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Abstract

We write down a geometric realization of the Standard Model Effective Field Theory
(SMEFT) extended by nf flavours of light sterile neutrinos, a so-called geoνSMEFT.
As with the geoSMEFT introduced by Helset, Martin and Trott, we show that a refac-
torization of the νSMEFT’s operator product expansion is possible, such that two- and
three-point composite operator forms are dressed with field-space connections composed
of towers of Higgs dressings and symmetry generators, valid at all-orders in the vT /Λ
expansion parameter of the EFT (vT ≡

√

2〈H†H〉) . These connections are parameter-
ized by real Higgs coordinates and contribute to the field-space geometry of the (ν)SM,
with structure linked to the strength of Beyond-the-(ν)Standard Model physics encoded
in vT /Λ. In addition to enumerating the relevant composite operators and associated
connections, we briefly outline the route to calculating all-vT /Λ-orders amplitudes, in-
cluding the flavor-invariant theory required to understand the neutrino mass-eigenstate
basis geometrically.

http://arxiv.org/abs/2208.11139v2
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1 Introduction and Motivation

Neutrino physics represents an ideal sector for probing novel interactions Beyond-the-Standard
Model (BSM). After all, the very presence of non-zero neutrino masses and Pontecorvo-Maki-
Nakagawa-Sakata (PMNS) mixings, as unambiguously inferred from global oscillation exper-
iments (cf. [1]), requires the introduction of operators beyond those furnished by the (renor-
malizable) SM Lagrangian. For example, upon allowing for an operator-product-expansion
(OPE) in non-renormalizable interactions, the SM Effective Field Theory (SMEFT) can eas-
ily generate a Majorana neutrino mass term via the dimension-five Weinberg Operator [2]
Q5,

LSMEFT ≡ LSM +
∑

i

C̃iQi = LSM +
1

2Λ

[

C 5
pr

(

H̃†ℓp

)T

C

(

H̃†ℓr

)

+ h.c.

]

+ O(1/Λ2) + ... , (1)

upon electroweak symmetry breaking, when the scalar Higgs field H acquires a vacuum expec-
tation value (VEV) vT ≡

√

2〈H†H〉. Here Ci represent unknown Wilson Coefficients (with
p, r flavor labels) that parameterize the infrared (IR) effects on local contact interactions Qi

coming from unspecified, decoupled ultraviolet (UV) dynamics propagating at an arbitrary
new physics scale Λ, with vT/Λ << 1. C is the charge conjugation matrix and H̃ is given
in terms of the Levi-Civita tensor ǫ, H̃j ≡ ǫjkH

†k.1 The SMEFT is therefore composed of
all (non-)renormalizable operators Q(d) of mass dimension d, invariant under spacetime and

1Note that our convention for ǫ is ǫ12 = −ǫ21 = ǫ21 = −ǫ12 = −1.
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H qL ℓL uR dR eR N

SU(3)c 1 3 1 3 3 1 1

SU(2)L 2 2 2 1 1 1 1

U(1)Y
1
2

1
6

−1
2

2
3

−1
3

−1 0

Table 1: Field and (gauge) symmetry content of the νSM(EFT).

SU(3)c× SU(2)L× U(1)Y gauge symmetries of the SM, composed of SM fields only (cf. the

first seven columns of Table 1), with unspecified couplings/coefficients C
(d)
i .

Similar in spirit to the SMEFT, the νSMEFT allows for all (non-)renormalizable gauge-
and spacetime-invariant operators composed of SM fields, but also introduces nf flavors of a
light gauge singlet neutrino N into the IR spectrum.2 The field and gauge symmetry content
of the νSM(EFT) is also presented in Table 1, while its Lagrangian is given by

LνSMEFT ≡ LSM + LN +
∑

i

C
(d)
i

Λd−4
Q(d)
i , (2)

where the renormalizable interactions of N are simply

LN = N i/∂ N − 1

2

[

N M N c +N cM⋆N
]

− ℓL H̃ YN N −N Y †
N H̃

† ℓL , (3)

which respectively constitute a kinetic term, lepton-number-violating (LNV) Majorana mass
terms, and novel Yukawa interactions that serve as a portal to the SM. Note also that in
(2) we have included the relevant scale suppression factor Λd−4 associated to a given mass-
dimension-d operator. Hence the νSMEFT is the relevant EFT describing nature at energy
scales MνSM << Λ, such that (2) allows one to calculate neutrino amplitudes in a model-
independent way, encoding the effects of heavier particles associated to explicit new physics
scenarios into (potentially) non-zero Wilson Coefficients. Indeed, accounting for the possibility
of N -dependent IR vertices is well-motivated not only by the observation of non-zero light
neutrino masses, but also by deeper theoretical concerns about the ability to embed the SM
enhanced by three Majorana neutrinos into a quantum theory of gravity [5–8], as well as a
host of experimental anomalies in short-baseline neutrino oscillation experiments dating back
to results from the Los Alamos Liquid Scintillator Neutrino Detector (LSND) — see e.g. [9]
for a recent review on sterile neutrino physics. As a result, significant theoretical interest has
developed around (2): building upon earlier results in [10–13], a complete operator basis up
to d = 9 is now available from [4], as are matching and renormalization group (RGE) analyses
at tree and one-loop accuracy [14, 15], along with numerous phenomenological studies at low
and high energies (see e.g. [15–26]).

Concurrent to growing interest and developments with the νSMEFT, recent progress has
also been made in understanding the mathematical behavior associated to arbitrarily high

2Note that N is the standard right-handed (RH), four-component neutrino spinor sometimes denoted by
NR in the literature (see e.g. [3]). We have removed the R subscript for clarity of notation, and for consistency

with the final results of [4]. Also, N c ≡ CN
T
.
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numbers of (non-derivative) Higgs interactions in generic EFTs, parameterized by (e.g.) suc-
cessive H†H insertions into the EFT Lagrangian. At arbitrary mass-dimensions these scalar
dressings generalize into well-defined field-space connections, compact objects that define ge-
ometries (e.g. metrics) on the field spaces defined by associated classes of EFT operator forms.
Critically, they can be defined at all-orders in the vT/Λ expansion of the (e.g.) SMEFT, are
in many instances field-redefinition invariant and, at least at tree level, can be used to re-
absorb an arbitrary tower of Wilson coefficients into a single mathematical object, thereby
reducing the free parameters of the EFT. Exploiting this fact, a so-called geometric SMEFT
(geoSMEFT) [27] has been developed recently, drawing on prior geometric insights into the
scalar sector of generalized Higgs Effective Field Theory [28, 29], as well as developments in
gauge-fixing [30] and demonstrating Ward identities [31] in the standard formulation of the
SMEFT. The geoSMEFT imposes a refactorization on the SMEFT’s OPE, such that

LSMEFT
!≡
∑

i

Gi (I, A, φ, ...) fi , (4)

where Gi are the aforementioned field-space connections which depend on the real coordinates
φ of the SM Higgs doublet parameterized as

H(φI) =
1√
2

[

φ2 + iφ1

φ4 − iφ3

]

