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Abstract: The Electric Dipole Moment of the electron (eEDM) is typically inves-
tigated in experiments using paramagnetic molecules. However, the physical observ-
able in these searches consists in a linear combination of CP-violating interactions,
rather than the eEDM alone, which is commonly referred to as the equivalent EDM
of the system. Assuming the presence of new CP-odd physics from heavy degrees
of freedom, we parameterize its effects within the Standard Model Effective Field
Theory (SMEFT) framework. We systematically compute the contributions to the
full low-energy direction probed by EDM searches, focusing on leading-order ef-
fects at dimension six and one-loop level, while also discussing selected two-loop and
dimension-eight contributions. We find that eEDM experiments are sensitive to a
broader class of SMEFT operators than previously recognized.
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1 Introduction

The Standard Model (SM) of particle physics provides a remarkably precise descrip-
tion of fundamental interactions, successfully accounting for most observed phenom-
ena up to energies near the TeV scale. However, despite its successes, several key
observations remain unexplained within the SM framework. These include the ex-
istence of nonzero neutrino masses, the presence of dark matter, and the observed
baryon asymmetry of the universe. Addressing these issues requires physics beyond
the SM (BSM), motivating both theoretical developments and experimental searches
for new interactions.

In particular, the baryon–antibaryon asymmetry of the universe cannot be dy-
namically generated within the SM alone [1, 2]. A key requirement for successful
baryogenesis are additional sources of CP violation beyond those present in the
CKM and PMNS matrices, which govern quark and lepton mixing respectively.
This motivates experimental searches for CP-odd observables that could serve as
direct signatures of new CP-violating interactions. Among these, Electric Dipole
Moments (EDMs) of SM particles provide some of the most stringent probes of CP-
violating BSM physics. Theoretically, EDMs are particularly well-suited for New
Physics (NP) searches because their SM contributions are extremely suppressed.
In the quark sector, CP violation is parametrized by the Jarlskog invariant [3],
J = Im(VtbV

∗
tdVcdV

∗
cb) ∼ 3 × 10−5 [4], which leads to EDM contributions only ap-

pearing at three-loop order or higher due to the required multiple CKM insertions
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EDM Upper-Limit @ 90% CL
de 4.1× 10−30 e · cm [10]
dµ 1.8× 10−19 e · cm [11]
dτ ∼ 10−17 [12]
dn 1.8× 10−26 e · cm [13]

Table 1. Current upper-limit on the EDMs of charged leptons and the neutron. As
explained in the text, the electron EDM bounds are found assuming that the coefficient of
the semi-leptonic interactions that enter in the equivalent EDM of the paramagnetic HfF+
molecule is zero.

and the antisymmetry of J [5]1. In the lepton sector, an analogous Jarlskog invariant
can be constructed from the PMNS matrix, but no definite sign of CP violation in
neutrino oscillations has been measured so far2. Additionally, the PMNS induced
EDMs also appear at high loop orders, leading to suppressed contributions. Exper-
iments looking for EDMs are sensitive to much larger values than those predicted
by the SM, and would thus be able to unambiguously detect or constraint CP-odd
new physics interactions. The absence of EDM signals in present searches has led to
stringent upper limits on the EDMs of leptons and the neutron, summarized in Table
1, with future experiments expected to further improve the sensitivities. The projec-
tion for future electron EDM searches anticipate an improvement of up to three order
of magnitude [14–16]. Dedicated searches for a muon EDM at PSI are also expected
to run in the upcoming years, with a target sensitivity of dµ ≲ 6× 10−23 e · cm [17].
Improvement for the neutron EDM are also expected from the n2EDM experiment
[18].

Assuming that new physics lies at a high energy scale, its low-energy effects
can be systematically described in a model-independent manner using the Standard
Model Effective Field Theory (SMEFT). In this approach, the contributions of the
heavy degrees of freedom are encoded in the Wilson coefficients of higher-dimensional
operators constructed from SM fields and observables can be calculated in terms of
the operator coefficients. EDMs, in particular, are related to the imaginary coefficient
of the dipole operator, and are sensitive to a wide variety of CP-odd operators that
can contribute to it. A number of SMEFT analyses of EDMs exist in the literature,
including complete studies of one-loop effects at dimension six [19, 20], as well as

1Long distance contributions can lead to larger values [6, 7], but are still far from the experimental
sensitivites

2Although there is a small preference for a non-zero Dirac phase when including SK-ATM data
[8, 9]

