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Abstract: A fully generic treatment of electric dipole moments (EDMs) is presented in

the CP-violating and flavor-conserving weak effective field theory (WET) with five flavors

of quarks and three flavors of leptons. We systematically analyze leading contributions

to EDMs originating from QCD and QED renormalization group running between the

electroweak scale and low energy scales of about 2 GeV. We include the full one-loop

anomalous dimension and a subset of two-loop corrections, as well as threshold corrections

at the bottom, charm and τ masses. This allows us to derive master formulae in the

space of generic WET for the neutron and proton EDMs, for EDMs of diamagnetic atoms,

and for the precession frequencies constrained in molecular EDM experiments, from which

bounds on the electron EDM are extracted. In particular, our master formulae capture

the contributions of WET CP-violating operators with heavy quark and lepton flavors. As

an application, we study EDM constraints on the Yukawa couplings of the Higgs boson, in

both the linear and non-linear realizations of electroweak symmetry breaking.
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1 Introduction

The origin of the baryon asymmetry in the Universe (BAU) is one of the most pressing open

problems in particle physics. While the Standard Model (SM) satisfies the three Sakharov

conditions [1] for the dynamical generation of an asymmetry, for a Higgs mass of mh = 125

GeV the electroweak (EW) phase transition does not provide sufficient deviation from

thermal equilibrium to explain the observed BAU. Even if the SM were able to induce a first-

order phase transition, the violation of the symmetry under a charge conjugation and parity

(CP) transformation induced by the phase of the Cabibbo-Kobayashi-Maskawa (CKM)

matrix would be far too weak, underpredicting the BAU by several orders of magnitude

[2–5]. The generation of the BAU thus quite generally requires physics beyond the Standard

Model (BSM) to have new sources of CP violation. Permanent electric dipole moments

(EDMs) of leptons, nucleons, atoms, and molecules are extremely sensitive probes of flavor-

diagonal CP-violation, as they can be constrained very accurately and receive negligible

contributions from the phase of the CKM matrix. For example, the current bound on the

neutron EDM is |dn| < 1.8 · 10−26 e cm, naively probing BSM physics at scales far above

10 TeV. On the other hand, this bound is five to six orders of magnitude away from the

contribution of the SM [6–10]. An observation of a neutron EDM in the next generation of

experiments would then be a clear indication of CP violation beyond the CKM paradigm,

and observations in multiple systems will be able to rule out a QCD θ̄ term and demonstrate

the existence of BSM CP violation. For this reason, a rich experimental program is in place,

with ongoing and planned searches in different systems, from the muon and tau leptons to

the neutron, to atomic and molecular systems, aiming at improving current bounds by at

least one or two orders of magnitude [11, 12].

Because of the strength of existing and upcoming constraints, it is important to address

the question of what existing EDM experiments teach us about CP violation in generic

BSM scenarios. In addition, assuming multiple observations of non-zero EDMs in the next

generation of experiments, we will be faced with the “inverse problem” of identifying the
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fundamental mechanism of CP violation from a set of low-energy measurements. Effective

Field Theories (EFT) provide the theoretical tools to answer these questions with minimal

reliance on specific models of BSM physics [13]. First of all, EFTs such as the Weak EFT

(WET) [14, 15] allow one to organize all possible flavor-diagonal (∆F = 0) CP-violating

operators of a given dimension. Secondly, in WET it is possible to systematically con-

sider loop effects, such as renormalization group (RG) evolution and matching corrections

induced by heavy quark thresholds, and to connect low-scale observables with physics at

the electroweak scale. Here one can match WET onto other EFTs, such as the Standard

Model EFT (SMEFT) [16, 17] or the Higgs EFT (HEFT) [18, 19], and study collider phe-

nomenology. This tower of EFTs provides a general and model-independent link between

EDMs, other precision flavor observables, and collider experiments, which will be necessary

to solve the aforementioned inverse problem.

The advantages of parameterizing EDMs in terms of a minimal set of low-energy oper-

ators have long been recognized [10, 20], and there is a vast literature on EDM calculations

in specific BSM models (see [10, 11, 21] and references therein). In EFTs, EDMs in the

SMEFT at tree level and the matching onto hadronic EFTs were considered in Ref. [22].

Beyond the tree level, the contributions to EDMs induced by classes of SMEFT operators,

including in the Yukawa [13, 23–28], top [29, 30], heavy flavor [31, 32], Higgs-gauge [33–35],

right-handed charged current [36] and flavor [37, 38] sectors, have been studied in a mostly

piecemeal approach. A more systematic analysis of the 1-loop contributions to EDMs in

SMEFT was carried out in Ref. [39], but mostly with a focus on the electron and nucleon

EDMs. This paper is a first step towards a complete study of ∆F = 0 CP violation in

EFT extensions of the SM, and its correlations with other sectors of the theory (such as the

Higgs and flavor sectors). We focus here on CP-violating (CPV) ∆F = 0 WET operators,

with nf = 5 quark flavors and nℓ = 3 lepton flavors. The main new results of this work

are:

• We derive master formulae for the neutron, proton, and diamagnetic EDMs, and for

the precession frequencies in molecular EDM experiments, in terms of the full set of

∆F = 0 WET operators at the electroweak scale. The master formulae for ωHfF,

and ωThO, ωYbF are given in Tables 7 and 15, respectively. Contributions to dHg are

listed in Tables 8 and 9, while the neutron and proton EDMs, dn and dp, are given

in Tables 10 and 16, respectively.

• The expressions use up-to-date hadronic and nuclear matrix elements, which are

however still affected by large and often uncontrolled theoretical uncertainties. For

hadronic matrix elements, including the neutron and proton EDMs and CPV pion-

nucleon couplings, we rely as much as possible on information from Lattice QCD,

using either direct EDM calculations or indirect calculations (such as Lattice QCD

calculations of mesonic matrix elements which contribute to pion-nucleon couplings).

The implementation of the master formulae in the package flavio [40] allows for a

quick implementation of new matrix elements, as soon as they become available.

• For WET operators involving only the u, d and s quark flavors (nf = 3) and the
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electron (nℓ = 1), our formulae have leading logarithmic accuracy. We present master

formulae in the Jenkins, Manohar, and Stoffer (JMS) basis for WET [14, 15], which

can be easily connected to the SMEFT.

• We consider the contributions of operators with heavy quark (c and b) and lepton

(µ and τ) flavors, where renormalization group mixing and matching at the heavy

fermion thresholds are crucial. In the case of scalar four-quark operators, all opera-

tors with two heavy and two light quarks contribute to EDMs at leading logarithmic

accuracy. Scalar operators with four heavy quarks do not contribute at the lead-

ing log. In this case, we identify next-to-leading logarithmic contributions, arising

from 1-loop running and 1-loop matching at the heavy flavor threshold. Since the

renormalization group mixing is mostly driven by QCD, dn and dHg provide strong

constraints even on scalar operators with only heavy quarks.

• Four-quark vector operators with two heavy and two light quarks also contribute at

the next-to-leading log. In this case, the dominant contributions arise from 2-loop

running and 1-loop matching. Four-quark vector operators with two b and two c

quarks contribute at the next-to-next-to-leading log. EDM contributions from scalar

and vector operators with the same flavors are comparable.

• Leptonic operators with two heavy leptons and two electrons contribute to the elec-

tron EDM at the leading log and next-to-leading log for scalar and vector operators,

respectively. We also find that all semileptonic operators with two muons or τ leptons

contribute to EDMs of diamagnetic atoms at the order we are working. Since the

mixing is driven by QED and proportional to the lepton masses, however, some of

the constraints are weak, especially for muonic operators.

As we illustrate in Section 6, the WET master formulae can be easily adapted to EFTs

at the electroweak scale, by calculating the matching coefficients in SMEFT, HEFT, or in

any given BSM model.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we introduce the WET basis of ∆F = 0

CPV operators. In Section 3 we provide expressions for the neutron, atomic, and molecular

EDMs in terms of WET operators at low energy. In Section 4 we discuss the renormalization

group evolution and threshold effects and in Section 5 we provide master formulae for EDMs

in terms of WET coefficients at the electroweak scale. In Section 6 we discuss one example

of application of the master formulae, EDM constraints on non-standard Higgs couplings.

We conclude in Section 7.

2 Flavor-conserving CP-violation in WET

There are numerous sources of CP-violation in WET at the dim-4, 5, and 6 levels. Since

our main goal is to study EDMs, we will restrict ourselves to flavor-conserving WET

operators. We can identify two kinds of contributions. Operators constructed out of light

fermion flavors, like u, d, or s quarks or electrons, generate EDMs at the tree level. As

we will see, they will receive the strongest constraints. Operators that contain heavier
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quark and lepton generations can also contribute via loop effects originating either from

the renormalization group running or from threshold effects. Below we consider the full

list of WET operators with five quark and three lepton flavors that can contribute to

EDMs. Very schematically, WET Wilson coefficients at low energy are obtained by solving

renormalization group equations (RGEs), which give rise to expressions of the form

C(µ) =

[∑
n=0

(
g2

(4π)2

)n

logn
µ

µew
+
∑
n=1

(
g2

(4π)2

)n

logn−1 µ

µew
+ . . .

]
× C(µew), (2.1)

where g here stands for any coupling in WET, and µew is a scale close to the electroweak.

The first and second terms in the bracket on the r.h.s of Eq. (2.1) denote the leading

logarithmic (LL) and next-to-leading logarithmic (NLL) series. As we will discuss, the

great majority of ∆F = 0 CPV operators feeds into light flavor operators at LL. These

contributions are captured by the solution of the WET 1-loop RGEs, which are known

[15, 41, 42]. Certain classes of operators, including, for example, vector left-right operators,

do not contribute at LL. In these cases, we identify NLL corrections, arising from 2-loop

running and 1-loop matching at the heavy quark threshold. A summary of the order in

which each WET operator contributes is given in Table 1, where operators contributing at

LL, NLL, and next-to-next-to-leading log (NNLL) are indicated by no asterisk, or single

and double asterisks, respectively. We stress that, while the logarithmic series expansion

in Eq. (2.1) provides useful guidance to organize WET contributions to EDMs, and we

will therefore use it throughout the paper, the RGEs involve small couplings (e.g. the

QED coupling), for which the suppression from additional loops is not fully offset by the

large logarithms. In these cases, it is possible that higher loop corrections to matching and

running will be more important than those included here. These can only be captured by

pushing the calculations of WET anomalous dimensions and matching corrections to higher

order. For the sake of generality, we also include the operators that cannot be generated

in SMEFT at leading order, i.e. the ones that violate the hypercharge quantum number.

In the JMS basis complete 1-loop anomalous dimension matrices (ADMs) are known

[14, 15]. Moreover, the complete 1-loop matching conditions of WET onto SMEFT has

been recently worked out [43] in the JMS basis. Given these developments, it is useful

to express the EDMs in terms of the Wilson coefficients (WCs) of the JMS basis so that

their connection to UV physics can be easily established. The translation of the JMS

WCs into several other popular WET bases or vice versa can be numerically carried out

using the wilson [44] program, which we also use to perform the LL component of the RG

running. Moreover, throughout this paper, we will follow the WCxf conventions for WET

and SMEFT [45].

2.1 Operator Basis for 3+1 Flavors

At dim-4 in WET, CP can be violated by a complex quark mass term and by the QCD

θ̄ term. We choose to work in a basis in which the quark mass matrices are diagonal and

real, so that, at dim-4, the only CP-odd interactions is

Lθ = θ̄
g2s

32π2
G̃A

µνG
Aµν , (2.2)
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where gs is the strong coupling constant, GA
µν is the gluon field strength and G̃A

µν =
1
2εµναβG

Aαβ. Throughout this paper, we assume that the contribution of the θ̄ term

to EDMs is canceled by the Peccei-Quinn (PQ) mechanism [46, 47].

In a nf = 3 + 1 flavor theory, the dipole operators can contribute to EDMs at the

dim-5 level. At dim-6, there are contributions from the Weinberg three-gluon operator and

various four-fermion operators.

2.1.1 Dipole Operators

The flavor-conserving QCD and QED dipole operators are given by

[Ouγ ]ii = (ūiσ
µνPRui)Fµν , [Odγ ]ii = (d̄iσ

µνPRdi)Fµν ,

[OuG]ii = (ūiσ
µνTAPRui)G

A
µν , [OdG]ii = (d̄iσ

µνTAPRdi)G
A
µν ,

[Oeγ ]ii = (ēiσ
µνPRei)Fµν .

(2.3)

Here ii indicates the flavor index and TA are the SU(3)c generators. Down-type type

operators having ii = 11, 22, and up-type quarks with ii = 11 directly contribute to the

neutron and atomic EDMs. Dipole operators with b and c quarks contribute via loops. In

the leptonic sector, ii = 11, 22, and 33 contribute directly to electron, muon, and τ EDMs,

respectively. Since the limits on dµ and dτ are much weaker than on the electron EDM,

it is important also to consider the matching and running of heavier leptons into leptonic

and semileptonic operators that contribute to molecular EDMs.

2.1.2 Weinberg Operator

The CPV Weinberg operator has the form

[O
G̃
] = fABCG̃Aν

µ GBρ
ν GCµ

ρ . (2.4)

Here fABC are the structure constants of the SU(3)c group. Note that the WC
[
C
G̃

]
is

real by definition.

2.1.3 Four-fermion operators with 3+1 Flavors

In this section, we give a complete list of four-fermion WET operators with nf = 3 + 1

quark and lepton flavors. All of these operators enter directly into the EDM expressions,

hence these are the leading operators. A four-fermion basis in terms of scalar-pseudoscalar

and tensor operators was presented in Ref. [48], where the 1-loop matching to the gradient

flow scheme used in Lattice QCD calculations is also provided. Here, to facilitate the

renormalization group evolution and the matching to EFTs at the electroweak scale, we

adopt the JMS basis. In the first category, we consider vector operators having (LL)(RR)

chiralities of the fermion currents. These are given by

[OV 1,LR
uddu ]ijkl = (ūiγ

µPLdj)(d̄kγµPRul) ,

[OV 8,LR
uddu ]ijkl = (ūiγ

µPLT
Adj)(d̄kγµPRT

Aul),

[OV 1,LR
dd ]ijkl = (d̄iγ

µPLdj)(d̄kγµPRdl) ,

[OV 8,LR
dd ]ijkl = (d̄iγ

µPLT
Adj)(d̄kγµPRT

Adl).

(2.5)
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These lead to six flavor structures that are CP-violating and directly contribute to EDMs:

[OV 1,LR
uddu ]1111 , [OV 1,LR

uddu ]1221 , [OV 8,LR
uddu ]1111 , [OV 8,LR

uddu ]1221, [O
V 1,LR
dd ]1221 , [OV 8,LR

dd ]1221.

(2.6)

In the next category, there are various scalar operators. First we have (LR)(LR) up-type

operators
[OS1,RR

uu ]ijkl = (ūiPRuj)(ūkPRul) ,

[OS8,RR
uu ]ijkl = (ūiPRT

Auj)(ūkPRT
Aul).

(2.7)

The following two operators are CP-violating and enter at the tree-level

[OS1,RR
uu ]1111 , [OS8,RR

uu ]1111. (2.8)

The down-type operators are given by

[OS1,RR
dd ]ijkl = (d̄iPRdj)(d̄kPRdl) ,

[OS8,RR
dd ]ijkl = (d̄iPRT

Adj)(d̄kPRT
Adl).

(2.9)

Here the following eight operators directly contribute

[OS1,RR
dd ]1111 , [OS8,RR

dd ]1111 , [OS1,RR
dd ]2222 , [OS8,RR

dd ]2222 ,

[OS1,RR
dd ]1122 , [OS8,RR

dd ]1122 , [OS1,RR
dd ]1221 , [OS8,RR

dd ]1221.
(2.10)

Then the operators containing both up and down-quark come in two sub-categories. The

first one is
[OS1,RR

ud ]ijkl = (ūiPRuj)(d̄kPRdl) ,

[OS8,RR
ud ]ijkl = (ūiPRT

Auj)(d̄kPRT
Adl).

(2.11)

The following four flavor structures can contribute

[OS1,RR
ud ]1111 , [OS8,RR

ud ]1111 , [OS1,RR
ud ]1122 , [OS8,RR

ud ]1122. (2.12)

In the second sub-category, we have the operators

[OS1,RR
uddu ]ijkl = (ūiPRdj)(d̄kPRul) ,

[OS8,RR
uddu ]ijkl = (ūiPRT

Adj)(d̄kPRT
Aul).

(2.13)

The following four operators contribute

[OS1,RR
uddu ]1111 , [OS8,RR

uddu ]1111 , [OS1,RR
uddu ]1221 , [OS8,RR

uddu ]1221. (2.14)

In total, there are 24 four-quark operators with nf = 3, in agreement with Ref. [48].

Semileptonic operators contribute to molecular and atomic EDMs at the tree level

[OS,RL
eu ]ijkl = (ēiPRej)(ūkPLul) , [OS,RL

ed ]ijkl = (ēiPRej)(d̄kPLdl) , (2.15)

[OS,RR
eu ]ijkl = (ēiPRej)(ūkPRul) , [OS,RR

ed ]ijkl = (ēiPRej)(d̄kPRdl) ,

[OT,RR
eu ]ijkl = (ēiσ

µνPRej)(ūkσµνPRul) , [OT,RR
ed ]ijkl = (ēiσ

µνPRej)(d̄kσµνPRdl).
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Four-fermion Operators for EDMs with nq + nℓ flavors

u, d, s, e operators in 3+1 flavor WET

[OV 1,LR
uddu ]1111 [OV 8,LR

uddu ]1111 [OV 1,LR
uddu ]1221 [OV 8,LR

uddu ]1221 [OV 1,LR
dd ]1221 [OV 8,LR

dd ]1221

[OS1,RR
uu ]1111 [OS8,RR

uu ]1111 [OS1,RR
dd ]1111 [OS8,RR

dd ]1111 [OS1,RR
dd ]2222 [OS8,RR

dd ]2222

[OS1,RR
dd ]1122 [OS8,RR

dd ]1122 [OS1,RR
dd ]1221 [OS8,RR

dd ]1221 [OS1,RR
ud ]1111 [OS8,RR

ud ]1111

[OS1,RR
ud ]1122 [OS8,RR

ud ]1122 [OS1,RR
uddu ]1111 [OS8,RR

uddu ]1111 [OS1,RR
uddu ]1221 [OS8,RR

uddu ]1221

[OS,RL
eu ]1111 [OS,RR

eu ]1111 [OS,RL
ed ]1111 [OS,RR

ed ]1111 [OS,RL
ed ]1122 [OS,RR

ed ]1122

[OT,RR
eu ]1111 [OT,RR

ed ]1111 [OT,RR
ed ]1122 [OS,RR

ee ]∗1111

c operators ⊂ 4+1 flavor WET

[OS1,RR
uu ]∗2222 [OS8,RR

uu ]∗2222 [OS1,RR
uu ]1122 [OS8,RR

uu ]1122 [OS1,RR
ud ]2211 [OS8,RR

ud ]2211

[OS1,RR
ud ]2222 [OS8,RR

ud ]2222 [OS1,RR
uddu ]2112 [OS8,RR

uddu ]2112 [OS1,RR
uddu ]2222 [OS8,RR

uddu ]2222

[OS1,RR
uu ]1221 [OS8,RR

uu ]1221 [OV 1,LR
uddu ]∗2112 [OV 8,LR

uddu ]∗2112 [OV 1,LR
uddu ]∗2222 [OV 8,LR

uddu ]∗2222

[OV 1,LR
uu ]∗1221 [OV 8,LR

uu ]∗1221

[OS,RR
eu ]1122 [OT,RR

eu ]1122

b, µ, τ operators ⊂ 5+3 flavor WET

[OS1,RR
dd ]∗3333 [OS8,RR

dd ]∗3333 [OS1,RR
dd ]1133 [OS8,RR

dd ]1133 [OS1,RR
dd ]2233 [OS8,RR

dd ]2233

[OS1,RR
dd ]1331 [OS8,RR

dd ]1331 [OS1,RR
dd ]2332 [OS8,RR

dd ]2332 [OS1,RR
ud ]1133 [OS8,RR

ud ]1133

[OS1,RR
uddu ]1331 [OS8,RR

uddu ]1331 [OS1,RR
ud ]∗2233 [OS8,RR

ud ]∗2233 [OS1,RR
uddu ]∗2332 [OS8,RR

uddu ]∗2332

[OV 1,LR
uddu ]∗1331 [OV 8,LR

uddu ]∗1331 [OV 1,LR
dd ]∗1331 [OV 8,LR

dd ]∗1331 [OV 1,LR
dd ]∗2332 [OV 8,LR

dd ]∗2332

[OV 1,LR
uddu ]∗∗2332 [OV 8,LR

uddu ]∗∗2332

[OT,RR
ed ]1133 [OT,RR

ed ]2211 [OT,RR
ed ]2222 [OT,RR

ed ]∗2233 [OT,RR
ed ]3311 [OT,RR

ed ]3322

[OT,RR
ed ]∗3333 [OT,RR

eu ]2211 [OT,RR
eu ]∗2222 [OT,RR

eu ]3311 [OT,RR
eu ]∗3322

[OS,RR
ed ]1133 [OS,RR

ed ]2211 [OS,RR
ed ]2222 [OS,RR

ed ]∗2233 [OS,RR
ed ]3311 [OS,RR

ed ]3322

[OS,RR
ed ]∗3333 [OS,RR

eu ]2211 [OS,RR
eu ]∗2222 [OS,RR

eu ]3311 [OS,RR
eu ]∗3322

[OV,LR
ee ]∗1221 [OV,LR

ee ]∗1331 [OS,RR
ee ]1221 [OS,RR

ee ]1331 [OS,RR
ee ]1122 [OS,RR

ee ]1133

Table 1: The complete list of four-fermion flavor conserving CP-violating operators rel-

evant for EDMs in nq + nℓ =5+3 Flavor WET below the EW scale. Here the LL, NLL,

and NNLL operators are marked by no asterisk, single asterisk, and double asterisk signs,

respectively.
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The relevant flavor structures for semi-leptonic operators are

[OS,RL
eu ]1111 , [OS,RR

eu ]1111 , [OS,RL
ed ]1111 , [OS,RR

ed ]1111 ,

[OS,RL
ed ]1122 , [OS,RR

ed ]1122 , [O
T,RR
eu ]1111 , [OT,RR

ed ]1111 ,

[OT,RR
ed ]1122.

