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Abstract

The low-energy effective field theory (LEFT) provides the appropriate framework to
describe particle interactions below the scale of electroweak symmetry breaking, µw ∼ v.
By matching the Standard Model onto the LEFT, non-zero Wilson coefficients of higher-
dimensional operators are generated, suppressed by the corresponding power of 1/v. An
axion or axion-like particle (ALP) with mass ma ≪ µw that interacts with the Standard
Model via classically shift-invariant dimension-five operators would also contribute to the
LEFT Wilson coefficients, since it can appear as a virtual particle in divergent Green’s
functions and thus has an impact on the renormalization of the LEFT operators. We
present the full set of one-loop ALP-induced source terms modifying the renormalization-
group evolution equations of the LEFT Wilson coefficients up to dimension-six order.
Our framework allows for model-independent ALP searches at low energies from current
bounds on LEFT Wilson coefficients. As a concrete application, we present an improved
prediction for ALP effects on the anomalous magnetic moment of the muon.
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1 Introduction

Due to their potential to explain the absence of CP violation in the strong interactions and
thereby solve the so-called “strong CP problem”, axions are particularly well-motivated candi-
dates for new degrees of freedom extending the Standard Model (SM) of particle physics [1–3].
They are pseudo Nambu–Goldstone bosons from a broken global U(1)PC Peccei–Quinn sym-
metry. Generalizing this concept, new light degrees of freedom arising from a spontaneously
broken global symmetry are commonly referred to as axion-like particles. They appear for
instance in solutions suggested for the flavor problem [4, 5]. In the following, axions and
axion-like particles will be commonly referred to as ALPs. Due to a classical shift symme-
try, possible couplings to the SM particles are of dimension-five order and higher, yielding a
natural suppression of these operators by powers of the scale of global symmetry breaking Λ.
Search strategies for ALPs use a large variety of cosmological observations [6, 7], astrophysical
measurements [8, 9], and collider probes [10–15], as well as precision studies of flavor-violating
transitions in the quark and lepton sectors [16–21]. Most of these analyses are strongly model
dependent. For example, direct searches for ALPs at particle colliders must make an assump-
tion about the process in which the ALP is produced (e.g. in the decay of a Higgs boson, a Z
boson, or in weak decays of kaons or B mesons), about its lifetime, and the way in which it
decays, which may involve a decay outside of the detector. In the derivation of astrophysical
bounds on the ALP–photon coupling from searches for ALPs produced in supernovae or in
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the sun, it makes an important difference whether or not a vanishing ALP–electron coupling
is assumed. In the majority of the existing analyses, it was assumed that only a single ALP
coupling is non-zero at the scale of Peccei–Quinn symmetry breaking – an assumption which
is not valid in even the classic KSVZ [22, 23] and DFSZ [24, 25] models for the QCD axion.

Indirect searches for ALP couplings, which look for subtle quantum effects in precision
measurements arising from virtual ALP exchange, offer a promising alternative strategy to
look for ALPs and their interactions with SM particles in a more model-independent way.
In recent work, we have described the phenomenon of the “ALP–SMEFT interference” [26],
which refers to the fact that ultraviolet (UV) divergences in loop diagrams with virtual ALP
exchange require as counterterms operators built out of SM fields only, and this affects the
renormalization-group (RG) evolution of the operators in the Standard Model effective field
theory (SMEFT). Indeed, we have shown that the presence of an ALP with non-zero couplings
to the SM induces inhomogeneous source terms in the RG evolution equations of the dimension-
six Wilson coefficients of almost all SMEFT operators in the Warsaw basis [27], starting at
one-loop order. In the present paper, we extend this concept to the effective operators present
below the scale of electroweak symmetry breaking, µw ∼ v (with v ≈ 246.2GeV being the
vacuum expectation value of the Higgs doublet), assuming that the ALP mass is much smaller
than this scale, i.e. ma ≪ µw. The appropriate effective theory in this regime is called the
low-energy effective field theory (LEFT), in which the heavy gauge bosons W± and Z, the
Higgs boson as well as the top quark are no longer present as light degrees of freedom.

In the presence of heavy new physics at a scale Λ, the Wilson coefficients of the LEFT
operators receive contributions from two different sources:

• matching corrections arising when the heavy SM particles are integrated out, which are
suppressed by powers of 1/vm, and

• matching corrections arising when the higher-dimensional operators in the SMEFT La-
grangian are matched onto the LEFT, yielding contributions suppressed by 1/(Λnvm).

At tree-level, both sets of matching conditions have been derived in [28]. Note that in the
presence of new physics the LEFT provides a double expansion in 1/Λ and 1/v, and it is by
no means guaranteed that the two expansion parameters are of similar magnitude.

When the SM is extended by a light new particle with weak, higher-dimensional couplings
to SM fields, a third source of contributions appears. In analogy to our discussion in [26], a
consistent low-energy description of the SM extended by a light ALP must be based on the
effective Lagrangian

Leff = LLEFT + LALP + LSM+ALP , (1)

where both the LEFT Lagrangian and the interactions of SM fields with the ALP must be
written in terms of operators containing only the light SM fields. The presence of an ALP
leads to

• inhomogeneous source terms in the RG evolution equations for the LEFT operators,
which generate ALP-induced contributions to these coefficients via RG evolution.
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In [26] we have calculated the corresponding effects in SMEFT, which generate non-zero
contributions to the SMEFT Wilson coefficients below the scale of Peccei–Quinn symmetry
breaking. For the LEFT, we find in an analogous way

d

d lnµ
CLEFT

i − γLEFTji CLEFT
j =

Si

(4πf)2
(for µ < µw) , (2)

where the “ALP decay constant” f is related to the scale of global symmetry breaking via
Λ = 4πf . In the following we present the derivation of the source terms Si for operators up
to dimension-six order in the minimal LEFT basis constructed in [28]. (The source terms
for some dimension-8 operators are discussed in the appendix.) The one-loop anomalous-
dimension matrix γLEFT has been calculated in [29].

When the RG equations (2) are integrated over a large scale interval, a source term Si

generates a large single-logarithmic contribution to the corresponding LEFT coefficient Ci at
one-loop order. Furthermore, if the coefficient Ci mixes with other coefficients Cj under scale
evolution at one-loop order, and if these other coefficients also have non-zero source terms
Sj, this generates large double-logarithmic contributions to Ci at two-loop order. The latter
effect gives the dominant ALP contribution to Ci in cases where Si = 0. In this way, the
ALP-induced contributions to all coefficients can be worked out in a systematic way.

2 ALP couplings below the electroweak scale

We consider an ALP a that is a pseudoscalar gauge-singlet under the SM, whose couplings to
SM fields are protected by a classical shift symmetry. The leading interactions are mediated
by dimension-five operators and have been constructed a long time ago [30]. In more recent
work, the RG evolution equations of the ALP couplings have been derived up to two-loop
order in gauge couplings [31, 32]. Explicit analytic solutions to these equations were obtained,
and at the electroweak scale µw the general effective ALP Lagrangian has been matched onto
the low-energy effective ALP Lagrangian valid for µ < µw [32]

LD≤6
eff =

1

2
(∂µa)(∂

µa)− m2
a

2
a2 + cGG

αs

4π

a

f
Ga

µν G̃
µν,a + cγγ

α

4π

a

f
Fµν F̃

µν

+
∂µa

f

[
ūLkU γµuL + ūRkuγµuR + d̄LkDγµdL + d̄RkdγµdR + ēLkEγµeL + ēRkeγµeR

]
,

(3)
where Ga

µν and Fµν are the field-strength tensors of SU(3)c and U(1)em, G̃
µν,a and F̃ µν =

1
2
ϵµναβFαβ (with ϵ0123 = 1) are the corresponding dual field-strength tensors, and we define

the covariant derivative as Dµ = ∂µ − igsG
a
µ t

a − ieQAµ. An explicit mass term ma ≪ 4πf
softly breaks the classical shift symmetry. In this work, we assume that the ALP is light on the
electroweak scale, such that the stronger conditionma ≪ µw holds. In the ALP effective theory
above the electroweak scale, there exist dimension-six interactions connecting two ALP fields
to two Higgs doublets [32]. No corresponding interactions exists in the low-energy Lagrangian
(3), in which the Higgs-field has been integrated out. Higher-order effective ALP interactions
start at dimension-7 order and are suppressed by 1/f 3.
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The quantities ki are hermitian matrices in generation space, defined in the fermion
mass basis. The two matrices relating to left-handed quarks satisfy the relation kD =
V †kUV , where V denotes the Cabibbo–Kobayashi–Maskawa matrix. The fermion fields are
3-component vectors in generation space; however, since the top quark has been integrated
out, we have uL,R = PL,R (u c 0)T in the up-type quark sector. Integrating by parts and using
the well-known equation for the chiral anomaly, the Lagrangian (3) can be rewritten in the
equivalent form [32, 33]

LD≤6
eff (µ < µw) =

1

2
(∂µa)(∂

µa)− m2
a

2
a2 + c̃GG

αs

4π

a

f
Ga

µν G̃
µν,a + c̃γγ

α

4π

a

f
Fµν F̃

µν

− ia

f

[
ūLM̃uuR + d̄LM̃d dR + ēLM̃e eR − h.c.

