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A bstract

M odels ofsupersym m etric grand uni�ed theories based on the SU(5)G U T� U(N )H

gauge group (N = 2;3) have a sym m etry that guarantees light Higgs doublets and

the absence ofdim ension-�ve proton-decay operators. W e analysed the proton decay

induced by thegauge-boson exchangein thesem odels.Upperboundsofproton lifetim e

are obtained;�(p ! �0e+ )<� 6:0� 1033 yrsin the SU(5)G U T� U(2)H m odeland �(p !

�0e+ )<� 5:3 � 1035 yrs in the SU(5)G U T� U(3)H m odel. Various uncertainties in the

predictionsare also discussed.
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1 Introduction

The supersym m etric (SUSY) grand uni�ed theories (GUTs) are am ong one ofthe m ost

prom ising candidates ofphysics beyond the standard m odel(SM );this is because oftheir

theoreticalbeautyandisalsobecausethegauge-couplinguni�cation issupported byprecision

experim ents.TheGUTsgenericallypredictaproton decaythroughagauge-bosonexchange1.

Thelifetim eoftheproton,however,variesvery m uch from m odeltom odel;itisproportional

to the fourth powerofthe gauge-boson m ass. Thus,the proton-decay experim entsare not

only able to provide strong support for the GUTs but also to select som e m odels out of

severalcandidates.

Form ore than twenty years,m any attem ptshave been m ade atconstructing m odelsof

SUSY GUTs. There are two strong hints to �nd realistic m odels. First,the two Higgs

doubletsarelight,whereastheirm assterm isnotforbidden by any ofthegaugesym m etries

ofthe m inim alsupersym m etric standard m odel(M SSM ).Second,the rate ofproton decay

through dim ension-�ve operators[2]issm allerthan naturally expected [3]2. Thus,the two

phenom ena requiretwo sm allparam eters;itwould then beconventionalwisdom to consider

thattherem ightbesym m etriesbehind thesm allparam eters.M oreover,only onesym m etry

issu�cient to explain the two phenom ena because ofthe following reason. Ifa sym m etry

forbidsthem assterm ofthetwo Higgsdoublets,

W /3H dH u; (1)

then thedim ension-�ve proton-decay operatorsarealso forbidden by thesam esym m etry,

W /3QQQL + �U �E �U �D ; (2)

and vice versa. Here,it is im plicitly assum ed that the quarks and leptons have the sam e

chargeunderthesym m etry when they arein thesam eSU(5)m ultiplet,and thattheYukawa

couplingsofquarksand leptonsareallowed by thesym m etry.

There are three classes ofm odels that have such a sym m etry3. One uses the SU(5)1

� SU(5)2 gauge group [10,11,12],where there is an unbroken ZN sym m etry [7,12]. The

second class consists ofm odels based on the SU(5)G U T� U(N )H (N = 2;3) gauge group

1There isa classofm odelsofSUSY G UTswhere the gauge-boson exchange doesnotinduce the proton

decay [1].
2Theexperim entallowerbound oftheproton lifetim ethrough thoseoperatorsis�(p ! K + ��)>� 6:7� 1032

yrs(90% C.L.)[4].
3Thereareothertypesofm odelsthatarenotconstructed as�eld theoreticalm odelsin four-dim ensional

space-tim e[5,6],[7]and [8,9].Reference[7]isa string-theoreticalrealization of[10,11,12]and Refs.[8,9]

arehigher-dim ensionalextension of[13].Theproton decay isanalysed in [6,14]forthem odel[5]and in [15]

forthe m odel[7].
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[16,17,13],where there isan unbroken discrete R sym m etry [13]. The lastclassofm odels

can be constructed so thatthe uni�ed gauge group isa sim ple group [18]. The sym m etry

discussed in the previousparagraph,however,cannotrem ain unbroken;itisbroken in such

a way that the dim ension-�ve operators are not com pletely forbidden. The proton decay

through thegauge-boson exchangeisdiscussed in [19,20]forthesem odels.