(2.16)

Finally, we note that there are no leptonic operators that can contribute at the tree-level

to any of the EDMs. As we will see, the purely leptonic operator can contribute at one

loop. In particular, the scalar operator

[OS,RR
ee ]ijkl = (ēiPRej)(ēkPRel) (2.17)

can mix onto the electron EDM. In the 3 + 1 theory, the relevant flavor structure is

[OS,RR
ee ]1111. (2.18)

2.2 Four-fermion Operators with 5+3 Flavors

In this section, we list the leading heavy flavor (5+3) four-fermion operators that contribute

up to the 2-loop level via matching and running effects. The only new Lorentz structure

appearing due to loop effects is the pure leptonic operator

[OV,LR
ee ]ijkl = (ēiγ

µPLej)(ēkγµPRel) . (2.19)

This operator can break CP if i ̸= j, so that the CP-odd coefficients are

[OV,LR
ee ]1221 , [OV,LR

33 ]1331. (2.20)

These two operators contribute to the electron EDM at the 2-loop QED level. Otherwise,

only new flavor structures are added to the EDM basis for the 5+3 theory. The complete

list of relevant WET operators containing 3+1, 4+1, and 5+3 quark and lepton flavors

(nq + nℓ) is given in Table 1. In this table, the operators are categorized based on their

contributions to the EDMs at the LL, NLL, and NNLL order in RG improved perturbation

theory. The order is indicated by the asterisk signs.

3 Electric dipole moments

Electric dipole moments are an extremely sensitive probe of ∆F = 0 CP-violation at low

energy. The strongest constraints currently come from measurements in ThO [49], HfF

[50], and YbF [51], which can be interpreted as bounds on the electron EDM, and from

bounds on the neutron EDM [52] and on the EDM of 199Hg [53]. Experiments looking

for the EDM of 129Xe [54] and 225Ra [55] are at the moment weaker, but they provide

constraints on independent combinations of hadronic parameter and Wilson coefficients

[56]. A summary of current EDM bounds is shown in Table 2. In the future, the limits

on the electron EDM are expected to improve by at least a factor of ten, while new

molecular EDM experiments sensitive to nuclear Schiff moments could lead to a large
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de dn dHg dp dXe dRa

current limit 4.0 · 10−30 1.8 · 10−26 6.2 · 10−30 x 1.4 · 10−27 , 4.2 · 10−22

expected limit 4.0 · 10−29 1.0 · 10−28 6.2 · 10−30 1.0 · 10−29 1.4 · 10−28 1.0 · 10−27

ωThO ωHfF ωYbF

current limit 1.3 mrad/s 0.17 mrad/s 23.5 mrad/s

Table 2: Current limits on the electron [50], neutron [52], and mercury [53, 63] EDMs

in units of e cm (90% confidence level). We also show an indication of their prospective

limits [12, 56, 64] as well as those of the proton, xenon [54], and radium [55] EDMs, which

could provide interesting constraints in the future. The electron EDM bound is extracted

from CPV precession frequencies in molecular EDM experiments and thus depends on the

assumptions that no other CPV operator contributes. In our analysis, we will use directly

the constraints on the precession frequencies in HfF [50], ThO [49], and YbF [51], which

are shown in the bottom part of the table. In the future, the precession frequencies are

expected to improve by one order.

improvement in the constraints on hadronic CPV interactions [57]. Several experimental

collaborations, including n2EDM at the Paul Scherrer Institute [58], PanEDM [59] at the

Institute Laue Langevin, TUCAN EDM at Triumf [60], and LANL EDM at Los Alamos

National Laboratory [61], aim at improving the bound on the neutron EDM by one order

of magnitude. Finally, EDMs of light ions such as the proton, deuteron, or 3He could

be measured in storage ring experiments [62]. To estimate future EDM sensitivities, we

will use the projection on the second row of Table 2. In the following subsections, we

will express the EDMs of charged leptons, the neutron and proton EDMs, atomic EDMs,

and the CPV precession frequencies measured in molecular experiments in terms of WET

operators at low energy, while in Section 4 we will show how these operators are generated

from WET operators at the EW scale, via running and matching effects.

3.1 Integrating out heavy flavors

In this paper, we integrate out heavy quarks and leptons at, or close to, their mass thresh-

old. In particular, we integrate out the b quark at µb = mMS
b = 4.18 GeV, and the

charm quark at µc = 2 GeV. We thus do not consider nonperturbative matrix elements

of operators with b and c quarks between nucleons or nucleons and pions, but take their

effects into account in perturbation theory, via renormalization group mixing or matching

at the threshold. For the b quark, with αs(m
MS
b ) well in the perturbative regime, this

approach is fully justified. Since the c quark lies at the boundary between the perturbative

and nonperturbative regimes, in this case one could pursue the alternative approach of

not integrating out the c, and evaluating charm matrix elements in Lattice QCD. While

most Lattice QCD collaborations use actions with dynamical charm quarks, calculations

of nucleon charm matrix elements are very preliminary in the case of quark bilinears [65],

and non-existing for more complicated operators, such as the charm quark chromoelectric

dipole moment or four-fermion operators. One would thus have to rely on models, which
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come with uncontrolled uncertainties. As Lattice QCD calculations improve, it will become

interesting to compare the perturbative and nonperturbative treatment of heavy quarks.

3.2 Leptonic EDMs

For the electron, muon, and τ EDMs, there is a direct connection between the WET

dipole operators Ceγ and the electric dipole moment. In addition, the semileptonic tensor

operators
[
CT,RR
eq

]
with light quark flavors induce charged lepton dipole operator non-

perturbatively [66, 67], with a contribution proportional to the correlator of the vector and

tensor currents ΠV T (q) [68]

dℓ = −2Im
[
Ceγ − 2iΠV T (0)

(
qu
[
CT,RR
eu

]
1111

+ qd

[
CT,RR
ed

]
1111

+ qs

[
CT,RR
ed

]
1122

)]
ℓℓ

= −1.3 · 10−16
[
Ceγ − 2.5 · 10−5TeV

(
2
[
CT,RR
eu

]
1111

−
[
CT,RR
ed

]
1111

−
[
CT,RR
ed

]
1122

)]
ℓℓ

TeV e cm,

(3.1)

with qu = 2/3 and qd = qs = −1/3. In Eq. (3.1), and in the rest of this section, the

WET couplings are understood to be evaluated at the scale of µ = 2 GeV. Here we use a

resonance model for ΠV T and write [68–71]

iΠV T (0) =
B0F

2
π

M2
ρ

, (3.2)

with the quark condensate B0 = 2.7 GeV at the renormalization scale µ = 2 GeV, Fπ = 92.2

MeV and Mρ = 0.770 GeV. The above estimate is based on large NC considerations, and

on the truncation of the resonance spectrum to the first state, and it is therefore affected

by large theoretical uncertainties, which were estimated to be at least 50% [68–71].

The limit on the electron EDM, as extracted from HfF and ThO measurements [49, 50],

is shown in Table 2. Direct limits exist on the muon EDM, from g − 2 storage ring

experiments [72], and on the EDM of the tau lepton, from the measurement of spin-

momentum correlations in τ decays at e+e− machines [73]. The current limits are [74]

|dµ| < 1.8 · 10−19e cm, −0.185 · 10−16e cm < dτ < 0.061 · 10−16e cm. (3.3)

These are much weaker than the electron EDM bound so running effects of µ and τ flavor

operators onto electron operators can be important.

3.3 ThO, YbF, and HfF Frequencies

The best limit on the electron EDM currently comes from experiments with polar molecules.

In this case, the observables are the parity (P ) and time-reversal (T ) odd frequency shifts

ω, which receive contributions from the electron EDM and semileptonic scalar operators.

The frequency shifts are expressed in terms of an isospin invariant and an isospin-breaking

electron-nucleon coupling, captured by the Lagrangian

L = −GF√
2
ēiγ5e N̄

(
C

(0)
S + τ3C

(1)
S

)
N, (3.4)
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with N = (p, n) the nucleon doublet and τ3 a Pauli matrix in isospin space. The nucleon-

level scalar couplings can be expressed in terms of WET four-fermion operators as

C
(0)
S =− v2

2

(
Im[CSRL

eu ]1111 + Im[CSRR
eu ]1111 + Im[CSRL

ed ]1111 + Im[CSRR
ed ]1111

) σπN
m̄

− v2
(
Im[CSRL

ed ]1122 + Im[CSRR
ed ]1122

) σs
ms

(3.5)

C
(1)
S =− v2

2

(
Im[CSRL

eu ]1111 + Im[CSRR
eu ]1111 − Im[CSRL

ed ]1111 − Im[CSRR
ed ]1111

)
gu−d
S , (3.6)

where 2m̄ = mu +md, and v = 246 GeV. For the nucleon σπN term, we use the extraction

from π-nucleon scattering data [75]

σπN = 59.0± 3.5MeV. (3.7)

For the strange σ term and the isovector scalar charge, we use the FLAG lattice averages

[76]

σs = 52.9± 7.0MeV, gu−d
S = 1.02± 0.10, (3.8)

where the scalar charge is evaluated at the renormalization scale µ = 2 GeV. With these

definitions, we can express the frequency measured in the HfF, ThO, and YbF experiments

as [11, 77, 78]

ωHfF =

[
(34.9± 1.4)

(
de

10−27e cm

)
+ (32+1

−2)

(
CS

10−7

)]
(mrad/s) (3.9)

ωThO = −
[(
121+5

−39

)( de
10−27e cm

)
+ (182+42

−27)

(
CS

10−7

)]
(mrad/s) (3.10)

ωYbF = −
[
(19.6± 1.5)

(
de

10−27e cm

)
+ (17.6± 2.0)

(
CS

10−7

)]
(mrad/s) (3.11)

where

CS = C
(0)
S +

Z −N

Z +N
C

(1)
S . (3.12)

Here (Z,A) = (72, 106), (90, 142), (70, 103) for HfF, ThO, and YbF, respectively.

3.4 Nucleon EDMs

The interpretation of neutron and proton EDMs is complicated by the need to match

quark-level operators onto hadronic couplings. This matching requires nonperturbative

techniques and it has been carried out with different levels of sophistication for different

WET operators. In the case of the quark dipole operators [Cuγ ]11 and [Cdγ ]11,22, the

hadronic input is captured by the quark tensor charges, which have been computed on the

lattice [65, 76, 79].

dn = −1.3 · 10−16
(
gdT Im [Cuγ ]11 + guT Im [Cdγ ]11 + gsT Im [Cdγ ]22

)
TeV e cm, (3.13)

dp = −1.3 · 10−16
(
guT Im [Cuγ ]11 + gdT Im [Cdγ ]11 + gsT Im [Cdγ ]22

)
TeV e cm, (3.14)
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with [76]

guT = 0.784± 0.030, gdT = −0.204± 0.015, gsT = −0.0027± 0.0016 (3.15)

at the renormalization scale µ = 2 GeV. The u and d tensor charges have better than 10%

uncertainties, while the s tensor charge is harder to compute and zero within two sigma.

The c tensor charge has been considered in Ref. [65], but it is even more uncertain,

gcT = − (10± 19) · 10−5. (3.16)

For this reason, will not consider directly charm matrix elements, but integrate out the

charm quark.

Lattice QCD calculations of the nucleon EDM induced by the quark chromoelectric

dipole moment (qCEDM) operators [CuG]11, [CdG]11,22 are at the moment only preliminary

[80–82]. Currently, the best estimates come from QCD sum rules [10, 83–85]. In Refs.

[10, 83, 84], the u and d qCEDM contribution to the neutron and proton EDMs was

estimated to be

dn = −4.3 · 10−17

gs
× (1± 0.5) (Im [CdG]11 + 0.5Im [CuG]11) TeV e cm, (3.17)

dp = +
5.2 · 10−17

gs
× (1± 0.5) (0.5Im [CdG]11 + Im [CuG]11) TeV e cm, (3.18)

with roughly 50% uncertainty. Here gs is the strong coupling constant. We will use the

estimates in Eq. (3.17) for our numerics. Ref. [85] finds a larger value and a substantial

contribution from the strange qCEDM

dn = −9.8 · 10−17

gs
(Im [CdG]11 + 1.2Im [CuG]11 + 0.2Im [CdG]22) TeV e cm. (3.19)

Estimates based on the dominance of long-distance contributions mediated by pion-nucleon

couplings end up in a similar range [86, 87], though, of course, they are affected by uncon-

trolled systematic errors. The above matrix elements are given in the assumption that a

PQ mechanism cancels the θ̄ term, including the shift in the θ̄ term induced by the chro-

moelectric operators [10]. The scale dependence of gs and of the WET coefficients should

in principle be compensated by the scale dependence of the hadronic matrix elements. In

the sum rule calculations, such scale dependence is not explicitly tracked, and thus, at the

moment, the choice of µ introduces some arbitrariness. Since the conversion between Lat-

tice QCD schemes and MS is known [88, 89], this issue will be overcome once Lattice QCD

calculations will become available. The contribution of the Weinberg three-gluon operator

CG̃ has been estimated in Refs. [90, 91]. The two evaluations are in good agreement, and

here we use the results of Ref. [91]

dn = 1.5 · 10−21(1± 0.5)
[
CG̃

]
TeV2 e cm, (3.20)

dp = −2.1 · 10−21(1± 0.5)
[
CG̃

]
TeV2 e cm. (3.21)

Also in this case, Lattice QCD calculations are preliminary [92], even though progress

has been achieved on the matching between Lattice QCD and MS schemes [93, 94]. The
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estimates in Eq. (3.17), (3.19) and (3.20) clearly show that hadronic matrix elements are

affected by large theoretical uncertainties, which need to be considered in any realistic

analysis of EDM bounds.

The situation for four-fermion operators is even less well-developed. The matching

between gradient flow and MS renormalization at one loop has been derived in Ref. [48].

Robust calculations of the nucleon EDM currently do not exist. Here we will use the ex-

pression derived at next-to-next-to-leading order (N2LO) in two-flavor chiral perturbation

theory [86]

dn = − egA
8π2F 2

π

[(
ḡ0 −

ḡ2
3

)(
ln

m2
π

m2
N

− π

2

mπ

mN

)
+

ḡ1
4
(κ1 − κ0)

m2
π

m2
N

ln
m2

π

m2
N

]
+ ed̄n (3.22)

dp =
egA

8π2F 2
π

[(
ḡ0 −

ḡ2
3

)(
ln

m2
π

m2
N

− 2π
mπ

mN

)
− ḡ1

4

(
2πmπ

mN
+

(
5

2
+ κ1 + κ0

)
m2

π

m2
N

ln
m2

π

m2
N

)]
+ ed̄p. (3.23)

with gA = 1.27. κ1,0 are the nucleon isovector and isoscalar anomalous magnetic moments,

κ1 = 3.7, κ0 = −0.12. ḡ0, ḡ1, d̄n, and d̄p are PT -odd low-energy couplings in the nucleon

EFT, which implicitly depend onWETWilson coefficients. In the following, we will provide

a recipe to estimate ḡ0,1 in the case of four-fermion operators.

3.4.1 Pion nucleon couplings

P and T -odd pion-nucleon (πN) couplings play an important role for both nucleon and

nuclear EDMs. In the case of the nucleon EDM, πN couplings induce logarithmically-

enhanced contributions [95], as can be seen in Eqs. (3.22) and (3.23). Since they are

accompanied by unknown low-energy constants, πN couplings cannot completely determine

the leading contributions to the nucleon EDM, and thus expressions as Eq. (3.22) will be

eventually superseded by Lattice QCD calculations. Knowing the strength of ḡ0,1, however,

can provide guidance for the chiral and momentum extrapolation [96] and for the removal

of excited state contamination [97] in Lattice QCD calculations. Depending on the chiral

properties of the WET operators, πN couplings furthermore provide one of the leading

contributions to the PT -odd potential [22, 98, 99], which then feeds into the calculation of

Schiff moments and thus atomic EDMs [100, 101].

We focus here on the most important πN couplings and refer for a more detailed

discussion to Ref. [99]. We define the PT -odd πN Lagrangian as

LπN = N̄

[
ḡ0
Fπ

τ · π +
ḡ1
Fπ

π0 +
ḡ2
Fπ

(
π0τ3 −

1

3
τ · π

)]
N, (3.24)

where τ are Pauli matrices in isospin space. The couplings in Eq. (3.24) break chiral

symmetry and are thus mostly important for chiral-symmetry-breaking WET operators.

These usually come in chiral multiplets, with the CP-even components inducing correc-

tions to the baryon spectrum while the CP-odd components contribute to πN couplings.

At leading order in chiral perturbation theory, chiral symmetry then provides a relation

between corrections to the baryon spectrum and πN couplings [22], which survives higher
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order corrections [87, 102]. It can be shown that ḡ2 only arises at higher order in isospin

breaking [22]. The couplings ḡ0 and ḡ1 receive a “direct” contribution, proportional to

the shift in the baryon masses induced by dim-6 operators, and “indirect” contributions,

arising from “vacuum alignment” [103], i.e. from imposing the condition that π0 and η

mesons do not disappear into the vacuum in the presence of PT -odd interactions. We will

thus write

ḡi = ḡi|dir + ḡi|ind . (3.25)

The indirect contributions depend on meson matrix elements, which are more controlled.

For the qCEDM, the πN couplings were extracted using QCD sum rules [104],

ḡ0
Fπ

= −1.97 · 10−3 (1± 2)

gs
(Im [CuG]11 + Im [CdG]11) TeV, (3.26)

ḡ1
Fπ

= −1.97 · 10−3

(
4+8
−2

)
gs

(Im [CuG]11 − Im [CdG]11) TeV. (3.27)

Again, we are neglected contributions proportional to θ̄ind, which are canceled if a PQ

mechanism is active. In chiral perturbation theory, the indirect part of the coupling is

given by [87]

ḡ0
Fπ

∣∣∣∣
ind

=
rgu−d

S

Fπgs
(Im [CuG]11 + Im [CdG]11) = −4.4 · 10−3

gs
(Im [CuG]11 + Im [CdG]11) ,

(3.28)

ḡ1
Fπ

∣∣∣∣
ind

=
rσπN
m̄Fπgs

(Im [CuG]11 − Im [CdG]11) = −7.4 · 10−2

gs
(Im [CuG]11 − Im [CdG]11) ,

(3.29)

where r is the ratio of chromomagnetic and q̄q condensates, for which we used [104]

r = −1

2

⟨0|q̄gsσGq|0⟩
⟨0|q̄q|0⟩ = − (0.4± 0.1)GeV2. (3.30)

The ratio between ḡ1/ḡ0 is determined by the ratio of isoscalar and isovector charges, which,

for the value of the sigma term we adopt, is about 17. The assumption of the dominance

of the indirect piece leads to larger values compared to the QCD sum rules calculations,

especially in the case of ḡ1. For the qCEDM operators we will just use the sum rules results,

while for the four-fermion operators, where only the indirect pieces can be estimated, we

will capture these effects by assigning a large uncertainty. Plugging Eqs. (3.26) and (3.27)

or Eqs. (3.28) and (3.29) in the chiral perturbation theory expression for the nucleon EDM

we recover estimates that agree in magnitude with Eqs. (3.17)–(3.19).

