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Invitation: misconceptions about EFT & oblique parameters

¥ Oblique parameters S, T etc. can be used to constrain any
(calculable) BSM theory. x

¥ Oblique parameters S, T etc. can be used to constrain the general
dimension-6 EFT parameter space. x

¥ Oblique parameters S, T, etc. can be used to constrain Ouniversal
theories,O whereonly bosonic operators appear in the EFT
Lagrangian, no matter which basis is used. x
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Introduction

EFT & obligue parameters
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Effective field theory (EFT)

¥ General, model-independent and consistent approach to precision
analyses, in search of deviations from the Standard Model (SM).

l dimension-6 operators
! | v2

O
L =Lgu+ civ—2+... where ¢! O 72 I ~TeV?

i
¥ Theory prediction for observables

D47

) ! .
QSMEFT = @SM' 1+ P Q@ where PPO= ac+ O T2~ O0(1%)?

Wells, ZZ, 1406.6070

¥ Compare with precision data =» constrain/determine c; = infer UV theory.
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EFT operator bases

¥ To use EFT consistently, we need a complete, non-redundant operator basis.

¥ Warsaw basis
¥ Buchmuller and Wyler (1986)
¥ Grzadkowski, Iskrzynski, Misiak, Rosiek (1008.4884)

¥ SILH basis
¥ Giudice, Grojean, Pomarol, Rattazzi (hep-ph/0703164)
¥ Contino, Ghezzi, Grojean, Muhlleitner, Spira (1303.3876)
¥ Elias-Miro, Espinosa, Masso, Pomarol (1308.1879)

¥ EGGM basis

¥ Elias-Miro, Espinosa, Masso, Pomarol (1302.5661)
¥ Elias-Miro, Grojean, Gupta, Marzocca (1312.2928)

¥ They are equivalent descriptions of the theory, related by field redefinitions
(equivalently, SM equations of motion).
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Obligue parameters S, T, etc.

¥ Parameterization of vector boson self-energy corrections.
¥ Initiated by Kennedy and Lynn (1989).
¥ S, T, U proposed by Peskin and Takeuchi (1992).

¥ Extended by Maksymyk, Burgess, London (hep-ph/9306267), Barbieri,
Pomarol, Rattazzi, Strumia (hep-ph/0405040), etc.

NP
v 14
1 v
—> @ >
P P
oV oV
5 (p) = (g“” — pp]; )HVV/ (p?) + pp]; (...) (new physics part only)
/ 1 1
where ITyv:(p?) = Iy (0) + ITyy. (0)p° + Filvy, 0)(p*)* + ...
W S= 225 = —£115(0), T=al = e [T (0) — I33(0)], ete.

¥ See e.g. PDG for current constraints on S and T from precision EW data.
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Obligue parameters: caveats

S

o g = _

4s

2l55(0), T=dl' = 5= Iy (0) — H33(0)], ete.

my,

DN

¥ 1) Oyv:(p®) are not invariant under field redefinitions.
¥ They are NOT physical observables.

¥ In the EFT, values of vy (p*) are basis-dependent and ambiguous.

¥ See Sanchez-Colon and Wudka (hep-ph/9805366), Grojean, Skiba, Terning (hep-
ph/0602154), Trott (1409.7605) for earlier discussions.

¥ 2) Bounds on S, T, etc. are derived assuming they capture all the BSM
effects (or at least the dominant ones) on the processes under study
[e.g. OnaZff vertex correctionsQ]
¥ This assumption is NOT satisfied for the most general BSM deformations.
¥ Thus S, T, etc. are meaningful ONLY when restrictions are imposed.

¥ Generally speaking, these restrictions define universal theories.
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Consistent EFT description
of universal theories

based on 1510.08462
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EFT definition of universal theories

¥ Universal theories are theories for which, by field redefinitions, it is

possible to write the effective Lagrangian as . Obosonic
'Cunlversal - £SM + Z Cz—
1=1
Operator Warsaw EGGM | SILH i ~ O(ﬁ)
1| Ow=4(H0"D,H)D"'WE, X A2
Ow 5 Opw + 1(Oww +Ows), 2 Op = —g—(HT(l_)) H)B”B,“, X
310 = ig(D*H) oo (DYHYW?® X X
On B O+ 3(Omn +Owm | T T ?;’(D“}I)T(E)”H).)BHS ’ x x
5 independent among 5 Oww = g°[H]*Wg, W Quw = |H[*Wjg, W X
the 7 above dashed line 6| Owp=ggH'0"HW:,B* | Quwp=H'c"HW;, B" X

