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Abstract: We introduce a class of models where the masses of the light Standard

Model fermions are due to an Effective Field Theory operator that appears beyond

dimension-4 in the power counting expansion, resulting in a ‘Powerful Yukawa’. The

effective Yukawa coupling structure is UV-completed using a collective symmetry

breaking pattern in the flavour sector, which we dub ‘Sprouted Symmetry Breaking.’

The irreducible signature is an enhanced Higgs coupling to the light Standard Model

fermions.
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1 Introduction

We often take certain aspects of nature for granted: the sun will rise, the sky is

blue, the Standard Model (SM) Lagrangian includes all gauge invariant operators

up to dimension 4, and so on. In this paper, we revisit the last of these tenets, and

write down a new class of phenomenologically viable models where this ‘fact’ is not

necessarily a property of the leading-order theory.

Our focus here will be on the properties of the SM matter sector. One of the

many cornerstone predictions of the SM is the

yF =
MF

v
(1.1)

relationship between the fermion mass MF and Higgs Yukawa couplings yF , where

v ≃ 174 GeV is the SM Higgs vacuum expectation value (vev). Experimentally

verifying Eq. (1.1) is often presented as a critical test of the SM picture for elec-

troweak (EW) symmetry breaking. For example, the universal coefficient and the

linearity of this relationship between Higgs coupling and mass (mass-squared) for

fermions (bosons) is often presented graphically to convey progress in LHC tests of

EW symmetry breaking, see e.g. [1, 2]. However, when viewing the SM as an Ef-

fective Field Theory (EFT), the constant of proportionality in Eq. (1.1) does not

reflect the fundamental structure of the SM, but rather the assumption that masses

arise predominantly at lowest dimension in the SM effective theory (SMEFT). As

this paper will show, this is an assumption that may not hold if a sufficiently large

symmetry, broken collectively, forbids the tree-level Yukawa.1

From the SMEFT point of view, a fermion mass can be generated by any operator

of the form

OPY = cN
|H|2N
M2N

OYuk , (1.2)

where H is the SM Higgs doublet, OYuk is the usual SM Yukawa operator, M is

the EFT momentum cutoff, N is a non-negative integer, and cN is a dimensionless

coefficient. Since no symmetry (other than dilatation) differentiates between the

operators of different values of N it is typically, and moreover reasonably, assumed

that the leading mass contribution arises at lowest order N = 0. However, much as

the momentum cutoff is an integral aspect of defining an EFT, so too is the associated

power counting scheme. Both are reflections of the underlying UV completion. The

cutoff parametrizes the range of validity in terms of the EFT amplitudes, whereas

the power counting reflects the spurionic structure of the UV couplings, which leaves

an imprint on the IR operator field expansion.

With this in mind, it is useful to note that the coefficient cN in Eq. (1.2) must

carry at least 2N more UV couplings than OYuk. This observation reveals that the

1There is a broad general literature on the possibility of modified Yukawa couplings, including

[3–27] for leptons and quarks and [28–48] with a focus on quarks alone.
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structure of couplings and symmetries in the UV could give rise to this Yukawa-like

operator with 2N more couplings at leading order and, consequentially, 2N more

Higgs field insertions than näıvely expected for the SM. We call this a ‘Powerful

Yukawa’ (PY) scenario: the effective Yukawa-like coupling that gives mass to the

fermions carries non-zero mass dimension. In a PY model, the leading-order rela-

tionship between the effective Yukawa coupling yPYF and the mass of the fermion

would be

yPYF = (2N + 1)
MF

v
, (1.3)

as compared to the SM prediction in Eq. (1.1). The linearity is preserved, but the

constant of proportionality is now set by a positive integer corresponding to the

underlying ‘power’ of the effective Yukawa.

This is not the first paper to consider this idea. Indeed, previous authors pointed

out that fermion masses that arise with the additional suppression of a factor (v/Λ)2N

could be the underlying reason for the smallness of first and second generation

fermion masses [3, 4]. In contrast, the point of view we take here is not to jus-

tify or explain any mystery of the SM, but rather to ask whether the PY scenario

is possible a) theoretically, in the sense that one can justify the IR power-counting

as emerging from a concrete self-consistent UV scenario and b) to ask whether it is

(still) possible experimentally that any of the fermion masses are dominated by a

higher dimension operator, not only in terms of Higgs Yukawa coupling and other

EFT constraints, but in particular any ancillary constraints that may arise.2

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Sec. 2 we discuss the EFT gen-

eralities underpinning such a possibility. In Sec. 3 we provide a concrete symmetry-

based UV-completion and in Sec. 4 broad phenomenological questions are addressed

before concluding.

2 EFT for Powerful Yukawas

In this section, we perform a bottom-up analysis of the PY scenario. The UV comple-

tions proposed below will rely on a collective symmetry breaking mechanism [49, 50],

based on a chain of U(1)i global flavor symmetries. To simplify the presentation here,

we will just consider a one-flavour SM; we will comment on more realistic extensions

that address non-trivial flavour concerns in Sec. 4 below. We assume that the only

sources of U(1)i symmetry breaking are coupling spurions yi with charge Qi = (1,−1)

under U(1)i × U(1)i+1, and zero charge under the rest of the U(1) symmetries.