]
+

a2

2f 2

[
ūLM

′
uuR + d̄LM

′
d dR + ēLM

′
e eR + h.c.

]
,

(4)

where

M̃u = muku − kUmu , M̃d = md kd − kDmd , M̃e = me ke − kE me (5)

and likewise
M ′

u = muk
2
u − 2kUmuku + k2

Umu etc. (6)

are matrices in generation space describing the ALP–fermion couplings, mf are the diagonal
mass matrices for the SM fermions, and

c̃GG = cGG +
1

2

∑
q ̸=t

cqq , c̃γγ = cγγ +
∑
f ̸=t

N f
c Q

2
f cff (7)

are the modified ALP–boson couplings in the new basis. The sums extend over all light
quark/fermion mass eigenstates, Qf are the electric charges of the fermions, and N f

c denotes
their color multiplicity (N q

c = 3 for quarks and N l
c = 1 for leptons). Notice the appearance

of Yukawa-like dimension-six interactions in the effective Lagrangian (4) in the new basis. In
the LEFT, a consistent power counting requires that one counts the masses of the light SM
fermions as parametrically suppressed compared with the electroweak scale, mf ≪ v, and
these fermion masses should be included in the definition of the operators. Likewise, we will
treat the ALP mass parameter ma as a low-energy scale.

The parameters

cuiui
≡ (ku)ii − (kU)ii , cdidi ≡ (kd)ii − (kD)ii , ceiei ≡ (ke)ii − (kE)ii (8)

with generation index i = 1, 2, 3 give the leading contributions to the flavor-diagonal ALP–
fermion couplings. In terms of these parameters, the interactions involving fermions in (4) can
be rewritten in the form

LD≤6
eff (µ < µw) ∋ −a

f

∑
f ̸=t

mf cff f̄ iγ5f + flavor-changing terms + dim-6 interactions. (9)
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Since the neutrinos are massless in the SM, it was legitimate to leave out ALP couplings to
neutrinos in (3).

The ALP–boson couplings cGG and cγγ in the original Lagrangian (3) are scale invariant.
The RG equations for the flavor-diagonal ALP–fermion couplings are given by [32]

dcqq
d lnµ

=
2α2

s

π2
c̃GG +

3α2

2π2
Q2

q c̃γγ ,
dcll
d lnµ

=
3α2

2π2
c̃γγ , (10)

where for simplicity we neglect contributions involving two powers of small Yukawa couplings
of the light SM fermions, which is an excellent approximation. The flavor off-diagonal ALP–
fermion couplings are scale invariant in this approximation. Here and below all renormalized
couplings are defined as running couplings evaluated at the scale µ.

In the present work, like in [26], we find it convenient to use the alternative form of the
effective Lagrangian shown in (4), because this gives rise to fewer redundant operators in the
matching onto the LEFT Lagrangian. It is conventional in parts of the SMEFT and LEFT
literature not to write out factors of gauge couplings in operators containing field-strength
tensors, and we therefore introduce new parameters

CGG =
αs

4π
c̃GG , Cγγ =

α

4π
c̃γγ (11)

when deriving the source terms in (2). In terms of these new coefficients, the evolution
equations for the relevant ALP couplings take the form

dcqq
d lnµ

=
8αs

π
CGG +

6α

π
Q2

q Cγγ ,
dcll
d lnµ

=
6α

π
Cγγ , (12)

and
dCGG

d lnµ
= −2βQCDCGG +

αs

4π

1

2

∑
q ̸=t

dcqq
d lnµ

= −βQCD
0

αs

2π
CGG +O(α2

s) ,

dCγγ

d lnµ
= −2βQEDCγγ +

α

4π

∑
f ̸=t

N f
c Q

2
f

dcff
d lnµ

= −βQED
0

α

2π
Cγγ +O(ααs) ,

(13)

where we have defined the QCD and QED β-functions as

dαs

d lnµ
= −2αs βQCD ; βQCD = βQCD

0

αs

4π
+ . . . , (14)

and similarly for the QED coupling. The one-loop coefficients are given by

βQCD
0 =

11

3
Nc −

2

3
nq , βQED

0 = −4

3

∑
f ̸=t

N f
c Q

2
f , (15)

with nq = 5. If the factorization scale µ is lowered below the mass scale of another fermion
(the next lightest one would be the bottom quark), then that fermion is integrated out from
the effective theory. Consequently, nq is then the number of light quark flavors with mass
below the scale µ, while the sum over f includes only fermions with mass below µ. The same
prescription must be implemented in the sums in (7).
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3 Green’s functions requiring LEFT counterterms

In order to find the ALP source terms to the RG evolution equations of the LEFT Wilson
coefficients, all UV-divergent one-loop Green’s functions requiring local LEFT operators as
counterterms need to be computed. Choosing a Green’s basis of operators [34], which is
complete before applying the equations of motion to project onto the minimal LEFT basis
of [28], allows us to restrict these computations to one-particle irreducible, connected Green’s
functions. The relevant (redundant) operator classes are in essence those considered for the
case of the SMEFT in [26] but with the Higgs field removed. Operators are built out of fermion
mass eigenstates, photon and gluon fields, as well as covariant derivatives. Up to dimension-six
order, there are three operator classes:

• pure gauge-boson operators: X3, X2D2, X2

• single fermion-current operators: ψ2XD, ψ2X, ψ2D3, ψ2D2, ψ2D, ψ2

• four-fermion operators: ψ4

Here X denotes a (normal or dual) field-strength tensor and ψ a SM fermion. For all relevant
Green’s functions with virtual ALP exchange, we write the sum over Feynman diagrams as∑

i

DALP
i ≡ iA

(4πf)2
, (16)

where the coefficient of the UV 1/ϵ pole, with ϵ = (4− d)/2 being the dimensional regulator,
is expressed in terms of matrix elements ⟨Qi⟩ of the operators in the Green’s basis. In order
to remove these poles in the process of renormalization, the LEFT operators are required as
counterterms. This, in turn, implies that the ALP couplings appear as source terms in the
RG evolution equations for the LEFT Wilson coefficients, as shown in (2).

3.1 Pure gauge-boson operators

The relevant Feynman diagrams with virtual ALP exchange requiring pure gauge-boson LEFT
operators as counterterms are shown in Figure 1. Here and below, a red dashed line represents
an ALP propagator, while red dots mark the 1/f -suppressed ALP couplings to SM particles.
Wavy lines denote gluons or photons. In order to determine the coefficients of the counter-
terms we study both the two-boson and three-boson Green’s functions with off-shell external
momenta. The three-boson amplitudes only exist for non-abelian gauge fields. For the purpose
of expressing the 1/ϵ pole terms in these amplitudes in terms of matrix elements of LEFT
operators, it is necessary to define the redundant operators

Q̂G,2 = (DρGρµ)
a(DωG

ωµ)a ,

Q̂γ,2 = (∂ρFρµ)(∂ωF
ωµ) ,

(17)
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1

Figure 1: Representative one-loop Feynman diagrams with ALP exchange, which require operators
in the classes X3, X2D2 and X2 as counterterms. The second and third graph, which involve the
three gauge-boson vertex, exist only for gluons and are absent for photons.

which will later be projected onto the minimal LEFT basis using the equations of motion.
The divergent terms in the amplitudes can then be written in the form

A(gg(g)) = −C
2
GG

ϵ

[
4gs⟨QG⟩+

4

3
⟨Q̂G,2⟩ − 2m2

a⟨Ga
µνG

µν,a⟩
]
+ finite ,

A(γγ) = −C
2
γγ

ϵ

[
4

3
⟨Q̂γ,2⟩ − 2m2

a⟨FµνF
µν⟩

]
+ finite ,

(18)

where the Weinberg operator is defined as QG = fabcGν,a
µ Gρ,b

ν Gµ,c
ρ . These results are analogous

to the ones found in [26]. In both cases, the presence of the contributions proportional to the
ALP mass parameter m2

a leads to a wave-function renormalization of the gauge fields, which
affects the scale evolution of the running couplings αs(µ) and α(µ). This will be discussed in
detail in Section 4.

