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Abstract

We present a complete and independent set of dimension-7 operators in the low energy effective field theory (LEFT) where the
dynamical degrees of freedom are the standard model five quarks and all of the neutral and charged leptons. All operators are non-
Hermitian and are classified according to their baryon (A B) and lepton (A L) numbers violated. Including Hermitian-conjugated
operators, there are in total 3168, 750, 588, 712 operators with (AB,AL) = (0,0), (0,£2), (£1,F1), (£1,+1) respectively.
We perform the tree-level matching with the standard model effective field theory (SMEFT) up to dimension-7 (dim-7) operators
in both LEFT and SMEFT. As a phenomenological application we study the effective neutrino-photon interactions due to dim-7
lepton number violating operators that are induced and much enhanced at one loop from dim-6 operators that in turn are matched
from dim-7 SMEFT operators. We compare various neutrino-photon scattering cross sections with their counterparts in the standard

model and highlight the new features. Finally, we illustrate how these effective interactions could arise from ultraviolet completion.

1 Introduction

While neutrino mass and dark matter provide evidence for physics beyond the standard model (SM), persistent searches for new
heavy particle production have hitherto yielded a null result. In this circumstance, effective field theory (EFT) offers an appropriate
and universal approach to quantifying unknown effects of possibly very heavy new particles on the interactions of SM particles
at relatively low energies. In this framework, i.e., the standard model effective field theory (SMEFT), the standard model appears
as the leading interactions that are generally augmented by an infinite tower of effective interactions that involve higher and
higher dimensional operators and are more and more suppressed by heavy particles masses. The precise measurements and severe
constraints on these effective interactions will shed light on possible form of new physics.

Suppose that certain new physics scale Axp is significantly higher than the electroweak scale Agw ~ 10? GeV and that there
are no particles other than the SM ones of a mass around or below Agw. The effective field theory between the scales Axp and
Agw is then the SMEFT that includes all SM fields and satisfies the complete gauge symmetry SU(3)c x SU(2)r, x U(1)y. Since
it is an EFT at low energy compared to Axp, it can be organized by the dimensions of operators involved in effective interactions.
The bases of complete and independent operators have now been known at dimension 5 (dim-5) [1]], dimension 6 [2, 3], dimension
7 [4,15], and dimension 8 [6} 7,18}, 9], and the one-loop renormalization of those basis operators due to the SM interactions has been
accomplished up to dimension 7 in Refs. [[10, [11} 12} [13} {14} 115} 116, (17, [18L 1S, [19]. As the dimension of operators goes up further,
the number of basis operators increases horribly fast [7]; for recent efforts on basis operators of even higher dimensions, see for

instance, Refs [[7, 20} 21}, 22] 22, 23] 24]]. On the other hand, if there are new particles that have a mass less than Agw and are
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most likely a singlet under the SM gauge group, such as sterile neutrinos, they must be incorporated into the EFT framework thus
extending the regime of SMEFT [25} 126, 27} 28]].

Since many measurements are made below the electroweak scale, it is necessary to develop EFTs below Agw. By integrating
out the heavy particles in SM, i.e., the weak gauge bosons W, Z, the Higgs boson h, and the top quark ¢, we arrive at the so-called
low energy effective field theory (LEFT). It thus includes all other SM fields as its dynamical degrees of freedom including five
quarks, all neutral and charged leptons, and respects the gauge symmetry SU(3)¢c x U(1)gm. It has been successfully applied in
flavor physics; for a review, see for instance, Ref. [29]. In recent years LEFT has been systematically developed. The classification
of its basis operators up to dimension 6 and their tree-level and one-loop matching to the SMEFT also up to dimension 6 have
been made in Refs. [30,[31]. (We note in passing that the basis of dim-6 operators in LEFT extended with light sterile neutrinos
has been worked out recently [32}33]].) The complete one-loop renormalization of those basis operators has been accomplished in
Ref. [34]]. In this work we will push this systematic investigation one step further by building the basis of dim-7 operators in LEFT
and matching the effective interactions at tree level between SMEFT and LEFT both to dim-7 operators.

The outline of this paper is as follows. We first establish in section [2] the basis of dim-7 operators in LEFT, and then do the
tree-level matching between the SMEFT and the LEFT in section [3| by incorporating new terms due to dim-7 operators in SMEFT
or LEFT or in both. As a simple yet interesting application we study in section {4 the lepton number violating neutrino-photon
interactions arising from dim-7 operators, and calculate various scattering cross sections and compare them with the SM results.
We will also show a few examples of ultraviolet completion of a dim-7 operator in SMEFT that enters the above neutrino-photon

interactions. Our main results are finally summarized in section 5]

2 The basis of dim-7 operator in LEFT

In the LEFT where we are working the electroweak symmetry breakdown has already taken place, so that the gauge group is
SU(3)c x U(1)gm. We have also integrated out the heavy particles of a mass of order Agyy, i.e., the weak gauge bosons W+, Z,
the Higgs boson h, and the top quark ¢. Then the dynamical degrees of freedom are the n;y = 3 number of the down-type quarks
(d, s, b) and of the neutral (11 2 3) plus charged (e, p, 7) leptons, the n,, = 2 number of the up-type quarks (u, c), and the photon
(A,) and eight gluons (Gﬁ). Although we work with chiral fields (11, r), we assume they are already in their mass eigenstates.
This means that any factors of quark and lepton mixing matrix elements are hidden in the Wilson coefficients of high dimensional
operators. We label the fermion fields usually by the indices p, 7, s, t,i.e., Vp, €ip, Usp, dsp With chirality ¢ = L, R, that appear
in the same order in an operator and its Wilson coefficient. For specific applications these indices assume a generation value or a
flavor name interchangeably.

