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Abstract: Following a proposal for an experiment with sensitivity to an electric dipole

moment (EDM) of the muon dµ of order 6× 10−23 e cm, three to four orders of magnitude

below the current bound, but still seven orders of magnitude above the current bound on

the EDM of the electron de, we explore the discovery potential of such an experiment.

Within the dimension-six CP violating operators of the Standard Model effective field

theory (SMEFT), we identify two dipole operators where dµ has the strongest sensitivity,

and four classes of four-fermion operators where it has the best sensitivity for regions of

parameter space that are far from minimal flavor violation. We further consider three

UV completions: vector-like leptons (VLLs), heavy vector boson with off-diagonal leptonic

couplings, and two Higgs doublet model. For each, we identify the region in parameter space

that will be uniquely explored by the proposed dµ experiment. In case of VLLs, we also find

measurements of Γ(h → µµ) offer competitive sensitivity, highlighting the complementary

role of collider observables. Generically, the potential reach is to O(10 TeV) scale of new

physics.ar
X

iv
:2

51
1.

21
82

8v
1 

 [
he

p-
ph

] 
 2

6 
N

ov
 2

02
5

mailto:kuldeep.deka@nyu.edu
mailto:marta.losada@nyu.edu
mailto:yosef.nir@weizmann.ac.il
https://arxiv.org/abs/2511.21828v1


Contents

1 Introduction 1

2 The SMEFT Contributions to the EDMs 3

2.1 Tree-level 3

2.2 One-loop 4

2.3 Two-loop: Double-log 4

2.4 Two-loop: Single-log 4

2.5 Finite Barr–Zee Contributions 4

3 Quantitative Results 5

4 UV Completions for Dipole Operators 5

4.1 Heavy fermions: Vector-like leptons (VLLs) 7

4.2 Heavy vector bosons: U(1)L2−L3 gauge boson Z ′ 8

4.3 Heavy Scalar: Extra Higgs Doublet 10

5 Discussion and Outlook 12

1 Introduction

The electric dipole moments (EDMs) of the electron and the muon are CP violating ob-

servables that provide a sensitive probe of new CP violating sources at high energy scales.

The current experimental bound on de is given by [1]

|de| < 4.1× 10−30 e cm (90% C.L.). (1.1)

The current experimental bound on dµ is given by [2]

|dµ| < 1.9× 10−19 e cm (95% C.L.). (1.2)

There are also indirect ways to constrain dµ [3, 4]. For example, the CP-odd effects in ThO

molecule imply |dµ| < 2× 10−20 e cm [5]. The Standard Model (SM) predictions for these

EDMs are de ∼ 10−39 e cm and dµ ∼ 10−38 e cm [6].

Recently, a new experiment for dµ was proposed [7, 8], with an expected sensitivity of

σ(dµ) < 3× 10−21 e cm (Phase I),

σ(dµ) < 6× 10−23 e cm (Phase II). (1.3)

The following question arises: What type of physics beyond the Standard Model (BSM)

can be probed by a dµ experiment, with the sensitivity presented in Eq. (1.3), which is
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beyond the reach of the de bound of Eq. (1.1)? The aim of this paper is to provide concrete,

qualitative and quantitative, answers to this question.

Most of our analysis will be conducted in the framework of the Standard Model effective

field theory (SMEFT), where dimension-six operators that are products of the SM fields,

contracted to singlets of the SM gauge group, represent new sources of CP violation. In

UV completions where the flavor structure is similar to that of the SM, one often obtains

|dµ/de| ∼ mµ/me ∼ 200 (see, for example, Ref. [9]), so that dµ is orders of magnitude

below the experimental sensitivity. There are, however, full high-energy models with a

flavor structure such that the effects on dµ are particularly enhanced, allowing (in part of

the parameter space) dµ within the range of Eq. (1.3).

It has already been exhaustively studied how de can provide the strongest constraints

on BSM models. In addition, various specific UV models have been studied in the context

of BSM enhancement of dµ. Ref. [10] studies a two Higgs doublet model (2HDM) with

sizable off-diagonal µ − τ Yukawa couplings. Ref. [11] studies a muon-specific 2HDM,

where a Z4 symmetry guarantees that the muon couples exclusively to one of the Higgs

doublets, while the electron and the tau-lepton couple to the other Higgs doublet. In

a supersymmetric seesaw model of neutrino masses with non-degenerate heavy neutrinos

[12], the neutrino Yukawa interactions induce large corrections to the slepton soft masses.

