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We study the experimental constraints on CP violation originating in a dark sector that communicates
with the Standard Model through a Higgs portal coupling H†HZ0

μνZ̃0μν, where the Z0 is from a new Uð1Þ
gauge symmetry which is assumed to couple to lepton number. We compute explicitly the leading two-loop
contribution of this effective operator to the electron electric dipole moment (EDM) and show that the
resulting constraints are comparable to those from direct Z0 searches at electron-positron colliders when the
effective operator is generated at tree level. We also examine an explicit UV completion for this effective
operator that was first introduced to achieve electroweak baryogenesis and show that collider constraints
from B factories already exclude viable baryogenesis for Z0 masses below 10 GeV, and that future electron-
positron Higgs factories will exclude viable baryogenesis for Z0 masses up to the eþe− center-of-mass
energy if anticipated luminosities are achieved. For higher Z0 masses, the full viable baryogenesis
parameter space lies within 6 orders of magnitude of the current upper bound on the electron EDM.

DOI: 10.1103/PhysRevD.103.115034

I. INTRODUCTION

Physics beyond the Standard Model (SM) that features
a new source of CP violation has been long searched
for experimentally, motivated by the observed baryon-
antibaryon asymmetry in the Universe. Any new physics
theory that accommodates a successful baryogenesis
mechanism necessarily introduces a new source of CP
violation [1] because the amount of CP violation in the SM
is known to be insufficient. The CP-violation source could
occur through new particles whose masses are far above the
electroweak scale. Nonetheless, CP-violating effects can
propagate at quantum level to the SM particles and impact
SM precision measurements. Electric dipole moments
(EDMs) are among the most sensitive observables to probe
this effect [2,3]. At the effective operator level, the electron
EDM dγe is defined as

L ¼ −
dγe
2
ēσμνiγ5eF0

μν: ð1:1Þ

The most recent experimental limit on the electron
EDM [4]

dγe < 1.1 × 10−29 e cm ð1:2Þ

implies a rather high new physics scale Λ≳ 1000 TeV
based on a naive parametrization, dγe ¼ eme=Λ2. This
lower bound can be relaxed if the above EDM operator
is generated at the loop level by fundamental theories.
Electroweak baryogenesis is a well-studied scenario

[5–25] with various incarnations in the context of an
extended Higgs sector of the SM, supersymmetry, and so
on. In most scenarios, new fermions with masses not far
above the electroweak scale are introduced, andCP violation
occurs through their interactionswith theHiggs field. During
the epoch of a strong first-order electroweak phase transition,
the CP-violating interaction first creates a chiral charge
asymmetry in the new fermions. The asymmetry stored in
left-handed fields that are charged under SUð2ÞL is then
converted into the baryon asymmetry by the electroweak
sphaleron processes. At low energies, the corresponding
contribution to the electron electric dipole moment can be
evaluated using the effective operator language. After inte-
grating out the new fermions at loop level, the CP-violation
effect first manifests as operators of the form

H†HFμνF̃μν; H†HFμνZ̃μν; ð1:3Þ
where F, Z are the field strength tensors of the photon
and Z-boson fields, respectively, and F̃μν ¼ 1

2
εμναβFαβ.

Through another loop, these operators can contribute to the
electron EDM [26]. Taking the cutoff scales Λ of the above
operators to be the electroweak scale, such a Barr-Zee-type
[27,28] contribution to the electron EDM can be estimated as

dγe ∼
eGFmeθCPV
ð16π2Þ2 ≃ 5 × 10−27θCPV e cm; ð1:4Þ
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where θCPV is a physical phase factor that controls the size
of CP violation. The current electron EDM limit leads to
θCPV ≲ 10−3 barring accidental cancellations [22,26,29–32].
Such a small CP phase imposes strong challenges to many
traditional models for electroweak baryogenesis.
In recent years, a few novel directions in model building

have been pursued to alleviate the above tension. The idea
we will explore in this work is to break the CP invariance
in a dark sector composed of SM gauge singlet fields
[33–35].1 More concretely, we focus on the model con-
structed in Refs. [33,34]. The dark sector interacts with the
SM sector via a vector Z0 portal and a Higgs portal. In the
early Universe, the Higgs portal interaction can trigger a
strong first-order electroweak phase transition. The inter-
action of a dark sector fermion χ with the bubble wall is CP
violating and first creates a chiral charge asymmetry in the
dark fermion number distributions. The Z0 portal is in
charge of transmitting this CP-violation effect to the SM
sector through its Coulomb background which provides a
chemical potential term for SM fermions. The latter serves
as the source term for the sphalerons to generate the baryon
asymmetry. It has been pointed out in [33,34] that the
contribution to EDMs in such a framework is parametri-
cally suppressed compared to traditional electroweak
baryogenesis models. Indeed, because the dark sector
fermions for CP violation are SM gauge singlets, the
above H†HFμνF̃μν and H†HFμνZ̃μν operators are not
present at one loop. Instead, only the following operator
may be generated at one-loop level2:

H†HZ0
μνZ̃0μν: ð1:5Þ

Importantly, this operator cannot contribute to the electron
EDM at the next-loop level because neither of the Z0 bosons
has a photon component.3 A (loop-generated) kinetic
mixing between the Z0 and photon fields can only produce
the EDM radius operator, which is not important [44].
Assuming that the Z0 boson couples to the vector current of
the electron,4

g0Z0
μēγμe; ð1:6Þ

the leading contribution of the above operator to the
electron EDM must occur through an additional two loops.
Moreover, its value is controlled by the new gauge coupling
g0 and the Higgs portal parameter which are constrained
experimentally. Thanks to these parametric suppressions,
the fundamental CP-violating phase θCPV is allowed to be
of order one. This opens up a new class of viable models for
baryogenesis at the electroweak scale without suffering
from the present EDM constraints.
Of course, the goal of such dark sector model building is

to reconcile the tension between EDMs and electroweak
baryogenesis, rather than erasing the EDM predictions
completely. On the contrary, EDMs still serve as an
important potential test of the new CP-violating source.
Therefore, it is important to quantify the contribution to
EDMs from the dark sector, as well as the prospects of
complementary experimental probes. We will address these
questions in this work.
This article is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we

calculate the leading contribution to the electron EDM
in the presence of the dark sector CP-violating source
in Eq. (1.5) together with the Z0 portal interaction of
Eq. (1.6), and derive a lower bound on the cutoff scale Λ. In
Sec. III, we explore other experimental constraints from Z0
searches at electron-positron colliders and Higgs physics at
the CERN Large Hadron Collider (LHC), which serve as
important complementary probes. In Sec. IV, we present an
explicit UV completion for the above effective operator
which also accommodates successful electroweak baryo-
genesis. The constraints and interplays in this model will be
discussed. We conclude in Sec. V. Some details of a direct
diagrammatic calculation of the electron EDM are collected
in the Appendix.

II. LEADING CONTRIBUTION TO THE
ELECTRON EDM

In this section, we take an effective theory approach and
evaluate the contribution to the electron EDM from dark
sector CP violation. Our starting point is the following
Lagrangian:

L ¼ LSM −
1

4
Z0
μνZ0μν þ 1

2
M2

Z0Z0
μZ0μ þ 1

Λ2
H†HZ0

μνZ̃0μν

þ g0Z0
μðl̄γμlþ ν̄lγ

μνlÞ; ð2:1Þ

where we assume that the Z0 is the gauge boson of Uð1Þ
lepton number, and l ¼ e, μ, τ. The coupling of the Z0
boson to an anomalous vector current of SM fermions with
respect to SUð2Þ2L is a necessary condition for the baryo-
genesis mechanism in [33] to work. Such an effective
Lagrangian is valid if the dark sector states responsible
for CP violation are heavy and integrated out, leaving the

1Alternative options include pushing the electroweak phase
transition temperature and the corresponding CP-violating
fermion masses to a higher scale using the symmetry non-
restoration idea [36,37]. However, this typically introduces a
large number of degrees of freedom to the Higgs sector of the
theories [38–41].

2Depending on the dark sector details, the leading contribution
toH†HZ0

μνZ̃0μν could occur only at two-loop level [34], leading to
an even more suppressed EDM.

3This makes a key difference from the operators and class of
models explored in [42,43].

4This vector coupling arises if the Z0 gauges lepton number, as
motivated by the UV completion that we will introduce in Sec. IV.
Alternatively, a Z0 gauging baryon number could be introduced;
this would contribute primarily to quark EDMs, which are con-
strained by neutron EDM measurements. These constraints are
considerably weaker than those from the electron EDM that we
consider here.
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CP-violating effect manifested by effective operators
involving the portal fields, the Higgs boson, and the Z0.
Two remarks on the above setup are in order. First, the

above effective theory does not cover all possible UV
theories for CP violation. Here we are primarily interested
in CP violation from a dark sector composed of only SM
gauge singlet fields inspired by the electroweak baryo-
genesis scenario proposed in Ref. [33]. Within this context,
CP violation from the dark sector can propagate to the SM
sector through the Higgs boson and Z0 portal interactions. It
is worth noting that the dark sector CP violation considered
here is structurally different from the “dark CP violation”
pursued in Refs. [45–50], despite similar names. Second,
the integrating out of heavy particles that generate the
dimension-six operator in Eq. (2.1) could also generate the
CP-even operator H†HZ0

μνZ0μν with a similar cutoff scale.
Such an operator can contribute to the magnetic dipole
moments of the electron (or muon) through a similar set of
diagrams to Fig. 1. However, the experimental sensitivity to
Λ from magnetic dipole moment measurements is less
constraining compared to that from the EDM.
In Sec. IV, we will present a UV completion for the

H†HZ0
μνZ̃0μν operator. As mentioned earlier, in the presence

of this operator, the leading contribution to the electron
EDM has to occur at the two-loop level. In practice, all the
fields in the hZ0