The bases of dim-5 and dim-6 operators have been established in Ref. [30]. In the following we will do the similar thing for

dim-7 operators. First of all, Lorentz symmetry restricts dim-7 operators to the following possible classes:
. 6N YD, VXD, ?DY, ey

where the gauge covariant derivative is D, = 0, — ieQA, — igsTAG,‘f with Q and T4 being the electric charge and color
generators and with e and g being gauge couplings, and X, = F},,, Gf}l, are the gauge field strength tensors. Note that there are
no pure bosonic operators made out of X and D because Lorentz invariance requires an even number of D factors which however
cannot lead to an odd-dimensional operator. The operators in the last two classes 12X D? and 12> D* are actually reducible to
those in the first two classes 12X ? and ¢*D plus lower dimensional (i.e., dim-5 and dim-6) ones already covered in [30], by
the use of equations of motion (EoMs) and integration by parts (IBP). Consider first the class 1/2D*. By Lorentz symmetry the

two fermion fields must form a scalar 1511/12 or tensor zﬁl 0,2 bilinear with all of the four factors of D arranged by IBP to act



on 9. For the tensor bilinear, if D* and D" are adjacent, z/?lam, -+~ DM DY - . .4hy reduces to the 1)2 X D? class by the relation
[D,L, D, x X > Which will be coped with in a moment; otherwise, D, (or equivalently D,,) stays on the far right or far left. For
the former, we proceed as 1 - - - i0,,, D"thy = 91 - - - Dby — 11 - - -y, [P1ho, where the second term yields by EoMs the lower
dimensional operators covered in [30] and the first belongs to the scalar bilinear that we will reduce further. If D, stays on the
far left, we make it act on ¥ by IBP instead and then a similar manipulation to the above applies. The scalar bilinear is easy to
handle. The four D factors are contracted by either €, ,5 Or g,,, both of which reduce to the operators in the other three classes
(W2X2, *D, ¥?X D?) and lower dimensional ones by the relations [D,,, D,] < X, and D* = [DIpy) = EoM operators.
This establishes the reducibility of the class 12 D*.

Now we turn to reduce the class 1/12X D2, Again, the two fermion fields must form either a scalar or a tensor bilinear. The
operators with a tensor bilinear can be transformed into those with a scalar bilinear plus EoM operators by the use of IBP, EoMs,
and the Bianchi identity (BI) D*X"? 4+ DY X°P* 4+ DPX* = 0. The proof goes like this. There are two types of Lorentz
contractions: (a) (¥10,,,12) X" D?D,, and (b) (¢10,,,42) X"? D" D,,. By IBP we choose X to be derivative free. Then we will
not bother to display gauge group indices involved in X which do not interrupt reduction of operators. For type (b), there are six
ways of attaching D? to fermion fields. Two of them are reduced to scalar bilinear operators and EoM operators (shown as ):

. . _
(D“¢110/Lpr1/J2)XVp = (DV¢1Dpw2)XVp + (¢1w7VDp¢2)XVp7
LM, (D701 Dy2) X + [ EoM |,
_ _ 1 _
(170, D Dpip2) X7 = (Yriou, [D", Dpliha) X7P — 5(1/11 [Dp, DyJ1h2) X P + (Y17, Dy Do) X¥°
=2 ¢?X? +[EoM )

and the other four with D, and D* interchanged or with both D, and D* acting on ¢ are similarly reduced. For type (a), excluding
the trivial EoM operators with D? acting on a single fermion field, we are left with the following operator whose reduction goes as
follows:

IBP

(Dpap1io,, DPyho) X1 — (Y110, D ptho) DP XM — (Yri0,,, D?ha) X1
== Z(EiUWDpr)D”X”" +
28 2(DF1i0,, D ytha) X7P — 2(4h1i0,0, D" Dyiha) X VP +[EoM | 3)

The two operators on the right-hand side have already been reduced in equation (2). The reducibility of the class 12 X D? now rests

on that of the scalar bilinear operators. In this case the Lorentz indices in X and D? have to be contracted. Since D, X" only
yields EoM operators that can be discarded as lower dimensional operators, we can apply IBP to make each fermion field be acted

upon by one derivative. This yields the unique operator which itself is reducible:

—_ 1— _
(D1 Do) X 22 —§¢1 (D Dyt XM —ap1 (Dyap2) Dy XM +
ELM> 1/12X2 + 1,[)4D, (4)

where stands for the total derivative terms that can be discarded in the effective Lagrangian. This finally establishes the
reducibility of the class 12X D2.

We are thus left with the classes ©¥>X? and ¢*D to examine further. Working with chiral fermion fields we see that the
monomial operators in these classes are all non-Hermitian due to the special Lorentz structure which can be formed. So in the
following we will work out one half of them while the other half can be obtained by Hermitian conjugate. We start with the class

1? X2, which may take the following forms for generic chiral fermion fields 1 o:

Oyr1 = (Y1p2) Fu FH, Oyra = (Y11p2) F M,



| Operator | Specific form | # (ng, ny) | Operator | Specific form | # (ng, n) |
(AL, AB) = (0, 0)
(RL) X2 RL)XX
Ocr1 Qem(€rer) Fpu FH n% Ocr2 em(€reL) Fpn M n%
Our1 e (drdr) Fu P ns Oara Com (drdy ) Fyu F1 ns
Oupl aem(uRuL)FHVF“ ni Oqu aem(uRuL)FWFW ni
Ouaract egs(drTAdL) F,, GA n} Oara2 eg3(drTAdy)F,, G4 n}
Ourcs 693(£TAO"WdL)FHPGfP n?
Ourcr | egs(@RT *ur) Fu G ny Ourca | egs(WRT uL)F, G n;
Ourcs | egs(WrT*0" ur)F,,Go* n,
Occt as(€rer )G, G n; Oeca2 as(Erer)Ga,GAM n}
OdGl as(%dL)GﬁyGAW TL? Odgg as(ﬁdL)GﬁyéA“” ~ n?c
Oucs asdapc(drTdr)G RGO n% Oaca asdapo(drT*dr)GR,GOM | n3
Oacs asfapo(dpTotdL)GE,GEP | nf ~
Ouc as(ugur )G, G n? Ouco as(urur)Ga, G n2
Ouas o dABC(uRTAuL)GB G ni Ouca anABc(ﬁTAuL)GEVGC“V na
Oucs aszBc(uRTAJ’“’uL)GB GSr | n?
(L L)(LD.R) (R~ R)(LD,R)
Oven | YV Fﬁem n}
Ovap (7y#v)(dLiD,dR) n}
Ovup (rytv)(uri /LUR) n?nﬁ
Ouerr | (ei7"er)(EziDyer) Lnd(ng —1) | Ocepe | (@R er)(@ziDyer) Lnd(ng — 1)
Ocan1 (et er)(driD,dr) n} Ocapz (ery*er)(dr ﬁ dr) n}
Ocup1 | (ezy*er)(urt /LUR) ning Ocupz | (ErV"er)(uLiDyur) ning
Oden1 (dpy*dr)(eriD,er) n;% Odep2 (dry"dg)(er FZ@R) n‘}
Qadp1 (dpy*dr)(driD,dR) n' Oddp2 (dry"dr)(driD,dR) n
Odqun1 (dpy*dy)(uri LUR) ning Oaupns (dpy* dR)(ﬁHzUR) ning
Oaupz | (dp* dd[ﬁ%ﬁ uR) ning Oaups | (dry"dg][uriD,ur) nin2
Ouwnr | (@y"us)(eE pem n2n? Ouwne | (@RY"ur)(ET ﬁiem nin?
OudbD1 (upy*ur)(dpiD,dR) n?ni OudD3 (UrY*ur)(driD,dR) n?n%
Oudp2 (UL’}/“UL][d /LdR) nfcni OudD4 (ﬁ’y“uR] [dLZ /LdR) n?ni
Ouwup1 | (Wpyur)(@riDyur) ny, Owup2 | (WrY"ur)(@LiD,ug) n,
Oveaun | (7y*er)(driDyur) nin.
Ocvuip | (€LY )(uLiFdR) nin.,
Ouauwvept | (dpy*ur)(ViD,er) nin OduveD2 (%V’LUR)(PZ'E%R) niny
# total: 9n +n(4n, — 1) + nf(l?m +14) + 2n2(n2 4+ 5) (= 1584 atn, = 2, ny = 3)

