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ABSTRACT: Following a proposal for an experiment with sensitivity to an electric dipole
moment (EDM) of the muon d,, of order 6 x 1072* 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 d., 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 d,, 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 d,, experiment. In case of VLLs, we also find
measurements of I'(h — upu) offer competitive sensitivity, highlighting the complementary
role of collider observables. Generically, the potential reach is to O(10 TeV) scale of new
physics.
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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 d, is given by [1]

|de| < 4.1 x107% € cm (90% C.L.). (1.1)
The current experimental bound on d,, is given by [2]
du| < 1.9 x 107" e cm (95% C.L.). (1.2)

There are also indirect ways to constrain d,, [3, 4]. For example, the CP-odd effects in ThO
molecule imply |d,| < 2 x 107%° e ¢cm [5]. The Standard Model (SM) predictions for these
EDMs are d. ~ 1073? e cm and d,, ~ 10738 e cm [6].

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

o(d,) < 3x 1072 e cm (Phase 1),
o(d,) < 6 x 1072 e cm (Phase IT). (1.3)

The following question arises: What type of physics beyond the Standard Model (BSM)
can be probed by a d, experiment, with the sensitivity presented in Eq. (1.3), which is



beyond the reach of the d. bound of Eq. (1.1)7 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
|d,/de| ~ myu/me ~ 200 (see, for example, Ref. [9]), so that d, is orders of magnitude
below the experimental sensitivity. There are, however, full high-energy models with a
flavor structure such that the effects on d,, are particularly enhanced, allowing (in part of
the parameter space) d,, within the range of Eq. (1.3).

It has already been exhaustively studied how d. can provide the strongest constraints
on BSM models. In addition, various specific UV models have been studied in the context
of BSM enhancement of d,. Ref. [10] studies a two Higgs doublet model (2HDM) with
sizable off-diagonal p — 7 Yukawa couplings. Ref. [11] studies a muon-specific 2HDM,
where a Z, 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 p and 7 sleptons leads to large d,, 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 — ptp™) and d,, arises, so that a deviation of ©(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 d,, 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 d., Aa,, and BR(x — ey) with the constraint from the projected d,, 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
Aa, <1 x 1072 [19]. For the lepton flavor violating (LFV) decay, we use BR(u — ev) <
1.5 x 10713 from the MEG II experiment [20].

The leptonic dipole operators are given by

1 _
EEDM = —idg(E) EU’W’)%EFW,, (1.4)

where ¢ = e, pu, 7 and F),, 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: d. = de(E = me) or d, = d,(F = my). To connect a high-scale
new physics (NP) model at A to this low-energy observable, one must run the operator
coefficients down to the IR scale via renormalization group (RG) evolution. This RG flow



proceeds through multiple EFT regimes: from the NP scale A 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 d. and d,,
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.

2-loop level

Tree-level Ol(elgu = (Lplr)(Qrug)
Ony = (LLo®o"lr) HWy, Ocw = (L oo ) HWS,
Owp = (LLO—MVKR) HBW’ Oep = (Lf/LO-MVE,R) HBMV

1-loop level Ouww = (Qro%c™ug) fIWﬁl,
Oluqe = (LLUR)(QL@) Oup = (@UMVUR) ‘FIB/UJ
Oy = |HEWeriTs, Oun = (@ro"o™dr) HW,
Ops = H? BBy, Oap = (Qro*"dr) HBy,
Oy = (HIo"H) W B, Oty = (Lt (drQy)
O = catc V¥, W0, W, O = (Litw)TrL})

O, = |HPLytnH

Table 1. SMEFT operators contributing to the lepton EDM dy at different loop levels. L (1,2)_1 /2
and £r(1,1)_1 correspond to the lepton of interest (i or e), while L, and ¢ to the other leptons.
Qr(3,2)-1/6, ur(3,1)42/3 and dr(3,1)_1/3 stand for the quark fields of any generation.

2.1 Tree-level

The tree-level lepton-EDM d; (£ = e or p) is generated directly by the dipole operators:

V2v

dp = 5

[s6w Ciw (E) — co,, Cip(E)] (2.1)

where sg,,, and cg,, are the sine and cosine of the Weinberg angle, respectively.