The redundant operators defined in (17) can be projected onto the minimal LEFT basis
by using the equations of motion

(DρGρµ)
a = gs

∑
q ̸=t

q̄γµ t
aq , ∂ρFρµ = e

∑
f ̸=t

Qf f̄ γµf , (19)

where as before the sums extend over all light quark/fermion mass eigenstates. Transformed
into LEFT notation [28], we obtain the relations

Q̂G,2
∼= g2s

[
1

2

([
QV,LL

uu

]
pssp

+
[
QV,RR

uu

]
pssp

+
[
QV,LL

dd

]
pssp

+
[
QV,RR

dd

]
pssp

)
− 1

2Nc

([
QV,LL

uu

]
ppss

+
[
QV,RR

uu

]
ppss

+
[
QV,LL

dd

]
ppss

+
[
QV,RR

dd

]
ppss

)
+ 2

([
QV 8,LR

uu

]
ppss

+
[
QV 8,LR

dd

]
ppss

)
+ 2

([
QV 8,LL

ud

]
ppss

+
[[
QV 8,RR

ud

]
ppss

+
[
QV 8,LR

ud

]
+
[
QV 8,LR

du

]) ]
,

(20)
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and

Q̂γ,2
∼= e2

[
Q2

u

([
QV,LL

uu

]
ppss

+
[
QV,RR

uu

]
ppss

+ 2
[
QV 1,LR

uu

]
ppss

)
+Q2

d

([
QV,LL

dd

]
ppss

+
[
QV,RR

dd

]
ppss

+ 2
[
QV 1,LR

dd

]
ppss

)
+Q2

e

([
QV,LL

ee

]
ppss

+
[
QV,RR

ee

]
ppss

+ 2
[
QV,LR

ee

]
ppss

)
+ 2QuQd

([
QV 1,LL

ud

]
ppss

+
[
QV 1,RR

ud

]
ppss

+
[
QV 1,LR

ud

]
ppss

+
[
QV 1,LR

du

]
ppss

)
+ 2QeQu

([
QV,LL

eu

]
ppss

+
[
QV,RR

eu

]
ppss

+
[
QV,LR

eu

]
ppss

+
[
QV,LR

ue

]
ppss

)
+ 2QeQd

([
QV,LL

ed

]
ppss

+
[
QV,RR

ed

]
ppss

+
[
QV,LR

ed

]
ppss

+
[
QV,LR

de

]
ppss

)]
,

(21)

in which a sum over the flavor indices p, s ∈ {1, 2, 3} is implied, where the index 3 must be
omitted if it refers to an up-type quark.

3.2 Single fermion-current operators

Operators in the classes ψ2XD, ψ2D3, and ψ2D2 are not generated by ALP exchange at one-
loop order if one adopts the alternative form of the effective ALP Lagrangian in (4). The final
results for the source terms are, of course, independent of that choice. The remaining operator
classes can be grouped into the dipole operators ψ2X, and the operators ψ2D, ψ2 contributing
to the fermion two-point functions and hence to wave-function and mass renormalization
effects.

Dipole operators

The dipole operators are chirality-changing, and for concreteness we focus on operators in the
class (L̄R)X in the notation of [28]. The relevant Feynman diagrams are shown in Figure 2,
where the fermion can be a quark or a charged lepton. The diagrams exist for both external
gluons and photons. They correspond to the graphs evaluated for the SMEFT case in [26],
but with the external Higgs field replaced by its vacuum expectation value. Note that the
third diagram yields contributions to the dipole amplitudes that are UV finite. We find that
the UV poles in the amplitudes obtained from these graphs read (with q = u, d)

A(q̄L,pqR,rg) = −2gs
ϵ

(
M̃q

)
pr
CGG

[
⟨QqG⟩

]
pr
+ finite , (22)

and (with f = u, d, e)

A(f̄L,pfR,rγ) = −2Qf e

ϵ

(
M̃f

)
pr
Cγγ

[
⟨Qfγ⟩

]
pr
+ finite , (23)

where p, r are generation indices, and no summation over these indices is implied. The flavor
matrices M̃f have been defined in (5).
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1

Figure 2: One-loop Feynman diagrams with ALP exchange, which require dipole operators in the
class (L̄R)X as counterterms. The third diagram does not give rise to a divergent contribution.

Fermion two-point functions

ALP exchange also yields new contributions to the fermion two-point functions, arising from
the diagrams

1

where the tadpole graph contains an insertion of the dimension-six operators shown in the last
line of (4). The resulting UV-divergent contributions to the fermion self-energies (written as
a matrix in generation space) can be decomposed as

Σ(f)(p) = Σ
(f)
LL +Σ

(f)
RR +Σ

(f)
LR +Σ

(f)
RL , (24)

where (with f = u, d, e)

Σ
(f)
LL =

1

(4πf)2
1

ϵ

(
− /p

2

)
PL M̃f M̃

†
f + finite ,

Σ
(f)
RR =

1

(4πf)2
1

ϵ

(
− /p

2

)
PR M̃ †

f M̃f + finite ,

Σ
(f)
LR =

1

(4πf)2
1

ϵ
PR

(
M̃f mf M̃f +

m2
a

2
M ′

f

)
+ finite ,

Σ
(f)
RL =

1

(4πf)2
1

ϵ
PL

(
M̃ †

f mf M̃
†
f +

m2
a

2
M ′ †

f

)
+ finite .

(25)

These contributions must be combined with the SM expression for the self-energy and then
brought to canonical (and diagonalized) form using field redefinitions.

3.3 Four-fermion operators

The Feynman diagrams which could in principle require local dimension-six LEFT operators
in the classes (L̄L)(L̄L), (R̄R)(R̄R), and (L̄L)(R̄R) as counterterms are depicted in Figure 3.
However, it can be readily seen that these diagrams are free of UV divergences, because
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1

Figure 3: One-loop Feynman diagrams with ALP exchange contributing to the four-fermion ampli-
tudes. All graphs are UV finite.

we work with the alternative form of the effective ALP Lagrangian in (4), featuring non-
derivative ALP–fermion couplings. Nevertheless, non-vanishing source terms for the four-
fermion operators arise when we apply the equations of motion to eliminate the redundant
operators in (20) and (21). These source terms are proportional to C2

GG or C2
γγ, respectively.

In the corresponding analysis of four-fermion operators in the SMEFT, the source terms of
the four-fermion operators also contain contributions quadratic in the ALP–fermion couplings
[26]. Such terms also exist in the LEFT, but they contribute at higher orders in power counting.
The reason is that a consistent LEFT power counting requires that one treats the SM Yukawa
matrices as power-suppressed quantities of O(mf/v) [28], where mf ≪ v are the masses of the
light SM fermions. Consider now a diagram of the type

1

in which the symbol ⊗ denotes an effective four-fermion vertex in the LEFT, which arises when
the heavy electroweak gauge bosons W±, Z and the Higgs boson are integrated out. Such
vertices appear at dimension-six (∼1/v2) and dimension-8 order (∼mfmf ′/v4), respectively.
The ALP exchange leads to an additional suppression factor 1/Λ2 = 1/(4πf)2. Hence, the con-
tributions arising from W± or Z exchange appear first at dimension-8 order in the LEFT and
scale like 1/(Λ2v2), while the Higgs-induced contributions appear first at dimension-10 order
and scale like 1/(Λ2v4). As an explicit example, we discuss in the appendix the dimension-8
source terms of the four-fermion operators with flavor structure (ūu)(ēe) originating from
Z-boson exchange.

4 Derivation of the source terms

The ALP-induced UV-divergent one-loop Green’s functions presented above require local
LEFT operators as counterterms. Concretely, if a Green’s function contains a 1/ϵ pole term
of the form

ξi
(4πf)2

1

ϵ
⟨Qi⟩ (26)

10



with some LEFT operator Qi, then the bare Wilson coefficient of this operator must contain
a counterterm contribution absorbing this divergence, i.e., it must be of the form

Ci,0 ∋ − ξi
(4πf)2

(
1

ϵ
+ ln

µ2

M2
UV

+ . . .

)
, (27)

where MUV is some UV scale. The RG evolution equation of the correspnding renormalized
Wilson coefficient thus receives an inhomogeneous contribution of the form

d

d lnµ
Ci(µ) ∋ − 2ξi

(4πf)2
, (28)

where the coefficient ξi is proportional to some ALP couplings. In the notation of (2), this
corresponds to the source term Si = −2ξi. In this way, the Wilson coefficients of LEFT
operators are generated or modified in the presence of an ALP, irrespective of the presence of
additional new heavy degrees of freedom beyond the SM. The following list shows the ALP
source terms generated from one-loop ALP exchange.