– 2 –



selected two-loop contributions [21].
Given the exceptional sensitivity of electron EDM experiments, constraints de-

rived from these measurements often set the most stringent limits on BSM CP vi-
olation. In the EFT framework, the experimental reach of electron EDM searches
corresponds to the largest UV scales among all EDM observables. The state-of-the-
art of electron EDM best limit come from searches of the EDMs of paramagnetic
molecules, like HfF+ and ThO. However, these experiments are sensitive not only to
the permanent EDM of the electron, but also to other CP-odd interactions between
the electron and the nuclei. They effectively constrain a combination of the electron
EDM and semileptonic scalar interactions, collectively referred to as the "equivalent
EDM" of the system (dequiv). The reported upper limits on the electron EDM assume
no contribution from the CP-odd scalar, an assumption that may not hold in general.
If the CP-violating physics affects electron-nuclei interactions, paramagnetic EDM
searches can provide direct constraints on its magnitude. For instance, it has been
recently shown that paramagnetic systems can be used to bound the θ QCD term
from its contribution to the semileptonic operator entering in the equivalent EDM
[22].

The goal of this work is to systematically study the full experimental direction
probed by paramagnetic EDM searches within the SMEFT framework. By including
all relevant renormalization group mixing effects at the one-loop level and dimension
six, we aim to provide a comprehensive analysis of how electron EDM experiments
constrain the space of CP-violating operators. Selected two-loop and dimension eight
contribution are also briefly discussed.

The paper is organised as follows. In Section 2 we review the low-energy oper-
ators that enter in the definition of the equivalent EDM, and discuss the combina-
tions probed by the different paramagnetic molecules. In Section 3 we introduce the
SMEFT Lagrangian and calculate the contributions of high-energy operators onto
the low-energy experimental direction to constrain the SMEFT operator coefficients.
Finally, we summarize our results in Section 4.

2 The equivalent electric dipole moment

As discussed in the Introduction, the most sensitive searches of the electron EDM
(eEDM) are conducted on paramagnetic systems, where the EDM of the unpaired
electrons is inferred from the frequency shift of paramagnetic atoms or molecules in
the presence of an electric field. However, these energy shifts depend not only on
the eEDM, but also on other CP-odd semileptonic interactions. At the experimen-
tal scale, the relevant interactions to which experiments are most sensitive can be
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parametrized according to the Lagrangian [23]:

L = −i
de
2
ēσµνγ5eF

µν +
GF√
2
CS ēiγ5eN̄N, (2.1)

where σµν = i
2
[γµ, γν ], N = (p, n) is the nucleon isospin doublet, GF is the Fermi

constant and CS is a dimensionless Wilson coefficient. It is possible to define an
equivalent eEDM (dequiv.e ) in terms of operators in (2.1) that correspond to the ob-
servable measured in paramagnetic EDM searches. Currently, the best experimental
sensitivity is obtained using HfF+ molecular ions, where the equivalent EDM reads3

[24]

dequivHfF+ = de + CS × 0.9× 10−20 e · cm. (2.2)

and is constrained to be [10]:

|dequivHfF+| < 4.1× 10−30 e · cm. (2.3)

Within the SM, dequive is predicted to be ∼ 10−35 e · cm [25], which is still far from
the reach of future eEDM experiments [14–16]. It is then possible to constrain CP-
violating operators from the dequive upper-limit.

A single experiment cannot distinguish the contributions of the two operators
in Eq. (2.1), making it impossible to determine whether a potential signal arises
from de or CS or to impose a model-independent bound on each coefficient. When
considering one-operator-at-a-time and assuming the UV matching

de ∼
v

16π2Λ2
CS ∼ 1

Λ2GF

, (2.4)

where v ∼ 174 GeV is the electroweak Vacuum Expectation Value (VEV), the eEDM
still remains the most sensitive observable to heavy new physics, given that it can
probe energy scales Λ ≲ 107 TeV which are 10 ∼ 102 times larger than those probed
by the semileptonic contribution. However, the dipole coefficient could be suppressed
by small couplings or loop factors, potentially allowing the scalar contribution to
compete or dominate in dequiv.