, H̃(φI) =
1√
2

[

φ4 + iφ3

−φ2 + iφ1

]

, (5)

as well as (potentially) group indices I, A associated to symmetry generators of the SM gauge
group, while the composite operator forms fi carry all of the non-trivial Lorentz indices of
the SMEFT, including gauge-covariant derivatives of the Higgs field, DµH . For example,
in the gauge sector of the geo(ν)SMEFT one can readily identify the composite operator
fWW = WA

µνWB,µν , where the indices A,B run over the four electroweak gauge bosons (see
Section 2 below), and its associated connection GWW = gAB(φ) [27],3

gAB(φ) =

[

1 − 4

∞
∑

n=0

(

C̃
(6+2n)
HW (1 − δA4) + C̃

(6+2n)
HB δA4

)

(

φ2

2

)n+1
]

δAB

−
∞
∑

n=0

[

C̃
(8+2n)
HW,2

(

φIΓ
I
A,Jφ

J
) (

φLΓLB,Kφ
K
)

(1 − δA4) (1 − δB4)
]

(

φ2

2

)n

+

∞
∑

n=0

C̃
(6+2n)
HWB

[(

φIΓ
I
A,Jφ

J
)

(1 − δA4) δB4 + (A↔ B)
]

(

φ2

2

)n

, (6)

which is clearly defined at all vT/Λ orders, and which also amounts to a metric on the field
space defined by fWW ; sending the Wilson coefficients C̃ to zero recovers the (diagonal) SM
limit, and hence the size of new physics embedded in C̃ determines the curvature of this

3Here Γ are combinations of electroweak symmetry generators written in a four-dimensional real rep-
resentation (cf. Appendix A) and C̃i represent the standard notation for Wilson coefficients (normal-
ized to the new physics scale Λ) on effective operators in the gauge-Higgs sector of the SMEFT, e.g.

LSMEFT ⊃ C̃
(6+2n)
HB (H†H)(n+1)BµνBµν — see [27] for more details.
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field space. One can also obtain analytic forms for the all-orders generalizations of important
theory parameters from the definitions of Gi like gAB, e.g. gauge and Higgs boson masses,
gauge couplings, weak mixing angles [27], and even the fermionic mass and mixing angles of
the Dirac Yukawa (flavor) sector of the (geo)SM(EFT) [32]. The geoSMEFT also gives rapid
insight into the applicability/validity of schemes for estimating uncertainties coming from
higher-order effects in fixed-order phenomenological SMEFT studies [33,34], has facilitated a
global fit to electroweak precision data [35] and dedicated mono-lepton production study in
the d = 8 SMEFT [36], and is also applicable to loop calculations as demonstrated in [37] for
the SMEFT’s Higgs tadpole.

Hence both the νSMEFT and geoSMEFT amount to promising effective theories with
significant phenomenological applicability to current and future experiment. In what follows
we aim to merge these two technologies by presenting the first ‘geometric’ realization of the
νSMEFT — a so-called geoνSMEFT. We do so by enumerating the composite operator forms
fi associated to two- and three-point vertices in the geoνSMEFT in Section 2, while in Section
3 we define the all-orders field space connections Gi associated to the saturation of fi in mass
dimension d, which we demonstrate using (automated) Hilbert Series techniques. In Section
4 we then briefly discuss calculating all-orders amplitudes in the geoνSMEFT, including the
flavor-invariant theory required to describe the transformations to its neutrino mass-eigenstate
basis in a geometric way. We then conclude in Section 5, and collect some conventions and
definitions required to reproduce our results and better understand the geometric formalism
in Appendix A.

2 geoνSMEFT Composite Operator Forms

Constructing the geoνSMEFT amounts to imposing the geometric factorization of (4) on the
traditional formulation of the νSMEFT Lagrangian,

LνSMEFT
!≡
∑

i

Gi (I, A, φ, ...) fi , (7)

and so our principal task is to identify the Gi and fi in this theory. In this Section we approach
the latter composite operator forms fi, recalling that [27]

• whilst a geometric formulation of an EFT is possible regardless of operator basis, the
exact analytic forms of the fi and corresponding Gi can take on a basis dependence.

• a finite list of fi can only be found for two- and three-point fi, where a ‘point’ can
constitute a field-strength tensor Xµν , a fermion ψ, a Higgs-derivative term Dµφ, or a
fermion-derivative term Dµψ. This is due to the failure of integration-by-parts identities
to reduce out higher-derivative operators acting on (n > 3)-point functions.

With this in mind we will construct a geometric formulation of the two- and three-point
νSMEFT that is consistent with the operator basis presented in [4] up to d = 9, which is
simultaneously consistent with the output of a Hilbert Series calculation.4 Our notation for fi

4We have explicitly checked that the number of operators presented in [4] is consistent with Table 2. For
example, [4] finds that there are N (nf ) = nf/72 (16651n

5
f + 327n4

f + 64519n3
f − 1335n2

f + 17182nf + 432)
operators in the νSMEFT at d = 9, which yields {N (1),N (2),N (3)} = {1358, 30102, 243944}.
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νSMEFT Operator Counting

Mass Dimension 5 6 7 8 9 10 11

nf = 1
4 113 110 1316 1918 21540 37354

2 29 80 323 1358 6084 25392

nf = 2
14 1037 1226 14008 41720 435452 1191386

8 343 894 4205 30102 160805 820964

nf = 3
30 4659 5748 65207 334400 3513704 11347838

18 1614 4206 20400 243944 1421263 7875572

Table 2: Operator counting up to mass dimension 11 in the νSMEFT with one, two, and
three flavors nf , assuming that the number of sterile neutrino flavors is equal to the number
of SM fermion flavors. This table is generated with ECO [38] and can be trivially extended to
higher mass dimensions. Note that our counting on the top row, for a given number of flavors,
includes both the operators of the traditional SMEFT as well as those with N dependence,
while the counting on the second row only includes the number of novel N -dependent operators
at said mass dimension. From this one sees that at nf = 1 (3) we obtain 84 (3045) independent
SMEFT operators at mass dimension six, in line with standard counting schemes.

will follow the four-component spinor notation presented there, and will otherwise also respect
the conventions presented in [27].