2.2 One-loop

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

four-fermion operators:

dgN 1 V2w

e 16m2 A2

1—4s2

Ow
—— (s Couy (Cre — Ci
5000 Co ( w W( WW BB)

Yu Clluqe —Ye <QCB§63W +

In Ai. (2.2)

mh

1, 9 C

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

de 39 yev
e 327r2 A2

(2.3)

2.3 Two-loop: Double-log
Double-logarithmic contributions at two loops arise from Barr—Zee-type diagrams and RG

mixing:

d 1 V2l
e (1672)2 A2 8

—Im | gy, (ye (11 + 9759 )Corw + 15y,(3 + tzw)cuw + 3ya(3 + t%w)de)

g
_ 3t7yg (yer (1 + Tt5, ) Corp — 3yu(1 + Tt )Cun + ya(3 + 55, )Cap)

ow

+2¢%y.,(3 + 5t§W)Cl(elq)u

A2
+ yeg® (13 + 3t )7 | In? — (2.4)
h

2.4 Two-loop: Single-log

Subleading two-loop contributions involving Yukawa insertions and four-fermion operators
yield the following:

; ~ — (167-[-2)2 A2 Im étewcye =+ ydgtgwclegq + ye/§(2 =+ 9t9w)Cleé/l7 In mi}%‘ (25)

2.5 Finite Barr—Zee Contributions

Finite Barr-Zee contributions arise from Oy, operators, with f = e, t,q(light quarks) and
€/ (heavy leptons).

From C,:
dy 16 2 m2\ C}
O T (Y P e T 2.
e 32 (167r2)2v < T m2 ) A2 (2:6)
From C,:
dg m2 CI
L 2chQt (2 +1In t> v (2.7)
e (16 2)2 m3; ) A2
From light quarks ¢:
dy e? 9 mgmq o me 72 C'?f
— ~ ———-2v2N, In*— + — L 2.8
e (1672)2 vz Qg mi . mi + 3 ] A2 (28)



From heavy leptons ¢/: !

dy e? o MMy 2m2, w2
S, N In?—¢ 4+ 2
e~ (1672)2 V2Qgw mZ " m2 3

Cy.,
) A (2.9)
3 Quantitative Results

We calculated the upper bounds from d. (1.1) and d, (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 d. and d,, we can divide the
SMEFT operators to three categories:

1. d, will give a stronger constraint:
Cow (1.8 x 10%), C,p(2.6 x 10%), (3.1)

where the number in parentheses is the ratio between the current d. bound and the
projected d,, bound.

2. d, and d. will constrain the SMEFT operators whose contributions depend on y,
and ye, respectively:

Clugn(6.8 X 10%), Cluqu(6.7 x 10%), Cy,q5(7.2 x 10%), Cpp (7.4 x 10%),  (3.2)

where the number in parentheses is how much weaker is the d,, bound on an operator
involving p than the d. bound on the corresponding operator involving e. If this
number is larger than y,,/y. ~ 200 then, in minimal lepton flavor violation (MLFV)
models [24-26], the d. bound is more constraining.

3. d. 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 Aay, elec-
tric dipole moment d;, and radiative LF'V decay rates BR(¢; — (;v) — are dominantly
controlled by dipole operators in the low-energy effective theory (LEFT), that incorporate
electroweak symmetry breaking (EWSB):
e —

Leg D 8? Cji (EjU“VPREi)F/W + h.c., (4.1)
where C;;/(872) is the effective dipole Wilson coefficient. These low energy operators arise
from the SMEFT operators:

0%, = (Lio"ej)HB,, 04y = (Lioc"e;)T" HW],. (4.2)

Egs. (2.8) and (2.9) correct for a factor of v/2 missing in the corresponding equations in Ref. [21].