7 Opp = ¢"*|H|* B, B*” Qup = |H|*B,,B*
8| Oge=g2HPPGLG* | Que=|HPGALG* | |
9 Oaw = —5(D*WE,)? X x

10 02B - __(6 Buu)z X X

11 Oac = ~L(DPGA 2 x X

12| Osw = LeWoWhWwes | Qu = edeWwawwiwes

13 O3G — %fABCGAVGprE“ QG — fABCG;lqupGg‘y

14 Or = 3(H'D ,H)? Qup = |H'D,H|?

15 O = 5(0u|H[*)? Quo = [H|*O|H?

16 O = A\ H|® Qu = |H|®

17 O, = |H|?| D, H? x X x

18 Ok4 = |D?*H|? X X X

¥ 16 independent CP-even bosonic operators one can possibly write down.
¥ The most general dim-6 deformations of the SM in the bosonic sector.
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16 Obosonlc

TranSIating Eumversal — ESM + Z &)

1=1

Into the Warsaw basis

¥ 7 of the 16 bosonic operators do not appear in Warsaw basis.
¥ Their effects are captured elsewhere.

¥ Example:
! ' 12
ig(D*H) (DYH)B,, " ng | SHW 2, B + (H b JH)' VB, ! g—|H|2BWB“‘”
poy 99, | *HW 2, B | —(H B H)? —|H|2 B

Y e

iq!m 12
1'Bu = %HT!D JHHg Y + & ny(H !#E) L H) e
f

¥ LHS: bosonic operator (absent in Warsaw basis).

¥ RHS: other bosonic operators, plus fermionic operator combination
(present in Warsaw basis).

¥ ONazZff vertex correctionsO = Ouniversaff vertex correctionsO.
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Translating

Luniversal

9 bosonic
operators

Zhengkang "Kevin" Zhang (U Michigan)

Eumversal — ESM + E Cz—

Obosonlc

1=1

Into the Warsaw basis

1
= Lam + E(CHWQHW +CupQuB + CruaQuc + CuwpQuws + CwQw

+CcQc+ CupQup +Cm Qm +CrQu+ CuswQrisw + CripQuin

+Co w Qogw + CoypQ2i8 + CoycQoia + CyQy + CoyQ2y),

@1

Definition

Warsaw basis operator combination

QijE %(HTdaﬁuH)J%L

7 fermionic

28 -
Quip="%(H D, H)J4

All ([QP?;]’M [ S;]u)
% ( [Q ]u + H[QH[]M
[QHu]u + Yd[QHd]u + Y'e[QHe]u)

operator
combinations

_ ap
Qayw = Jiy, Iy

( Z’Lj] 1 [Qll]iijj + %[Qll]i]gz 2 [Q(g)]njj)

(effects

Q278 =JBuJh

/2 (Yz[ ( )]n]] + Y12 [Qll]iijj + QY;IY[qu ]uJJ
+Y.2[Quuliijj + Y 1Qadliijs + YE[Qeeliijj
+2Y;1Yu[Q¢(1h)]iijj + 23@%[@;3]%]7 +2Y,Ye [Qqeliijj
+2Y1Y4[Qualiijs + 2Y1Ya[Qudliijj + 2Y1Ye[Qreliijj
+2Y, Yy [Qilcl)]iijj + 2Y Ye[Qeuliijj + 2YaYe[Qedliij)

equivalent to
the other 7
independent
bosonic

— 7A 74
QQJG :JGNJG“

1 1 3
93(—%[Qt(zq)]iijj + %1[ c(lq)]mz + 4[Q( )]mz
_%[Qusu]uj] + %[ngu]zgjz 6 [std]uj] + 2 [Qdd]ijji
+2[Q0 iy + 21Q% g + 2Q% iizs)

operators)

Qy =|H[*(HaJ$ +hc)

[Wul)ij[Qur)ij + [Vexkmyalij [QdH]ij + [ye]ij [Qemr)ij + h.c.