Since the low-energy EFT space spanned by the eEDM and the semileptonic
scalar operator is two-dimensional, a pair of experiments using different molecules
would, in principle, be sufficient to resolve the degeneracy. This holds true provided

3We are neglecting the isospin breaking effects that are proportional to the coefficient of the
semileptonic operator ēiγ5eN̄τ3N , with τ3 being the diagonal Pauli matrix, because they are sup-
pressed by the small Z − N difference in the molecule, where Z is the number of protons and N

the number of neutrons
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that the experimental sensitivities define sufficiently orthogonal directions in the
coefficient plane; otherwise, both experiments would probe nearly the same linear
combination of operators, leaving the distinction ambiguous.

Searches for a permanent EDM in thorium monoxide ThO are sensitive to the
equivalent EDM combination

dequivThO = de + CS × 1.5× 10−20 e · cm (2.5)

which is currently bounded to be < 1.1× 10−29 e · cm [26]. The HfF+ direction can
be decomposed into a projection onto dequivThO and the perpendicular direction as

dHfF+ ∼ 0.75(cosϕ dTho + sinϕ dTho⊥) (2.6)

where sinϕ ≃ 0.25 and the orthogonal combination is

dTho⊥ = 1.5 de − CS × 10−20 e · cm. (2.7)

From Eq. (2.6), in case of successful detection of dequiv, the two directions can be
disentangled if the two measurements have a relative accuracy of order ∼ tanϕ,
rendering possible to measure de and CS separately. A global fit of the current two
independent measures leads to [10]:

|de| < 2.1× 10−29 e · cm |CS| < 1.9× 10−9 (2.8)

at 90% C.L., which is roughly one order of magnitude milder than the bounds inferred
from the most sensitive measure assuming that one of the two coefficients is negligible.
Note that the loss in sensitivity could be traced to the less precise measurement on
ThO, but even with comparable precision the loss of one-order of magnitude in the
combined bound is expected from Eq. (2.6), because the two experimental directions
are aligned up to the small angle sinϕ ∼ 0.25.

2.1 Matching at the nucleon scale

In this section, we derive the matching conditions at µ ∼ 2 GeV, the scale where QCD
becomes non-perturbative, relating nucleon-level and quark-level operators relevant
for the interactions contributing to the equivalent EDMs. We consider operators
with chiral fields because it facilites the matching with the SMEFT.

The scalar quark operators relevant for the matching onto the CP-odd semi-
leptonic operator of Eq. (2.1) are

Oeq
XY = (ēPXe) (q̄PY q) (2.9)
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q = u q = d q = s

Gp,q
S 9 8.2 0.42

Gn,q
S 8.1 9 0.42

Table 2. Values of the scalar matching coefficients from [27]. The values for u, d result
from χPT calculations [28, 29], while for q = s lattice results are also used [30]

where PX,Y stands for the chirality projectors with X, Y = L,R, and q labels the
SM quarks. These are added to the Lagrangian as

Lq =
∑
q

∑
X,Y=L,R

Ceq
XY

Λ2
Oeq
XY (2.10)

where we have divided for the appropriate power of the energy scale Λ to have di-
mensionless coefficients. Starting from the chiral operators, the interaction featuring
a leptonic pseudoscalar current and a quark scalar current corresponds to the com-
bination

i

2
Im [Ceq

RL + Ceq
RR] (ēγ5e)(q̄q) ≡ Cq

s (ēiγ5e)(q̄q), (2.11)

since the Hermicity of the Lagrangian imposes that C∗
XY = CXY , where L = R and

R = L.
Operators with valence quarks (q = u, d, s) match directly onto the nucleon-level

operators because the scalar light-quark currents have non-zero matrix elements with
the nucleon state, ⟨N |q̄q|N ⟩ ∼ GN,q

S ⟨N |N̄N |N ⟩, where the QCD form factors GN,q
S

are given in Tab. 2. Scalar operators with heavy quarks (Q = c, b, t) instead match at
the one-loop level with the dimension-seven gluon operator OeG = (ēiγ5e)(G

a
µνG

µν
a )

[31]

CeG = − αs(mQ)

12π2mQ

CQ
s (mQ), (2.12)

and the gluon bilinear in turn matches onto the nucleon current at the confinement
scale µ ∼ 2 GeV [31–33]:4

⟨N |Ga
µνG

µν
a |N ⟩ = − 8πmN

9αs(µ)
⟨N |N̄N |N ⟩. (2.13)

Taking into account the QCD running of the gluon operator coefficient CeG (which
has the same anomalous dimension as αs), we can write down a general expression
for the matching onto the CP-odd scalar with nucleons:

4These contributions are depicted in the diagram of Fig. 1. Note that the scalar contact inter-
actions represented in the diagram could also result from CP-odd Higgs couplings stemming from
modified Yukawa interactions
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Figure 1. Contribution to the semi-leptonic interaction CS from closing a heavy quark
loop in a CP-odd scalar contact interaction, and gluons are exchanged with the nucleons.