Table 1: Basis of dim-7 operators in LEFT with lepton and baryon numbers conserved, i.e., AB = AL = 0, together with count
of operators for general n,, nys. L, R refer to left- and right-handed fermion fields, and aem, = €2/(47) and oy = g2/(4m). The
two brackets (, ) and [, ] indicate two different color contractions. Hermitian conjugate operators are not displayed.

Oyrg1 = (1 T42) F,,, GA

Oyras = (P1T40,,02) FFGLY,

Oyc1 = (Y112) G}, G,

O»LpGS - dABC (ETA¢2)GEVGCHV»

Oyrga = (Y1 T42) F,, GAY

OwGQ = (Ed& ) GﬁvGAMV )

Oyca = dapc(h1T2)GE,GO,



| Operator | Specific form | # (ng, nw) | Operator | Specific form | # (ng, nu)
(AL.AB) = (2, 0)
(LCL)X? ICL)XX
O,r1 aemﬂcu)Fm,F“” %nf(nf +1) O, 2 aem(u I/)FWFW %nf(nf +1)
Ovc1 as(ucl/)GﬁyGAi ing(ng +1) Ouco a,(vCv)GA, GAR ing(ng +1)
(I*L)(LED,L) (Ry"R)(LED, L)
Owp | 77"V)(1Ti0,v) Ln2(n% —3ns +2)
Ouwpi | (@Erer)(Ci0,v) | Sndng 1) Ouwpz | (@"en)WCiby) | nd(ng — 1)
Oavp1 (dL'YHdL)(lﬁigu)V) sni(ng —1) Oavp2 (dR'YMdR)(ViiaZV) snH(ng —1)
wr D1 aurytur)(vtio, v snni(ny —1 D2 urY*uRr)(vtiod, v snms(ng —1
o vCio, sngng(ng o ve 02 sngng(ng
Oduel/Dl (dL’Y”UL)_(@gZ ul/> n?nu OdueuD2 (dR’Y“UR)(GgiEiV) ninu
(Ry“L)(RD,L) (RSy“L)(LD,R)
Oeuule ‘ (6%’}“1/)(%2 ;LuL) ‘ n?”u OeuudDQ (6%’7”1/)(@@5;”}2) ‘ ninu
total: zn¢(13n3 4+ 3n%(8ny —5) +2n¢(3n; +7) —6n; +12) (= 375 atn, =2, ny =3
(ELy*L)(LD,LO) (Ly"L)(RD,, RC)
Oduule (E’Yﬂy) ?Zﬁp)d%) n?nu
Owvapt | (@) (dziD,dS) 3N (ng +1) Owvapz | (@Er"v)(dxiDads) 3nFna(ng +1)
Odedn1 (dw”eL)(dLiﬁ#df) in7(n7 +3n5 +2) | Ogeapa | (dry*er) dRiHid%) sn(ng +1)
Ry"R)(LD,L°) (Ry"R)(RD,RC)
Odedps ‘ (E’Y”@z)(@imdg ‘ gn(ns 4+ 1) Ogedna ‘ (dR'y“eR)(%zmdg) ‘ gn3(n +3ns 4 2)
# total: $n7(2n; +1)(2n; + 3ny +2) (= 294 atn, = 2, ny = 3)
(ALAB = (1, 1)
(RC~ L)(L_CD L) (RCy*L)(RCD,,R)
OduudDQ (di ) (i u ) n:;f zn L L
Owaps | (W V)(@iDudn) | ynfma(ny+1) | Ouwaps (G ) (@GiDadr) | Andna(ng + 1)
deuD1 TNy (M + deuD?2 Yyrerp)(upt UR ST (T +
0 (dC ) WfiDyun) | btna(n+1) | O a5 er)(W§iDyur) | dnnu(n, + 1)
Oueuipr | (gt ex) (uiDydy) | (L% R)(R°D, R)
(LC “R)(L D#L) Oseuns | (dSy"er)(u§iDur) | ndny(n, +1)
OdeuD3 ‘ (dF " er)(ufi F ‘ nfnu(nu +1) OueduD2 (UL’Y“eR)(URZ wdR) n?ni
# total: 9n} +n ( 1) +n3(13n; + 14) + 2n3(n; +5) (= 306 at n, = 2, ny = 3)

Table 2: Basis of dim-7 operators in LEFT with lepton or baryon number or both violated, i.e., (AB, AL) =
together with count of operators for general n,, ny. Color contraction is implied for triple quark fields, and H =
(iDHz/))C for brevity. Hermitian conjugate operators are not displayed.

iD=

where the field strength dual XH = epvpo X vo/2, fapc is the structure constant of SU(3), and dapc the symmetric invariant

appearing in the anticommutator of generators in the fundamental representation, {74, T8} = 648 /3 + dABCTC. The other

Oyas =

fABC (EUWTA% ) GBMQ Gg” )

possible operators either vanish or can be reduced to the above ones,

(%auu¢2)XﬂaXVa = O,
(V17201 Pitpa) FPGAY) = +iOy pas,
fapo (1 THps)GR,GOM =0

(2,0), (1

(Eo'uu’(/)Q)XuaXVa = O, X = F, GA,
faBc (EU;LVTAPiw2)GBuQGCZ = ii0¢g5,
fape(W1 T 2)GE,GOM =0