Let us assume that there are 2N +1 U(1) symmetries. We enforce that the EFT

respects this symmetry pattern, in that the only symmetry breaking is tracked by

2Note that if one were to observe a large Yukawa coupling modification that is not approximately

proportional to an odd integer, this would be a sign that fermion mass is not dominated by a single

higher dimension operator.
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the yi spurions. This implies that there is only one class of operator that is allowed

by the symmetries at tree-level. Up to overall numerical factors, the allowed operator

takes the form

LEFT ⊃
∏2N

i=1 yi
MD−4

OEFT , (2.1)

where D is the mass dimension of the operator OEFT, which only depends on IR

fields whose combination has total charge QO = (−1, 1) under U(1)1 × U(1)2N+1,

and M is a UV mass scale. Note that the selection rules forbid OEFT from entering

in the effective action without the additional couplings. Suppose we identify U(1)1
with U(1)F , the chiral symmetry of an IR left-handed fermion, and U(1)2N+1 with

U(1)F c , the chiral symmetry of an IR right-handed fermion. Since each factor of

yi implies the presence of at least one IR field in the operator OEFT, the lowest

dimension operator that is consistent with coupling dimension,3 gauge invariance,

and the (spurionic) global symmetries has the form

LEFT ⊃
∏2N

i=1 yi
M2N

|H|2Ny0HFF c , (2.2)

where y0 is the spurion coupling for the relevant SM flavour symmetries.

To explore the scaling behavior of the EFT coefficient, let us assume the spurions

are all equal yi = y0 = y. After electroweak symmetry breaking, the SM fermion

mass is

MF =
y

yT

(
y

yT

MT

M

)2N

MT , (2.3)

where we have expressed this with respect to the top mass MT and top Yukawa yT
to anchor the expression to a familiar SM scale. Inverting this, we can estimate

the scale where the new UV states appear for a given choice of couplings, which

corresponds to the scale where the effective description breaks down. We find

M =
y

yT
MT

(
y

yT

MT

MF

) 1
2N

≃ 2 TeV× y

4π

(
y

4π

2 TeV

MF

) 1
2N

. (2.4)

For example, for a benchmark with N = 1 one has

M ≃ 4000 TeV×
(

y

4π

) 3
2

(MF = MElectron) , (2.5)

if the effective operator in Eq. (2.2) generates all of the electron mass.

The fermion Yukawa coupling is then enhanced with respect to the SM expecta-

tion by a factor
yF

yF,SM
= 1 + 2N = D − 3 , (2.6)

3See e.g. [51] for one choice of ℏ conventions.
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where D is the dimension of the operator at which the fermion mass arises, and yF
is the physical Yukawa coupling of the light fermion to the Higgs boson, and yF,SM is

the SM Yukawa coupling. This tells us that it could be possible for the light fermion

masses, such as the up, down and electron, to arise at leading order from an operator

with dimension as high as D = 16 with the associated new states lying beyond 6

TeV. It is therefore plausible that new states could lie beyond the reach of HL-LHC,

in a model where the light fermion Yukawa couplings is enhanced by a factor of 13.

Note that LEFT of Eq. (2.2) cannot be the whole story. The reason is that no

symmetry forbids lower-order operators such as(
ℏ

16π2

M2

|H|2
)j

LEFT , (2.7)

from arising. In other words, the spurionic arguments presented above only hold

at tree level. Indeed, simply closing one pair of Higgses appearing in Eq. (2.2) into

a loop yields a quadratically divergent contribution to the EFT with a coefficient

Λ2/(4πM)2, for some UV cutoff Λ. Taking Λ ∼ M , as expected for a threshold

correction arising at the matching scale, we find the naturally present lower dimension

operators would dominate the fermion mass unless

M ≲ 4πv , (2.8)

in natural units. As a result, for a UV-completion of a PY theory to be natural, the

UV scale should not exceed ∼ few TeV, which is within the reach of the HL-LHC

and future high energy colliders.

3 A UV-Completion: Sprouting Symmetry Breaking

Having now described the general features of the PY scenario, we turn to a concrete

UV completion. The generic arguments of the previous section leading to Eq. (2.8)

imply that the upper bound on the scale of new physics must be ≲ few TeV for

the effective light SM fermion Yukawa coupling from a higher dimension operator

to be parametrically enhanced with respect to the natural dimension-4 contribution.

For a generic point in parameter space, M ∼ TeV is already ruled out by LHC

searches for QCD-charged states. We therefore present a UV-completion where all

new states are only EW-charged to avoid possible conflicts with direct search limits.

It is straightforward to write down a UV model that introduces new QCD-charged

states.

The model presented in this section only introduces new scalar fields that have

the same quantum numbers as the SM Higgs doublet. The structure introduced here

is reminiscent of collective symmetry breaking, which was inspired by dimensional-

deconstruction [52, 53]. However, the PY UV-completion introduced here does not
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follow the typical pattern from a dimensional deconstruction, wherein one imagines

a linear picture of adjacent nodes in theory space charged under neighbouring global

symmetries. By contrast, this model is more like a tree than a moose. Each node

‘sprouts’ a new branch, and the associated collective symmetry breaking structure

requires introducing a two-dimensional theory space in order to understand the se-

lection rules. To our knowledge, such a sprouting picture for collective symmetry

breaking has not been proposed before.

We start by describing one ‘sprout,’ which can be thought of as a module that

can be connected to any node. Attaching a sprout grows the field dimension of the

generated effective operator. The sprout in this model will contain four new Higgs

doublets.

We call the extra Higgses in the sprout H1, H2, H3, H4. Higgses Hi with odd-

i flavour indices have conjugate gauge charges to those with even-i indices. The

interactions are4

−LInt ⊃ λH1 ·H2 H3 ·H4 + λ′H1 ·H4 H3 ·H2 +
4∑

i=1

H∗
i · Oi + h.c. . (3.1)

Structurally we may think of the Hi as each carrying unit global U(1)i charge, the

Oi as carrying unit U(1)i charge and λ, λ′ as carrying negative unit U(1)1−4 charge.

These selection rules and gauge symmetries restrict the interactions to take the form

given in Eq. (3.1). In addition to these interaction terms, masses, quartics and

mixed-quartics of the form |Hi|2|Hj ̸=i|2 are allowed.