In thisarticle,weanalysetheproton decayforthesecond classofm odels.Thedim ension-

�veoperatorsarecom pletely forbidden in thesem odels,and theproton decay isinduced by

thegauge-boson exchange.Ouranalysisisbased on m odelsin [13],which usetheSU(5)G U T�

U(N )H gaugegroup (N = 2;3).Reference[21]obtained an estim ateoftheproton lifetim ein

theSU(5)G U T� U(3)H m odel,adoptinganum berofansatzetom aketheanalysissim ple.The

estim ate was4 �(p ! �0e+ )’ (0.7{3)� 1034 yrs,and hence there isan intriguing possibility

thatthe proton decay isobserved in thenextgeneration ofwater �Cerenkov detectors.This

articlepresentsa fullanalysis:both theSU(5)G U T� U(2)H m odeland theSU(5)G U T� U(3)H

one are analysed without any ansatze. Three param eters ofthe m odels are �xed by three

gaugecouplingconstantsoftheM SSM ,and therem ainingparam etersareleftundeterm ined.

Therangeoftheseparam etersisrestricted when them odelsarerequired to bein thecalcu-

lable regim e. Asa result,the range ofthe gauge-boson m assisrestricted. Thus,we obtain

therange5 ofthelifetim eratherthan an estim ateofit.

Theorganization ofthisarticleisasfollows.First,webrie
y review both theSU(5)G U T�

U(N )H m odels(N = 2;3)insection2.TherangeoftheGUT-gauge-bosonm assisdeterm ined

both fortheSU(5)G U T� U(2)H m odeland fortheSU(5)G U T� U(3)H m odelin sections3 and

4,respectively.In particular,itisshown thattherangeofthem assisbounded from above,

which leadstoan upperbound ofthelifetim eoftheproton ineach m odel.Theupperbounds6

are,in general,predictionsthatcan be con�rm ed by experim ents. Since the SUSY-particle

spectrum a�ects the M SSM gauge coupling constants through threshold corrections, the

upperbound ofthelifetim edependson thespectrum .Therefore,theupperbound isshown

asafunctionofSUSY-breakingparam etersinsection 5forbothm odels.Variousuncertainties

in ourpredictionsarealso discussed.Section 6 givesa briefsum m ary oftheresultsobtained

in this article,and com pares the results with predictions ofother m odels. W e �nd that

�(p ! �0e+ )<� 6:0� 1033 yrsin the SU(5)G U T� U(2)H m odel,and �(p ! �0e+ )<� 5:3� 1035

yrs in the SU(5)G U T� U(3)H m odel;here,we exploit the uncertainties in the value ofthe

QCD coupling constant(by � 2�)and in thethreshold correctionsfrom theSUSY particles;

otheruncertainties,which cannotbeestim ated,arenotincluded in these�gures.

4The following num ericalvalueisbased on a re-analysisin [22].
5Thisprocedureisthe oneadopted in [23],wherethe m inim alSU(5)SUSY G UT m odelwasanalysed.
6O nly a lowerbound isobtained,e.g.in the m inim alSU(5)m odel[23].
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2 B riefR eview ofM odels

2.1 SU (5)G UT�U (2)H M odel

Letus �rstexplain a m odelbased on the productgauge group SU(5)G U T� U(2)H. Quarks

and leptonsare singletsofthe U(2)H gauge group and form three fam iliesof5�+10 ofthe

SU(5)G U T. Fields introduced to break the SU(5)G U T sym m etry are given as follows: X �
�

(�;� = 1;2),which transform sas(1,adj.=3 + 1)undertheSU(5)G U T� U(2)H gaugegroup,

and Q �
i (i= 1;:::;5)+ Q �

6
and �Q i

� (i= 1;:::;5)+ �Q 6
�,which transform as (5�+1,2) and

(5+1,2�). The ordinary Higgs �elds H i(5) and �H i(5
�) are notintroduced;the �elds Q �

