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Nonrelativistic nuclear reduction for tensor couplings in dark matter direct detection

and µ → e conversion

Ayala Glick-Magid∗

Department of Physics, University of Washington, Seattle, Washington 98195, USA

The Nonrelativistic Effective Theory (NRET) is widely used in dark matter direct detection and
charged-lepton flavor violation studies through µ → e conversion. However, existing literature has
not fully considered tensor couplings. This study bridges this gap by utilizing an innovative tensor
decomposition method, extending NRET to incorporate previously overlooked tensor interactions.
We find additional operators in the µ → e conversion that are not present in the scalar and vector
couplings. This development is expected to have a significant impact on ongoing experiments seeking
physics beyond the Standard Model and on our understanding of the new-physics interactions. To
support further research and experimental analyses, comprehensive tables featuring tensor matrix
elements and their corresponding operators are provided.

Cosmological and astrophysical observations have es-
tablished that about 25% of the energy density in our
universe is attributed to dark matter (DM), a form of
matter that rarely interacts with regular matter and has
not yet been directly observed [1–3]. This matter serves
as an explanation for certain gravitational phenomena,
such as the angular velocity of gas clouds around galax-
ies, and the motion of galaxies within clusters, which
appear to be operating under the influence of additional
mass that cannot be detected. As DM candidates are
naturally predicted by extensions of the Standard Model
(SM) of particle physics [4], unraveling the nature of DM
stands as a paramount challenge in contemporary parti-
cle physics and astrophysics.

A well-known type of DM candidate is weakly-
interacting massive particles (WIMPs) [2], exemplified
by the neutralino in supersymmetric SM extensions.
WIMPs interact with quarks, enabling their detection
through elastic scattering off nuclei [5]. The momentum
transfer in such interactions typically lies around q ∼ 100
MeV [6]. Recent years have witnessed the introduction
of direct detection experiments tailored for this energy
range [7], wherein Earth-based detectors aim to capture
interactions of extraterrestrial DM by measuring the re-
coil energy of nuclei, indicative of DM scattering events.

Yet, assessing how nuclei respond to WIMPs poses a
formidable challenge. Achieving this task necessitates
matching WIMP-quark couplings in a specific model to
WIMP-nucleon currents. Given the non-perturbative
nature of QCD at low energies, this task is best ac-
complished using effective theories. Within the litera-
ture, two prominent methods have been advanced for
the analysis of WIMPs scattering off nuclei. The first
approach employs Nonrelativistic Effective Field Theory
(NRET, also known as NREFT) [8–10], while the al-
ternative method utilizes chiral Effective Field Theory
(χEFT) [3, 6, 7, 11].

In both theories, the structure of the coupling is deter-
mined only by symmetry considerations. For instance,
a probe with vector symmetry couples to a current with

the same structure, albeit with a different coupling con-
stant. However, early works have overlooked the cou-
pling of the tensor symmetry [7–9, 12], which is cru-
cial for understanding the nature of DM-nucleon inter-
actions once it is detected, analogous to the identifica-
tion of the SM’s V − A structure in weak interactions
during the previous century. Only recently, the inclusion
of the tensor symmetry coupling has been incorporated
into χEFT [13], but it is still missing in NRET. Due to
the extensive use of NRET in various DM search applica-
tions, such as software programs (e.g., [9, 14]), numerical
calculations (e.g., [10, 15]), direct detection experiments
(e.g., [16, 17]), and forecasts for new measurement op-
portunities (e.g., [18]), this gap cannot be ignored.

We have recently developed a new method for decom-
posing fermionic tensor-type interactions based on their
antisymmetric nature [19]. This method has proven to be
highly useful in describing the impact of beyond the Stan-
dard Model (BSM) tensor symmetry on different inter-
actions, including β-decay [19], neutrino scattering [20],
and more [19, 21]. Using this approach, the goal of this
letter is to incorporate the missing tensor component into
the NRET, akin to treatments applied to other symmetry
couplings.

The utility of NRET extends beyond DM interactions
with nuclei, encompassing explorations into other BSM
physics. One such avenue is the investigation of charged-
lepton flavor-violating (CLFV) processes, offering unique
insights into fundamental symmetries. The Nobel Prize
in 2015 recognized the establishment of neutrino flavor
oscillations, further motivating the search for additional
flavor-violation, this time among charged leptons. A no-
table CLFV process is muon-to-electron (µ → e) conver-
sion, where a muon undergoes a flavor-violating transfor-
mation into an electron.

Several past and current experiments are being con-
ducted to detect evidence of this conversion. Ongoing
and upcoming experiments, such as Mu2e at Fermilab,
COMET, and DeeMe at J-PARC, are poised to signifi-
cantly advance CLFV limits on the branching ratio by
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over four orders of magnitude [22]. These experiments
seek evidence of a muon within the influence of a nucleus,
converting into a highly energetic, much lighter electron.
Accurate predictions, incorporating all known symme-
tries, are crucial for interpreting such measurements.
Recent papers have underscored the efficacy of NRET

in calculating elastic µ → e conversion [22, 23], intro-
ducing the nuclear-level effective theory for this process.
These papers have also highlighted the potential of tensor
mediators, which can give rise to effective operators that
are not present in mediators of other symmetries. As
indicated in [21], our tensor-decomposing approach can
readily provide the missing tensor µ → e terms, which, as
in the DM case, are crucial for understanding the nature
of CLFV interactions once they are detected.
This letter aims to bridge the gap in these two seem-

ingly disparate but framework-sharing BSM searches,
employing the tensor-decomposing approach [19], start-
ing from introducing NRET and its tensor completion for
dark matter, and then moving to µ → e conversion.
DM detection necessitates structure factors for elastic