Electron EDM Bound: Muon EDM Bound:

(|de] < 4.1 x1073% - cm) (|du| <6 x107* e - cm)
Tree-level
Cow 2.1 x 1073 y.g Cuw 1.4y,9
Ce.n 2.1 x 107 %y g’ Cu 1.4y,4’
One-loop
Cluqe 3.7 X 1074 YeUt Clqu 25 YuYt
Civiv 1.8 x 10*3922 Coviv 1.2 x 1022 922
Cyp 1.9x 1072 ¢ Cyp 1.4 x10% ¢
Cwi 8.9 x 1074 gg’ Cwi 63 g9’
Cywr 2.5x 107243 Cyr 1.7 x 103 ¢*
Two-loop
Clequ 1.4 x 1072 yoy; Cluqu 9.6 x 102 y,,y;
Crw 93y-g Crw 6.4 x 10°y,g
Crp 1.4 x 102y, ¢’ CrB 9.6 x 108y, ¢’
Cuw 2.4 x 10* y,g Cew 5.6 x 107 yeg
Cup 3.6 x 101 y,,¢’ C.n 1.1 x 10 y.¢’
Cow 2.6 x 1073 g Cow 1.8 x 102 4,9
Ci 4.8 x 1073 ytg/ Ci 3.3 x 102 ytg/
Cyw 23 yvg Cyw 1.5 x 10%ypg
Cyvp 17 ypg’ Cyp 1.1 x 10% yp g’
Cledz 3.7yey: (ye/yb) Clda 2.7 % 10° Y, y:(y+/yb)
Chrea 0.23 yeys (;’—j or 5—;) Cluur 1.7 x 10* y, (;% or g—*)
Cy. 1.3 9, Cy, 8.9 x 10% Yu
Two-loop finite
Cy. 0.78 ye C,. 1.8 x 1013y,
Cy, 0.78 v Cy, 5.3 x 10%y,
Cy, 1.5 x 102y, Cy, 1.0 x 107
Cy, 1.8 x 10?2y, Cy, 1.2 x 107y,
Cy, 1.8 x 101y, Cy, 5.3 x 101y,

Table 2. Upper limits on Wilson coefficients from electron and muon EDMs. Effective scale
is A = 10 TeV. Couplings such as yy, g, ¢’ indicate their dependence on the corresponding SM
parameters.

The diagonal components C;; determine Aa; and d;, while the off-diagonal components



C;j control 4; — £;:

my;
] it) 4.
Aa 52 Re(Cy) (4.3)
(&
P = = i) 4.4
d 2 Im(Cy) (4.4)
BR({; = £;y) = ﬂ(|0-|2+|0~|2) (4.5)
X A '

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 p(1,2)_1/o and E7 p(1,1)_1.
The Lagrangian terms involving L' and E’ are the following:

Lyry D L(ilp) — Mp)L' + E'(il) — Mg)E'
— (NpGHER + M\ L, Hely + N, HER, + NHVE, Ly + h.c.|, (4.6)

where i runs over SM flavors and H = (0, (v + h))T/v/2 with v ~ 246 GeV.
Integrating out the L’ and E’ fields generates at tree level the O, operator, with

Wilson coefficient B
Cy, N AN

A2 S T M (4.7)
and at one-loop the dipole operators O and O.p, with Wilson coefficients
Cly e N Gy e MNAAL (48)
A2 3272¢p, MpMp’ A2 32n%sp, MpMp ' '

Since Oy, contributes to the dipole operator O;; at two loops, while O.p and O at
tree level, the latter dominate, giving
oL Y A@Agx.
" 42 MpMpg

(4.9)

Using Egs. (4.3)-(4.5), we obtain the VLLs contributions to the anomalous magnetic
moment, the electric dipole moment, and radiative LFV decay rate:

; PSS
Aa; ~ +— R<LE > (4.10)

e
8272 M Mg
ev e NG\
d; ~ + m| “L°E ) 4.11
16v/272 (MLME (4-11)
30tem V2 |22
BR(j — e) o~ —ooem (/\“)\6 2 1 xS AL 2). 4.12



The complex muon Yukawa coupling, generated by the VLLs, contributes via a two-
loop Barr-Zee diagram to the electron EDM [21]:

d¥ € vmem, Im(NpAN) e L
e 64nt m? MiMg m3 3

(4.13)

The constraints from Aay,, d,, d. and BR(u — e7) are illustrated in Fig. 1. In the left
plot, we assume for the BR(1 — e7) constraint that M M = XS A%, and for the Aay and
dy constraints that Im(A\f \%) = Re(Af\%). In the right plot, we take AL g =0.