6,

�Q 6
� are eventually identi�ed with the two Higgsdoublets. The SU(5)G U T index isdenoted

by i,and the U(2)H index by � or�. The chiralsuper�eld X �
� isalso written asX c(tc)

�
�

(c= 0;1;2;3),whereta (a = 1;2;3)arePaulim atricesoftheSU(2)H gaugegroup7 and t0 �

12� 2=2,whereU(2)H ’ SU(2)H� U(1)H.The(m od 4)-R chargeassignm entofallthe�eldsin

thism odelissum m arized in Table1.Thissym m etry forbidsboth theenorm ousm assterm 8

W = Q �
6
�Q 6
� and thedangerousdim ension-�ve proton-decay operatorsW = 10 � 10 � 10 � 5�.

Them ostgenericsuperpotentialundertheR sym m etry isgiven by

W =
p
2�2H �Q

i
�X

a(ta)
�
�Q

�

i+
p
2�0

2H
�Q 6

�X
a(ta)

�
�Q

�

6

+
p
2�1H �Q

i
�X

0(t0)
�
�Q

�

i+
p
2�01H

�Q 6

�X
0(t0)

�
�Q

�

6

�
p
2�1Hv

2
X

�
� (3)

+c1010
i1i210

i3i4(�QQ)i5
6
+ c5�(�QQ)

6

i� 10
ij
� 5

�
j + � � � ;

wheretheparam eterv istaken tobeoftheorderoftheGUT scale;�2H;�
0
2H
;�1H and �

0
1H

are

dim ensionless coupling constants;c10 and c5� have dim ensions of(m ass)
� 1. Ellipses stand

forneutrino-m assterm sand othernon-renorm alizable term s. The �eldsQ �
i and

�Q i
� in the

bifundam entalrepresentationsacquirevacuum expectation values(VEVs),hQ �
ii= v��i and

h�Q i
�i= v�i�,becauseofthe�rstthreelinesin (3).Thus,thegaugegroup SU(5)G U T� U(2)H

isbroken down to thatofthe SM .The �rstterm sin both the �rstand second linesin (3)

provide m ass term s for the unwanted particles. Q �
6 and �Q 6

� are identi�ed with the Higgs

doubletsin thism odel,and noHiggstripletsappearin thespectrum .Asaresult,noparticle

otherthan theM SSM �elds,noteven agaugesingletoftheM SSM ,rem ainsin thelow-energy

7Thenorm alization condition tr(tatb)= �ab=2 isunderstood.Notethatthenorm alization ofthefollowing

t0 isdeterm ined in such a way thatitalso satis�estr(t0t0)= 1=2.
8The m ass term of the order of the weak scale for the Higgs doublets can be obtained through the

G iudice{M asiero m echanism [24].
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spectrum . Thisfactnotonly guaranteesthatthe gauge coupling uni�cation ofthe M SSM

ism aintained,butalso thatthe vacuum isisolated. The R sym m etry isnotbroken atthe

GUT scale,and the � term ,dim ension-fourand dim ension-�ve proton-decay operatorsare

forbidden by thisunbroken sym m etry.

FinestructureconstantsoftheM SSM aregiven attreelevelby

1

�3
�

1

�C
=

1

�G U T
; (4)

1

�2
�

1

�L
=

1

�G U T
+

1

�2H
; (5)

and
1

�1
�

3

5

�Y
=

1

�G U T
+

3

5

�1H
; (6)

where �G U T, �2H and �1H are �ne structure constants ofSU(5)G U T, SU(2)H and U(1)H,

respectively.Thus,theapproxim ateuni�cation of�3,�2 and �1 ism aintained when �2H and

�1H aresu�ciently large.

