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Most studies on baryon number violating (BNV) processes in the literature focus on free or bound

nucleons in nuclei, with limited attention given to the decay of bound atoms. Given that hydrogen

is the most abundant atom in the universe, it is particularly intriguing to investigate the decay

of hydrogen atom as a means to probe BNV interactions. In this study, for the first time, we

employ a robust effective field theory (EFT) approach to estimate the decay widths of two-body

decays of hydrogen atom into standard model particles, by utilizing the constraints on the EFT

cutoff scale derived from conventional nucleon decay processes. We integrate low energy effective

field theory (LEFT), chiral perturbation theory (ChPT), and standard model effective field theory

(SMEFT) to formulate the decay widths in terms of the LEFT and SMEFT Wilson coefficients

(WCs), respectively. By applying the bounds on the WCs from conventional nucleon decays, we

provide a conservative estimate on hydrogen BNV decays. Our findings indicate that the bounds on

the inverse partial widths of all dominant two-body decays exceed 1044 years. Among these modes,

the decay into two photons, H → γγ, is particularly interesting, as it is the least constrained. This

mode could be searched for in hydrogen-rich stellar environments by its distinct signature of 469.4

MeV gamma photons.

I. INTRODUCTION

Baryon number violation is a necessary condition for

the generation of the matter-antimatter asymmetry ob-

served in the universe [1]. Theories beyond the standard

model (SM), including grand unified theories (GUTs) [2]

and extra dimensional theories [3, 4], generally violate

baryon number conservation. In recent years, numerous

studies have sought to connect the neutrino mass and

dark matter issues with baryon number violating (BNV)

interactions [5–8]. Consequently, investigating BNV in-

teractions not only has the potential to yield clear sig-

nals of new physics (NP) but also offers valuable insights

into some of the most pressing questions currently con-

fronting the field, such as the nature of dark matter and

the mechanism behind neutrino mass generation.

The experimental search for BNV nucleon decay has

a long history that dates back to the second half of the
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20th century. The large fiducial mass experiments, such

as IMB [9], Kamiokande [10], and its upgrade, Super-

Kamiokande [11], have investigated bound nucleon decay,

yielding null results that have imposed stringent limits on

its occurrence. The next generation of neutrino experi-

ments, including DUNE [12, 13], Hyper-Kamiokande [14],

JUNO [15], and THEIA [16], are expected to further en-

hance sensitivity to BNV processes. Theoretically, BNV

nucleon decay has been well studied within the GUT

models [17, 18] or the model-independent effective field

theory (EFT) framework [19–28]. Although significant

progress has been made in understanding BNV decays of

nucleons in nuclei, only limited attention has been given

to the decay of bound atoms.

Given that neutral hydrogen is the most abundant

atom in the universe, it is particularly intriguing to in-

vestigate its decay as a means to probe BNV interac-

tions. Studies such as those in Refs. [29, 30] have briefly

explored hydrogen decay involving dark sector particles.

However, its decay into pure SM particles remains to be

explored systematically, which could produce distinctive

phenomena that are potentially observable in hydrogen-

rich stellar environments.

In this study, we employ a robust EFT approach for the
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first time to estimate all kinematically allowed dominant

two-body decays of hydrogen atom into SM particles, by

utilizing constraints on the EFT cutoff scale derived from

conventional nucleon decays. We begin with the low en-

ergy effective field theory (LEFT) defined below the elec-

troweak scale (ΛEW ≈ mW ), which enjoys the gauge sym-

metry SU(3)C×U(1)EM. In LEFT, the BNV operators me-

diating hydrogen decays first appear at dimension 6 (dim

6), involving three quark fields and one lepton field, char-

acterized by ∆B = ∆L = 1 or ∆B = −∆L = 1, where B

(L) refers to the baryon (lepton) number. As the energy

scale decreases, non-perturbative quantum chromody-

namics (QCD) effects lead to the confinement of quarks

and gluons into hadrons. At energy scale below the chi-

ral symmetry breaking scale Λχ ≈ 1 GeV, chiral pertur-

bation theory (ChPT) serves as a good EFT of QCD,

describing interactions between mesons and baryons in a

model-independent way [31, 32]. With the BNV effective

chiral Lagrangian being established, we can readily cal-

culate hydrogen decay modes by convoluting free-state

scattering amplitudes with hydrogen wavefunction based

on the non-relativistic reduction.

Our main results are summarized in Table I, where we

compile all kinematically allowed two-body decay modes

involving photons, leptons, or octet pseudoscalar mesons

of the ground-state hydrogen atom (H) and establish con-

servative bounds on these modes, provided they are not

forbidden or significantly suppressed. The detailed calcu-

lations will be presented in the subsequent sections and

appendices. In Section II, we enumerate all relevant two-

body BNV decay modes and discuss the EFT framework

used for our analysis, including the LEFT and ChPT,

along with chiral matching between them. This is fol-

lowed by a detailed account of bound state effects neces-

sary for calculating decay amplitudes. In Section III, we

examine the dominant contributions to each mode and

then derive the bounds by applying the current limits

from nucleon decays. Our summary is presented in Sec-

tion IV. The lengthy formulas in this work are collected in

three appendices. Appendix A summarizes the relevant

BNV and standard baryon number conserving interac-

tions obtained by expanding the chiral Lagrangian to the

desired order. Appendix B and Appendix C present the

master formulas for the decay widths in the LEFT and

SMEFT frameworks, respectively, expressed in terms of

corresponding Wilson coefficients (WCs). Additionally,

Appendix C includes the renormalization group running

effects and tree-level matching results between the LEFT

Derived bound on hydrogen 2-body decay

Mode Γ−1(yr) Mode Γ−1(yr)

H → γγ 7.6× 1044 H → π0π0 1.1× 1048

H → e+e− 1.5× 1045 H → π0η 9.6× 1046

H → e−µ+ 1.5× 1045 H → π+π− 6.0× 1047

H → e+µ− ✗(LEFT@dim9) H → π0K0 4.5× 1046

H → µ+µ− ✗(QED@loop) H → π−K+ 5.0× 1046

H → νiν̄j ✗(mν) H → π+K− ✗(Weak)

H → νeνe 9.1× 1055 H → π0K̄0 ✗(Weak)

H → νeνµ,τ 1.8× 1056

H → ν̄iν̄j ✗(LEFT@dim9)

H → π0γ − H → K0γ −
H → ηγ − H → K̄0γ −

TABLE I. BNV two-body decay modes of hydrogen atom and

derived bounds on inverse decay widths Γ−1. The modes

marked with a ‘✗’ indicate suppression compared to other

modes in the same type of final states, and the entries with a

‘−’ are forbidden by Lorentz and gauge symmetries.

and SMEFT interactions.

II. THE THEORETICAL DESCRIPTION OF

BNV HYDROGEN DECAY

Restricting to the SM particles, i.e., the photon,

charged leptons, neutrinos, and octet pseudoscalar

mesons, all relevant two-body decay modes of the ground

state hydrogen atom H that are allowed by kinematics

and electric charge conservation are summarized in Ta-

ble I. These modes include the final states with a pair of

photons, neutrinos, charged leptons, or mesons, respec-

tively. Note that the decays H → π0γ, ηγ, K0γ, K̄0γ

are forbidden by Lorentz invariance and gauge invari-

ance. For each type of the final state, we consider its

dominant decay modes. For neutrino final states, the de-

cay H→ νiν̄j is suppressed by tiny neutrino mass. Since

the decay modes H→ νµνµ, ντντ , νµντ , ν̄iν̄j violate lep-

ton flavor and/or lepton number by more than one unit,

they can only start to arise at dim 9 or higher in the

LEFT and are thus significantly suppressed. We there-

fore restrict ourselves to the final states νeνe,µ,τ which

necessarily involve SM weak interactions. In the type of

a charged lepton pair, the mode H→ e+µ− is suppressed

for the same reason. The other mode H→ µ+µ− is dom-
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inantly generated by 1-loop QED diagrams, and is thus

much suppressed compared with the modes e−e+, e−µ+

to be considered here. Finally, for the meson-pair final

state, the modes H → π+K−, π0K̄0 necessarily involve

SM weak interactions, and are therefore not considered

in this work either. In the following, we describe the de-

tails of the EFT framework and bound state effect that

are used to reach the bounds given in the second and

fourth columns in Table I.