Qay =Jjady

~[yulu [yLM%[QgB]W + Q% ]”kl) Llyelalyd )k 1Queliji
~[Vexmyali [deCKM]k]( (Q ijwa + [Q,(Id)]zjkl>
+ ([l s [VCKMyd]kl [Qquqd]z]kl [Yelij[yulr [Ql(egu]zjkl

+[yelij [deCKM]kl [Qiedqliji + h.c. )

Still 16-dimensional parameter space (subspace of full SMEFT).
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Obligue parameters in universal theories

¥ To unambiguously define oblique parameters from 1+ (»?), we require
the following 3 oblique parameters defining conditions be satisfied:

¥ 1) The Lagrangian is written s.t. only bosonic operators are present.
¥ 2) The kinetic terms of W* and B are canonically normalized.
¥ 3) ! ww (0) =0 where W represents W-=.

Barbieri, Pomarol, Rattazzi, Strumia, hep-ph/0405040

¥ 1) is possible only in universal theories, where field redefinitions can
16 osonic .
put the Lagrangian into the form ., + | G or , N0 matter which

basis one works with. =1

V2

v 2) and 3) fix SM parameters g, gO, V.
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Obligue parameters in universal theories

¥ Up to dimension 6, the nonzero oblique parameters are:

< ! n C" |
g ES ! ;M3B (O),
i} 1 # $
BT S 0w (0)! P(0)
w
2
W el ),
2
v TWel )
2
21 ey )

¥ Their expressions in different bases are related by basis transformations.

EGGM SILH Warsaw Be Bs
S | F(Ewe 0°(3Sw + ;Se 0(ggrCrws + 5Craw + iCuis | 0°(Bwe (18w + 1%)
+1Ew + 1Eg) _%S?JW — 3Sa8) —3Cow - 5CoiB ) + 1By + 1FR)
P Er Sr - Q;S2JB —3Chp + g;(CHJB —Cass) B &
W %Ezw —%Smw _%CQJW %@2W %gzw
Y %Ezs —%32.15 —%CQJB %@23 %%B
Z %Eze —%Sme —%QCzJG %@ze %gze

W,

Coefficients of fermionic operator combinations appear!  See 1510.08462 for details.
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Conclusions

¥ Obligue parameters- S, T-etc.can-be used-to-constrain-any
(calculable) BSM-theory.

¥ Generally speaking, oblique parameters S, T, etc. can only be used to
constrain universal theories.

¥ They cannot be used to constrain the full EFT parameter space.
Restrictions must be imposed.
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Conclusions

¥ Universal theories are defined by a 16-dimensional subspace of the

full dimension-6 EFT parameter space. Fermionic operator
combinations can appear in some bases (e.g. Warsaw).

¥ Final comment

¥ Universal theories can flow to non-universal theories under RG.

116 bosonic

¥ At EW scale, it is not possible to write £sm + ¢ ——
i=1
priori, oblique parameters are not well-defined.

¥ See 1512.03056 for detailed discussion of RG effects.

(unless w/ fine tuning). So a
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Thank youl!

The end
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Backup slides
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Example of ambiguity

) adapted from Grojean, Skiba, Terning, hep-ph/0602154
¥ Field redefinition of O(E) IS equivalent to application of the SM

equations of motion (EoM) on dimension-6 operators.

4

dO—>d+0¢p = S[¢]EFT_>S[¢]EFT‘|‘(%)SM5¢+O(%)

N

SM EoM 0(53)

anomalous triple-gauge couplings

12

/ -/
<=
ig (D*H)(D*H)B,, 25 - mHisceHawe B + %(HT D . H)

1% g 14
1 9" B, — I|H|QBWB“
EoM 99 ot arrcora ou 92 162 vector boson
’> - H'o"HW,B" —T(HTDMH)Q = ccifenergy
. . - tions (S, T)
! _ g’ 3! | ' zg/2 PERN _ correcC ,
I'By = =H'D ,H+dg Y, f T %
o2t ;0 L ;Yf(H DypH) IS ®m) anomalous Zff couplings

12

_%|H|2BMVBW/' m) affects Higgs physics only

¥ Physical effects are equivalent (e.g. eTe™ — WTW ™).
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QOWoO~NO Ul WN -