Pure gauge-boson operators

From (18), we find that the source terms for the dimension-six LEFT operators in class X3

are
SG = 8gsC

2
GG , SG̃ = 0 , (29)

which is the same result we found in the SMEFT [26].

Dipole operators

The source terms for the dipole operators in class (L̄R)X are derived from (22) and (23).
Using a compact matrix notation, we obtain for the chromomagnetic dipole operators

SuG = 4gsCGG M̃u ,

SdG = 4gsCGG M̃d ,
(30)

and for the electromagnetic ones

Suγ =
8

3
eCγγ M̃u ,

Sdγ = −4

3
eCγγ M̃d ,

Seγ = −4eCγγ M̃e .

(31)

For models in which the ALP–fermion couplings are flavor diagonal in the mass basis, the
matrices M̃f are diagonal, with entries given by mf cff for each fermion mass eigenstate.
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Four-fermion operators

At one-loop order, all source terms for four-fermion operators descent from the elimination
of the redundant operators in (20) and (21). We obtain non-vanishing source terms in the
following three operator classes.

Classes (L̄L)(L̄L) and (R̄R)(R̄R):

The same-chirality LEFT operators receive the source terms[
SV,LL
ee

]
prst

=
[
SV,RR
ee

]
prst

=
8

3
e2C2

γγ δpr δst ,[
SV,LL
eu

]
prst

=
[
SV,RR
eu

]
prst

= −32

9
e2C2

γγ δpr δst ,[
SV,LL
ed

]
prst

=
[
SV,RR
ed

]
prst

=
16

9
e2C2

γγ δpr δst ,[
SV,LL
uu

]
prst

=
[
SV,RR
uu

]
prst

=
32

27
e2C2

γγ δpr δst +
4

3
g2sC

2
GG

(
δpt δrs −

1

Nc

δpr δst

)
,

[
SV,LL
dd

]
prst

=
[
SV,RR
dd

]
prst

=
8

27
e2C2

γγ δpr δst +
4

3
g2sC

2
GG

(
δpt δrs −

1

Nc

δpr δst

)
,

[
SV 1,LL
ud

]
prst

=
[
SV 1,RR
ud

]
prst

= −32

27
e2C2

γγ δpr δst ,[
SV 8,LL
ud

]
prst

=
[
SV 8,RR
ud

]
prst

=
16

3
g2sC

2
GG δpr δst .

(32)

Class (L̄L)(R̄R):

The mixed-chirality LEFT operators receive the source terms[
SV,LR
ee

]
prst

=
16

3
e2C2

γγ δpr δst ,[
SV,LR
eu

]
prst

= −32

9
e2C2

γγ δpr δst ,[
SV,LR
ed

]
prst

=
16

9
e2C2

γγ δpr δst ,[
SV,LR
ue

]
prst

= −32

9
e2C2

γγ δpr δst ,[
SV,LR
de

]
prst

=
16

9
e2C2

γγ δpr δst ,[
SV 1,LR
uu

]
prst

=
64

27
e2C2

γγ δpr δst ,[
SV 8,LR
uu

]
prst

=
16

3
g2sC

2
GG δpr δst , (33)
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[
SV 1,LR
ud

]
prst

= −32

27
e2C2

γγ δpr δst ,[
SV 8,LR
ud

]
prst

=
16

3
g2sC

2
GG δpr δst ,[

SV 1,LR
du

]
prst

= −32

27
e2C2

γγ δpr δst ,[
SV 8,LR
du

]
prst

=
16

3
g2sC

2
GG δpr δst ,[

SV 1,LR
dd

]
prst

=
16

27
e2C2

γγ δpr δst ,[
SV 8,LR
dd

]
prst

=
16

3
g2sC

2
GG δpr δst .

LEFT operators in the classes (L̄R)(L̄R) and (L̄R)(R̄L) are not sourced by ALP exchange at
one-loop order.

Wave-function, coupling and mass renormalization

One-loop diagrams with a virtual ALP exchange can also generate divergent contributions to
Green’s functions which require the dimension-4 operators of the SM as counterterms. We
have seen two occurrences of this phenomenon: the contributions proportional to m2

a in (18),
and the contributions (25) to the fermion self-energies, which are proportional to powers of
the light fermion masses.

The ALP contributions to the wave-function renormalization constants of the gauge fields
derived from (18) read

δZG =
8m2

a

(4πf)2
C2

GG

ϵ
, δZγ =

8m2
a

(4πf)2
C2

γγ

ϵ
. (34)

The corresponding contributions to the β-functions of QCD and QED, as defined in (14),
are [26]

βQCD = βSM
QCD +

8m2
a

(4πf)2
C2

GG ,

βQED = βSM
QED +

8m2
a

(4πf)2
C2

γγ .

(35)

We will discuss the renormalization of the fermion two-point functions assuming for sim-
plicity that the ALP–fermion couplings are flavor-diagonal in the mass basis. Then the ALP
contributions to the wave-function and mass renormalization of fermion f are given by

δZf = −
m2

f

(4πf)2
c2ff
2ϵ

, δmf =
mf

(4πf)2
c2ff
ϵ

(
m2

f +
m2

a

2

)
. (36)

The divergent contribution to the fermion mass affects the running of the fermion masses, gov-
erned by the evolution equation dmf/d lnµ = γmf

mf , and we find that the ALP contribution

13



to the anomalous dimension of the running fermion mass is given by

γmf
= γSMmf

+
2m2

f +m2
a

(4πf)2
c2ff . (37)

5 Anomalous magnetic moment of the muon

As an important application of our formalism, we derive the ALP-induced contributions to
the anomalous magnetic moment of the muon, aµ ≡ 1

2
(g − 2)µ. In the LEFT, this important

precision observable has been discussed in detail in [35]. At a scale µ0 ∼ mµ, one obtains at
one-loop order1

aµ =
α(µ0)

2π
− 4mµ

e
ℜe

[
Ceγ(µ0)

]
22

[
1− α

4π

(
5 ln

µ2
0

m2
µ

+ 2

)]
+ a4ℓµ (µ0) + a2ℓ2qµ (µ0) + aALP

µ (µ0)

≡ [aµ]
SM + [aµ]

ALP , (38)

where the individual terms correspond to the Feynman diagrams shown in Figure 4. The
first contribution is the celebrated Schwinger term, while the remaining terms contain the
contributions from weak-scale heavy particles and potential physics beyond the SM.2 The
second term is the one-loop matrix element of the electromagnetic dipole operator in the
LEFT (second and third diagrams in the first row of Figure 4). The contribution

a4ℓµ (µ0) = mµ

∑
ℓ=e,µ,τ

mℓ

4π2

[
ln
µ2
0

m2
ℓ

ℜe
[
CS,RR

ee (µ0)
]
2ℓℓ2

−ℜe
[
CV,LR

ee (µ0)
]
2ℓℓ2

]
(39)

accounts for penguin diagrams involving four-lepton operators in the LEFT (fourth diagram
in the first row), which arise from the exchange of W± and Z bosons. Note that the Wilson
coefficients Ceγ and Cee contain the electroweak contributions to aµ in the SM in addition to
possible new-physics contributions, i.e.[

Ceγ(µ0)
]SM
22

=
GF emµ

48
√
2π2

(
−3− 8s2w + 16s4w

)
,

[
CV,LR

ee (µ0)
]SM
2ℓℓ2

=
4GF√

2

(
1− 2s2w

)
s2w δ2ℓ .

(40)

Similarly, the contribution a2ℓ2qµ arises from penguin diagrams involving a quark loop (fifth
diagram in the first row). It is given in (3.4) and (3.5) of [35] and involves the tensor couplings
CT,RR

eu and CT,RR
ed , which are not sourced by ALP exchange. Hence they will not play a role

for our discussion. The same is true for the scalar coupling CS,RR
ee in (39).

1In this reference a different definition of the covariant derivative is used, so that we must change the sign
of the gauge couplings when transforming their expressions to ours.

2The SM prediction for aµ is known to much higher accuracy than the one-loop result included here, see [36]
for a review. It includes the pure QED contribution up to four-loop order analytically [37] and up to five-loop
order in numerical form [38, 39], as well as detailed estimates of hadronic effects, which start at two-loop order.
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` q

1

Figure 4: Representative Feynman diagrams contributing to the anomalous magnetic moment of
the muon at one- and partial two-loop order in the LEFT+ALP effective theory. LEFT operators
are indicated by the ⊗ symbol (see the main text for more details).