Although itistrue thatthe gauge coupling uni�cation isno longera generic prediction

ofthis m odel,nevertheless,it need not be a m ere coincidence. Here,the gauge coupling

uni�cation is a consequence ofthe fact that �2H and �1H are relatively strongly coupled

when com pared with �G U T.

2.2 SU (5)G UT�U (3)H M odel

The other m odelis based on an SU(5)G U T� U(3)H gauge group,where U(3)H ’ SU(3)H�

U(1)H.UndertheSU(5)G U T� U(3)H gaugegroup,theparticlecontentofthism odelis �Q
k
�(5+

1,3�),Q �
k(5

� + 1,3)and X �
�(1,adj=3
 3�),with k = 1;:::;5;6;�;� = 1;2;3.In addition,

there are the ordinary three fam iliesofquarksand leptons(5�+10,1)and Higgsm ultiplets

H i+ �H i (5+5
�,1).An R sym m etry forbidsboth (1)and (2).TheR chargesofthe�eldsare

sum m arized in Table2.

Them ostgenericsuperpotentialundertheR sym m etry isgiven [13]by

W =
p
2�3H �Q

i
�X

a(ta)
�
�Q

�

i+
p
2�0

3H
�Q 6

�X
a(ta)

�
�Q

�

6

+
p
2�1H �Q

i
�X

0(t0)
�
�Q

�

i+
p
2�01H

�Q 6

�X
0(t0)

�
�Q

�

6

�
p
2�1Hv

2
X

�
� (7)

+h0�H i
�Q i
�Q

�
6
+ h �Q 6

�Q
�
iH

i

+y1010 � 10 � H + y5�5
�
� 10 ��H + � � � ;
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whereta (a = 1;2;:::;8)areGell-M ann m atrices,t0 � 13� 3=
p
6,y10 and y5� areYukawa cou-

pling constantsofthequarksand leptons,and �3H;�
0
3H;�1H;�

0
1H;h

0and h aredim ensionless

coupling constants. The �rstthree linesof(7)lead to the desirable VEV ofthe form hQ �
ii

= v��i and h
�Q i

�i= v�i�. Thus,the SU(5)G U T� U(3)H gaugegroup isbroken down to that

oftheSM .Them assterm softhecoloured Higgsm ultipletsarisefrom thefourth linein (7)

in theGUT-sym m etry-breaking vacuum .No unwanted particlerem ainsm assless.

The�nestructureconstantsoftheSU(3)H� U(1)H groupsm ustbelargerthan thatofthe

SU(5)G U T.Thisisbecausethegaugecoupling constantsoftheM SSM aregiven by

1

�3
�

1

�C
=

1

�G U T
+

1

�3H
; (8)

1

�2
�

1

�L
=

1

�G U T
; (9)

and
1

�1
�

3

5

�Y
=

1

�G U T
+

2

5

�1H
; (10)

where�3H and �1H are�nestructureconstantsofSU(3)H and U(1)H,respectively.Thus,the

approxim ate uni�cation of�3,�2 and �1 is m aintained when �3H and �1H are su�ciently

large.

2.3 R ough Estim ate ofM atching Scale

Figure1 showstherenorm alization-group evolution ofthethreegaugecoupling constantsof

theM SSM .Thetree-levelm atchingequations(4){(6)and (8){(10)suggestthatthem atching

scaleisbelow theenergy scaleM 2� 3 in Fig.1in theSU(5)G U T� U(2)H m odel,and isbetween

the two energy scales M 2� 3 and M 1� 2 in the SU(5)G U T� U(3)H m odel. Here,M 2� 3 is the

energy scale where coupling constants ofthe SU(2)L and the SU(3)C are equal,and M 1� 2

theonewhere coupling constantsoftheSU(2)L and theU(1)Y areequal.In particular,the

m atchingscaleislowerthan thescaleM 1� 2,i.e.theconventionalde�nition oftheuni�cation

scale,in both m odels. Thus,the decay rate ofthe proton is higher than the conventional

estim ate,which usesM 1� 2 � 2� 1016 GeV astheGUT-gauge-boson m ass.
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3 G auge-B oson M ass in the SU (5)GUT� U (2)H M odel