O OThs WN -

18+6+38=62

Operator Warsaw EGGM | SILH Bg Bsg
Ow =4 (,HTJ“EMH)D”W;L, x
Op =% (H'D ,H)d"B,, X
Ouw = ig(D*H)'o®(DVH)W, X X X
Opgp =ig' (D*H)Y(D"H)B,, x X X
Oww = g2|H|2W;j,,Wa/“’ Quw = |H|2W,7VW““” X X
Owp = gg' H'o"HW S, B" Quwp = Hlo® HW, B X X
Opp = g*|H|*B,, B" Qur = |H|?B,, B"
| Occ = @IHPGLGY | Que = |HPGLGY™ | | D
OQW = —%(D“Wﬁy)z X X
023 = —%(8“31“,)2 X X
OQG = —%(D“Gﬁy)z X X
Osw = %e“bCW;}"W,f’prC“ Qw = e“chl‘f”W,pr/f“
O3G — %fABCGAVGEpGg“ QG — fABCGﬁ‘VGEPGg‘u
Or = J(HT D, 1y? Qup = |H'D, H?
O = 5(0,|HP?)? Quo = |H*! |H|?
O = M\ H|® Qu = |H|°
O, = |H|*|D,H|? X X X
OK4 = |D2H|2 X X X
Oy = (iH D ,H)(I") 0 x
OB = (iH6o "D, H)(Iy" o) 5 x x
O = (iH1'D  H)(er"e) Qure x
OL ;= (v ) (IvM1) Qu X unspecified
O?%R = (éfyue)(éfy”e) Qece X
OB — (i, TAu) (dy" T Ad) Q¥ X
other 38 fermionic operators kept in all 3 bases

Table 1 . List of CP-even dimension-6 operators (column 1) in the notation of [33]. There are 53
independent operators (for one fermion generation assuming baryon number conservation) among

the 24 listed (18 bosonic and 6 fermionic, separated by the horizontal solid line) plus 38 unlisted
(fermionic) operators, so 9 of them should be eliminated to form a complete SMEFT basis. The
eliminated operators for each of the three recently-proposed bases, Warsaw [79], EGGM [40], and
SILH [33], are marked by “x” (the eliminated fermionic operators refer to the first-generation ones).
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Some UV completions of universal theories

¥ New states at the scale! only couple to the bosonic sector of the SM;

¥ SM fermions are weakly coupled to new states at! via vector and/or

scalar currents appearing in the SM; Barbieri, Pomarol, Rattazzi, Strumia, hep-ph/0405040
B e @ TA Y DIGA,
f"{q,u,d}
! a '
B " O fﬂ'u#?f #" D'w # SH #D H,
SM currents g iq! bosonic fields
Jeu ! ¢ Yo FM Byt DH % oH,

f"{q,lu,d,e}
Jy ! ey, g# + 4 Vo Yad + P yee
M (D2H ) + $vPH T 2BHIPH

¥ etc.

¥ Note: EFT definition of universal theories does not rely on UV completions.
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Complete LO characterization of universal theories

¥ Generalizing the oblique parameters framework, we define 16
universal parameters, which completely characterize the 16-
dimensional parameter space of the universal theories EFT:

e 5 oblique parameters 9, iﬁ, W.,Y, Z;

e 4 anomalous TGC parameters ! g, ! &, % , &;;

e 3 parameters for the rescaling of the SM h3, hf f, hVV couplings ! k3, ! @p,! @y;
e 3 parameters for the AVV couplings with non-SM Lorentz structures fyq, fa1, fir ;

e 1 parameter for the O(yj%) four-fermion coupling cgy,.

¥ Their values are basis-independent for any specific universal theory.

¥ See 1510.08462 for their expressions in different bases, and example
applications.
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Universal parameters from the effective Lagrangian

\Y v\ 2
‘Cuniversal = <g2 ) W B + (1# T) <2gC#) ZHZ“
# GAK“$GA# Wi K FSWy # ;
mw
+Ig{( LsW T # WigW ) [(1 4 Agf )esZ® + 54A%)

+= W[u Wy [(1+ A% )eZM + (1 + Aff/%)s#,&“ﬂ

&% v _ _
W W E(GZg + AL | + —K $LMe
W mgy
ESM ﬁ_g_SfABCGAVGBpGC,u + iK ° £
miy 6 miy

2
7 S
f !RZ:!Q!?"R",

1+ Arav)@ [(gﬁf VW 4 (1 - 2T)1<@>2

A

I

_ 1
°) g2
2126 fow = for + 2w 922 Rr,
o
+(1+44%y) = ( ) Wi ﬂ+(1—6T)2(2g;) ZMZ"]

foo = (! SH)f o+ SPhm +§! o,
2

FL h’2 gs YAV g T A7 — 1V v
+(j > [fgg 6 GV](‘)[“’GA ] +M?WIZ/W B 4 fzz Z;M/Zu foo— 2C2 gl
., ~ w: . gz L]
+foy gg 99 7 ., A + fwe—/iw,fi“” + fun@® (W, 0, W 4+ hc.) )
20y Y f :!g (c2|s.) 91+Cz(' Rl S),