Imagine that the Oi are built out of only SM fields. In the region of parameter

space where there is a scale separation between the Hi masses and the masses of the

SM fields contained within the Oi, we can integrate out the heavy Hi scalars. This

generates the tree-level term

−LEFT ⊃ 1

M2
1M

2
2M

2
3M

2
4

(λO1 · O2 O3 · O4 + λ′ O1 · O4 O3 · O2) . (3.2)

The key idea of this UV completion is that the sprout is a module for which the

only combination of operators involving more than one Oi is
∏4

i=1Oi. This structure

then leads to the kinds of tree-level symmetry-protected combinations as depicted in

Fig. 1. Then to generate the PY EFT structure, we identify

O1 = yecL , (3.3a)

O2,4 = µ2
2,4H , (3.3b)

O3 = µ2
3H

∗ . (3.3c)

4Note that we do not include a H1 ·H3 H2 ·H4 interaction because it will not contribute to the

PY effective operator.
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H3
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Figure 1. Structure of a symmetry-protected sprout. If the operators Oi only contain

light fields, this leads to an EFT operator of the form in Eq. (3.2). If any of the Oi contain

heavy fields, they will be connected to further sprouts, forming a tree that leads to an even

higher dimension EFT operator.

Following the same logic that led to Eq. (3.2), this generates

−LEFT ⊃ λ

M8

(
4∏

i=2

µ2
i

)
y|H|2HecL , (3.4)

We can identify U(1)i symmetries by giving spurious charges to the µ2
2−4 and ecL. In

the notation of Eq. (2.2), we are identifying the product λµ2
2µ

2
3µ

2
4y with y1y2y0. This

symmetry implies that (at tree-level) we generate the EFT operator in Eq. (3.4), but

we will not generate HecL alone.

In the case that the operatorsOi only include light fields, the model also generates

additional EFT operators of the form

LEFT ⊃ 1

M2

4∑
i=1

O∗
i

(
□
M2

)n

Oi (3.5)

will also arise at tree-level, where n ≥ 0. Although they do not connect the various

sectors, such operators may be important phenomenologically.

It is then straightforward to write down generalizations of this model that gen-

erate even higher dimension operators as the leading tree-level effect, if one or more

of the Oi includes additional heavy fields. This implies that they will appear as the

branches of another sprout, ultimately connecting all the sprouts together to form

a more complicated tree. The extremities of the tree must end on IR fields, which

allows one to generate an arbitrarily high-order operator in a symmetry-protected

manner.

To see how this can be used to generate a PY EFT, consider the same Oi as

above, but replace O4 with the µ2
4H

′
1 of an entirely new sprout, denoted by the prime.
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Then, taking O′
1,3 = (µ′

1,3)
2H∗ and O′

2 = (µ′
2)

2H, one would now generate

−LEFT ⊃ λ2

M16

(
4∏

i=2

µ2
i

3∏
i=1

(µ′
i)
2

)
y|H|4HecL , (3.6)

but not |H|2HecL and HecL at tree-level. The extension to larger branches is

straightforward.

Crucially, this sprouting structure is enforced by a symmetry and thus is ra-

diatively stable in the UV and IR: A higher dimension operator can dominate the

Yukawa structure, even in cases where, from a purely IR perspective, lower-dimension

operators would be expected to be more important.5

Radiative Corrections

The possibility of generating lower-order operators in the IR theory has already

been discussed in Sec. 2. We focus on the sprouting class of UV completions and

and examine the impact of radiative corrections at the matching scale.

One can explicitly calculate the correction to the lowest power (N = 0) Yukawa

from integrating out the heavier Higgs fields. In Fig. 2 we see there are two candidate

Higgs field contractions, in red, which at the matching scale may generate operators

with two fewer Higgs fields in the EFT. One finds that the same structure which

generates N = 1 in the UV also gives rise to the N = 0 operator

−LEFT ⊃ yµ2
2µ3

2µ4
2

8π2M2
1M

2
2M

2
4

(
(λ+ 2λ′)

log(M2
3/M

2
2 )

M2
3/M

2
2 − 1

+ (λ ↔ λ′, 2 ↔ 4)

)
HecL . (3.7)

The näıve expectation of Sec. 2 is confirmed. As a result the extra Higgs doublets

are expected to be heavier than the SM Higgs in order for the EFT description to

be valid, but lighter than ∼ 2 TeV in order for the powerful Yukawa scenario to be

realisable.

4 Phenomenology

Since the new states are only EW-charged and heavy we do not consider direct

production at colliders, focussing instead on effects that can be well-described in the

EFT limit.

5Note that for all external legs attached to a SM Higgs fields this class of collective symmetry

breaking allows for arbitrarily high-dimension operators of the form |H|2N in the Higgs potential

to have large coefficients.
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1

<latexit sha1_base64="Sp/DoghqfDsghUB1Pp4i3fhwEDo=">AAAB7nicbVDLSgNBEOyNrxhfUY9eBoPgKeyKr2PQiwcPEcwDkjXMTnqTIbOzy8yssIR8hBcPinj1e7z5N06SPWi0oKGo6qa7K0gE18Z1v5zC0vLK6lpxvbSxubW9U97da+o4VQwbLBaxagdUo+ASG4Ybge1EIY0Cga1gdD31W4+oNI/lvckS9CM6kDzkjBortTKCD4zc9soVt+rOQP4SLycVyFHvlT+7/ZilEUrDBNW647mJ8cdUGc4ETkrdVGNC2YgOsGOppBFqfzw7d0KOrNInYaxsSUNm6s+JMY20zqLAdkbUDPWiNxX/8zqpCS/9MZdJalCy+aIwFcTEZPo76XOFzIjMEsoUt7cSNqSKMmMTKtkQvMWX/5LmSdU7r57dnVZqV3kcRTiAQzgGDy6gBjdQhwYwGMETvMCrkzjPzpvzPm8tOPnMPvyC8/ENYYGO9Q==</latexit>

