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Abstract. We explore the neutrino signals from proton decays catalyzed by GUT monopoles
in the Sun. Three typical proton decay modes, p → e+ + (ρ0 , η, ω...) → π + , p → µ+ K 0 and
p → ν̄e π + , have been analyzed for the Super-Kamiokande experiment. The monopole-induced
neutrinos arise from interactions and subsequent decays of the proton decay products. To
obtain the neutrino energy spectra, we use the Geant4 software to simulate propagations
of daughter particles in the highly-dense solar center. It is found that K 0 can produce a
large amount of 236 MeV monoenergetic νµ neutrinos through the charge exchange process
K 0 + p → K + + n and the subsequent decay K + → µ+ νµ at rest. Based on this interesting
feature, p → µ+ K 0 can give the best discovery potential among three decay modes for most
of the parameter space. In addition, we present the Super-Kamiokande sensitivities to the
monopole flux for three proton decay modes.

1

Corresponding author.

Contents
1

Introduction

1

2

Monopole-catalyzed proton decays in the Sun

2

3

Neutrino fluxes at the Earth

3

4

Neutrino detections in Super-K
4.1 Analysis of p → e+ π
e
4.2 Analysis of p → µ+ K 0
4.3 Analysis of p → ν̄e π +

5

The Super-K sensitivities

6

Conclusions

1

6
6
7
8
9
11

Introduction

The existence of magnetic monopoles is an inherent prediction of all Grand Unified Theories
(GUTs), since these theories will break spontaneously down to a subgroup containing the
electromagnetic U(1) factor [1, 2]. The GUT monopole mass MM is related to the unification
scale MGUT , and is the order of 1017 − 1018 GeV for MGUT ∼ 1016 GeV [3]. However, no
generally convincing experimental evidence of GUT monopoles has been found [4–6]. Rubakov
[7] and Callan [8] indicate that some certain GUT monopoles traversing the matter can
catalyze nucleon decay reactions with a cross section of ordinary strong interactions, such as
p + monopole → e+ + π 0 + monopole. Significant efforts have been made to directly search for
nucleon decays catalyzed by GUT monopoles, such as Kamiokande [9], Soudan [10], IMB [11],
Baikal [12], MACRO[13], and IceCube [14]. In addition, GUT monopoles can be captured by
celestial bodies, and the following catalyzed nucleon decays can generate heat and neutrinos.
The indirect limits about the monopole abundance have been derived based on the heat
observations from neutron stars [15] and white dwarfs [16], and the neutrino detections from
the Sun [17, 18].
Monopole-catalyzed proton decays in the Sun can produce neutrinos through the following processes [17]: p → e+ π
e, π
e → π + , π + → µ+ νµ and µ+ → e+ νe ν̄µ , where the symbol
0
π
e represents ρ , η, ω and so on. The Super-Kamiokande (Super-K) experiment has searched
for these low energy neutrinos (Eν ≤ 53 MeV) and given an upper limit on the monopole
flux [18]. Based on the low energy SU(3)×U(1) effective theory [19], p → e+ π
e catalyzed by
the GUT monopole is the dominant neutrino production mode, namely the branching ratio
B(p → e+ π
e) ∼ 1. In Ref. [19], the authors predict the hierarchy of proton decay modes:
B(p → e+ π
e) : B(p → µ+ K 0 ) ≈ 1 : (md /ms )2 , where (md /ms )2 ∼ 1/400 is from the shortdistance current algebra masses or (md /ms )2 ∼ 1/2 is from the long-distance constituent
masses. Meanwhile, p → ν̄e π + and p → µ+ π are apparently forbidden [19]. In fact, the
SU(3)×U(1) theory may allow p → ν̄e π + at a sufficiently short distance limit [20]. In this
case, p → ν̄e π + has a branching ratio of B(p → ν̄e π + ) ∼ 10−4 and directly produces a monoenergetic ν̄e of 459 MeV. It is found that p → ν̄e π + can give the greater discovery potential
than p → µ+ K 0 due to the smaller background and the larger neutrino cross section [20].
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In this paper, we find that K 0 from p → µ+ K 0 can also generate the high energy neutrino
(236 MeV νµ ) through the charge exchange process K 0 +p → K + +n and the subsequent decay
K + → µ+ νµ at rest. Compared with the K 0 decay, K 0 +p → K + +n is non-negligible because
of the considerable proton density at the center of the Sun. Here we shall explore the Super-K
discovery potentials of p → e+ π
e, p → µ+ K 0 and p → ν̄e π + catalyzed by GUT monopoles
in the Sun. This paper is organized as follows. Section 2 briefly introduce the monopolecatalyzed proton decays in the Sun. Then we discuss the neutrino production from three
typical proton decay modes in section 3, and give the corresponding neutrino fluxes at the
Earth based on the Geant4 simulation. Section 4 shows the expected signal and background
distributions in Super-K. In section 5, we calculate the Super-K sensitivities to three typical
proton decay modes and compare their discovery potentials. Finally, a conclusion will be
given in section 6.