To the latter end we follow [27] and, in addition to the real scalar field coordinates φI =
{φ1, φ2, φ3, φ4} parameterizing (5), we also combine the SM electroweak gauge bosons and
corresponding couplings into four-vectors WA = {W1,W2,W3, B} and αA = {g2, g2, g2, g1}.
Noting that the bosonic field content of the νSMEFT is identical to that of the SMEFT, we
can then define the transformations to the bosonic mass-eigenstate basis via

UA
C =

√
gABUBC and VIK =

√
h
IJ
VJK , (8)

where
√
gAB (

√
h
IJ

) is the matrix square-root of the expectation value of (6), the field-space
connection associated to the WAWB ((Dµφ)I(Dµφ)J) bilinear composite operator in the stan-
dard geoSMEFT, L ⊃ gAB(φ)WAWB (hIJ(φ)Dµφ)I(Dµφ)J), and UBC and VJK are unitary
matrices defined as

UBC =













1√
2

1√
2

0 0
i√
2
− i√

2
0 0

0 0 cθ sθ
0 0 −sθ cθ













, VJK =













−i√
2

i√
2

0 0
1√
2

1√
2

0 0

0 0 −1 0

0 0 0 1













, (9)

with cθ, sθ also defined geometrically in terms of
√
gAB and αA — see [27] and Appendix A

for more details. Finally the mass-eigenstate fields and couplings for the bosonic sector of the
geo(ν)SMEFT are given by [27, 30]

WA,µ = UA
CAC,µ , φJ = VJKΦK , αA = UA

C β
C , (10)
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where AC,µ (ΦK) are the physical gauge (scalar) bosons of the SM,

AC,µ = {W+,W−,Z,A} , ΦK = {Φ−,Φ+, χ, h} , (11)

and βC are the physical gauge couplings,

βC =

{

g2 (1 − i)√
2

,
g2 (1 + i)√

2
,
√

g21 + g22
(

c2
θ
− s2

θ

)

,
2g1g2

√

g21 + g22

}

, (12)

written here with the couplings g1,2 in the (unbarred) (ν)SM limit, i.e. when higher-order
operators do not contribute to their definition. Their all-orders (barred) generalizations in
the geometric framework are given in Appendix A along with the geometric weak mixing
angles appearing in (9) and (12). In particular, these definitions — written in terms of the
all-orders field-space connections gAB and hIJ — allow one to straightforwardly define the
physical electroweak gauge boson masses (amongst other fundamental Lagrangian parameters)
geometrically,

m2
W =

g22
4

√

h11
2
v2T , m2

Z =
g2Z
4

√

h33
2
v2T , m2

A = 0 , (13)

which can be expanded to arbitrary order in vT/Λ.

2.1 Enumerating Two- and Three-Point Functions

As stated above we aim to enumerate the finite set of two- and three-point composite operator
forms fi of the geoνSMEFT, where a ‘point’ can a priori be a fermion ψ, a field-strength tensor,
a Higgs-derivative term, or a fermion-derivative term:5

(Dµφ)I =

(

∂µδIJ −
1

2
WA,µγ̃IA,J

)

φJ ,

Dµψ =

[

∂µ + ig3GµATA + i
g2√

2

(

W+T+ + W−T−)+ igZ
(

T3 − s2θZQψ

)

Zµ + iQψeAµ

]

ψ ,

WA
µν = ∂µWA

ν − ∂νWA
µ − ǫ̃ABCWB

µ WC
ν . (14)

Furthermore, we are only interested in identifying operators that are novel with respect to the
geoSMEFT, and so we only need to identify functions whose fi have an explicit dependence
on the sterile gauge-singlet N . Finally, given that N is a Lorentz spinor, the relevant fi must
come with at least two fermion-dependent points, since Gi only has scalar field dependence.

Considering these simple constraints, one can rapidly enumerate the two- and three-point
composite operators fi that fulfill them, finding

• a Yukawa operator of the form YN(φ)N ℓ,

5Following [27, 30], the γA matrices are electroweak symmetry generators written in a four-dimensional
real representation, and their tilded notation (and that of the Levi-Civita tensors ǫBC) implies that a gauge-
coupling has been absorbed into the definition — see Appendix A for details. TA are the Gell-Mann matrices
of QCD, 2T± = σ1 ± iσ2 and T3 = σ3/2 are isospin generators composed of Pauli matrices σ{1,2,3}, and
Qψ = σ3/2+Yψ is the electric charge of the specified fermion in terms of its hypercharge Yψ, given in Table 1.
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geoνSMEFT Composite Operator Saturation

Mass Dimension d0 d0 + 2 d0 + 4 d0 + 6 d0 + 8

YN(φ)Nℓ + h.c. 2nf · nl 2nf · nl 2nf · nl 2nf · nl 2nf · nl
dNℓ(φ)N σµν ℓWµν + h.c. 4nf · nl 6nf · nl 6nf · nl 6nf · nl 6nf · nl
LeN(φ) (Dµφ) e γµN + h.c. 2nf · nl 2nf · nl 2nf · nl 2nf · nl 2nf · nl

LNN (φ) (Dµφ)NγµN n2
f n2

f n2
f n2

f n2
f

ηN (φ)NN c + h.c. (nf + n2
f ) (nf + n2

f ) (nf + n2
f ) (nf + n2

f ) (nf + n2
f )

deN(φ) e σµν N
cWµν + h.c. 2nf · nl 2nf · nl 2nf · nl 2nf · nl 2nf · nl

dNN(φ)NσµνN
cWµν + h.c. 1

2
(nf + n2

f) (nf + n2
f ) (nf + n2

f ) (nf + n2
f ) (nf + n2

f )

LℓN(φ) (Dµφ) ℓC γµN + h.c. 4nf · nl 4nf · nl 4nf · nl 4nf · nl 4nf · nl

Table 3: Saturation of composite geoνSMEFT operators in mass dimension, for arbitrary
numbers of sterile neutrino flavors nf and SU(2)L lepton doublet flavors nl. For the Yukawa and
LNV mass operators the relevant starting dimension is d0 = 4 (including the Majorana mass
matrix), while the dipole and derivative-type operators turn on at varying mass dimensions:
d0(dNN) = 5, d0(dNℓ, LeN , LNN) = 6, d0(deN , LℓN) = 7. The table is organized into even- and
odd-dimensional fi.

• a Majorana mass operator of the form ηN (φ)N N c,

• dipole-type operators of the form dψ1ψ2
(φ)ψ1 σµν ψ2Wµν with ψ1ψ2 ∈ {Nℓ, eN c, NN c},

• single-derivative operators of the form LψN (φ) (Dµφ)ψ1 γµ ψ2 with ψ1ψ2 ∈ {eN,NN, ℓCN},

as well as hermitian-conjugate combinations of said fields, when relevant. We now study the
saturation of the fi listed above by utilizing techniques embedded in the Hilbert Series (HS),
and the novel (automated) HS generator ECO [38]. ECO is a FORM [39,40] program that exploits
the Molien-Weyl formula for computing HS, and which speeds up the computation by orders of
magnitude in comparison to prior similar approaches (see e.g. [41–43]). It has built-in support
for counting EFT operators with (B)SM particle content and SM gauge symmetries, as well
as additional gauge or global U(1) symmetries as defined by the user. For example, we have
computed the ECO counting of νSMEFT operators up to d = 11 and nf = nl = 3 in Table 2.6

If the field-space connections associated to the two- and three-point operators enumerated
above are truly defined at all-orders in vT/Λ, one must demonstrate that the number of
independent operators (accounting for all flavor and gauge indices) constituting the composite
operator forms fi saturate at a finite value in mass dimension. We have shown that this is
indeed the case for all of the functions defined in Section 2.1, with the results presented in
Table 3 for mass dimensions up to d0 +8, where d0 is the mass dimension where the composite

6Whilst trivial, we are unaware of any counting of νSMEFT operators up to this mass dimension present
in the literature. Note that generating the nf = 3 counting of 11347838 d = 11 νSMEFT operators required
only 1.57 seconds of computing time on a standard laptop (!)