yecL
<latexit sha1_base64="DxiZMrpkQu90BNi4JBME5CZeGUw=">AAAB8HicbVDLTgJBEOzFF+IL9ehlIjHxRHYJPo5ELxwxkYeBlcwOszBhZnYzM2tCNnyFFw8a49XP8ebfOMAeFKykk0pVd7q7gpgzbVz328mtrW9sbuW3Czu7e/sHxcOjlo4SRWiTRDxSnQBrypmkTcMMp51YUSwCTtvB+Hbmt5+o0iyS92YSU1/goWQhI9hY6aEnkn71sYLq/WLJLbtzoFXiZaQEGRr94ldvEJFEUGkIx1p3PTc2foqVYYTTaaGXaBpjMsZD2rVUYkG1n84PnqIzqwxQGClb0qC5+nsixULriQhsp8BmpJe9mfif101MeO2nTMaJoZIsFoUJRyZCs+/RgClKDJ9Ygoli9lZERlhhYmxGBRuCt/zyKmlVyt5l+eKuWqrdZHHk4QRO4Rw8uIIa1KEBTSAg4Ble4c1Rzovz7nwsWnNONnMMf+B8/gCgwo+n</latexit>

µ2
4H

<latexit sha1_base64="ZkUBIHCNtiWeQbpRvty2704pIwI=">AAAB6nicbVDLSgNBEOyNrxhfUY9eBoPgKeyKr2PQS44RzQOSJcxOZpMhs7PLTK8QlnyCFw+KePWLvPk3TpI9aLSgoajqprsrSKQw6LpfTmFldW19o7hZ2tre2d0r7x+0TJxqxpsslrHuBNRwKRRvokDJO4nmNAokbwfj25nffuTaiFg94CThfkSHSoSCUbTSfb3v9csVt+rOQf4SLycVyNHolz97g5ilEVfIJDWm67kJ+hnVKJjk01IvNTyhbEyHvGupohE3fjY/dUpOrDIgYaxtKSRz9edERiNjJlFgOyOKI7PszcT/vG6K4bWfCZWkyBVbLApTSTAms7/JQGjOUE4soUwLeythI6opQ5tOyYbgLb/8l7TOqt5l9eLuvFK7yeMowhEcwyl4cAU1qEMDmsBgCE/wAq+OdJ6dN+d90Vpw8plD+AXn4xvFwY16</latexit>

H1

<latexit sha1_base64="6F+txo0wydcXRe0doPJ+lkcqKMA=">AAAB6nicbVDLTgJBEOzFF+IL9ehlIjHxRHaJryPRC0eM8khgQ2aHXpgwO7uZmTUhhE/w4kFjvPpF3vwbB9iDgpV0UqnqTndXkAiujet+O7m19Y3Nrfx2YWd3b/+geHjU1HGqGDZYLGLVDqhGwSU2DDcC24lCGgUCW8Hobua3nlBpHstHM07Qj+hA8pAzaqz0UOtVesWSW3bnIKvEy0gJMtR7xa9uP2ZphNIwQbXueG5i/AlVhjOB00I31ZhQNqID7FgqaYTan8xPnZIzq/RJGCtb0pC5+ntiQiOtx1FgOyNqhnrZm4n/eZ3UhDf+hMskNSjZYlGYCmJiMvub9LlCZsTYEsoUt7cSNqSKMmPTKdgQvOWXV0mzUvauypf3F6XqbRZHHk7gFM7Bg2uoQg3q0AAGA3iGV3hzhPPivDsfi9ack80cwx84nz/HRY17</latexit>

H2
<latexit sha1_base64="mclGaMwQbQJoIZ7QbSfGMlDRuPY=">AAAB6nicbVDLTgJBEOzFF+IL9ehlIjHxRHZ9H4leOGKURwIbMjs0MGF2djMza0I2fIIXDxrj1S/y5t84wB4UrKSTSlV3uruCWHBtXPfbya2srq1v5DcLW9s7u3vF/YOGjhLFsM4iEalWQDUKLrFuuBHYihXSMBDYDEZ3U7/5hErzSD6acYx+SAeS9zmjxkoP1e55t1hyy+4MZJl4GSlBhlq3+NXpRSwJURomqNZtz42Nn1JlOBM4KXQSjTFlIzrAtqWShqj9dHbqhJxYpUf6kbIlDZmpvydSGmo9DgPbGVIz1IveVPzPayemf+OnXMaJQcnmi/qJICYi079JjytkRowtoUxxeythQ6ooMzadgg3BW3x5mTTOyt5V+fL+olS5zeLIwxEcwyl4cA0VqEIN6sBgAM/wCm+OcF6cd+dj3ppzsplD+APn8wfIyY18</latexit>

H3

<latexit sha1_base64="eAqBPzpmyqjUP886OMfCVgNOu7s=">AAAB6nicbVDLTgJBEOzFF+IL9ehlIjHxRHYNPo5ELxwxyiOBDZkdemHC7OxmZtaEED7BiweN8eoXefNvHGAPClbSSaWqO91dQSK4Nq777eTW1jc2t/LbhZ3dvf2D4uFRU8epYthgsYhVO6AaBZfYMNwIbCcKaRQIbAWju5nfekKleSwfzThBP6IDyUPOqLHSQ61X6RVLbtmdg6wSLyMlyFDvFb+6/ZilEUrDBNW647mJ8SdUGc4ETgvdVGNC2YgOsGOppBFqfzI/dUrOrNInYaxsSUPm6u+JCY20HkeB7YyoGeplbyb+53VSE974Ey6T1KBki0VhKoiJyexv0ucKmRFjSyhT3N5K2JAqyoxNp2BD8JZfXiXNi7J3Vb68r5Sqt1kceTiBUzgHD66hCjWoQwMYDOAZXuHNEc6L8+58LFpzTjZzDH/gfP4Ayk2NfQ==</latexit>