WIMP-nucleus scattering, which are particularly sensi-
tive to the nuclear structure inherent in spin-dependent
WIMP-nucleon interactions as an input. To delve into
this, let us consider a contact interaction involving a spin-
half WIMP denoted as χ and a nucleon represented by
N . In the framework of NRET, the comprehensive La-
grangian density is expressed as follows [8]:

L̂int = χ̄OχχN̄ONN . (1)

Here, the properties of the WIMP operator Oχ and the
nucleon operator ON are determined by enforcing their
corresponding symmetries, which may take the form of
any of the five bilinear covariants: scalar, pseudoscalar,
vector, axial-vector, and tensor. By considering scalar,
pseudoscalar, vector, and axial-vector symmetries, it has
been demonstrated that the contact Lagrangian density,
at leading order in p/mχ and k/mN (where pµ and kµ are
the four-momenta of the DM and nucleon, respectively,
and mχ and mN are their masses), can be expressed in
terms of 16 nonrelativistic operators [8, 9]:

L̂int = Σ16
i=1ciOiχ̄χN̄N , (2)

where the operators Oi are constructed from the follow-

ing four three-vectors: i ~q
mN

, ~v⊥ ≡ ~P
2mχ

− ~K
2mN

, ~Sχ ≡ ~σχ

2

and ~SN ≡ ~σN

2 the particle spins. In these expressions,
qµ ≡ pµf − pµi = kµi − kµf denotes the 4-momentum trans-

fer, Pµ ≡ pµi + pµf , K
µ ≡ kµi + kµf , and kµi (kµf ) and pµi

(pµf ) are the incoming (outgoing) 4-momenta.
To incorporate the missing tensor symmetry into the

framework, we write the interaction of the DM and the
nucleons using all the possible Lorentz-invariant tensor
terms, similar to how non-tensor terms were treated [8,
9]. We conclude them based on the general form of the

single-nucleon matrix element between nuclear states of
the tensor part of the nuclear current [24, 25]:

〈kf |q̄σµντ
aq| ki〉 = ū (kf )

[

gT
(

q2
)

σµν + g̃
(1)
T

(

q2
)

×
(

qµ
mM

γν − qν
mM

γµ

)

+g̃
(2)
T

(

q2
)

(

qµ

mM

Kν

mM

− qν

mM

Kµ

mM

)

+g̃
(3)
T

(

q2
)

(

γµ ✁q

mM

γν − γν ✁q

mM

γµ

)]

τau (ki) , (3)

which consists of all the possible Lorentz-invariant tensor
combinations [26]. Here we use the nowadays convention
for the gamma matrices γµ and their commutator σµν

(see, e.g., [27]). The form factors g̃
(i)
T (i ∈ {1, 2, 3}) are

defined as the dimensionless version of the standard ten-
sor form factors g

(i)
T given in [25]. Specifically, we intro-

duced the redefined form factors as follows: g
(1)
T =

g̃
(1)
T

mM
,

g
(2)
T =

g̃
(2)
T

m2
M

, and g
(3)
T =

g̃
(3)
T

mM
, where mM is the rel-

evant theory-dependent mass scale (e.g., the nucleon
mass) given a model context. This adjustment was made
to align this work with Ref. [9], where similar theory-
dependent masses were utilized. We assume a similar
matrix element for the WIMP tensor current between
the initial and final WIMP states, differing only in the
coupling constants, and exclude the isospin operator τa

(a ∈ {1, 2, 3}).
The focus of this letter is on the contact-level inter-

action between the nuclear and WIMP currents. How-
ever, we would like to note another tensor contribution
that although not a contact term, may contribute to the
leading order interaction, and therefore should require
further investigation that is beyond the scope of this let-
ter. As elucidated in [28], at the quark level, the tensor
current can be matched onto interactions with photons
and pions (e.g., utilizing the electromagnetic field ten-
sor Fµν). This effective coupling to photons and pions
enables the tensor operator to contribute to the interac-
tion through the exchange of either a photon or a pion.
Moreover, these new operators contribute to the inter-
action through the renormalization group evolution be-
tween the interaction boson mass and low energies, in
which the tensor operator generates scalar interactions.
While these interactions feature small coupling constants
compared to contact interactions, their spin-independent
nature enables them to yield larger contributions.

Given the presence of four distinct Lorentz-invariant
tensor terms in the current, there exist 16 potential com-
binations for the tensor coupling between the nuclear and
WIMPs currents, but 4 of them will vanish, leaving us
with only 12 combinations. As done by Lee and Yang
for the weak interaction [29], to these 12 basic combina-
tions we add γ5 variations. Utilizing the antisymmetric
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Table I. The second column showcases the tensor Lagrangian densities Lj
int corresponding to WIMP-nucleus scattering, with the index j enumerated in the first column.

The terms encompass scalar, pseudoscalar, vector, and axial-vector contributions outlined in [9] (j ∈ {1, 2, ..., 20}), augmented here by the inclusion of previously
unaccounted tensor terms. In the third column, the operators resulting from the nonrelativistic reduction between Pauli spinors are presented, while the fourth column
illustrates the associated effective interactions expressed in terms of the NRET operators defined in Eq. (6). Further details can be found in [9].

j Lj
int Pauli operator reduction ΣiciOi

21 χ̄σµνχN̄σµνN 8
~σχ

2
· ~σN

2
+O

(

1
m2

)

8O4

22 χ̄σµνχN̄
(

qµ
mM

γν − qν
mM

γµ

)

N − iq2

mχmM
1χ1N − 4

mM

~σχ

2
·
(

~q × ~v⊥
)

−i ~q2

mMmχ
O1 + 4imN

mM
O5

+ 4i
mNmM

[(

~σN

2
· ~q

)(

~σχ

2
· ~q

)