2

Monopole-catalyzed proton decays in the Sun

GUT monopoles can be produced in the very early Universe as stable topological defects
during phase transitions via the Kibble mechanism [21]. As the Universe expanded and
cooled down, GUT monopoles could reach a speed of β ∼ 10−10 . After the galaxy formation,
they p
can be bound to our galaxy and be accelerated by the galactic magnetic field to β ∼
−3
10
1017 GeV/MM for the monopole mass MM & 1011 GeV [3]. Comparing the energy loss
rate with the regeneration rate of the galactic magnetic field, Parker obtained a bound on the
monopole flux [22, 23]:
( −15 −2 −1 −1
10
cm
sr s ,
MM . 1017 GeV,

FM <
(2.1)
M
10−15 10M
cm−2 sr−1 s−1 , MM & 1017 GeV.
17 GeV
The intergalactic GUT monopoles are isotropic due to the acceleration process.
Some GUT monopoles passing through the Sun can lose enough energy and are captured
by the Sun. The dominant energy loss mechanism comes from the electronic interactions
between GUT monopoles and electrons in the Sun [24]. The total number of monopoles
trapped by the Sun is given by [17, 18]


β2
NM = 4πFM πR2 1 + esc
(MM , β, g)t
β2


2
FM
βesc
25
= 2.8 × 10
1 + 2 (MM , β, g),
10−15 cm−2 sr−1 s−1
β

(2.2)

where the solar radius R = 7.0 × 1010 cm and the solar age t = 4.6 × 109 yr. The term in
the bracket accounts for the focusing effect of the solar gravitational field, and βesc = 2 × 10−3
is the escape velocity at the Sun surface. (MM , β, g) describes the capture fraction of all
monopoles that enter the Sun can be captured. It can be derived from the monopole stopping
power [24, 25], which depends on the monopole mass MM , velocity β and magnetic charge
g. The capture fraction (MM , β, g) will increase and approach 1 as the monopole mass
and velocity decrease. In Refs. [24, 26], (MM , β, g) has been numerically calculated by
solving the monopole motion equation. For a typical GUT monopole with MM = 1016 GeV,
β = 10−3 and the Dirac magnetic charge, we can obtain  = 0.48 from Ref. [26] and give
NM = 6.7 × 1025 when FM takes the Parker bound 1 × 10−15 cm−2 sr−1 s−1 .
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Once these GUT monopoles stop in the Sun, they will quickly fall to the solar center, and
their distribution depends on the support mechanism against gravity [24]. When monopoles
are supported by their own thermal pressure, the distribution radius is order of 102 cm. In this
case, the monopole-antimonopole annihilation can drastically reduce the number of captured
monopoles. If the solar center has a magnetic field of several hundred Gauss, it can support
monopoles to a distance of ∼ 107 cm, and prevent the annihilation [24]. In the following
analysis, we assume that the trapped monopoles are uniformly distributed in the solar core
of radius rM ∼ 107 cm and the monopole-antimonopole annihilation is negligible.
According to the Rubakov-Callan effect [7, 8], the captured monopoles can catalyze
proton decays in the Sun. The cross section σR of the catalysis process behaves as [7, 8, 27]
σR =

σ0
· F (βrel ),
βrel

(2.3)

where σ0 is estimated to be the order of the hadronic cross sections. The relative velocity
betweenpmonopoles and protons in the Sun may be taken from the Hydrogen thermal velocity,
βrel = 2 T /mp = 1.7 × 10−3 with the solar central temperature T = 1.544 × 107 K
[28]. F (βrel ) is a correction factor of the catalysis process for slowly moving monopoles
in the matter. Based on F (βrel ) listed in Table I of Ref. [27], the Hydrogen element with
F (βrel ) = 0.17/βrel gives a dominant contribution to monopole-catalyzed proton decays in the
Sun, and contributions from other elements are negligible. The monopole-catalyzed proton
decay rate in the Sun is given by [29]
fp =

ρH
σ0
βrel σR NM = 9.8 × 1010
NM s−1 ,
mp
1 mb

(2.4)

where a fixed Hydrogen mass density ρH = 53.9 g cm−3 [28] has been used since these trapped
monopoles are confined to a very small region rM /R < 0.001.