Ref. [13] presents a supersymmetric model with a hybrid gauge-gravity breaking, where

a large mixing between the µ and τ sleptons leads to large dµ values. Ref. [14] studies a

model which contains vector-like leptons that couple only to second-generation SM leptons.

In the 2HDM extended by vector-like leptons of Ref. [15], a strong correlation between

BR(h → µ+µ−) and dµ arises, so that a deviation of O(0.01) of the former requires large

values for the latter. The model of Ref. [16] contains a dark matter fermion and new

scalars that couple exclusively to the muon. Leptoquark models that address B-anomalies

can enhance dµ significantly [17]. We note that most of these models were motivated by

the claimed discrepancy between the SM prediction for the anomalous magnetic moment

of the muon and its experimental range.

Three specific examples are reviewed in the following, with a comparison of the con-

straints from de, ∆aµ, and BR(µ → eγ) with the constraint from the projected dµ sen-

sitivity (1.3). For the muon g − 2 constraint, we use the latest experimental value [18]

and the theory value corresponding to the average of the lattice results [19], resulting in

∆aµ ≲ 1 × 10−9 [19]. For the lepton flavor violating (LFV) decay, we use BR(µ → eγ) ≲
1.5× 10−13 from the MEG II experiment [20].

The leptonic dipole operators are given by

LEDM = − i

2
dℓ(E) ℓ̄σµνγ5ℓ Fµν , (1.4)

where ℓ = e, µ, τ and Fµν is the electromagnetic field strength tensor. The EDM can be

extracted from the Wilson coefficient of the dipole operator evaluated at the mass of the

corresponding lepton: de = de(E = me) or dµ = dµ(E = mµ). To connect a high-scale

new physics (NP) model at Λ to this low-energy observable, one must run the operator

coefficients down to the IR scale via renormalization group (RG) evolution. This RG flow
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proceeds through multiple EFT regimes: from the NP scale Λ to the electroweak (EW)

scale using the SMEFT, and from the EW scale to the lepton mass scale using a low-energy

EFT (LEFT) containing only photons, gluons, and light fermions.

The structure of this paper is as follows. In Section 2 we list the dimension-six CP vio-

lating SMEFT operators that are relevant to our discussion and review their contributions

to the leptonic EDMs. In Section 3 we calculate and compare the bounds from de and dµ
on the Wilson coefficients of the various operators. The bounds on the SMEFT operators

are applied to specific UV completions in Section 4. We conclude in Section 5.

2 The SMEFT Contributions to the EDMs

The SMEFT operators relevant to leptonic EDMs have been studied in Refs. [21–23]. We

follow Ref. [21] which listed the dimension-6 SMEFT operators contributing to the lepton

EDMs at tree, one-loop and two-loop levels. We present their list in Table 1.

Tree-level

OℓW = (LLσ
aσµνℓR)HW a

µν

OℓB = (LLσ
µνℓR)HBµν

1-loop level

Oluqe = (LLuR)(QLℓR)

O
WW̃

= |H|2W aµνW̃ a
µν

O
BB̃

= |H|2BµνB̃µν

O
WB̃

= (H†σaH)W aµνB̃µν

O
W̃

= εabcW̃
aν

µW
bρ

νW
cµ

ρ

2-loop level

O(1)
lequ = (LLℓR)(QLuR)

Oe′W = (L′
Lσ

aσµνℓ′R)HW a
µν

Oe′B = (L′
Lσ

µνℓ′R)HBµν

OuW = (QLσ
aσµνuR) H̃W a

µν

OuB = (QLσ
µνuR) H̃Bµν

OdW = (QLσ
aσµνdR)HW a

µν

OdB = (QLσ
µνdR)HBµν

Oled̄q̄ = (LLℓR)(d̄RQL)

Oleē′ l̄′ = (LLℓR)(ℓ′RL
′
L)

Oye = |H|2LLℓRH

Table 1. SMEFT operators contributing to the lepton EDM dℓ at different loop levels. LL(1, 2)−1/2

and ℓR(1, 1)−1 correspond to the lepton of interest (µ or e), while L′
L and ℓ′R to the other leptons.