H4

<latexit sha1_base64="UAJiG3+BT58Q7gJHLV1Q8CCIiqo=">AAAB8HicbVBNTwIxEJ3FL8Qv1KOXRmLiiewSUY9ELxwxkQ8DK+mWLjS03U3bNSEbfoUXDxrj1Z/jzX9jgT0o+JJJXt6bycy8IOZMG9f9dnJr6xubW/ntws7u3v5B8fCopaNEEdokEY9UJ8CaciZp0zDDaSdWFIuA03Ywvp357SeqNIvkvZnE1Bd4KFnICDZWeuiJpF95rKB6v1hyy+4caJV4GSlBhka/+NUbRCQRVBrCsdZdz42Nn2JlGOF0WuglmsaYjPGQdi2VWFDtp/ODp+jMKgMURsqWNGiu/p5IsdB6IgLbKbAZ6WVvJv7ndRMTXvspk3FiqCSLRWHCkYnQ7Hs0YIoSwyeWYKKYvRWREVaYGJtRwYbgLb+8SlqVsndZrt5dlGo3WRx5OIFTOAcPrqAGdWhAEwgIeIZXeHOU8+K8Ox+L1pyTzRzDHzifP52yj6U=</latexit>

µ2
2H

<latexit sha1_base64="kZIfoetr5zbFvGTvI5WZuOGwqwo=">AAAB9XicbVDLTgJBEOz1ifhCPXqZSEw8kV18HoleOGIij4RdyOwwCxNmZjczsxpC+A8vHjTGq//izb9xgD0oWEknlarudHeFCWfauO63s7K6tr6xmdvKb+/s7u0XDg4bOk4VoXUS81i1QqwpZ5LWDTOcthJFsQg5bYbDu6nffKRKs1g+mFFCA4H7kkWMYGOlji/S7nmnjKodH2vTLRTdkjsDWiZeRoqQodYtfPm9mKSCSkM41rrtuYkJxlgZRjid5P1U0wSTIe7TtqUSC6qD8ezqCTq1Sg9FsbIlDZqpvyfGWGg9EqHtFNgM9KI3Ff/z2qmJboIxk0lqqCTzRVHKkYnRNALUY4oSw0eWYKKYvRWRAVaYGBtU3obgLb68TBrlkndVury/KFZuszhycAwncAYeXEMFqlCDOhBQ8Ayv8OY8OS/Ou/Mxb11xspkj+APn8wd0/5Ha</latexit>

µ2
3H

→

<latexit sha1_base64="p1F1zBrrVwCDl/jQWiqr2AUE+Jg=">AAAB+nicbVDLSsNAFL2pr1pfqS7dDBbRhZREpLosunFZwT6gDWUymbRDJ5MwM1FK7Ke4caGIW7/EnX/jtM1CWw8MHM45l3vn+AlnSjvOt1VYWV1b3yhulra2d3b37PJ+S8WpJLRJYh7Ljo8V5UzQpmaa004iKY58Ttv+6Gbqtx+oVCwW93qcUC/CA8FCRrA2Ut8u97gJB/gM5eSkb1ecqjMDWiZuTiqQo9G3v3pBTNKICk04VqrrOon2Miw1I5xOSr1U0QSTER7QrqECR1R52ez0CTo2SoDCWJonNJqpvycyHCk1jnyTjLAeqkVvKv7ndVMdXnkZE0mqqSDzRWHKkY7RtAcUMEmJ5mNDMJHM3IrIEEtMtGmrZEpwF7+8TFrnVbdWrd1dVOrXeR1FOIQjOAUXLqEOt9CAJhB4hGd4hTfryXqx3q2PebRg5TMH8AfW5w8oD5NN</latexit>

ω, ω→

<latexit sha1_base64="ZkUBIHCNtiWeQbpRvty2704pIwI=">AAAB6nicbVDLSgNBEOyNrxhfUY9eBoPgKeyKr2PQS44RzQOSJcxOZpMhs7PLTK8QlnyCFw+KePWLvPk3TpI9aLSgoajqprsrSKQw6LpfTmFldW19o7hZ2tre2d0r7x+0TJxqxpsslrHuBNRwKRRvokDJO4nmNAokbwfj25nffuTaiFg94CThfkSHSoSCUbTSfb3v9csVt+rOQf4SLycVyNHolz97g5ilEVfIJDWm67kJ+hnVKJjk01IvNTyhbEyHvGupohE3fjY/dUpOrDIgYaxtKSRz9edERiNjJlFgOyOKI7PszcT/vG6K4bWfCZWkyBVbLApTSTAms7/JQGjOUE4soUwLeythI6opQ5tOyYbgLb/8l7TOqt5l9eLuvFK7yeMowhEcwyl4cAU1qEMDmsBgCE/wAq+OdJ6dN+d90Vpw8plD+AXn4xvFwY16</latexit>

H1

<latexit sha1_base64="6F+txo0wydcXRe0doPJ+lkcqKMA=">AAAB6nicbVDLTgJBEOzFF+IL9ehlIjHxRHaJryPRC0eM8khgQ2aHXpgwO7uZmTUhhE/w4kFjvPpF3vwbB9iDgpV0UqnqTndXkAiujet+O7m19Y3Nrfx2YWd3b/+geHjU1HGqGDZYLGLVDqhGwSU2DDcC24lCGgUCW8Hobua3nlBpHstHM07Qj+hA8pAzaqz0UOtVesWSW3bnIKvEy0gJMtR7xa9uP2ZphNIwQbXueG5i/AlVhjOB00I31ZhQNqID7FgqaYTan8xPnZIzq/RJGCtb0pC5+ntiQiOtx1FgOyNqhnrZm4n/eZ3UhDf+hMskNSjZYlGYCmJiMvub9LlCZsTYEsoUt7cSNqSKMmPTKdgQvOWXV0mzUvauypf3F6XqbRZHHk7gFM7Bg2uoQg3q0AAGA3iGV3hzhPPivDsfi9ack80cwx84nz/HRY17</latexit>