We discussed in some detail various estimates for the qCEDM operators to justify our

choices for four-fermion operators, for which complete evaluations of the couplings, either

on the Lattice or from QCD sum rules are not available. The structure of the couplings is

very similar to qCEDM, with a direct piece that could be extracted from dim-6 corrections

to the baryon spectrum and an indirect piece determined by the ratio of vacuum matrix
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elements [105, 106]. The operators constructed in Section 2.1.3 belong to the 8× 8, 6× 6̄

and 3× 3̄ representations of the SU(3) flavor group [106]. The indirect components of the

πN couplings are given by

ḡ0|ind = −F 2
πm̄gu−d

S

m2
π

[
A8×8C

(1,0)
8×8 + Ā8×8C

(8,0)
8×8 +A6×6C

(1,0)
6×6 + Ā6×6C

(8,0)
6×6

+ A3×3C
(1,0)
3×3 + Ā3×3C

(8,0)
3×3

]
, (3.31)

ḡ1|ind = −F 2
πσπN
m2

π

[
A8×8C

(1,1)
8×8 + Ā8×8C

(8,1)
8×8 +A6×6C

(1,1)
6×6 + Ā6×6C

(8,1)
6×6

+ A3×3C
(1,1)
3×3 + Ā3×3C

(8,1)
3×3

]
. (3.32)

The operators in the LLRR class belong to the 8× 8 representation, and we have

C
(1,0)
8×8 =

1

2

(
Im
[
CV 1, LR
uddu

]
1221

+ Im
[
CV 1, LR
dd

]
1221

)
, (3.33)

C
(8,0)
8×8 =

1

2

(
Im
[
CV 8, LR
uddu

]
1221

+ Im
[
CV 8, LR
dd

]
1221

)
, (3.34)

C
(1,1)
8×8 = Im

[
CV 1, LR
uddu

]
1111

+
1

2
Im
[
CV 1, LR
uddu

]
1221

− 1

2
Im
[
CV 1, LR
dd

]
1221

, (3.35)

C
(8,1)
8×8 = Im

[
CV 8, LR
uddu

]
1111

+
1

2
Im
[
CV 8, LR
uddu

]
1221

− 1

2
Im
[
CV 8, LR
dd

]
1221

. (3.36)

The first superscript indicates whether the operators are color singlet or octet, while the

second superscript whether they are isospin 0 or isospin 1. The LRLR operators, on the

other hand, belong to the 6× 6̄ and 3× 3̄ representations. The 6× 6̄ coefficients are given

by

C
(1,0)
6×6 = Im

[
CS1, RR
uu

]
1111

+ Im
[
CS1, RR
dd

]
1111

+
1

2

(
Im
[
CS1, RR
uddu

]
1111

+ Im
[
CS1, RR
ud

]
1111

)
+

1

4

(
Im
[
CS1, RR
uddu

]
1221

+ Im
[
CS1, RR
ud

]
1122

+ Im
[
CS1, RR
dd

]
1221

+ Im
[
CS1, RR
dd

]
1122

)
,

(3.37)

C
(1,1)
6×6 = Im

[
CS1, RR
uu

]
1111

−Im
[
CS1, RR
dd

]
1111

+
1

4

(
Im
[
CS1, RR
uddu

]
1221

+ Im
[
CS1, RR
ud

]
1122

− Im
[
CS1, RR
dd

]
1221

− Im
[
CS1, RR
dd

]
1122

)
,

(3.38)

with the same expressions for the color octet operators, with S1 → S8. For the 3 × 3̄

coefficients we have

C
(1,0)
3×3 =

1

2

(
−Im

[
CS1, RR
uddu

]
1111

+ Im
[
CS1, RR
ud

]
1111

)
+

1

4

(
−Im

[
CS1, RR
uddu

]
1221

+ Im
[
CS1, RR
ud

]
1122

− Im
[
CS1, RR
dd

]
1221

+ Im
[
CS1, RR
dd

]
1122

)
(3.39)

C
(1,1)
3×3 =

1

4

(
−Im

[
CS1, RR
uddu

]
1221

+ Im
[
CS1, RR
ud

]
1122

+ Im
[
CS1, RR
dd

]
1221

− Im
[
CS1, RR
dd

]
1122

)
,

(3.40)
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and again the color octet coefficients are obtained by S1 → S8.

The 8× 8 and 6×6̄ are related by SU(3) chiral symmetry to operators that contribute

to K-K̄ oscillations, K → ππ and to short-distance contributions to neutrinoless double

beta decay [107]. Here we determine the LECs from calculations of neutrinoless double

beta decay matrix elements [108] and write

A8×8 = −gππ4 , Ā8×8 = −
[
1

2
gππ5 − 1

2Nc
gππ4

]
(3.41)

A6×6 = −gππ2 , Ā6×6 = −
[
1

2
gππ3 − 1

2Nc
gππ2

]
, (3.42)

with

gππ2 = 2.0(2) GeV2, gππ3 = −0.62(6) GeV2, (3.43)

gππ4 = −1.9(2) GeV2, gππ5 = −8.0(6) GeV2, (3.44)

in the MS scheme, at µ = 2 GeV. The LECs for A3×3 and Ā3×3 are at the moment

unknown. We will set them to zero but stress that this is an uncontrolled assumption.

A3×3 = 0 GeV2 Ā3×3 = 0 GeV2 (3.45)

3.5 Diamagnetic Atomic EDMs

We finally consider EDMs of diamagnetic atoms. The strongest bound is currently on the

EDM of 199Hg [53, 63], followed by 129Xe [54]. We will also consider 225Ra, which has

enhanced sensitivity to the nuclear Schiff moment [101, 109] and could provide important

constraints in the future [12]. We can write the EDM of diamagnetic atoms as a term

induced by the nuclear Schiff moment, plus contributions from semileptonic operators

dAX = dSchiff +
∑

N=n,p

(
αN
S C

(N)
S + αN

P C
(N)
P + αN

T C
(N)
T

)
. (3.46)

The Schiff moment component is sensitive to the neutron and proton EDM and to PT -odd

nucleon-nucleon interactions. These have been classified in phenomenological one-meson-

exchange models [101, 110, 111], and in chiral EFT and pionless EFT [22, 98, 99, 112, 113].

For chiral-symmetry breaking operators, such as the qCEDM and the four-quark operators,

ḡ0,1 give the leading contribution to the PT -odd nucleon-nucleon potential [22, 98], even

though short-range operators in the 3P0-
1S0 channel are required for renormalization [114].

For chiral-invariant operators, such as the Weinberg three-gluon operator, πN couplings

and short-range isospin-invariant NN couplings contribute at the same order [22, 98]. Since

little can be said about the size of the NN CP-odd short-range interactions induced by

WET operators, we focus here on the contributions to the Schiff moment from ḡ0,1. With

progress from Lattice QCD and nuclear theory, the Schiff moment expressions could in the

future be extended to include additional operators.

We write

dSchiff = ASchiff

(
αndn + αpdp + a0

ḡ0
Fπ

+ a1
ḡ1
Fπ

+ a2
ḡ2
Fπ

)
. (3.47)
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ASchiff αn αp a0 (e fm) a1 (e fm) a2 (e fm)

199Hg −(2.40± 0.24) · 10−4 1.9± 0.1 0.20± 0.06 0.13+0.5
−0.07 0.25+0.89

−0.63 0.09+0.17
−0.04

129Xe −(0.364± 0.025) · 10−4 −(0.29± 0.10) – 0.10+0.53
−0.037 0.076+0.55

−0.038

225Ra (6.3± 0.5) · 10−4 – – 2.5± 7.5 −65± 40 14± 6.5

Table 3: Nuclear and atomic theory input for the EDMs of diamagnetic atoms.

The prefactor ASchiff accounts for the Schiff screening, while the coefficients αn,p and a0,1,2
contain the information on the nuclear structure of the systems of interest. We report them

in Table 3. We use the results of Ref. [115] for the screening factors of Hg and Xe, and

Ref. [116] for 225Ra. In the case of 199Hg, αn,p are known with good accuracy [117], while

in the case of Xe we use the calculation of αn from [118]. The contributions of the CP-odd

πN couplings are affected by substantial uncertainties. Here we take the ranges suggested

in Refs. [11, 21], which considers results from various nuclear structure calculations.

The contributions from semileptonic operators are usually expressed in terms of nucleon-

level operators. In addition to the scalar operators in Eq. (3.4), one can write pseudoscalar

and tensor terms. In a relativistic notation

L = −GF√
2

(
ēeN̄

(
C

(0)
P + τ3C

(1)
P

)
iγ5N − 1

2
εµναβ ēσ

µνe N̄σαβ
(
C

(0)
T + C

(1)
T τ3

)
N

)
, (3.48)

where the isoscalar/isovector couplings are related to proton/neutron couplings by

C
(p)
X = C

(0)
X + C

(1)
X , C

(n)
X = C

(0)
X − C

(1)
X . (3.49)

As can be more clearly seen in a non-relativistic notation [78], the pseudoscalar operators

vanish at zero momentum and are thus proportional to powers of Q/Λhad, where Λhad is

an hadronic scale. Here we only retain the isovector component, which is dominated by

the pion pole contribution and thus relatively large, with Λhad ∼ mu +md.

C
(1)
P = −v2

2

(
Im[CSRR

eu ]1111 − Im[CSRL
eu ]1111 − Im[CSRR

ed ]1111 + Im[CSRL
ed ]1111

) gAmN

m̄
.

(3.50)

The isoscalar component is suppressed by the η mass, rather than the pion mass, and thus

we neglect it. Its contribution was considered, for example, in Ref. [77]. In terms of WET

operators, the tensor coefficients are

C
(0)
T = −v2

2

(
guT + gdT

2

(
Im[CTRR

eu ]1111 + Im[CTRR
ed ]1111

)
+ gsT Im[CTRR

ed ]1122

)
(3.51)

C
(1)
T = −v2

2

guT − gdT
2

(
Im[CTRR

eu ]1111 − Im[CTRR
ed ]1111

)
. (3.52)
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The coefficients αN
S are given by

αp
S = RSP

Z

A
, αn

S = RSP
N

A
. (3.53)

(Z,N,A)= (80, 121, 201), (54, 77, 131), (87, 136, 223) are the atomic number, number of

neutrons, and mass number of Hg, Xe, and Ra, respectively. RSP depends solely on atomic

theory, and, for Mercury and Xexon, we use the values [119, 120].

RSP|Hg = − (2.8± 0.6) · 10−22e cm RSP|Xe = − (0.71± 0.18) · 10−23e cm. (3.54)

These values are somewhat smaller than in other calculations, especially in the case of

xenon [121]. The tensor coefficients can be written as

αp
T = RT ⟨σpz⟩, αn

T = RT ⟨σnz⟩, (3.55)

where RT is calculated in atomic theory, while ⟨σpz⟩ and ⟨σnz⟩ are nuclear spin matrix

elements. We use [119, 120]

RT|Hg = − (2.8± 0.6) · 10−20e cm RT|Xe = (0.520± 0.049) · 10−20e cm, (3.56)

and [122, 123]

⟨σnz⟩|Hg = −0.377, ⟨σpz⟩|Hg = 0.009 (3.57)

⟨σnz⟩|Xe = +0.658, ⟨σpz⟩|Xe = 0.020. (3.58)

Finally, αN
P are related to the tensor contributions by [124]

αN
P =

Zαem

5mNR
αN
T (3.59)

where R = 1.2A1/3 fm is the nuclear radius.

4 Renormalization group running and threshold effects

The WET operators containing heavier fermions (charm, bottom, muon, and tau) can

contribute to the electron, neutron, atomic, and molecular EDMs via renormalization group

evolution and threshold effects arising when the heavy particles are integrated out. In this

section, we discuss the following three kinds of contributions of WET operators with heavier

generations to the EDMs observables given in Sec. 3, focusing only on the leading effects1:

• Leading-log QCD+QED RG running from EW scale to µ = 2 GeV.

• 1-loop threshold effects at µ = mc and µ = mb.

• Next-to-leading-log 2-loop QCD+QED RG running from EW scale to µ = 2 GeV.

The logarithmic order at which each operator contributes is indicated in Table 1. In the

following, we will dissect how these contributions arise.
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(a) (b) (c) (d)

Figure 1: Representative diagrams contributing to the 1-loop anomalous dimension, which

induces LL contributions to EDMs. Plain and double lines denote light (e and u, d, s

quarks) and heavy fermions (µ, τ leptons and c, b quarks), respectively. Wavy and wiggly

lines denote photons and gluons. Insertions of WET operators are denoted by squares,

while SM vertices by dots. Diagrams (a) and (b) contribute to the mixing of heavy-light

four-fermion operators onto photon and gluon dipole operators. Four-quark operators of the

type OS1,RR
uu , OS8,RR

uu , OS8,RR
dd , OS8,RR

dd , OS1,RR
uddu and OS8,RR

uddu , with two heavy and two light

quarks, semileptonic tensor operators OT,RR
eu OT,RR

ed with heavy quarks or heavy leptons,

and the leptonic scalar operator OS,RR
ee with two heavy and two light leptons generate

LL EDMs via this path. Diagram (c) denotes the mixing of dipole operators. Diagram

(d) denotes the mixing of the semileptonic scalar operators OS,RR
eu and OS,RR

ed onto tensor

operators. Combined with the running of the tensor into dipoles, these induce corrections

to the electron EDM starting at O(L2
µ).

4.1 Leading-log 1-loop RG running

The complete 1-loop ADMs in WET including ∆F = 0 operators have been calculated in

[15]. In what follows, we identify all relevant terms in the ADMs and provide the naive

solutions for the corresponding RGEs. Through diagrams such as diagram (a) and (c) in

Figure 1, the QCD dipole and four-quark scalar operators mix onto the photon dipole.

Neglecting the running of the electromagnetic and strong couplings, and the running of the

Wilson coefficients, we can denote the solution of the RGEs as[
Cfγ

]
ii
= 8egsqiCF

[
CfG

]
ii
Lµ ,[

Cfγ

]
ii
= 2eqjmj

[
CS1,RR
ff

]
ijji

Lµ ,[
Cfγ

]
ii
= 2eqjmjCF

[
CS8,RR
ff

]
ijji

Lµ ,[
Cfγ

]
ii
= −8eqemj

[
CT,RR
ef

]
jjii

Lµ ,[
Cuγ

]
ii
= eqjmj

[
CS1,RR
uddu

]
ijji

Lµ ,[
Cuγ

]
ii
= eqjmjCF

[
CS8,RR
uddu

]
ijji

Lµ.

(4.1)

where we define

Lµ =
1

16π2
log

µlow

µew
. (4.2)

1Meaning if an operator contributes at the tree-level its 1-loop effects are not discussed in this section,

and so on.
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Here f = u or d, and µlow denotes the scale to which we run, which depends on the flavor

of the particle in the loop. e denotes the electric charge, while qj is the charge of the quark

or lepton j, with qe = −1, qd = −1/3 and qu = 2/3. CF = (N2
c − 1)/(2Nc) and CA = Nc,

with Nc the number of colors. The mixing of
[
C

S1(S8),RR
uddu

]
ijji

onto
[
Cdγ

]
is governed the

last two equations in (4.1) by replacing qj ,mj by qi,mi, respectively. The QCD dipoles

mix with the electromagnetic dipoles and four-quark scalar operators[
CfG

]
ii
= 2gsmj

[
CS1,RR
ff

]
ijji

Lµ ,[
CfG

]
ii
= 2gsmj

(
CF − CA

2

)[
CS8,RR
ff

]
ijji

Lµ ,[
CuG

]
ii
= gsmj

[
CS1,RR
uddu

]
ijji

Lµ ,[
CuG

]
ii
= gsmj

(
CF − CA

2

)[
CS8,RR
uddu

]
ijji

Lµ.

(4.3)

The mixing of
[
Cfγ

]
onto

[
CfG

]
follows the exact same relation as the first equation in

(4.1). Also, the mixing of
[
C

S1(S8),RR
uddu

]
onto

[
CdG

]
follows the same relations as the last

two equations in (4.3). Eqs. (4.1) and (4.3) show that all scalar operators with two heavy

and two light quarks induce light quark EDMs and CEDMs at one loop, leading, as we will

see, to strong constraints from neutron and mercury EDM experiments. For the electron

EDM, the mixing of the scalar and tensor operators onto the dipole operator is governed

by pure QED [
Ceγ

]
ii
= −8eqimjNc

[
CT,RR
ed

]
iijj

Lµ ,[
Ceγ

]
ii
= −8eqjmjNc

[
CT,RR
eu

]
iijj

Lµ ,[
Ceγ

]
ii
= 2eqjmj

[
CS,RR
ee

]
ijji

Lµ.

(4.4)

The first two relations in (4.4) indicate that semileptonic operators with heavier generations

of up and down quarks can mix with the electromagnetic dipole operator for the electron.

Similarly, the muon and tau scalar operators can also mix with the dipole operator as

indicated by the last relation in (4.4).

Finally, through diagrams such as diagram (d) in Fig. 1, the leptonic operators[
CS,RR
ee

]
1122

and
[
CS,RR
ee

]
1133

mix with
[
CS,RR
eγ

]
11

via the
[
CS,RR
ee

]
1221

and
[
CS,RR
ee

]
1331

oper-

ators. Similarly, semileptonic scalar operators mix into tensor operators, and scalar opera-

tors of the form
[
C

S1(8),RR
uu

]
iijj

,
[
C

S1(8),RR
dd

]
iijj

and
[
C

S1(8),RR
ud

]
iijj

mix onto
[
C

S1(8),RR
uu

]
ijji

,[
C

S1(8),RR
dd

]
ijji

and
[
C

S1(8),RR
uddu

]
ijji

, respectively. In this way, these operators induce LL con-

tribution to the electron and quark dipole operators, which however start at two loops and

go as L2
µ. [

Ceγ

]
11

= 32q3ee
3mj

[
CS,RR
ee

]
11jj

L2
µ

2
,[

Ceγ

]
11

= 16qeq
2
ue

3mjNc

[
CS,RR
eu

]
11jj

L2
µ

2
,[

Ceγ

]
11

= 16qeq
2
de

3mjNc

[
CS,RR
ed

]
11jj

L2
µ

2
.

(4.5)
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In the first relation in (4.5), jj = 22, 33, for the second jj = 11, 22 and for third jj = 11, 22,

or 33. Similarly, the semileptonic operators also mix with the quark dipoles[
Cuγ

]
ii
= 16q2eque

3mj

[
CS,RR
eu

]
jjii

L2
µ

2
,[

Cdγ

]
ii
= 16q2eqde

3mj

[
CS,RR
ed

]
jjii

L2
µ

2
.

(4.6)

Here, jj = 11, 22 or 33, however, only 33 cases can induce significant effects. Finally, four-

quark scalar operators also generate L2
µ contributions. In the case of uu and dd operators,

the mixing is given by[
Cfγ

]
ii
=

2eqfmj

Nc
(16e2q2u + 16g2sCF )

[
CS1,RR
ff

]
iijj

L2
µ

2
,

[
Cfγ

]
ii
=

2eCF qfmj

Nc

(
16e2q2uCF + 2g2s

(
2

N2
c

+N2
c − 3

))[
CS8,RR
ff

]
iijj

L2
µ

2
,

[
CfG

]
ii
=

2gsmj

Nc
(16e2q2u + 16g2sCF )

[
CS1,RR
ff

]
iijj

L2
µ

2
,

[
CfG

]
ii
= −2gs

Nc
mj

(
CF − CA

2

)(
16e2q2u − 4g2s

(
2

Nc
+Nc

))[
CS8,RR
ff

]
iijj

L2
µ

2
,

(4.7)

for f = u or d.
[
C

S1(8),RR
ud

]
operators induce both QED and QCD dipoles. For the QED

dipoles, one finds[
Cuγ

]
ii
=

eqdmj

Nc
(16e2quqd + 16g2sCF )

[
CS1,RR
ud

]
iijj

L2
µ

2
,

[
Cuγ

]
ii
=

2eCF qdmj

Nc

(
16e2quqdCF + 2g2s

(
2

N2
c

+N2
c − 3

))[
CS8,RR
ud

]
iijj

L2
µ

2
,

[
Cdγ

]
jj

=
eqdmi

Nc
(16e2quqd + 16g2sCF )

[
CS1,RR
ud

]
iijj

L2
µ

2
,

[
Cdγ

]
jj

=
2eCF qdmi

Nc

(
16e2quqdCF + 2g2s

(
2

N2
c

+N2
c − 3

))[
CS8,RR
ud

]
iijj

L2
µ

2
,

(4.8)

and, for the QCD dipoles,[
CuG

]
ii
=

gsmj

Nc
(16e2quqd + 16g2sCF )

[
CS1,RR
ud

]
iijj

L2
µ

2
,

[
CuG

]
ii
=

gs
Nc

mj

(
CF − CA

2

)(
16e2quqdCF + 2g2s

(
2

N2
c

+N2
c − 3

))[
CS8,RR
ud

]
iijj

L2
µ

2
,

[
CdG

]
jj

=
gs
Nc

mi(16e
2quqd + 16g2sCF )

[
CS1,RR
ud

]
iijj

L2
µ

2
,

[
CdG

]
jj

=
gs
Nc

mj

(
CF − CA

2

)(
16e2quqdCF + 2g2s

(
2

N2
c

+N2
c − 3

))[
CS8,RR
ud

]
iijj

L2
µ

2
.