QL(3, 2)−1/6, uR(3, 1)+2/3 and dR(3, 1)−1/3 stand for the quark fields of any generation.

2.1 Tree-level

The tree-level lepton-EDM dℓ (ℓ = e or µ) is generated directly by the dipole operators:

dℓ =

√
2v

Λ2

[
sθWCI

ℓW (E)− cθWCI
ℓB(E)

]
, (2.1)

where sθW and cθW are the sine and cosine of the Weinberg angle, respectively.
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2.2 One-loop

At one-loop, dℓ receives logarithmically enhanced contributions from CP-odd bosonic and

four-fermion operators:

dℓ
e

≃ − 1

16π2

√
2v

Λ2

[
yuC

I
luqe − yℓ

(
2C

BB̃
c2θW +

1− 4s2θW
sθW cθW

(
sθW cθW (C

WW̃
− C

BB̃
)

−1

2
(c2θW − s2θW )C

WB̃

)
−

C
WB̃

2tθW

)]
ln

Λ2

m2
h

. (2.2)

O
W̃

can contribute to OℓW at one loop, but the contribution is finite:

dℓ
e

≃ 3 g

32π2

yℓ v

Λ2
C
W̃

(2.3)

2.3 Two-loop: Double-log

Double-logarithmic contributions at two loops arise from Barr–Zee-type diagrams and RG

mixing:

dℓ
e

≃ 1

(16π2)2

√
2v

Λ2

1

8
Im

[
gyℓ
(
ye′(11 + 9t2θW )Ce′W + 15yu(3 + t2θW )CuW + 3yd(3 + t2θW )CdW

)
− 3

g

tθW
yℓ
(
ye′(1 + 7t2θW )Ce′B − 3yu(1 + 7t2θW )CuB + yd(3 + 5t2θW )CdB

)
+ 2g2yu(3 + 5t2θW )C

(1)
lequ + yℓg

3(13 + 3t2θW )C
W̃

]
ln2

Λ2

m2
h

. (2.4)

2.4 Two-loop: Single-log

Subleading two-loop contributions involving Yukawa insertions and four-fermion operators

yield the following:

dℓ
e

≃ − g2

(16π2)2

√
2v

Λ2
Im

[
3

8
t2θWCyℓ + yd

1

8
t2θWCled̄q̄ + ye′

1

8
(2 + 9t2θW )Cleē′ l̄′

]
ln

Λ2

m2
h

. (2.5)

2.5 Finite Barr–Zee Contributions

Finite Barr-Zee contributions arise from Oyf operators, with f = e, t, q(light quarks) and

e′(heavy leptons).

From Cye:

dℓ
e

≃ − 16

3
√
2

e2

(16π2)2
v

(
2 + ln

m2
t

m2
h

)
CI
yℓ

Λ2
. (2.6)

From Cyt:

dℓ
e

≃ − e2

(16π2)2
2
√
2NcQ

2
t

mℓ

mt
v

(
2 + ln

m2
t

m2
h

)
CI
yt

Λ2
. (2.7)

From light quarks q:

dℓ
e

≃ − e2

(16π2)2
2
√
2NcQ

2
qv

mℓmq

m2
h

(
ln2

m2
q

m2
h

+
π2

3

)
CI
yq

Λ2
. (2.8)
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From heavy leptons e′: 1

dℓ
e

≃ − e2

(16π2)2
2
√
2Q2

ev
mℓme′

m2
h

(
ln2

m2
e′

m2
h

+
π2

3

)
CI
ye′

Λ2
. (2.9)

3 Quantitative Results

We calculated the upper bounds from de (1.1) and dµ (1.3) on the Wilson coefficients of

the CP violating SMEFT operators of Table 1. The bounds are given in Table 2.

Comparing the constraints from the measurements of de and dµ, we can divide the

SMEFT operators to three categories:

1. dµ will give a stronger constraint:

CµW (1.8× 104), CµB(2.6× 104), (3.1)

where the number in parentheses is the ratio between the current de bound and the

projected dµ bound.