− q2
(

~σχ

2
· ~σN

2

)]

+O
(

1
m3

)

+4imN

mM
O6 − 4i ~q2

mMmN
O4

23 χ̄σµνχN̄
(

qµ

mM

Kν

mM
− qν

mM

Kµ

mM

)

N −2imN

mχ

~q2

m2
M

1χ1N − 8mN

m2
M

~σχ

2
·
(

~q × ~v⊥
)

+O
(

1
m4

)

−2imN

mχ

~q2

m2
M

O1 + 8i
m2

N

m2
M

O5

24 χ̄σµνχN̄
(

γµ ✄q
mM

γν − γν ✄q
mM

γµ

)

N 16i
(

~σχ

2
· ~q
mM

)(

~σN

2
· ~v⊥

)

+O
(

1
m3

)

16mN

mM
O14

25 χ̄
(

qµ

mM
γν − qν

mM
γµ

)

χN̄σµνN
iq2

mNmM
1χ1N + 4

mM

~σN

2
·
(

~q × ~v⊥
)

i q2

mNmM
O1 − 4imN

mM
O3

+ 4i
mχmM

[

~q2
(

~σχ

2
· ~σN

2

)

−
(

~q ·
~σχ

2

)(

~q · ~σN

2

)]

+O
(

1
m4

)

+4i ~q2

mχmM
O4 − 4i

m2
N

mχmM
O6

26 χ̄
(

qµ

mM
γν − qν

mM
γµ

)

χN̄
(

qµ
mM

γν − qν
mM

γµ

)

N − iq2

mχmM
1χ1N − 4

mM

~σχ

2
·
(

~q × ~v⊥
)

−i q2

mχmM
O1 + 4imN

mM
O5

+ 4i
mNmM

[(

~σN

2
· ~q

)(

~σχ

2
· ~q

)

− q2
(

~σχ

2
· ~σN

2

)]

+O
(

1
m4

)

+4imN

mM
O6 − 4i q2

mNmM
O4

27 χ̄
(

qµ

mM
γν − qν

mM
γµ

)

χN̄
(

qµ

mM

Kν

mM
− qν

mM

Kµ

mM

)

N −4mN

mM

q2

m2
M

1χ1N +O
(

1
m4

)

−4mN

mM

q2

m2
M

O1

28 χ̄
(

qµ

mM

Pν

mM
− qν

mM

Pµ

mM

)

χN̄σµνN 2i
mχ

mN

~q2

m2
M

1χ1N + 8
mχ

m2
M

~σN

2
·
(

~q × ~v⊥
)

+O
(

1
m4

)

2i
mχ

mN

~q2

m2
M

O1 − 8i
mχmN

m2
M

O3

29 χ̄
(

qµ

mM

Pν

mM
− qν

mM

Pµ

mM

)

χN̄
(

qµ
mM

γν − qν
mM

γµ

)

N −4
mχ

mM

q2

m2
M

1χ1N +O
(

1
m4

)

−4
mχ

mM

q2

m2
M

O1

30 χ̄
(

qµ

mM

Pν

mM
− qν

mM

Pµ

mM

)

χN̄
(

qµ

mM

Kν

mM
− qν

mM

Kµ

mM

)

N −8
mχmN

m2
M

~q2

m2
M

1χ1N +O
(

1
m4

)

−8
mχmN

m2
M

~q2

m2
M

O1

31 χ̄
(

γµ ✄q
mM

γν − γν ✄q
mM

γµ
)

χN̄σµνN −16i
(

~σN

2
· ~q
mM

)(

~σχ

2
· ~v⊥

)

+O
(

1
m3

)

−16mN

mM
O13

32 χ̄
(

γµ ✄q
mM

γν − γν ✄q
mM

γµ
)

χN̄
(

γµ ✄q
mM

γν − γν ✄q
mM

γµ

)

N 32
m2

M

[

q2
(

~σχ

2
· ~σN

2

)

−
(

~σN

2
· ~q

)(

~σχ

2
· ~q

)]

+O
(

1
m4

)

32 q2

m2
M

O4 − 32
m2

N

m2
M

O6

33 χ̄σµνχN̄σµνγ5N −2
(

~σN

2
· ~q

mχ

)

+ 2
(

~σχ

2
· ~q

mN

)

2imN

mχ
O10 − 2iO11

+8i
~σχ

2
·
(

~σN

2
× ~v⊥

)

+O
(

1
m3

)

+8iO12

34 χ̄σµνχN̄
(

qµ
mM

γν − qν
mM

γµ

)

γ5N 4i ~q

mM
·
~σχ

2
+O

(

1
m3

)

4mN

mM
O11

35 χ̄σµνχN̄
(

qµ

mM

Kν

mM
− qν

mM

Kµ

mM

)

γ5N −8imN

mM

(

~q
mM

·
~σχ

2

)

+O
(

1
m3

)

−8
m2

N

m2
M

O11

36 χ̄σµνχN̄
(

γµ ✄q
mM

γν − γν ✄q
mM

γµ

)

γ5N 8
~σχ

2
·
(

~σN

2
× ~q

mM

)

+O
(

1
m3

)

−8imN

mM
O9

37 χ̄
(

qµ

mM
γν − qν

mM
γµ

)

χN̄σµνγ5N 4i ~q

mM
· ~σN

2
+O

(

1
m3

)

4mN

mM
O10

38 χ̄
(

qµ

mM
γν − qν

mM
γµ

)

χN̄
(

qµ
mM

γν − qν
mM

γµ

)

γ5N 4 q2

m2
M

[(

~v⊥ · ~σN

2

)

− i
~σχ

2
·
(

~σN

2
× ~q

mχ

)]

+O
(

1
m5

)