Λ2GF√
2

CS(µ) =
∑

q=u,d,s

GN,q
s Cq

s (µ) +
∑
Q=c,b,t

2mN

27mQ

CQ
s (mQ) (2.14)

3 Equivalent EDMs in SMEFT

Assuming the presence of heavy physics above the electroweak scale, we can parametrize
the low-energy effects with the SMEFT Lagrangian:

LSMEFT = LSM +
∑
d

∑
i,ξ

Cξ
i

Λd−4
Oξ
i , (3.1)

where i runs over all the operators of a given dimension d and ξ represents the flavour
indices. We define the SM fields and interactions in the notation of [34]. Here, we
neglect the contributions of operator with dimension higher than six, which we take
in the on-shell Warsaw basis [35, 36]. Dimension eight contributions are discussed
in Section 3.1. We define left-handed quark doublets in the up-basis, where the up
Yukawa matrix is diagonal and the quark doublets are defined as

qL =

(
uL

d′L

)
; d′L,i = V ij

CKMdL,j, (3.2)

where primed fields are the down-type quarks in the weak basis, while the unprimed
are the corresponding fields in the mass eigenstate basis. Flavour change involving
the up-sector is possible in matching at the electroweak scale because the opera-
tor OuH contributes to the quark masses when the Higgs acquires a VEV. Note that
quark flavour mixing already occurs at the renormalizable level, because CKM causes
the matrix Yd and Yu to rotate with the renormalization scale, and also contribute

– 7 –



to off-diagonal wave function corrections. Since we work in the up-basis, the flavour
changing effects are controlled by matrix elements of Y †

d Yd, which due to the small
down-type Yukawas leads to relatively small rotation angles. For this reason, al-
though we rotate back to the up-basis at lower scales, we do not find interesting
flavour changing effects from the dimension four Renormalization Group Equations
(RGEs)5.

We also consider singlet and doublet lepton fields in the charged lepton mass
eigenstate basis, so the lepton Yukawas can have off-diagonal entries in the presence
of the operator OeH . However, we consider only lepton flavour conserving operators
in our analysis.

Contact interactions dressed with SM loops generally lead to divergences, which,
after renormalization, cause the operator coefficients in Eq. (3.1) to evolve with the
renormalization scale according to their RGEs. The solution to the dimension six
RGEs, which are fully known at the one-loop level [37–39], takes the following form

C⃗(µf ) = C⃗(µi)U(µf , µi) (3.3)

having aligned the operator coefficients in a row vector C⃗ and where U(µf , µi) is
an evolution matrix that is related to the anomalous dimension of the coefficients.
Hence, operators at the high scale will in general mix with each other at lower energy,
allowing to constrain operators that are otherwise difficult to probe directly.

Starting from a single SMEFT operator at a time at the scale µ ∼ Λ, we run
down to the electroweak scale, where the heavy SM particles (t quark and H, W
and Z bosons) are integrated out. At this stage, the operators generated in the
SMEFT RGEs evolution are matched onto effective interactions that are invariant
under SU(3)c×U(1)em. Then, we continue running the low-energy operators down to
the relevant energy scales, and we subsequently match onto the EDM experimental
direction of Eq. (2.2). The matching onto CS is given in Eq. (2.14), where semilep-
tonic scalar operators involving light quarks are evolved down to the confinement
scale µ ∼ 2 GeV, while the coefficients of operators involving heavy quarks cease
running at their respective mass thresholds. Note that in using Eq. (2.14) we are not
including the running of CS from 2 GeV to the electron mass µ ∼ me, which is the
scale of the EDM experiments. We comment on the impact of some sub-GeV effects
later in the text.