2. dµ and de will constrain the SMEFT operators whose contributions depend on yµ
and ye, respectively:

Cluqµ(6.8× 103), Clµqu(6.7× 104), Clµd̄q̄(7.2× 104), Clµµ̄′ l̄′(7.4× 104), (3.2)

where the number in parentheses is how much weaker is the dµ bound on an operator

involving µ than the de bound on the corresponding operator involving e. If this

number is larger than yµ/ye ∼ 200 then, in minimal lepton flavor violation (MLFV)

models [24–26], the de bound is more constraining.

3. de will give a stronger constraint on all other operators.

4 UV Completions for Dipole Operators

The observables of interest — the charged lepton anomalous magnetic moment ∆aℓ, elec-

tric dipole moment dℓ, and radiative LFV decay rates BR(ℓi → ℓjγ) — are dominantly

controlled by dipole operators in the low-energy effective theory (LEFT), that incorporate

electroweak symmetry breaking (EWSB):

Leff ⊃ e

8π2
Cji (ℓ̄jσ

µνPRℓi)Fµν + h.c., (4.1)

where Cij/(8π
2) is the effective dipole Wilson coefficient. These low energy operators arise

from the SMEFT operators:

Oij
eB = (Liσ

µνej)HBµν , Oij
eW = (Liσ

µνej)τ
IHW I

µν . (4.2)

1Eqs. (2.8) and (2.9) correct for a factor of
√
2 missing in the corresponding equations in Ref. [21].
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Electron EDM Bound: Muon EDM Bound:

(|de| < 4.1× 10−30 e · cm) (|dµ| < 6× 10−23 e · cm)

Tree-level

CeW 2.1× 10−5 yeg CµW 1.4 yµg

CeB 2.1× 10−5 yeg
′ CµB 1.4 yµg

′

One-loop

Cluqe 3.7× 10−4 yeyt Cluqµ 25 yµyt
C

WW̃
1.8× 10−3 g2 C

WW̃
1.2× 102 g2

CBB̃ 1.9× 10−3 g′2 CBB̃ 1.4× 102 g′2

CWB̃ 8.9× 10−4 gg′ CWB̃ 63 gg′

C
W̃

2.5× 10−2 g3 C
W̃

1.7× 103 g3

Two-loop

Clequ 1.4× 10−2 yeyt Clµqu 9.6× 102 yµyt
CτW 93 yτg CτW 6.4× 106 yτg

CτB 1.4× 102 yτg
′ CτB 9.6× 106 yτg

′

CµW 2.4× 104 yµg CeW 5.6× 107 yeg

CµB 3.6× 104 yµg
′ CeB 1.1× 1014 yeg

′

CtW 2.6× 10−3 ytg CtW 1.8× 102 ytg

CtB 4.8× 10−3 ytg
′ CtB 3.3× 102 ytg

′

CbW 23 ybg CbW 1.5× 106 ybg

CbB 17 ybg
′ CbB 1.1× 106 ybg

′

Cled̄q̄ 3.7 yeyt(yt/yb) Clµd̄q̄ 2.7× 105 yµyt(yt/yb)

Cleē′ l̄′ 0.23 yeyt

(
yt

yτ
or yt

yµ

)
Clµµ̄′ l̄′ 1.7× 104 yµyt

(
yt

yτ
or yt

ye

)
Cye

1.3 ye Cyµ
8.9× 104 yµ

Two-loop finite

Cye
0.78 ye Cye

1.8× 1013 ye
Cyt

0.78 yt Cyt
5.3× 104 yt

Cyb
1.5× 102 yb Cyb

1.0× 107 yb
Cyτ 1.8× 102 yτ Cyτ 1.2× 107 yτ
Cyµ

1.8× 104 yµ Cyµ
5.3× 104 yµ

Table 2. Upper limits on Wilson coefficients from electron and muon EDMs. Effective scale

is Λ = 10 TeV. Couplings such as yf , g, g
′ indicate their dependence on the corresponding SM

parameters.

The diagonal components Cii determine ∆ai and di, while the off-diagonal components
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Cij control ℓi → ℓjγ:

∆ai = − mi

2π2
Re(Cii), (4.3)

di = − e

4π2
Im(Cii), (4.4)

BR(ℓj → ℓiγ) =
3αem

πG2
Fm

2
ℓj

(
|Cji|2 + |Cij |2

)
. (4.5)

In this section, we illustrate how these operators arise in three representative UV scenarios:

vector-like leptons, heavy neutral gauge bosons, and heavy scalar doublets.