μνZ̃0μν operator must attach to the electron
line, with the external photon radiated from one of the
electron propagators.5 The Feynman diagrams that con-
tribute to the electron EDM are depicted in Fig. 1.
The full determination of these diagrams is rather

complicated. Instead, we focus on the leading contributions

which feature a double-logarithmic factor corresponding to
logarithmic divergences from each loop in the effective
picture. A useful observation by examining each diagram
in Fig. 1 shows that the loop involving the external photon
leg is finite, whereas the other one is logarithmically
divergent. This suggests performing the divergent loop
integral (with a cutoff scale Λ) and retain only the short-
distance contribution which corresponds to the logarithmic
factor. After shrinking the nonphoton loop to an effective
vertex, we obtain a list of one-loop diagrams as shown in
Fig. 2. There are two intermediate effective operators
generated at this level, Ôz0e ¼ ēσμνiγ5eZ0μν and Ôhe ¼
ēγμγ5e∂μh. They correspond to Figs. 2(a) and 2(b), and 2(c)
and 2(d), respectively. As the next step, we calculate the
remaining loop containing the external photon leg. In the
effective theory with Ôz0e; Ôhe operators, this loop becomes
divergent and contributes another logarithmic factor to the
final result.
The most elegant way to derive the double-log contri-

bution to the EDM from the above diagrams is to use the
effective operator language and derive their mixing via
the renormalization group. There are four dimension-five
operators relevant for this calculation defined after electro-
weak symmetry breaking,

Ôhz0 ¼ hZ0
μνZ̃0μν;

Ôhe ¼ ēγμγ5e∂μh;

Ôz0e ¼ ēσμνiγ5eZ0μν;

Ôγe ¼ ēσμνiγ5eFμν: ð2:2Þ

We calculate the one-loop anomalous dimensions
responsible for their mixing,

FIG. 1. Diagrams (a)–(f) contributing to the electron electric dipole moment from the hZ0
μνZ̃0μν effective operator (denoted by the black

dots) at two-loop level.

5Diagrams with the external photon radiated from the external
electron leg contribute only to charge renormalization.

PROBING DARK SECTOR CP VIOLATION WITH ELECTRIC … PHYS. REV. D 103, 115034 (2021)

115034-3



d
d log μ

2
6664

Chz0

Che

Cz0e

Cγe

3
7775 ¼ 1

4π2
γ

2
6664

Chz0

Che

Cz0e

Cγe

3
7775;

γ ¼

2
6664

— 0 0 0

− 3
2
g02 — −g0ye −eye

−g0ye 0 — 2eg0

0 0 2eg0 —

3
7775; ð2:3Þ

where Ci is the Wilson coefficient of the effective operator
Ôi, and ye ¼

ffiffiffi
2

p
me=v, with v ≃ 246 GeV being the SM

Higgs vacuum expectation value. We ignore the diagonal
elements of the anomalous dimension matrix (denoted by
“—”) because they are irrelevant for the electron EDM
calculation at leading order. The boundary conditions at the
cutoff scale Λ consistent with Eq. (1.5) are

Chz0 ðΛÞ ¼
v
Λ2

; CheðΛÞ ¼ Cz0eðΛÞ ¼ CγeðΛÞ ¼ 0:

ð2:4Þ
There are some interesting features regarding the zeros in

the anomalous dimension matrix in Eq. (2.3). The (1-4) and
(4-1) elements vanish simply because the field content of
the Ôhz0 and Ôγe is too distinctive for them to renormalize
each other at one-loop level. All elements in the second
column of the matrix also vanish (except for the diagonal

one) because the Ôhe operator is special. By the equation of
motion, it is equivalent to

Ôhe → 2meēiγ5eh; ð2:5Þ

which is a dimension-four operator. Because of its lower
dimension, the radiative correction of this operator can only
contribute to the finite part of the Wilson coefficient of the
other dimension-five operators in Eq. (2.2). Because we are
only interested in the double-log terms in the final electron
EDM here, the Ôhe operator will not contribute.
The electron EDM operator defined in Eq. (1.1) is

directly related to the Wilson coefficient Cγe at low energy
scale, dγe ¼ −2Cγe. It can be derived by iterating the
solution of Eq. (2.3) twice along with the initial condition
Eq. (2.4),

dγe ¼ −2 ×
�
γ43
4π2

log
Λ
MZ0

��
γ31
4π2

log
Λ
MZ0

�
Chz0 ðΛÞ

¼ eg02me

4
ffiffiffi
2

p
π4Λ2

�
log

Λ
MZ0

�
2

: ð2:6Þ

In the Appendix, we perform a direct computation of the
double-log piece from the two-loop diagrams in Fig. 1 and
find the same result as Eq. (2.6).
As an order of magnitude estimate, taking the logarith-

mic factors to be order one, this contribution to the electron
EDM satisfies the current limit if

Λ
g0
≳ 100 TeV: ð2:7Þ

As will be discussed in the next section, collider searches
for a leptophilic Z0 already set an upper bound g0 ≲ 10−2 for
a wide range of the Z0 mass, which in turn implies that Λ is
allowed to be near the electroweak scale.

III. INTERPLAY BETWEEN EDM
AND COLLIDER PROBES

The calculation in the previous section shows that the
CP-violating operator generated from the dark sector can
only contribute to the electron EDM if the Z0 boson has a
coupling to the electron. As a result, the final EDM is
proportional to the square of the new gauge coupling
constant g0 and inversely proportional to the square of the
cutoff scale of the effective operator Λ. In this section, we
explore two classes of collider searches for this setup which
are highly complementary to the EDM measurement. One
is the direct search for a leptophilic Z0 boson at eþe−
colliders, which serves as a probe of g0 independent of Λ.
The other is the search for Higgs boson exotic decays
into Z0 bosons at the LHC, which could occur via the
higher-dimensional operator and serves as a probe of Λ
independent of g0.