) _1)7 (17 1)9
oo H* and



where the chiral projectors Py = (1 & ~5)/2 are also understood to appear in Oy a3 and Oyes of equation (@). The above

reduction makes use of the following identities,
i po afyo [a,B 7]
Juupj: = :Fie,ul/pda P:t7 €uvpo€ glt gygp ) (7)

with [...] indicating antisymmetrization of the arguments inside. With equation () it is easy to figure out the relevant fields 1; o
and find the complete set of operators in this class. These operators conserve baryon number (A B = 0) but can conserve (AL = 0)
or violate lepton number by two units (AL = +2), which are displayed respectively in tablesI]and [2|

For the class 1/)4D, there are two possible Lorentz structures,

(@10 (37 Do), (B17"105) (B Dypa), ®)

where ZF“B = ZD/LB — ZEB . However, the two structures are not independent as the tensor structure can be reduced to the
vector one plus dim-6 operators () with the aid of EoMs, IBP, and the Fierz identities (FI):

(1014 (371 Dy 1)
B 120D, ($r10" ) (Psvutha) + A1 0" o) (B37,iDyths) +
Lol 5) W2) (3 ha) + A1y o) (Y37, iDuiba) +

FL BP { wlz‘ﬁPiwz )Py Peby) — wlz‘ﬁPm ) (P57 Piifn) ++ )
2(

Bt \ 2D Pais) (T P + [dim6]

In the second step we have used the relation o#” = iy*y" — igh” = ig"” — ivy”~*, and in the last step distinguished between the

two cases in which 1, 4 have the same or opposite chirality to apply the Fls:

(17" 7" Petpa) (Y37,iDy Piths) = — 2(¢1i Dy Petps) (Y37" Prtha),
(V1" Patho) (V37,0 Dy Prtpa) =2(01 Prape) (W3i D Pripa) + 2(4p1i D Prtps) (Y3 Piapo). (10)

Therefore, the tensor structure can be discarded in favor of the vector one in equation (8) to work out all possible operators. For
a given field configuration (v1, 2, 13, t4) fulfilling gauge invariance, we may form several apparently different operators.

However, we find there is only one independent operator by the use of IBP, EoM, and the following Fierz transformations [3]:

— (17" Piabo) (h3 Prabs) =(@17" Peab§ ) (0§ Pitba) + (1y# Patha) (Y3 Pith),
— (017" Pytpa) (3 Prtba) =(h1 Pt ) (§A" Pitho) + (01 Pytba) (037" Paba), (11)

where charge conjugation is defined as 1/¢ = C™ with the matrix C' satisfying the relations CT = CT = —C and C? = —
so that (¢©)¢ = 1. Considering the above reduction, for a given configuration of fields ¥y 234 € {ur/r,dr R, €L R,V}, ONE
can write down the corresponding gauge invariant operators. The final complete operators in this class are given in the rest part of
tables[I]and [2] according to their lepton and baryon numbers.

In tables |1|and [2| we also count the number of each operator for generally n,, up-type quarks, ny down-type quarks, and n
neutral and charged leptons. Comparing to dim-7 operators in SMEFT [4, 5] and its sterile neutrino extended vSMEFT [28] which
only have (AL,AB) = (2,0), (1, —1), the dim-7 operators in LEFT have additional sectors with (AL, AB) = (2,0), (1,1). In
counting independent operators in each sector we have taken into account symmetries in their flavor indices. In the sector with
(AL,AB) = (0,0), only the operators Ofggl and (9527;2 have flavor symmetries, and are respectively antisymmetric under p <+ s

and r < ¢ up to dim-6 terms by EoM, thus reducing the number of their independent operators. In the sector with (AL, AB) =



pr T . prst prst prst . P
(2,0), the operators O7; 5 and O) ¢, , are symmetric under p <> r, and OF 1 o, Oy, p1 o and Oy 7, , are antisymmetric in the

neutrino indices s, ¢, while Of;‘% are totally antisymmetric in the neutrino indices r, s, ¢. In the sector with (AL, AB) = (1, —1),

st prst . . prst st
vap1,2 and Oy ipy 5 are symmetric under s «» ¢, while Oy, 4 are totally symmetric in p, s, ¢ for the three down-

the operators O
type quark fields up to dim-6 terms by EoM. In the last sector with (AL, AB) = (1, 1), the operators OZ;?;D& 4 and 05223317273, 4
are all symmetric under s <> t. We have confirmed our above count of independent operators by the Hilbert series method in
Ref. [7]. By utilizing the Mathematica code developed in that reference, we generate all possible field configurations that can form
a gauge and Lorentz invariant dim-7 operator, and count the total number of independent operators for each field configuration.
This counting is easily done with n,, up-type quarks, ny down-type quarks, and n; neutral and charged leptons, and is in accord
with the counts shown in tables [T] and [2] obtained by an analysis of flavor symmetries. For the SM case with n,, = 2, ny = 3
and including Hermitian conjugates of the operators, there are in total 3168|3520 + 75035252 + 588| 273311 + 712|354

independent dim-7 operators in LEFT.

3 Matching with SMEFT up to dimension 7

Although the SMEFT is defined above the electroweak scale Agy and stays closer to certain new physics at the scale Axp, we have
to employ the LEFT defined below Agw when coping with low energy processes. The new physics information parameterized
in SMEFT is then inherited by LEFT through the matching conditions and renormalization group effects. Previously, the tree-
level matching has been done in [30] from the SMEFT effective interactions up to dim-6 operators to the LEFT also up to dim-6
operators. In this section we extend this matching to the dim-7 operators in both SMEFT and LEFT based on the basis of dim-7
operators in LEFT described in section [2| and the basis of dim-7 operators in SMEFT established in Ref. [3]] and further refined in
Ref. [37]. This result will be necessary for a consistent study of new physics effects at low energy beyond the leading order.

The matching is done by integrating out the SM heavy particles W*, Z, h, t from the SMEFT in the electroweak symmetry
broken phase. Since the effective interactions of higher-dimensional operators in SMEFT are supposed to be suppressed by more
powers of Axp which is much larger than Agw, we will work to the linear terms in them. Then the effective interaction of a dim-m
(m > 5) operator in SMEFT will possibly induce an effective interaction in LEFT of a dim-n operator with the correspondence of

the Wilson coefficients:

1

i i 1
SMEFT: C§i i ~ i = LEFT: Cimon
NP

T (12)
ANP 4AEW

where we do not include couplings in SM. Since ¢ couples to another heavy particle (W) or another heavy particle (Z, h) and
itself, it cannot contribute to the tree-level matching up to dimension 7. Excluding the heavy particles (W, Z, t), h couples very
weakly to the light fermions. We will therefore ignore these small Yukawa couplings, so that the Higgs doublet field H can be
simply replaced by its vacuum expectation value (vev) v/+/2 for the purpose of matching calculation. This leaves with us only
the integration of the weak gauge bosons W+, Z. Inspection of the effective interactions from the dim-6 and dim-7 operators in
SMEFT shows that a single W™, Z propagator is required to connect an SMEFT vertex to an SM vertex to arrive at an LEFT
operator up to dim-7.

