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1114Let's use these basic ingredients in 11 to see
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11KComment on Approximate sym
in an EFT one expects all higher dim operators starting from

the first Lowest dim that respects symmetries

If the symmetry is approximate there isstill a hierarchy of
coefficients
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Let's keep producing data for other spins
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What about gravity 2hm
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LUPINMassive spin EFT

clearly the story so for covers also massive spinning particles

since we are interested in the high energy limit one

can focus on the various eaten GBs
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Pheno

while understanding the space of EFT is by itself interesting

it has also a nice Pheno application e g at collider

Contrast for example these two paradigms for
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Main Lessons

E coefficients positives despite symmetries

E never leading wouldallow them

There is a new missing ingredient to build
EFT that live in the QFT landscape

or string landscape ifgravity