A. Description in a series of EFTs

Generally, the leading order (LO) BNV effects at low

energy below a few GeV are well described by the dim-6

operators in the LEFT framework [33], which are classi-

fied into two classes according to conservation of the net

baryon plus or minus lepton number, i.e., ∆(B+L) = 0 or

∆(B−L) = 0 as shown in Table II. They respect the SM

residual SU(3)C×U(1)EM symmetry, and are composed of

three quark fields and one lepton field (either the charged

lepton or the neutrino). For the neutrino case, we work

in the flavor basis and neglect its tiny mass. To study hy-

drogen decay, we restrict ourselves to the case with three

light quark flavors (u, d, s), two charged leptons (e, µ),

and all three neutrinos (νe, νµ, ντ ).

Since the hydrogen atom possesses one unit each of

baryon and lepton number, i.e., B(H) = 1 and L(H) = 1,

it follows that B(H)−L(H) = 0 and B(H)+L(H) = 2. If

the hydrogen BNV decay is mediated by ∆(B − L) = 0

interactions in Table II, the resulting non-baryonic fi-

nal state must conserve lepton number. This is true

for all considered processes shown in Table I, except for

those involving a pair of neutrinos, which are mediated

by ∆(B + L) = 0 interactions in Table II and result in a

net lepton number of two for the final states.

To accurately calculate the decay amplitude, we em-

ploy ChPT to address non-perturbative effects of the

QCD. For processes involving light meson and baryon

octets, ChPT serves as a robust framework for making

predictions that align closely with experimental data to

a high precision. The basic idea of ChPT is to consis-

tently translate the quark and gluon degrees of freedom

for each interaction into those of mesons and baryons,

based on dynamical breaking of the approximate chiral

symmetry of QCD for the light u, d, s quarks [31, 32]. In

the following, we consider the chiral matching of dim-6

BNV operators involving quarks in Table II onto those

in terms of baryons and mesons.

∆(B −L) = 0 ∆(B +L) = 0

OLL
νdud (νC

Ld
α
L )(u

βC
L dγL )ϵαβγ OLL

ℓ̄ddd (ℓRd
α
L )(d

βC
L dγL )ϵαβγ

OLL
ℓudu (ℓCLu

α
L )(d

βC
L uγ

L )ϵαβγ ORL
ν̄dud (νLd

α
R )(u

βC
L dγL )ϵαβγ

ORL
ℓduu (ℓCRd

α
R )(u

βC
L uγ

L )ϵαβγ ORL
ν̄udd (νLu

α
R )(d

βC
L dγL )ϵαβγ

ORL
ℓudu (ℓCRu

α
R )(d

βC
L uγ

L )ϵαβγ ORL
ℓ̄ddd (ℓLd

α
R )(d

βC
L dγL )ϵαβγ

OLR
ℓduu (ℓCLd

α
L )(u

βC
R uγ

R )ϵαβγ OLR
ℓ̄ddd (ℓRd

α
L )(d

βC
R dγR )ϵαβγ

OLR
ℓudu (ℓCLu

α
L )(d

βC
R uγ

R )ϵαβγ ORR
ν̄dud (νLd

α
R )(u

βC
R dγR )ϵαβγ

OLR
νddu (νC

Ld
α
L )(d

βC
R uγ

R )ϵαβγ ORR
ℓ̄ddd (ℓLd

α
R )(d

βC
R dγR )ϵαβγ

OLR
νudd (νC

Lu
α
L )(d

βC
R dγR )ϵαβγ

ORR
ℓudu (ℓCRu

α
R )(d

βC
R uγ

R )ϵαβγ

TABLE II. The LEFT dim-6 operators with ∆B = 1 and

∆L = ±1. α, β, γ are color indices while the flavor indices are

omitted for simplicity.

In the ChPT formalism, the meson and baryon octet

fields are organized in the following matrix form,

Σ(x) = ξ2(x) = exp
( i√2Π(x)

F0

)
, (1a)

Π(x) =



π0

√
2
+

η√
6

π+ K+

π− − π
0

√
2
+

η√
6

K0

K− K̄0 −
√

2

3
η

 , (1b)

B(x) =



Σ0

√
2
+

Λ0

√
6

Σ+ p

Σ− −Σ0

√
2
+

Λ0

√
6

n

Ξ− Ξ0 −
√

2

3
Λ0

 , (1c)

where F0 = (86.2± 0.5) MeV [34] is the pion decay con-

stant in the chiral limit. Their chiral transformations

are, Σ → L̂ΣR̂†, B → ĥBĥ†, ξ → L̂ξĥ† = ĥξR̂†, where

L̂ ∈ SU(3)L, R̂ ∈ SU(3)R and the matrix ĥ is a function

of L̂, R̂ and ξ.

To use this chiral symmetry property for the matching,

we need first to decompose the dim-6 operators in Ta-

ble II into irreducible representations of the chiral group.

In doing so, it is more economic to represent all relevant

dim-6 operators in the following way,

Oχχ
′,x

ψqyqzqw
= (ψxPχq

α
y )(q

βC
z Pχ′qγw)ϵαβγ ≡ ψxNχχ′

yzw, (2)
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where ψ stands for a generic lepton field, i.e., ψ =

ℓ, ν, ℓC, νC, with the specific choice being fixed by charge

conservation and lepton number property. The Pχ(χ′) =

PL, PR denotes the chiral projectors for quark fields.

There are four independent chiral combinations for quark

fields: N LL
yzw, N LR

yzw, and their chiral partners with L↔ R.

Under the chiral group, they respectively belong to the

irreducible representations: 8L⊗1R, 3L⊗ 3̄R, and the cor-

responding ones with L↔ R. It is convenient to organize

their flavor components in a matrix form:

N8L⊗1R
=

 0 N LL
usu N LL

uud

N LL
dds N LL

dsu N LL
dud

N LL
sds N LL

ssu N LL
sud

 , (3a)

N3L⊗3̄R
=

N LR
uds N LR

usu N LR
uud

N LR
dds N LR

dsu N LR
dud

N LR
sds N LR

ssu N LR
sud

 , (3b)

which, under the chiral group, transform as

N888L⊗111R → L̂N888L⊗111RL̂
†, N333L⊗3̄33R → L̂N333L⊗3̄33RR̂

†. (4)

To facilitate identification of the corresponding

hadronic counterparts of quark-level interactions, a sys-

tematic approach can be employed using the spurion

technique. For each LEFT interaction, we can treat the

product of the remaining lepton field and the correspond-

ing WC as a spurion field, which is endowed with a chiral

transformation so that the entire interaction remains chi-

ral invariant. For the irreducible combinations NxxxL⊗yyyR ,
the corresponding spurion fields are recognized as follows