While C,, affects Aay, and d, only at the two loop level, it modifies I'(h — ppu) at tree
level, leading to strong constraints [27, 28]. The relevant observable is

_ D(h—=ptpm)
ot = = (= S

(4.14)

where [['(h — ptpu~)]®M 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

_Cy”UQ AR 02

T, = = 4.15
'u 2yuA2 2yu ]\4[/]\4]_«77 ( )
we obtain: T2
1+ 6ReT), + 9|7},
_ = ) 4.16
Hitu™ = 11 9ReT), + |T,,2 (4.16)
The current experimental range is given by [30, 31]:

ft - = 1.2140.35, (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 Aa,, I'(h — p*p~) and the projected
d,, 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(1l).,_1, 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)r,—r, gauge symmetry. Here, the SU(2)-doublet left-handed leptons
L1y, Lis,and Lps, and the SU(2)-singlet right-handed leptons eg1, ere and ers, are the
interaction eigenstates with well-defined charges, (0,+1,—1), under U(1)z,_r,. It is im-
portant that they are close to, but not exactly, the mass eigenstates e, 4 and 7. In the
space of the EM charge —1 leptons, /1, 5 and /3, the gauge boson Z’ couplings are given
by

gzdiag(0,+1,—1). (4.18)

The U(1)r,—r, symmetry is spontaneously broken by the VEV of a SM-singlet scalar
field ® 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 (AL A\g) /(M Mg) from the current ranges

of Aay, de, BR(p — ev) and BR(h — ptp7), and the projected reach of d,. (Left) The e — p

plane. For BR(u — e7), we assume \§ \§, = M7 M. (Right) The Re;tl /\1\/} —Im ’\ AN

A plane.

mass-squared M2,. The charged lepton mass matrix has two sources: The SM Yukawa
couplings y;; of the Higgs doublet H which are diagonal, and dimension-five terms of the
form (ygj/A)<I>HL_LieRj, (1j) = (12),(13),(21), (31). (A can be the mass scale of very heavy
vector-like leptons.) These two sources lead to the following charged lepton mass matrix:

Y11 €Y1o €Y13
E Eyél Y22 0 , (419)
fyél 0 wys3

M, =

where ¢ = (®)/A < 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,

UL MUY = diag(m., My, M), (4.20)

L

are close to a unit matrix, but have small mixing angles, s;; and 35. 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 C;;/8m%:
gZ/

Cij = M%, Z [ st oy + slks wmy) Is(xg) + s{jﬁsﬁ: mg Iy(zg) |, (4.21)

with @, = m2 /M2, and loop functions

—8+ 38z — 3922 + 1423 — 52t + 1822 Inz 40 2
4—-3x—23+6zlnz 0
Ii(z) = 0o 2. (4.23)
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Figure 2. Exclusion regions from current bounds on d., BR(¢ — ev) and Aaq,, and the region
covered by the projected d,, in the plane of lepton flavor changing couplings of a heavy vector
boson Z’. The Z' couplings to a pair of charged leptons £;¢; of chirality M is given by gz sf\f The
ratio Mz /gy is fixed at 10 TeV.

Using Eqgs. (4.3) and (4.4), and taking the limit x; < 1 (i = e, u, 7), we obtain the Z’
contribution to the lepton anomalous magnetic moment and electric dipole moment:

mig%,
Aai 2Z Z2 ZRG |: ’Szk|2 + ’Szk| )mz + Sszkszk? mg (424)
3me Mz,
eg ’ »
di = 2W2]\Z42 Zlm( Sk mk) (4.25)

Using Eq. (4.5), we obtain the Z’ contribution to the p — ey decay rate:

3o g /
BR(p — ey) = G;?Ivnm? ]\424 Z U— 2/3)( isfg me + seksﬁk my) + 2$eks mk’ (e & u)} .
F z

(4.26)

In Fig. 2, we plot illustrative constraints in the s13 — so3 plane, taking (g7 /Mz/) =

(1/10 TeV), |sk | = |s2| and Re(sk sB*) = 0. We learn that d,, will explore the regions of

parameter space where Z’ couples to ur much more strongly than to er, |s13] < [s23] =
O(1), and where the phase of the Z’'ur 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.