Let us now proceed from the discussion at tree levelto the next-to-leading-order analysis

in orderto draw m ore precise predictions. To �nd the proton-decay rate,itisnecessary to

determ ine the m assofthe gauge boson,ratherthan the m atching scale. The GUT-gauge-

boson m ass enters the threshold corrections to the gauge coupling constants atthe 1-loop

level,and itcan hencebediscussed directly.

Theanalysisin thisarticlefollowstheproceduredescribed in [23].First,thethreegauge

coupling constants ofthe M SSM are given in term sofgauge coupling constantsand other

param eters ofGUT m odels. W e include 1-loop threshold corrections from the GUT-scale

spectra to the m atching equations. Then,we constrain the param etersofGUT m odelsby

the three m atching equations: three param eters are determ ined,and otherparam eters are

leftundeterm ined.Thefreeparam eters,however,cannotbecom pletely freewhen werequire

thatthe GUT m odelsbe in a calculable regim e,i.e. when a perturbation analysisisvalid.

W edeterm ine the calculable region in the space ofthefree param etersand,asa result,the

rangesoftheGUT-gauge-boson m assesareobtained forthem odels.

In the m inim alSU(5)SUSY-GUT m odel,forexam ple,there are fourparam eters. The

three gauge coupling constants ofthe M SSM determ ine the coloured-Higgs m ass,and put

two independent constraints between the other three param eters. The three param eters

are the uni�ed gauge coupling constant,the GUT-gauge-boson m ass and a coe�cient of

the cubic coupling ofthe SU(5)G U T-adj. chiralm ultipletin the superpotential[23]. Thus,

the m atching equationscannotdeterm ine the GUT-gauge-boson m assdirectly. The cubic-

coupling coe�cient ischosen asthe free param eter,while the GUT-gauge-boson m ass and

theuni�ed gaugecoupling constantaresolved in term softhefreeparam eterand theM SSM

gauge coupling constants. The free param eter,however,cannot be too large;otherwise it

would im m ediately m akeitselfextrem ely largein therenorm alization-group evolution toward

theultraviolet(UV).Thus,itisbounded from above,and itsupperbound leadsto thelower

bound oftheGUT-gauge-boson m assofthem inim alSU(5)m odel[23].

The SU(5)G U T� U(N )H m odel(N = 2 (or3))has �ve (orsix) param eters in the three

m atching equations ofgauge coupling constants,aswe see later. Thus,two (orthree)pa-

ram eters are left undeterm ined. The space oftwo (or three) free param eters is restricted

by requiring the perturbation analysis to be valid,just as in the analysis ofthe m inim al

SU(5)m odel.Asa result,therangeoftheGUT-gauge-boson m assisobtained.Thecrucial

di�erence between the threem odelsisthatonly thelowerbound ofthem assisobtained in
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them inim alSU(5)m odel,whiletheupperbound isobtained both in theSU(5)G U T� U(2)H

m odeland in theSU(5)G U T� U(3)H m odel
9,asshown in thefollowing.TheSU(5)G U T� U(2)H

m odelisanalysed in thissection,and theresultoftheSU(5)G U T� U(3)H m odelisdescribed

in section 4.