Below the electroweak scale, we parametrise the dipole operator with the elec-
trons as:

Ldip = Ceγ ēσµνPReF
µν + h.c., (3.4)

5With the expection of operators mixing with the top tensor Ceett
lequ(3), which we include in Fig. 2
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Figure 2. Sensitivities on the imaginary part of the SMEFT Wilson coefficients for the
operators that primarly contribute to de, from the EDM limit in Eq. (2.3), assuming Λ =
10 TeV as the initial scale for the running. The first four columns refer to the real part of
the correspondent Wilson coefficients, due to the fact that the violation of CP stems from
the operators themselves and not from an imaginary coupling.

which directly matches onto the eEDM of Eq. (2.1) through the relation

de = −2 Im[Ceγ(me)], (3.5)

where the operator coefficient Ceγ(me) is at the electron mass scale.
The full one-loop running, as well as the tree level matching between the SMEFT

and the Low Energy EFT, is performed using the public package wilson [40].
We take Λ = 10 TeV as the initial energy scale for the running and normalization

of the operators. The one-loop RGE evolution is computed numerically, so it includes
effects beyond the leading-log approximation.

Operators for which the contribution to de dominates over the semileptonic term
CS are shown in Fig. (2). For these operators, considering dequiv or de as the experi-
mental observable does not change the results. The operators OφṼ (V ) and Clequ(3) are
the only ones that mix directly with the dipole at one-loop. In contrast, operators
such as Olequ(1), OW̃ and OfV , with f ̸= e, contribute to the dipole operators via
second-order effects in the one-loop RGEs. We obtain results compatible with [20],
although we relaxed the assumption of minimal flavour violation so we do not define
chirality-flipping operators with a built-in Yukawa suppression. In general, we do not
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account for finite one-loop mixing effects6, as they are known to depend on the renor-
malization scheme, the choice of evanescent operators [43] and the treatment of γ5
[44]. This dependence introduces ambiguities in the UV matching and would require
the inclusion of the two-loop RGEs to obtain scheme-independent observables. Se-
lected two-loop effects have been computed in [21], including the mixing of the vector
operator Ceττe

le and the scalar operator Ceebb
ledq with the dipole via insertions of the τ

and b Yukawa couplings. The operators Ceττe
le and Ceebb

ledq also contribute to the dipole
operator at higher orders in the one-loop RGEs through a chain of mixings. Specifi-
cally, they first mix with Ceett

lequ(1) via a Yukawa insertion involving either the τ lepton
or b quark, which then mixes into the tensor operator with tops before ultimately
contributing to the dipole. While this process is formally suppressed at three loops,
it is also enhanced by a cubic logarithm, log3(Λ/mt), whereas the direct two-loop
mixing contains only a single power of log(Λ/mt). Moreover, the anomalous dimen-
sions in the one-loop mixing chain are sizable, particularly in the tensor-to-dipole
diagrams, while the two-loop mixing coefficient is comparatively suppressed. We ac-
count for the leading-log two-loop running of the scalar operator Ceebb

ledq , resumming
the one-loop QCD running, following the results of [21]. However, we find that the
ratio between the two-loop contribution and the higher-order one-loop RGE-induced
mixing is

C1−loop,RGEs
eγ

C2−loop
eγ

∼ 100. (3.6)

We also do not consider effects beyond the one-loop RGEs mixing for the vector
Ceττe
le because the result would be scheme-dependent7 and its contribution to CS is

suppressed, so previous eEDM SMEFT analyses would apply even when consider-
ing dequiv. In contrast, Ceebb

ledq contributes significantly to the semileptonic operator
featuring in dequiv, so it can be constrained directly via the matching onto the scalar.

In addition to the contributions from operators that mix with CeV in the RGEs,
there are additional effects due to the modification of SM couplings when matching
operators at the electroweak scale. Indeed, after spontaneous symmetry breaking,
Cψφ modifies the SM Yukawas, which are not anymore proportional to the fermion

6With the only exception of OW̃ , where the one-loop finite mixing has been computed in Di-
mensional Regularization (DR) and it is found to be comparable to the second order contribution
in the one-loop RGE. While the finite contribution depends on the regularization scheme, we stress
out that the only scheme consistent with an EFT approach is DR [41, 42].

7The authors of [21] compute the two-loop mixing with the dipole of the four-lepton scalar
(l̄eee)(ēτ lτ ), which is Fierz equivalent to Ceττe

le in d = 4 dimensions. However, in d = 4− 2ϵ a set of
evanescent operators should be specified in order to translate the results for the vector, which may
also result in one-loop finite mixing as discussed in [20].
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Figure 3. Comparison between the sensitivities on the imaginary part of SMEFT Wilson
coefficients from dequiv.