4 q2

m2
M

(

O7 −
mN

mχ
O9

)

39 χ̄
(

qµ

mM
γν − qν

mM
γµ

)

χN̄
(

qµ

mM

Kν

mM
− qν

mM

Kµ

mM

)

γ5N −8mN

mM

q2

m2
M

(

~v⊥ ·
~σχ

2

)

+O
(

1
m5

)

−8mN

mM

q2

m2
M

O8

40 χ̄
(

qµ

mM

Pν

mM
− qν

mM

Pµ

mM

)

χN̄σµνγ5N 8i
mχ

mM

(

~q

mM
· ~σN

2

)

+O
(

1
m3

)

8
mχmN

m2
M

O10

41 χ̄
(

qµ

mM

Pν

mM
− qν

mM

Pµ

mM

)

χN̄
(

qµ
mM

γν − qν
mM

γµ

)

γ5N 8
mχ

mM

q2

m2
M

(

~v⊥ · ~σN

2

)

+O
(

1
m5

)

8
mχ

mM

q2

m2
M

O7

42 χ̄
(

qµ

mM

Pν

mM
− qν

mM

Pµ

mM

)

χN̄
(

qµ

mM

Kν

mM
− qν

mM

Kµ

mM

)

γ5N −8
mχ

m4
M

q2
(

~q · ~σN

2

)

+O
(

1
m5

)

8i
mχmN

m4
M

q2O10

43 χ̄
(

γµ ✄q
mM

γν − γν ✄q
mM

γµ
)

χN̄σµνγ5N −8
~σχ

2
·
(

~σN

2
× ~q

mM

)

+O
(

1
m3

)

8imN

mM
O9

44 χ̄
(

γµ ✄q
mM

γν − γν ✄q
mM

γµ
)

χN̄
(

γµ ✄q
mM

γν − γν ✄q
mM

γµ

)

γ5N −16 q2

m2
M

[(

~v⊥ ·
~σχ

2

)

− i
~σχ

2
·
(

~σN

2
× ~q

mN

)]

+O
(

1
m5

)

−16 q2

m2
M

(O8 −O9)
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tensor-current decomposition [19]:

~J T
i ≡ − i√

2
ǫijkJjk,

~J T ′

i ≡
√
2J0i,

(4)

and applying the following identity for each combination
of two tensor-terms coupling:

jµνJ
µν = −

[

~jT · ~JT +~jT
′ · ~JT ′

]

, (5)

we achieve a nonrelativistic reduction in leading orders
in 1/mass for each combination. These reductions, listed
in table I, give rise to all the leading order nonrelativis-
tic operators already existing in the scalar, pseudoscalar,
vector, and axial-vector cases [9]:

O1 ≡ 1χ1N ,

O3 ≡ i~SN ·
(

~q

mN

× ~v⊥
)

,

O4 ≡ ~Sχ · ~SN ,

O5 ≡ i~Sχ ·
(

~q

mN

× ~v⊥
)

,

O6 ≡
(

~Sχ · ~q

mN

)(

~SN · ~q

mN

)

,

O7≡ ~SN · ~v⊥,
O8≡ ~Sχ · ~v⊥,

O9≡ i~Sχ ·
(

~SN × ~q

mN

)

,

O10≡ i~SN · ~q

mN

,

O11≡ i~Sχ · ~q

mN

,

O12≡ ~Sχ ·
(

~SN × ~v⊥
)

,

O13 ≡ i
(

~Sχ · ~v⊥
)

(

~SN · ~q

mN

)

,

O14 ≡ i

(

~Sχ · ~q

mN

)

(

~SN · ~v⊥
)

,

O15≡ −
(

~Sχ · ~q

mN

)[

(

~SN × ~v⊥
)

· ~q

mN

]

,

O16≡ −
[

(

~Sχ × ~v⊥
)

· ~q

mN

](

~SN · ~q

mN

)

.

(6)

(Note the dependence O16 = O15 +
q2

m2
N

O12)

Upon the detection of DM scattering off nuclei, the
subsequent step involves scrutinizing the specific nature
of the measured interaction between DM and nucleons. It
is essential to note that each set of terms sharing the same
WIMP current part and γ5 coupling (21-24, 25-27, 28-30,
31-32, 33-36, 37-39, 40-42, and 43-44 in Table I) should
possess the same new-physics coupling constant, multi-
plied by the corresponding nucleon tensor form-factor gT

or g̃
(i)
T , contingent on the nuclear current part as outlined

in Eq. (3). Calculations for nucleon tensor form-factors
are available, see [30] and references within for gT , and,
e.g., [31], for the other form factors. So despite the seem-
ingly numerous terms and new coupling constants, they
are dependent, and the tensor WIMP-nucleon interac-
tion introduces merely four new-physics coefficients for a
measurement to constrain.

While no novel operators emerged in the tensor sym-
metry beyond those existing in the non-tensor symme-
tries, this list and table hold significance. Identifying the
operators associated with each symmetry case is pivotal
for discerning the nature of the WIMP-nucleon interac-
tion and determining its dominant symmetries. Once an
operator aligns with measured data, knowing all the sym-
metries it is involved in becomes imperative. Therefore,
this list, while not introducing new operators, plays a
crucial role in establishing whether tensor involvement
exists in the interaction.

However, as emphasized in [22, 23], this scenario is not
the case for µ → e conversion, where certain tensor terms
encompass operators absent in non-tensor cases. Follow-
ing the nuclear-level effective theory for µ → e conversion
that has been constructed in [22, 23], we employ lepton
(nucleon) identity operators 1L (1N ), along with five di-
mensionless Hermitian three-vectors: iq̂, where q̂ repre-
sents the unit vector along the three-momentum transfer

to the leptons, ~vN ≡ ~pi+~pf

2mN
denotes the nuclear velocity,

symmetrically combining the initial and final nucleon ve-

locities ~pi

mN
and

~pf

mN
, ~vµ stands for the muon velocity rel-

ative to the center-of-mass of the nucleons, and ~σL and
~σN represent the spins of the leptons and the nucleons,
respectively.