P888L⊗111R =


0 CLL,x

ℓ̄dds
ℓRx CLL,x

ℓ̄sds
ℓRx

CLL,xℓusuℓ
C
Lx C

LL,x
νdsuν

C
Lx CLL,xνssuν

C
Lx

CLL,xℓuudℓ
C
Lx C

LL,x
νdudν

C
Lx C

LL,x
νsudν

C
Lx

 , (5a)

P111L⊗888R =


0 CRR,x

ℓ̄dds
ℓLx CRR,x

ℓ̄sds
ℓLx

CRR,xℓusuℓ
C
Rx C

RR,x
ν̄dsuνLx C

RR,x
ν̄ssuνLx

CRR,xℓuudℓ
C
Rx C

RR,x
ν̄dudνLx C

RR,x
ν̄sudνLx

 , (5b)

P333L⊗3̄33R =


CRL,xν̄udsνLx C

RL,x

ℓ̄dds
ℓLx CRL,x

ℓ̄sds
ℓLx

CRL,xℓusuℓ
C
Rx C

RL,x
ν̄dsuνLx C

RL,x
ν̄ssuνLx

CRL,xℓuudℓ
C
Rx C

RL,x
ν̄dudνLx C

RL,x
ν̄sudνLx

 , (5c)

P3̄33L⊗333R =


CLR,xνudsν

C
Lx C

LR,x

ℓ̄dds
ℓRx CLR,x

ℓ̄sds
ℓRx

CLR,xℓusuℓ
C
Lx C

LR,x
νdsuν

C
Lx CLR,xνssuν

C
Lx

CLR,xℓuudℓ
C
Lx C

LR,x
νdudν

C
Lx C

LR,x
νsudν

C
Lx

 . (5d)

with the transformation properties

P888L⊗111R → L̂P888L⊗111RL̂
†, P111L⊗888R → R̂P111L⊗888RR̂

†, (6a)

P333L⊗3̄33R → L̂P333L⊗3̄33RR̂
†, P3̄33L⊗333R → R̂P3̄33L⊗333RL̂

†. (6b)

The gray elements in Eq. (5) stand for the ∆(B+L) = 0

interactions in Table II. In this manner, all the LEFT

dim-6 BNV interactions can be rewritten as

L/B = Tr[P888L⊗111RN888L⊗111R ] + Tr[P111L⊗888RN111L⊗888R ]

+ Tr[P333L⊗3̄33RN3̄33L⊗333R ] + Tr[P3̄33L⊗333RN333L⊗3̄33R ] + h.c.. (7)

The chiral partners of the LEFT interactions are con-

structed using spurion fields along with meson and

baryon octet fields, ensuring that the resulting expres-

sions are chiral invariant. At leading chiral order, with-

out involving any derivatives, two independent terms are

found:

LChPT/B = αTr
[
P3̄33L⊗333RξBLξ − P333L⊗3̄33Rξ

†BRξ
†]

+ βTr
[
P888L⊗111RξBLξ

† − P111L⊗888Rξ
†BRξ

]
+ h.c., (8)

where α and β are low energy constants (LECs). We will

use the lattice calculation result for the two LECs given

by, α = −β = −0.0144(15) GeV3 [35]. A more recent

work gives the consistent result within uncertainties, α =

−0.01257(111) GeV3, β = 0.01269(107) GeV3 [36, 37].

The BNV vertices used for our subsequent calculations

are derived by expanding the above Lagrangian in terms

of the lepton, meson, and baryon fields. The relevant

interactions are collected in Appendix A for reference.

In addition to the local BNV interactions, for decays

into charged leptons and two photons, the QED La-

grangian for the charged particles and the proton mag-

netic dipole moment are also relevant,

Lpγ ⊃
e ap
4mp

p̄σµνpFµν , (9)

where ap = 1.793 [38] is the anomalous magnetic dipole

moment of the proton and mp is its mass. Furthermore,

the SM charged current weak interactions are also re-

quired for decays into a neutrino pair,

LSM,CCνℓdu = −2
√
2GFV

∗
yx(d̄LxγµuLy)(ν̄Lzγ

µℓLz) + h.c., (10)

where GF is the Fermi constant and Vyx the CKM matrix

element. The repeated flavor indices x, y, z are summed

over all relevant flavors. The hadronic counterparts of

these weak interactions and the standard strong chiral

interactions are also given in Appendix A.

B. Bound state treatment

The hydrogen atom (mass mH) is a nonrelativistic

QED bound state consisting of a proton (mp) and an
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electron (me), whose quantum state can be built by [39]

|H⟩ =

√
2mH

(2me)(2mp)

∫
d3pppe
(2π)3

ψ̃(pppe) |pppe, ppp = −pppe⟩ , (11)

where pppe and ppp represent the three-momenta of the elec-

tron and the proton, respectively. The relativistic nor-

malization for the hydrogen state is chosen such that

⟨H(qqq)|H(qqq′)⟩ = 2Eqqq(2π)
3δ3(qqq − qqq′). The momentum

space wave function ψ̃(pppe) is the Fourier transform of

the ground state spatial wave function,

ψ̃(kkk) =

∫
d3rrr ψ(rrr)e−ikkk·rrr =

8
√
πa3(

1 + a2|kkk|2
)2 , (12)

where a = 1/(αemme) is the Bohr radius, rrr = rrre − rrrp
is the relative coordinate between the electron and the

proton, and kkk = (mppppe −meppp)/(me +mp) is the corre-

sponding conjugate momentum.

For the hydrogen two-body decay H → a + b, by

Eq. (11), the decay amplitude can be derived from that

for the free scattering process Me+p→a+b, by the mo-

mentum integration,

MH→a+b =

√
mH

2memp

∫
d3pppe
(2π)3

ψ̃(pppe)Me+p→a+b. (13)

In practice, due to the nonrelativistic nature of the elec-

tron within the atom, the amplitude Me+p→a+b can be

approximately calculated by performing a nonrelativis-

tic expansion and then projecting onto the spin singlet

configuration. This entire procedure is equivalent to the

following reductions of the fermion spinor bilinears uCeΓup
for the initial electron and proton system:

uC(pe, s1)P±u(p, s2)→ ±
√
2memp, (14a)

uC(pe, s1)γ
µP±u(p, s2)→ ∓

√
2memp

(
1

1
2VVVpe

)
, (14b)

uC(pe, s1)σ
0iP±u(p, s2)→ ±i

√
2memp

2
vvvipe, (14c)

uC(pe, s1)σ
ijP±u(p, s2)→ ϵijk

√
2memp

2
vvvkpe, (14d)

where P− ≡ PL, P+ ≡ PR are chiral projectors. s1 and

s2 denote the spin polarizations of the electron and the

proton, respectively. vvvpe = vvvp − vvve and VVVpe = vvvp + vvve,

with vvvp and vvve being the velocities of the proton and the

electron. Therefore, the main job is to determine the free

scattering amplitude.