FIG. 2. Diagrams contributing to the electron electric dipole
moment after evaluating the short-distance contribution from
the log-divergent loop in each Feynman diagram in Fig. 1. This
generates new effective operators as discussed in the text.
The diagrams labeled by (a),(c), (b),(d), (e), and (f) in Fig. 1
correspond to those labeled by (a), (b), (c), and (d), respectively.
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Our main result is shown in Fig. 3, where we reinterpret
all the current and potential collider constraints as indirect
probes of the electron EDM, in the context of the effective
theory Eq. (2.1). In the following, we explain in detail how
each constraint is derived.

A. Z0 search at electron-positron colliders

With a direct coupling to the electron, the Z0 boson
can be produced at eþe− colliders, including BABAR,
Belle(-II), LEP-II, and the future FCC-ee and CEPC
experiments. The BABAR constraint can be reinterpreted
from a dark photon search [51] with a rescaling g0 ¼ eκ for
the production rate, where κ is the kinetic mixing parameter
for the dark photon, and a rescaling of the branching ratio
into eþe− or μþμ−. This sets the strongest bound on g0 for
MZ0 < 10 GeV. The invisibly decaying dark photon search
[52] can also be applied to our Z0, but the corresponding
bound is weaker than that from visible decay.
For heavier Z0, the LEP-II experimental results can set

the most useful limit on g0. For MZ0 ≤ 206 GeV, the upper
bound on g0 is derived from charged-lepton-pair resonance
searches. It is worth pointing out that the branching ratio
for a gauged lepton number Z0 considered here into e� or
μ� is 4=9, for M0

Z ≫ 2mτ, which is higher than that for a
sequential Z0 boson (6.8%). For the latter, the upper limit
on g0 set by LEP-II is around 0.01, independent of Z0
mass [53]. We obtain the corresponding limit for our Z0,
g0 < 0.004, by applying the rescaling of the above branch-
ing ratios. For MZ0 > 206 GeV, g0 can be constrained by
the contact interaction search where Z0 is exchanged
virtually. Focusing on the eþe− → eþe− process via an
effective operator with the VV structure in Table 3.13

of [54], the corresponding cutoff scale ΛVV is constrained
and related to parameters in the model we consider as

ΛVV ¼ 2πMZ0

g0
> 18.0 TeV; ð3:1Þ

which can be translated into an upper bound on g0 as a
function of Z0 mass.
We also explore the sensitivity of using the prospective

FCC-ee and CEPC colliders to search for the on-shell
and virtual effects of Z0, similar to LEP-II. To derive the
corresponding limits, we simply rescale the LEP-II result
according to the proposed luminosity L of these colliders
[55,56] as given in Table I. For on-shell Z0 searches,
the reach in g0 scales as L−1=4, whereas for off-shell Z0

exchange, the reach in g0 scales as L−1=8. The integrated
luminosity of LEP-II is 2.78 fb−1 [54].
All the above collider constraints and future probes of g0

as a function ofMZ0 are translated into the electron EDM dγe
versus MZ0 parameter space using Eq. (2.6) and shown in
Fig. 3, assuming a cutoff scale Λ of 2 or 10 TeV for the
CP-violating operator. This way, one can make a direct

Higgs signal
strength

BaBar LEP II

FCC eeCEPC

ACME (2018)

=2TeV
h Z'Z'

4
h Z Z

2 2

1 10 102 10310 34

10 32

10 30

10 28

10 26

MZ (GeV)

d e
(e

cm
)

BaBar LEP II

FCC eeCEPC

ACME (2018)

=10TeV

1 10 102 10310 34

10 32

10 30

10 28

10 26

MZ (GeV)

d e
(e

cm
)

FIG. 3. Comparison of the direct EDM measurement and indirect collider probes of dark sector CP violation in the context of the
effective theory described by the Lagrangian in Eq. (2.1). The left (right) plot corresponds to a cutoff scale Λ ¼ 2ð10Þ TeV. The current
electron EDM limit [4] is shown by the horizontal black line. The BABAR and LEP-II exclusions are shown by the shaded blue and
magenta regions, respectively. The future reach by the prospective FCC-ee and CEPC colliders is shown by the dashed and dotted
curves, respectively. For the case Λ ¼ 2 TeV, constraints from Higgs boson exotic decay h → Z0Z0 → 4μ or 2μ2τ exclude the regions
covered by the green bands, and the present constraint on the Higgs signal strength already excludes the orange shaded region. The
collider searches constrain the coupling g0 as a function ofMZ0 . For comparison with EDM probes, we translate these constraints into the
dγe versus MZ0 parameter space using Eq. (2.6), assuming the cutoff scale Λ specified in each plot.