H2
<latexit sha1_base64="mclGaMwQbQJoIZ7QbSfGMlDRuPY=">AAAB6nicbVDLTgJBEOzFF+IL9ehlIjHxRHZ9H4leOGKURwIbMjs0MGF2djMza0I2fIIXDxrj1S/y5t84wB4UrKSTSlV3uruCWHBtXPfbya2srq1v5DcLW9s7u3vF/YOGjhLFsM4iEalWQDUKLrFuuBHYihXSMBDYDEZ3U7/5hErzSD6acYx+SAeS9zmjxkoP1e55t1hyy+4MZJl4GSlBhlq3+NXpRSwJURomqNZtz42Nn1JlOBM4KXQSjTFlIzrAtqWShqj9dHbqhJxYpUf6kbIlDZmpvydSGmo9DgPbGVIz1IveVPzPayemf+OnXMaJQcnmi/qJICYi079JjytkRowtoUxxeythQ6ooMzadgg3BW3x5mTTOyt5V+fL+olS5zeLIwxEcwyl4cA0VqEIN6sBgAM/wCm+OcF6cd+dj3ppzsplD+APn8wfIyY18</latexit>

H3

<latexit sha1_base64="eAqBPzpmyqjUP886OMfCVgNOu7s=">AAAB6nicbVDLTgJBEOzFF+IL9ehlIjHxRHYNPo5ELxwxyiOBDZkdemHC7OxmZtaEED7BiweN8eoXefNvHGAPClbSSaWqO91dQSK4Nq777eTW1jc2t/LbhZ3dvf2D4uFRU8epYthgsYhVO6AaBZfYMNwIbCcKaRQIbAWju5nfekKleSwfzThBP6IDyUPOqLHSQ61X6RVLbtmdg6wSLyMlyFDvFb+6/ZilEUrDBNW647mJ8SdUGc4ETgvdVGNC2YgOsGOppBFqfzI/dUrOrNInYaxsSUPm6u+JCY20HkeB7YyoGeplbyb+53VSE974Ey6T1KBki0VhKoiJyexv0ucKmRFjSyhT3N5K2JAqyoxNp2BD8JZfXiXNi7J3Vb68r5Sqt1kceTiBUzgHD66hCjWoQwMYDOAZXuHNEc6L8+58LFpzTjZzDH/gfP4Ayk2NfQ==</latexit>

H4

<latexit sha1_base64="Sp/DoghqfDsghUB1Pp4i3fhwEDo=">AAAB7nicbVDLSgNBEOyNrxhfUY9eBoPgKeyKr2PQiwcPEcwDkjXMTnqTIbOzy8yssIR8hBcPinj1e7z5N06SPWi0oKGo6qa7K0gE18Z1v5zC0vLK6lpxvbSxubW9U97da+o4VQwbLBaxagdUo+ASG4Ybge1EIY0Cga1gdD31W4+oNI/lvckS9CM6kDzkjBortTKCD4zc9soVt+rOQP4SLycVyFHvlT+7/ZilEUrDBNW647mJ8cdUGc4ETkrdVGNC2YgOsGOppBFqfzw7d0KOrNInYaxsSUNm6s+JMY20zqLAdkbUDPWiNxX/8zqpCS/9MZdJalCy+aIwFcTEZPo76XOFzIjMEsoUt7cSNqSKMmMTKtkQvMWX/5LmSdU7r57dnVZqV3kcRTiAQzgGDy6gBjdQhwYwGMETvMCrkzjPzpvzPm8tOPnMPvyC8/ENYYGO9Q==</latexit>

yecL

<latexit sha1_base64="UAJiG3+BT58Q7gJHLV1Q8CCIiqo=">AAAB8HicbVBNTwIxEJ3FL8Qv1KOXRmLiiewSUY9ELxwxkQ8DK+mWLjS03U3bNSEbfoUXDxrj1Z/jzX9jgT0o+JJJXt6bycy8IOZMG9f9dnJr6xubW/ntws7u3v5B8fCopaNEEdokEY9UJ8CaciZp0zDDaSdWFIuA03Ywvp357SeqNIvkvZnE1Bd4KFnICDZWeuiJpF95rKB6v1hyy+4caJV4GSlBhka/+NUbRCQRVBrCsdZdz42Nn2JlGOF0WuglmsaYjPGQdi2VWFDtp/ODp+jMKgMURsqWNGiu/p5IsdB6IgLbKbAZ6WVvJv7ndRMTXvspk3FiqCSLRWHCkYnQ7Hs0YIoSwyeWYKKYvRWREVaYGJtRwYbgLb+8SlqVsndZrt5dlGo3WRx5OIFTOAcPrqAGdWhAEwgIeIZXeHOU8+K8Ox+L1pyTzRzDHzifP52yj6U=</latexit>

µ2
2H

<latexit sha1_base64="DxiZMrpkQu90BNi4JBME5CZeGUw=">AAAB8HicbVDLTgJBEOzFF+IL9ehlIjHxRHYJPo5ELxwxkYeBlcwOszBhZnYzM2tCNnyFFw8a49XP8ebfOMAeFKykk0pVd7q7gpgzbVz328mtrW9sbuW3Czu7e/sHxcOjlo4SRWiTRDxSnQBrypmkTcMMp51YUSwCTtvB+Hbmt5+o0iyS92YSU1/goWQhI9hY6aEnkn71sYLq/WLJLbtzoFXiZaQEGRr94ldvEJFEUGkIx1p3PTc2foqVYYTTaaGXaBpjMsZD2rVUYkG1n84PnqIzqwxQGClb0qC5+nsixULriQhsp8BmpJe9mfif101MeO2nTMaJoZIsFoUJRyZCs+/RgClKDJ9Ygoli9lZERlhhYmxGBRuCt/zyKmlVyt5l+eKuWqrdZHHk4QRO4Rw8uIIa1KEBTSAg4Ble4c1Rzovz7nwsWnNONnMMf+B8/gCgwo+n</latexit>