Once we obtain the decay amplitude, the decay width

of the hydrogen atom takes the form,

ΓH→a+b =
1

1 + δab

|MH→a+b|2
16πMH

λ
1
2 (1, xa, xb), (15)

Mode LO Feynman diagrams

H → γγ

( /B ⊗QED)

p

e−

p

e−

p

e−

H → e+e−

( /B ⊗QED)

p

e−

p

e−

p

e−

p

e−

H → µ+e−

( /B ⊗QED)

p

e−

p

e−

H → νeνe,µ,τ

( /B ⊗Weak)

p

e−

p

e−

p

e−

H → π0π0

H → π0η

( /B ⊗QCD)

p

e−

p

e−

p

e−

H → π+π−

H → π0K0

H → π−K+

( /B ⊗QCD)

p

e−

p

e−

p

e−

p

e−

TABLE III. Leading order, tree-level Feynman diagrams for

each decay mode. The cyan blobs stand for the BNV interac-

tions ( /B) , while the black dots denote the SM weak interac-

tions. The crossed diagrams for identical final-state particles

are not shown.

where λ(x, y, z) ≡ x2 + y2 + z2 − 2xy − 2yz − 2zx is the

triangle function, and xa = m2
a/m

2
H, xb = m2

b/m
2
H. The

prefractor 1/(1+δab) removes double counting when two

identical particles appear in the final state.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

With the relevant hadronic interaction vertices de-

tailed in Appendix A, we can now draw LO, tree-level

Feynman diagrams for each relevant decay mode. Using

the NR reduction methods previously established, we will

calculate the decay amplitudes and ultimately derive the

decay widths. In addition to the BNV vertex present

in each decay mode, these processes can be categorized

into three cases based on the nature of other SM vertices

involved in the non-vanishing diagrams: BNV⊗QED,

BNV⊗QCD, and BNV⊗Weak, respectively. For each

decay mode, we present leading Feynman diagrams in

Table III, illustrating various interactions at play and

providing a visual representation of the decay process.

As illustrated, these processes are primarily driven by

the s-channel, t-channel, and contact diagrams. In what

follows, we will analyze these processes case by case.

BNV⊗QED case:BNV⊗QED case:BNV⊗QED case: For the three processes involving

photons or charged leptons, H → γγ, e+e−, µ+e−, the

LO contributions are mediated by QED vertices. Since
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the t-channel contributions due to the minimal coupling

cancel out and the proton has a large anomalous mag-

netic moment as given in Eq. (9), we include the lat-

ter in the γγ, e+e−, µ+e− modes. Furthermore, the

s-channel contribution to the e+e− mode is proportional

to pµHūeγµve, where p
µ
H is the hydrogen momentum, and

thus also vanishes due to current conservation. The same

applies to the QED contribution to the µ+µ− mode, lead-

ing to a vanishing contribution from the tree-level di-

agrams. Its dominant contribution comes from 1-loop

diagrams, but is suppressed compared to the other QED

modes.

BNV⊗QCD case:BNV⊗QCD case:BNV⊗QCD case: For the five processes involving a me-

son pair, i.e., H → π0π0, π0η, π+π−, π0K0, π−K+, the

LO contributions are mediated by ChPT interactions of

QCD. Besides the BNV vertex, each t-channel diagram

involves one or two standard ChPT B̄-B-M vertices.

Furthermore, the standard B̄-B-M -M vertex is also rel-

evant for modes involving a kaon or charged pion(s).

BNV⊗Weak case:BNV⊗Weak case:BNV⊗Weak case: The remaining neutrino modes H→
νeνe µ,τ are mediated by BNV ∆(B+L) = 0 interactions

alongside charged current four-fermion weak interactions.

The amplitude is dominated by the first contact diagram

in Table III, involving the neutral-baryon-neutrino mix-

ing term on one of the external legs. Contributions from

the other two t-channel diagrams mediated by mesons

are suppressed by a factor of memB/m
2
M ∼ 10−3 − 10−2

compared to the first diagram, where mB (mM ) denotes

the mass of a baryon (meson).

For each decay amplitude discussed above, we first per-

form the NR reduction of the proton-electron spinor cur-

rent and then incorporate the integration over the hydro-

gen ground state wavefunction. For a final state involving

two fermions, it is always possible to arrange by a Fierz

transformation the proton and electron spinors to be in

the same bilinear if they are not yet. Once we obtain the

complete decay amplitude from all possible sources, we

use the FeynCalc package [40, 41] to square it and finally

obtain the decay width. The master formulas in terms

of the full LEFT and SMEFT WCs are summarized in

Appendix B and Appendix C, respectively.

Since there are currently no direct experimental limits

on hydrogen decays, we employ the limits on the effec-

tive scale Λeff associated with each WC that are derived

from BNV nucleon decays to estimate the inverse decay

width (or partial lifetime as it is sometimes called) for

each hydrogen decay mode. We refer to the recent results

in [26], where the authors established stringent bounds

on the EFT cutoff scale based on nucleon two-body de-

cays. Roughly speaking, the lower limits on the cutoff

scale for dim-6 and dim-7 SMEFT operators are approx-

imately ∼ 1015GeV and ∼ 1010GeV, respectively. We

use these bounds as input to derive the resulting lower

limits on the inverse decay width for each hydrogen de-

cay mode, as summarized in Table I. From the table,

it is evident that the bounds on QED-assisted processes

are the least stringent, while the bounds on processes in-

volving mesons are more stringent by several orders of

magnitude. The bounds on processes involving weak in-

teractions are significantly more stringent due to GF sup-

pression. The two-photon process H→ γγ is particularly

interesting. Due to the unique photon signature and the

abundance of hydrogen atom in the universe, this process

could be searched for in astrophysical environments.

IV. SUMMARY

In this paper, we performed the first systematic study

of the two-body baryon number violating hydrogen de-

cays in the framework of effective field theory. We

focused on the BNV dim-6 operators in LEFT, from

which we constructed the effective hadronic Lagrangian

by applying the framework of chiral perturbation theory.

Given that a hydrogen state is a linear superposition of

free-particle states weighted by the ground state wave-

function, we first calculated the free-particle amplitude,

then made a nonrelativistic reduction of the initial par-

ticles’ spinors that is followed by replacing the resulting

two-component spinors with normalized spin wavefunc-

tion of the hydrogen atom. Finally, we calculated the de-

cay width. By utilizing the matching relations between

the relevant SMEFT and LEFT interactions [33, 42], we

parameterized the hydrogen decay widths in terms of the

WCs in the SMEFT. The current bounds on these WCs

derived from BNV nucleon decays yield a very stringent

bound that the hydrogen lifetime is greater than 1044

years.
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L∆(B+L)=0

ℓB =−
(
αCRL,x

ℓ̄sds
+ βCRR,x

ℓ̄sds

)
(ℓLxΞ

−
R ) +

(
αCLR,x

ℓ̄sds
+ βCLL,x

ℓ̄sds

)
(ℓRxΞ

−
L )

−
(
αCRL,x

ℓ̄dds
+ βCRR,x

ℓ̄dds

)
(ℓLxΣ

−
R ) +

(
αCLR,x

ℓ̄dds
+ βCLL,x

ℓ̄dds

)
(ℓRxΣ

−
L )

− 1√
2

[
α(CRL,xν̄uds − C

RL,x
ν̄dsu)− βC

RR,x
ν̄dsu

]
(νLxΣ

0
R)

− 1√
6

[
α(CRL,xν̄uds + C

RL,x
ν̄dsu − 2CRL,xν̄sud) + β(CRR,xν̄dsu − 2CRR,xν̄sud)

]
(νLxΛ

0
R)

−
(
αCRL,xν̄dud + βCRR,xν̄dud

)
(νLxnR)−

(
αCRL,xν̄ssu + βCRR,xν̄ssu

)
(νLxΞ

0
R) + h.c., (A1b)

where the superscript (subscript) x is a lepton flavor index. The relevant three-point interactions take the form