3

Neutrino fluxes at the Earth

Monopole-catalyzed proton decays in the Sun can produce neutrinos through subsequent
decays of daughter particles. On the other hand, we should consider interactions of final state
mesons in the Sun, such as the π + absorption and the K 0 charge exchange process, which
can significantly change the produced neutrino fluxes and energy spectra. In addition, these
monopole-induced neutrinos will undergo the neutrino oscillation from the solar center to
neutrino detectors. The neutrino flux at the surface of the Earth can be written as
X
fp
dΦνα
=
B
Yνl fνl (Eν ) Pνl →να ,
(3.1)
dEν
4πR2
l=(e,µ)

where να = (νe , νµ , ντ ) and R = 1.5 × 1013 cm is the Earth-Sun distance. For the branching
ratios B of three typical proton decay modes, we take
B(p → e+ π
e → π + ) ≡ B(p → e+ π
e)fπ+ ≈ 0.5,
B(p → µ+ K 0 ) ≈ m2d /m2s ∼ 1/400 − 1/2,
+

B(p → ν̄e π ) ≈

m2p /m2W

−4

∼ 10

(3.2)

,

where B(p → µ+ K 0 ) and B(p → ν̄e π + ) come from the theoretical predictions [19, 20], and
B(p → e+ π
e → π + ) is the same with the Super-K assumption [18]. Note that the effective
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Table 1. Neutrino yields Yνl of three proton decay modes in the solar center from the Geant4
simulation. For the monoenergetic spectrum, the value in the parenthesis means the neutrino energy.

Decay mode
p → e+ π
e → π+
p → µ+ K 0
p → ν̄e π +

Continuous Spectrum
Yνe
Yν̄e
Yνµ Yν̄µ
0.86
0.86
1.79 <0.01 0.01 1.77
0.72
0.72

Monoenergetic Spectrum
Yνµ (30) Yνµ (236) Yν̄e (459)
0.86
0.55
0.21
0.72
1.0

branching ratio B(p → e+ π
e → π + ) is defined as B(p → e+ π
e) multiplied by the average π +
+
production rate fπ+ from a proton decay of p → e π
e. We have performed the simulations of
+
+
+
0
p→e π
e, such as p → e η, p → e ρ and so on. These channels only produce low energy
neutrinos from the secondary π + decay other than high energy (monoenergetic) neutrinos.
Since analyses of these channels are same with the π + case, we directly simulate the π +
propagation in the Sun. The only difference between these channels and the π + channel is
the neutrino yield. So their results can be obtained by a scaled factor from the π + case. Here
we have conservatively assumed B(p → e+ π
e → π + ) ≈ 0.5. The p → ν̄µ K + can produce high
energy neutrinos. However, the branching ratio of this channel is about 10−4 of p → µ+ K 0
based on the discussions in Refs. [19] and [20]. Therefore, we only analyze the three typical
proton decay modes in Table 1. In Eq. (3.1), Pνl →να is the oscillation probability of νl from the
Sun center to να at the Earth surface. In the following analysis, Pνl →να will be taken from Fig.
6 of Ref. [30], where θ13 = 8.8◦ differs slightly from the current best-fit value [3]. Assuming
the normal hierarchy, we get Pνµ −νe (236 MeV) = 0.48, Pν̄e −ν̄e (ν̄µ ) (459 MeV) = 0.67 (0.23).
In the low energy range, the oscillation probability of Pν̄µ −ν̄e is insensitive to the neutrino
energy. It is convenient for us to take a fixed Pν̄µ −ν̄e = 0.17 for 20 MeV ≤ Eν ≤ 53 MeV.
In Eq. (3.1), Yνl and fνl (Eν ) describe the νl yield and the normalized energy spectrum
from proton decays in the Sun, respectively. In order to determine Yνl and fνl (Eν ) for
three typical proton decay modes, we use the Geant4 version 10.7.patch-03 [31] with the
FTFP_BERT physics list to simulate propagations of daughter particles π + , µ+ and K 0 with
corresponding momenta in the core of the Sun. In this simulation, the solar central density
ρ = 148.9 g/cm3 and the composition of dominant elements from the AGSS09 solar model
have been used [28]. The neutrino production yields are listed in Table 1. Due to inelastic
reactions with nucleons, about 28% π + with a momentum of 459 MeV can not produce low
energy neutrinos (Eν ≤ 53 MeV). As the π + momentum goes down to 100 MeV, Yνl will
increase from 0.72 to 0.99. Since the π + momentum distribution is model-dependent, we here
take the average value 0.86 of 0.72 and 0.99 for p → e+ π
e → π + . K 0 can also produce low
0
+
−
0
energy neutrinos through KS → π π and the KS regeneration from KL0 . In addition, high
energy neutrinos (Eν ≥ 200 MeV) can be expected from the direct decay of KL0 → π ± e∓ ν̄e /νe .
The corresponding probability is estimated to be about 2.0×10−6 [29]. Therefore, one usually
believes that high energy neutrinos are negligible for the decay mode p → µ+ K 0 . However, we
find that a K 0 with a momentum of 326 MeV can averagely produce 0.21 monoenergetic 236
MeV νµ , Yνµ (236) = 0.21. This is because that the charge exchange process K 0 + p → K + + n
is no longer negligible compared with the KS0 decay in the highly-dense center of the Sun.
Note that different solar models only slightly change the results in Table 1. Keeping the mass
fractions of elements unchanged, we use ρ = 100.0 g/cm3 to calculate the neutrino yields for
459 MeV π + and 326 MeV K 0 . It is found that Yνe = 0.72 from 459 MeV π + is same with that