µ2
4H

<latexit sha1_base64="kZIfoetr5zbFvGTvI5WZuOGwqwo=">AAAB9XicbVDLTgJBEOz1ifhCPXqZSEw8kV18HoleOGIij4RdyOwwCxNmZjczsxpC+A8vHjTGq//izb9xgD0oWEknlarudHeFCWfauO63s7K6tr6xmdvKb+/s7u0XDg4bOk4VoXUS81i1QqwpZ5LWDTOcthJFsQg5bYbDu6nffKRKs1g+mFFCA4H7kkWMYGOlji/S7nmnjKodH2vTLRTdkjsDWiZeRoqQodYtfPm9mKSCSkM41rrtuYkJxlgZRjid5P1U0wSTIe7TtqUSC6qD8ezqCTq1Sg9FsbIlDZqpvyfGWGg9EqHtFNgM9KI3Ff/z2qmJboIxk0lqqCTzRVHKkYnRNALUY4oSw0eWYKKYvRWRAVaYGBtU3obgLb68TBrlkndVury/KFZuszhycAwncAYeXEMFqlCDOhBQ8Ayv8OY8OS/Ou/Mxb11xspkj+APn8wd0/5Ha</latexit>

µ2
3H

→

<latexit sha1_base64="p1F1zBrrVwCDl/jQWiqr2AUE+Jg=">AAAB+nicbVDLSsNAFL2pr1pfqS7dDBbRhZREpLosunFZwT6gDWUymbRDJ5MwM1FK7Ke4caGIW7/EnX/jtM1CWw8MHM45l3vn+AlnSjvOt1VYWV1b3yhulra2d3b37PJ+S8WpJLRJYh7Ljo8V5UzQpmaa004iKY58Ttv+6Gbqtx+oVCwW93qcUC/CA8FCRrA2Ut8u97gJB/gM5eSkb1ecqjMDWiZuTiqQo9G3v3pBTNKICk04VqrrOon2Miw1I5xOSr1U0QSTER7QrqECR1R52ez0CTo2SoDCWJonNJqpvycyHCk1jnyTjLAeqkVvKv7ndVMdXnkZE0mqqSDzRWHKkY7RtAcUMEmJ5mNDMJHM3IrIEEtMtGmrZEpwF7+8TFrnVbdWrd1dVOrXeR1FOIQjOAUXLqEOt9CAJhB4hGd4hTfryXqx3q2PebRg5TMH8AfW5w8oD5NN</latexit>

ω, ω→
<latexit sha1_base64="7CDz+hFii/hnzm/SPcG6JVj1JjA=">AAAB6HicbVDLSgNBEOyNrxhfUY9eBoMgCGFXJHoMevGYgHlAsoTZSW8yZnZ2mZkVQsgXePGgiFc/yZt/4yTZgyYWNBRV3XR3BYng2rjut5NbW9/Y3MpvF3Z29/YPiodHTR2nimGDxSJW7YBqFFxiw3AjsJ0opFEgsBWM7mZ+6wmV5rF8MOME/YgOJA85o8ZK9YteseSW3TnIKvEyUoIMtV7xq9uPWRqhNExQrTuemxh/QpXhTOC00E01JpSN6AA7lkoaofYn80On5MwqfRLGypY0ZK7+npjQSOtxFNjOiJqhXvZm4n9eJzXhjT/hMkkNSrZYFKaCmJjMviZ9rpAZMbaEMsXtrYQNqaLM2GwKNgRv+eVV0rwse5VypX5Vqt5mceThBE7hHDy4hircQw0awADhGV7hzXl0Xpx352PRmnOymWP4A+fzB3UXjLo=</latexit>

+

Figure 2. One-loop diagrams that generate lower-dimension Yukawa couplings.

4.1 SMEFT Operators

Again normalising to the top mass, assuming µi = µ, and that the leading contribu-

tion to a light fermion mass comes from a powerful Yukawa, one finds that(
µ2

M2

)3

=

(
y2T
λ

M2

M2
T

)(
yT
y

MF

MT

) 1
N

≃ 0.2
16π2

λ

M2

TeV2

(
5× 10−7 4π

y

MF

MeV

) 1
N

(4.1)

in order to reproduce the observed light fermion masses. For the lowest non-trivial

case of N = 1, one thus has µ2/M2 ≳ 5×10−3. As a result of the sprouted symmetry

selection rules, all SMEFT operators must be generated with at least two powers

of µ2/M2. We therefore expect that the effective scale suppressing any additional

SMEFT operator will scale as

Λ ∼
(
M2

µ2

)
M

∼ 2M

(
λ

16π2

TeV2

M2

) 1
3
(
2× 106

y

4π

MeV

MF

) 1
3N

. (4.2)

For instance, for N = 1 one has Λ ≲ 200M for maximised couplings, corresponding

to Λ ≲ 18M for λ = y2 = 1 in natural units. If the couplings y and λ are small then

this scale could be low enough to lead to observable consequences. However, there is

ample freedom in choosing y and λ for all other SMEFT operators to be sufficiently

suppressed that their observable effects are below experimental sensitivity. The rea-

son for this is that the effective scale associate with the operator that generates the

light fermion masses in a powerful Yukawa theory is consequently very high, if it

results from a theory with O(1) UV couplings.
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Relatedly, we also expect to have, or radiatively generate, interactions of the

form

−LEFT ⊃ λµ
µ2
i

M2
H ·Hi|H|2 (4.3)

in the UV theory. However, it is plausible that λµ can be naturally a loop factor

below any other quartic couplings in the UV, thus we may also neglect to consider

the SMEFT operators these interactions give rise to, especially given the additional

(µ2/M2)2 suppression which again arises.