(4.9)

This exhausts all the operators denoted as LL in Table 1.
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(a) (b) (c)

Figure 2: Matching contributions arising from integrating out heavy particles. Diagram

(a) shows contributions to the Weinberg three-gluon operator from gluon dipole operators

with heavy quarks. Diagram (b) and (c) illustrate matching corrections from the four-quark

operators OV 1,LR
uddu , OV 8,LR

uddu , OV 1,LR
dd , OV 8,LR

dd , OV 1,LR
uu and OV 8,LR

dd and from the leptonic

vector operators OV,LR
ee onto dipole operators.

4.2 1-loop Matching

In this subsection, we discuss the threshold effects at mc, mb, mµ, and mτ at the 1-loop

level.

4.2.1 Matching to Weinberg operators[
CdG

]
33

mixes with
[
C
G̃

]
after integrating out b-quark [125]. After adjusting the normal-

ization of the operators, in the JMS basis, we find[
C
G̃

]
(µ−

b ) =
[
C
G̃

]
(µ+

b ) +
1

3mb

αs

8π
Im
[
CdG

]
33
(µ+

b ). (4.10)

The coefficient of second term is ≈ 7.1 · 10−4. The 1-loop Feynman diagram governing this

mixing is given in Fig. 2, diagram (a). Similarly, we can integrate out the charm quark

leading to [
C
G̃

]
(µ−

c ) =
[
C
G̃

]
(µ+

c ) +
1

3mc

αs

8π
Im
[
CuG

]
22
(µ+

c ). (4.11)

The coefficient of second term is ≈ 5.2 · 10−3.

4.2.2 Matching to dipole operators

The vector operators with left-right chiral currents match onto dipole operators at one loop

[36]. For chromo-dipoles, in the JMS basis, we find[
CuG

]
ii
(µ−) =

[
CuG

]
ii
(µ+)− gsmj

16π2

([
CV 1,LR
uddu

]
ijji

(µ+)− 1

6

[
CV 8,LR
uddu

]
ijji

(µ+)

)
,

[
CdG

]
jj
(µ−) =

[
CdG

]
jj
(µ+)− gsmi

16π2

([
CV 1,LR
uddu

]
ijji

(µ+)− 1

6

[
CV 8,LR
uddu

]
ijji

(µ+)

)
,

[
CuG

]
ii
(µ−) =

[
CuG

]
ii
(µ+)− gsmj

16π2

([
CV 1,LR
uu

]
ijji

(µ+)− 1

6

[
CV 8,LR
uu

]
ijji

(µ+)

)
,

[
CdG

]
jj
(µ−) =

[
CdG

]
jj
(µ+)− gsmi

16π2

([
CV 1,LR
dd

]
ijji

(µ+)− 1

6

[
CV 8,LR
dd

]
ijji

(µ+)

)
,

(4.12)
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(c)(a) (b) (d) (e)

Figure 3: Representative diagrams that induce NLL contributions to EDMs. Diagrams (a)

and (b) denote the LL mixing of scalar four-fermion operators with four heavy quarks onto

heavy flavor dipoles, while diagram (c) the running of heavy flavor dipoles into themselves.

At the heavy flavor threshold, the gluonic dipole is integrated out, inducing O((4π)−2Lµ)

contributions to CG̃. Diagrams (d) and (e) contribute to the 2-loop mixing of heavy-light

vector operators onto dipoles.

similarly, using the last two equations one can obtain the matching for
[
CuG

]
jj

and
[
CdG

]
ii

. For the photon dipoles, we have

[
Cuγ

]
ii
(µ−) =

[
Cuγ

]
ii
(µ+) +

eQjmj

16π2

([
CV 1,LR
uddu

]
ijji

(µ+)− 4

3

[
CV 8,LR
uddu

]
ijji

(µ+)

)
,

[
Cdγ

]
jj
(µ−) =

[
Cdγ

]
jj
(µ+) +

eQimi

16π2

([
CV 1,LR
uddu

]
ijji

(µ+)− 4

3

[
CV 8,LR
uddu

]
ijji

(µ+)

)
,

[
Cuγ

]
ii
(µ−) =

[
Cuγ

]
ii
(µ+) +

eQjmj

16π2

([
CV 1,LR
uu

]
ijji

(µ+)− 4

3

[
CV 8,LR
uu

]
ijji

(µ+)

)
,

[
Cdγ

]
jj
(µ−) =

[
Cdγ

]
jj
(µ+) +

eQimi

16π2

([
CV 1,LR
dd

]
ijji

(µ+)− 4

3

[
CV 8,LR
dd

]
ijji

(µ+)

)
.

(4.13)

In the above relations, the scale µ can be set to the appropriate matching scale of either

mc or mb. Finally, for the leptonic dipoles, at µ = mτ , we obtain [67]

[
Ceγ

]
ii
(µ−) =

[
Ceγ

]
ii
(µ+) +

eQjmj

16π2

[
CV,LR
ee

]
ijji

(µ+). (4.14)

4.3 Two-step operator mixing

We next consider possible NLL effects, which give rise to the dominant EDM contributions

for those operators that do not contribute at LL. As shown in (4.10) and (4.11) the QCD

dipoles
[
CdG

]
33

and
[
CuG

]
22

can mix with the three-gluon operator
[
C
G̃

]
due to 1-loop

threshold at the bottom and charm thresholds, respectively. As illustrated in diagram (b)

in Fig. 3, the scalar operators
[
CS1,RR
uu

]
2222

and
[
CS8,RR
uu

]
2222

mix with
[
CuG

]
22

at 1-loop

level. Therefore,
[
CS1,RR
uu

]
2222

and
[
CS8,RR
uu

]
2222

induce a correction to the three gluon

operator of the form[
C
G̃

]
(mc) =

2

3
g3s
[
CS1,RR
uu

]
2222

(µew)
Lµc

16π2
,[

C
G̃

]
(mc) =

2

3
g3s

(
CF − CA

2

)[
CS8,RR
uu

]
2222

(µew)
Lµc

16π2
,

(4.15)
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where, again, the approximate solution in Eq. (4.15) is obtained by neglecting the running

of the Wilson coefficients and of the strong coupling constant. Similarly, for the operators

containing bottom quarks, it reads[
C
G̃

]
(mb) =

2

3
g3s
[
CS1,RR
dd

]
3333

(µew)
Lµb

16π2
,[

C
G̃

]
(mb) =

2

3
g3s

(
CF − CA

2

)[
CS8,RR
dd

]
3333

(µew)
Lµb

16π2
.

(4.16)

Here we denoted

Lµc =
1

16π2
log

(
mc

µew

)
, Lµb

=
1

16π2
log

(
mb

µew

)
, (4.17)

and the appearance of one power of Lµ and an additional power of (16π2)−1 is typical of

a NLL correction. Eqs. (4.15) and (4.16) are the leading contributions of scalar operators

with charm and bottom quarks
[
C

S1(S8),RR
uu

]
2222

and
[
C

S1(S8),RR
dd

]
3333

to EDMs. The op-

erators
[
C

S1(S8)
uddu

]
2332

can also mix with the three-gluon operator by first generating a b or

c chromoelectric EDM[
C
G̃

]
(mc) =

mb

3mc
g3s
[
CS1,RR
uddu

]
2332

(µew)
Lµc

16π2
,[

C
G̃

]
(mc) =

mb

3mc
g3s

(
CF − CA

2

)[
CS8,RR
uddu

]
2332

(µew)
Lµc

16π2
,

[
C
G̃

]
(mb) =

mc

3mb
g3s
[
CS1,RR
uddu

]
2332

(µew)
Lµb

16π2
,[

C
G̃

]
(mb) =

mc

3mb
g3s

(
CF − CA

2

)[
CS8,RR
uddu

]
2332

(µew)
Lµb

16π2
.

(4.18)

The operators
[
C

S1(8),RR
ud

]
2233

have 1-loop QCD and QED mixing with
[
C

S1(8),RR
uddu

]
2332

,

and thus generate contributions to the b and c QED and QCD dipoles analogous to Eqs.

(4.8) and (4.9). These generate corrections to
[
C
G̃

]
that scale as L2

µ/(16π
2).

4.4 2-loop anomalous dimension

We have seen that four-quark scalar operators in the (LR)(LR) class contribute to EDM

at LL, in the case of operators with four light quarks or two heavy and two light quarks,

or NLL, for operators with four heavy quarks. We next analyze vector operators in the

(LL)(RR) class. For heavy-light operators, the first contribution arises at NLL. At this

order, we need to consider the 2-loop running between µew and mb or mc, and the 1-loop

matching contribution discussed in Sec. 4.2.2. Both the anomalous dimension and the

matching coefficient are separately scheme-dependent, and the scheme dependence cancels

between the two [126]. The 2-loop anomalous dimension can be obtained by generalizing

the results of Misiak and Cho [127]. They calculated the mixing between ∆F = 1 vector

left-right and dipole operators in the “standard” basis. Here we generalize their results to

to the mixing of ∆F = 0 four-fermion and dipole operators in the JMS basis. A typical
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2-loop Feynman diagram governing this mixing is given by diagram (d) in Fig. 3. The

∆F = 1 effective Lagrangian used in Ref. [127] was

L∆F=1
eff = VtbV

∗
ts

GF√
2

∑
i∈7,8,9,10

CiQi , (4.19)

with

Q7 =
e

16π2
mb(s̄ασ

µνPRbα)Fµν , Q8 =
gs

16π2
mb(s̄ασ

µνPRT
A
αβbβ)G

A
µν ,

Q9 =
mb

mc
(s̄αγµPLuβ)(ūβγ

µPRbα) , Q10 =
mb

mc
(s̄αγµPLuα)(ūβγ

µPRbβ).
(4.20)

The RGE for corresponding WCs can be written as

2µ2 d

dµ2
C⃗S(µ) =

αs

4π
(γ̂uS)

T C⃗S(µ). (4.21)

The 4 × 4 ADM for the standard operator vector Q⃗S = {Q7, Q8, Q9, Q10} is given in

equation (4.7) of Ref. [127] for u = c. Keeping the explicit dependence on the electric

charges of the u-type and d-type quarks, it reads2

γ̂uS
2

=


16
3 0 0 0

−16
9

14
3 0 0

40qu −2 −8 0

8qu + 16
3 qd

4
3 −3 1

 . (4.22)

The superscript u indicates that the u-quarks are closed in diagram (d) in Fig. 3. Since

the JMS basis uses the unit normalization for the operators, using (4.24), first we go to an

intermediate basis and obtain the ADM for it

Q⃗′ = {Q′
7, Q

′
8, Q

′
9, Q

′
10}. (4.23)

The Q′
i’s are the same as the operators given in (4.20) but with unit normalization like the

JMS operators and follows a JMS like RGEs for the WCs

16π2µ
dC⃗ ′(µ)

dµ
= γ̂′C⃗ ′(µ). (4.24)

The ADM in this basis (when closing u-quark) comes out to be

γ̂′u =


8
3g

2
s

−32egs
9

5eg2smu

π2 qu
eg2smu

8π2 (16qd3 + 8qu)

0 −19g2s
3

−g3smu

4π2
g3smu

6π2

0 0 −16g2s −6g2s
0 0 0 2g2s

 . (4.25)

The relation between γ̂′u and γ̂uS is given by

γ̂′u = 16π2µ
dR(µ)

dµ
R(µ)−1 +R(µ)g2s(γ̂

u
S)

TR(µ)−1. (4.26)

2We thank M. Misiak for providing us the expressions of the ADM for generic qu and qd charges.
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The matrix R(µ) is the transformation matrix defined by C ′(µ) = R(µ)CS(µ). The RGE

for R(µ) is dictated by the RGEs of gs(µ) and mb(µ)

16π2µ
dR(µ)

dµ
=


−8eg2smb 0 0 0

0 −47
3 g3smb 0 0

0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0

 . (4.27)

We have used 16π2µ(dmb/dµ) = −6CF g
2
smb and 16π2µ(dgs/dµ) = −23g3s/3 for five flavors.

The correspondence between the Q′ and the JMS bases is given by

γ̂JMS = P γ̂′P−1. (4.28)

Here the matrix P defines the transformation between the WCs in the two bases, namely

CJMS = PC ′. In what follows we will derive γ̂JMS for specific sets of the JMS ∆F = 0

operators entering the EDMs.

4.4.1 CV 1,LR
uddu
prrp

, CV 8,LR
uddu
prrp

onto dipoles

In this case, the operators CV 1,LR
uddu
prrp

and CV 8,LR
uddu
prrp

contribute to EDMs, here the index p can

be equal or unequal to r. At 2-loop order, these two operators can mix with {Cuγ
pp

, CuG
pp

},
if one closes the d quark loop, or {Cdγ

rr

, CdG
rr

}, by closing the u quark loop. Using the

color identity TA
ij T

A
kl = 1

2

(
δilδjk − 1

3δijδkl
)
, the tree-level transformation matrix between

the intermediate basis with properly adjusted down-quark flavors to ∆F = 0 and the JMS

basis C⃗u = {Cdγ
rr

, CdG
rr

, CV 1,LR
uddu
prrp

, CV 8,LR
uddu
prrp

} is found to be

P =


1 0 0 0

0 1 0 0

0 0 1/3 1

0 0 2 0

 . (4.29)

Using (4.22), (4.27) and (4.29) in (4.26), we obtain 3 the ADMs for C⃗u when the u-quark

loop is closed4

γuJMS =


8g2s
3

−32egs
9

4eg2smu

9π2
43eg2smu

27π2

−8egs
3

−19g2s
3

g3smu

6π2
−11g3smu

72π2

0 0 0 −8g2s
3

0 0 −12g2s −14g2s

 . (4.30)

Here u = u or c.

3Note that one needs to properly adjust the value of electric charge for the case of up-type dipoles in

contrast to the original result which is valid for the down-quark dipoles.
4Note that in the original result of Misiak and Cho the charm-quark loop was closed.
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For down-quark loops we have a four-vector C⃗d = {Cuγ
pp

, CuG
pp

, CV 1,LR
uddu
prrp

, CV 8,LR
uddu
prrp

}. The

transformation matrix is the same as given in (4.29). However, in this case, first, we need

to make the replacements qu → qd and qd → qu in the original ADM (4.22). This brings us

γdJMS =


8g2s
3

64egs
9

eg2smd

9π2
−23eg2smd

27π2

16egs
3

−19g2s
3

g3smd

6π2
−11g3smd

72π2

0 0 0 −8g2s
3

0 0 −12g2s −14g2s

 . (4.31)

Here d represents d, s or b. Obviously, only the 1−3 and 1−4 entries corresponding to the

mixing of vector left-right operators onto QED dipole operators are modified as compared

to γuJMS.

4.4.2 CV 1,LR
uu
prrp

, CV 8,LR
uu
prrp

onto dipoles

The operators CV 1,LR
uu
prrp

and CV 8,LR
uu
prrp

can contribute to EDMs if p ̸= r. These mix with

{Cuγ
pp

, CuG
pp

} and {Cuγ
rr

,OuG
rr

} depending on whether the quarks with rr or pp flavor indices are

closed. In this case, we have two four vectors, namely C⃗ur = {Cuγ
pp

, CuG
pp

, CV 1,LR
uu
prrp

, CV 8,LR
uu
prrp

}

and C⃗up = {Cuγ
rr

, CuG
rr

, CV 1,LR
uu
prrp

, CV 8,LR
uu
prrp

} . Both cases involve an up-quark loop with flavor

indices rr and pp respectively. The transformation matrix between the standard (after

properly adjusting quark flavors in (4.20)) and JMS vectors C⃗ur and C⃗up is given by (4.29).

In this case, in the original 2-loop ADM (4.22) one has to make replacements qu → qu and

qd → qu which lead us to

γurJMS =


8g2s
3

64egs
9

10eg2smu

9π2
40eg2smu

27π2

16egs
3

−19g2s
3

g3smu

6π2
−11g3smu

72π2

0 0 0 −8g2s
3

0 0 −12g2s −14g2s

 . (4.32)

The γupJMS is exactly same as γurJMS.

4.4.3 CV 1,LR
dd

prrp

, CV 8,LR
dd

prrp

onto dipoles

In this case, we have two four vectors, namely C⃗dr = {Cdγ
pp

, CdG
pp

, CV 1,LR
dd

prrp

, CV 8,LR
dd

prrp

} and

C⃗dp = {Cdγ
rr

, CdG
rr

, CV 1,LR
dd

prrp

, CV 8,LR
dd

prrp

} . In the original 2-loop ADM (4.22) one has to make

replacements qu → qd and qd → qd. This leads us to

γdrJMS =


8g2s
3

−32egs
9

−5eg2smd

9π2
−20eg2smd

27π2

−8egs
3

−19g2s
3

g3smd

6π2
−11g3smd

72π2

0 0 0 −8g2s
3

0 0 −12g2s −14g2s

 . (4.33)
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The γdpJMS is exactly same as γdrJMS.

All four-quark and dipole operators with bottom-quark in 5+3 WET

ηj
i (µlow, µew) ηj

i (µb, µew)

i ↓ CuG
11

Cuγ
11

CdG
11

CdG
22

Cdγ
11

Cdγ
22

CG̃ Ceγ
11

CdG
33

Cdγ
33

CuG
22

Cuγ
22

[CS1,RR
dd ]3333 4.6 · 10−8 - 9.8 · 10−8 2.0 · 10−6 - - −1.4 · 10−4 - −2.6 · 10−1 1.2 · 10−2 - -

[CS8,RR
dd ]3333 - - −2.0 · 10−8 −4.1 · 10−7 - - 3.0 · 10−5 - 5.5 · 10−2 1.4 · 10−2 - -

[CS1,RR
dd ]1133 - - 2.6 · 10−2 - 3.6 · 10−4 - 1.3 · 10−8 - 2.4 · 10−5 1.4 · 10−7 - -

[CS8,RR
dd ]1133 - - 8.9 · 10−3 - −1.1 · 10−3 - - - 8.1 · 10−6 −1.2 · 10−6 - -

[CS1,RR
dd ]2233 - - - 2.6 · 10−2 - 3.6 · 10−4 2.6 · 10−7 - 4.8 · 10−4 2.7 · 10−6 - -

[CS8,RR
dd ]2233 - - - 8.9 · 10−3 - −1.1 · 10−3 8.9 · 10−8 - 1.6 · 10−4 −2.4 · 10−5 - -

[CS1,RR
dd ]1331 - - −1.7 · 10−1 - 4.2 · 10−3 - −8.5 · 10−8 - −1.6 · 10−4 5.9 · 10−6 - -

[CS8,RR
dd ]1331 - - 2.2 · 10−2 - 8.2 · 10−3 - 1.1 · 10−8 - 2.0 · 10−5 8.4 · 10−6 - -

[CS1,RR
dd ]2332 - - - −1.7 · 10−1 - 4.2 · 10−3 −1.7 · 10−6 - −3.2 · 10−3 1.2 · 10−4 - -

[CS8,RR
dd ]2332 - - - 2.2 · 10−2 - 8.2 · 10−3 2.2 · 10−7 - 4.0 · 10−4 1.7 · 10−4 - -

[CS1,RR
ud ]1133 2.6 · 10−2 −7.6 · 10−4 - - - - - - 1.1 · 10−5 2.5 · 10−8 - -

[CS8,RR
dd ]1133 - - 8.9 · 10−3 - −1.1 · 10−3 - - - 8.1 · 10−6 −1.2 · 10−6 - -

[CS1,RR
uddu ]1331 −1.7 · 10−1 1.4 · 10−2 - - - - −4.0 · 10−8 - −7.3 · 10−5 −8.1 · 10−6 - -

[CS8,RR
uddu ]1331 2.1 · 10−2 6.9 · 10−3 - - - - - - 9.0 · 10−6 −7.5 · 10−6 - -

[CS1,RR
ud ]2233 - - - −4.5 · 10−8 - - 9.9 · 10−5 - 6.0 · 10−3 1.3 · 10−5 2.4 · 10−2 −3.2 · 10−4

[CS8,RR
ud ]2233 - - - −1.5 · 10−8 - - 3.2 · 10−5 - 1.9 · 10−3 6.5 · 10−4 7.7 · 10−3 −1.4 · 10−3

[CS1,RR
uddu ]2332 - - 1.4 · 10−8 2.9 · 10−7 - - −6.5 · 10−4 - −3.9 · 10−2 −4.3 · 10−3 −1.6 · 10−1 1.1 · 10−2

[CS8,RR
uddu ]2332 - - - −3.6 · 10−8 - - 7.9 · 10−5 - 4.8 · 10−3 −4.0 · 10−3 1.9 · 10−2 7.5 · 10−3

[CV 1,LR
uddu ]1331 −5.0 · 10−2 1.1 · 10−3 - - - - - - −1.7 · 10−6 −2.3 · 10−6 - -

[CV 8,LR
uddu ]1331 1.3 · 10−2 1.2 · 10−2 - - - - - - 2.6 · 10−6 −5.5 · 10−6 - -

[CV 1,LR
dd ]1331 - - −4.9 · 10−2 - 3.2 · 10−3 - - - −3.6 · 10−6 4.1 · 10−6 - -

[CV 8,LR
dd ]1331 - - 1.4 · 10−2 - 1.2 · 10−2 - - - 5.7 · 10−6 5.6 · 10−6 - -

[CV 1,LR
dd ]2332 - - - −4.9 · 10−2 - 3.2 · 10−3 −3.9 · 10−8 - −7.1 · 10−5 8.1 · 10−5 - -

[CV 8,LR
dd ]2332 - - - 1.4 · 10−2 - 1.2 · 10−2 6.1 · 10−8 - 1.1 · 10−4 1.1 · 10−4 - -

[CV 1,LR
uddu ]2332 - - - - - - −1.8 · 10−4 - −8.6 · 10−4 −1.2 · 10−3 −4.5 · 10−2 2.9 · 10−4

[CV 8,LR
uddu ]2332 - - - - - - 5.0 · 10−5 - 1.3 · 10−3 −2.7 · 10−3 1.3 · 10−2 1.2 · 10−2

[CdG]33 −2.2 · 10−7 - −4.7 · 10−7 −9.5 · 10−6 - −4.2 · 10−8 6.9 · 10−4 - 1.3 · 100 3.2 · 10−2 - -

[Cdγ ]33 - - - −1.9 · 10−7 - - 1.3 · 10−5 - 2.5 · 10−2 9.0 · 10−1 - -

CuG
11

Cuγ
11

CdG
11

CdG
22

Cdγ
11

Cdγ
22

CG̃ Ceγ
11

CdG
33

Cdγ
33

CuG
22

Cuγ
22

Table 4: Operator mixing of the bottom quark operators in 5+3 WET (1st column) onto

dipole operators (2nd row) in 3+1 and 5+3 flavor WET is shown. Here the entries represent

the quantity ηji (µlow, µew), µew = 91.1876 GeV, µlow = 2.0 GeV . Entries below 10−8 are

dropped. Note that for the charm and bottom dipoles, we stop running at µ = mb = 4.18

GeV.