HfF+ and de, considering the experimental limit in Eq. (2.3) and Λ =
10 TeV as the inital scale for the running. The figure shows only the operators where the
upper bound from dequiv.

HfF+ is stronger than from de.

mass matrix. As a result, if Cψφ is complex, a CP-odd interaction with the Higgs
and the SM fermions survives even after rotating the fields in their mass eigenstate
basis. The dominant contributions to the eEDM from modified Yukawa interactions
stem from the Barr-Zee diagrams [45]. This is a two-loop effect where the external
photon is attached to a loop of charged particles, which is then connected to the
lepton line via a photon and a Higgs boson. This contribution dominates over the
one-loop, which is suppressed by the small electron Yukawa, because in the Barr-Zee
the Higgs couples to a heavy particle in the loop. The largest contribution arises
from a top or W loop, with the CP-violating phase coming from a Ceφ insertion in
the electron line. A complex Ceφ also contributes to the CP-odd scalar operators
discussed in Section 2.1, when the Higgs boson is removed at the electroweak scale8.
However, since de is more sensitive to heavy new physics than CS, contributions to
the semileptonic interaction, though sizeable, are subdominant.

Fig. (3) compares the sensitivities on Wilson coefficients from de and dequiv.HfF+ , for
the operators where the contribution to CS is sizable. The semileptonic operators
that are diagonal in the quark flavour match directly onto CS and the dominant

8Since the top is also integrated out at the same time, there is a ∝ CeH matching contribution
at one-loop to the gluon operator (ēiγ5e)(Ga

µνG
µν
a ), following from a diagram similar to Fig. 1 with

a t loop and the crossed dot replaced by a Higgs exchange.
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RGE effect is the QCD running that rescales the operator coefficients. We find that
the relative scaling between the different generations is in agreement with Eq. (2.14).
As a result, this class of operators gives the most significant contribution to CS,
with the only exception of C1133

lequ(1), where the corresponding matching coefficient is
suppressed by mN/mt and its contribution to eEDM dominates. This is due to the
fact that the mixing with the dipole occurs at second-order but it is enhanced by a
large anomalous dimension and features the Yukawa of the top.

Tensor operators Clequ(3) mix to both the eEDM and semileptonic scalar at one-
loop but with different anomalous dimensions. In the former case, the one loop
mixing is proportional to the Yukawa of the up-type quarks while, for the latter, the
mixing occurs via electroweak gauge bosons exchange. Therefore, as a consequence
of the Yukawa suppression, dequiv.HfF+ is significantly more sensitive to operators with
the up quark compared to de alone, while for operators with tops and tensor with
charms CS is negligible with respect to de. We remind that we are only including
perturbative contributions above 2 GeV. However, it has been shown that sub-GeV
mixing with the dipole in χPT can be significant for scalar and tensor operators
involving first-generation quarks [46]. While these effects are estimated to be one to
two orders of magnitude larger than the RGE-induced mixing above 2 GeV, they do
not alter the conclusion that dequiv remains the most sensitive observable, because
the contributions to CS are still several orders of magnitude larger.

3.1 Dimension eight effects

Given the exceptional sensitivity of EDM experiments to NP interactions, the next
to leading effects in the EFT expansion can fall within the experimental reach. These
appear with dimension eight operators, which are added to the SMEFT Lagrangian
as specified in Eq. (3.1), so they are suppressed by four powers of the NP scale
Λ. Complete on-shell basis for dimension eight SMEFT operators can be found in
[47, 48], and we adopt the notation of Ref. [47]. In this section, we only provide
estimates for the contribution of selected dimension eight operators, because a com-
plete analysis is beyond the scope of this work and would require the dimension eight
RGEs, which are largerly unknown, although some partial results are available [49–
57]. We also disregard the contribution of derivative operators, as they are expected
to be suppressed at low energies (at least at the tree-level), as well as operators
that differ from a dimension-six operator only by an additional φ†φ factor, since it
is unlikely that a UV model would generate the dimension-eight term without also
generating its dimension-six counterpart.