We adopt for the dim-6 operators in SMEFT the Warsaw basis [3], and for the dim-7 operators the basis in Ref. [37] that is
refined from the previous one [5] and reproduced in table [3] The bases of dim-5 and dim-6 operators in LEFT are taken from
Ref. [30] while the basis of dim-7 operators is listed in tables|l{and[2| Our matching results are recorded as follows. While the
matching to dim-7 operators in LEFT is new, the matching results up to dim-6 operators in LEFT are to be added to those in

Ref. [30] when both baryon and lepton numbers match.



V2 HA V2H3D

Orr | €jemnLELYHIH"(HTH) | Openp | €ijemn(LE 1y, e)HI (H™DFH™) |
Y H?D® VTHPX
OLpu1 | €ijémn (LD, LIYH™DHH™) | Opps 9165€mn(LC7 0, L™) HI H" BH
OrLpua | €im€jn(LELI) (D, H™D'H™) Oraw G265 (€71 (L 10, L™) HI HMW IRV
D VIH

Odurpr eij(dy,u) (LCHDrLY) OcLrLu €ij€mn(€LY)(LCTL™)H™
Osorrm €ij€mn(dQV)(LC-IL™)H™
OEQLLHz €ij Emn(dUuuQ N(LCI o L™ H™
Oduren Gij(EVMU)(Lc’Wue)Hj
OQuLLu €ij(Qu)(LC L") HY

Orqapa (Z7,Q)(dCi D #d) OFZaquanr (Ld)(uCd)H

Ozddap (E’yud)(diciﬁ;d) OF yadnt (Ld)(dCd)H
Ozqaann €ij (eQ")(d°d) H?
Oragen €ij (Ld)(Q°Q") HI

Table 3: Basis of dim-7 operators in SMEFT [37]]. Here L, @ are the left-handed lepton and quark doublet fields, u, d, e the
right-handed up-type quark, down-type quark and charged lepton singlet fields, and H the Higgs doublet with H' = ¢ H*I . Color
contraction is implied for triple quark fields. The operators in gray have (AL, AB) = (—1,1) while others have (AL, AB) =
(2,0). Hermitian conjugate operators are not displayed.

m Matching from dim-5/7 operators in SMEFT to dim-3 operators in LEFT

— . 1 . 1 )
o =(Cv,), Ol =+ 5C5* + O, (13)
where C?" is the Wilson coefficient of the dim-5 Weinberg operator O5 = €; ;€ (LS L™ )HI H™.
m Matching from dim-7 operators in SMEFT to dim-5 operators in LEFT
1
oy, (V ouvr) F1, Coy =+ 1Y ( Clup +Cluw — Cﬁfw)v (14)

where the dim-5 Majorana neutrino dipole moment operator vanishes for identical flavors.

m Matching from dim-7 operators in SMEFT to dim-6 operators in LEFT

* Operators with (AL, AB) = (2,0):

O = (@mpers) (vTw), Coprt = % (208 Tow + Cliin +5 4 1),
O35 = (@rpers) (vTw), Cobrt = _Q (Crenpd™ + CLeppd®),
O™ = (FFgoyerr) ), ct, - +§<cgz’zm )

O3l = (dryddyr) (vEm), Ot = B (Ot Ot )
Ogypm (dRpauudLr)(VCUWVt) CciTJpTSt - \EUV (ngszLH2 - ngfLm)
O™ = (urpury) (V1) Coprst = +Q (Courra T Comrrm):
Ot = (dryurr)(vTers), Colrst = \fv ngfwl ,

012 = Wy Fero) o = +@v* i



T,prst __ \f'U

T,prst __ —C o uv prts
O (dRpJ;wULr) (vEoers), Coie = CdQLLH2’
V,prst __ T C Al V,prst __ \/>’U *
Oduy el — (de,yHuL’f’)(Vs Y eRt)? Cdul/ el — V CLeHD7
V,prst __ T C Al V,prst fU prst
Oduu e2 (dRP,)/NuRT‘)(Vs Y eRt)’ Cduv e2 CduLeH’ (15)

where V), is the CKM matrix coming from the SM charged current weak interactions. These matching results can contribute

to nuclear neutrinoless double 5 decays and LNV meson decays via the long distance mechanism [[19} 35, 36, [37].
* Operators with (AL, AB) = (—1,1):

\fv

S,prst __ S,prst __ prst
Ou dudl — G(XB’Y(VPdRT)(uRa d )7 CV dudl — CLdudH’
S,prst __ — Yy S,prst __ \[U PrsxT
OV dud2 — eaﬁW(Vder)(uLe st) CI/ dud2 CLdQQH’
S,prst __ — BC 1y S,prst __ \[U prst
Olddar = €apy(€Lpdp,)(dp, dg,) Ceddr =+ 5 CLagar
S,prst __ — BC 1y S,prst __ \/>U pxst
Ocidaz = €apy(€rpdl,)(drsdp,), Coddaz = N CeQddH’
OIel = g (Epde, ) (drs d7,) coprst — f“v Vi (CFF2Y— oPrvr ) (16)
eddd3 afy\CLpURrr)\%Ls YLt/ eddd3 — s Yyt \™ LaQQH LdQQa’:

These operators can induce usual nucleon decays such as p — vt [3] and n — en™ that change baryon and lepton numbers by
one unit while keeping their sum conserved.

m Matching from dim-7 operators in SMEFT to dim-7 operators in LEFT

* Operators with (AL, AB) = (2,0):