5.1 Low-energy ALP contribution

In the present work our focus is on the ALP contributions to aµ, denoted by [aµ]
ALP in (38).

In addition to ALP-induced terms in the LEFT contributions, in the ALP+LEFT effective
theory considered here there is an additional low-energy contribution aALP

µ , which arises from
the diagrams shown in the second row of Figure 4. It is given by [14, 21]

aALP
µ (µ0) =

m2
µ

(4πf)2

{
− c2µµ(µ0)h1(xµ)− 8cµµ(µ0)Cγγ(µ0)

[
ln
µ2
0

m2
µ

+ δ2 + 3− h2(xµ)

]

− 2α(µ0)

π
cµµ(µ0)

∑
f ̸=t

N f
c Q

2
f cff (µ0)

∫ 1

0

dz F
(
z(1− z)xf , xµ

)
+
α(µ0)

π
C2

γγ(µ0)∆LbL(µ0,ma,mµ)

+
mτ

mµ

ℜe
(
[ke]23 [kE]

∗
23

)
h3(xτ )−

1

2

(
|[ke]12|2 + |[kE]12|2

)
h4(xµ)

}
,

(41)

where xf ≡ m2
a/m

2
f + i0, and the loop functions hi(x) are given by

h1(x) = 1 + 2x+ x(1− x) lnx− 2x(3− x)

√
x

4− x
arccos

√
x

2
,

h2(x) = 1− x

3
+
x2

6
lnx+

2 + x

3

√
x(4− x) arccos

√
x

2
,

h3(x) =
1− 3x

(1− x)2
− 2x2

(1− x)3
lnx ,

h4(x) = 1 + 2x− 2x2 ln
x

x− 1
.

(42)
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They satisfy hi(0) = 1 as well as h1(x) ≈ 2
x
(lnx− 11

6
), h2(x) ≈ (lnx+ 3

2
), h3(x) ≈ 2

x
(lnx− 3

2
)

and h4(x) ≈ − 2
3x

for x≫ 1.3 In the limit ma ≪ mµ one can replace hi(xµ) ≈ 1, in which case
the only remaining mass dependence of the expression inside the rectangular brackets in the
first line of (41) is in the logarithm ln(µ2

0/m
2
µ). Choosing µ0 ∼ mµ ensures that this logarithm

is of O(1). In the opposite limit ma ≫ mµ one can set hi(xµ) ≈ 0 for i = 1, 3, 4, whereas
the expression inside the rectangular brackets simplifies to [ln(µ2

0/m
2
a) + δ2 +

3
2
]. In this case

choosing µ0 ∼ ma ensures that the relevant logarithm is of O(1). In general, for ma ≫ mµ the
ALP should be integrated out at a scale µ ∼ ma, and below that scale the effective theory is
given by the LEFT without the ALP. In our discussion below we will not specify a particular
hierarchy between the ALP and muon masses, but it should be understood that in case these
masses are widely separated the proper scale choice is µ0 ∼ max (mµ,ma).

The scheme-dependent constant δ2 in the first line of (41) is related to the treatment of
the Levi–Civita symbol in dimensional regularization. One finds δ2 = −3 in a scheme where
ϵµναβ is treated as a d-dimensional object (our default choice), and δ2 = 0 in a scheme where
it is treated as a four-dimensional quantity [14].

At two-loop order, the ALP-induced low-energy contribution to aµ receives corrections of
order cµµ(µ0)cff (µ0), for all fermions f ̸= t, and C2

γγ(µ0).
4 The first effect is due to Barr–Zee

diagrams [40] (third diagram in the second row of Figure 4) and has been calculated in [21, 42].
The relevant loop function is

F (y, x) =
1

1− y

[
h2(x)− h2

(
x

y

)]
. (43)

Note that only the sum of the second and third term inside the curly brackets is independent
of the choice of the effective ALP Lagrangian, i.e., it is the same irrespective of whether the
calculation is performed based on the Lagrangian in (3) or (4). The contribution proportional
to C2

γγ in the third line of (41) arises from light-by-light scattering and vacuum-polarization
diagrams via ALP exchange (last two diagrams in the second row of Figure 4) and is denoted
by ∆LbL in (41), a quantity which has not yet been calculated. It was analyzed in the leading
logarithmic approximation (assuming a scale choice µ ≫ mµ,a) in [41]. Below, we will repro-
duce and extend the result obtained by these authors by solving the RG evolution equations
in our effective theory. Therefore, our result captures the leading contributions proportional
to c2µµ, cµµCγγ and cµµcff , while the leading contributions proportional to C2

γγ are contained
in the leading logarithmic approximation only.

The two flavor off-diagonal contributions shown in the last line of (41) arise from the first
diagram in the second row of Figure 4, if the fermion in the loop is a τ -lepton or an electron.
In these expressions we have neglected small corrections proportional to mµ/mτ or me/mµ,
respectively. Since the flavor off-diagonal ALP–fermion couplings are scale independent, we
have omitted the argument µ0 in these terms.

3The expression for h4(x) develops a non-zero imaginary part for x < 1, which reflects the fact that the
electron–ALP pair in the loop can go on-shell if (ma +me) < mµ. In the approximation where the electron
mass is neglected, as we have done here, the result exhibits a logarithmic singularity at the threshold ma = mµ,
so the above expression should only be used as long as ma ̸= mµ.

4There are also loop corrections of order αc2µµ and α cµµCγγ to the one-loop terms in (41), which we neglect.
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5.2 RG evolution to the electroweak scale

Our next task is to express the ALP coupling parameters and the LEFT Wilson coefficients at
the low scale µ0 in terms of coupling parameters defined at the electroweak scale. To this end,
we need to integrate the RG evolution equations for the ALP couplings [31, 32] along with the
evolution equations (2) for the LEFT Wilson coefficients from the low scale µ0 up to the scale
µw. The anomalous dimensions for the LEFT Wilson coefficients have been calculated in [29],
while the ALP source terms have been derived in the present work. Integrating these equations
numerically, one can resum large logarithmic corrections to all orders of perturbation theory.

For the present work, we restrict ourselves to an approximate solution of the RG equations,
working consistently at lowest non-trivial order in the ALP couplings. Integrating the second
equation in (12) and the second equation in (13) we obtain

cµµ(µ0) ≈ cµµ(µw)−
3α

π
Cγγ(µw) ln

µ2
w

µ2
0

,

Cγγ(µ0) ≈
[
1 + βQED

0

α(µw)

4π
ln
µ2
w

µ2
0

]
Cγγ(µw) ,

(44)

where the correction to Cγγ can be neglected in our approximation because it is of higher
order in α. There is also an ALP-induced correction to the running of the QED coupling, for
which we obtain from (35)

[
α(µ0)

]ALP ≈ α(µw)

[
1 +

8m2
a

(4πf)2
C2

γγ(µw) ln
µ2
w

µ2
0

]
. (45)

When this expression is used in the Schwinger term in (38), an ALP-induced contribution
proportional to αC2

γγ is induced.
In the next step, we need to integrate the evolution equations for the relevant LEFT

couplings [Ceγ]22 and [CV,LR
ee ]2ℓℓ2, for which the ALP source terms have been given in (31) and

(33), respectively. The dipole coefficient Ceγ mixes under RG evolution with itself, with the

coefficients CT,RR
eu , CT,RR

ed , CS,RR
ee , for which there are no ALP source terms, and with squares

of the dipole coefficients Ceγ, Cuγ and Cdγ times the mass of a light SM fermion [29]. To
the order we are working, these mixing effects do not give rise to relevant contributions. The
four-fermion coefficient CV,LR

ee enters the expression for a4ℓµ in (39) at one-loop order, and hence
we only need the ALP contribution obtained from integrating the source term SV,LR

ee in (33).
We obtain[

Ceγ(µ0)
]ALP

22
≈

[
Ceγ(µw)

]ALP

22
+

2emµ

(4πf)2
Cγγ(µw)

[
cµµ(µw) ln

µ2
w

µ2
0

− 3α

2π
Cγγ(µw) ln

2 µ
2
w

µ2
0

]
,

[
CV,LR

ee (µ0)
]ALP

2ℓℓ2
≈

[
CV,LR

ee (µw)
]ALP

2ℓℓ2
− 1

(4πf)2
32πα

3
C2

γγ(µw) δ2ℓ ln
µ2
w

µ2
0

.