L∆(B−L)=0

ℓBM ⊃ i√
2F0

{√
2

3
αCRL,eℓusu(e

C
RΛ

0
R)π

+ +

√
2

3
αCLR,eℓusu(e

C
LΛ

0
L)π

+ −
√
2βCLL,eℓusu(e

C
LΣ

0
L)π

+ −
√
2βCRR,eℓusu(e

C
RΣ

0
R)π

+

+
(
αCRL,eℓuud + βCRR,eℓuud

)
(eCRnR)π

+ +
(
αCLR,eℓuud + βCLL,eℓuud

)
(eCLnL)π

+

+
√
2βCLL,eℓusu(e

C
LΣ

+
L )π

0 +
√
2βCRR,eℓusu(e

C
RΣ

+
R )π

0

+
1√
2

(
αCRL,eℓuud + βCRR,eℓuud

)
(eCRpR)π

0 +
1√
2

(
αCLR,eℓuud + βCLL,eℓuud

)
(eCLpL)π

0

+
(
αCRL,eℓusu − βC

RR,e
ℓusu

)
(eCRpR)K̄

0 +
(
αCLR,eℓusu − βC

LL,e
ℓusu

)
(eCLpL)K̄

0

− 1√
6

(
αCRL,eℓuud − 3βCRR,eℓuud

)
(eCRpR)η −

1√
6

(
αCLR,eℓuud − 3βCLL,eℓuud

)
(eCLpL)η

}
+ h.c., (A2a)

L∆(B+L)=0
νpM ⊃ i√

2F0

{(
αCRL,xν̄dud + βCRR,xν̄dud

)
(νLxpR)π

− +
(
αCRL,xν̄uds + αCRL,xν̄sud + βCRR,xν̄sud

)
(νLxpR)K

−
}
+ h.c.. (A2b)

Since ∆(B + L) = 0 interactions can only mediate the H → νiνj process, the only relevant three-point vertices are

those involving the neutrino-proton current ν̄LpR as shown above. For the contact interactions LℓBMM involving two

mesons, the relevant terms must include an electron-proton bilinear to contribute to the hydrogen two-body decays.

We have

L∆(B−L)=0
epMiMj

⊃− 1

4F 2
0

{[ (
αCLR,eℓusu + βCLL,eℓusu

)
(eCLpL)−

(
αCRL,eℓusu + βCRR,eℓusu

)
(eCRpR)

]
K−π+

+
1√
2

[ (
αCLR,eℓusu − 3βCLL,eℓusu

)
(eCLpL)−

(
αCRL,eℓusu − 3βCRR,eℓusu

)
(eCRpR)

]
π0K̄0

+
1

2

[ (
αCLR,eℓuud + βCLL,eℓuud

)
(eCLpL)−

(
αCRL,eℓuud + βCRR,eℓuud

)
(eCRpR)

]
(π0π0 + 2π+π−)

+
1√
3

[ (
αCRL,eℓuud − 3βCRR,eℓuud

)
(eCRpR)−

(
αCLR,eℓuud − 3βCLL,eℓuud

)
(eCLpL)

]
π0η

}
+ h.c.. (A3)

In addition to the BNV interactions given above, the usual LO baryon extended ChPT interactions due to the SM

origin also are needed. It is given by [43]

LChPT =
F 2
0

4
Tr[DµΣ (DµΣ)

†
] + Tr[B̄(i /D −M)B]− D

2
Tr(B̄γµγ5{uµ, B})−

F

2
Tr(B̄γµγ5[uµ, B]), (A4)

where uµ = i
[
ξ† (∂µ − irµ) ξ − ξ (∂µ − ilµ) ξ†

]
. The covariant derivatives of the meson and baryon octets are given

by DµΣ = ∂µΣ − ilµΣ + iΣrµ and DµB = ∂µB + [Γµ, B] − iv(s)µ B, respectively. Γµ is the chiral connection, Γµ =
1
2

[
ξ† (∂µ − irµ) ξ + ξ (∂µ − ilµ) ξ†

]
. Denoting q = (u, d, s)T, lµ and rµ are the traceless external sources in flavor

space associated with the left- and right-handed quark currents in the form, qLγµl
µqL and qRγµr

µqR, respectively. v
(s)
µ

is the external source related to the singlet vector current, (1/3)q̄γµq, with the factor 1/3 counting the baryon number

of a quark. In our case, they can be read off from the SM weak interactions in Eq. (10). The LECs D and F have been

accurately determined by recent lattice calculation [44], yielding D = 0.730(11) and F = 0.44767. For our purpose,

besides the proton-photon interactions given in Eq. (9), the other relevant baryon part is the three- and four-point

vertices involving a pair of baryon fields and one or two mesons. Expanding the pseudoscalar meson matrices in
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Eq. (A4), we have

LB̄BM ⊃
D + F

4F0
(pγµγ5p)∂µπ

0 +
3F −D
4
√
3F0

(pγµγ5p)∂µη +
D + F√

2F0

(nγµγ5p)∂µπ
− +

D − F
2F0

(Σ0γµγ5p)∂µK
−

− D + 3F

2
√
3F0

(Λ0γµγ5p)∂µK
− +

D − F√
2F0

(Σ+γµγ5p)∂µK̄
0 − F

F0
(Σ+γµγ5Σ

0)∂µπ
+

+
D√
3F0

(Σ+γµγ5Λ
0)∂µπ

+ +
F

2F0
(Σ+γµγ5Σ

+)∂µπ
0 + h.c., (A5a)

LB̄BMM ⊃
1

4F 2
0

(pγµp)(π+i
←→
∂µπ

−) +
1

4F 2
0

[
(Σ+γµp)

(
π+i
←→
∂µK

− +
1√
2
K̄0i
←→
∂µπ

0

)
+ h.c.

]
. (A5b)

Last, for decay modes involving a neutrino pair, we also need the corresponding hadronic counterparts of the four-

fermion weak interactions given in Eq. (10). They can be obtained from Eq. (A4) by taking into account the relevant

external sources from these four-fermion interactions, leading to

LCC ⊃ GF
{
V ∗
us

[√
3(Λ0γµp) +

D + 3F√
3

(Λ0γµγ5p) + (Σ0γµp)− (D − F )(Σ0γµγ5p) + 2F0∂
µK+

]
−
√
2V ∗

ud

[
(n̄γµp) + (D + F )(n̄γµγ5p)−

√
2F0∂

µπ+
]}

(ν̄LzγµℓLz) + h.c.. (A6)

Appendix B: Master formulas for decay widths in the LEFT

With the EFT interaction vertices presented in Appendix A, for each mode, we calculate the corresponding Feynman

diagrams shown in Table III with the help of FeynCalc package [40, 41], followed by the NR reduction to reach the

decay width given in Eq. (15). In terms of the WCs in the LEFT, we obtain the following master formulas for the

decay widths,

ΓH→γγ

(10−4GeV)5
= 401

( ∣∣CRR,e
ℓuud

∣∣2 + ∣∣CLL,e
ℓuud

∣∣2 + ∣∣CRL,e
ℓuud

∣∣2 + ∣∣CLR,e
ℓuud

∣∣2 )− 802ℜ
(
CRL,e
ℓuudC

RR,e∗

ℓuud + CLR,e
ℓuudC

LL,e∗

ℓuud

)
+ 1.31ℜ

(
CRR,e
ℓuudC

LL,e∗

ℓuud + CRL,e
ℓuudC

LR,e∗

ℓuud − CRR,e
ℓuudC

LR,e∗

ℓuud − CRL,e
ℓuudC

LL,e∗

ℓuud

)
, (B1a)