TABLE I. Center-of-mass energy and the integrated luminosity
goals of FCC-ee (left) and CEPC (right) experiments.

c.m. energy 91.2 GeV 160 GeV 240 GeV 365 GeV

Luminosity 150 ab−1 10 ab−1 5 ab−1 1.5 ab−1

c.m. energy 91.2 GeV 240 GeV

Luminosity 2.5 ab−1 5 ab−1
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comparison with the EDM probe. The collider constraints
on EDM are indirect. In the absence of dark sector CP
violation (Λ → ∞), such a collider-EDM connection will
not apply. In the same plot, we also show the present
constraint [4] on the electron EDM from the ACME
Collaboration, Eq. (1.2). This allows for a more straight-
forward comparison between the EDM measurement
and the indirect searches with colliders. We find that the
EDM is most powerful in probing dark sector CP violation
for MZ0 ≳ 100 GeV. For a relatively low cutoff scale Λ
close to TeV scale, the present EDM limit is comparable to
the LEP-II indirect constraint for MZ0 between 10 and
100 GeV. For MZ0 < 10 GeV, BABAR sets by far the
strongest indirect constraint on the EDM, more than
3 orders of magnitude below the current ACME limit.
The Z0 searches at future eþe− colliders (FCC-ee and
CEPC) could set limits in the high Z0 mass region that are
stronger than the current EDM limit. We do not show
the further constraints from flavor-changing B decays into
an anomalously coupled Z0 boson which is relevant for
MZ0 < 5 GeV [57,58].

B. Higgs boson exotic decays

For light enough Z0, theH†HZ0
μνZ̃0μν operator can lead to

nonstandard Higgs decay into exotic final states. We find
the most useful constraints are derived for MZ0 < mh=2. In
this case, the Higgs boson to two Z0-boson decay rate is

Γðh → Z0Z0Þ ¼ m3
h

4
ffiffiffi
2

p
πGFΛ4

�
1 −

4M2
Z0

m2
h

�
3=2

: ð3:2Þ

After the h → Z0Z0 decay, the Z0 bosons can further
decay into SM charged lepton pairs. The final states of
such cascade decays are the same as those from Higgs
bosons decaying into light intermediate axionlike particles.
The latter has been searched for by the CMS Collabora-
tion [59–61]. We reinterpret the result as constraints on
h → Z0Z0 decay. The most useful final states are 4μ and
2μ2τ, which set limits on the cutoff parameterΛ in the mass
windows MZ0 < 3.2 GeV and 20 GeV≲MZ0 < mh=2,
respectively. The corresponding exclusions are shown by
green shaded regions in Fig. 4.
ForMZ0 > mh=2, the Higgs exotic decays could proceed

via off-shell Z0 boson(s), and the rates are proportional to
additional powers of g0. In this case, we find only very weak
constraints on Λ.
In Fig. 3, we reinterpret Higgs exotic decay measure-

ments as constraints in the dγe versus MZ0 parameter space.
If the cutoff scale Λ is chosen to be low enough (see the
left panel where Λ ¼ 2 TeV), the corresponding Z0 mass
windows (the vertical green bands) are excluded regardless
of the value of g0.
As a lepton number gauge boson, the Z0 can also decay

into neutrinos, contributing to the invisible Higgs decay
width. This can potentially be used for closing the mass gap

3.2 GeV < MZ0 < 20 GeV where the above exotic decay
limits do not apply. However, we find that the invisible
decay constraint is slightly weaker than the global signal
strength measurement of the Higgs boson decay, to be
discussed below. One could also interpret the result of the
inclusive dimuon resonance search at LHCb [62] as a
constraint on the Higgs boson to Z0 decay in this model,
which potentially constrains the intermediate-mass region
in Fig. 4. However, we obtain a lower bound on Λ less than
1 TeV, which is also weaker than that from the Higgs signal
strength.

C. Higgs global signal strength

In addition to the direct search for new Higgs decay
channels, the presence of the h → Z0Z0 → anything decays
have an impact on the signal strength of Higgs bosons
decaying directly into SM particles, leading to an indirect
constraint. In the model we consider, the global signal
strength of Higgs decay channels is related to the h → Z0Z0
decay rate as

μ ¼ ΓSM
h

ΓSM
h þ Γðh → Z0Z0Þ ; ð3:3Þ

which always lies between 0 and 1 in our model. The Higgs
couplings to SM particles are unchanged in the model we
consider, ΓSM

h ¼ 4.1 MeV. The present LHC limit [63] and
the future High-Luminosity LHC (HL LHC) reach [64] in
the global signal strength are summarized in Table II. To set
a 95% confidence level (C.L.) limit on Γðh → Z0Z0Þ, we
take a Bayesian approach and integrate the experimental
probability distribution (which we approximate as
Gaussian) for the global signal strength μ between 0 and
1 only, setting the upper limit on Γðh → Z0Z0Þ (or equiv-
alently, the lower limit on μ) so that 95% of the

h 4
h 2 2

(h 0.46MeV

(h Z Z

Z Z )

) 0.32MeV

0.5 1 2 5 10 20 50 100
200

500

103

5 103

104

MZ (GeV)

(G
eV

)

FIG. 4. Constraints on the cutoff scale Λ of the H†HZ0
μνZ̃0μν

operator introduced in Eq. (2.1) from Higgs boson exotic decays
(green regions are excluded) and Higgs global signal strength
(blue region is excluded). The blue curve corresponds to the
HL-LHC reach. See main text for details.
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experimental probability density that is accessible within
the model is captured by the limit.
These can be used to set the most useful limits in

the mass window 3.2 GeV < MZ0 < 20 GeV, as shown
in Fig. 4. We find that this constraint is important
if Λ≲ 2 TeV.