4.4.4 CV,LR
ee

prrp

onto dipole

The leptonic CV,LR
ee

prrp
operator can break CP is p ̸= r. In this case, we have two vectors,

namely C⃗er = {Ceγ
pp

, CV,LR
ee

prrp
} and C⃗ep = {Ceγ

rr

, CV,LR
ee

prrp
} . One example of the 2-loop Feynman

diagrams governing this mixing is given in diagram (e) of Fig. 3. In the 2-loop ADM (4.25)

one has to make replacements qu → qe and qd → qe. However, since these are purely leptonic

operators which exhibit only QED mixing we need to replace gluons in these diagrams with
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photons. So we need to take out the color factors in the original result. We found that the

2-loop P -type diagrams (which are the only ones allowed for the pure leptonic operators)

shown in Fig. 4 of [126] has a universal color factor CF = (TATA)ij = δij(N
2 − 1)/2N .

Therefore, we need to divide the elements of ADM by this overall color factor CF .

With all these adjustments, we arrived at the RG equation for Ceγ
pp

16π2µ(dCeγ
pp

/dµ) =
15e3mrQe

12π2
CV,LR

ee
prrp

. (4.34)

Trivially, the same RGE holds for Ceγ
rr

.

All operators with charm-quark in 4+1 WET

ηj
i (µlow, µew)

i ↓ [CuG]11 [Cuγ ]11 [CdG]11 [CdG]22 [Cdγ ]11 [Cdγ ]22 CG̃ [Ceγ ]11 [CuG]22 [Cuγ ]22

[CS1,RR
uu ]2222 - - - - - - −3.7 · 10−4 - −1.0 · 10−1 −7.0 · 10−3

[CS8,RR
uu ]2222 - - - - - - 8.5 · 10−5 - 2.3 · 10−2 −8.5 · 10−3

[CS1,RR
uu ]1122 1.3 · 10−2 −8.8 · 10−5 - - - - 9.2 · 10−8 - 2.5 · 10−5 −1.6 · 10−7

[CS8,RR
uu ]1122 4.4 · 10−3 9.7 · 10−4 - - - - 3.0 · 10−8 - 8.2 · 10−6 1.8 · 10−6

[CS1,RR
ud ]2211 - - 1.3 · 10−2 - 8.4 · 10−5 - 2.0 · 10−7 - 5.4 · 10−5 −9.5 · 10−7

[CS8,RR
ud ]2211 - - 4.0 · 10−3 - 1.1 · 10−3 - 5.9 · 10−8 - 1.6 · 10−5 −2.4 · 10−6

[CS1,RR
ud ]2222 - - - 1.3 · 10−2 - 8.4 · 10−5 4.0 · 10−6 - 1.1 · 10−3 −1.9 · 10−5

[CS8,RR
ud ]2222 - - - 4.0 · 10−3 - 1.1 · 10−3 1.2 · 10−6 - 3.3 · 10−4 −4.9 · 10−5

[CS1,RR
uddu ]2112 - - −6.4 · 10−2 - −6.1 · 10−3 - −9.4 · 10−7 - −2.6 · 10−4 1.7 · 10−5

[CS8,RR
uddu ]2112 - - 6.9 · 10−3 - −4.9 · 10−3 - 1.0 · 10−7 - 2.7 · 10−5 9.0 · 10−6

[CS1,RR
uddu ]2222 - - - −6.4 · 10−2 - −6.1 · 10−3 −1.9 · 10−5 - −5.2 · 10−3 3.5 · 10−4

[CS8,RR
uddu ]2222 - - - 6.9 · 10−3 - −4.9 · 10−3 2.0 · 10−6 - 5.5 · 10−4 1.8 · 10−4

[CS1,RR
uu ]1221 −6.4 · 10−2 −3.4 · 10−3 - - - - −4.4 · 10−7 - −1.2 · 10−4 −6.3 · 10−6

[CS8,RR
uu ]1221 7.2 · 10−3 −5.2 · 10−3 - - - - 4.9 · 10−8 - 1.4 · 10−5 −9.8 · 10−6

[CV 1,LR
uddu ]2112 - - −1.3 · 10−2 - −2.3 · 10−3 - −1.7 · 10−8 - −4.8 · 10−6 2.0 · 10−6

[CV 8,LR
uddu ]2112 - - 4.3 · 10−3 - −8.1 · 10−3 - 3.4 · 10−8 - 9.2 · 10−6 9.2 · 10−6

[CV 1,LR
uddu ]2222 - - - −1.3 · 10−2 - −2.3 · 10−3 −3.4 · 10−7 - −9.4 · 10−5 4.0 · 10−5

[CV 8,LR
uddu ]2222 - - - 4.3 · 10−3 - −8.1 · 10−3 6.7 · 10−7 - 1.8 · 10−4 1.8 · 10−4

[CV 1,LR
uu ]1221 −1.3 · 10−2 −3.3 · 10−3 - - - - - - −1.9 · 10−6 −6.1 · 10−6

[CV 8,LR
uu ]1221 4.5 · 10−3 −8.0 · 10−3 - - - - 1.8 · 10−8 - 5.0 · 10−6 −8.3 · 10−6

[Cuγ ]22 - - - - - - −4.9 · 10−4 - −1.4 · 10−1 8.7 · 10−1

[CuG]22 - - - - - - 5.1 · 10−3 - 1.4 · 100 −8.7 · 10−2

[CS,RR
eu ]1122 - - - - - - - −1.5 · 10−4 - 5.8 · 10−8

[CT,RR
eu ]1122 - - - - - - - 7.4 · 10−2 1.5 · 10−6 −3.0 · 10−5

[CuG]11 [Cuγ ]11 [CdG]11 [CdG]22 [Cdγ ]11 [Cdγ ]22 CG̃ [Ceγ ]11 [CuG]22 [Cuγ ]22

Table 5: Operator mixing of the charm quark operators in 4 + 1 WET (1st column) onto

dipole operators (2nd row) in 3 + 1 and 4 + 1 flavor WET is shown. Here the entries

represent the quantity ηji (µlow, µew), µew = 91.1876 GeV, µlow = 2.0 GeV. Entries below

10−8 are dropped.

– 29 –



4.5 Numerical solution for the RGEs

In this section, we provide the numerical solution to the RGEs, which allows us to quantify

the impact of such effects on the low-energy operators that contribute to EDMs at the tree

level. As we have learned in the previous subsections, 1-loop and 2-loop RG running effects

and threshold effects cause operator mixing leading to the expansion of operator basis for

the EDMs.

All semileptonic operators in 5+3 WET

ηj
i (µlow, µew) ηj

i (µb, µew)

i ↓ CuG
11

Cuγ
11

CdG
11

CdG
22

Cdγ
11

Cdγ
22

CG̃ Ceγ
11

CdG
33

Cdγ
33

CuG
22

Cuγ
22

[CS,RR
eu ]1111 - 5.8 · 10−8 - - - - - −2.9 · 10−7 - - - -

[CS,RR
ed ]1111 - - - - −2.9 · 10−8 - - −1.5 · 10−7 - - - -

[CS,RR
ed ]1122 - - - - - −2.9 · 10−8 - −3.1 · 10−6 - - - -

[CS,RL
eu ]1111 - - - - - - - - - - - -

[CS,RL
ed ]1111 - - - - - - - - - - - -

[CS,RL
ed ]1122 - - - - - - - - - - - -

[CT,RR
eu ]1111 1.5 · 10−6 −3.0 · 10−5 - - - - - 1.4 · 10−4 - - - -

[CT,RR
ed ]1111 - - −5.8 · 10−7 - −3.0 · 10−5 - - −1.5 · 10−4 - - - -

[CT,RR
ed ]1122 - - - −5.8 · 10−7 - −3.0 · 10−5 - −3.0 · 10−3 - - - -

[CT,RR
eu ]1122 - - - - - - - 7.4 · 10−2 - - 6.7 · 10−7 −2.6 · 10−5

[CS,RR
eu ]1122 - - - - - - - −1.5 · 10−4 - - - 4.0 · 10−8

[CT,RR
ed ]1133 - - - - - - - −1.1 · 10−1 −3.4 · 10−7 −2.6 · 10−5 - -

[CT,RR
ed ]2211 - - −1.2 · 10−4 - −6.3 · 10−3 - - - - - - -

[CT,RR
ed ]2222 - - - −1.2 · 10−4 - −6.3 · 10−3 - - - - - -

[CT,RR
ed ]2233 - - - - - - −3.8 · 10−8 - −7.0 · 10−5 −5.4 · 10−3 - -

[CT,RR
ed ]3311 - - −2.0 · 10−3 - −1.1 · 10−1 - - - - - - -

[CT,RR
ed ]3322 - - - −2.0 · 10−3 - −1.1 · 10−1 - - - - - -

[CT,RR
ed ]3333 - - - - - - −6.4 · 10−7 - −1.2 · 10−3 −9.0 · 10−2 - -

[CT,RR
eu ]2211 3.1 · 10−4 −6.3 · 10−3 - - - - - - - - - -

[CT,RR
eu ]2222 - - - - - - 1.1 · 10−6 - - - 1.4 · 10−4 −5.3 · 10−3

[CT,RR
eu ]3311 5.3 · 10−3 −1.1 · 10−1 - - - - - - - - - -

[CT,RR
eu ]3322 - - - - - - 1.9 · 10−5 - - - 2.3 · 10−3 −9.0 · 10−2

[CS,RR
ed ]1133 - - - - - - - −8.1 · 10−5 - −2.0 · 10−8 - -

[CS,RR
ed ]2211 - - −3.6 · 10−8 - −6.0 · 10−6 - - - - - - -

[CS,RR
ed ]2222 - - - −3.6 · 10−8 - −6.0 · 10−6 - - - - - -

[CS,RR
ed ]2233 - - - - - - - - - −4.1 · 10−6 - -

[CS,RR
ed ]3311 - - −6.0 · 10−7 - −1.0 · 10−4 - - - - - - -

[CS,RR
ed ]3322 - - - −6.0 · 10−7 - −1.0 · 10−4 - - - - - -

[CS,RR
ed ]3333 - - - - - - - - - −6.9 · 10−5 - -

[CS,RR
eu ]2211 −2.6 · 10−7 1.2 · 10−5 - - - - - - - - - -

[CS,RR
eu ]2222 - - - - - - - - - - - 8.2 · 10−6

[CS,RR
eu ]3311 −4.4 · 10−6 2.0 · 10−4 - - - - - - - - - -

[CS,RR
eu ]3322 - - - - - - −1.6 · 10−8 - - - - 1.4 · 10−4

[CV,LR
ee ]1221 - - - - - - - −2.0 · 10−4 - - - -

[CV,LR
ee ]1331 - - - - - - - −3.2 · 10−3 - - - -

[CS,RR
ee ]1221 - - - - - - - 6.3 · 10−4 - - - -

[CS,RR
ee ]1331 - - - - - - - 1.1 · 10−2 - - - -

[CS,RR
ee ]1122 - - - - - - - −1.3 · 10−5 - - - -

[CS,RR
ee ]1133 - - - - - - - −2.2 · 10−4 - - - -

CuG
11

Cuγ
11

CdG
11

CdG
22

Cdγ
11

Cdγ
22

CG̃ Ceγ
11

CdG
33

Cdγ
33

CuG
22

Cuγ
22

Table 6: Operator mixing of the semileptonic operators in 5 + 3 WET (1st column) onto

dipole operators (2nd row) in 3+1 and 5+3 flavor WET is shown. Here the entries represent

the quantity ηji (µlow, µew), µew = 91.1876 GeV, µlow = 2.0 GeV . Entries below 10−8 are

dropped. Note that for the charm and bottom dipoles, we stop running at µ = mb = 4.18

GeV.
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In Tabs. 4, 5 and 6, we show the numerical values of the quantity

ηji (µlow, µew) =
ImCj(µlow)

ImCi(µew)
(4.35)

for µlow = 2 GeV and µew = 91 GeV. In these tables, we focus mainly on heavy flavor

operators, that do not generate EDMs at tree level. In this case, Cj(µlow) stands for the

WCs of the dipole and Weinberg operators that enter at tree-level to the EDM expressions.

The Ci(µew) represent the all other WET operators which mix with Cj(µlow) via any of

the mechanism discussed above. In the 4+1 and 5+3 theories we only show the operators

that contain at least one heavy flavor fermion current. Running effects, in particular QCD

running, are also important for light flavor operators, and they are fully accounted for in

the master formulae that we provide in Section 5.

5 EDM Master Formulae in WET

In this section, we derive master formulae for the EDMs for various species such as elec-

tron (via the HfF, ThO and YbF precession frequencies), neutron, and proton as well as

diamagnetic atoms such as Hg, Xe, and Ra in terms of WET WCs at the EW scale in

the JMS basis. By matching the WET to SMEFT and HEFT these formulae can be used

to get the EDMs predictions in a large class of UV scenarios with linear and non-linear

realizations of EW symmetry breaking, respectively. The main strengths of these formulae

are the systematic inclusion of short-distance effects due to RG running and matching and

the inclusion of the heavy flavor for the quark and leptons which are novel.

Without loss of generality, the EDMs can be expressed as a linear function of WET

WCs as

dX =
∑

I∈dipoles
αX
I (µew)C

(5)
I (µew)

[
TeV−1

]
+
∑
J∈4f

αX
J (µew)C

(6)
J (µew)

[
TeV−2

]
, (5.1)

here X = n, p or Hg, Xe, Ra and the indices I and J run over all contributing dipole and

four-fermion operators in the nf = 5+3 ∆F = 0 WET at the EW scale. The complete list

of relevant operators can be found in Sec. 2. The coefficients αI encode the long-distance

effects due to matrix elements and RG running at the 2-loop level as described in the

previous section. These coefficients have units of e cmTeV2 or e cmTeV for the dim-6 and

dim-5 WCs, respectively. The WCs in (5.1) have TeV−2 and TeV−1 units for dim-6 and

dim-5 operators. This is indicated by the units in square brackets in Eq. (5.1). In this

way, the overall units of dX are e cm. To obtain the EDMs in the GeV−1 units we need to

divide the αI coefficients by a conversion factor according to GeV−1 = 6.52× 10−14e cm.

We can write very similar expressions for the frequencies for the electron EDM. In this

case, the αX
I coefficients will have (mrad/s)TeV2 or (mrad/s)TeV units. The values for

αI coefficients at the EW scale and their theoretical uncertainties for the HfF precession

frequency, the Hg and neutron EDMs are given in Tab. 7, 8, 9 and 10. The master formulae

for dp, ωThO and ωYbF can be found in appendix A. We do not provide explicit master

formulae for dXe and dRa, but they have been implemented in flavio.
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αHfF
I (µew) for the ωHfF

nf = 3 + 1 nf = 5 + 3

[Ceγ ]11 (−2.9± 0.1) · 1012 [CS,RR
eu ]1122 (9.2± 0.3) · 105

[CS,RR
ee ]1111 (−2.7± 0.1) · 104 [CT,RR

eu ]1122 (−3.8± 0.2) · 108
[CS,RR

eu ]1111 (−2.6± 0.2) · 108 [CS,RR
ed ]1133 (3.7± 0.1) · 105

[CS,RR
ed ]1111 (−2.6± 0.3) · 108 [CT,RR

ed ]1133 (4.8± 0.2) · 108
[CS,RR

ed ]1122 (−1.9± 0.1) · 107 [CS,RR
ee ]1122 (5.8± 0.2) · 104

[CS,RL
eu ]1111 (−2.6± 0.3) · 108 [CS,RR

ee ]1133 (1.3± 0.0) · 106
[CS,RL

ed ]1111 (−2.6± 0.2) · 108 [CS,RR
ee ]1221 (−2.8± 0.1) · 106

[CS,RL
ed ]1122 (−1.9± 0.1) · 107 [CS,RR

ee ]1331 (−5.5± 0.2) · 107
[CT,RR

eu ]1111 (2.3± 0.1) · 108 [CV,LR
ee ]1221 (9.1± 0.4) · 105

[CT,RR
ed ]1111 (−1.2± 0.0) · 108 [CV,LR

ee ]1331 (1.5± 0.1) · 107
[CT,RR

ed ]1122 (−9.0± 0.4) · 107 -

Table 7: Master formula for ωHfF in WET in the JMS basis at the EW scale. The αHfF
I

coefficients have units of (mrad/s)TeV2 and (mrad/s)TeV for the four-fermion and dipole

operators, respectively. The 90% CL upper bound on ωHfF is 0.17 mrad/s.

5.1 Theoretical uncertainties

The theoretical uncertainties in the αX
I coefficients can stem from various sources such

as the SM parameters and the matrix elements. The latter arise from both nuclear theory

and hadronization uncertainties and, for most species, they are the dominant source. The

uncertainties from atomic theory are in most cases better understood. As discussed in

Section 3, the quoted hadronic and nuclear uncertainties provide at best a very rough

estimate of the real theoretical uncertainty. In this respect, the field is less advanced

compared to flavor physics, where, for several observables, lattice QCD matrix elements

have been evaluated, or collider physics. Here we assume theoretical uncertainties to be

Gaussian distributed. The estimate of the theoretical uncertainties is based on the random

sampling of the input parameters and the evaluation of the standard deviation of the

corresponding EDM observables.

5.2 ωHfF

In this subsection, we provide a master formula for ωHfF (mrad/s), which is sensitive

to the electron EDM, see Tab. 7. Similar formulae for the ωThO and ωYbF are given in

App. A.

Recalling that the 90% CL upper bound on ωHfF is 0.17 mrad/s, we can immediately

see that the scale of the operators that contribute at tree level, which comprises all the

operators in the nf = 3+1 column of Table 7 with the exception of
[
CS,RR
ee

]
1111

, has to be

very high, Λ ∼ 104 TeV. Even for
[
CS,RR
ee

]
1111

, which mixes onto Ceγ at one loop, Λ has to

be close to 400 TeV. The nf = 5 + 3 column in Table 7 contains operators with electrons

and heavy quarks or electrons and muons or taus. All these operators are very strongly

constrained.
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5.3 dHg

The master formulae for dHg are presented in Tab. 8 and Tab. 9 for the semileptonic

and four-quark operators, respectively. From Table 9 we notice that for all the four-quark

operators in Table 1, the central value of dHg is larger than the experimental bound,

implying that, even in the worst case scenario, Hg EDM experiments probe four-quark

scales of 1 TeV or larger. This is true even for four-quark operators with four heavy

quarks, such as
[
CV 1,LR
uddu

]
2332

(with two b and two c quarks) or
[
CS8,RR
dd

]
3333

(with four

b quarks). The scale of light flavor operators needs in general to be much larger than

the TeV. This picture is complicated by theoretical uncertainties, which are generally very

large.