Oh = vr) (Eib_,fut) : CPret — 5Oty
O = (erers) (vEibn) ot =2 (5 -k ) i
+[07 2CTw + Clpm) — s < 1],
oy = Emnenr) (vidun) . Cirsty = ~25%, 87 Cil
Oh 5y = (dryy*diy) (ﬁlaw) Chret = 42 (2 :1)) W) SPTCE
Oips = (drpr*dryr) (@Zg%) oy = 25W5”TC’LX,
Obvp1 = (e urr) (Ez Vt) crrst = —2 (; g W> sPrest
05755 = (WrpY"urr) (l@cl M Vt> ) Cf:g —|—;1 2OPTCOs
Oftuvert = (dipy"usy) (@z /L’jt) ’ Cliuevpr = 12V (20w + Cipm),
Ohit o = [y unr) (i Du) Chot oo = =205 501 (a7

where sy = sin 0y, cy = cos Oy with Oy, being the weak mixing angle, and the following shortcut is used,

Ci'x =25y Cilyp + ey (Ciyw — Cluw)- (18)



* Operators with (AL, AB) =

prst _ M
OuydDQ _eaﬁ’Y(uL’Y

(1,-1):

V) (diDad]C),

T8 o "B . C
Olips :€aﬂw(dL7“€L)(dgz§zd]% ),

prst ot N (B c
Ot e (A3 er) (di D, d)C),

m Matching from dim-6 operators in SMEFT to dim-7 operators in LEFT

prst
CuudD2 -

prst
CdedD2

prst
CdedD4

__ _ rpstx
CEQdDd’

— * TITSt*
V C(LQchV

TpSstx
CedddD

The operators involved in this matching all conserve baryon and lepton numbers. We will use the shortcuts:

Clk

st st st st st
= ewCily + swCip, Cik = cewCiy +swCip, Cix = cwCiw —swCip

* Operators in the class (Ly*L)(LiD, R):

OPst = (T vy (ETai De ),

O™ — (ot ) (drai Dydpe),

prst
Ol/uD -
prst
OeeDl -

prst
Oele -

Ofub1 =
Oliebr =
Ofiapr =
Ofn =
Ol =

prst
OueDl

prst
Oule -

prst
OudD2

prst
OuuDl

O iup = (77" ers) (drsiDyuny),

prst
OeuudD

prst _
OduueDl -

(Tpv“w)(miﬁu;ﬁ),

(€L err)( uLszﬁuRt
(de7 dL7 emzﬁem
(drpy"drr) dLﬂF)de
(drpy*drr) uleﬁuRt
(drpy*drs]| uLszﬁuRt

(uLp'YHqu) eleﬁeRt

(@Y urr] dLsZﬁth

(T ure) (WEsi Dy,

(eLp'Y Vr uLGZB)th

(afy“em)(miﬁem),

(€ ers)(dsiDydry),

(@ ury) (disiDydge),

(dpy* urr) (Vsimem )s
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V2

2f

rst T VS sr t
crp = - X2ares - 2y,
V2
CPLs = === V;,C3%,
vdD my dx
f
crrst — p T2t
vuD m uX
22 (1
CPT’St — -2 6prcst ,
eeD1 + my (2 Sw eX
2v2 (1
rst Y% YT
Ceipr = +m72 (2 - 5%/17) "V Gk,
2v2 (1
e e L
myg 2
2v2 (1 1
st T VS
Clep1 = +m72 (2 - 33%4/) POk,
2v2 (1 1
rst 2 Tk
Clam = Yoy (2 35 W) "VCik,
2v2 (1 1
Cgrfjtl = V2 5 *5 o CY,
“ z \2 3
Cprst — _2\/§V * Owt
duD?2 mw sV ap~uW
2v/2 (1 2
Cprst __cve 2 (SPTC 7
ueD1 my (2 3 ) eX
. 2v2 (1 2
rst Y 7%
Chan = g <2—3 >5p VrEOx,
24/2
Cr = —22y: et
w
2 2
Chpy = +7\[ e (2 3531/) Ci,
2
crp = +icsmvuxo
TS \/7 T
Ofl/ufiD 517 C(dW7
1] 2\[ * S
OguuteDl = +7WVrpCe{’/V

19)

(20)
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* Operators in the class (RY*R)(LiD,R):

O3t = (€ en)(ErsiDye ), st @smwc&x,

Ot =@y ens) (drsiDydre), cPret — fnf 2 67V Ot

Oty =@t en) @i D), Crrty =+ 22 0

O3ty =@y dn,) €Lz Dyens), omst = — fnf Laoros,

Ohty =( Ay dre) (@i Dy re), o 2f 2 LS oTVCH,

Ohrst s (A" dre) (s D), Chret =+ me; s2,6PCSh

0Pt = (W upe ) €isiDere), P, =+ Qfg 2 §rrost

O s =Wy ure)( dleﬁth CProty =+ 2\[§ LOPTVE O%L

Ot — (W™ uy) (Wi Dpuge), Pt = — i}ggs%vdw()jtx. 22)

4 Low energy neutrino-photon interactions and ultraviolet completion

Among the dim-7 operators in LEFT the most interesting might be the )2 X? type, which contains both (AL, AB) = (0,0) and
(AL,AB) = (2,0) sectors. We first note that Ref. [38] listed the subset of dim-7 operators for the b — s transition which
however contains an identically vanishing operator 8{’ R = boV? Py, /r$Fu F'5 = 0. In this section we consider the low energy

neutrino-photon () interactions in the (AL, AB) = (2,0) sector. The leading terms appear at dimension 7:
LNV af ap
L, = OUFIO o +OVF20 =+ hoc., (23)

where the two operators are listed in table [2] whose Wilson coefficients are symmetric in neutrino flavors «, 5. We note in passing
that in Ref. [39] the operators O, 1,2 and O, 1,2 have been used to study coherent elastic neutrino-nucleus scattering. As a
neutral particle, these interactions cannot originate directly from a tree level matching to the first few high-dimensional operators
in SMEFT. Instead, they would arise as a loop effect of the effective interactions between neutrinos and charged particles in LEFT
that can originate from a tree level matching to SMEFT. We content ourselves in this work with effective vy interactions at energies
below the mass of the lightest charged particle, i.e., the electron. We will see that the dominant contribution comes from the dim-6

operators [30] involving the electron:

['Se — OS (’paBCS eeaf3 + OS PPQBCS eeafs + Ozu,eeaﬂcz;,eeozﬁ + h.C., (24)

evl evl ev2 ev2

where the Wilson coefficients are given in equation (I3) in terms of those in SMEFT.
Contracting the two electron lines in any of the vertices in equation (24) and attaching two photons to the contracted electron
line yields the effective interactions between two neutrinos and two photons as shown in figure [} which at energies below the

electron mass m, have the form of equation (23)), with

1
031{21 (CS eea3 CS eeaﬂ) , C;ng _

127Tme evl ev2

—— (CSr? - i) (25)
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Figure 1: One-loop Feynman diagrams that induce effective vy interactions in equation (23)) due to effective ve interactions in
equation (24).