3.1 Param eters ofthe M odel

The M SSM gauge coupling constants are given in term s ofparam eters ofthe SU(5)G U T�

U(2)H m odelatthe1-loop levelas

1

�3
(�) =

1

�G U T
(M ) +

3

2�
ln

�
�

M

�

+
4

2�
ln

�
M G

M

�

; (11)

1

�2
(�) =

1

�G U T
(M )+

1

�2H
(M )+

� 1

2�
ln

�
�

M

�

+
6

2�
ln

�
M G

M

�

+
4

2�
ln

�
M 3V

M 3C

�

; (12)

1

�1
(�) =

1

�G U T
(M )+

3

5

�1H
(M )+

� 33

5

2�
ln

�
�

M

�

+
10

2�
ln

�
M G

M

�

; (13)

whereM and � arerenorm alization pointsoftheGUT m odeland M SSM ,respectively.The

renorm alization pointM ischosen tobeabovetheGUT scaleand � tobejustbelow theGUT

scale.Theright-hand sidesconsistofthetree-levelcontributions(the�rstand second term s)

in Eqs. (4){(6),1-loop renorm alization and threshold corrections (the rem aining term s).

Gauge coupling constants are considered to be de�ned in the DR schem e,and hence the

step-function approxim ation isvalid in the 1-loop threshold corrections[25]. Variousm ass

param eters ofthe m odelenter the equations through the threshold corrections;M G is the

GUT-gauge-boson m ass,M 3V and M 3C arem assesoftheSU(2)L-adj. vectorm ultipletand

chiralm ultiplet,respectively. These m assparam etersare given in term softhe param eters

oftheLagrangian (attreelevel),asshown in Table3.

Thereare�veparam etersoftheGUT m odelin theabovethreeequations:M G ,M 3V =M 3C ,

1=�2H,1=�1H and 1=�G U T.Threeofthem aresolved in term softheothertwoparam etersand

ofthethreeM SSM gaugecouplingconstants.Theothertwoparam etersareleftundeterm ined

forthem om ent.W etakeM G and M 3V =M 3C asthetwo independentfreeparam eters.Then

threeothers,nam ely �G U T(M G ),�2H (M G )and �1H(M G ),aredeterm ined through Eqs.(11){

(13)by setting � = M = M G . Anotherparam eterofthe m odel,�
�
2H

� (�2H)
2=(4�),isalso

expressed in term sof�2H (M G ),�G U T(M G )and M 3V =M 3C :

1

��2H
(M G )=

 
1

�2H(M G )+ �G U T(M G )

! �
M 3V

M 3C

�2

: (14)

9The lowerbound also existsin thism odel.
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3.2 Param eter R egion ofthe M odel

Let us now determ ine the param eter region in the param eter space spanned by M G and

M 3V =M 3C . W e require thatthe perturbation analysis be valid;itis necessary thatallthe

coupling constantsin them odelbe�nitein therenorm alization-group evolution toward the

UV,atleastwithin the range ofspectrum ofthe m odel. To be m ore explicit,the coupling

constants�2H(M ),��2H(M ),��
0

2H (M ),�1H(M ),��1H(M )and ��
0

1H(M )arerequired to be�nite

in therenorm alization-group evolution,atleastwhiletherenorm alization pointM isbelow

theheaviestparticleofthem odel.W eusethisnecessaryconditiontodeterm inetheparam eter

region.Hereand hereafter,weadoptthefollowing notation:

�
�
2H

�
(�2H)

2

4�
; �

�
0

2H
�
(�

0

2H)
2

4�
; �

�
1H

�
(�1H)

2

4�
; �

�
0

1H
�
(�

0

1H)
2

4�
: (15)

First,we use the 1-loop renorm alization-group equation10 to determ ine the param eter

region.Renorm alization-group equationsofthism odelarelisted in appendix A.Theresult

is shown in the left panelofFig.2. The param eter region is given by the shaded region

in the M G {(M 3V =M 3C )plane. The analysisisbased on the value of�3(�)calculated from

�M S;(5)
s (M Z)= 0:1212,i.e.thevaluelargerthan thecentralvalueby 2�.Thereason forthis

choiceisexplained shortly.