(46)
When these results are inserted into (38) and (41), we obtain for the ALP-induced new-

physics contribution to the anomalous magnetic moment of the muon in the leading-logarithmic
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approximation

[aµ]
ALP = −4mµ

e
ℜe

[
Ceγ(µw)

]ALP

22
−mµ

∑
ℓ=e,µ,τ

mℓ

4π2
ℜe

[
CV,LR

ee (µw)
]ALP

2ℓℓ2

+
m2

µ

(4πf)2

{
− c2µµ(µw)h1(xµ)− 8cµµ(µw)Cγγ(µw)

[
ln
µ2
w

m2
µ

+ δ2 + 3− h2(xµ)

]

− 2α(µw)

π
cµµ(µw)

∑
f ̸=t

N f
c Q

2
f cff (µw)

∫ 1

0

dz F
(
z(1− z)xf , xµ

)
+

12α(µw)

π
C2

γγ(µw)

[
ln2 µ

2
w

m2
µ

+

(
2δ2 +

56

9
− 2h2(xµ) +

xµ
3

)
ln
µ2
w

µ2
0

− ln2 µ
2
0

m2
µ

+
1

12
∆LbL(µ0,ma,mµ)

]
+
mτ

mµ

ℜe
(
[ke]23 [kE]

∗
23

)
h3(xτ )−

1

2

(
|[ke]12|2 + |[kE]12|2

)
h4(xµ)

}
,

(47)
where we consistently neglect higher-order loop corrections to each combination of ALP cou-
plings. This formula is one of the main results of our paper. As explained earlier, it contains
the contributions proportional to c2µµ and cµµCγγ at one-loop order and the contributions pro-
portional to C2

γγ and cµµ cff at two-loop order, which in each case is the order at which the
corresponding terms arise for the first time. Note that the dependence on the low-energy scale
µ0 has cancelled out, as it should. For the terms proportional to C2

γγ, we conclude that the
combination

1

12
∆LbL(µ0,ma,mµ)− ln2 µ

2
0

m2
µ

−
(
2δ2 +

56

9
− 2h2(xµ) +

xµ
3

)
ln
µ2
0

m2
µ

(48)

must be independent of µ0. This condition fixes the scale dependence of the quantity ∆LbL.
The large single logarithm in the term proportional to cµµCγγ in the second line of (47)

and the large double logarithm in the term proportional to C2
γγ in the third line agree with the

findings of [41].5 The large single logarithm proportional to C2
γγ is a new result of the present

work. The authors of [41] have estimated the coefficient of the single logarithm from the ALP-
induced vacuum polarization to be 2

27
in units where the double logarithm has a coefficient 1.

The coefficient we obtain is much larger in magnitude (it is−16
9
forma/mµ → 0). Nevertheless,

we find that the double-logarithmic contribution still yields the dominant effect.

5.3 Matching corrections at the electroweak scale

In order to relate the master formula (47) to the ALP couplings in an effective theory above
the electroweak scale – the SMEFT+ALP effective theory considered in [26] – it is necessary

5The ALP couplings used in this paper are related to our couplings by gaγγ = 4Cγγ/f and yaµ = −mµ cµµ/f .
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to express the ALP couplings and LEFT Wilson coefficients entering this result in terms of
ALP couplings and SMEFT Wilson coefficients defined in the high-energy theory, which still
contains the heavy W±, Z and Higgs bosons as well as the top quark. The one-loop matching
corrections to the ALP couplings at the scale µw have been calculated in [32]. For the case of
the ALP–photon coupling, the relevant relation reads

Cγγ(µ
−
w) = Cγγ(µ

+
w)−

α(µw)

4π
NcQ

2
u ctt(µ

+
w)

= c2w CBB(µ
+
w) + s2w CWW (µ+

w)−
α(µw)

3π
ctt(µ

+
w) ,

(49)

where the notation µ+
w and µ−

w means scales infinitesimally above or below the scale µw,
respectively, and in the second step we have expressed Cγγ in the high-energy effective theory
in terms of the ALP couplings to the U(1)Y and SU(2)L gauge bosons, as defined in [26]. In
this step the electroweak mixing angle (renormalized at the scale µw) appears, and we use the
short-hand notation

c2w ≡ cos2 θw =
m2

W

m2
Z

, s2w ≡ sin2 θw . (50)

The ALP–photon coupling in the higher-energy theory is defined as in (7) and (11) but with
the sum extending over all SM fermions, including the top quark. The above matching relation
simply removes the top-quark contribution in the low-energy theory. The original ALP–photon
coupling cγγ in (3) does not receive a matching corrections at the electroweak scale. Note that
the matching contribution to the QED coupling α(µw) induced by the shift in Cγγ, cf. (45), is
of second order in α and hence can be neglected to the order we are working.

The one-loop matching relation for the ALP–muon coupling is more complicated. From
[32] we obtain

cµµ(µ
−
w) = cµµ(µ

+
w) +

3αt(µw)

4π
ctt(µ

+
w) ln

µ2
w

m2
t

− α1(µw)

4π
CBB(µ

+
w)

[(
15

2
− 12c4w

)(
ln
µ2
w

m2
Z

+ δ1 +
1

2

)
− 6c2w

(
1− 4s2w

)]
− α2(µw)

4π
CWW (µ+

w)

[(
9

2
− 12s4w

)(
ln
µ2
w

m2
Z

+ δ1 +
1

2

)
− 3 ln c2w + 6s2w

(
1− 4s2w

)]
,

(51)
where αt ≡ y2t /(4π) and mt ≡ mt(mt). The quantity δ1 is another scheme-dependent constant
related to the treatment of the Levi–Civita symbol in dimensional regularization. One finds
δ1 = −11

3
in a scheme where ϵµναβ is treated as a d-dimensional object (our default choice),

and δ1 = 0 in a scheme where it is treated as a four-dimensional quantity [14].
The LEFT dipole coefficient Ceγ also receives ALP-induced matching contributions at

the electroweak scale, which result from Feynman diagrams with a heavy Z boson and/or
top quark in the loop, as shown in Figure 5.6 Analogous diagrams in which the ALP and

6There also exist diagrams in which the fermion in the loop is replaced by a W boson. These graphs yield
two-loop contributions proportional to cµµCWW , which we neglect for consistency.
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Figure 5: Representative Feynman diagrams contributing to the ALP-induced matching corrections
to the LEFT dipole coefficient Ceγ at the electroweak scale. In the second and third diagram in the
first row the Z boson can also be replaced by the corresponding Goldstone boson (not shown). The
open red circle in the last diagram accounts for the matching contribution obtained from the fact
that the ALP–photon coupling Cγγ differs in the effective theories above and below the electroweak
scale by an amount proportional to ctt, see (49).

gauge-boson lines are crossed are not shown. The three Z-boson graphs in the first row are
proportional to (geL + geR) = (−1

2
+ 2s2w) ≈ −0.04. They should be evaluated in a general Rξ

gauge, in which case the Z boson can also be replaced by the corresponding Goldstone boson.
The result for the first diagram can be inferred from an expression given in [14]. The remaining
two diagrams have not yet been calculated. We find that the second diagram vanishes (up
to a power-suppressed contribution of O(m2

f/m
2
Z), which must be dropped for consistency).

The third diagram gives a contribution proportional to cµµ ctt, which is independent of the
scale µw but dependent on the ratio m2

t/m
2
Z . It is a reasonable approximation to neglect

this unknown contribution, because it is much smaller than other terms involving the same
ALP couplings in the result (52) below. We have checked that the graphs in the first row do
not contain any low-energy contributions that would need to be subtracted in the matching.
Shrinking the heavy-particle propagators to a point and assuming that at least one of the
remaining loop momenta is soft leads to the low-energy subgraphs shown in Figure 6. The
effective vertex marked by a red ⊗ symbol in the first subgraph corresponds to the dimension-7
operator (∂µa) µ̄γνF

µνµ in the effective LEFT+ALP theory, whose coefficient is proportional
to 1/(f v2). The dimension-six four-lepton LEFT operator denoted by the black ⊗ symbol
in the second subgraph has a coefficient of order 1/v2. The dimension-7 four-lepton operator
denoted by the red ⊗ symbol in the third subgraph has a coefficient of order 1/(f 2v), where
we include the factor mµ from the ALP–muon coupling in the definition of the operator. In
all cases, one finds that these low-energy contributions are power suppressed ∼ m2

µ,a/v
2 and

hence have no effect on the matching calculation. The three diagrams shown in the second row
of Figure 5 correspond to the Barr–Zee contribution of the top quark (first graph) as well as a
matching contribution arising from the fact that the ALP–photon coupling Cγγ in the effective
theories just above and below the electroweak scale differs by a contribution involving the top
quark. Both diagrams contain a non-zero low-energy contribution sensitive to the masses of
the ALP and the muon, but in their sum this contribution cancels out.