The tensor interaction in equation yields a vanishing result because of the Schouten identity,
gaﬁeuupa _’_gauel/paﬁ +gaV€paﬁu + gocpgoﬁp,u _’_gaoeﬁp,up _ O, (26)

which is indeed consistent with the absence in table 2| of a neutrino tensor bilinear coupled to a field strength squared. The 1/m,
factor in equation (23] is not surprising, but is actually the same as that in the ¢-loop contribution to the decay amplitude for
h — 7 in the heavy top limit where 1/m; is cancelled by the top Yukawa coupling. There is an additional contribution to the
Wilson coefficient C), 1: when one H in the dim-5 Weinberg operator Os assumes its vev and the other H field is connected to

the two photons through the SM one-loop diagrams, C,, 1 gains a term proportional to m,, / (v2m,%) which is suppressed by the
S,eeaf3

neutrino mass m, and can be safely ignored. Parameterizing by A;é’, the SMEFT Wilson coefficients entering Ceu1(2) through
the matching conditions in equation (T3)), one has roughly
v 1
coB o~ (27)
v1) ™ Tam, Nap

which offers a huge enhancement factor of ~ 10* — 105 compared to the effect of a usual dim-7 operator.

With the above enhancement in mind we calculate the cross sections for various v~y scattering processes. The amplitudes are
A (R)va(p) = 3 (K)7(0)) = 20t [Cfy (1= AN) +iC0E, (A= X)] (-0)2,
A (R) 7 (K) = va(p)va(p)) = 20em [CoF7 (14 AN) +iCoZ5 (A + X)] 52,
Aa () () = )1 (K) = 200em [Cofa (14 IN) +iCoE, (0 4+ X) | 5°/2. (8)

Here A\, )\’ denote the helicities of the photons, s = (k + k)2, and t = (k — k’)2. We have ignored the tiny masses of the neutrinos
and explicitly evaluated their spinor wavefunctions. The crossing symmetry is manifest in the above amplitudes: the first and third
amplitudes are related by (s, \') + (—t,—\’) while the last two are related by (A, ') +> (=X, —X’) and complex conjugate.

Denoting the photon energy by w and the scattering angle by 6 in the center of mass frame, the differential cross sections are,

d « — v ! 2 4 « « 2
Pt 2 V) et ed (1 AN +iCs, (- X)| (1 - cost)?,
do(yya — vavg)  aZawt | o o 22
dCOSg g = T Cuﬁl (1+)‘/\/) +Zcu£2 (A+>‘/) 1+6 ﬂ,
do(vavs — D2 wt ) e e 2
( . 97”* ) _ m |CoPy (L AN) 4055, (A4 X)) (29)

Upon averaging (summing) over the initial (final) photon helicities, the total cross sections are,

_ 402 w?
o(vay = 737) = = (1000 P +(CoE, )

12
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Figure 2: Cross sections are shown as functions of photon energy w (in units of m.) for LNV scattering (orange solid curves) and
SM scattering (purple dashed or dot-dashed curves) [40, 41].

2
1+ 5a5 ’
o(vavg — vy) = do(yve — 7). (30)

o(yy = vavg) = o(ywa — D7)

There are some salient features in our above results when compared to their counterparts in SM [40], i.e., vy — vy, vy — vo,
and v — ~y. First, the cross sections for each pair of similar processes vanish for opposite paring of photon helicities. For
instance, vy, — U7y here does not occur for identical helicities A = X', while vy, — v+, in SM is absent for opposite helicities
A = —). The situation for the other two pairs of processes is just reversed. This circumstance is an interesting consequence
of lepton number being violated or conserved: fixing an always left-handed neutrino in either initial or final states, what is for
the second fermion to be a left-handed neutrino (right-handed antineutrino) in the SM process becomes a right-handed (left-
handed) neutrino in the process under consideration here. Thus in a sense the flip or nonflip of a photon helicity offers a veto to
Dirac or Majorana neutrinos. In addition, yv — v cannot take place in the forward direction, while vy — vv and vv — vy
show a purely s-wave behavior. These are also different from the SM processes. Second, our cross sections are proportional
to (v2/m2)AgS while the SM ones are typical one-loop processes of order my,® In®(m, /m?2). This results in a different low
energy behavior in cross sections: our processes behave as w* while the SM ones go as wS. All of this power counting is indeed
consistent with the fact that the effective operators for v~y interactions start with dimension 7 here but with dimension 8 in SM.
Numerically, in our case o(yvo — 7g7)/0(yy = vavg) = 1 (1/2) for v, = vg (Vo # V), Which is in contrast to the SM case
o(vy = vy)/o(yy = vo) ~ 15.

To get some feel about the orders of magnitude of various processes here and in SM, we make a simplifying assumption in
our matching conditions shown in equation (I3), i.e., the Wilson coefficient C7” ,, , = 0 in SMEFT, so that the Wilson coefficient
CSPrst — 0 in LEFT while C2%"* gains a contribution from the Wilson coefficient CPrs!, . in SMEFT. To compare with the SM

ev2 evl

processes, we consider the case with v, = vg = v, so that effectively we have from equations (I5) and (25),

11 V2v 1111 11 - 3v2v 1111
e

Cop = _WCéLLLH7 Copa = lmCéLLLH7 (31)
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Figure 3: Tree-level topologies for ultraviolet completion generating operator Oz 11 5.

where the superscript 1 refers to the first generation neutrino and charged lepton. Parameterizing |CL1YL, | = A;H?;, this gives

1302, v? w? 5[ w Y Tev®
— Uy) = r———~ 1.1 x 10" — — | fb 32
7OV =) = o8 m2 AL 8 me) \Anp) (52)

and o(yy = wv) = o(yw — ), o(vv — vy) = 4o(yv — 7). The above cross section is depicted in figure [2]as a function

of w/m, at three values of the new physics scale Axp = 1, 10, 100 TeV. Also shown are the SM cross sections for yv — v,
vy — v [40], and yv — ~vyv [41]]. The last process arises from dim-10 operators whose Wilson coefficients are significantly
enhanced at one loop by a factor of 1/m?, and has an w!® behavior in its cross section. As one can see from the figure, the LNV
v+ interactions result in a generically much larger cross section even for a high scale Axp than the SM interactions. We will
systematically explore in the future work its possible implications in cosmology.