αHg
I (µew) for the Hg EDM: SL operators

nf = 3 + 1 nf = 4 + 1 nf = 5 + 3

[CS,RR
eu ]1111 (8.3± 1.5) · 10−22 [CT,RR

eu ]1122 - [CT,RR
ed ]1133 -

[CS,RR
ed ]1111 (−3.8± 1.3) · 10−22 [CS,RR

eu ]1122 - [CT,RR
ed ]2211 (−2.6± 0.7) · 10−25

[CS,RR
ed ]1122 (1.7± 0.4) · 10−23 - [CT,RR

ed ]2222 (1.0± 0.7) · 10−27

[CS,RL
eu ]1111 (−3.8± 1.4) · 10−22 - [CT,RR

ed ]2233 -

[CS,RL
ed ]1111 (8.3± 1.6) · 10−22 - [CT,RR

ed ]3311 (−4.8± 1.4) · 10−24

[CS,RL
ed ]1122 (1.7± 0.4) · 10−23 - [CT,RR

ed ]3322 (1.9± 1.3) · 10−26

[CT,RR
eu ]1111 (−3.7± 0.9) · 10−23 - [CT,RR

ed ]3333 (3.5± 2.1) · 10−31

[CT,RR
ed ]1111 (−2.4± 0.6) · 10−22 - [CT,RR

eu ]2211 (5.0± 8.0) · 10−26

[CT,RR
ed ]1122 (1.7± 0.6) · 10−24 - [CT,RR

eu ]2222 (−5.9± 3.8) · 10−31

- - [CT,RR
eu ]3311 (9.1± 12.1) · 10−25

- - [CT,RR
eu ]3322 (−9.9± 5.7) · 10−30

- - [CS,RR
ed ]1133 -

- - [CS,RR
ed ]2211 (−2.6± 0.6) · 10−28

- - [CS,RR
ed ]2222 (1.0± 0.6) · 10−30

- - [CS,RR
ed ]2233 -

- - [CS,RR
ed ]3311 (−5.2± 1.4) · 10−27

- - [CS,RR
ed ]3322 (2.0± 1.3) · 10−29

- - [CS,RR
ed ]3333 -

- - [CS,RR
eu ]2211 (−8.9± 5.2) · 10−29

- - [CS,RR
eu ]2222 -

- - [CS,RR
eu ]3311 (−1.8± 1.0) · 10−27

- - [CS,RR
eu ]3322 -

Table 8: Master formula for dHg in terms of semileptonic WET operators in the JMS basis

at the EW scale. The αHg
I have units of e cmTeV2. The 90% CL upper bound on dHg is

6.2× 10−30 e cm. The entries below 10−33 have been dropped.
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αHg
I (µew) for the Hg EDM

nf = 3 + 1 nf = 4 + 1 nf = 5 + 3

C
G̃

(−2.4± 3.9) · 10−25 [CuG]22 (−2.6± 1.5) · 10−24 [CdG]33 (−3.8± 2.6) · 10−25

[CdG]11 (5.0± 28.3) · 10−20 [Cuγ ]22 (2.5± 1.6) · 10−25 [Cdγ ]33 (−7.3± 5.3) · 10−27

[CdG]22 (−6.7± 4.9) · 10−24 [CS1,RR
uu ]2222 (1.9± 1.0) · 10−28 [CV 1,LR

uddu ]1331 (−1.4± 7.4) · 10−24

[CuG]11 (4.1± 32.9) · 10−20 [CS8,RR
uu ]2222 (−4.3± 2.6) · 10−29 [CV 8,LR

uddu ]1331 (3.2± 21.5) · 10−25

[Cdγ ]11 (3.5± 1.3) · 10−20 [CS1,RR
uu ]1122 (5.9± 46.4) · 10−25 [CV 1,LR

dd ]1331 (−1.6± 7.4) · 10−24

[Cdγ ]22 (−1.3± 0.8) · 10−22 [CS8,RR
uu ]1122 (1.7± 15.9) · 10−25 [CV 8,LR

dd ]1331 (9.5± 20.4) · 10−25

[Cuγ ]11 (−9.4± 21.8) · 10−21 [CS1,RR
ud ]2211 (7.0± 35.1) · 10−25 [CV 1,LR

dd ]2332 (−5.0± 3.3) · 10−28

[CV 1,LR
uddu ]1111 (8.9± 30.3) · 10−24 [CS8,RR

ud ]2211 (2.6± 12.5) · 10−25 [CV 8,LR
dd ]2332 (−1.8± 1.1) · 10−27

[CV 8,LR
uddu ]1111 (1.4± 5.3) · 10−23 [CS1,RR

ud ]2222 (−1.2± 0.6) · 10−29 [CS1,RR
dd ]3333 (7.8± 5.0) · 10−29

[CV 1,LR
uddu ]1221 (4.8± 14.4) · 10−24 [CS8,RR

ud ]2222 (−2.3± 1.4) · 10−28 [CS8,RR
dd ]3333 (−1.6± 1.2) · 10−29

[CV 8,LR
uddu ]1221 (7.4± 23.5) · 10−24 [CS1,RR

uddu ]2112 (−3.1± 15.0) · 10−24 [CS1,RR
dd ]1133 (9.1± 52.2) · 10−25

[CV 1,LR
dd ]1221 (−4.1± 13.9) · 10−24 [CS8,RR

uddu ]2112 (5.1± 201.5) · 10−26 [CS8,RR
dd ]1133 (2.6± 14.4) · 10−25

[CV 8,LR
dd ]1221 (−6.2± 20.0) · 10−24 [CS1,RR

uddu ]2222 (1.1± 0.6) · 10−27 [CS1,RR
dd ]2233 (−5.6± 3.5) · 10−29

[CS1,RR
uu ]1111 (−5.9± 21.7) · 10−24 [CS8,RR

uddu ]2222 (8.5± 6.3) · 10−28 [CS8,RR
dd ]2233 (1.6± 1.1) · 10−28

[CS8,RR
uu ]1111 (1.8± 5.6) · 10−24 [CS1,RR

uu ]1221 (−2.4± 15.3) · 10−24 [CS1,RR
dd ]1331 (−5.7± 34.0) · 10−24

[CS1,RR
dd ]1111 (4.9± 24.4) · 10−24 [CS8,RR

uu ]1221 (2.7± 14.9) · 10−25 [CS8,RR
dd ]1331 (1.1± 4.2) · 10−24

[CS8,RR
dd ]1111 (−1.5± 4.6) · 10−24 [CV 1,LR

uddu ]2112 (−5.5± 22.3) · 10−25 [CS1,RR
dd ]2332 (−6.4± 4.7) · 10−28

[CS1,RR
dd ]2222 (−4.4± 2.8) · 10−29 [CV 8,LR

uddu ]2112 (−1.7± 10.2) · 10−25 [CS8,RR
dd ]2332 (−1.3± 0.8) · 10−27

[CS8,RR
dd ]2222 (−5.3± 3.2) · 10−29 [CV 1,LR

uddu ]2222 (3.6± 2.4) · 10−28 [CS1,RR
ud ]1133 (7.7± 61.1) · 10−25

[CS1,RR
dd ]1122 (1.3± 5.7) · 10−24 [CV 8,LR

uddu ]2222 (1.2± 0.8) · 10−27 [CS8,RR
ud ]1133 (2.6± 13.2) · 10−25

[CS8,RR
dd ]1122 (−3.7± 14.2) · 10−25 [CV 1,LR

uu ]1221 (−3.6± 21.9) · 10−25 [CS1,RR
uddu ]1331 (−5.1± 24.2) · 10−24

[CS1,RR
dd ]1221 (1.1± 4.1) · 10−24 [CV 8,LR

uu ]1221 (1.8± 6.7) · 10−25 [CS8,RR
uddu ]1331 (5.6± 33.0) · 10−25

[CS8,RR
dd ]1221 (−3.5± 13.1) · 10−25 - [CS1,RR

ud ]2233 (−5.1± 2.8) · 10−29

[CS1,RR
ud ]1111 (−2.3± 3.6) · 10−25 - [CS8,RR

ud ]2233 (−1.7± 0.9) · 10−29

[CS8,RR
ud ]1111 (7.0± 10.8) · 10−26 - [CS1,RR

uddu ]2332 (3.3± 2.0) · 10−28

[CS1,RR
ud ]1122 (−1.4± 5.1) · 10−24 - [CS8,RR

uddu ]2332 (−4.0± 1.8) · 10−29

[CS8,RR
ud ]1122 (4.5± 18.1) · 10−25 - [CV 1,LR

uddu ]2332 (9.3± 4.7) · 10−29

[CS1,RR
uddu ]1111 (−2.4± 3.8) · 10−25 - [CV 8,LR

uddu ]2332 (−2.6± 1.4) · 10−29

[CS8,RR
uddu ]1111 (7.0± 10.6) · 10−26 - -

[CS1,RR
uddu ]1221 (−1.6± 6.0) · 10−24 - -

[CS8,RR
uddu ]1221 (4.6± 14.6) · 10−25 - -

Table 9: Master formula for dHg in WET in the JMS basis at the EW scale. The αHg
I have

units of e cm TeV2 and e cm TeV for the four-fermion and dipole operators, respectively.

The 90% CL upper bound on dHg is 6.2× 10−30 e cm.

Table 8 provides a similar message for semileptonic operators, where one can extract

strong constraints on operators such as
[
CT,RR
eu

]
3311

(two τ leptons and two u quarks)

or
[
CT,RR
ed

]
3311

(two τ leptons and two d quarks). In this case, however, operators with

both heavy leptons and heavy quarks are less constrained and their scale can drop below

the TeV. This is for example the case of
[
CT,RR
eu

]
2222

(with a naive scale of Λ ∼ 0.3 TeV,

neglecting theoretical uncertainties) or
[
CS,RR
eu

]
3322

, with naive scale below the electroweak.

5.4 dn

The master formula for the neutron EDM is presented in Tab. 10. As in the case

of dHg, we notice that, if we neglect theoretical uncertainties, all four-quark operators in

Table 1 need to have scales larger than the TeV.
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αn
I (µew) for neutron EDM

nf = 3 + 1 nf = 4 + 1 nf = 5 + 3

C
G̃

(5.5± 2.8) · 10−22 [CuG]22 (7.7± 3.9) · 10−21 [CdG]33 (1.1± 0.5) · 10−21

[CdG]11 (−3.7± 1.8) · 10−17 [Cuγ ]22 (−7.4± 3.4) · 10−22 [Cdγ ]33 (2.0± 1.1) · 10−23

[CdG]22 (1.5± 0.9) · 10−20 [CS1,RR
uu ]2222 (−5.6± 3.0) · 10−25 [CV 1,LR

uddu ]1331 (6.0± 3.1) · 10−22

[CuG]11 (−1.9± 0.9) · 10−17 [CS8,RR
uu ]2222 (1.3± 0.5) · 10−25 [CV 8,LR

uddu ]1331 (1.5± 0.9) · 10−22

[Cdγ ]11 (−8.9± 0.4) · 10−17 [CS1,RR
uu ]1122 (−2.3± 1.1) · 10−22 [CV 1,LR

dd ]1331 (8.1± 6.4) · 10−22

[Cdγ ]22 (3.0± 1.7) · 10−19 [CS8,RR
uu ]1122 (−3.6± 4.1) · 10−23 [CV 8,LR

dd ]1331 (−1.5± 0.2) · 10−21

[Cuγ ]11 (2.5± 0.2) · 10−17 [CS1,RR
ud ]2211 (−4.8± 2.6) · 10−22 [CV 1,LR

dd ]2332 (1.1± 0.6) · 10−24

[CV 1,LR
uddu ]1111 (−4.3± 2.4) · 10−22 [CS8,RR

ud ]2211 (−2.8± 0.7) · 10−22 [CV 8,LR
dd ]2332 (4.1± 2.5) · 10−24

[CV 8,LR
uddu ]1111 (−6.6± 3.7) · 10−22 [CS1,RR

ud ]2222 (2.9± 1.4) · 10−26 [CS1,RR
dd ]3333 (−2.2± 1.1) · 10−25

[CV 1,LR
uddu ]1221 (−9.0± 4.7) · 10−22 [CS8,RR

ud ]2222 (5.2± 3.3) · 10−25 [CS8,RR
dd ]3333 (4.6± 2.5) · 10−26

[CV 8,LR
uddu ]1221 (−1.4± 0.7) · 10−21 [CS1,RR

uddu ]2112 (2.6± 1.0) · 10−21 [CS1,RR
dd ]1133 (−6.4± 3.2) · 10−22

[CV 1,LR
dd ]1221 (−4.8± 2.6) · 10−22 [CS8,RR

uddu ]2112 (3.8± 1.0) · 10−22 [CS8,RR
dd ]1133 (−9.7± 9.5) · 10−23

[CV 8,LR
dd ]1221 (−7.4± 3.1) · 10−22 [CS1,RR

uddu ]2222 (−2.5± 1.5) · 10−24 [CS1,RR
dd ]2233 (1.3± 0.7) · 10−25

[CS1,RR
uu ]1111 (1.1± 0.5) · 10−21 [CS8,RR

uddu ]2222 (−1.9± 1.3) · 10−24 [CS8,RR
dd ]2233 (−3.7± 2.1) · 10−25

[CS8,RR
uu ]1111 (−3.4± 1.5) · 10−22 [CS1,RR

uu ]1221 (8.3± 4.2) · 10−22 [CS1,RR
dd ]1331 (3.5± 2.0) · 10−21

[CS1,RR
dd ]1111 (5.7± 3.1) · 10−22 [CS8,RR

uu ]1221 (−2.5± 0.4) · 10−22 [CS8,RR
dd ]1331 (−1.3± 0.3) · 10−21

[CS8,RR
dd ]1111 (−1.8± 0.9) · 10−22 [CV 1,LR

uddu ]2112 (5.4± 1.4) · 10−22 [CS1,RR
dd ]2332 (1.4± 0.8) · 10−24

[CS1,RR
dd ]2222 (1.0± 0.6) · 10−25 [CV 8,LR

uddu ]2112 (7.2± 0.5) · 10−22 [CS8,RR
dd ]2332 (2.9± 1.6) · 10−24

[CS8,RR
dd ]2222 (1.2± 0.6) · 10−25 [CV 1,LR

uddu ]2222 (−8.1± 4.5) · 10−25 [CS1,RR
ud ]1133 (−3.2± 1.4) · 10−22

[CS1,RR
dd ]1122 (1.2± 0.7) · 10−22 [CV 8,LR

uddu ]2222 (−2.8± 1.8) · 10−24 [CS8,RR
ud ]1133 (−1.4± 0.5) · 10−22

[CS8,RR
dd ]1122 (−4.7± 2.4) · 10−23 [CV 1,LR

uu ]1221 (6.3± 7.9) · 10−23 [CS1,RR
uddu ]1331 (2.3± 1.0) · 10−21

[CS1,RR
dd ]1221 (2.5± 1.0) · 10−22 [CV 8,LR

uu ]1221 (−2.6± 0.3) · 10−22 [CS8,RR
uddu ]1331 (−5.8± 11.6) · 10−23

[CS8,RR
dd ]1221 (−7.8± 2.0) · 10−23 - [CS1,RR

ud ]2233 (1.5± 0.7) · 10−25

[CS1,RR
ud ]1111 (4.2± 2.1) · 10−22 - [CS8,RR

ud ]2233 (4.9± 2.0) · 10−26

[CS8,RR
ud ]1111 (−1.3± 0.7) · 10−22 - [CS1,RR

uddu ]2332 (−9.7± 4.9) · 10−25

[CS1,RR
ud ]1122 (2.6± 1.4) · 10−22 - [CS8,RR

uddu ]2332 (1.2± 0.6) · 10−25

[CS8,RR
ud ]1122 (−8.8± 4.4) · 10−23 - [CV 1,LR

uddu ]2332 (−2.7± 1.5) · 10−25

[CS1,RR
uddu ]1111 (4.2± 2.2) · 10−22 - [CV 8,LR

uddu ]2332 (7.5± 3.6) · 10−26

[CS8,RR
uddu ]1111 (−1.3± 0.7) · 10−22 - -

[CS1,RR
uddu ]1221 (3.4± 1.4) · 10−22 - -

[CS8,RR
uddu ]1221 (−8.4± 3.9) · 10−23 - -

Table 10: Master formula for dn in WET in the JMS basis at the EW scale. The αn
I have

units of e cm TeV2 and e cm TeV for the four-fermion and dipole operators, respectively.

The 90% CL upper bound on dn is 1.8× 10−26 e cm.

6 Non-standard Higgs Couplings

In this section, we apply the master formulae derived so far to constrain possible non-

standard Yukawa couplings of the Higgs boson. We consider the following Yukawa La-

grangian

Leff
Yuk = −

 ∑
i,j=d,s,b

ydij d̄L,idR,j +
∑

i,j=u,c,t

yuij ūL,iuR,j +
∑

i,j=e,µ,τ

yeij ēL,ieR,j

h+ h.c. (6.1)

This Lagrangian can arise in two theoretical frameworks that can be used for describing

non-standard couplings of the Higgs to quarks, lepton, and gauge bosons. In SMEFT,
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gauge symmetry is linearly realized, the Higgs boson belongs to a SUL(2) doublet and

operators are organized according to their canonical dimension. In this framework, the SM

Yukawa couplings arise at dim-4, they can always be chosen to be real and diagonal, and

are determined by the quark and lepton masses. Non-standard Yukawa couplings arise at

dim-6 and are given by the Lagrangian [17, 128, 129]

Lh = (DµH)†(DµH)− λ

(
H†H − 1

2
v2
)2

−
[
Q̄ŶuuRH̃ + Q̄ŶddRH + L̄ŶueRH

+(Q̄CuHuRH̃ + Q̄CdHdRH + L̄CeHeRH)(H†H) + h.c.
]
.

(6.2)

In unitary gauge

H =
1√
2
(0, v + h)T , (6.3)

where h is the physical Higgs boson field. CfH , for f = u, d, e, are the WC of dim-6

SMEFT operators. We can rewrite Eq. (6.2) in terms of mass matrices, Mf , and Yukawa

interactions

Mu =
v√
2

(
Ŷu +

v2

2
CuH

)
, yu =

1√
2

(
Ŷu +

3

2
v2CuH

)
=

Mu

v
+

v2√
2
CuH , (6.4)

Md =
v√
2

(
Ŷd +

v2

2
CdH

)
, yd =

1√
2

(
Ŷd +

3

2
v2CdH

)
=

Md

v
+

v2√
2
CdH , (6.5)

Me =
v√
2

(
Ŷe +

v2

2
CeH

)
, ye =

1√
2

(
Ŷe +

3

2
v2CeH

)
=

Me

v
+

v2√
2
CeH . (6.6)

Since at dim-6 the fermion masses and Yukawa couplings are proportional to different linear

combinations of Ŷf and CfH , once the mass matrices are diagonalized, the Yukawas are in

general non-diagonal and complex.

The other possible theoretical framework is the Higgs Effective Field Theory (HEFT),

in which gauge symmetry is realized non-linearly. In this case, the Higgs field h is a singlet

under SU(2)L, and the EFT provides a momentum expansion in Q/Λ. The LO HEFT

Lagrangian is given by [18]

LUh =
v2

4
⟨DµU

†DµU⟩(1 + FU (h)) +
1

2
∂µh∂

µh− V (h)

− v

[
Q̄

(
Ŷu +

∞∑
n=1

Ŷ (n)
u

(
h

v

)n
)
UP+r + Q̄

(
Ŷd +

∞∑
n=1

Ŷ
(n)
d

(
h

v

)n
)
UP−r

+L̄

(
Ŷe +

∞∑
n=1

Ŷ (n)
e

(
h

v

)n
)
UP−η + h.c.

]
.

(6.7)

Here, FU (h) and V (h) are arbitrary functions of the Higgs field

FU (h) =

∞∑
n=1

fU,n

(
h

v

)n

, V (h) = v4
∞∑
n=2

fV,n

(
h

v

)n

. (6.8)

Also, the left and right-chiral fields are defined by Q = (uL, dL)
T , L = (νL, eL)

T , r =

(uR, dR)
T and η = (νR, eR)

T and P± = (1 ± τ3)/2, with τ Pauli matrices. U is a matrix
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containing the Goldstone fields

U = exp(2iΦ/v), Φ = ϕa τ
a

2
=

1√
2

(
ϕ0
√
2

ϕ+

ϕ− − ϕ0
√
2

)
, (6.9)

and the action of covariant derivative on U is given by

DµU = ∂µ + igWµU − ig′BµU
τ3
2
. (6.10)

The implications of (6.7) are that the hWW and hZZ couplings are decoupled from the

W and Z masses. They are parameterized by a free coupling κV , with κV = 1 in the SM.

Similarly, the fermion masses and Yukawas are characterized by independent matrices, so

that, as in the SMEFT, the Yukawa couplings are in general complex and non-diagonal.

In this case, we have

Mf = vŶf , yf = Ŷ
(1)
f . (6.11)

The main difference between the HEFT and SMEFT is that in HEFT the leading operator

(as well as subleading operators) contain an arbitrary number of Higgs fields, while in

SMEFT insertions of H†H are suppressed by Λ2 [18]. Thus, in HEFT, Yukawa couplings

and fermion masses differ already at leading order.

6.1 Matching at the EW scale

Integrating out the Higgs boson at tree level leads to several four-fermion scalar operators

with CPV WCs, if the Yukawa couplings are assumed to be complex [129].