Tensor operators involving down-type fermions—either down-type quarks or
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charged leptons– which are non-zero only if the chirality projector in the two-fermion
bilinears is the same (PX ⊗ PX , with X = L,R), as well as scalar operators with
the same structure, appear at leading order at dimension eight. This is because
gauge-invariant interactions of this type require the insertion of two Higgs fields.
The relevant operators are9

Oijkl
l2e2φ2(4) = (liφσαβej)(lkφσ

αβel) (3.7)

Oijkl
leqdφ2(3) = (liφej)(qkφdl) Oijkl

leqdφ2(4) = (liφσαβej)(qkφσ
αβdl) (3.8)

and their respective Hermitian conjugates. The tensor operator will mix with the
dimension eight dipoles with a Yukawa suppressed mixing, and contribute to the
eEDM as

de ∼
CT
16π2

mf

Λ2

v2

Λ2
log

(
Λ

mf

)
(3.9)

where CT is the dimesion eight tensor coefficient, and mf is the mass of the respective
fermion running in the loop. As in the dimension six case, the tensor operator can
also mix with the associated scalar via gauge boson exchanges, which in turn will
match onto four-fermion interactions with a v2/Λ2 suppression when the electroweak
symmetry is broken10, and contribute to the semileptonic interaction of the equivalent
EDM as described in Eq. (2.14). The tensors with quarks lighter than the strange
contribute predominantly to the semileptonic operator by mixing with the scalar
via gauge interactions, while the tensors with bottom quarks and τ leptons mainly
contribute to the dipole as estimated in Eq. (3.9). By analogy with dimension-six
operators involving up-type quarks, dimension eight scalar operators with bottom
quarks are expected to contribute comparably to both the semileptonic operator
and the dipole, with the latter arising via an intermediate mixing with the tensor.
Another class of four-fermion operators that are not present at dimension six are
scalars with up quarks having the chirality structure PR ⊗ PL

Cijkl
lequφ2(5) = (l̄iφej)(ūkφ̃

†ql), (3.10)

and the respective Hermitian conjugates. These operators will match onto CS be-
cause they give tree-level contributions to the scalars of Eq. (2.14) with up-type
quarks. Note that contrary to the dimension six case, the scalar Ceett

lequφ2(5) should

9The tensor operators with leptons that we consider here is Fierz equivalent to a combination
of scalars Oijkl

l2e2φ2(3) = (liφej)(lkφel) present in the basis of Ref. [47].
10The full tree-level matching at O(1/Λ4) between SMEFT and the low-energy EFT can be found

in [58].
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contribute more to CS than de, because there is no tensor with the same chirality
structure to mix with as an intermediate step.
Finally, the operator

Oee
leG2φ = (l̄eφe)G

A
µνG

Aµν (3.11)

matches onto the gluon operator OeG of Section 2.1 when the Higgs acquires a VEV,
and contribute to the semileptonic CS at the QCD confinement scale as described
by Eq. (2.13).

Additional dimension-eight effects include flavour-changing operators in the up-
quark and lepton sectors that contribute to the EDM11. This arises because the op-
erators Oeφ and Ouφ modify fermion masses when electroweak symmetry is broken,
leading to non-diagonal Yukawa matrices in the mass eigenstate basis. Consequently,
if the SMEFT is initially defined in a basis where up-type quark or charged-lepton
Yukawas are diagonal, matching onto low-energy interactions requires rotating the
fields to their mass eigenstates, potentially introducing flavour violation. The ro-
tation angles are determined by the size of the Oψφ coefficient, allowing flavour-
changing operators to induce contributions to the flavour-conserving interactions
relevant for the equivalent EDM. For instance, if at the electroweak scale both the
operator Ceeij

lequ(1) and Cji
uφ are present, then

Ceejj
lequ(1)(mW ) ∼ Ceeij

lequ(1)C
ji
uφ

v3

(max(mi,mj)Λ2)
. (3.12)

Neglecting terms suppressed by small Yukawa couplings, the rotation angles of the
quark doublets are proportional to the matrix elements Cij

uφ with j > i. In contrast,
the mixing of right-handed up-type quarks, which is not suppressed by Yukawa cou-
plings, is governed by the size of the lower-left block, i.e the elements Cji

uφ with j > i.
Note that this rotation is formally a double insertion of dimension six operators,
hence a consistent treatment of these contributions may also require calculating the
dimension eight RGEs proportional to the product of two dimension six operators.
In the charged lepton sector a similar rotation should be perfomed in the presence
of Oij

eφ, with i ̸= j. However, we do not consider lepton flavour violating operators
in this work, which we aim to explore in a future project. The estimated sensivities
on the dimension eight coefficients, and on dimension six flavour changing operators
in the up quark sector are summarised in Table 3.

