matching the SM with SM+®; + --- + ®3. To simplify the
expressions, we assumed all the LQs to have the same mass m (for unequal mass, see
Ref. [197]) and set the dimensionful trilinear couplings to zero. The superscript 0 denotes

the original parameters in the SM lagrangian and we use the shorthand notation L,,, =

1+ zlog (%)

_, 3o9le(Gz)  o_  3plel)  o_,  36lels) o,
g1 =9 32 0 2 T8 o2 0 BT 6472 (D-1)

3V, Y log (L) 3Yy,Vilog (£s)  3Y2log ()  3Y7log ()
- 82 a 1672 B 3272 o 1672
B 3Y§2§ log (%) _ 3Y§YQQ log (%) B 3Y13Y1>§ log (ﬁ) B 3Y12 log (#)
32m? 1672 1672 3272
3Y7log () 9YZPlog(#5) 3YRlog () 3Yilog(#y) 3YaVaslog ()
o 16x2 3@z 32qz 167 1672

A0 = )

(D.2)

Q,RR1y-Q,RRT JLL* % ,RRT * 1 % T
Y“Yi Yi _ YlQ Y, Y1Q L. — Y1LL Y. YlRR
1672 47?2 mn 1672
B YlLL* Y'ILLTYU B 3}/3LL*}/3LLTYU B YlQ’LL*YlQ’LLTYu

12872 2m 12872 2m 1672
3}/3Q,LL* YE))Q’LLYU B YuYIQ’RR* YleRRT B YuleR*YlRRT
1672 2m 642 12872
YQLRYETYQRU YQLRY'QLRT Y, YuyzRLYQRLT . .3
1672 ™ T 2852 P T T 64 am (D-3)

YO =v, + Lo,

u

m

L2m

Lgm L2m

RR*yRRT RLy/ RLT * T
yO _y YT YT vy
a —d 12872 2m 6472 2m 12872
* * T *
SYESLL Y3LLTYd YlQ’LL Y1Q7LL Yd 3Y'3Q»LL }%Q’LLYd
T 12872 2m 1672 Lam + 1672
B YleLL*YJEQyRR B YQLRYQLRTYd B Ydle»RRTY'lQ»RR
472 " 12872 6472

L2m

L2m

L2m LQm (D4)

RLYy RL RR'y RR LR
CAYRYY, BVYPRIYRR gyitlyeyie

yO_—y 72 "2 “°p 711 g
¢ 12872 2m 12872 2m 1672

e

m
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B 3Y1LLfY1LLY6 B gy3LLfy3LLYe B 3Y6Y2LRT YLR
12872 2m 12872 2m 642 2m
3}/2RL]L Y2RL}/6 B 3Y;3Y1RRT YIRR ?)}/QRLJr YJ }/2LR

_ 22 2 “er, Loy,
2 12872 2m + 1672

1282 Ly, (D.5)
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