+szg Z,uauzwj + f’yDgg’Z,uauAlW}

a2+ S i1 D f + OV BB 2, 372, RVP).
f

~

fop =1 %(2&! gZ! | R +S).
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niversal parameters in different bases

EGGM SILH Warsaw Bg Bs
S 7*(Ewp P(LSw +1Sp 92($CHWB + 3Casw + 1Cuyp | ¢*(Ews 9*($Sw + 15B)
+iEw + 1Ep) — 1S w — $527B) —2Coyw — 1Cayp) +3Ew + 1EB)

T Er St — %,252JB —3Cup + %2(CHJB —CayB) Er St

w %Ezw _%SQJW _§02JW ;Ezw % Sow

Y %EQB _92_252JB _§C2JB %E_'QB %5'23

Z %Ezc: _%S2JG —%sz %Ezc % Socz

Ag? —zl%EW —%(SW + Suw _%(CHJW —2Cyyw) —;%EW —4:9 (Sw + Suw)

—2827w)

ARy | ¢°Ewsp _%(SHW + SuB) LCuwp 9*Ewp —%( Suw + SuB)

Ay _§E3W _%SBW 3oy _§E3W —%st

Ag R e e —%CG R e e

Arg | —Es — 3En —S6 — 3Su + %SMW —5Cu +3Cuo — 3Cup —E¢ — 3En —S6 — 351
—94—2(CHJW — Cayw) —3E. —4)Ex4 —35, —4ASk4

ARFp —Ey—%EH —Sy—%SH—i-‘%QSQJW —Cy—i-CHD—%CHD —%EH—Z/\EKAL —%SH—2)\.§K4
—%2(CHJW = Coyw)

ARy | —5Enm —5SH + %SQJW Cuo — Cup —5(Ey — E;) —3(Su - S,)
—32 (Crgw — Cogw)

fog | 4Ecc 4Sqa %CHG 4Ecq 4Sca

for | 2263 Eww — 2s3Epsp —4s2Spp 2o7(2¢050(Crw — Cup) 2122 Eww — 2s2Epp —4s2Spp

—(c§ — 53)Ew B] —5(Suw — Sup) —(c§ — 53)Crw] —(c5 — s3)Ew] —2(Suw — Sup)
fvv | 4Eww + Epp — Ewg) | 4SBB 4(;_20HW + Q%CHB - %CHWB) 4(Eww + Egp — Ewp) | 4Spp
Coy Ey, Say Cay Ek4 Sk

¥ These expressions are related by basis transformations.

¥ Values of universal parameters are basis-independent.
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Universal vs. non-universal: EW sector

¥ In the general EFT, — Oeﬁectlverf couplingsO

. $ # $ 70
Lcc = ﬁ W, "i' +1g Ny e Ly + Ty [y B + hC ;

' $ . %
Lnc = ﬁgp (Tf3! Q)i +["gir li + 6 BuQr"y S,
f Higgs basis, LHCHXSWG-INT-2015-001

¥ Hatted fields are mass eigenstates.

¥ Hatted parameters follow from redefinitions that undo new physics
corrections of the input observables m,, G¢, "

¥ In universal theories,

S5 "l (F = 0.1 iEE e @A
'82' .
6977 )is (f = ur,drer,v) | 6y T35 >+ Qrary 51—l e
6977155 (f = ur,dg, er) Uch 15 S | €3
e 2 .
vwhere A#" B Wi ZEy gt 81wy,
Cy
¥ Universal relations: Wa - e 20 gghd _ ggle
L Ly, Yq Yo
$or° + $g7Y = $9R°, Soft + $gf? = $gRY + SR,
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Universal vs. non-universal: Yukawa sector

¥ In the general EFT,
iL . w f! . o uwf'ub !
L = =3 f.Zd > /g ] (!ij + [ty lij(eos™i; —isin®;# ))fj’
=u,a.e 1,j

¥ We follow the Higgs basis defining conditions (LHCHXSWG-INT-2015-001)

¥ In universal theories,

¥ Yukawa matrices are diagonal; ! =0; and the following universal relation
hold:

ByYu=9Byd=He="! br.
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RG evolution of the universal
theories EFT

based on 1512.03056
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Universal theories can flow to non-universal theories

¥ Though the full SMEFT parameter space must be closed under RG,
the 16-dimensional subspace defining universal theories is not.
¥ It is not meaningful to talk about running of oblique parameters without
additional prescriptions.