IV. AN EXPLICIT UV COMPLETION

In this section, we explore a concrete UV completion for
the effective Lagrangian in Eq. (2.1), which corresponds to
the model that accommodates the novel electroweak baryo-
genesis mechanism presented in Refs. [33,34]. Relevant for
the EDM calculation, the dark sector contains a Dirac
fermion χ and a real scalar S, which are both SM gauge
singlets. The interactions of dark sector fields among
themselves and with the Higgs boson and Z0 portal fields
relevant for our analysis are

L ⊃ ½ χ̄LðλSþM χÞχR þ H:c:� þ μHHSH†HS

þ g0Z0
μ½l̄γμlþ ν̄lγ

μνl þ q χ̄Rγμ χR þ ðqþ 3Þ χ̄Lγμ χL�:
ð4:1Þ

Here, the Z0 boson is assumed to be massive, and we treat
its mass MZ0 as an input parameter. In the explicit model
constructed in [33,34], Z0 is the gauge boson of the Uð1Þ
lepton number symmetry. An additional complex scalar Φ
charged under this Uð1Þ is introduced, picks up an expect-
ation value at TeV scale, and generates a mass for the Z0

boson. The μHHSH†HS term is responsible for the mixing
between the Higgs boson and the dark scalar S after
electroweak symmetry breaking. The phase factors of
the dark Yukawa coupling λ and mass parameter M χ

cannot be simultaneously set to zero by field redefinitions.
Their mismatch serves as the source of CP violation.
Hereafter, we choose a basis where M χ is real, and define

λ ¼ jλjeiθCPV : ð4:2Þ
As discussed in [34], during the electroweak phase tran-
sition which involves both the Higgs boson and S fields,
their spacetime dependence creates a spacetime depend-
ence in the phase of the χ mass, providing the necessary
source of CP violation for electroweak baryogenesis. At
zero temperature, a nonzero θCPV will contribute to the
electron EDM.

After electroweak symmetry breaking, the second term
of Eq. (4.1) generates a mixing between the Higgs boson
and S; i.e., the 125 GeV Higgs boson is a linear combi-
nation h ¼ cos θshH þ sin θshS, where H is from the
SUð2ÞL Higgs doublet and S is a SM gauge singlet.
The S −H mixing angle is proportional to μHHS and the
electroweak vacuum expectation value. In the absence of
Higgs decays to new particles, this mixing modifies the
global Higgs signal strength according to μ ¼ cos2 θsh. In
the last term of Eq. (4.1), Z0 is the gauge boson of Uð1Þ
lepton number, under which the charges carried by χR, χL
are q, qþ 3, respectively. The charge assignment is
determined by gauge anomaly cancellation, and q is a
free parameter.
Following the theme of discussion in the previous

sections, we consider the limit of heavy χ and S and
integrate them out. This leads to the followingCP-violating
dimension-six operator

c̃hZ0
μνZ̃0μν; ð4:3Þ

where

c̃ ¼ g02ðq2 þ 3qþ 9=2Þλ sin θsh sin θCPV
48π2M χ

: ð4:4Þ

Matching to the CP-violating operator in Eq. (2.1) leads to

1

Λ2
¼ c̃

v
; ð4:5Þ

where v ¼ 246 GeV. After the hZ0
μνZ̃0μν operator is gen-

erated, it contributes to the electron EDM at another two
loops, as discussed in Sec. II.
We apply the experimental constraints from EDM and

colliders discussed earlier to this model. Here, we hold the
dark sector parameters M χ ¼ 1 TeV, λ ¼ 1, and q ¼ 1

fixed,6 and choose the largest value of Higgs-singlet mixing
angle sin θsh ¼ 0.32 currently allowed at 95% C.L. by
Higgs signal strengths [63]. Additional constraints on this
mixing parameter arises from a second Higgs-like scalar
search, as well as the fit to electroweak oblique parameters.
See Ref. [65] for a careful analysis of these constraints. We
find that after taking into account a more recent heavy
Higgs search limit [66], the value sin θsh ¼ 0.32 is still
marginally allowed. Moreover, we emphasize the contri-
bution to electron EDM in this model is simply propor-
tional to sin θsh. This relation allows one to properly rescale
the results presented in Fig. 5 had other sin θsh values been
used. We also choose the maximal CP-violating angle

TABLE II. Current LHC constraint and future HL LHC reach
on the Higgs global signal strength measurement, and the
corresponding upper bounds on the h → Z0Z0 partial decay width
in the model we consider.

Global signal strength Γðh → Z0Z0Þmax at 95% C.L.