–4–

Table 2. Percentages of the K 0 last reactions in the solar center from the Geant4 and FLUKA simulations. For the Λ Hyperon, Σ Hyperon and Hypernucleus production processes, the accompanying
π + yields multiplied by a factor of 100 are given in the parenthesis.

1

10−1

KS0 decay
18.6
40.3

KL0 decay
< 0.1
0.2

K + /K −
32.3/2.9
34.7/0.3

Λ Hyperon
24.7 (22.6)
10.4 (8.7)

Y ν l f ν l (E ν ) / MeV

Y ν l f ν l (E ν )/ MeV

K 0 reactions
Geant4
FLUKA

p→ν eπ +
νe
νµ
νµ(30)
νe(459)

1

Σ Hyperon
13.5 (6.4)
14.1 (6.8)

p → µ +K
νe
νe
νµ(30)
νµ(236)
νµ
νµ

10−1

10−2

Hypernucleus
8.0 (4.0)
0

0

10−2
10−3
−3
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Figure 1. The neutrino energy spectra Yνl fνl (Eν ) evaluated by the Geant4 simulation for monopolecatalyzed proton decays p → ν̄e π + (left) and p → µ+ K 0 (right) in the Sun.

in the standard 148.9 g/cm3 case. For the 326 MeV K 0 , the Yνµ (236) in the 148.9 g/cm3 and
100.0 g/cm3 cases are 0.21 and 0.19, respectively. In Table 2, we list the percentages of the K 0
last reactions in the solar center from the Geant4 simulation. It is worthwhile to stress that
the Geant4 considers the Hypernucleus production process [32], such as K 0 +4 He →4Λ H+π + .
Based on the K + production percentage of 32.3% and the K + → µ+ νµ branching ratio of
63.56%, one can easily estimate Yνµ (236) = 0.21. To test this result, we have also used
the FLUKA (version 2021) [33] to simulate the K 0 propagation in the Sun and obtained
Yνµ (236) = 0.22. The corresponding percentages of the K 0 last reactions in the solar center
have been listed in Table 2. Except for the Hypernucleus production process, there are no
significant differences between the Geant4 and FLUKA simulations. The conclusion that K 0
in the solar center can produce a large amount of 236 MeV νµ neutrinos is reliable. Here we
use the Geant4 results for the following analyses.
In Fig. 1, we plot the νl energy spectra Yνl fνl (Eν ) from the Geant4 simulations of
p → ν̄e π + and p → µ+ K 0 in the Sun. For the decay mode p → ν̄e π + , low energy νµ (30
MeV), νe and ν̄µ neutrinos are produced through the two-step decay process: π + → µ+ νµ and
µ+ → e+ νe ν̄µ . The obtained νe and ν̄µ energy spectra are well consistent with the theoretical
calculation of the µ+ decay at rest [34]. fνµ (Eν ) ' δ(Eν − 30 MeV) implies that the π +
decaying in the flight is negligible due to the large density in the solar center. For p → e+ π
e,
fνl (Eν ≤ 53MeV) from p → ν̄e π + will be used. For the decay mode p → µ+ K 0 , low energy
neutrinos νe and ν̄µ have four dominant sources in terms of Table 2: the final state µ+ , π +
from KS0 → π + π − , µ+ and π + from K + decays, and the accompanying π + in the Λ Hyperon,
Σ Hyperon and Hypernucleus production processes. In addition, Σ+ with a 6.1% production
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possibility can also decay a π + through Σ+ → n π + . Based on the percentages and π + yields
in Table 2, and the decay branching ratios of KS0 , K + and Σ+ , one can simply estimate the
low energy neutrino yields Yνl for the p → µ+ K 0 mode, which are basically consistent with
the full simulation results in Table 1. As shown in the right panel of Fig. 1, K 0 can produce
a small amount of νe , ν̄e , νµ and ν̄µ in the energy range of 53 MeV ≤ Eν ≤ 230 MeV. We
find that the antineutrino spectra are far smaller than the neutrino spectra in this region.
It means that these neutrinos basically arise from the K + decay processes K + → π 0 e+ νe
and K + → π 0 µ+ νµ , rather than from KL0 → π ± e∓ ν̄e /νe and KL0 → π ± µ∓ ν̄µ /νµ . This result
agrees with the percentage < 0.1% of KL0 decays in Table 2. Because of Yνl ∼ 1% in this
range, we do not consider their contributions in this paper.