ΓH→e−e+

(10−4GeV)5
= 200

( ∣∣CRL,e
ℓuud

∣∣2 + ∣∣CRR,e
ℓuud

∣∣2 + ∣∣CLR,e
ℓuud

∣∣2 + ∣∣CLL,e
ℓuud

∣∣2 )− 400ℜ
(
CRL,e
ℓuudC

RR,e∗

ℓuud + CLR,e
ℓuudC

LL,e∗

ℓuud

)
− 0.44ℜ

(
CRL,e
ℓuudC

LR,e∗

ℓuud + CRR,e
ℓuudC

LL,e∗

ℓuud − CRL,e
ℓuudC

LL,e∗

ℓuud − CRR,e
ℓuudC

LR,e∗

ℓuud

)
, (B1b)

ΓH→e−µ+

(10−4GeV)5
= 203

( ∣∣CRL,µ
ℓuud

∣∣2 + ∣∣CRR,µ
ℓuud

∣∣2 + ∣∣CLR,µ
ℓuud

∣∣2 + ∣∣CLL,µ
ℓuud

∣∣2 )− 406ℜ
(
CRL,µ
ℓuudC

RR,µ∗

ℓuud + CLR,µ
ℓuudC

LL,µ∗

ℓuud

)
− 90.4ℜ

(
CRL,µ
ℓuudC

LR,µ∗

ℓuud + CRR,µ
ℓuudC

LL,µ∗

ℓuud − CRL,µ
ℓuudC

LL,µ∗

ℓuud − CRR,µ
ℓuudC

LR,µ∗

ℓuud

)
, (B1c)

ΓH→π0K0

(10−4GeV)5
= 26.6

( ∣∣CRR,e
ℓusu

∣∣2 + ∣∣CLL,e
ℓusu

∣∣2 )+ 0.84
( ∣∣CRL,e

ℓusu

∣∣2 + ∣∣CLR,e
ℓusu

∣∣2 )+ 53.1ℜ
(
CLL,e
ℓusuC

RR,e∗

ℓusu

)
+ 1.67ℜ

(
CRL,e
ℓusuC

LR,e∗

ℓusu

)
+ 9.43ℜ

(
CRR,e
ℓusuC

LR,e∗

ℓusu + CRR,e
ℓusuC

RL,e∗

ℓusu + CRL,e
ℓusuC

LL,e∗

ℓusu + CLR,e
ℓusuC

LL,e∗

ℓusu

)
, (B1d)

ΓH→π−K+

(10−4GeV)5
= 8.94

( ∣∣CRR,e
ℓusu

∣∣2 + ∣∣CLL,e
ℓusu

∣∣2 )+ 6.07
( ∣∣CRL,e

ℓusu

∣∣2 + ∣∣CLR,e
ℓusu

∣∣2 )+ 17.9ℜ
(
CLL,e
ℓusuC

RR,e∗

ℓusu

)
+ 12.1ℜ

(
CRL,e
ℓusuC

LR,e∗

ℓusu

)
− 14.7ℜ

(
CRR,e
ℓusuC

LR,e∗

ℓusu + CRR,e
ℓusuC

RL,e∗

ℓusu + CRL,e
ℓusuC

LL,e∗

ℓusu + CLR,e
ℓusuC

LL,e∗

ℓusu

)
, (B1e)

ΓH→π0η

(10−4GeV)5
= 12.6

( ∣∣CRR,e
ℓuud

∣∣2 + ∣∣CLL,e
ℓuud

∣∣2 )+ 2.47
( ∣∣CRL,e

ℓuud

∣∣2 + ∣∣CLR,e
ℓuud

∣∣2 )+ 25.3ℜ
(
CLL,e
ℓuudC

RR,e∗

ℓuud

)
+ 4.93ℜ

(
CRL,e
ℓuudC

LR,e∗

ℓuud

)
+ 11.2ℜ

(
CRR,e
ℓuudC

LR,e∗

ℓuud + CRR,e
ℓuudC

RL,e∗

ℓuud + CRL,e
ℓuudC

LL,e∗

ℓuud + CLR,e
ℓuudC

LL,e∗

ℓuud

)
, (B1f)

ΓH→π0π0

(10−4GeV)5
= 0.27

( ∣∣CRR,e
ℓuud

∣∣2 + ∣∣CLL,e
ℓuud

∣∣2 + ∣∣CRL,e
ℓuud

∣∣2 + ∣∣CLR,e
ℓuud

∣∣2 )+ 0.55ℜ
(
CRR,e
ℓuudC

LL,e∗

ℓuud

+ CRL,e
ℓuudC

LR,e∗

ℓuud − CRR,e
ℓuudC

RL,e∗

ℓuud − CRR,e
ℓuudC

LR,e∗

ℓuud − CLL,e
ℓuudC

RL,e∗

ℓuud − CLL,e
ℓuudC

LR,e∗

ℓuud

)
, (B1g)

ΓH→π+π−

(10−4GeV)5
= 0.50

( ∣∣CRR,e
ℓuud

∣∣2 + ∣∣CLL,e
ℓuud

∣∣2 + ∣∣CRL,e
ℓuud

∣∣2 + ∣∣CLR,e
ℓuud

∣∣2 )+ 1.01ℜ
(
CRR,e
ℓuudC

LL,e∗

ℓuud

+ CRL,e
ℓuudC

LR,e∗

ℓuud − CRR,e
ℓuudC

RL,e∗

ℓuud − CRR,e
ℓuudC

LR,e∗

ℓuud − CLL,e
ℓuudC

RL,e∗

ℓuud − CLL,e
ℓuudC

LR,e∗

ℓuud

)
, (B1h)
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ΓH→νeνe

(10−7GeV)5
= 104

( ∣∣CRL,e
ν̄dsu

∣∣2 + ∣∣CRR,e
ν̄dsu

∣∣2 )+ 50.6
( ∣∣CRR,e

ν̄sud

∣∣2 + ∣∣CRL,e
ν̄sud

∣∣2 )+ 440
( ∣∣CRL,e

ν̄dud

∣∣2 + ∣∣CRR,e
ν̄dud

∣∣2 )
+ 301

∣∣CRL,e
ν̄uds

∣∣2 + 355ℜ
(
CRL,e
ν̄udsC

RR,e∗

ν̄dsu − CRL,e
ν̄udsC

RL,e∗

ν̄dsu

)
− 209ℜ

(
CRL,e
ν̄dsuC

RR,e∗

ν̄dsu

)
+ 730ℜ

(
CRL,e
ν̄udsC

RL,e∗

ν̄dud − CRL,e
ν̄udsC

RR,e∗

ν̄dud

)
− 880ℜ

(
CRL,e
ν̄dudC

RR,e∗

ν̄dud

)
+ 247ℜ

(
CRL,e
ν̄udsC

RR,e∗

ν̄sud − CRL,e
ν̄udsC

RL,e∗

ν̄sud

)
− 101ℜ

(
CRL,e
ν̄sudC

RR,e∗

ν̄sud

)
+ 145ℜ

(
CRL,e
ν̄dsuC

RL,e∗

ν̄sud + CRR,e
ν̄dsuC

RR,e∗

ν̄sud − CRL,e
ν̄dsuC

RR,e∗

ν̄sud − CRL,e
ν̄sudC

RR,e∗

ν̄dsu

)
+ 429ℜ

(
CRL,e
ν̄dudC

RR,e∗

ν̄dsu + CRL,e
ν̄dsuC

RR,e∗

ν̄dud − CRL,e
ν̄dudC

RL,e∗

ν̄dsu − CRR,e
ν̄dudC

RR,e∗

ν̄dsu

)
+ 299ℜ

(
CRL,e
ν̄dudC

RR,e∗

ν̄sud + CRL,e
ν̄sudC

RR,e∗

ν̄dud − CRL,e
ν̄dudC

RL,e∗

ν̄sud − CRR,e
ν̄dudC

RR,e∗

ν̄sud

)
, (B1i)