[CS1,RR
dd ]

ijkl
(µew) =

1

2m2
h

ydijy
d
kl , [CS1,RR

uu ]ijkl(µew) =
1

2m2
h

yuijy
u
kl ,

[CS1,RR
ud ]

ijkl
(µew) =

1

m2
h

yuijy
d
kl , [CS,RR

ee ]ijkl(µew) =
1

2m2
h

yeijy
e
kl ,

[CS,RR
ed ]

ijkl
(µew) =

1

m2
h

yeijy
d
kl , [CS,RR

eu ]ijkl(µew) =
1

m2
h

yeijy
u
kl ,

[CS,RL
ed ]

ijkl
(µew) =

1

m2
h

yeijy
d∗
lk , [CS,RL

eu ]ijkl(µew) =
1

m2
h

yeijy
u∗
lk ,

[CV 1,LR
dd ]

ijkl
(µew) = − 1

6m2
h

ydily
d∗
jk , [CV 8,LR

dd ]
ijkl

(µew) = − 1

m2
h

ydily
d∗
jk ,

[CV 1,LR
uu ]ijkl(µew) = − 1

6m2
h

yuily
u∗
jk , [CV 8,LR

uu ]ijkl(µew) = − 1

m2
h

yuily
u∗
jk ,

[CV 1,LR
uddu ]

ijkl
(µew) = − 1

6m2
h

yuily
d∗
jk , [CV 8,LR

uddu ]
ijkl

(µew) = − 1

m2
h

yuily
d∗
jk ,

[CV,LR
ee ]ijkl(µew) = − 1

2m2
h

yeily
e∗
jk.

(6.12)

Here the matching scale µew can be set tomh. Since EDMs can only constrain the imaginary

parts of the WCs, they probe combinations of couplings such as

Im(yfijy
f ′
kl ) = Re(yfij)Im(yf

′
kl ) + Im(yfij)Re(y

f ′
kl ) , f, f ′ = u, d, e . (6.13)
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Figure 4: Two loop Barr-Zee diagrams contributing to ∆F = 0 dipole operators. Here

plain lines denote quarks and leptons lighter than the electroweak scale, double lines the

top quark and double wiggly lines the W boson. Insertions of the fermion Yukawa and of

the hWW couplings are denoted by squares, while gauge couplings are denoted by dots.

In the SMEFT, the imaginary part of the Yukawa coupling can be non-zero only at dim-6,

so that four-fermion operators become proportional to

Im(yfijy
f ′
kl )
∣∣∣
SMEFT

=
mf

v
δijIm(yf

′
kl ) +

mf ′

v
δklIm(yfij) +O

(
v4

Λ4

)
. (6.14)

In this case, flavor-violating couplings only contribute to EDMs at dim-8 and can be ne-

glected. Both flavor-conserving and flavor-violating couplings contribute at leading order in

the HEFT. In the following, we analyze the flavor-conserving and flavor-violating couplings

separately. Eq. (6.12) is the initial condition for the renormalization group evolution. As

discussed in Section 4, the renormalization group running of these operators below the EW

scale results in contributions to four-fermion operators, and, in particular in the case of

operators with heavy quarks and leptons, to quark and gluon dipole operators. All these

contributions are included in the master formulae.

Beyond tree level, non-standard Yukawa couplings generate dipole contributions at one

loop [24, 130]. These are proportional to the same combination of couplings in Eq. (6.12)

and provide a next-to-leading logarithmic correction, which we can neglect.

At two loops, Barr-Zee diagrams [131] provide sizable contributions, and are sensitive to

different combinations of Yukawa couplings. The diagrams are shown in Fig. 4. Integrating

out the top-quark, Higgs boson, and W -boson at µew leads to contributions to the quark

and lepton dipole operators Cfγ and to the quark chromo-dipole operator CqG

Im [Cfγ ]ii (µew) = −12e
α

(4π)3
qfq

2
t

1

mt

[
f(xt)Re(y

f
ii)Im(yu33) + g(xt)Im(yfii)Re(y

u
33)
]

+ 2eqf
α

(4π)3
1

v
κV (3f(xW ) + 5g(xW )) Im(yfii) , (6.15)

Im [CqG]ii (µew) = 2gs
αs

(4π)3
1

mt
[f(xt)Re(y

q
ii)Im(yu33) + g(xt)Im(yqii)Re(y

u
33)] , (6.16)
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where xi = m2
i /m

2
h, and qi is the electric charge. The loop functions are given by

f(z) =
z

2

∫ 1

0
dx

1− 2x(1− x)

x(1− x)− z
ln

x(1− x)

z
, g(z) =

z

2

∫ 1

0
dx

1

x(1− x)− z
ln

x(1− x)

z
.

(6.17)

In the SMEFT, κV = 1, and we can set the real part of the Yukawa couplings to its

dim-4 value. In the HEFT, κV is a free, real parameter, that needs to be extracted from

data. In the HEFT, the loop and momentum expansions are tied by Λ = 4πv so that

the contributions in Eq. (6.15) arise at NNLO. At this order, one would also expect

contributions from dipole operators in the HEFT [18]. Since the Barr-Zee diagrams are

finite, we can however consider them in isolation.

6.2 Constraints on flavor-violating Higgs couplings

First, we discuss the constraints on flavor-violating Higgs couplings. In the SMEFT inter-

pretation, flavor-violating Higgs couplings do not contribute to EDM at dim-6. The bounds

in this subsection are thus valid in the HEFT picture. It is instructive to have linearized

formulae of the EDMs directly in terms of Higgs couplings. Since dHg and electron EDM

impose strongest limits, we employ our EFT master formulae to obtain expressions for dHg

and ωHfF. For dHg, we find

dHg

[ecm]
⊃ (1.1± 4.1) · 10−24

(2× 0.1252)
Im(yd12y

d
21) +

(−5.7± 34) · 10−24

(2× 0.1252)
Im(yd13y

d
31)

+
(−6.4± 4.7) · 10−28

(2× 0.1252)
Im(yd23y

d
32) +

(−2.4± 15.3) · 10−24

(2× 0.1252)
Im(yu12y

u
21) ,

(6.18)

while, for ωHfF, we have

ωHfF

[mrad/s]
⊃ (9.1± 0.4) · 105

(2× 0.1252)
Im(ye12y

e
21) +

(1.5± 0.1) · 107
(2× 0.1252)

Im(ye13y
e
31). (6.19)

Similarly, one can find expressions for the other EDM observables. Only a specific combi-

nation of the Higgs coupling can be probed with EDMs. To get an estimate of the upper

bounds on these couplings one can compare the above expressions with the experimental

limits, e.g. for |dHg| < 6.2× 10−30 e cm and |ωHfF| < 0.17 mrad/s.

We also perform a combined fit of FV Higgs couplings to all EDM observables (dn,

dHg, dXe, dRa, ωHfF, ωYbF, ωThO) using the current and future upper limits given in Tab. 2.

For this purpose, we assume only one combination of the couplings to be non-zero at a

time. The results are presented in Tab. 11 (column 2).

In column 3, we indicate the origin of the EDMs in terms of low-energy WET oper-

ators at µ = 2 GeV. At the EW scale, the scalar and vector operators are generated by

integrating out the Higgs as shown in the matching relations (6.12). Some of these give a

leading contribution to the EDMs through direct four-fermion matrix elements (see (3.37)-

(3.40)) for the light flavors f, f ′ = u, d, s. 1-loop QCD and QED effects through the op-

erator mixing onto dipoles are also present for the light flavors. However, for the heavier

generations, c and b, the contribution to the EDMs arises solely due to operator mixing
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Figure 5: EDM and flavor constraints on the CP and flavor violating Higgs couplings.

Note that the black line, brown and golden lines are truncated to increase the statistics.

at 1-loop level (see (4.1)-(4.3)). Apart from that, as shown in column 3, the Weinberg

operator also contributes for the case of heavier generations due to threshold corrections

of the b and c dipoles onto it at the mb and mc scales (see Eqs. (4.10) and (4.11)).

In Fig. 5 we show a comparison of the constraints from the EDMs and ∆Md on the

CP + flavor violating down quark Higgs couplings in the bd sector. We see that current

dn and dHg bounds are weaker than the constraints from ∆Md. However, a neutron EDM

bound at the level of 10−27 e cm will be highly competitive with B-B̄ oscillations. For

other sectors (bs, sd, and uc) the flavor bounds [132] are found to be stronger.

6.3 EDM constraints on flavor-conserving Higgs couplings

For the flavor-conserving Yukawas, we get contributions from the tree-level matching onto

four-fermion, given in Eq. (6.12), and from the 2-loop Barr-Zee diagrams, in Eq. (6.15).

Using these one can directly use the master formulae to obtain the EDMs in terms of the

FC Yukawas, similar to the expressions in (6.18) and (6.19).

We note some unique features of BZ contributions, which are in contrast to the tree-

level matching, associated with the particular combination of the Higgs couplings appearing

in the matching relations. First, the BZ diagrams involve a top-quark Yukawa coupling

which is correlated to the other quarks as well as leptonic Yukawas. Secondly, the BZ

effects can also correlate fermion Yukawas to the W -Higgs couplings. These features are

absent in the tree-level matching and therefore allow additional constraints on the FC Higgs

couplings. Recall that, the EDMs through tree-level Higgs exchange (6.12) probe following
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Generic FV Higgs couplings

couplings current limit future limit operators at hadronic scale

Im(yd12y
d
21) 1.2 · 10−7 7.0 · 10−9

[
Cdγ(G)

]
11,22

,
[
C

S1(8),RR
dd

]
1221

,
[
C

S1(8),RR
dd

]
1122

Im(yd13y
d
31) 2.1 · 10−8 6.0 · 10−10

[
C
G̃

]
,
[
Cdγ(G)

]
11

Im(yd23y
d
32) 1.5 · 10−4 1.4 · 10−6

[
C
G̃

]
,
[
Cdγ(G)

]
22

Im(yu12y
u
21) 5.0 · 10−8 2.3 · 10−9

[
C
G̃

]
,
[
Cuγ(G)

]
11

Im(ye12y
e
21) 1.1 · 10−9 1.1 · 10−10

[
Ceγ

]
11

Im(ye13y
e
31) 6.0 · 10−11 6.0 · 10−12

[
Ceγ

]
11

Table 11: Current and future EDM constraints on the combinations of the generic flavor

violating Higgs couplings (column 2) at 1σ level . In the column 3, we also indicate the

origin of EDM contributions at µ = 2 GeV. The matching scale is set to the Higgs mass.

combination of FC couplings

Im(yfiiy
f ′
jj) = Re(yfii)Im(yf

′
jj) + Im(yfjj)Re(y

f ′
ii ) , f, f ′ = u, d, e , (6.20)

here f can be equal to f ′. Therefore, for f = f ′ and i = j, one can also probe individual

couplings (more precisely a combination of its Re and Im parts: Re(yfii)Im(yfii)) in an

uncorrelated manner to other couplings, under the assumption that only a single coupling

is turned on. Overall, the tree-level and 2-loop BZ diagram effects can test very different

parts of the low-energy Higgs effective coupling parameter space. In Tab. 12 we show upper

bounds at 1σ level on the various combinations of the generic FC Higgs couplings.

6.4 LHC constraints on flavor-conserving Higgs couplings

Finally, we want to compare the bounds in Table 12 with complementary constraints from

the LHC. Non-standard Yukawa couplings affect Higgs production and decay processes and

are thus constrained by measurements of the Higgs properties at the LHC [133, 134] . For

a given Higgs production mechanism, i → H, followed by the decay of the Higgs to the

final state f , the signal strength in the presence of non-standard interactions is defined as

µi→H→f = µi µf =

(
1 +

σi→H

σSM
i→H

) 1 +
ΓH→f

ΓSM
H→f

1 +
Γtot

ΓSM
tot

, (6.21)

where σSM and σ are, respectively, the production cross sections in the SM and the correc-

tion induced by non-standard interactions. ΓSM
H→f are the decay widths in the channel f

and ΓSM
tot the Higgs total width. In the SM, the Yukawas of the light u, d, and s quarks are

too small to significantly affect Higgs production and decay. Direct constraints on H → cc̄

are sensitive to charm Yukawas about ten times larger than the SM expectation [135, 136],

while the b and t Yukawas are compatible with the SM [133, 134]. In the HEFT, the quark

masses and Yukawas are decoupled from each other. Light quark Yukawas can thus affect

the Higgs production via the partonic processes q̄q → H, which falls in the same category
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Generic FC Higgs couplings

couplings current limit future limit operators at hadronic scale

Im(yd11y
d
11) 2.4 · 10−8 2.6 · 10−9

[
C

S1(8),RR
dd

]
1111

,
[
Cdγ(G)

]
11

Im(yd22y
d
22) 2.0 · 10−3 1.9 · 10−5

[
C

S1(8),RR
dd

]
2222

,
[
Cdγ(G)

]
22

Im(yd33y
d
33) 1.1 · 10−3 9.0 · 10−6

[
C
G̃

]
Im(yu11y

u
11) 2.6 · 10−8 1.6 · 10−9

[
C

S1(8),RR
uu

]
1111

,
[
Cuγ(G)

]
11

Im(yu22y
u
22) 4.0 · 10−4 3.5 · 10−6

[
C
G̃

]
Im(ye11y

e
11) 1.2 · 10−7 1.2 · 10−8

[
CS,RR
ee

]
1111

,
[
Ceγ

]
11

Table 12: Current and future EDM constraints on the combinations of the generic flavor

conserving Higgs couplings at 1σ level (to obtain 90%CL these numbers have to be mul-

tiplied by factor 1.6 ). In column 3, we also indicate the origin of leading contributions

to the EDMs at µ = 2GeV. It is worth mentioning that the EDMs can also probe other

combinations of the Yukawa couplings which are not shown here. In that case, the scalar or

vector operators with left-right chiralities are generated at the EW scale (see e.g. (6.12)).

The electron EDM dominates the constraints on the leptonic and semileptonic operators.

The matching scale is set to the Higgs mass.

at gluon fusion, and qq̄(′) → HV , with V = W,Z. They also affect the decay signal strength

by modifying the Higgs total width. The top Yukawa can be probed by the loop processes

gg → H, H → γγ, H → γZ, and, at tree level, via tt̄H production.

At
√
S = 13 TeV, the gluon fusion SM cross section is [137]

σSM
ggH = 48.58+2.22

−3.27 ± 1.56 pb.

where the cross-section is evaluated at the factorization and renormalization scales µF =

µR = mh/2. The first error includes the contribution of missing orders and EW corrections,

while the second error denotes the PDF uncertainties.

Non-standard Yukawas affect the production cross-section in several ways. A nonstan-

dard Yukawa coupling of the top quark affects gluon fusion production. The real part

of the coupling simply rescales the SM contribution. In the large quark mass limit, the

imaginary part of the top Yukawa coupling contributes to gluon fusion via the operator

hGG̃. Neglecting O(m2
h/m

2
t ) corrections and at leading order in QCD, the contribution of

the imaginary part of the top Yukawa to the gluon fusion cross section is a factor of 9/4

larger than that of the real part. Higher order QCD corrections are different for scalar

and pseudoscalar couplings, and the expression of the difference at NLO and NNLO can

be found in Ref. [138, 139].

The contributions of light quarks with scalar and pseudoscalar Yukawas at NNLO in

QCD have been computed in Ref. [140]. In this case, the cross-section is proportional to

the absolute value of the Yukawa coupling, up to corrections proportional to mq/mh, which
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we neglect. We write the production cross-section as

σggH =

(
(Re yu33)

2 +
9

4
(Im yu33)

2

)
1

|(yu33)SM|2
σSM
ggH + (Im yu33)

2∆σggH

+
3∑

i=1

σd
ii

∣∣∣ydii∣∣∣2 + 2∑
i=1

σu
ii |yuii|2 , (6.22)

with the Yukawa couplings evaluated at the scale µ = mh. The results for σqq̄ at
√
S = 13

TeV are summarized in Tab. 13. The central value of the cross-section is given at the

scale µF = µR = mh/2. The scale uncertainties are obtained by varying µ = µF = µR

between mh/4 and mh, while the pdf and αs error was evaluated following the PDF4LHC21

recommendation [141], using 100 replicas in the PDF4LHC21 mc pdfas PDF set.

σ (103 pb) σu
11 σd

11 σd
22 σu

22 σd
33

central 120.0 83.3 31.7 12.6 3.9

scale +2.7
−4.8

+1.9
−3.3

+0.8
−1.1

+0.5
−0.5

+0.2
−0.1

pdf 3.6 3.1 5.3 0.5 0.1

µggH [2.2, 2.8] · 103 [1.5, 1.9] · 103 [5.1, 8.2] · 102 [2.3, 3.0] · 102 [72, 91]

σHV (pb) σu
11 σd

11 σd
22 σu

22 σd
33

σHW+ 16.0 15.3 1.99 1.44 0.09

σHW− 8.35 8.50 1.53 1.69 0.06

σHZ 3.18 2.24 0.50 0.19 0.09

µHW 158 154 22.8 20.3 0.97

µHZ 106 75 17 6.37 3.02

Table 13: Contribution of non-standard light quark Yukawa couplings to the Higgs pro-

duction cross section in the gluon fusion and HV channels.

The corrections to associated HW and HZ production induced by non-standard

Yukawas were computed at NLO in QCD in Ref. [142]

σHV = κV σ
SM
HV +

3∑
i=1

σd
ii,HV

∣∣∣ydii∣∣∣2 + 2∑
i=1

σu
ii,HV |yuii|2 , (6.23)

with [137]

σSM
HW+(ℓ+ν) = 94.26+0.5%

−0.7% ± 1.8% fb, σSM
HW−(ℓ−ν̄) = 59.83+0.4%

−0.7% ± 2.0% fb,

σSM
HZ−(ℓ+ℓ−) = 29.82+3.8%

−3.1% ± 1.6% fb. (6.24)

The theoretical uncertainties on the non-standard contributions to σHW+, σHW− and σHZ

were shown to be at the 10% level [142]. Since the HV channel gives weaker bounds and

the theoretical uncertainties are small, we did not re-evaluate them in this work. For the

corrections to the tt̄H cross-section, we use

µtt̄h =
(Re yu33)

2 + 0.4 (Im yu33)
2

|(yu33)SM|2
. (6.25)
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The Yukawa also affect the Higgs decay into fermions. At NLO in QCD, the decay of

a Higgs boson to two quarks is given by [143]

Γ(H → qj q̄j) =
3mh

8π
|yqjj |2

(
1 + 5.67

αs

π

)
= (18.0 GeV)|yqjj |2. (6.26)

The decay into two leptons has a similar expression, without the O(αs) correction. For

illustration, we use the signal strength measurements of the ATLAS experiment [133], set

κV = 1 and Re yu33 to its SM value. The latter assumption is justified by analyses of the

CP properties of the couplings of the Higgs boson to the top, which prefer a dominantly

real coupling [144, 145]. With these assumptions, a combined fit to the Yukawas of the

electron and of the u, d, s, c and b quarks to ATLAS data yields

|ye11| < 1.2 · 10−2, |yu11| < 6.4 · 10−3, |yd11| < 6.9 · 10−3,

|yd22| < 7.1 · 10−3, |yu22| < 7.1 · 10−3, (6.27)

at the 90% confidence level, while, for the b quark, we have

0.90 · 10−2 < |yd33| < 1.2 · 10−2. (6.28)

The bounds are given on couplings at the renormalization scale µ = mh. For the u and d

quarks, corrections to the production cross section and Higgs total width provide similar

effects, while for s, c and b quarks the dominant effect are the corrections to the Higgs

partial and total widths. The data we use are only sensitive to the absolute values of the

couplings.

We next perform a joint fit to the Higgs and EDM data in the HEFT framework, in

which fermion masses and Yukawa are independent. In our fit, we fix κV and the real

part of the top Yukawa coupling, Reyu33, to their SM model values. We then perform a

simultaneous fit to the real parts of the e, u, d, s, c and b Yukawas and to one imaginary part

at a time. We neglect theoretical errors on EDMs, so that the bounds give an indication

of the full potential of EDMs experiments, but should be taken with some caution. If we

include both the Barr-Zee and four-fermion contributions, at the 90% CL we find

|Imye11| < 1.2 · 10−6, |Imyu11| < 1.2 · 10−6, |Imyd11| < 1.7 · 10−7,

|Imyd22| < 7.1 · 10−3, |Imyu22| < 7.1 · 10−3, |Imyd33| < 1.2 · 10−2. (6.29)

The 90% CL for the real part of the couplings corresponds to the ranges given in Eqs. (6.27)

and (6.28). We see that for the e, u and d Yukawas, the EDM bound on the imaginary

part is much stronger than the bounds from Higgs observables in Eq. (6.27). For the s, c

and b quark, however, the bounds go back to what we obtained from the signal strengths.

This is partially due to cancellations between the Barr-Zee (Eq. (6.15)) and four-fermion

(Eq. (6.12)) contributions to EDMs, which can happen once we let the real part of the

Yukawas deviate from its SM value.

– 44 –



6.5 SMEFT Interpretation

The Yukawa couplings in SMEFT are more constrained as compared to the HEFT. Since

the leading non-standard effects to the Yukawa couplings are dim-6 (6.2), we can not

have the double insertion of the Yukawas at this level. Hence, the contributions to the

EDMs through flavor-violating Higgs couplings in Tab. 11 is essentially a dim-8 effect in

the SMEFT power counting, because for the matching of
[
CS1,RR
ff

]
iijj

a double insertion of

flavor-violating couplings is required. On the other hand, flavor-conserving CPV Yukawa

couplings generate EDMs at dim-6 in SMEFT. In this case, one of the Yukawa has to

be SM-like. Moreover, since the SM Yukawas are restricted to be real in the mass basis,

one can directly constrain the individual CPV couplings from EDM observables unlike the

generic case presented in Tab. 12.