4

Neutrino detections in Super-K

Here we shall discuss the neutrino signals in the Super-K detector from monopole-catalyzed
proton decays. The expected να event number from the charged current (CC) interaction can
be calculated by
Z
dΦνα
Nνα = Ntarget T
σνα (Eν ) dEν ,
(4.1)
dEν
where Ntarget is the target number and the exposure time T = 7.8 years will be taken for
the comparison with the previous result in Ref. [18]. One can quickly obtain 1.5 × 1033 free
protons and 7.5 × 1032 water molecules from the Super-K fiducial mass of 22.5 ktons. Here
we only consider the inverse beta decay (IBD) reaction for the decay mode p → e+ π
e since its
event rate is far larger than the electron elastic scattering [18]. The IBD cross section σν̄e (Eν )
can be found in Ref. [35], which is the order of 10−41 − 10−40 cm2 in the energy range of
20 MeV ≤ Eν ≤ 53 MeV. For high energy neutrinos, we evaluate the CC cross sections per
water molecule from the GENIE database [36], and obtain σνe (236 MeV) = 2.51 × 10−38 cm2 ,
σν̄e (459 MeV) = 2.16 × 10−38 cm2 and σν̄µ (459 MeV) = 2.00 × 10−38 cm2 . It is clear that they
are much larger than the low energy IBD cross section. So only the high energy neutrino
events will be analyzed for the proton decay modes p → ν̄e π + and p → µ+ K 0 in the following
parts. With the help of Eqs. (3.1) and (4.1), we can express the expected να event number
as
fp /(4πR2 )
Nν̄e (≤ 53 MeV) = 5.29 ×
× B(p → e+ π
e → π + ),
1 cm−2 s−1
fp /(4πR2 )
Nνe (236 MeV) = 4.60 × 102 ×
× B(p → µ+ K 0 ),
1 cm−2 s−1
(4.2)
fp /(4πR2 )
3
+
× B(p → ν̄e π ),
Nν̄e (459 MeV) = 2.68 × 10 ×
1 cm−2 s−1
fp /(4πR2 )
Nν̄µ (459 MeV) = 8.52 × 102 ×
× B(p → ν̄e π + ),
1 cm−2 s−1
for the 176 kton·year exposure of the Super-K detector.
4.1

Analysis of p → e+ π
e

The Super-K experiment has performed the search of monopole-induced neutrinos from the
decay mode p → e+ π
e [18]. In order to compare the significances of three proton decay modes,
we here do not cite the Super-K result, and shall adopt an uniform method to estimate their
sensitivities. Here we use GENIE version 3.0.2 with the G18_02a_02_11a model set [36]
to generate the predicted momentum spectrum of positrons from the IBD reaction ν̄e + p →
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Figure 2. The expected distribution of the IBD events as a function of the e+ momentum with
fp /(4πR2 )B(p → e+ π
e → π + ) = 1 cm−2 s−1 and the Super-K 176 kton·year exposure.