4.1 Heavy fermions: Vector-like leptons (VLLs)

As an example for heavy fermions that can contribute to a leptonic EDM, consider a model

with leptons in two different vector-like representations: L′
L,R(1, 2)−1/2 and E′

L,R(1, 1)−1.

The Lagrangian terms involving L′ and E′ are the following:

LVLL ⊃ L′(i /D −ML)L
′ + E′(i /D −ME)E

′

−
[
λ i
E ℓ̄iHE′

R + λ i
L L′

LHeiR + λL′
LHE′

R + λ̄H†E′
LL

′
R + h.c.

]
, (4.6)

where i runs over SM flavors and H = (0, (v + h))T /
√
2 with v ≃ 246 GeV.

Integrating out the L′ and E′ fields generates at tree level the Oyµ operator, with

Wilson coefficient
Cyµ

Λ2
≃ −

λµ
E λ̄ λµ

L

MEML
, (4.7)

and at one-loop the dipole operators OeW and OeB, with Wilson coefficients

Cji
eB

Λ2
≃ − e

32π2cθW

λj
E λ̄ λi

L

MEML
,

Cji
eW

Λ2
≃ e

32π2sθW

λj
E λ̄ λi

L

MEML
. (4.8)

Since Oyµ contributes to the dipole operator Oij at two loops, while OeB and OeW at

tree level, the latter dominate, giving

CVLL
ji ≃ − v

4
√
2

λi
L λj

E λ̄

MLME
. (4.9)

Using Eqs. (4.3)–(4.5), we obtain the VLLs contributions to the anomalous magnetic

moment, the electric dipole moment, and radiative LFV decay rate:

∆ai ≃ +
miv

8
√
2π2

Re

(
λi
L λi

E λ̄

MLME

)
, (4.10)

di ≃ +
ev

16
√
2π2

Im

(
λi
L λi

E λ̄

MLME

)
, (4.11)

BR(µ → eγ) ≃ 3αem v2

32πG2
Fm

2
µ

|λ̄|2

(MLME)2

(
|λµ

L λe
E |2 + |λe

L λµ
E |

2
)
. (4.12)
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The complex muon Yukawa coupling, generated by the VLLs, contributes via a two-

loop Barr-Zee diagram to the electron EDM [21]:

d
(µ)
e

e
≃ e2

64π4

vmemµ

m2
h

Im(λµ
Eλ̄λ

µ
L)

MLME

[
ln2

(
m2

µ

m2
h

)
+

π2

3

]
(4.13)

The constraints from ∆aµ, dµ, de and BR(µ → eγ) are illustrated in Fig. 1. In the left

plot, we assume for the BR(µ → eγ) constraint that λµ
Lλ

µ
E = λe

Lλ
e
E , and for the ∆aℓ and

dℓ constraints that Im(λℓ
Lλ

ℓ
E) = Re(λℓ

Lλ
ℓ
E). In the right plot, we take λe

L,E = 0.

While Cyµ affects ∆aµ and dµ only at the two loop level, it modifies Γ(h → µµ) at tree

level, leading to strong constraints [27, 28]. The relevant observable is

µµ+µ− ≡ Γ(h → µ+µ−)

[Γ(h → µ+µ−)]SM
, (4.14)

where [Γ(h → µ+µ−)]SM stands for the decay rate assuming the SM relation between the

mass and the Yukawa coupling of the muon.

The formalism for analyzing these constraints can be found in Ref. [29]. Defining

Tµ ≡ −
Cyµv

2

2yµΛ2
=

λµ
Eλ̄λ

µ
L

2yµ

v2

MLME
, (4.15)

we obtain:

µµ+µ− =
1 + 6ReTµ + 9|Tµ|2

1 + 2ReTµ + |Tµ|2
. (4.16)

The current experimental range is given by [30, 31]:

µµ+µ− = 1.21± 0.35, (4.17)

The resulting constraints are shown in Fig. 1. We learn that, for vector-like leptons that

couple dominantly to muons, the constraints from ∆aµ, Γ(h → µ+µ−) and the projected

dµ are complimentary and competitive. For couplings of O(1), the sensitivity of all three

measurements is to VLL masses up to O(20 TeV).