Conducting a parallel reduction to that performed for
WIMPs scattering, we commence from the same four
possible tensor Lorentz-invariant terms within the single-
nucleon matrix element between nuclear states of the ten-
sor part of the nuclear current presented in Eq. (3). These
are all the tensor possible contact terms (refer to [28]
for further discussion on non-contact terms), since in the
Standard Model Effective Field Theory (SMEFT) La-
grangian, a singular tensor term exists [32, 33]:

L̂SMEFT ⊃ cαβmn

Λ2
BSM

l̄JαL σµνe
β
RǫJK q̄Km

L σµνun
R. (7)

Here, ΛBSM denotes the new-physics scale, c repre-
sents the coefficient of this tensor term, and the indexes
α, β,m, n ∈ {1, 2, 3} represent the generations of the par-
ticles. Further details and conventions can be found

in [25]. Applying the left lepton doublet lαL =

(

ναL
eαL

)

,

the left quark doublet qmL =

(

um
L

dmL

)

, and the antisym-

metric two-dimensional matrix ǫ =

(

0 1
−1 0

)

yields two
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terms:

ν̄αLσµνe
β
Rd̄

m
L σµνun

R − ēαLσµνe
β
Rū

m
L σµνun

R. (8)

The first illustrates quark isospin exchange processes
(e.g., β-decays), while the second preserves quark isospin
and can lead to µ → e conversion when taking α = 1 and
β = 2, i.e.,

−ēLσµνµRū
m
L σµνun

R. (9)

Notably, this implies that µ → e conversion can only
occur with up, charm, or top quarks (for m = n = 1, 2,
or 3, respectively).

In contrast to the WIMPs case, elastic µ → e conver-
sion occurs at a fixed momentum q ∼ mµ. In addition,
the electron is assumed to be fully relativistic. Employing
the operators described in [22, 23], with the appropriate
order count and hierarchy scale q

mL
> q

mN
∼ vN > vµ,

we obtain the nucleon-level nonrelativistic reduction for
elastic µ → e conversion presented in Table II, consisting
with the µ → e nonrelativistic operators:

O1 ≡ 1L1N ,

O3 ≡ 1Liq̂ · (~vN × ~σN ) ,

O4 ≡ ~σL · ~σN ,

O5 ≡ ~σL · (iq̂ × ~vN ) ,

O6 ≡ (iq̂ · ~σL) (iq̂ · ~σN ) ,

O7≡ 1L~vN · ~σN ,

O8≡ ~σL · ~vN ,

O9≡ ~σL · (iq̂ × ~σN ) ,

O10≡ 1Liq̂ · ~σN ,

O11≡ iq̂ · ~σL1N ,

O12≡ ~σL · (~vN × ~σN ) ,

O′

13 ≡ ~σL · [iq̂ × (~vN × ~σN )] ,

O14 ≡ (iq̂ · ~σL) (~vN · ~σN ) ,

O15≡ (iq̂ · ~σL) [iq̂ · (~vN × ~σN )] ,

O′

16≡ (iq̂ · ~σL) (iq̂ · ~vN ) .

(10)

Furthermore, accounting for the muon velocity ~vµ gen-
erates nuclear form factor corrections, suppressed by the
ratio of average values of the lower and upper compo-

nents of the muon 〈f〉
〈g〉 (where f and g are the Coulomb

Dirac solutions, for details see [22]), leading to all the
additional, smaller operators denoted by the superscript

f :

Of ′

2 ≡ iq̂ · ~vµ
2
1N ,

Of
3 ≡ iq̂ ·

(

~vµ
2

× ~σL

)

1N ,

Of
5 ≡

(

iq̂ × ~vµ
2

)

· ~σN ,

Of
7≡

~vµ
2

· ~σL1N ,

Of
8≡

~vµ
2

· ~σN ,

Of
12≡

(

~vµ
2

× ~σL

)

· ~σN ,

Of ′

13 ≡
[

iq̂ ×
(

~vµ
2

× ~σL

)]

· ~σN ,

Of
14 ≡

(

~vµ
2

· ~σL

)

(iq̂ · ~σN ) ,

Of
15≡

[

iq̂ ·
(

~vµ
2

× ~σL

)]

(iq̂ · ~σN ) ,

Of ′

16≡
(

iq̂ · ~vµ
2

)

(iq̂ · ~σN ) .

(11)

In the leading order (dimension-six) of SMEFT, only
the first four terms (j ∈ {21, 22, 23, 24}) listed in Table
II, and their γ5 couplings, appear. These four terms,
and separately, their γ5 couplings, should share the same
leptonic coupling constant, to be multiplied by the ap-

propriate tensor form factor, gT or g̃
(i)
T , depending on the

specific nuclear Lorentz-invariant term from Eq. (3). All
other j-terms require higher dimensions of SMEFT.
As highlighted in [22, 23], the tensor coupling in-

troduces new operators absent in the non-tensor cases.
Specifically, O3 and O′

13 manifest in the tensor-mediated
interaction χ̄eσ

µνχµN̄σµνN (equivalent, up to its sign,
to the interaction χ̄eiσ

µνγ5χµN̄iσµνγ
5N explored in [22,

23]). This term possess the potential to induce co-
herent effects, as discussed in the aforementioned ref-
erences. In addition, in the calculations here we
find that O12 and O15, which were not generated
before, manifest in the tensor-mediated interaction
χ̄e (q̂

µγν − q̂νγµ)χµN̄σµνγ5N . If one of these operators
aligns with observed data, potentially enhanced by co-
herent effects, it would indicate that CLFV manifests a
tensor nature, given that these operators are not linked
to any other symmetry.
Moreover, the NRET, as emphasized in [22], offers a

systematic framework for meticulous data analysis upon
detecting CLFV or DM scattering, enabling the deter-
mination of the underlying nature of the new physics.
Addressing the crucial gap in NRET, this study lever-
ages an innovative technique to decompose antisymmet-
ric tensor-type interactions, expanding NRET with vital
tensor symmetries and creating a new avenue within the
existing framework.
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Table II. The second column showcases the tensor Lagrangian densities Lj
int corresponding to elastic µ → e conversion, with the index j enumerated in the first column.