7



operator first appears in the νSMEFT. Note that in what follows we begin the counting of
the operators contributing to a given connection at the first order they appear in the non-
renormalizable OPE, but in Section 3 we will include any renormalizable contributions as well,
for completeness.

2.2 Saturation in vT/Λ: Even-Dimensional Operators

YN(φ)N ℓ

One observes that, as expected, the Yukawa operators of the form

[

Q(6+2n)
NH

]

pr
=
(

H†H
)n+1

H̃† (Npℓr
)

(15)

saturate immediately in the 1/Λ expansion as a function of the number of independent coef-
ficients in the p× r flavor matrix: nf · nl (×2 to account for the Hermitian conjugate matrix
∝ ℓN).

dNℓ(φ)N σµν ℓW
µν

At mass dimension six there are contributions to the first dipole operator from both B and
W a couplings,

[

Q(6+2n)
NℓW

]

pr
= i
(

H†H
)n
H̃†σA

(

Np σµν ℓrWµν
A

)

, (16)

while, beginning at mass dimension 8, additional couplings to the SU(2)L bosons are allowed
via operators of the form

[

Q(8+2n)
NℓW2

]

pr
= −i

(

H†H
)n
(

H̃†σAH
)

H† (N p σµν ℓrWµν
A

)

(1 − δA4) . (17)

That two additional sets of composite operator forms, accounting for novel couplings to W a

(but with different SU(2)L contractions), enter at dimension eight and beyond explains the
jump in counting in Table 3 between d0 and d0 + 2 by a factor of 3/2. For example, for
nf = nl = 3, the Wa boson couplings contribute 18 operators (including Hermitian conjugate
structures) at d = 6 and 36 operators at d = 8 and beyond, while the B-field couplings
contribute 18 operators at all even mass dimensions starting at d = 6.

LeN(φ) (Dµφ)eγµN

The operator saturation for this derivative operator occurs immediately in mass dimension,
as the sole contributors are from operators of the form

[

Q(6+2n)
DeN

]

pr
= −

(

H†H
)n
(

H† iDµ H̃
)

(ep γµNr) (18)

and their hermitian conjugates, which contribute at mass dimension six and above.

8



LNN(φ) (Dµφ)NγµN

The saturation for this set of derivative operators is again immediate in mass dimension,
following from νSMEFT operators of the form

[

Q(6+2n)
DNN

]

pr
=
(

H†H
)n (

H† iDµH
) (

NpγµNr

)

, (19)

which generate n2
f contributions.

2.3 Saturation in vT/Λ: Odd-Dimensional Operators

ηN(φ)N N c

The LNV connection ηN (φ) is a complex symmetric matrix in flavor space, and so there are
fewer degrees of freedom (operators) of the form

[

Q(5+2n)
NN

]

pr
=
(

H†H
)n+1 (

N pN
c
r

)

(20)

in comparison to Yukawas, namely nf (1 + nf )/2 (again ×2 to account for operators ∝ N cN),
although, as with the Yukawas, operator saturation occurs immediately in mass dimension.

deN(φ) eσµν N
cW

µν

The operators contributing to this RH connection are of the form
[

Q(7+2n)
eNW

]

pr
= i
(

H†H
)n
(

H†σAH̃
)

(ep σµν N
c
r Wµν

A ) (1 − δA4) , (21)

where it is clear that they begin at mass-dimension seven, and that there are no couplings to
the hypercharge gauge boson B at any mass dimension. Saturation in 1/Λ is immediate.

dNN(φ)N σµν N
cW

µν

This set of dipole terms saturate in a way that is analogous to dNℓ above, in that an additional
class of operators turns on at next-to-leading order in the 1/Λ OPE. To see this, note that at
dimension five the only contributions to fi come from operators of the form

[

Q(5+2n)
NNB

]

pr
= i
(

H†H
)n
σA
(

Np σµν N
c
r Wµν

A

)

δA4 , (22)

which only couple to the U(1)Y gauge boson B, whereas beginning at dimension seven one
also finds contributions to fi from

[

Q(7+2n)
NNW

]

pr
= i
(

H†H
)n (

H†σAH
) (

N p σµν N
c
r Wµν

A

)

(1 − δA4) , (23)

i.e. from the SU(2)L gauge bosons Wa. Hence one sees the number of contributing operators
jump by a factor of two in Table 3 for this sector. However, after dimension 7 there are no
further contributions, and the counting saturates at (nf + n2

f ) as expected.
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LℓN(φ)
(

Dµφ/H̃†
)

ℓCγµ N

This derivative class is unique in that, in the basis of [4], the connection LℓN can be un-
derstood to contain two independent sub-classes of composite operators fi in the geometric
formulation, LℓN(φ) ⊃ {LℓN1(φ), LℓN2(φ)}, for which two independent field-space connections
can be written down in Section 3. The operator classes are given by

[

Q(7+2n)
DℓN1

]

pr
=
(

H†H
)n+1

(

iDµ H̃†
)

(ℓpC γµNr) , (24)

[

Q(7+2n)
DℓN2

]

pr
=
(

H†H
)n (

H† iDµH
)

H̃† (ℓpC γµNr) , (25)

where the differentiating feature is the SU(2)L contractions of the Higgs-derivative terms,
which occurs through the SU(2)L lepton doublet ℓ in (24), as opposed to the additional
conjugate Higgs field H̃† in (25). The latter contraction for LℓN2(φ) generates an SU(2)L
scalar with polynomial dependence on the real coordinates φI from the outset of the geometric
factorization, leaving an explicit Dµφ term in the fi, whereas our geoνSMEFT notation leaves
the real Higgs-coordinate dependence implicit in the DµH̃† term appearing in the fi for (24).7

Regardless, both operator classes in (24)-(25) individually contribute 2nf · nl terms in the
saturation presented in Table 3, (totaling 4nf · nl terms), which occurs immediately in the
vT/Λ expansion.

3 geoνSMEFT Field-Space Connections

Having enumerated the two- and three-point operator classes with well-defined connections
in field space, and shown that they saturate in mass-dimension as they must to be defined
at all orders in the vT/Λ expansion, we can now write down the exact functional forms of
their associated field space connections. In what follows, we do so for each operator found in
Section 2.1, which can generically be defined as a variation of the SMEFT Lagrangian with
respect to the field combinations appearing in the fi under question,

Gi ≡
δkL(ν)SMEFT
∏k̂

i=1 δf̂i

∣

∣

∣

L(α,β,..)→0
, (26)

where k̂, f̂ indicates a modified ‘pointiness’ (counting fermion bilinears as a single variation)
of the composite operator, and where the L(α, β, ..) → 0 notation implies that all spin con-
nections and Lagrangian terms, dependent on effective gauge couplings (α, β, ...) and carrying
non-trivial Lorentz indices, are sent to zero. For example, the Higgs potential connection in
the geo(ν)SMEFT is trivially given by V (φ) = −LSMEFT|L(α,β,...)→0, while the YN(φ), dNℓ(φ),
and LeN(φ) connections from above are respectively defined as

{

δLνSMEFT

δ
(

Npℓr
) ,

δ2LνSMEFT

δ(Npσµνℓr) δWµν
,

δ2LνSMEFT

δ(Dµφ)δ(epγµNr)

}∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

L(α,β,..)→0

, (27)

7This is analogous to the appearance of H̃†(φ) in (29) below, for the Yukawa connection YN (φ).
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where again {p, r} are flavor labels. Hermitian conjugate connections can of course also be
similarly defined when relevant. In what follows we will not explicitly list all of the variational
definitions analogous to (27), but instead give the resulting analytic form for each connection.