Current 1.11þ0.09
−0.08 [63] 0.46 MeV

HL LHC 1.00þ0.038
−0.037 [64] 0.32 MeV

6The contribution to the electron EDM is linear in λ via
Eq. (4.4). The benchmark value of λ we use here is of a similar
size to the top quark Yukawa coupling and still within the
perturbative range.
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θCPV ¼ π=2. With the M χ value chosen to be 1 TeV, the
cutoff scale for the CPV operator can be computed using
Eq. (4.5), Λ ≃ 6.5 TeV=g0.
Our results are summarized in Fig. 5, where the BABAR

and LEP-II Z0 search limits are again translated as indirect
constraints in the dγe versusMZ0 parameter space, similar to
Fig. 3. Because of the loop generation of the hZ0

μνZ̃0μν

operator, for M χ ¼ 1 TeV, the effective cutoff scale Λ is
sufficiently high; thus, the Higgs exotic decay and global
signal strength constraints are automatically satisfied. The
existing eþe− collider constraints are already stronger than
the present electron EDM limit throughout the Z0 mass
range, unless the Uð1Þ charge q is much larger than order
one, making the dark sector fermion χ strongly coupled to
the Z0 boson. Collider limits in the presence of different UV
parameters can be rescaled using Eq. (4.4).
To make a direct connection to electroweak baryo-

genesis, we perform a scan over the model parameter
space following the prescription in Ref. [34], with the M χ ,
λ, q and θCPV parameters held fixed at the above values.
The green points in Fig. 5 are viable for generating the

observed baryon asymmetry of the Universe. Almost all of
these points lie below the present electron EDM constraint,
fulfilling the original motivation of the dark sector model
building. Viable electroweak baryogenesis via this frame-
work is essentially entirely ruled out by BABAR for Z0
masses below 10 GeV. A large fraction of these points can
also be covered by Z0 searches at the prospective FCC-ee
and CEPC experiments assuming they deliver their antici-
pated luminosity goals; these experiments will probe the

entire viable electroweak baryogenesis parameter space up
to the maximum FCC-ee eþe− center-of-mass energy given
the set of benchmark parameters considered above. Future
improvement of the electron EDM measurement will first
probe the currently viable points with Z0 mass above
several hundred GeV. To probe the entire parameter space
for viable electroweak baryogenesis in this model with Z0
mass above a few hundred GeV would require an improve-
ment of the electron EDM measurement by about 6 orders
of magnitude.
Finally, we note that in the absence of a deviation from

the SM, the FCC-ee and CEPC experiments will also
constrain sin θsh to below the 0.01 level. Neither the
baryogenesis mechanism nor the collider constraints on
the Z0 mass and coupling depend directly on this mixing;
however, the calculation of the electron EDM in terms of
the underlying parameters is proportional to sin θsh,
which implies that the green points and the collider limits
in Fig. 5 will all shift downward together by a factor of 32.
This would make constraining the UV completion using
a direct measurement of the electron EDM even more
challenging.

V. CONCLUSION

We study the phenomenology of new sources of CP
violation from a dark sector motivated by electroweak
baryogenesis and the strong experimental constraints on
EDMs. In the models, we consider, CP invariance is first
broken within a dark sector made of SM gauge singlet
fields and is transferred to the visible sector via vector and
Higgs portal interactions. The presence of these portals
provides the necessary conditions for baryogenesis in the
early Universe. They also transfer the CP violation through
loop effects and make new contributions to the EDM of
particles in the visible sector.
In this work, we explore the electron EDM, which

arises at two loops in the presence of the effective operator
H†HZ0

μνZ̃0μν after integrating out the heavy dark sector
particles. By calculating the mixing of effective operators
via renormalization, we extract the leading contribution to
the electron EDM which features a double-logarithmic
factor. Based on this result, we derive the constraint from
the latest electron EDM measurement on the key param-
eters in the effective description, i.e., the cutoff scale Λ of
the above operator and the Z0-electron gauge coupling g0.
We investigate the interplay of this result with other
indirect probes including the search for Z0 at existing
and proposed eþe− colliders and the search for Higgs
boson exotic decays at the LHC and HL-LHC, which can
set individual constraints on the g0 and Λ parameters,
respectively. The results of this comparison are summa-
rized in Fig. 3. We find that the collider constraints are
typically stronger at Z0 masses below the weak scale,
whereas the EDM measurement dominates for heavier Z0.
For a relatively low cutoff (dark sector mass) scale Λ close

BaBar LEP II

FCC eeCEPC

ACME (2018)

SM

1 10 102 10310 42

10 40

10 38

10 36

10 34

10 32

10 30

10 28

10 26

MZ (GeV)

d e
(e

cm
)

M =1TeV, =1.0, sin sh=0.32, sin CPV=1, q=1

FIG. 5. Comparison of the direct EDM measurement and
indirect collider probes of dark sector CP violation, in the
context of the UV completion described by the Lagrangian in
Eq. (4.1). The green points show the viable model parameter
space for the successful baryogenesis mechanism discussed in
[34]. The horizontal gray dot-dashed line indicates the effective
SM contribution to the electron EDM measurement from CP
violation in the quark sector (see [67] and references therein).
Similar to Fig. 3, the collider constraints on EDM are indirect and
are obtained by applying the constraint on g0 to Eq. (4.4).
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to a TeV, the LEP-II and the present electron EDM
constraints are comparable with each other for
10 GeV < MZ0 < 100 GeV. Future eþe− colliders
(FCC-ee and CEPC) could set an indirect constraint
stronger than the current EDM limit.
We also explore an explicit UV completion of the