The terms encompass scalar, pseudoscalar, vector, and axial-vector contributions outlined in [22] (j ∈ {1, 2, ..., 20}), augmented here by the inclusion of previously
unaccounted tensor terms. In the third column, the operators resulting from a nonrelativistic reduction between Pauli spinors are presented, while the fourth column
illustrates the associated effective interactions expressed in terms of the NRET operators defined in Eqs. (10) and (11). Further details can be found in [22].

j Lj
int Pauli operator reduction ΣiciOi

21 χ̄eσ
µνχµN̄σµνN − q

mN
1L1N − 2i1L q̂ · (~vN × ~σN) + 2~σL · ~σN + 2~σL · [q̂ × (~vN × ~σN)] − q

mN
O1 − 2O3 + 2O4 − 2iO

′

13

+i (q̂ × ~vµ) · ~σN − (~vµ · ~σL) (q̂ · ~σN )− [q̂ × (~vµ × ~σL)] · ~σN +O
(

q2

m2
N

)

+Of
5 + 2iOf

14 + 2iOf ′

13

22 χ̄eσ
µνχµN̄

(

qµ
mN

γν − qν
mN

γµ

)

N q

mN

[

−2i1L1N + i q

mN
(~σL · ~σN ) + i q

mN
(q̂ · ~σN ) (~σL · q̂) i q

mN

(

−2O1 +
q

mN
O4 −

q

mN
O6

−2~σL · (q̂ × ~vN ) + i (~vµ · q̂) 1N − q̂ · (~vµ × ~σL) 1N ] +O
(

q3

m3
N

)

+2O5 + 2Of ′

2 + 2Of
3

)

23 χ̄eσ
µνχµN̄ ′

(

qµ
mN

vNν − qν
mN

vNµ

)

N q

mN
[−2i1L · 1N + 2~σL · (q̂ × ~vN ) + i (q̂ · ~vµ) 1N − q̂ · (~vµ × ~σL) 1N ] +O

(

q3

m3
N

)

2 q

mN

(

−iO1 − iO5 +Of ′

2 + iOf
3

)

24 χ̄eσ
µνχµN̄

(

γµ ✄q
mN

γν − γν ✄q
mN

γµ

)

N −4i q

mN

{

(~σL · ~σN ) + 4i q

mN
(~σL · q̂) (~σN · q̂) + i (q̂ · ~σL) (~vN · ~σN ) −4i q

mN
(O4 +O6 − iO14

+i
(

q̂ ×
~vµ
2

)

· ~σN −
[

q̂ ×
(

~vµ
2

× ~σL

)]

· ~σN

}

+O
(

q3

m3
N

)

Of
5 + iOf ′

13

)

25 χ̄e (q̂
µγν − q̂νγµ)χµN̄σµνN 2i (~σL · ~σN )− 2i (q̂ · ~σL) (q̂ · ~σN) + i

2
q

mN
1L1N − 1Lq̂ · (~vN × ~σN) i

(

2O4 + 2O6 +
1
2

q
mN

O1 +O3

+(q̂ × ~vµ) · ~σN + i [q̂ × (~vµ × ~σL)] · ~σN +O
(

q2

m2
N

)

−2iOf
5 + 2Of ′

13

)

26 χ̄e (q̂
µγν − q̂νγµ)χµN̄

(

qµ
mN

γν − qν
mN

γµ

)

N q
mN

[

−1L1N + q
mN

(~σL · ~σN )− q
mN

(q̂ · ~σL) (q̂ · ~σN) q
mN

(

−O1 +
q

mN
O4 +

q
mN

O6

+2i~σL · (q̂ × ~vN )− (q̂ · ~vµ) 1N − iq̂ · (~vµ × ~σL) 1N ] +O
(

q3

m3
N

)

+2O5 + 2iOf ′

2 − 2Of
3

)

27 χ̄e (q̂
µγν − q̂νγµ)χµN̄ ′

(

qµ
mN

vNν − qν
mN

vNµ

)

N q

mN
[−1L1N + 2i~σL · (q̂ × ~vN ) q

mN
(−O1 + 2O5

− (q̂ · ~vµ) 1N − iq̂ · (~vµ × ~σL) 1N ] +O
(

q3

m3
N

)

+2iOf ′

2 − 2Of
3

)

28 χ̄e

(

q̂αvνµ − q̂νvαµ
)

χµN̄σανN 2
[

i
2

q

mN
1L1N − 1Lq̂ · (~vN × ~σN ) + (q̂ × ~vµ) · ~σN

]

+O
(

q2

m2
N

)

i
(

q

mN
O1 + 2O3 − 4Of

5

)

29 χ̄e

(

q̂αvνµ − q̂νvαµ
)

χµN̄
(

qα
mN

γν − qν
mN

γα

)

N 2 q

mN

[

−1L1N +
(

q̂ ·
~vµ
2

)

1N + iq̂ ·
(

~vµ
2

× ~σL

)