Note that in doing so one can work out the following conversions between Higgs field
contractions, when moving to the real φi coordinate basis:

H†H =
1

2
φIφ

I ≡ 1

2
φ2 , H† σAH = −1

2
φI ΓIA,J φ

J ,

H̃† σAH =
1

2
φ̃I
(

−ΓIA,J + iγIA,J
)

φJ , H† iDµH = −1

2
φI
(

iΓI4,J + γI4,J
)

(Dµφ)J ,

H† σA H̃ =
1

2
φ̃I
(

−ΓIA,J − iγIA,J
)

φJ , H† iDµ H̃ = −1

2
φI
(

iΓI4,J + γI4,J
)

(Dµφ̃)J (28)

Here φ̃ = {φ3, φ4,−φ1,−φ2}. Given (26) and (28) one can then quickly derive the all-orders
field-space connections for the operator classes identified in Section 2, which we do below
for each fi. Note that we absorb any dependence on the implied new physics scale Λ into
the definition of the Wilson coefficients, as in (e.g.) (1). We also organize the following
presentation based on the class of physics operators found in Section 2 (i.e. mass-type, dipole-
type, or derivative-type), as opposed to by the (odd or even) mass dimension that they enter
the νSMEFT OPE.

3.1 Mass-Type Operators

The Yukawa-like field-space connection YN defined above is given by

YN(φ)pr = −H̃†(φI) [YN ]†pr + H̃†(φI)
∞
∑

n=0

C̃
(6+2n)
NH
pr

(

φ2

2

)n+1

(29)

in its closed-form, all-orders expression. One observes that the leading contribution to YN(φ)
is from the νSM Yukawa operator given in (3), and that H̃†(φ) remains in its (complex) two-
component doublet form (as opposed to a four-component real vector φI), since it must still
be contracted with the SU(2)L doublet ℓ in the composite operator form factored out of this
expression in the geo(ν)SMEFT formalism. On the other hand, the infinite tower of H†H
dressings has been contracted and converted to the real coordinates of the Higgs field space.

Similarly, the LNV Majorana mass field-space connection ηN(φ) is given by

ηN(φ)pr = −1

2
[MN ]pr +

∞
∑

n=0

C̃
(5+2n)
NN
pr

(

φ2

2

)n+1

(30)

where we have kept the factor of 1/2, due to the Majorana nature of the mass matrix appearing
at leading order, in the renormalizable term.

3.2 Dipole-Type Operators

There are three dipole-like composite operator forms appearing in Table 3, with the first
a coupling between {N, ℓ,Wµν}, the second between {e,N c,Wµν}, and the third between
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{N,N c,Wµν}. The associated field-space connections are respectively given by

dNℓ(φ)pr = i

∞
∑

n=0

[

H̃†(φ) σA C̃
(6+2n)
NℓW

pr

+
φ̃I
2

(

ΓIA,J − i γIA,J
)

φJ (1 − δA4)H
†(φ) C̃

(8+2n)
NℓW2

pr

]

(

φ2

2

)n

,

for the even connection, and

deN(φ)pr = i
∞
∑

n=0

[

φ̃I
2

(

ΓIA,J + iγIA,J
)

φJ (1 − δA4) C̃
(7+2n)
eNW

pr

]

(

φ2

2

)n

,

dNN(φ)pr = i
∞
∑

n=0

[

σA δA4 C̃
(5+2n)
NNB

pr

− φI
2

ΓIA,J φ
J (1 − δA4) C̃

(7+2n)
NNW

pr

](

φ2

2

)n

, (31)

for the odd connections. Unlike the Yukawa and Majorana connections of Section 3.1, it’s
clear that these dipole-like connections have support only at the non-renormalizable level,
with the earliest contribution coming at d = 5 for the RH connection dNN(φ). One also
clearly observes the structure associated to two different operator types contributing to the
saturation of dNN(φ) and dNℓ(φ), discussed in Section 2 and visible in Table 3.

3.3 Derivative-Type Operators

Distinguishing both sub-classes of operators associated to LℓN(φ), there are four additional
composite operator forms fi with a derivative dependence appearing in Table 3. They couple
{Dµφ, e,N}, {Dµφ,N,N}, {Dµφ, ℓC, N}, and {DµH̃†, ℓC, N}, and their respective field-space
connections are given by

LeN(φ)pr =

∞
∑

n=0

[

φI
2

(

iΓI4,J + γI4,J
)

C̃
(6+2n)
DeN
pr

](

φ2

2

)n

,

LNN(φ)pr = −
∞
∑

n=0

[

φI
2

(

iΓI4,J + γI4,J
)

C̃
(6+2n)
DNN

pr

](

φ2

2

)n

,

for the even connections and

LℓN1(φ)pr =

∞
∑

n=0

C̃
(7+2n)
DℓN1

pr

(

φ2

2

)n+1

LℓN2(φ)pr = −
∞
∑

n=0

[

φI
2

(

iΓI4,J + γI4,J
)

H̃† C̃
(7+2n)
DℓN2

pr

](

φ2

2

)n

, (32)

for the odd connections, which are again all fundamentally non-renormalizable objects whose
support begins only at d = 6 or d = 7 in the 1/Λ expansion of the νSMEFT.
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Summary Comments

We have presented a complete list of field-space connections Gi associated to the novel (N -
dependent) two- and three-point interactions introduced in the νSMEFT. These objects are
defined at all-orders in the vT/Λ expansion of the νSMEFT’s Lagrangian (2), and can be
(if desired) trivially expanded to any fixed-order in said expansion as may be required for
phenomenology. Upon H(φ) acquiring its vev, the Gi reduce to a number and emissions of
the physical Higgs field h. Some additional comments are in order:

• The Gi are defined on the field spaces formed by the composite operators presented in
Section 2, and hence these new objects will contribute to the overall field-space geometry
of the geoνSMEFT. However, we have not made an attempt to formally define any novel
geometric structures (e.g. metrics, Christoffel symbols, Riemmann curvature tensors,
covariant derivatives..) that may be associated to them, beyond those implied in [27],
as doing so in fermionic theories represents an active line of research. It is true that, as
in [27], sending C → 0 in the geo(ν)SMEFT amounts to a projection to the renormaliz-
able, ‘flat’ (ν)SM of (2), where at least this notion of ‘flatness’ can be defined with respect
to curvature tensors derived from the same (bosonic) metrics hIJ and gAB that appear
in the geoSMEFT [27], or perhaps even the unified gauge-Higgs metric recently explored
in [44, 45]. Then (field-redefinition-invariant) physical scattering amplitudes become
simple functions of the descendant geometric objects (e.g. curvature tensors and covari-
ant derivatives) derived from said metric(s). In this setup, at least the non-derivative
fermionic ‘mass-type’ Gi defined above might be thought of as contributions to a gener-
alized all-vT/Λ-orders potential term, cf. [44,46], which will also contribute to scattering
amplitudes and RG-evolved geometric objects — see [44] and the comments below. On
the other hand, defining explicit fermionic field-space metric(s) analogous to (or in unison
with) the scalar and gauge sectors is potentially complicated by the fact that fermions
have first-order equations of motion and are also non-commutative, Grassmannian fields.
The authors of [46] have recently presented a formalism based on supermanifolds [47,48]
that they argue circumvents these issues, yielding well-defined metrics and descendant
geometric quantities, and ultimately a manifestly reparameterization-invariant theory.
Extending this type of analysis to the all-vT/Λ-orders geo(ν)SMEFT would be interest-
ing future work. Another option may be to extend the kinematics-dependent geometric
formalism of [49] to the geo(ν)SMEFT. Generally speaking though, a more robust under-
standing of the mathematical properties of fermionic Gi, how to understand their role in
implied field-space geometries, and how to exploit them phenomenologically represent
active lines of research in the literature. Regardless, the factorization and definitions
presented in Sections 2-3 above hold independently of any such embedding.

• Given their all-orders definition, the Gi can be understood to absorb all the (otherwise
arbitrary) Wilson coefficients C present into a single object, thereby effectively reducing
the number of free parameters in the EFT, at least at tree level. However, realistic
phenomenology requires an understanding of the RG structure of an EFT, as is known
for (e.g.) the d = 6 SMEFT [50–52]. How the Gi defined above and in [27] behave
under RG evolution — and critically whether or not an all-vT/Λ-orders structure is
preserved under said RGE — remains an open question in the literature for arbitrary Gi.
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However, the RGE for (e.g.) Riemman curvature tensors formed from bosonic field-space
metrics has been recently computed in [44,45] for the unified scalar-gauge effective theory
defined therein, revealing that the geometric objects (including an auxiliary potential)
appearing at tree level also control the theory’s scale evolution. In this sense the RGE
generates a deformation of the implied tree-level geometry, and this should also be true
for the connections Gi (and any derivative objects) defined at all-vT/Λ-orders as above.
Demonstrating this will establish a Lagrangian and subsequent scattering amplitude
predictions that hold at all-vT/Λ-orders and all scales, and again represents future work.

• While we have only discussed the finite list of two- and three-point operators, connections
can be readily derived for higher-point functions as well. This means that, for a par-
ticular physical process, one can straightforwardly obtain an all-vT/Λ-orders, tree-level
amplitude in the geo(ν)SMEFT.

• While we have only discussed electroweak interactions with the gauge singlet, strong
interactions are also possible, albeit in higher-point fi — see e.g. [4].

• In (14) we mentioned that operators with fermion-derivative terms can in principle also
contribute to the two- and three-point geo(ν)SMEFT, though no such objects were
found in Section 2. Yet fermion-derivative term(s) appear in the d = 7 νSMEFT bases
presented in [12, 13], not to mention the d = 7 SMEFT bases presented in [53, 54].
However, one can manipulate derivative operators in two- and three-point interactions
such that they only strike Higgs fields, and in a manner where successive insertions
of derivatives on operators with two fermions (e.g. O ∼ D2nH2ψ2) only contribute
to (n > 3)-point interactions — see [4] ( [55]) for evidence of this in the νSMEFT
(SMEFT).8 Note that this also has implications for the all-vT/Λ-orders structure of
field-space metrics derived for fermionic theories using (e.g.) the supermanifold methods
of [46] mentioned above.

• To our knowledge, ηN , d(eN,NN), and LℓN represent the first odd-dimensional field-space
connections derived in the literature. It would be interesting to derive analogous forms
in the geoSMEFT, and pursue their phenomenology as well.

The final commentary regarding the derivation of all-order Feynman rules in specific bases
will be left to Section 4 below.

4 Towards Phenomenology at All vT/Λ Orders

While the results of Sections 2-3 represent the core output of this study, in this Section we
briefly outline the route to calculating all-vT/Λ-orders amplitudes in the geoνSMEFT defined
above, which will be pursued in more detail in later work.

Indeed, besides the benefits mentioned at the end of Section 3, the geometric formulation
presented above also allows for the immediate derivation of Feynman rules which are them-
selves valid at all orders in vT/Λ. For example, upon gauge-fixing the geo(ν)SMEFT with the

8I thank Adam Martin for this important comment and insight. Also see the dim = 9 SMEFT basis in [56].
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Background Field Method (BFM) [57–61],9 which effectively doubles the bosonic field content
of the Lagrangian,

Lcl

(

φI ,WA,GA, ψ
)

−→ Lcl

(

φI + φ̂I ,WA + ŴA,GA + ĜA, ψ
)

, (33)

one is capable of computing amplitudes whose external particles are all classical background
fields (the hatted quantities in (33)), while internal propagators are quantum fields. See
(e.g.) [37] for a complete one-loop calculation with the BFM in the geoSMEFT.

Critically, in the geometric formalism, the field-space connections amount to all-order
vertices whilst the composite operator forms source any non-trivial momentum dependence
that may appear. In order to extract the former, all one needs to do is take the variation of
the connection with respect to the physical (external) higgs field ĥ, and then the expectation
value of the resulting object:

F(O(Gi fi)) ∝
〈

δGi

δĥ

〉

, (34)

with the LHS colloquially denoting ‘the Feynman rule associated to the Lagrangian operator
Oi = Gifi.’ The simplest such objects are those where the Higgs dependence lies exclusively in
the connections Gi, and where the momentum-dependence is trivial, e.g. the Majorana-mass
and Yukawa-like interactions in (30)-(29). For these couplings the all-orders Feynman rule is
just an all-orders vertex function:10

{ĥ, N p, N
c
r} = −i

〈

δηN (φ)pr

δĥ

〉

= −i
√
h
44

∞
∑

n=0

(2n+ 2)

2n+1
C̃

(5+2n)
NN
pr

v2n+1
T , (35)

{ĥ, N p, ℓr} = −i
〈

δYN(φ)pr

δĥ

〉

= i

√
h
44

√
2
Y †
N,pr − i

√
h
44

√
2

∞
∑

n=0

(2n+ 3)

2n+1
C̃

(6+2n)
NH
pr

v2n+2
T , (36)

= −i
√
h
44M

D

N,pr

vT
− i

√
h
44

√
2

∞
∑

n=0

(2n+ 2)

2n+1
C̃

(6+2n)
NH
pr

v2n+2
T , (37)

where the first term in (36) is simply the renormalizable Yukawa coupling from (3) and
the vev vT is defined as the minimum of the tree-level Higgs potentital in the (all-orders)

geo(ν)SMEFT. The Dirac mass matrix M
D

N in (37) is simply the expectation value of the

all-orders Yukawa connection, M
D

N ≡ 〈YN(φ)〉. Observe that the convention in (36) ((37)) is
analogous to the geoSMEFT Yukawa rules convention found in [27] ( [37]).