4.2 Heavy vector bosons: U(1)L2−L3 gauge boson Z ′

As an example for a heavy vector boson that can contribute to a leptonic EDM, consider

a model with a U(1)L2−L3 gauge symmetry. Here, the SU(2)-doublet left-handed leptons

LL1, LL2,and LL3, and the SU(2)-singlet right-handed leptons eR1, eR2 and eR3, are the

interaction eigenstates with well-defined charges, (0,+1,−1), under U(1)L2−L3 . It is im-

portant that they are close to, but not exactly, the mass eigenstates e, µ and τ . In the

space of the EM charge −1 leptons, ℓ1, ℓ2 and ℓ3, the gauge boson Z ′ couplings are given

by

gZ′diag(0,+1,−1). (4.18)

The U(1)L2−L3 symmetry is spontaneously broken by the VEV of a SM-singlet scalar

field Φ of charge +1 under the new symmetry. It provides the Z ′ vector boson with a
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Figure 1. Constraints on the VLL model parameters (λLλ̄λE)/(MLME) from the current ranges

of ∆aµ, de, BR(µ → eγ) and BR(h → µ+µ−), and the projected reach of dµ. (Left) The e − µ

plane. For BR(µ → eγ), we assume λe
Lλ

e
E = λµ

Lλ
µ
E . (Right) The Re

λµ
Lλ̄λµ

E

MLME
− Im

λµ
Lλ̄λµ

E

MLME
plane.

mass-squared M2
Z′ . The charged lepton mass matrix has two sources: The SM Yukawa

couplings yij of the Higgs doublet H which are diagonal, and dimension-five terms of the

form (y′ij/Λ)ΦHLLieRj , (ij) = (12), (13), (21), (31). (Λ can be the mass scale of very heavy

vector-like leptons.) These two sources lead to the following charged lepton mass matrix:

Mℓ =
v√
2

 y11 ϵy′12 ϵy′13
ϵy′21 y22 0

ϵy′31 0 y33

 , (4.19)

where ϵ ≡ ⟨Φ⟩/Λ ≪ 1. Thus, the off-diagonal mass terms are in general small and the

unitary matrices that transforms from the charged lepton interaction basis to the mass

basis,

U ℓ
LMℓU

ℓ†
R = diag(me,mµ,mτ ), (4.20)

are close to a unit matrix, but have small mixing angles, sLij and sRij . Consequently, there

are off-diagonal Z ′ couplings in the mass basis.

Integrating out the Z ′ field generates at one loop the dipole operators, with Wilson

coefficients Cij/8π
2:

Cij = −
g2Z′

M2
Z′

∑
k

[(
sRiks

R∗
jk mi + sLiks

L∗
jk mj

)
I3(xk) + sLiks

R∗
jk mk I4(xk)

]
, (4.21)

with xk = m2
k/M

2
Z′ and loop functions

I3(x) =
−8 + 38x− 39x2 + 14x3 − 5x4 + 18x2 lnx

12(1− x)4
x→0−−−→ −2

3
, (4.22)

I4(x) =
4− 3x− x3 + 6x lnx

2(1− x)3
x→0−−−→ 2. (4.23)
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Figure 2. Exclusion regions from current bounds on de, BR(µ → eγ) and ∆aµ, and the region

covered by the projected dµ, in the plane of lepton flavor changing couplings of a heavy vector

boson Z ′. The Z ′ couplings to a pair of charged leptons ℓiℓj of chirality M is given by gZ′sMij . The

ratio MZ′/gZ′ is fixed at 10 TeV.

Using Eqs. (4.3) and (4.4), and taking the limit xi ≪ 1 (i = e, µ, τ), we obtain the Z ′

contribution to the lepton anomalous magnetic moment and electric dipole moment:

∆ai = +
mig

2
Z′

3π2M2
Z′

∑
k

Re
[
− (|sRik|2 + |sLik|2)mi + 3sLiks

R∗
ik mk

]
, (4.24)

di = +
eg2Z′

2π2M2
Z′

∑
k

Im
(
sLiks

R∗
ik mk

)
. (4.25)

Using Eq. (4.5), we obtain the Z ′ contribution to the µ → eγ decay rate:

BR(µ → eγ) =
3αem

πG2
Fm

2
µ

g4Z′

M4
Z′

∑
k

[∣∣−(2/3)
(
sReks

R∗
µk me + sLeks

L∗
µk mµ

)
+ 2sLeks

R∗
µk mk

∣∣2 + (e ↔ µ)
]
.