1N
]

+O
(

q3

m3
N

)

2 q

mN

(

−O1 − iOf ′

2 +Of
3

)

30 χ̄e

(

q̂αvνµ − q̂νvαµ
)

χµN̄ ′

(

qα
mN

vNν − qν
mN

vNα

)

N 2 q
mN

[

−1L1N +
(

q̂ ·
~vµ
2

)

1N + iq̂ ·
(

~vµ
2

× ~σL

)

1N
]

+O
(

q3

m3
N

)

2 q
mN

(

−O1 − iOf ′

2 +Of
3

)

31 χ̄e

(

γµ
✁̂qγ

ν − γν
✁̂qγ

µ
)

χµN̄σµνN −4i
{

(q̂ · ~σL) (q̂ · ~σN)− ~σL · [q̂ × (~vN × ~σN)] +
(

~vµ
2

· ~σL

)

(q̂ · ~σN )
}

+O
(

q2

m2
N

)

4
(

iO6 +O
′

13 −Of
14

)

32 χ̄e

(

γµ
✁̂qγ

ν − γν
✁̂qγ

µ
)

χµN̄
(

γµ ✄q
mN

γν − γν ✄q
mN

γµ

)

N 8 q

mN
{(~σL · ~σN )− (q̂ · ~σL) (q̂ · ~σN )− (q̂ · ~σL) (~vN · ~σN ) 8 q

mN
(O4 +O6 + iO14

−i
(

q̂ ×
~vµ
2

)

· ~σN +
[

q̂ ×
(

~vµ
2

× ~σL

)]

· ~σN

}

+O
(

q3

m3
N

)

−Of
5 − iOf ′

13

)
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j Lj
int Pauli operator reduction ΣiciOi

33 χ̄eσ
µνχµN̄σµνγ5N −2 (1Lq̂ · ~σN)− 2i~σL · (q̂ × ~σN ) + q

mN
(q̂ · ~σL) 1N −2O9 + 2iO10 − i q

mN
O11

+2i~σL · (~vN × ~σN ) + ~vµ · ~σN + i (~vµ × ~σL) · ~σN +O
(

q2

m2
N

)

+2iO12 + 2Of
8 + 2iOf

12

34 χ̄eσ
µνχµN̄

(

qµ
mN

γν − qν
mN

γµ

)

γ5N
q

mN
[2~σL · (q̂ × ~σN )− 2i1L (~vN · ~σN ) −2i q

mN
(O9 +O7)

+i (~vµ · ~σN)− (~vµ × ~σL) · ~σN +2 q

mN

(

iOf
8 −Of

12

+q̂ · (~vµ × ~σL) (q̂ · ~σN )− i (q̂ · ~vµ) (q̂ · ~σN )] +O
(

q3

m3
N

)

−Of
15 + iOf ′

16

)

35 χ̄eσ
µνχµN̄

(

γµ ✄q
mN

γν − γν ✄q
mN

γµ

)

γ5N 2 q
mN

[−2iq̂ · ~σL1N − 2i~σL · ~vN + 2i (q̂ · ~σL) (q̂ · ~vN ) −4 q
mN

(

O11 + iO8 + iO
′

16

+ q
mN

~σL · (q̂ × ~σN) + i~vµ · ~σL1N
]

+O
(

q3

m3
N

)

+i q
2mN

O9 − iOf
7

)

36 χ̄e (q̂
µγν − q̂νγµ)χµN̄σµνγ5N i1L (q̂ · ~σN )− 2~σL · (~vN × ~σN ) + 2 (q̂ · ~σL) q̂ · (~vN × ~σN ) 2

(

1
2
O10 −O12 −O15

−q̂ · (~vµ × ~σL) (q̂ · ~σN) + i (q̂ · ~vµ) (q̂ · ~σN ) +O
(

q2

m2
N

)

+Of
15 − iOf ′

16

)

37 χ̄e (q̂
µγν − q̂νγµ)χµN̄

(

qµ
mN

γν − qν
mN

γµ

)

γ5N
q

mN
[2i~σL · (q̂ × ~σN)− 1L (~vN · ~σN ) 2 q

mN

(

O9 −
1
2
O7

+(~vµ · ~σN) + i (~vµ × ~σL) · ~σN +Of
8 + iOf

12

−iq̂ · (~vµ × ~σL) (q̂ · ~σN)− (q̂ · ~σN ) (q̂ · ~vµ)] +O
(

q3

m3
N

)

+iOf
15 +Of ′

16

)

38 χ̄e

(

q̂αvνµ − q̂νvαµ
)

χµN̄σανγ5N 2i1Lq̂ · ~σN + q̂ · (~vµ × ~σL) (q̂ · ~σN) 2
(

O10 −Of
15

−i (q̂ · ~vµ) (q̂ · ~σN ) +O
(

q2

m2
N

)

+iOf ′

16

)

39 χ̄e

(

q̂αvνµ − q̂νvαµ
)

χµN̄
(

qα
mN

γν − qν
mN

γα

)

γ5N 2 q
mN

[−1L (~vN · ~σN ) + (~vµ · ~σN) 2 q
mN

(

−O7 + 2Of
8

− (q̂ · ~vµ) (q̂ · ~σN)] +O
(

q3

m3
N

)

+2Of ′

16

)

40 χ̄e

(

q̂αvνµ − q̂νvαµ
)

χµN̄ ′

(

qα
mN

vNν − qν
mN

vNα

)

γ5N
q2

m2
N

[

−1L (q̂ · ~σN ) + iq̂ ·
(

~vµ
2

× ~σL

)

(q̂ · ~σN) q2

m2
N

(

iO10 − iOf
15

+
(

q̂ ·
~vµ
2

)