11We do not discuss down quarks because in the up-basis the down Yukawa features CKM mixing
which clearly dominates over the dimension eight effects
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Operator dequivHfF+ sensitivity on Im(C)

Ceeττ
l2e2φ2(4) ≲ 10−4

Ceedd
leqdφ2(3) ≲ 10−5

Ceedd
leqdφ2(4) ≲ 10−4

Ceess
leqdφ2(3) ≲ 10−3

Ceess
leqdφ2(4) ≲ 10−2

Ceebb
leqdφ2(3) ≲ 10−2

Ceebb
leqdφ2(4) ≲ 10−5

Ceeuu
lequφ2(5) ≲ 10−5

Ceecc
lequφ2(5) ≲ 10−3

Ceett
lequφ2(5) ≲ 10−1

Cee
leG2φ ≲ 10−2

Cee11
lequ(1) ∼ Ceei1

lequ(1)C
1i
uφ, Cee1i

lequ(1)C
i1
uφ ≲ 10−5/yui

Cee11
lequ(3) ∼ Ceei1

lequ(3)C
1i
uφ, Cee1i

lequ(3)C
i1
uφ ≲ 10−4/yui

Cee22
lequ(1) ∼ Cee12

lequ(1)C
12
uφ, Cee21

lequ(1)C
21
uφ ≲ 10−3/yc

Cee22
lequ(3) ∼ Cee12

lequ(3)C
12
uφ, Cee21

lequ(3)C
21
uφ ≲ 10−5/yc

Cee22
lequ(1) ∼ Cee32

lequ(1)C
23
uφ, Cee23

lequ(1)C
32
uφ ≲ 10−3/yt

Cee22
lequ(3) ∼ Cee32

lequ(3)C
23
uφ, Cee23

lequ(3)C
32
uφ ≲ 10−5/yt

Cee33
lequ(1) ∼ Ceej3

lequ(1)C
j3
uφ, Cee3j

lequ(1)C
3j
uφ ≲ 10−4/yt

Cee33
lequ(3) ∼ Ceej3

lequ(3)C
j3
uφ, Cee3j

lequ(3)C
3j
uφ ≲ 10−7/yt

Table 3. Estimated sensitivities of dequiv
HfF+ on the imaginary part of dimension eight coeffi-

cients or double insertion of dimension six operators, with operators normalized at Λ = 10

TeV. The index i can take values i = 2, 3 while j = 1, 2

4 Conclusion

The search for sources of CP violation beyond the Standard Model is essential for
shedding light on the mechanism behind baryogenesis. At the present time, one of
the best place to look for such effects are electron EDM experiments, which can probe
NP scales up to ∼ 107 TeV. Currently, the best upper limit on the eEDM is given by
measurements on paramagnetic molecules. However, these experiments are sensitive
to a linear combination of CP-violating interactions known as the equivalent EDM
dequiv, which contains the eEDM and the Wilson coefficient CS of a semileptonic
operator with electrons and nuclei. We review the definition of dequiv in Section 2 for
different paramagnetic molecules.

In this work, we study the contributions of higher dimensional SMEFT operators
to the equivalent EDM of HfF+ molecular ions, which currently has the most stringent
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upper limit |dequivHfF+ | < 4.1× 10−30 e · cm. To do so, we consider one SMEFT operator
at a time for a fixed initial scale of Λ = 10 TeV, which we run down to the scale of the
experiments to compute the low-energy contributions. The one-loop RGEs running,
as well as all the matching between the different effective theories when crossing the
SM particles masses, has been performed with the public package wilson. Selected
two-loop running effects are also included. The matching at the QCD confinement
scale between quark-level and nucleon level operators relevant for the semileptonic
interactions entering in dequiv are given in Eq. (2.14) of Section 2.1, where the effects
of heavy quarks have also been included.

We divide the discussion of the results (Section 3) in two parts. First, we show in
Fig. (2) the sensitivity on classes of operators where the eEDM dominates over CS.
Our results are compatible with previous SMEFT analysis of the eEDM. The new
results of this work are summarized in Fig. (3), which presents the single-operator
limits on the coefficients of those operators that contribute more significantly to
dequive than to de alone. Semileptonic scalars and tensors are found to give larger
contribution to CS than de, with the only exception of operators with top quarks
and tensors with charms.

Finally, in Section 3.1, we discuss selected dimension eight effects which, given
the impressive sensitivities of EDM experiments, are estimated to be within the reach
of the experimental searches.
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