e+ + n. The inputting ν̄e spectrum originates from the theoretical ν̄µ spectrum of the µ+
decay at rest. The expected distribution of IBD events as a function of the e+ momentum
pe is shown in Fig. 2. It has been normalized
to the number of 5.29 in Eq. (4.2). Note that
p
the momentum resolution of 0.6 + 2.6/ pe (GeV)% [37] has been included in this figure. To
reduce backgrounds from the spallation products and solar neutrinos, we take the momentum
cut 20 MeV ≤ pe ≤ 55 MeV, which is basically consistent with the selection condition [1955] MeV on the reconstructed event energy [18]. Considering the above momentum range
and other cuts listed in Table 1 of Ref. [18], we may derive the signal efficiency ε = 0.82.
In this case, the expected background number Nbkg ' 300 and the observed event number
Nobs = 317 can be found in Ref. [18]. The background events are dominantly caused by
atmospheric neutrino interactions, such as the decay electrons from invisible muons, the final
state electrons and the multiple de-excitation γ-rays from residual nuclei.
4.2

Analysis of p → µ+ K 0

For the 236 MeV νµ produced by p → µ+ K 0 in the Sun, the Super-K experiment can observe
νµ and νe CC events due to the neutrino oscillation possibility Pνµ −νe (236MeV) = 0.48. We
use the GENIE generator to simulate the νµ and νe CC interactions in the water. It is found
that the average momentum of the final state µ− is about 129 MeV. Since the momentum
threshold of the muon Cherenkov radiation is 120 MeV, the Super-K can not effectively use
the 236 MeV νµ CC events. In addition, the Super-K does not give the experimental data
with the momentum smaller than 200 MeV for the µ-like events in Ref. [38]. So we only
calculate the νe contribution for the p → µ+ K 0 analysis. For the νe CC interaction, we
use the GENIE to generate the expected momentum distribution of electrons. Then it is
normalized to the number of 460 in Eq. (4.2), which can be numerically calculated from Eqs.
(3.1) and (4.1). The momentum distribution of electrons from the
p 236 MeV νe CC interaction
is shown in Fig. 3, where a momentum resolution of 0.6 + 2.6/ pe (GeV)% has been used. It
is clear that most events give pe ≥ 100 MeV. The momentum distributions of background and
observed events in the Super-K detector have also been plotted in Fig. 3. These data come
from Ref. [38], and are scaled to the level of 176 kton·year exposure. Comparing the signal
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Figure 3. The expected momentum distribution of electrons from the 236 MeV νe CC interaction assuming fp /(4πR2 )B(p → µ+ K 0 ) = 1 cm−2 s−1 . The background and observed momentum
distributions come from Ref. [38], and are scaled to the level of 176 kton·year exposure.

and background distributions, we set the selection condition 100 MeV ≤ pe ≤ 200 MeV to
reduce atmospheric neutrino backgrounds and increase the discovery potential of p → µ+ K 0 .
The corresponding signal efficiency ε, background number Nbkg and observed number Nobs
have been summarized in Table 3. Here we do not consider the direction cut about the final
state electrons since their directions from the GENIE simulation are nearly isotropic at this
energy.

4.3

Analysis of p → ν̄e π +

For the 459 MeV ν̄e from p → ν̄e π + , we shall analyze both ν̄e and ν̄µ CC events in the SuperK detector due to large neutrino oscillation probabilities Pν̄e −ν̄e (ν̄µ ) (459MeV) = 0.67(0.23).
For single-ring e-like (µ-like)
resolutions are
p events in Super-K, the
p momentum and angular
◦
◦
estimated to be 0.6 + 2.6/ pl (GeV)% (1.7 + 0.7/ pl (GeV)%) and 3.0 (1.8 ) [37], respectively. Based on the GENIE simulations of the 459 MeV ν̄e and ν̄µ CC interactions, one can
determine the momentum and angular distributions of the final state particles e+ and µ+
as shown in Fig. 4. They have been normalized to the values in Eq. (4.2). θ is defined as
the angle between the initial neutrino direction (the Sun direction) and the charged lepton
direction. Unlike the 236 MeV νe CC interaction, the 459 MeV ν̄e and ν̄µ CC events show the
directional feature. This is because that antineutrinos will statistically transfer more momentum to the charged lepton than neutrinos in the CC interactions. In Fig. 4, the momentum
distributions of atmospheric neutrino backgrounds and observed data in Super-K come from
Ref. [38], and are scaled to the level of 176 kton·year exposure. Assuming they have a uniform
angular distribution, we scan the parameter space of the charged lepton momentum pl and
direction cos θ to maximize the Super-K discovery potential. The optimal selection criteria on
pl and cos θ, and the corresponding signal efficiency ε, background number Nbkg and observed
number Nobs , have been listed in Table 3.
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Figure 4. The expected momentum (left) and angular (right) distributions of charged leptons from
the 459 MeV ν̄e (upper panels) and ν̄µ (lower panels) CC interactions assuming fp /(4πR2 )B(p →
ν̄e π + ) = 1 cm−2 s−1 . The background and observed momentum distributions come from Ref. [38],
and are scaled to the level of 176 kton·year exposure.