Before we conclude this section we illustrate by examples how the dim-7 operators O%7% , .. in SMEFT that are called for
in the above analysis could be generated by ultraviolet completion. The possible tree-level topologies are classified in figure [3]
While the topology (a) only involves new scalar fields, the others require both scalar and fermion fields. We notice that gauge
anomaly cancellation may demand vector-like fermions which are usually easy to arrange. The electroweak gauge symmetry

SU(2)r, x U(1)y at each vertex then gives two possible solutions to the quantum numbers of the heavy fields in each topology,

which are:
1 1

model (al): © = (3,-1), = (2,3), model (a2): © = (1,-1), = (2,7),

model (b1) : S = (3,~1), o = (2,—%), model (b2) : S = (1,-1), 9 = (2,—%),

model (cl): S =(3,-1), ¥ = (3,0), model (¢2): S =(1,-1), v = (1,0),

1 1
model (1) : § = (2,—5), b = (3,0), model (d2) : § = (2,—§>, ¥ = (1,0). (33)
Let us consider model (a2) as an example. The relevant new terms in the Lagrangian are,
LD Y prei LY LIS + A S H + Y, prejesLig’ + hec., (34)

where Y5, = —Y{I, Y, and A5, are generally complex Yukawa coupling matrices in lepton flavors and triple scalar coupling

respectively. Then the diagram (a) and its crossings in figure 3| lead to the effective interaction C¥7%, ,;OF7', ;.. But before we

present the Wilson coefficients we must first decide on the set of independent operators contained in O}, ;. which have nontrivial

flavor relations [[19]:
prst ptsr __ mpsrt ptrs _ pstr prts
Ocrrn ¥ Oerrn = Oerrim + Ocrrin = Oerrrn T Oerrin- (35)

Note that the second equality is actually not independent but can be obtained from the first one, and we include it only for clarity.

With three generations, suppose we choose the set to be,
prrr pPTSS PpSST pl23 pl32 p213 p231
Ozrrrm Oerrrm Oervin Oeriins Oerins Oerivns OcLins (36)
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where s # r assumes values 1, 2, 3, then the redundant operators are,

p321  _ Ap231 p132 p123
Ocrrrn = 9zrrom + Ocriin — Oerrnm

p312 _ ~p231 p132 p213
Ocrrrn = 9zrrom + Ocriin — Oerinm
1
prST o prss DSST
Ocrron = E(OELLLH +O¢rrrm) 37

By integrating out heavy particles from the Lagrangian or computing first amplitudes and then rewriting them back into effective
interactions, we find the Wilson coefficients for the set of independent operators shown in equation (36) upon applying Fierz and

other algebraic identities:

Az u

prUrT _ prSs _ __ __(YpssT
CéLLLH =0, CELLLH T mam2 psirs T CéLLLH’
X
Cp123 -9 AZ«/) [u —Uu ] Cp132 -9 AEL/) U
eLLLH — <2 19 p1;32 p3;12] eLLLH — 2 2 Ypl1;23;
X DI
p213 —9 AZ(Q [u 'y ] p231 —9 AELP U (38)
eELLLH — <29 p2;31 p3;21]; eLLLH — 2 m2 p2;135
X D]

where my , are the masses of the new heavy scalars and the shortcut Uy,,..o; = (Yw)pT(Yg)St is used. With the matching condition

in equation (T3], we obtain the corresponding LEFT Wilson coefficient in equation (24):

OS,eeaﬂ _ \/iv)‘zsa

evl _4m%m?p [(Yw)la(YE)lﬁ + (Yw)lﬁ(YE)la] . (39)

= 0 due to antisymmetry of the Yy, matrix, C>%°“”

It is interesting that while C'5;5°° o

s generically does not vanish when either of

the neutrino indices «, (3 or both refers to the second or third generation.
As a second example we consider model (d2) which introduces three vector-like heavy singlet fermions 1) of mass matrix My,

and one doublet scalar S of mass mg. The relevant new Yukawa couplings are,
Lyue =Yg )preibp LiH? + (You)prdiy Ly "5 + (Yo )preisep Ly 87 + hoc, (40)

where Ygy,, Yy, Yse are complex Yukawa coupling matrices in generation space. Choosing the same set of independent operators

in equation (36)), the diagram (d) in figure 3] leads to the tree-level result:

1
p’l"’l"f’ _
C’ELLLH - 2 VZDT%”’?
ms
1 1 1 1
prss _ PSST _
eLLLH — — 3 {Vm;ss + §Vp8;r5}v eLLLH — 3 {VPS;ST + §Vp8;m}a
mg mg
e 1, v cene 1o, v V
o = —3 [Ver2s — Vosai], iLn = —5 [ Vers2 + Vosaa + Vs |,
mg mg
p213 1 p231 _ 1
eLLLH = 3 (Vo213 — Vpsaz), eLLLH = 3 (Vo231 + Vpsiaz + Vs | (4D)
S S

with the shortcut V.ot = (Yse)pr (Ysyp M w 1YH¢)5t. Thus the LEFT Wilson coefficient in equation (24) becomes

3v2v B
ol = _ﬁ(YSe)ll(stM¢ 1YH¢)11' 42)
mg

We see that in this case C>5°° with identical lepton flavors survives.
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5 Conclusion

We have established the basis of dim-7 operators in LEFT which is a low energy effective field theory for the SM particles
excluding the weak gauge bosons, the Higgs boson and the top quark. We found these operators are classified into four sectors
according to their baryon and lepton numbers. Including Hermitian conjugates of the operators, there are 3168 operators with
(AL,AB) = (0,0), 750 operators with (AL, AB) = (£2,0), 588 operators with (AL, AB) = (£1,F1), and 712 operators
with (AL, AB) = (+1,£1). We have done a tree-level matching calculation to relate the Wilson coefficients between the SMEFT
defined above the electroweak scale and the LEFT. The matching incorporates new terms due to dim-7 operators in SMEFT on
the one hand, and extends to dim-7 operators in LEFT found in this work on the other. As a phenomenological application we
have calculated the effective neutrino-photon interaction due to dim-7 operators in LEFT, and found several interesting features
compared to the SM case. The cross sections for neutrino-photon scattering have a different correlation between the helicities of
the photons. The interaction arises from a one-loop effect due to dim-6 operators in LEFT and is significantly enhanced at low
energy by an inverse electron mass. As a consequence of this, the cross sections are even larger than their SM counterparts for
a new physics scale as large as 100 TeV. Finally, we illustrate by example models how ultraviolet completion could eventually

generate the mentioned dim-6 operators.
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