H†HZ0
μνZ̃0μν operator inspired by the novel baryogenesis

mechanism proposed in Refs. [33,34]. In this case,
the contribution to electron EDM occurs at three loops
and is proportional to the fourth power of g0. For a
reasonable choice of dark sector spectrum and couplings,
we find that most of the parameter space in which
baryogenesis is viable lies below the present electron
EDM constraint, as shown in Fig. 5. Existing constraints
from electron-positron collider searches for the Z0 are
stronger than those from the electron EDM. The viable
baryogenesis region is already excluded by BABAR for
MZ0 below 10 GeV, and much of the remaining parameter
space can be efficiently covered if the proposed FCC-ee
and CEPC future colliders are built. Correspondingly,
future improvements in the electron EDM measurement
will probe the high Z0 mass frontier (MZ0 ∼ TeV) that is
currently allowed by collider constraints.
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APPENDIX: DOUBLE-LOG CONTRIBUTION
TO EDM FROM EXPLICIT

TWO-LOOP CALCULATIONS

We presented in Sec. II how to obtain the leading
contribution to the two-loop amplitude using the anoma-
lous dimension. Now, let us show that this result is
consistent with the direct computation of the two-loop
integral. Because the calculation is similar for the different
diagrams, we show only one of the contributions. Since we
keep only the most divergent part of each diagram,
effectively we are performing a series of one-loop integrals.
This means that we can use one-loop calculation tools to
perform this two-loop calculation. We compute the inte-
grals by hand and also using the PACKAGE X [68], retaining
the most divergent contribution at each step.
Let us focus on Fig. 1(a). The amplitude for this process

after removing the multiplicative factor of ð4ig02e
ffiffi
2

p
me

Λ2 Þ is

AðaÞ
μ ¼

Z
d4k
ð2πÞ4

d4l
ð2πÞ4N

ðaÞ
μ Dðk;MZ0 ÞDðk − l;MZ0 ÞDðl; mhÞDðp1 − k;meÞ

×Dðp2 − k;meÞDðp2 − l; meÞ; ðA1Þ

NðaÞ
μ ¼ εωλθκkθlκūðp2Þðp2 − =lþmeÞγλðp2 − =kþmeÞγμðp1 − =kþmeÞγωuðp1Þ; ðA2Þ

where εωλθκ is the totally antisymmetric tensor, we defined the Feynman propagator Dðp;mÞ as

Dðp;mÞ ¼ 1

p2 −m2 þ iϵ
; ðA3Þ

and momenta are assigned as in Fig. 6. We can choose to perform the k or l integral first. To make direct connection with the
effective operator discussion in the main text, let us choose to integrate the loop that does not have the attached photon line,
in this case, the l integral. The integration can be done, and we keep only the leading divergence:

AðaÞ
μ ≈ −

log
�

Λ2

M2

Z0

�

64π2

Z
d4k
ð2πÞ4 Ñ

ðaÞ
μ Dðk;MZ0 ÞDðp1 − k;meÞDðp2 − k;meÞ; ðA4Þ

ÑðaÞ
μ ¼ iεωλκθkκūðp2Þγλγθðp1 − =kþmeÞγμðp2 − =kþmeÞγωuðp1Þ: ðA5Þ

FIG. 6. The same two-loop diagram as Fig. 1(a) with momen-
tum assignments labeled.
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Now we can start to connect to the effective vertex approach presented in the paper. After performing the l integral, we
can reorganize the remaining integral in terms of the effective vertex of Fig. 2(a). If we use the relation

εωλκθγ
λγθ ¼ −2σωκγ5; ðA6Þ

it is possible to rewrite Eq. (A4) as

AðaÞ
μ ≈ i

log
�

Λ2

M2

Z0

�

32π2

Z
d4k
ð2πÞ4 ½ūðp2Þσωκkκγ5ðp1 − =kþmeÞγμðp2 − =kþmeÞγωuðp1Þ�

×Dðk;MZ0 ÞDðp1 − k;meÞDðp2 − k;meÞ: ðA7Þ

The spinor structure of the above integrand corres-
ponds to the intermediate effective operator Ôz0e intro-
duced in Eq. (2.2). The remaining step is to perform
the k integral, again keeping only the most divergent
contribution,

AðaÞ
μ ≈ −log2

�
Λ2

M2
Z0

�
ūðp2Þσμνγ5qνuðp1Þ

512π4
: ðA8Þ

Such a simple result is made possible because we
are keeping only the short-distance contributions when
performing each loop integral, leading to the double-
logarithmic factor. As a result, the two integrals decouple
completely from each other. The calculation of subleading
contributions is complicated by the form factor from the
first loop integral which we do not pursue here. However,
our results keeping the logarithmic terms capture the
leading contribution to EDM.

Computing Figs. 1(b)–1(d) yields for each a result
identical to that of Fig. 1(a). The contributions from
Figs. 1(e) and 1(f) are more suppressed: As discussed in
Sec. II, they require additional insertions of the Higgs
vacuum expectation value and the corresponding electron
Yukawa coupling, with the result that the loop integral is
less divergent, leading to only a single log divergence.
These diagrams thus do not contribute to our calculation of
the leading double logarithm.
The total double-log contribution to the electron EDM

using the above approach is

Cγe ¼ −
eg02me

8
ffiffiffi
2

p
π4Λ2

�
log

Λ
MZ0

�
2

: ðA9Þ

Using the relationship dγe ¼ −2Cγe, this leads to the same
double-logarithmic contribution to the electron EDM as
in Eq. (2.6).
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