Table 3. Summary of the analyzed neutrinos, the corresponding selection criteria on momentum pl
and angle cos θ, background number Nbkg , observed number Nobs , signal efficiency ε, and 90% C.L.
upper limit N90 on the expected signal number in Super-K for three proton decay modes.

Decay mode
p → e+ π
e → π+
p → µ+ K 0
p → ν̄e π +

5

Neutrino
ν̄e (≤ 53)
νe (236)
ν̄e (459)
ν̄µ (459)

pl (MeV)
[20, 55]
[100, 200]
[350, 450]
[350, 400]

cos θ
≥ 0.6
≥ 0.4

Nbkg
300
1040.6
151.1
100.3

Nobs
317
1010.1
159.3
100.4

ε
0.82
0.87
0.33
0.28

N90
42.85
38.58
32.65

The Super-K sensitivities

To estimate the Super-K sensitivities to three typical proton decay modes, we firstly calculate
the 90% confidence level (C.L.) upper limit N90 on the expected signal number Ns through
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the following formulas [39, 40]
R N90
90% = RN∞s =0

L(Nobs |Ns )dNs

Ns =0 L(Nobs |Ns )dNs

,

(5.1)

with the Poisson-based likelihood function
i

L(Nobs |Ns ) =

2
i )Nobs
Y
(Ns F i + Nbkg
i=1

i !
Nobs

e−(Ns F

i +N i )
bkg

,

(5.2)

where the index i refers to the classification of expected signals. F i denotes the fraction of
each category, and can be determined from Nνiα in Eq. (4.2) and the corresponding εi in
Table 3. For p → ν̄e π + , two fractions of F 1 = 0.79 and F 2 = 0.21 refer to the 459 MeV ν̄e
and ν̄µ categories, respectively. For the other two decay modes, we only analyze a type of
signal and take F 1 = 1. With the help of the background number NBi and observed number
i , the corresponding N
Nobs
90 of each decay mode has been calculated and listed in the last
column of Table 3.
Then we use the formula
2
X
N90 =
Nνiα εi
(5.3)
i=1

to estimate the 90% C.L. upper limit to the monopole-catalyzed proton decay rate fp in the
Sun. In the left panel of Fig. 5, we plot the Super-K upper limits on fp for three typical
proton decay modes, where the branching ratios B(p → e+ π
e → π + ) = 0.5, B(p → µ+ K 0 ) =
2
+
−4
(md /ms ) ∼ 1/400−1/2 and B(p → ν̄e π ) = 10 have been used. For reference, two dashed
lines corresponding to the B(p → e+ π
e → π + ) = 1 and B(p → ν̄e π + ) = 1 cases have also
been added. If we consider the contribution from the momentum [100,350] ([200,350]) MeV
bins for the 459 MeV ν̄e (ν̄µ ) analysis, the limits will be improved by 4% (10%). For 236
MeV νe neutrinos, the improvement is not apparent when the [200,250] MeV bin is included.
It is clear that the decay mode p → µ+ K 0 always give a better limit than p → ν̄e π + . This
is because that p → µ+ K 0 has the larger B Yνl = [1/400 − 1/2] × 0.21 ≈ [1/2000 − 1/10] in
Eq. (3.1) than 10−4 from the p → ν̄e π + mode for the high energy neutrino production. In
addition, the momentum distributions of charged leptons from the 459 MeV antineutrino CC
interactions have the larger smearing than the 236 MeV neutrino as shown in Figs. 3 and 4.
For B(p → µ+ K 0 ) = (md /ms )2 > 5.0 × 10−3 , the best experimental limit will come from
p → µ+ K 0 among all three proton decay modes. Compared with the p → e+ π
e → π + mode,
the p → µ+ K 0 mode can produce the 236 MeV νµ neutrino and can also give the 236 MeV νe
neutrino through the neutrino oscillation. It is found that the 236 MeV νe neutrino has the
larger CC cross section 2.51 × 10−38 cm2 [36] than the IBD cross section ∼ 10−41 − 10−40 cm2
[35] for the low energy ν̄e antineutrino. So we suggest the Super-K collaboration searches for
this important proton decay mode in the future analysis. Assuming the same background
level and distribution, we calculate the expected Super-K sensitivity with the full available
359 kton·year data-set [41]. Compared with the limits in Fig. 5 from the 176 kton·year
exposure, the expected sensitives of p → e+ π
e → π + , p → µ+ K 0 , p → ν̄e π + from the 359
kton·year exposure will be improved by 21%, 40% and 24%, respectively. Note that the
Hyper-Kamiokande experiment [42] has the ability to give a better limit due to its huge
target mass.
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Figure 5. 90% C.L. upper limits to the monopole-catalyzed proton decay rate fp (left panel) in the
Sun and the monopole flux (right panel) for the Super-K 176 kton·year exposure. Here we take the
branching ratios of B(p → e+ π
e → π + ) = 0.5, B(p → µ+ K 0 ) ≈ m2d /m2s and B(p → ν̄e π + ) = 10−4 .
In the right figure, the catalysis cross section σ0 = 1 mb, MM = 1016 GeV and the Dirac magnetic
charge have been assumed for the GUT monopole, the bule band corresponds to m2d /m2s in the range
of [1/400 - 1/2].