Using results from [14, 21, 28, 42] along with our own calculations, we find that the complete
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1

Figure 6: Low-energy subgraphs for the three diagrams in the first row of Figure 5 (see the main text
for more details). These contributions are power suppressed and do not contribute to the matching.

electroweak matching contribution to Ceγ can be written as[
Ceγ(µ

−
w)
]ALP

22
=

v√
2

(
cw

[
CeB(µ

+
w)
]ALP

22
− sw

[
CeW (µ+

w)
]ALP

22

)
− emµ

2(4πf)2
(
1− 4s2w

)
cµµ(µ

+
w)

[
CBB(µ

+
w)− CWW (µ+

w)
](

ln
µ2
w

m2
Z

+ δ2 +
3

2

)
+

emµ

(4πf)2
2α(µw)

3π
cµµ(µ

+
w) ctt(µ

+
w)

[(
ln
µ2
w

m2
t

+ δ2 −
1

2

)
+ (1− 4s2w)(. . . )

]
,

(52)
where the dots refer to the unknown contribution from the third diagram in Figure 5.

For the LEFT coefficient CV,LR
ee , the matching relation is of the form [28][

CV,LR
ee (µ−

w)
]ALP

2ℓℓ2
=

[
Cle(µ

+
w)
]ALP

2ℓℓ2
+ loop corrections , (53)

where the relevant one-loop contributions arising from the contact interactions contained in
diagrams of the form

eL eR

1

have not yet been calculated. These effects are quadratic in the ALP–boson couplings CBB,
CWW and the gauge couplings g1, g2.

Using the matching conditions (49)–(53), the master formula (47) can be reexpressed in
terms of the ALP–fermion couplings cµµ, ctt and the ALP–boson couplings CBB, CWW defined
above the electroweak scale µw, as well as the ALP contributions to the SMEFT Wilson
coefficients CeB, CeW and Cle, all defined at the electroweak scale.

5.4 RG evolution above the electroweak scale

The RG evolution equations in the SMEFT+ALP effective theory are complicated and are
best solved in numerical form. A Mathematica notebook performing this task, which is based
on an implementation of the ALP source terms in DsixTools 2.0 [43, 44], has been made
available in [33]. The presence of the ALP couplings to top quarks and gluons introduces
strong-coupling effects governed by αs and αt in the evolution equations. Approximate (but
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accurate) numerical solutions for the ALP couplings have been derived in [32]. For the relevant
couplings to muons and top quarks, one obtains at leading order in RG-improved perturbation
theory

cµµ(µ
+
w) ≈ cµµ(Λ) + Ît(µw,Λ) ctt(Λ)−

[
15α1

8π
CBB(Λ) +

9α2

8π
CWW (Λ)

]
ln

Λ2

µ2
w

,

ctt(µ
+
w) ≈

[
1− 3

2
Ît(µw,Λ)

]
ctt(Λ)−

16

7

[
αs(µw)

αs(Λ)
− 1

]
CGG(Λ)

−
[
17α1

24π
CBB(Λ) +

9α2

8π
CWW (Λ)

]
ln

Λ2

µ2
w

,

(54)

where we have used that βQCD
0 = 7 in six-flavor QCD, and [32]7

Ît(µw,Λ) =

∫ Λ

µw

dµ

µ

3αt(µ)

2π

ctt(µ)

ctt(Λ)
=

3αt(µw)

αs(µw)

[
1−

(
αs(Λ)

αs(µw)

)1
7

]
, (55)

where the result for the integral holds at leading order in RG-improved perturbation theory.
In (54) we have neglected the scale dependence of the electroweak gauge couplings α1 and
α2 as well as of the ALP–boson couplings CBB and CWW , which is a good approximation
unless Λ = 4πf is exceedingly high above the scale µw. In the above expressions the large
logarithms associated with powers of αs and αt at higher orders in perturbation theory have
been resummed to all orders, and one should consider the integral Ît and the factor multiplying
CGG as O(1) quantities.

Our next task is to obtain the relevant SMEFT coefficients by integrating their RG equa-
tions including the relevant ALP source terms. We will do this in a simple approximation, by
retaining only the leading large logarithms in the scale ratio Λ/µw. For the ALP coupling to
muons, we then obtain

cµµ(µ
+
w) ≈ cµµ(Λ) +

[
3αt

4π
ctt(Λ)−

15α1

8π
CBB(Λ)−

9α2

8π
CWW (Λ)

]
ln

Λ2

µ2
w

. (56)

This result is needed in the source terms for the SMEFT dipole coefficients CeB and CeW ,
which enter in (52) [26]. Under one-loop scale evolution [45, 46], these coefficients mix with
each other and with the coefficients CHB, CHW , CHWB, for which there exist non-vanishing
ALP source terms, as well as with CHB̃, CHW̃ , CHW̃B and C

(3)
lequ, for which the ALP source

terms vanish. Integrating the RG equations for the former coefficients from the high scale
Λ = 4πf down to lower energies, we find in leading logarithmic approximation[

CHB(µ)
]ALP ≈

[
CHB(Λ)

]ALP
+

4πα1

(4πf)2
C2

BB(Λ) ln
Λ2

µ2
,

[
CHW (µ)

]ALP ≈
[
CHW (Λ)

]ALP
+

4πα2

(4πf)2
C2

WW (Λ) ln
Λ2

µ2
, (57)

7In this reference the notation It(µw,Λ) = −Ît(µw,Λ) ctt(Λ) is used.
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[
CHWB(µ)

]ALP ≈
[
CHWB(Λ)

]ALP
+

8π
√
α1α2

(4πf)2
CBB(Λ)CWW (Λ) ln

Λ2

µ2
.

Using the above relations, it is straightforward to integrate the RG equations for the dipole
coefficients in the leading logarithmic approximation. We obtain

[
CeB(µ

+
w)
]ALP

22
≈

[
CeB(Λ)

]ALP

22
+

yµ
16π2

[
3g1
2

[
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]
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{
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32π
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32π
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(58)

and[
CeW (µ+

w)
]ALP

22
≈

[
CeW (Λ)

]ALP

22
+

yµ
16π2
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g2
2

[
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[
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− 1
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cµµ(Λ) ln
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32π
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7α2

32π
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ln2 Λ

2
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w

}
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(59)

Finally, for the SMEFT coefficient Cle entering in (53), it is sufficient to integrate the ALP
source term directly, which leads to

[
Cle(µ

+
w)
]ALP

2ℓℓ2
≈

[
Cle(Λ)

]ALP

2ℓℓ2
− 1

(4πf)2
16πα1

3
C2

BB(Λ) δ2ℓ ln
Λ2

µ2
w

. (60)

5.5 Models with loop-suppressed ALP–boson couplings

In many realistic ALP models, the ALP–boson couplings are loop suppressed, as indicated in
(3) and (4), in which case the parameters CBB and CWW are likely to be much smaller than
the ALP–fermion couplings cµµ and ctt. In such scenarios, the master formula (47) can be
simplified and rewritten in the form

[aµ]
ALP = −4mµ

e
ℜe

[
Ceγ(µ

−
w)
]ALP

22

− m2
µ

(4πf)2
cµµ(µw)

{
cµµ(µ

−
w)h1(xµ) +

2α(µw)

π
c̃γγ(µ

−
w)

[
ln
µ2
w

m2
µ

+ δ2 + 3− h2(xµ)

]

+
2α(µw)

π

∑
f ̸=t

N f
c Q

2
f cff (µ

−
w)

∫ 1

0

dz F
(
z(1− z)xf , xµ

)}
,

(61)
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with c̃γγ defined in (7). The term proportional to c̃2γγ is now of four-loop order and can safely
be neglected, with the leading contribution given by

m2
µ

(4πf)2
3

4

[
α(µw)

π

]3
c̃2γγ(µw) ln

2 m
2
Z

m2
µ

≈ 1.5 · 10−14 c̃2γγ(µw)

[
100GeV

f

]2
. (62)

There is no ALP source term for the Wilson coefficient CV,LR
ee in this case, and hence we have

dropped the corresponding contribution. For simplicity, we have also omitted the contributions
involving flavor-changing ALP couplings. They can be added back if desired.