A priori, with (35)-(37) (and its conjugate vertex) one can begin computing certain all-
vT/Λ-orders amplitudes, e.g. for the tree-level h → Nℓ decay, or portions of the one-loop
self-energy correction to the N propagator. However, extreme care must be taken when
considering the Feynman rules of interacting Majorana fields due to additional subtleties

9See e.g. [62–65] for prior studies utilizing the BFM in SMEFT contexts, and [31, 65, 66] where it is shown
that the BFM allows for the preservation of Ward identities in the SMEFT. I thank Tyler Corbett for his help
understanding Feynman rules in geometric EFTs.

10Recall that the mass-eigenstate Higgs coordinates are given by (10), and that SSB is realized by expanding
φ4 around the vev, φ4 → φ4 + vT .
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in their associated Wick contractions with respect to purely Dirac particles. A consistent
formalism is presented in [67,68], which introduces the notion of a fermion flow, in addition to
the standard fermion number flow considered when only Dirac particles interact. Furthermore,
one must also take care when considering the implicit all-orders definitions of the Lagrangian

parameters present in (36), e.g. M
D

N . For example, calculating amplitudes with definite flavors
(e.g. e vs. µ) requires knowledge of the fermion-mass-eigenstate basis and its associated flavor
transformations, i.e. the PMNS matrix controlling leptonic charged currents. We will discuss
the former issue in future work, and briefly outline the challenges to treating neutrino flavor
geometrically in the next Section.

4.1 Neutrino Mass Eigenstates and Flavor Structures

The connections and operator forms enumerated in Sections 2-3 can be rotated to/from the
mass-eigenstate basis of the weak gauge and/or Higgs bosons via (8)-(10),11 while rotating to
the fermion mass-eigenstate basis, necessary for flavored phenomenology, introduces additional
physical rotations into the Lagrangian. It is well known that (again see [9]) this basis change
mixes active and sterile neutrino fields even at the renormalizable level, such that the gauge
singlet can participate in weak interactions via its admixtures in active mass eigenstates. The
situation is even more complex in the geo(ν)SMEFT.

Specifically, organizing the operators above that contribute to the neutrino mass sector in
the broken electroweak phase of the theory gives contributions of the form

Lmass = −1

2

(

νcL N
)

·
(

〈ηℓ(φ)〉 〈YT
N(φ)〉

〈YN(φ)〉 〈ηN(φ)〉

)

·
(

νL

N c

)

+ h.c. ≡ −1

2
nMν n+ h.c. , (38)

where we have used νcLN
c = NνL and condensed flavor indices, such that

(

νcL, N
)

is an
(nℓ + nf )-dimensional row vector in flavor space, where nℓ (nf) is again the number of SU(2)L
doublet ℓ (SU(2)L singlet N) generations in the theory. Here the brackets 〈〉 indicate that
the expectation value of the Higgs field has been taken in all of the field-space connections
contributing to the tree-level mass terms. The YN(φ) and ηN(φ) objects are defined in (29)
and (30) respectively, and we have also introduced a novel ‘Weinberg Connection’ ηℓ(φ) in the
(1,1) entry of the flavor matrix in (38). This object is the field-space connection built from
the application of scalar dressings to the operator in (1), i.e. the all-orders generalization of
the d = 5 Weinberg operator, and it has not yet been formally defined in the literature.12 We
do so via the following variation of the Lagrangian:

ηℓ(φ)pr ≡
δLSMEFT

δ(ℓcpℓr)

∣

∣

∣

L(α,β,..)→0
=

∞
∑

n=0

[

H̃†(φI)H̃
⋆(φJ) C̃

(5+2n)
ℓℓ
pr

](

φ2

2

)n

, (39)

11Observe that these objects can be decomposed into tetrads which simultaneously flatten the field-space
metrics and diagonalize the asssociated mass matrices — cf. the recent discussion in [69]. We see no reason
why the rotations in fermion flavor space, composed of the flavor invariants we highlight in this Section, cannot
also be understood via a tetrad decomposition, although this will also depend on any non-trivial metric that
may be defined via (e.g.) fermion kinetic terms as discussed in the Summary Comments of Section 3 above.

12I thank Michael Trott for helpful discussions on this point.
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which obviously identities ℓcℓ as the relevant composite two-point fermion bilinear operator
in the unbroken (geo)SMEFT, and where in this convention each Higgs doublet is SU(2)L-
contracted with a lepton doublet in said bilinear. There is also of course a Hermitian conjugate
expression.

Returning to the issue of flavor, we recall that (38) is readily diagonalized by a unitary
transformation Un on the neutrino fields,

U †
nMν Un ≡ mν = diag

(

mν1 , ..., mνnl
, mN1

, ..., mNnf

)

, (40)

which amounts to a rotation to the neutrino mass-eigenstate basis of the Lagrangian. The
mass eigenvalues appearing on the RHS of (40), and the mixing angles and CP-violating
phases implicit in Un, a priori exclusively depend on the connections appearing in (38). In
the spirit of writing down said Lagrangian parameters at all-orders in vT/Λ, one goal in
the development of a complete tree-level geoνSMEFT should be their analytic derivation,
which is achievable via invariant techniques along the lines of those presented in [32], which
builds on earlier work in flavor invariant and RG theory (in particular from [70, 71] and
references therein) to extract exact, basis-independent formulae for calculating fermionic mass
and mixing parameters exclusively as a function of field-space connections (at any order).

For example, in the absence of a dynamical gauge-singlet N , one reverts to the geoSMEFT
where tree-level neutrino masses are entirely described by the Weinberg Connection in (39),
whose low-energy flavor structure is equivalent to the simplest type-I seesaw [72–76] models
that leave only light, LH Majorana neutrinos in the IR spectrum. The minimal basis of 15
flavor invariants necessary to unambiguously extract the physical parameters of this (three-
generation) scenario was presented as early as [70], while the complete basis of ‘primary’ and
‘basic’ invariants was presented in [77] (also see [78,79]), along with their RGE and a derivation
of neutrino mass-eigenvalues and PMNS mixing angles and phases in terms of these invariants.
While [77] did not consider a geometric EFT context, the flavor formulae presented there can
be trivially extended to all orders by simply making the relevant invariants functions of ηℓ(φ),
as opposed to a finite-order object.

The limit where lepton-number violation is forbidden in (38) is also simple, as the all-orders
information encoded in YN(φ) can be extracted with the formalism presented in [32] for the
Dirac Yukawa sector of the (geo)SM(EFT). The IR leptonic mass structure is analogous to that
of the quarks — the neutrino (charged lepton) mass eigenvalues are readily computed from
three invariants composed exclusively of the YN(φ) (Ye(φ)) connections, while the (unitary
contribution to the) PMNS mixing matrix parameterized by three real mixing angles and a
lone Dirac CP-violating phase is computed from five additional invariants composed of both
YN(φ) and Ye(φ).