In summary, while the sprout model does give rise to additional SMEFT opera-

tors for which sensitivity is in principle possible, the light fermion masses allow for

such contributions to be small enough to be out of experimental reach.

4.2 Flavour

Depending on the structure of the UV, flavour could play a significant role in the

phenomenology of PY models. We will consider both leptons and quarks, for which

the consequences can significantly differ. Note that these UV models can also lead

to new sources of CP violation, but we are not considering these effects here.

Leptons

The discussion here largely follows Sec. 2.3 of [48]. In the absence of neutrino masses

the lepton sector of the SM respects a U(1)e × U(1)µ × U(1)τ flavour symmetry. As

a result, if the UV also respects this symmetry then any flavour-changing processes

will have amplitudes proportional to neutrino masses and will hence be suppressed.

Consistent with this assumption we consider a variety of UV flavour scenarios. Let us

call ‘y’ the coefficient of the renormalisable Yukawa interaction and ‘ỹ’ the coefficient

of the operator OPY.

• Electrophilic: ỹ ∝ diag(0,0,1) in the fermion mass basis. In this case, if the

sprouts only couple to the electron then the only ancillary constraint is through

the electron anomalous magnetic moment, which does not strongly constrain

this scenario.

• MFV-like ỹ ∝ y: Constraints on τ Yukawa couplings already rule out a PY

scenario for the electron.

• Universal ỹ ∝ I3: Significant electron Yukawa corrections are possible and

consistent with current bounds.

• Breaking from the U(1)e × U(1)µ × U(1)τ assumption, in an anarchic flavour

scenario, constraints from µ → eγ [54] are in marginal tension with an N = 2

PY scenario for the electron. Higher choices of N would be in significantly

greater tension.
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The theoretical plausibility of these various scenarios differs. However, the conclusion

that universal or anarchic flavour structures can be consistent with a powerful Yukawa

is suggestive that, at least for the electron, the overall possibility appears to be

phenomenologically viable.

Quarks

For general discussions of enhanced light-quark Yukawas, see [46, 55]. In principle, if

the light generation quark masses result from PYs, this would enhance multi-boson

production [43]. However, for the factor ∼ few enhancements considered here this

effect would be below experimental sensitivity. From a flavour perspective, the situ-

ation is somewhat different for quarks as compared to leptons since FCNC processes

are already possible in the SM, albeit not at tree-level. As a result, engineering of

u, d-philic, MFV-like and Universal scenarios may be significantly more challenging

than for leptons.

• u, d-philic: ỹ ∝ diag(0,0,1) in the fermion mass basis. In this case, if the sprouts

only couple to a first generation quark then Higgs couplings provide the leading

constraint.

• MFV-like ỹ ∝ y: Constraints on t, b Yukawa couplings already rule out a PY

scenario for the light quarks.

• Universal ỹ ∝ I3: Significant light quark Yukawa corrections are possible and

consistent with current bounds.

• In an anarchic flavour scenario, constraints from meson oscillations, in partic-

ular Kaon oscillations, are particularly strong [56]. Therefore, anarchic flavour

is inconsistent with a PY scenario for the light quarks.

5 Conclusions

In this paper, we revisited the standard lore that the dynamics of the Standard

Model fields are described, at leading order, by the renormalizable interactions of

the Standard Model. The smallness of the light fermion Yukawa couplings leaves

open the possibility that the light fermions fundamentally have stronger interactions

with the Higgs, but that their small mass is due to these interactions arising from

interactions with new heavy states. Such a scenario is described at low energies

through non-renormalisable SM interactions and is characterised by a very non-SM-

like Higgs Yukawa coupling.

While such a non-minimal scenario is not forced upon us by any data, it remains

possible as an explanation of at least the lightest generation masses. But perhaps

more importantly, this highlights the importance of keeping in mind the varieties of
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underlying UV power counting when working with the SMEFT, illustrated through

the class of ‘sprout’ models introduced here. It is interesting to ask if similar lessons

could hold in other areas of the SM. For instance, could significant sources of cus-

todial symmetry violation lurk at nearby energy scales, hidden by the fact that the

symmetry-breaking does not feed into the dimenion-6 SMEFT at leading order?

This work also raises a broader theoretical question. Dispersion relations show

that in the EFT momentum expansion, lower-dimension contributions cannot be ar-

bitrarily suppressed relative to their higher-dimension counterparts, see, for instance,

App A. of [57]. The present work suggests that similar lessons do not hold for the

field expansion, where generically a Wilson coefficient hierarchy of a loop factor may

be tolerable. It would be interesting to ask if there are fundamental theoretical

constraints on how large such a hierarchy can naturally be.

Of broader theoretical interest is the Sprouting Symmetry Breaking class of col-

lective symmetry breaking models presented here. Through collective symmetry

breaking, this class of models can motivate hierarchies in the field expansion, where

Wilson coefficients grow in magnitude as one includes operators with more fields.

Structurally, these models are interesting as they do not follow the pattern expected

for classic collective symmetry breaking constructions based on dimensional decon-

struction. Rather, the nodal structure is more reminiscent of a web, or branch. It

would be interesting to see if alternative applications may be found for this obscure

class of models.

The Standard Model is mature. However the equation printed on t-shirts and

mugs cannot yet be taken for granted. It remains possible that the light fermions

receive most of their mass from an operator beyond the conventions of the Standard

Model.
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