ΓH→νeνµ

(10−7GeV)5
= 52

( ∣∣CRL,µ
ν̄dsu

∣∣2 + ∣∣CRR,µ
ν̄dsu

∣∣2 )+ 25.3
( ∣∣CRR,µ

ν̄sud

∣∣2 + ∣∣CRL,µ
ν̄sud

∣∣2 )+ 220
( ∣∣CRL,µ

ν̄dud

∣∣2 + ∣∣CRR,µ
ν̄dud

∣∣2 )
+ 150

∣∣CRL,µ
ν̄uds

∣∣2 + 177ℜ
(
CRL,µ
ν̄udsC

RR,µ∗

ν̄dsu − CRL,µ
ν̄udsC

RL,µ∗

ν̄dsu

)
− 105ℜ

(
CRL,µ
ν̄dsuC

RR,µ∗

ν̄dsu

)
+ 365ℜ

(
CRL,µ
ν̄udsC

RL,µ∗

ν̄dud − CRL,µ
ν̄udsC

RR,µ∗

ν̄dud

)
− 440ℜ

(
CRL,µ
ν̄dudC

RR,µ∗

ν̄dud

)
+ 123ℜ

(
CRL,µ
ν̄udsC

RR,µ∗

ν̄sud − CRL,µ
ν̄udsC

RL,µ∗

ν̄sud

)
− 50ℜ

(
CRL,µ
ν̄sudC

RR,µ∗

ν̄sud

)
+ 73ℜ

(
CRL,µ
ν̄dsuC

RL,µ∗

ν̄sud + CRR,µ
ν̄dsuC

RR,µ∗

ν̄sud − CRL,µ
ν̄dsuC

RR,µ∗

ν̄sud − CRL,µ
ν̄sudC

RR,µ∗

ν̄dsu

)
+ 215ℜ

(
CRL,µ
ν̄dudC

RR,µ∗

ν̄dsu + CRL,µ
ν̄dsuC

RR,µ∗

ν̄dud − CRL,µ
ν̄dudC

RL,µ∗

ν̄dsu − CRR,µ
ν̄dudC

RR,µ∗

ν̄dsu

)
+ 150ℜ

(
CRL,µ
ν̄dudC

RR,µ∗

ν̄sud + CRL,µ
ν̄sudC

RR,µ∗

ν̄dud − CRL,µ
ν̄dudC

RL,µ∗

ν̄sud − CRR,µ
ν̄dudC

RR,µ∗

ν̄sud

)
. (B1j)

ΓH→νeντ assumes a similar expression as ΓH→νeνµ with the superscript µ replaced by τ in all WCs.

Appendix C: Master formulas for decay widths in the SMEFT

Since the SMEFT provides a natural parameterization of new physics effects, it is desirable to match the LEFT

interactions onto the SMEFT interactions at leading order and to formulate the master formulas for hydrogen decay

in terms of the SMEFT WCs. In the case of BNV interactions with ∆(B − L) = 0, the LO SMEFT interactions

appear at dim 6 and consist of four operators [45],

OduQL = ϵαβγϵij(dαCu
β)(QγiCLj) , OQQue = ϵαβγϵij(QαiCQ

βj)(uγCe) ,

OQQQL = ϵαβγϵilϵjk(QαiCQ
βj)(QγkCLl) , Oduue = ϵαβγ(dαCu

β)(uγCe) , (C1)

where α, β, γ are color indices, i, j, k, l denote the SU(2)L indices, and the generation indices are suppressed here for

simplicity. While for the BNV interacions with ∆(B + L) = 0 interactions, the LO SMEFT operators arise at dim 7

and include six operators [46, 47],

OLdudH̃ = ϵαβγ(Ld
α)(uβCdγ)H̃ , OLdddH = ϵαβγ(Ld

α)(dβCdγ)H ,

OeQddH̃ = ϵαβγϵij(eQ
αi)(dβCdγ)H̃j , OLdQQH̃ = ϵαβγϵij(Ld

α)(QβCQγi)H̃j ,

OLQdDd = ϵαβγ(Lγ
µQα)(dβCi

←→
Dµd

γ) , OedddD = ϵαβγ(eγ
µdα)(dβCi

←→
Dµd

γ) . (C2)

The matching results of the dim-6 and dim-7 SMEFT interactions onto the LEFT ones at the electroweak scale are

given by [33, 42]

CLR,xyzwℓudu = CzwyxduQL, CRR,xyzwℓudu = Czwyxduue , CLR,xyzwνddu = −VayCzwaxduQL, CRL,xyzwℓudu = −Vaz
(
CwayxQQue + C

awyx
QQue

)
,

CLL,xyzwℓudu = Vaz

(
CwayxQQQL + CywaxQQQL − C

wyax
QQQL

)
, CLL,xyzwνdud = VayVbw

(
CbzaxQQQL + CabzxQQQL − CbazxQQQL

)
, (C3)

CRR,xyzwν̄dud =
v√
2
Cxyzw
L̄dudH̃

, CRR,xyzw
ℓ̄ddd

=
v√
2
Cxyzw
L̄dddH

, CLR,xyzw
ℓ̄ddd

= − v√
2
VayCxazwēQddH̃

,

CRL,xyzwν̄dud = − v√
2
VawCxyzaL̄dQQH̃

, CRL,xyzw
ℓ̄ddd

= − v

2
√
2
VazVbw

(
Cxyab
L̄dQQH̃

− Cxyba
L̄dQQH̃

)
. (C4)
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Since the SMEFT operators and WCs are valid only above the electroweak scale, it is necessary to account for the

running effects of the LEFT WCs from the chiral symmetry breaking scale to the electroweak scale. The corresponding

renormalization group equations (RGEs) have been computed in [48], where the leading effect arises from one-loop

QCD renormalization, yielding a universal result for all relevant WCs: dCi/d lnµ = −(αs/π)Ci. The numerical

solution is given by Ci(Λχ) = 1.31Ci(ΛEW). After incorporating this running effect the two-body hydrogen decay

widths expressed in terms of the SMEFT WCs are summarized as follows:

ΓH→γγ

(10−4GeV)5
= 2750|C̃1111

QQue|2 + 688
(
|C1111

duue|2 + |C̃1111
QQQL|2 + |C1111

duQL|2
)
+ 2750ℜ

(
C̃1111
QQueC1111∗

duue

)
− 1370ℜ

(
C1111
duQLC̃1111∗

QQQL

)
+ 2.24ℜ

(
C1111
duueC̃1111∗

QQQL − C1111
duueC1111∗

duQL

)
− 4.49ℜ

(
C̃1111
QQueC1111∗

duQL − C̃1111
QQueC̃1111∗

QQQL

)
, (C5a)

ΓH→e−e+

(10−4GeV)5
= 1370|C̃1111

QQue|2 + 343
(
|C1111

duue|2 + |C1111
duQL|2 + |C̃1111

QQQL|2
)
+ 1370ℜ

(
C̃1111
QQueC1111∗

duue

)
+ 1.5ℜ

(
C̃1111
QQueC1111∗

duQL

− C̃1111
QQueC̃1111∗

QQQL

)
− 686ℜ

(
C1111
duQLC̃1111∗

QQQL

)
+ 0.75ℜ

(
C1111
duueC1111∗

duQL − C1111
duueC̃1111∗

QQQL

)
, (C5b)