However, the situation is far more complex when the flavor structure of even the seesaw
model (ηℓ(φ) = 0) is considered,13 much less the complete matrix in (38). As discussed
in [70], there are nine mass eigenvalues (three charged lepton terms + six neutrino mass
terms), six mixing angles, and six phases in the three-generation model, amounting to 21

13...evaluated at an energy scale where N are still propagating degrees of freedom. Note that, while not
impossible, it is perhaps less well-motivated theoretically to consider scenarios where ηℓ(φ) has (nf × nf )

or more non-zero (flavor) matrix elements, as the standard picture is that non-zero C̃ℓℓ are induced upon
integrating out a heavy N , which would no longer contribute to structure in ηN or YN .
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physical parameters. Naively this indicates that at least 27 flavor invariants are needed to
unambiguously extract them. While the Hilbert Series for the three-generation seesaw model
was eventually calculated using the Molien-Weyl formula in [80], finding the minimal basis
of invariants implied by that (rather complex) Hilbert Series remains to be done.14 Success
would allow for the derivation of all mass, mixing, and CP-violating parameters implied in
(38) in terms of these invariants (and those associated to ηℓ(φ)), relationships that would be
flavor-basis-independent and hold at all-vT/Λ-orders, akin to the forms for the electroweak
gauge bosons presented in (13), or the Dirac mass and (unitary) mixing parameters presented
in [32].

5 Summary and Outlook

We have presented a geometric realization of the νSMEFT, the effective field theory defined
by (non-)renormalizable operators invariant under Standard Model gauge symmetries and
composed of only Standard Model fields and nf additional gauge-singlet (sterile) neutrinos
N . This geoνSMEFT allows for the definition of field-space connections valid at all-orders
in vT/Λ, which contribute to the implied geometry of the Beyond-the-νStandard Model field
space encoded by (non-)renormalizable operators in the standard νSMEFT. These connections
are in many instances field-redefinition invariant and, at least at tree level, allow for the
absorption of a tower of otherwise independent Wilson Coefficients into a single geometric
object, thereby reducing the number of parameters in the relevant sector of the νSMEFT. We
have also briefly discussed the route to calculating all-orders amplitudes in the geoνSMEFT,
including the invariant theory required to define the flavor parameters associated to its neutrino
mass and mixing, as was achieved in [32] for the Dirac Yukawa sector of the geoSMEFT. This
required defining the ’Weinberg Connection’ associated to the d = 5 Weinberg operator and
its all-orders generalization. The formal development of the invariant theory for the full
geoνSMEFT represents ongoing work [84].

In addition to understanding the analytic flavor structure of the geoνSMEFT, and there-
fore the ability to calculate in its fermion mass-eigenstate basis, there are also larger open
questions in the effort to understand bottom-up effective theories in geometric contexts. For
example, do all of the field-space connections Gi maintain an all-vT/Λ-orders structure under
renormalization group flow? Is there another way of understanding the appearance of the Gi

from first principles, and what more can be learned about their role in defining and exploiting
formal geometric quantities (e.g. fermionic metrics, curvature tensors, covariant derivatives...)
on the geo(ν)SMEFT’s field space and its associated scattering amplitude predictions? Fur-
thermore, what can be said about matching renormalizable theories to EFT amplitudes with
all-orders Gi dependence in tact? The answers to these questions should be pursued in an
effort to fully unlock the potential of the geometric approach to effective field theories.

14Note however that a complete basis was recently found for the minimal two-generation seesaw model
in [81]. Also see [82, 83] for more phenomenological considerations on CP violation and discussions regarding
invariants in the ‘seesaw effective theory’.
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A geoSMEFT Symmetry Generator Conventions

In this section we recall some of the definitions of the symmetry generators presented above, as
originally reported in [27, 30]. Critically, the ΓA matrices appearing in (28) are combinations
of the γ matrices also appearing therein,

ΓIA,K = γIA,J γ
J
4,K , (41)

where γ are electroweak symmetry generators written in the real representation:

γI1,J =











0 0 0 −1

0 0 −1 0

0 1 0 0

1 0 0 0











, γI2,J =











0 0 1 0

0 0 0 −1

−1 0 0 0

0 1 0 0











, γI3,J =











0 −1 0 0

1 0 0 0

0 0 0 −1

0 0 1 0











, γI4,J =











0 −1 0 0

1 0 0 0

0 0 0 1

0 0 −1 0











.

(42)
Inserting these expressions into (41) one quickly finds the following matrix representations for
ΓA:

ΓI1,J =











0 0 1 0

0 0 0 −1

1 0 0 0

0 −1 0 0











, ΓI2,J =











0 0 0 1

0 0 1 0

0 1 0 0

1 0 0 0











, ΓI3,J =











−1 0 0 0

0 −1 0 0

0 0 1 0

0 0 0 1











, ΓI4,J = −











1 0 0 0

0 1 0 0

0 0 1 0

0 0 0 1











.

(43)
In (14) we have also absorbed SU(2)L×U(1)Y gauge couplings into the Levi-Civita tensors
and generator representations via

γ̃IA,J =

{

g2 γ
I
A,J , for A = 1, 2, 3 ,

g1 γ
I
A,J , for A = 4 ,

(44)

ǫ̃ABC = g2 ǫ
A
BC , with ǫ̃123 = g2 , ǫ̃4BC = 0 . (45)
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Note that the generators γ are defined in the weak-eigenstate basis, and can be transformed
to their mass-basis representation via

γIC,J =
1

2
γ̃IA,J

√
gABUBC . (46)

Expanding indices in (46) then gives the following expressions for the mass-eigenstate SU(2)L×U(1)Y
symmetry generators:

γI1,J =
g2

2
√

2

(

γI1,J + iγI2,J
)

, γI3,J =
gZ
2

(

c2θZγ
I
3,J − s2θZγ

I
4,J

)

,

γI2,J =
g2

2
√

2

(

γI1,J − iγI2,J
)

, γI4,J =
e

2

(

γI3,J + γI4,J
)

, (47)

where the barred quantities are the all-orders generalizations of the mass-basis gauge couplings
given in (12) in the renormalizable (ν)SM limit,

g2 = g2
√
g11 = g2

√
g22 , (48)

gz =
g2
c2θZ

(

cθ
√
g33 − sθ

√
g34
)

=
g1
s2θZ

(

sθ
√
g44 − cθ

√
g34
)

, (49)

e = g2

(

sθ
√
g33 + cθ

√
g34
)

= g1

(

cθ
√
g44 + sθ

√
g34
)

, (50)

which are themselves functions of the all-orders generalizations of the weak mixing angles,

s2θZ =
g1
(√

g44sθ −
√
g34cθ

)

g2
(√

g33cθ −
√
g34sθ

)

+ g1
(√

g44sθ −
√
g34cθ

) , (51)

s2
θ

=

(

g1
√
g44 − g2

√
g34
)2

g21

[

(√
g34
)2

+
(√

g44
)2
]

+ g22

[

(√
g33
)2

+
(√

g34
)2
]

− 2g1g2
√
g34
(√

g33 +
√
g44
)

. (52)

These are the quantities that appear in the (e.g.) geometric electroweak gauge boson masses
found in (13).
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