(4.26)

In Fig. 2, we plot illustrative constraints in the s13 − s23 plane, taking (gZ′/MZ′) =

(1/10 TeV), |sLik| = |sRik| and Re(sLiks
R∗
ik ) = 0. We learn that dµ will explore the regions of

parameter space where Z ′ couples to µτ much more strongly than to eτ , |s13| ≪ |s23| =
O(1), and where the phase of the Z ′µτ coupling is O(1).

4.3 Heavy Scalar: Extra Higgs Doublet

As an example for a heavy scalar that can contribute to a leptonic EDM, consider a

generic Two-Higgs-Doublet Model (2HDM). In such a model, there are two new sources of

CP violation: Complex Yukawa couplings and mixing between the CP-even and CP-odd

neutral scalars.
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It is useful to write the Yukawa couplings in the basis (ΦM ,ΦA), where ⟨ΦM ⟩ = v and

⟨ΦA⟩ = 0 (see, for example, [26]). We focus on the charged lepton Yukawa matrices:

−Lℓ
Y = LL(Y

ℓ
MΦM + Y ℓ

AΦA)ER + h.c.. (4.27)

In the mass basis,

Y ℓ
M = (

√
2/v)diag(me,mµ,mτ ), Y ℓ

A = ρ, (4.28)

where ρ is a general complex matrix.

The angle between the (ΦM ,ΦA) basis and the mass basis for the neutral CP-even

Higgs bosons, (ΦH ,Φh), is commonly denoted by β − α. The alignment (or decoupling)

limit corresponds to

sin(β − α) = 1. (4.29)

In this limit, the Yukawa couplings of the light scalar h are given by YM , reproducing the

Standard Model Higgs couplings, while the Yukawa couplings of the heavy neutral scalars

H (CP-even) and A (CP-odd) are given by

Lℓ
H,A = − 1√

2
ℓLi (H − i Aγ5) ρijℓRj + h.c. (4.30)

In a general 2HDM, the scalar potential is complex, and the neutral scalar mass eigen-

states are not CP eigenstates. We consider a small mixing between the CP-even and

CP-odd scalars, and continue to call the neutral mass eigenstates (h,H,A), even though

they acquire small admixtures of opposite CP parity. We parameterize the CP violation by

a dimensionless quantity ε ≪ 1 that gives the CP-even component in the mass eigenstate

A. The CP-odd component in h is suppressed by both cos(β−α) and ε, and we neglect it.

The dominant one-loop contribution to the dipole operators comes from chirality flip

of the internal lepton [32–34]:

C
(1)
ij ≃ mk ρikρkj

(
cos2(β − α)

2M2
h

I2(xkh) +
sin2(β − α)

2M2
H

I2(xkH) +
1

2M2
A

I2(xkA)

)
, (4.31)

where xks = m2
k/M

2
s and

I2(x) =
3− 4x+ x2 + 2 lnx

8(1− x)3
x→0−−−→ 3

8
+

lnx

4
. (4.32)

The dominant two-loop contribution to the dipole operators comes from Barr–Zee

diagrams involving a top-quark loop [32–34]:

Ct
ij ≃ − 3αemQ2

t

2
√
2πv

ρij
ρtt

mt/v
{[ f(xtH)− g(xtA)] + i ε [ f(xtH) + g(xtA)]} , (4.33)

where

f(x) =
x

2

∫ 1

0
dz

1− 2z(1− z)

z(1− z)− x
ln
z(1− z)

x

x→0−−−→ x

2
(lnx)2

g(x) =
x

2

∫ 1

0
dz

1

z(1− z)− x
ln
z(1− z)

x

x→0−−−→ x

2
(lnx)2 . (4.34)
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Figure 3. 2HDM: Constraints from de, BR(µ → eγ), ∆aµ and (the projected) dµ in the plane of

S = A,H couplings vs. MS . (Left) Only ρiτ , ρτj ̸= 0. (Right) ρiτ , ρτj = 0, ε ̸= 0.