¥ Use of oblique parameters is not a priori justified at the EW scale (where
the theory is non-universal).

¥ Two example observables: B = "pag/"(Z = """ ), Rp# "(Z $ BB)/" had

¥ Our RG analysis in 1512.03056 makes use of the recently calculated
anomalous dimensions of dimension-6 operators:
¥ Jenkins, Manohar, Trott, 1308.2627, 1310.4838.
¥ Alonso, Jenkins, Manohar, Trott, 1312.2014.
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defined with prescriptions to absorb partial RG effects

2
At BU W Y 1t 1wy,
FPR, = —0.36[" e3(Hew) — & e1(Hew)] I i 4 b

In(! /
; W(O'lg_ 0.053' g +0.0028 @ — 0.0091cy),

PR, = 0_079[" es(Hew ) — & el(uEW)] S other phenomenological parameters
characterizing universal theories

In(! /W ew) : :
t——g (-019 g7 +0.010" @ — 0.032), (linear combinations of Wilson coefficients)

FT T T T T T T T T T T T T T T 7 T T T T
0.218+ #0'3./ .
I o ]

//

i #0.2./ |
0.217+ S |
(tree + partlal RG) , ~ ]

312 #01¢’l LEPI SLD
L L /' S 4 |
/

~ 0.216F-~--- - oo / 001002 003 004
== —————— -15-—,{—'“.-_-.-2-_-_;-_-_-_-_'. -------------- o
" "#0.03 #002 #001 L, " SM T e -4

/. (Gfitter) ! ! ]

i 1., ]
0.215- s -
L / |

/’ . #  $#0.054,0.021% |

I 11}
7 y 0%‘ . T, $#0.099, 0.066% |
/7
0.214 // (95% C L. from LEP2 smgle parameter f|t)
20.65 20.70 20 75 20.80 20.85

$
¥ The oblique parameters fit must be extended for consistency beyond LO.

(Note: still 16 underlying free parameters.)



Examples of RG-induced non-universal effects

Z/!

Figure 1 . Examples showing how nonuniversal kects can be generated by universal obliqu
corrections. Left: el ective Wqd and W#$ couplings are renormalized dierently, due to the
di! erent couplings of quarks and leptons to neutral gauge bosonsMiddle: the Zb 8 coupling
is singled out among all the Zf @ couplings probed by Z-pole measurements for relatively large
running e! ects proportional to y?2, via loop corrections involving the charged Goldstone boson (o
the longitudinal W* if one uses the unitary gauge).Right: the Higgs boson couplings to the up
and down-type quarks and leptons are renormalized dierently, due to di! erent gauge interactions
of the fermions. In each example, the interactions generated for the SM fermions are not in th
form of the SM currents, and thus the corresponding operators cannot be eliminated in favor c
bosonic operators. These examples, as well as many others, can be more rigorously formulatec
terms of SU(2). ! U(1)y invariant operators, but we prefer to give a more intuitive illustration at
this stage. The arguments here will be made concrete in sectior$and 4.
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Challenge: how to define oblique parameters at the EW scale?

¥ Qur strategy:

¥ With additional prescriptions, separate RG evolution into universal and
non-universal parts.

¥ Absorb the universal part into the running of oblique parameters.

¥ Account for non-universal part separately when calculating observables.

¥ With our prescriptions in 1512.03056,
¥ The non-universal part is practically negligible for most EW observables.
¥ Exceptions are those involving t;, b, t; (due to y~1).

¥ Two examples:

Be = "paal " (Z = ") Ro# "(Z$ B/ hag
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Running of oblique parameters

S(uew) = 90! 161!2In HI!EW§
Blugw) = P ) ! 161!2In IJI!EW-&’
W (Hew) = W(!)! 161!2In u!EWW’
Y(Hew) = Y(1)! 161!2In H!EW\U
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RG effects In the Yukawa sector

1 Ao
! = | | !
#yt(HEW) #Yb(HEW) 1662 nUEW(#yt #h,)
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