(q̂ · ~σN)
]

+O
(

q4

m4
N

)

−Of ′

16

)

41 χ̄e

(

γµ
✁̂qγ

ν − γν
✁̂qγ

µ
)

χµN̄σµνγ5N −2
[

−2~σL · (q̂ × ~σN) + i q
mN

(q̂ · ~σL) 1N −4
(

iO9 +
q

2mN
O11

−2 (q̂ · ~σL) q̂ · (~vN × ~σN) + i~vµ · ~σN − (~vµ × ~σL) · ~σN +O15 + iOf
8 −Of

12

+q̂ · (~vµ × ~σL) (q̂ · ~σN )− i (q̂ · ~vµ) (q̂ · ~σN )] +O
(

q2

m2
N

)

−Of
15 + iOf ′

16

)

42 χ̄e

(

γµ
✁̂qγ

ν − γν
✁̂qγ

µ
)

χµN̄
(

γµ ✄q
mN

γν − γν ✄q
mN

γµ

)

γ5N 8 q

mN

[

− (q̂ · ~σL) 1N + (~σL · ~vN ) + i q

2mN
~σL · (q̂ × ~σN) 8 q

mN

(

iO11 +O8 +
q

2mN
O9

− (q̂ · ~σL) · (q̂ · ~vN )−
(

~vµ
2

· ~σL

)

1N
]

+O
(

q3

m3
N

)

+O
′

16 −Of
7

)
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The inclusion of the missing tensor terms significantly
impacts ongoing experiments, specifically in DM direct
detection and µ → e conversion. A comprehensive un-
derstanding of NRET operators, including their involve-
ment in the tensor symmetry, as delineated in Eq. (6)
for DM, and Eqs. (10) and (11) for µ → e, is impera-
tive for discerning tensor involvement in CLFV or DM
scattering—a critical aspect overlooked in prior works.

The author hopes that the provided comprehensive
tables, featuring the previously missing tensor-mediator
terms, and generating the last missing operators of the
µ → e conversion, will benefit the broad community ex-
ploring BSM physics. These findings have the potential
to contribute essential insights for ongoing and future
experiments, deepening the understanding of tensor con-
tributions in these new-physics processes.
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[3] P. Klos, J. Meneńdez, D. Gazit, and A. Schwenk.
Large-scale nuclear structure calculations for spin-
dependent WIMP scattering with chiral effec-
tive field theory currents. Phys. Rev. D, 88(8):
083516, 2013. doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.89.029901,
10.1103/PhysRevD.88.083516. [Erratum: Phys. Rev.D,
89(2):029901(2014)].

[4] J. L. Feng. Dark matter candidates from particle physics
and methods of detection. Ann. Rev. Astron. Astrophys.,
48(1):495–545, 2010. doi:10.1146/annurev-astro-082708-
101659.

[5] Baudis. Direct dark matter detection: The next decade.
Phys. of the Dark Universe, 1(1):94 – 108, 2012. ISSN
2212-6864. doi:10.1016/j.dark.2012.10.006. Next Decade
in Dark Matter and Dark Energy.

[6] J. Menendez, D. Gazit, and A. Schwenk. Spin-dependent
WIMP scattering off nuclei. Phys. Rev. D, 86:103511,
2012. doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.86.103511.

[7] M. Hoferichter, P. Klos, and A. Schwenk. Chiral power
counting of one- and two-body currents in direct detec-
tion of dark matter. Phys. Lett. B, 746:410–416, 2015.
doi:10.1016/j.physletb.2015.05.041.

[8] A. L. Fitzpatrick, W. Haxton, E. Katz, N. Lubbers, and
Y. Xu. The effective field theory of dark matter direct de-
tection. J. Cosmol. Astropart. Phys., 2013(02):004, 2013.
doi:10.1088/1475-7516/2013/02/004.

[9] N. Anand, A. L. Fitzpatrick, and W. C. Haxton. Weakly
interacting massive particle-nucleus elastic scattering re-
sponse. Phys. Rev. C, 89:065501, Jun 2014. doi:
10.1103/PhysRevC.89.065501.

[10] D. Gazda, R. Catena, and C. Forssén. Ab
initio nuclear response functions for dark matter
searches. Phys. Rev. D, 95:103011, May 2017. doi:
10.1103/PhysRevD.95.103011.

[11] V. Cirigliano, M. L. Graesser, and G. Ovanesyan. Wimp-
nucleus scattering in chiral effective theory. J. High En-

ergy Phys., 2012(10):25, Oct 2012. ISSN 1029-8479. doi:
10.1007/JHEP10(2012)025.

[12] M. Hoferichter, P. Klos, J. Menéndez, and A. Schwenk.
Analysis strategies for general spin-independent WIMP-
nucleus scattering. Phys. Rev. D, 94:063505, Sep 2016.
doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.94.063505.

[13] M. Hoferichter, P. Klos, J. Menéndez, and A. Schwenk.
Nuclear structure factors for general spin-independent
wimp-nucleus scattering. Phys. Rev. D, 99:055031, Mar
2019. doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.99.055031.

[14] B. J. Kavanagh and T. Edwards. brad-
kav/WIMpy NREFT: Fixed minor typos to produce a
working version of v.1.1.0, September 2021.

[15] R. A. Khaleq, C. Simenel, and A. E. Stuchbery. Impact
of nuclear structure from shell model calculations on nu-
clear responses to WIMP elastic scattering for 19F and
natXe targets. SciPost Phys. Proc., page 062, 2023. doi:
10.21468/SciPostPhysProc.12.062.

[16] T. D. P. Edwards, B. J. Kavanagh, C. Weniger, S. Baum,
A. K. Drukier, K. Freese, M. Górski, and P. Stengel.
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