Limiting to dim-6 effects in the SMEFT, the matching onto 4f WET operators can be

obtained by setting one of the Yukawas in (6.12) to its SM value

ydii,SM =
mdi

v
, yuii,SM =

mui

v
, yeii,SM =

mei

v
. (6.30)

Moreover, in the BZ contributions (6.15) we also set κV = 1. The current limits on the CPV

FC Higgs couplings are given in Tab. 14. For each case, we present two sets of results using

the tree-level (4f) and 2-loop (BZ) matching. Also, in this case, we neglect theoretical

errors. Once they are under better control, theoretical errors can straightforwardly be

added to the analysis.

CPV FC Higgs couplings in SMEFT at 1σ level

dn, Hg, Xe, Ra

matching Im(yd11) Im(yd22) Im(yd33) Im(yu11) Im(yu22) Im(ye11) Im(ye22) Im(ye33)

4f 1.4 · 10−5 2.6 · 10−3 2.6 · 10−3 6.0 · 10−6 4.0 · 10−3 – – –

BZ 9.0 · 10−8 7.0 · 10−4 9.0 · 10−3 1.1 · 10−7 1.3 · 10−3 – – –

ωHfF, ωYbF, ωThO

matching Im(yd11) Im(yd22) Im(yd33) Im(yu11) Im(yu22) Im(ye11) Im(ye22) Im(ye33)

4f 4.0 · 10−3 4.0 · 10−3 2.0 · 10−3 9.0 · 10−4 8.0 · 10−4 2.6 · 10−8 1.6 · 10−3 1.0 · 10−4

BZ – – – – – 1.5 · 10−9 – –

combined

matching Im(yd11) Im(yd22) Im(yd33) Im(yu11) Im(yu22) Im(ye11) Im(ye22) Im(ye33)

4f +BZ 9.0 · 10−8 7.0 · 10−4 1.8 · 10−3 1.0 · 10−7 7.0 · 10−4 1.5 · 10−9 1.6 · 10−3 1.0 · 10−4

Table 14: The current limits on the CPV FC Yukawa couplings resulting due to tree-level

and 2-loop Barr-Zee diagrams up to dim-6 level in SMEFT. The neutron, Hg, Xe, and Ra

EDMs and the frequencies ωHfF, ωYbF, ωThO are included in the fit. The real parts of the

Yukawas are set to their SM values. The matching scale is set to the Higgs mass.

The imaginary part of the Yukawa couplings of the u and d quarks is predominantly

constrained by the neutron and Hg EDMs, via the contributions arising from Barr-Zee

diagrams. The constraints are very strong, and out of the reach of existing colliders. The s
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quark is also mostly constrained by hadronic EDMs. In this case, the bound is a factor of

ten stronger than the constraints from Higgs observables discussed in Sec. 6.4, so that, once

theoretical errors are considered, the LHC and EDM experiments can probe similar scales.

The b-quark Yukawa is mostly constrained by the electron EDM. These contributions arise

from first integrating out the Higgs and matching onto the scalar four-fermion operator[
CS,RR
ed

]
, which consequently runs into

[
CT,RR
ed

]
and Ceγ . Finally, the c-quark Yukawa

receive similar constraints from dn, dHg and ωHfF. For the c and b Yukawas, the indirect

bounds on the Higgs couplings are complementary to the constraints resulting from the

direct Higgs searches as presented in the previous section.

The bounds in Table 14 are of the same order of magnitude as those presented in

Ref. [24]. The main difference is in the treatment of the RGE between the EW and ∼
2 GeV scale. Ref. [24] ignored the role of four-fermion operators, which re-appeared as

unresummed large logarithms of mq/mh in the matching coefficients. Our analysis is more

similar to Ref. [28], which, for the b and c quarks, calculated the matching coefficients and

the mixing between Ceγ ,
[
CS,RR
eq

]
and

[
CT,RR
eq

]
at one order higher than in our study. The

bounds on yd33 and yu22 obtained in Ref. [28] are very close to those presented in Table 14.

7 Summary and Outlook

The inability of the SM to explain the origin of the baryon asymmetry in the Universe

provides a strong motivation to search for new sources of CP violation beyond the phase

of the CKM quark mixing matrix. Electric dipole moments of leptons, nucleons, atoms,

and molecules are extremely sensitive probes of flavor-diagonal CP violation. Upcoming

experiments have the potential to improve the bounds on the neutron EDM and on EDMs

of diamagnetic atoms by at least one order of magnitude, while molecular experiments

will further constrain the electron EDM and start to probe hadronic EDMs. As they

could offer the first hints of BSM physics, it is important to develop robust tools for

the model-independent interpretation of EDM experiments. In addition, identifying the

detailed features of BSM physics from one or multiple observations in EDM experiments

requires understanding their correlations with observables in other systems and at other

energy scales. Effective Field Theories provide a natural framework to achieve these goals

in a controlled and systematic way, with minimal reliance on specific BSM models. In this

paper, we discuss EDMs in the Weak EFT and leverage EFT tools such as renormalization

group evolution and matching at the heavy fermion thresholds to derive master formulae

for EDMs in terms of the complete set of ∆F = 0 WET operators at the electroweak scale.

This set includes both operators with light u, d, and s quarks, which have nonvanishing

nucleon matrix elements and thus contribute to EDM at “tree level”, but also operators

with heavy b and c quarks and leptons of the second and third generations. Indeed we find

that the great majority of CP-violating ∆F = 0 operators with heavy fermions mix into

tree-level operators at leading or next to leading-log. EDM constraints are so strong that

even in the case of operators that contribute at next-to-leading log (meaning two or even

more loops) the operator scale has to be larger than 1 TeV. We now briefly summarize the

main results of this paper.
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• The main result of this paper is the master formulae for the HfF, ThO, and YbF

precession frequencies, given in Tables 7 and 15, and for the neutron, proton, and Hg

EDMs, in Tables 8, 9, 10 and 16. These formulae can be readily applied to EFTs at

the electroweak scale (SMEFT or HEFT) or to BSM models by calculating the WET

matching coefficients at the electroweak scale.

The coefficients αX
I (µew) provided in these tables encode both short-distance effects, from

the running between the electroweak scale µew and the low energy scales µlow = 2 GeV (or

the heavy fermion thresholds), and long-distance effects, from hadronic and nuclear matrix

elements. Concerning the short-distance effects:

• We consider the full WET 1-loop anomalous dimension, which is sufficient to capture

the LL contributions from scalar four-quark operators with two heavy and two light

quarks (
[
C

S1(8),RR
uu

]
,
[
C

S1(8),RR
ud

]
, and

[
C

S1(8),RR
uddu

]
), scalar leptonic operators with

two heavy and two light leptons (
[
CS,RR
ee

]
) and scalar and tensor semileptonic opera-

tors with light quarks and heavy leptons or light leptons and heavy quarks (
[
CT,RR
eu(d)

]
and

[
CS,RR
eu(d)

]
). The 1-loop RGE and the 1-loop matching of heavy quark QCD dipoles

onto the Weinberg three-gluon operator provide NLL contributions from four-quark

scalar operators with four heavy quarks, and semileptonic scalar and tensor operators

with heavy quarks and heavy leptons.

• The vector operators
[
C

V 1(8),LR
uu

]
,
[
C

V 1(8),LR
dd

]
,
[
C

V 1(8),LR
uddu

]
and

[
CV,LR
ee

]
, with two

or four heavy fermions, do not generate LL contributions. For these operators, we

identify NLL contributions by generalizing 2-loop anomalous dimensions originally

derived for B → Xsγ [127], and by considering the 1-loop matching at the heavy

fermion threshold. After 2-loop running and 1-loop matching onto the b and c QCD

dipole,
[
C

V 1(8),LR
uddu

]
2332

generates a NNLL contribution to EDMs.

For the neutron, proton and diamagnetic atoms, the long distance piece of αX
I (µew) is

affected by large hadronic and nuclear uncertainties. Our master formulae use up-to-date

available informations from Lattice QCD, QCD sum rules and chiral perturbation theory,

and the implementation in the package flavio allows for the prompt updating of long-

distance matrix elements, as soon as they become available.

As an example, we have applied the master formulae to study the constraints from

EDMs on Higgs couplings. For flavor-violating Higgs couplings, we showed that, at the

moment, ∆F = 2 observables provide stronger bounds. Future EDM experiments, however,

will provide competitive constraints, especially in the bd sector. In the case of flavor

conserving Yukawa couplings, we updated bounds on the imaginary part in two scenarios.

In the HEFT scenario, in which the real part of the Yukawa is also a free parameter, we

found that EDMs give the strongest bounds on the imaginary part of the e, u, and d

Yukawas, while Higgs observables dominate the bounds on the s, c and b Yukawas. In the

SMEFT scenario, in which, up to dimension-eight corrections, the real part of the Yukawa

is fixed to its SM value, EDMs give by far the strongest bounds. In particular, the electron

EDM gives the strongest bounds on the b and s Yukawas, neutron and mercury dominate

the u and d bounds, and for the charm quark both contributions are important.
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This work can be extended in several directions. First of all, we have in this paper

relied on a logarithmic counting to organize the contributions to EDMs arising from the

solution of the WET RGEs at one and two loops. This counting does not take into account

the presence of small couplings, such as the QED coupling, for which the suppression from

additional loops is not fully offset by the large logarithms. It is thus possible that higher

loop corrections to matching and running, while formally subleading, will be numerically

more important that the LL and NLL terms identified here, especially in those cases in

which these effectively arise at three loops (e.g.
[
C

V 1(8),LR
uddu

]
2332

or
[
C

S1(8),RR
ud

]
2233

). Espe-

cially for applications to very sensitive observables as EDMs, it is thus important to extend

the calculations of WET anomalous dimensions and threshold corrections to higher order.

Secondly, higher order corrections are necessary to constrain the few ∆F = 0 CP-

violating operators that are not listed in Table 1. These include
[
CS,RL
eu

]
1122

,
[
CS,RL
eu

]
1133

and all the entries with heavy leptons, for which it should be possible to generalize the

2-loop anomalous dimension for vector operators, and
[
CS,RR
ee

]
iijj

with i, j > 1. In

addition, we find very weak constraints on µ-charm and τ -charm semileptonic opera-

tors (
[
C

T (S),RR
eu

]
2222

,
[
C

T (S),RR
eu

]
3322

) and µ-bottom and τ -bottom semileptonic operators

(
[
C

T (S),RR
ed

]
2233

and
[
C

T (S),RR
ed

]
3333

). For these classes, it will be important to find addi-

tional paths.

Finally, reducing the theoretical uncertainties is crucial to the success of the EDM

program. This requires, in particular, to address the large hadronic and nuclear uncer-

tainties that affect the master formulae provided in this paper. In future the theoretical

uncertaintities can be included in the fits using smelli program [146].
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A Additional Formulae

In this section, we provide some additional master formulae for the ωThO, ωYbF (15) and

proton EDM (16).

αThO
I (µew) for the ωThO

nf = 3 + 1 nf = 5 + 3

[Ceγ ]11 (9.9± 2.1) · 1012 [CS,RR
eu ]1122 (−3.2± 0.6) · 106

[CS,RR
ee ]1111 (9.4± 2.1) · 104 [CT,RR

eu ]1122 (1.3± 0.3) · 109
[CS,RR

eu ]1111 (1.5± 0.3) · 109 [CS,RR
ed ]1133 (−1.3± 0.2) · 106

[CS,RR
ed ]1111 (1.5± 0.3) · 109 [CT,RR

ed ]1133 (−1.7± 0.3) · 109
[CS,RR

ed ]1122 (1.1± 0.2) · 108 [CS,RR
ee ]1122 (−2.0± 0.4) · 105

[CS,RL
eu ]1111 (1.5± 0.3) · 109 [CS,RR

ee ]1133 (−4.4± 0.7) · 106
[CS,RL

ed ]1111 (1.5± 0.3) · 109 [CS,RR
ee ]1221 (9.9± 2.0) · 106

[CS,RL
ed ]1122 (1.1± 0.3) · 108 [CS,RR

ee ]1331 (1.9± 0.4) · 108
[CT,RR

eu ]1111 (−8.7± 1.6) · 108 [CV,LR
ee ]1221 (−3.2± 0.6) · 106

[CT,RR
ed ]1111 (4.4± 0.8) · 108 [CV,LR

ee ]1331 (−5.1± 1.0) · 107
[CT,RR

ed ]1122 (3.1± 0.5) · 108 -

αYbF
I (µew) for the ωYbF

nf = 3 + 1 nf = 5 + 3

[Ceγ ]11 (1.6± 0.1) · 1012 [CS,RR
eu ]1122 (−5.2± 0.4) · 105

[CS,RR
ee ]1111 (1.5± 0.1) · 104 [CT,RR

eu ]1122 (2.1± 0.2) · 108
[CS,RR

eu ]1111 (1.4± 0.2) · 108 [CS,RR
ed ]1133 (−2.1± 0.2) · 105

[CS,RR
ed ]1111 (1.4± 0.2) · 108 [CT,RR

ed ]1133 (−2.7± 0.2) · 108
[CS,RR

ed ]1122 (1.1± 0.1) · 107 [CS,RR
ee ]1122 (−3.3± 0.2) · 104

[CS,RL
eu ]1111 (1.4± 0.2) · 108 [CS,RR

ee ]1133 (−7.1± 0.5) · 105
[CS,RL

ed ]1111 (1.4± 0.2) · 108 [CS,RR
ee ]1221 (1.6± 0.1) · 106

[CS,RL
ed ]1122 (1.1± 0.1) · 107 [CS,RR

ee ]1331 (3.1± 0.2) · 107
[CT,RR

eu ]1111 (−1.3± 0.1) · 108 [CV,LR
ee ]1221 (−5.1± 0.4) · 105

[CT,RR
ed ]1111 (6.5± 0.5) · 107 [CV,LR

ee ]1331 (−8.3± 0.7) · 106
[CT,RR

ed ]1122 (5.1± 0.4) · 107 -

Table 15: Master Formulae for ωThO and ωYbF in WET in the JMS basis at the EW scale.

The αThO
I and αYbF

I have units of (mrad/s)TeV2 and (mrad/s)TeV for the 4f and dipole

operators, respectively. The 90% CL upper bound on ωThO and ωYbF are 1.3mrad/s and

23.5mrad/s, respectively.
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αp
I(µew) for proton EDM

nf = 3 + 1 nf = 4 + 1 nf = 5 + 3

C
G̃

(−7.6± 3.8) · 10−22 [CuG]22 (−1.1± 0.5) · 10−20 [CdG]33 (−1.5± 0.8) · 10−21

[CdG]11 (2.1± 1.0) · 10−17 [Cuγ ]22 (1.0± 0.5) · 10−21 [Cdγ ]33 (−2.9± 1.4) · 10−23

[CdG]22 (1.5± 0.9) · 10−20 [CS1,RR
uu ]2222 (7.8± 3.9) · 10−25 [CV 1,LR

uddu ]1331 (−1.5± 0.7) · 10−21

[CuG]11 (4.8± 1.8) · 10−17 [CS8,RR
uu ]2222 (−1.8± 0.9) · 10−25 [CV 8,LR

uddu ]1331 (−8.1± 2.0) · 10−22

[Cdγ ]11 (2.3± 0.2) · 10−17 [CS1,RR
uu ]1122 (5.7± 2.9) · 10−22 [CV 1,LR

dd ]1331 (−6.1± 3.7) · 10−22

[Cdγ ]22 (3.0± 1.8) · 10−19 [CS8,RR
uu ]1122 (3.8± 8.2) · 10−23 [CV 8,LR

dd ]1331 (5.1± 1.0) · 10−22

[Cuγ ]11 (−9.3± 0.4) · 10−17 [CS1,RR
ud ]2211 (2.9± 1.3) · 10−22 [CV 1,LR

dd ]2332 (1.1± 0.6) · 10−24

[CV 1,LR
uddu ]1111 (5.9± 2.9) · 10−22 [CS8,RR

ud ]2211 (1.2± 0.4) · 10−22 [CV 8,LR
dd ]2332 (4.1± 2.2) · 10−24

[CV 8,LR
uddu ]1111 (8.9± 4.7) · 10−22 [CS1,RR

ud ]2222 (1.5± 1.4) · 10−26 [CS1,RR
dd ]3333 (3.0± 1.5) · 10−25

[CV 1,LR
uddu ]1221 (1.1± 0.5) · 10−21 [CS8,RR

ud ]2222 (5.1± 2.8) · 10−25 [CS8,RR
dd ]3333 (−6.4± 3.1) · 10−26

[CV 8,LR
uddu ]1221 (1.7± 0.8) · 10−21 [CS1,RR

uddu ]2112 (−1.3± 0.5) · 10−21 [CS1,RR
dd ]1133 (3.8± 1.9) · 10−22

[CV 1,LR
dd ]1221 (5.1± 2.7) · 10−22 [CS8,RR

uddu ]2112 (−3.6± 5.8) · 10−23 [CS8,RR
dd ]1133 (9.6± 5.3) · 10−23

[CV 8,LR
dd ]1221 (7.8± 4.0) · 10−22 [CS1,RR

uddu ]2222 (−2.4± 1.5) · 10−24 [CS1,RR
dd ]2233 (1.3± 0.8) · 10−25

[CS1,RR
uu ]1111 (−1.3± 0.7) · 10−21 [CS8,RR

uddu ]2222 (−1.9± 1.2) · 10−24 [CS8,RR
dd ]2233 (−3.7± 2.4) · 10−25

[CS8,RR
uu ]1111 (4.1± 2.6) · 10−22 [CS1,RR

uu ]1221 (−1.8± 1.2) · 10−21 [CS1,RR
dd ]1331 (−2.3± 1.1) · 10−21

[CS1,RR
dd ]1111 (−6.2± 3.6) · 10−22 [CS8,RR

uu ]1221 (8.3± 1.3) · 10−22 [CS8,RR
dd ]1331 (5.2± 1.6) · 10−22

[CS8,RR
dd ]1111 (1.9± 0.9) · 10−22 [CV 1,LR

uddu ]2112 (−2.5± 0.9) · 10−22 [CS1,RR
dd ]2332 (1.5± 0.9) · 10−24

[CS1,RR
dd ]2222 (1.0± 0.6) · 10−25 [CV 8,LR

uddu ]2112 (−1.5± 0.3) · 10−22 [CS8,RR
dd ]2332 (2.9± 1.7) · 10−24

[CS8,RR
dd ]2222 (1.2± 0.6) · 10−25 [CV 1,LR

uddu ]2222 (−8.1± 4.9) · 10−25 [CS1,RR
ud ]1133 (8.2± 3.7) · 10−22

[CS1,RR
dd ]1122 (−1.4± 0.9) · 10−22 [CV 8,LR

uddu ]2222 (−2.8± 1.6) · 10−24 [CS8,RR
ud ]1133 (3.9± 1.1) · 10−22

[CS8,RR
dd ]1122 (5.1± 2.3) · 10−23 [CV 1,LR

uu ]1221 (−2.9± 18.4) · 10−23 [CS1,RR
uddu ]1331 (−6.2± 2.5) · 10−21

[CS1,RR
dd ]1221 (−2.2± 0.9) · 10−22 [CV 8,LR

uu ]1221 (9.4± 0.6) · 10−22 [CS8,RR
uddu ]1331 (−1.1± 2.8) · 10−22

[CS8,RR
dd ]1221 (6.0± 2.6) · 10−23 - [CS1,RR

ud ]2233 (−2.1± 1.2) · 10−25

[CS1,RR
ud ]1111 (−4.8± 2.5) · 10−22 - [CS8,RR

ud ]2233 (−6.8± 3.3) · 10−26

[CS8,RR
ud ]1111 (1.5± 0.8) · 10−22 - [CS1,RR

uddu ]2332 (1.4± 0.6) · 10−24

[CS1,RR
ud ]1122 (−3.0± 1.7) · 10−22 - [CS8,RR

uddu ]2332 (−1.7± 0.9) · 10−25

[CS8,RR
ud ]1122 (1.1± 0.5) · 10−22 - [CV 1,LR

uddu ]2332 (3.8± 1.8) · 10−25

[CS1,RR
uddu ]1111 (−4.9± 2.5) · 10−22 - [CV 8,LR

uddu ]2332 (−1.0± 0.5) · 10−25

[CS8,RR
uddu ]1111 (1.5± 0.8) · 10−22 - -

[CS1,RR
uddu ]1221 (−5.1± 1.8) · 10−22 - -

[CS8,RR
uddu ]1221 (9.7± 5.3) · 10−23 - -

Table 16: Master Formula for dp in WET in the JMS basis at the EW scale. The αp
I have

units of e-cm.TeV2 and e-cm.TeV for the four-fermion and dipole operators, respectively.
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