In this simpler context, it is straightforward to implement the relations which accomplish
the extrapolation to the new-physics scale Λ = 4πf at leading logarithmic approximation. We
obtain the master formula
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]ALP

22
− sw

[
CeW (Λ)

]ALP

22

)
− m2

µ

(4πf)2

{[
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,

(63)

where the integral Ît has been given in (55), and as before we neglect higher-order loop
corrections to each combination of ALP couplings. Note that the electroweak matching scale
µw has dropped out, as it should. The QED coupling α and the electroweak mixing angle
should be evaluated at the scale µw ∼ mZ . The sum in the last line now extends over all
quark flavors, and we have used that for the top quark∫ 1

0

dz F
(
z(1− z)xt, xµ

)
= − ln

m2
t

m2
µ

+ h2(xµ)−
7

2
(64)

up to power corrections of O(m2
µ,a/m

2
t ). We stress again that the large logarithms ln(Λ2/m2

Z),
ln(m2

Z/m
2
µ) and ln(m2

t/m
2
µ) contained in the above results could be straightforwardly re-

summed to all orders of perturbation theory by solving the RG equations in the LEFT and
the SMEFT numerically, using tools such as those provided in [33].

Relation (63) is our final result for the ALP-induced contribution to the anomalous mag-
netic moment of the muon in models with loop-suppressed ALP–boson couplings. Note the
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f = 100GeV, Λ = 1.26TeV f = 300GeV, Λ = 3.77TeV

ALP couplings ma = 0 0.3GeV 1GeV ma = 0 0.3GeV 1GeV

c2µµ(Λ) −668.1 −166.8 −32.5 −74.2 −18.5 −3.6

cµµ(Λ) c̃BB(Λ) −62.2 −52.0 −44.4 −7.7 −6.6 −5.8

cµµ(Λ) c̃WW (Λ) −63.6 −53.4 −45.8 −8.0 −6.9 −6.0

cµµ(Λ) ctt(Λ) 31.7 66.9 64.7 −0.66 6.3 7.0

cµµ(Λ) cdd(Λ) 15.0 9.0 5.9 1.7 1.0 0.65

ctt(Λ) c̃BB(Λ) −3.8 −3.2 −2.7 −0.69 −0.59 −0.51

ctt(Λ) c̃WW (Λ) −3.9 −3.3 −2.8 −0.71 −0.61 −0.54

c2tt(Λ) 4.5 4.7 4.1 0.53 0.71 0.65

ctt(Λ) cdd(Λ) 0.92 0.55 0.36 0.15 0.089 0.058

Table 1: Contributions to [aµ]
ALP (in units of 10−11) proportional to different combinations of ALP

couplings at the scale Λ = 4πf . We assume flavor-universal ALP–fermion couplings.

remarkable fact that RG evolution effects shift the ALP–muon coupling by an amount pro-
portional to the ALP–top coupling, and hence a non-zero contribution to aµ can be generated
even if the ALP–muon coupling is suppressed (or absent) in the UV theory. It is well known
that the contribution proportional to c2µµ is negative and hence has the wrong sign to explain
the current tension seen between the experimental value of aµ and its theoretical prediction
[36]. In order to obtain an overall positive ALP contribution, the remaining terms must yield
significant contributions of the correct sign.

The SM value for the anomalous magnetic moment of the muon is quoted in [36] as
[aµ]

SM = 116 591 810(43) · 10−11, whereas the present experimental average value is [aµ]
exp =

116 592 061(41) · 10−11 [47]. This yields a deviation of [aµ]
exp− [aµ]

SM = (251± 59) · 10−11, cor-
responding to a 4.2σ tension. However, there is currently an intense discussion about whether
the data-driven estimation of the hadronic contributions to aµ used in [36] is in agreement
with recent determinations of these effects in lattice QCD as well as with recent data reported
by the CMD-3 collaboration [48]. For example, if the lattice result for the (leading-order)
hadronic vacuum polarization reported by the BMW collaboration [49] is used instead of the
data-driven value, the deviation is reduced to about (107 ± 70) · 10−11, corresponding to a
tension of less than 2σ. In Table 1 we show the ALP-induced contributions to the anomalous
magnetic moment of the muon in the form of coefficients multiplying different combinations of
ALP couplings, defined at the UV scale Λ = 4πf . We assume flavor-universal ALP couplings,
so that cee = cττ = cµµ, cuu = ccc = ctt, and css = cbb = cdd. Note that we omit the UV
contribution shown in the first line of (63), which is not logarithmically enhanced but needs
to be evaluated in the context of a specific ALP model. It is not difficult to generate phe-
nomenologically interesting values of [aµ]

ALP using reasonable ALP parameters, even in mini-
mal scenarios with only two non-zero couplings. For example, a positive contribution of about
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200 ·10−11 is obtained for f = 100GeV, ma = 300MeV and the ALP couplings cµµ(Λ) = 1 and
c̃BB(Λ) = −7, while a contribution of about 100 · 10−11 is found for f = 300GeV, ma = 1GeV
and non-zero couplings cµµ(Λ) = 4 and c̃BB(Λ) = −7. The new-physics scales in the two cases
are 1.26TeV and 3.77TeV, respectively. These are just two out of a large number of possible
scenarios. Both sets of parameters are compatible with present bounds from both direct and
indirect searches, see e.g. the recent discussions in [21, 33].

6 Conclusions

Axions and axion-like particles (ALPs) are prominent and well-motivated candidates for
physics beyond the Standard Model. They may explain the absence of CP-violating effects
in the strong interactions (the so-called “strong CP problem”) and, more generally, they can
arise as pseudo Nambu–Goldstone bosons in a large class of extensions of the Standard Model
with a broken global U(1) symmetry. In general, ALPs couple to the known particles via
dimension-five and yet higher-dimensional operators and hence fall in the class of naturally
light and weakly coupled new-physics particles.

Direct searches for ALPs are being performed using a large variety of experimental probes,
ranging from astrophysical measurements to collider searches. Generally, such searches suffer
from a strong dependence on the ALP lifetime, its branching ratios for decays into Standard
Model particles, and assumptions about the coupling structure of the underlying ALP model.
Indirect searches for ALP-induced quantum corrections to precision observables offer an inter-
esting alternative strategy, which alleviates some of these drawbacks. Even if – as we assume
here – the ALP mass is smaller than the scale of electroweak symmetry breaking, ALPs never-
theless leave an imprint on the effective Wilson coefficients accounting for new-physics effects
in the context of the effective field-theory extensions of the Standard Model called SMEFT
(above the electroweak scale) and LEFT (below the electroweak scale). The reason is that
ALPs can give rise to UV-divergent contributions to Green’s functions with external Standard
Model particles only. We have first shown this in the context of the SMEFT in [26], where we
found that ALPs provide source terms for almost all dimension-6 SMEFT operators.

In the present work, we have extended this analysis to the low-energy effective theory
(LEFT), in which the top quark, theW± and Z bosons, and the Higgs boson are integrated out.
We have presented the complete set of ALP source terms entering the renormalization-group
equations for the LEFT Wilson coefficients. As an important application of this formalism,
we have presented a new state-of-the-art calculation of ALP-induced contributions to the
anomalous magnetic moment of the muon, which includes all relevant two-loop effects and
the UV boundary conditions in the SMEFT. Equation (47) expresses the result in terms
of ALP couplings and LEFT Wilson coefficients defined at the electroweak scale, while in
relation (63) we show the result expressed in terms of ALP couplings and SMEFT Wilson
coefficients defined at the UV scale Λ = 4πf . We have presented numerical results for the
different ALP-induced contributions to aµ in Table 1, assuming for simplicity flavor-universal
ALP–fermion couplings. These results can be applied to a large variety of ALP models.
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A Dimension-8 four-fermion operators in the LEFT

In Section 3.3, we have discussed that four-fermion operators in the LEFT, which originate
when the heavy electroweak gauge bosonsW± and Z are integrated out, give rise to additional
ALP source terms for four-fermion operators, which appear first at dimension-8 order. As
an example of such contributions, we consider four-fermion operators with flavor structure
(ūu)(ēe), which arise from Z-boson exchange. There are six diagrams to consider, where the
ALP is exchanged between any pair of fermions in the effective four-fermion operator. From
the 1/ϵ poles of these diagrams, we obtain the following contributions to the source terms:[
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and [
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(A.2)

where geL = (−1
2
+ s2w), g

e
R = s2w and guL = (1

2
− 2

3
s2w), g

u
R = −2

3
s2w denote the relevant Z-

boson couplings. The operators corresponding to the source terms in the last equation are
not hermitian, and for the hermitian-conjugate operators one needs to exchange M̃f ↔ M̃ †

f

in the source terms.
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