In the limit that the heavy scalars are much heavier than the electroweak scale, we

have MS ≡ MA ≃ MH ≫ v, and the dipole operators are given by

Ctot
ij ≃

mk ρikρkj
M2

S

(
3

8
+

1

4
ln

m2
k

M2
S

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

one-loop (internal flip)

− i ε
3αemQ2

t

2
√
2π

ρijρtt
mt

M2
S

ln2
m2

t

M2
S︸ ︷︷ ︸

two-loop Barr–Zee (top loop)

, (4.35)

To compare the constraints from the various observables, we consider two simplifying

cases:

• In the ρ matrix, only ρiτ , ρτj ̸= 0. In this case, the two loop contribution vanishes,

and dℓ ∝ Im(ρℓτρτℓ), ∆aµ ∝ Re(ρµτρτµ), and BR(µ → eγ) ∝ (|ρeτρτµ|2 + |ρµτρτe|2).
The corresponding constraints are presented in Fig. 3(Left).

• In the ρ matrix, ρiτ , ρτj = 0. In this case, the one loop contribution is negligible, and

dℓ ∝ Re(ρℓℓρtt), ∆aµ ∝ Im(ρµµρtt), and BR(µ → eγ) ∝ |ρtt|2(|ρee|2 + |ρµµ|2). The

corresponding constraints are presented in Fig. 3(Right).

We learn that for phases in the Yukawa couplings of O(1), the projected dµ constraint

will be competitive with the ∆aµ constraint. The dµ constraints will be competitive with

the de constraints only if the muon-related couplings will be at least four orders of magni-

tude larger than the corresponding electron-related couplings, well above the MLFV ratio

of O(200).

5 Discussion and Outlook

The proposal [7] to build an experiment that will be sensitive to an electric dipole moment

(EDM) of the muon smaller by three to four orders of magnitude than the current bound

[2], but still seven order of magnitude larger than the current bound on the EDM of the

electron [1], motivates a study of the potential of such an experiment to find a signal or,
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alternatively, to put unique constraints on the parameter space of new physics. In this

work, we study this question in the framework of new physics that is much heavier than

the electroweak scale.

In the context of the Standard Model effective field theory (SMEFT), we identified the

dipole operators OµW and OµB as the two dimension-six operators where the projected dµ
sensitivity is the strongest. For four classes of four fermion operators – Oluqµ, Olµqu, Olµd̄q̄,

and Olµµ̄′ l̄′ – the dµ constraints will be stronger than the de ones if the Wilson coefficients

do not obey the minimal lepton flavor violation (MLFV) relations and the muon-related

Wilson coefficients are at least four orders of magnitude larger than the corresponding

electron-related ones. For all other dimension-six operators, the projected dµ reach is not

competitive with the de current sensitivity.

We further examined three representative models of new physics. In a model of vector-

like leptons (VLL) that couple dominantly to muons, the constraints from ∆aµ, Γ(h →
µ+µ−) and the projected dµ are complimentary and competitive. For couplings of O(1),

the sensitivity of all three measurements is to VLL masses up to O(20 TeV). In a model of

a heavy vector boson Z ′, dµ will explore the regions of parameter space where Z ′ couples to

µτ much more strongly than to eτ , and where the size and the phase of the Z ′µτ coupling

are O(1). For couplings of O(1), the sensitivity is to Z ′ mass up to O(5 TeV). In a two

Higgs doublet model (2HDM), for phases in the Yukawa couplings of the heavy scalars H

and A of O(1), the projected dµ constraint will be competitive with the ∆aµ constraint.

The dµ constraints will be competitive with the de constraints only if the muon-related

couplings are at least four orders of magnitude larger than the corresponding electron-

related couplings, well above the MLFV ratio of O(200). For O(1) Yukawa couplings, the

sensitivity is to H,A masses up to O(10 TeV).

We conclude that if the proposed dµ experiment will establish an EDM of the muon

of order 10−22 e cm, it will imply new physics that couples to leptons at the 10 TeV scale,

large CP violation, and significant breaking of minimal flavor violation and other common

flavor models. It will also be relevant to the puzzle of the baryon asymmetry of the Universe

[27].
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