~10 -



It is useful to write the Yukawa couplings in the basis (®57, ®4), where ($j7) = v and
(®4) =0 (see, for example, [26]). We focus on the charged lepton Yukawa matrices:

—LYy = Lo (Yi®y + Yi®4)ER + hoc.. (4.27)

In the mass basis,
Y]\l;[ = (ﬂ/v)diag(me,mu, mr), Yﬁ =P (4.28)

where p is a general complex matrix.

The angle between the (®5s,®4) basis and the mass basis for the neutral CP-even
Higgs bosons, (®g, ®y), is commonly denoted by S — a. The alignment (or decoupling)
limit corresponds to

sin(f — a) = 1. (4.29)

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

1
V2

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

Eél,A = ——= (i (H —iAys) pij{Rr; +h.c. (4.30)

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 ¢ < 1 that gives the CP-even component in the mass eigenstate
A. The CP-odd component in A is suppressed by both cos(5 — «) and e, and we neglect it.

The dominant one-loop contribution to the dipole operators comes from chirality flip
of the internal lepton [32-34]:

(8~ a)

.2
1 _ oS sin”(8 — «)
Cyi’ = My pikprj < 2N —

I

L(zpy) + Iz(ﬂka)) . (4.31)

1
2M3
where s = mi/M? and

3—4dr+224+2lnz 450 3 Inzx
= -+ —. 4.32
(1 —a) 84 (4:32)

IQ(Z’)

The dominant two-loop contribution to the dipole operators comes from Barr—Zee
diagrams involving a top-quark loop [32-34]:

Ct o~ _ 3 Qem Q% Ptt

by L ) — o)) i [Fo) + olea)l), (433)
where
P 1-22(1—2)  2(1—2) a0 T na)?
f(@) Q/Od z(l—z)—ajl x (Inz)
z 1 2(1—=2) z=0 «
g(x) = 2/0 dz o _12) — In (1:6 ) 0 B (Inz)?. (4.34)

- 11 -
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Figure 3. 2HDM: Constraints from d., BR(x — ev), Aa, and (the projected) d,, in the plane of
S = A, H couplings vs. Mg. (Left) Only p;r, p-; # 0. (Right) pir,pr; =0, € #0.

In the limit that the heavy scalars are much heavier than the electroweak scale, we
have Mg = M ~ Mg > v, and the dipole operators are given by

mg PikPri (3 1 m2 . 3 em Qf me | o m?
oot~ EZWTR) <—+—ln—k> — e —— Piip —= In° —5, (4.35)
Y M?2 § 4 MZ) 2v2r T MG Mg
one-loop (i:lrternal flip) two-loop Bar;rZee (top loop)

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

e In the p matrix, only p;r, pr; # 0. In this case, the two loop contribution vanishes,

and dy oc Tm(pyrpre), Aay o Re(purpry), and BR(1 — e7) o (|perprpl® + |purprel?)-
The corresponding constraints are presented in Fig. 3(Left).

e In the p matrix, p;-, pr; = 0. In this case, the one loop contribution is negligible, and
dr o< Re(pooprt), Aay o< Im(puupie), and BR(u — ey) o< |pi]*(|peel® + |puul?). The
corresponding constraints are presented in Fig. 3(Right).

We learn that for phases in the Yukawa couplings of O(1), the projected d,, constraint
will be competitive with the Aa,, constraint. The d, constraints will be competitive with
the d. 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 O0(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 O, and O, p as the two dimension-six operators where the projected d,,
sensitivity is the strongest. For four classes of four fermion operators — Ougu, Olugu: Oppdg
and O,y — the d, constraints will be stronger than the d. 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 d, reach is not
competitive with the d. 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 Aa,, I'(h —
pt ™) and the projected d,, 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’, d,, will explore the regions of parameter space where Z’ couples to
pu7 much more strongly than to er, and where the size and the phase of the Z’'u7 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 d,, constraint will be competitive with the Aa, constraint.
The d,, constraints will be competitive with the d. 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 d,, experiment will establish an EDM of the muon
of order 10722 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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