Finally, we calculate the Super-K upper limit on the monopole flux by use of Eqs. (2.2)
and (2.4) as shown in the right panel of Fig. 5. The predicted monopole flux limits will
become weaker as the monopole velocity β increases. For comparison, we also show the
Super-K published limit (dashed line) [18] in this figure. Note that it has been divided by
2 used in Ref. [18] to describe the cross section of
a factor of 0.17 because of σR = σ0 /βrel
2 used in this paper. We find
monopole-catalyzed proton decays, rather than σR = 0.17σ0 /βrel
that the predicted and published limits have different behaviors for β > 4.5 × 10−3 , which is
caused by different results used for the capture fraction (MM , β, g) in Eq. (2.2). As discussed
in Sec. 2, (MM , β, g) depends on the energy loss rate of monopoles passing through the Sun.
The (MM , β, g) calculation in Ref. [18] is based on the collective effects which can enhance
the monopole energy loss rate [43]. Therefore, the Super-K has a limit on the monopole
flux for β > 4.5 × 10−3 since these monopoles can be captured by the Sun due to the large
stopping power. However, other calculations find that the energy loss from collective effects is
insignificant [44, 45], and about one order smaller than that used in this paper [25]. So we do
not consider the contribution from collective effects to the monopole stopping power. On the
other hand, the predicted result (red line) is stronger than the published one (dashed line) if
β < 3 × 10−3 for the proton decay mode p → e+ π
e → π + . This is because that we ignore the
relevant uncertainties and use a different method to roughly calculate the sensitivity. Note
that this difference does not change the conclusion that the proton decay mode p → µ+ K 0
can give the best limit among the three decay modes for most of the parameter space.

6

Conclusions

In conclusion, we have investigated the neutrino signals from proton decays catalyzed by
GUT monopoles in the Sun. Three typical proton decay modes, p → e+ π
e, p → µ+ K 0
and p → ν̄e π + , have been analyzed for the Super-K experiment. To obtain the neutrino
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energy spectra, we use the Geant4 software to simulate interactions of decay products in
the highly-dense solar center. It is found that K 0 can produce a large amount of 236 MeV
monoenergetic νµ neutrinos through the charge exchange process K 0 + p → K + + n and
the subsequent decay K + → µ+ νµ . This interesting feature is not realized in the previous
papers. Based on the signal and background distributions of three proton decay modes,
we set the reasonable selection conditions, and estimate the corresponding signal efficiencies
and backgrounds in Super-K. Then we calculate the Super-K upper limit on the monopolecatalyzed proton decay rate fp , and find p → µ+ K 0 can give the best limit among three
decay modes for most of the parameter space. Note that the decay mode p → µ+ K 0 always
give a better limit than p → ν̄e π + . So we suggest the Super-K collaboration searches for
this important proton decay mode in the future analysis. Finally, we present the Super-K
sensitivities to the monopole flux for three proton decay modes.
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