ΓH→e−µ+

(10−4GeV)5
= 1390|C̃1112

QQue|2 + 348
(
|C1112

duue|2 + |C1112
duQL|2 + |C̃1112

QQQL|2
)
+ 1390ℜ

(
C̃1112
QQueC1112∗

duue

)
+ 310ℜ

(
C̃1112
QQueC1112∗

duQL

− C̃1112
QQueC̃1112∗

QQQL

)
− 696ℜ

(
C1112
duQLC̃1112∗

QQQL

)
+ 155ℜ

(
C1112
duueC1112∗

duQL − C1112
duueC̃1112∗

QQQL

)
, (C5c)

ΓH→π0K0

(10−4GeV)5
= 45.6

(
|C2111

duue|2 + |C̃1211
QQQL|2

)
+ 5.74|C̃2111

QQue|2 + 1.43|C2111
duQL|2 + 91.1ℜ

(
C̃1211
QQQLC2111∗

duue

)
+ 16.2ℜ

(
C2111
duueC2111∗

duQL

+ C2111
duQLC̃1211∗

QQQL

)
− 5.73ℜ

(
C̃2111
QQueC2111∗

duQL

)
− 32.3ℜ

(
C2111
duueC̃2111∗

QQue + C̃2111
QQueC̃1211∗

QQQL

)
, (C5d)

ΓH→π−K+

(10−4GeV)5
= 15.3

(
|C2111

duue|2 + |C̃1211
QQQL|2

)
+ 41.6|C̃2111

QQue|2 + 10.4|C2111
duQL|2 + 30.7ℜ

(
C̃1211
QQQLC2111∗

duue

)
− 25.2ℜ

(
C2111
duueC2111∗

duQL

+ C2111
duQLC̃1211∗

QQQL

)
− 41.5ℜ

(
C̃2111
QQueC2111∗

duQL

)
+ 50.4ℜ

(
C2111
duueC̃2111∗

QQue + C̃2111
QQueC̃1211∗

QQQL

)
, (C5e)

ΓH→π0η

(10−4GeV)5
= 21.6

(
|C1111

duue|2 + |C̃1111
QQQL|2

)
+ 16.9|C̃1111

QQue|2 + 4.24|C1111
duQL|2 + 43.4ℜ

(
C̃1111
QQQLC1111∗

duue

)
+ 19.2ℜ

(
C1111
duueC1111∗

duQL

+ C1111
duQLC̃1111∗

QQQL

)
− 16.9ℜ

(
C̃1111
QQueC1111∗

duQL

)
− 38.4ℜ

(
C1111
duueC̃1111∗

QQue + C̃1111
QQueC̃1111∗

QQQL

)
, (C5f)

ΓH→π0π0

(10−4GeV)5
= 0.47

(
|C1111

duue|2 + |C̃1111
QQQL|2 + |C1111

duQL|2
)
+ 1.87|C̃1111

QQue|2 + 0.94ℜ
(
C1111
duueC̃1111∗

QQQL − C1111
duueC1111∗

duQL

− C̃1111
QQQLC1111∗

duQL

)
− 1.87ℜ

(
C̃1111
QQueC1111∗

duQL − C1111
duueC̃1111∗

QQue − C̃1111
QQQLC̃1111∗

QQue

)
, (C5g)

ΓH→π+π−

(10−4GeV)5
= 0.86

(
|C1111

duue|2 + |C̃1111
QQQL|2 + |C1111

duQL|2
)
+ 3.45|C̃1111

QQue|2 + 1.73ℜ
(
C1111
duueC̃1111∗

QQQL − C1111
duueC1111∗

duQL

− C̃1111
QQQLC1111∗

duQL

)
− 3.46ℜ

(
C̃1111
QQueC1111∗

duQL − C1111
duueC̃1111∗

QQue − C̃1111
QQQLC̃1111∗

QQue

)
, (C5h)

ΓH→νeνe

(10−4GeV)7
= 2.28

(
|C̃1111

L̄dQQH̃ |2 + |C1111
L̄dudH̃ |2

)
+ 0.26

(
|C̃1211

L̄dQQH̃ |2 + |C1211
L̄dudH̃ |2

)
+ 0.54

(
|C̃1112

L̄dQQH̃ |2 + |C1112
L̄dudH̃ |2

)
+ 4.57ℜ

(
C̃1111
L̄dQQH̃C1111∗

L̄dudH̃

)
+ 0.52ℜ

(
C̃1211
L̄dQQH̃C1211∗

L̄dudH̃

)
+ 1.08ℜ

(
C̃1112
L̄dQQH̃C1112∗

L̄dudH̃

)
+ 2.23ℜ

(
C̃1111
L̄dQQH̃C1112∗

L̄dudH̃ + C̃1112
L̄dQQH̃C1111∗

L̄dudH̃ + C̃1111
L̄dQQH̃ C̃1112∗

L̄dQQH̃ + C1111
L̄dudH̃C1112∗

L̄dudH̃

)
− 1.55ℜ

(
C̃1111
L̄dQQH̃C1211∗

L̄dudH̃ + C̃1211
L̄dQQH̃C1111∗

L̄dudH̃ + C̃1111
L̄dQQH̃ C̃1211∗

L̄dQQH̃ + C1111
L̄dudH̃C1211∗

L̄dudH̃

)
− 0.75ℜ

(
C̃1112
L̄dQQH̃ C̃1211∗

L̄dQQH̃ + C1112
L̄dudH̃C1211∗

L̄dudH̃ + C̃1112
L̄dQQH̃C1211∗

L̄dudH̃ + C̃1211
L̄dQQH̃C1112∗

L̄dudH̃

)
, (C5i)

ΓH→νeνµ

(10−4GeV)7
= 1.14

(
|C̃2111

L̄dQQH̃ |2 + |C2111
L̄dudH̃ |2

)
+ 0.13

(
|C̃2211

L̄dQQH̃ |2 + |C2211
L̄dudH̃ |2

)
+ 0.27

(
|C̃2112

L̄dQQH̃ |2 + |C2112
L̄dudH̃ |2

)
+ 2.28ℜ

(
C̃2111
L̄dQQH̃C2111∗

L̄dudH̃

)
+ 0.26ℜ

(
C̃2211
L̄dQQH̃C2211∗

L̄dudH̃

)
+ 0.54ℜ

(
C̃2112
L̄dQQH̃C2112∗

L̄dudH̃

)
+ 1.11ℜ

(
C̃2111
L̄dQQH̃C2112∗

L̄dudH̃ + C̃2112
L̄dQQH̃C2111∗

L̄dudH̃ + C̃2111
L̄dQQH̃ C̃2112∗

L̄dQQH̃ + C2111
L̄dudH̃C2112∗

L̄dudH̃

)
− 0.77ℜ

(
C̃2111
L̄dQQH̃C2211∗

L̄dudH̃ + C̃2211
L̄dQQH̃C2111∗

L̄dudH̃ + C̃2111
L̄dQQH̃ C̃2211∗

L̄dQQH̃ + C2111
L̄dudH̃C2211∗

L̄dudH̃

)
− 0.37ℜ

(
C̃2112
L̄dQQH̃ C̃2211∗

L̄dQQH̃ + C2112
L̄dudH̃C2211∗

L̄dudH̃ + C̃2112
L̄dQQH̃C2211∗

L̄dudH̃ + C̃2211
L̄dQQH̃C2112∗

L̄dudH̃

)
, (C5j)

where C̃prstQQQL ≡ VxrCpxstQQQL, C̃
prst
QQue ≡ VxpCxrstQQue, C̃

prst

L̄dQQH̃
≡ VxtCprsxL̄dQQH̃

. Similar to the LEFT case, ΓH→νeντ can be

directly obtained from ΓH→νeνµ by replacing the lepton generation index “2” by “3” in all WCs.
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