Theresultin theleftpanelisunderstood intuitively asfollows.First,theparam eterM G

isbounded from above(from therightofthepanel).Itisquitea naturalconsequence,since

itis consistent with the rough estim ate ofthe m atching scale in subsection 2.3. Secondly,

the param eterregion isbounded also from below. Itisalso a naturalconsequence because

ofthe following reason. The beta function ofthe superpotentialcoupling ��2H in Eq. (40)

im pliesthatthiscoupling constantim m ediately becom eslargeunlessitscontribution to the

beta function iscancelled by thosefrom gaugeinteractions.Thus,theparam eterspacewith

�2H � ��2H,which isalm ostequivalentto M 3V � M 3C ,isexcluded.

W e adoptthe value �M S;(5)
s (M Z)= 0:1212 forthe value ofthe QCD coupling constant,

rather than the usualcentralvalue �M S;(5)
s (M Z) = 0:1172,because this allows M 2� 3 to be

larger.In turn,thisallowstheexcluded region to besm aller,and hencetheupperbound for

theGUT-gauge-boson m assbecom esm oreconservativewith thischoice.

10The beta function of��
2H
(M )dependsalso on ��

0

2H
(M ),��

1H
(M )and ��

0

1H
(M ). Thus,the beta function

cannotbe calculated withoutthe valuesofthose coupling constants. Theirvalues,however,are notdeter-

m ined through the 1-loop m atching equations(11){(13). Therefore,we setthem in the beta function as0,

so that ��
2H
(M ) becom es large as slowly as possible in the evolution to the UV.This m akes the excluded

param eterspacesm allerand m akesouranalysism oreconservative.
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W efurtherinclude2-loop e�ectsin thebeta functionsofthegaugecoupling constants11.

Therenorm alization-group equationsforthegaugecoupling constantsarelisted in appendix

A.The2-loope�ectsalsobecom eim portantatgenericpointsoftheparam eterspace,because

the1-loop beta functionsofthegaugecoupling constantsareaccidentally sm alleverywhere

on the param eterspace12. The initialvaluesofthe 2-loop renorm alization-group evolution,

i.e. valuesatthe m atching scale M = M G ,are notdeterm ined for��
0

2H,�
�
1H and ��

0

1H from

them atching equations(11){(13).Thus,wesettheirvaluesas

�
�0

2H
= �

�
2H
; �

�
1H

= �
�0

1H
= �1H; (16)

when the renorm alization point M is at M G . Although we should have varied also these

valuesasfreeparam eters,webelievethattheresultofouranalysisisnota�ected very m uch

by changing thesevalues;thereason isexplained in appendix B.TherightpanelofFig.2 is

theparam eterregion determ ined in thisanalysis.

TherightpanelofFig.2 showsthattheparam eterspacewith M 3V � M 3C ,i.e.�2H �

��2H,isfurtherexcluded,and theonly survivingparam eterregion isaround thelineofM 3V ’

M 3C ,i.e. �2H ’ ��2H . It is clear,as shown below,why this region and only this region

survives. Let us neglect,for the m om ent,the renorm alization e�ects from the SU(5)G U T

gaugeinteraction;theSU(5)G U T gaugecoupling constantissm allerthan thoseoftheSU(2)H

and theU(1)H interactions.Then,one can see thatthe 2-loop partofthe beta functionsof

�2H and �1H are proportionalto (�2H � ��
(
0
)

2H )and (�1H � ��
(
0
)

1H ). Thus,the renorm alization

e�ectsfrom �2H and �1H arecom pletely cancelled13 by ��
(
0
)

2H
and ��

(
0
)

1H
justin thatregion.

Thecancellation in the2-loop betafunctionsisduetothe(N = 2)-SUSY structurein the

GUT-sym m etry-breaking sector [8,17,21];the beta functionsofgauge coupling constants

vanish attwo loopsand higherin perturbativeexpansion in theN = 2 SUSY gaugetheories

[26]. Therefore,the rem aining region atthe 2-loop levelsurviveseven ifhigher-loop e�ects

areincluded in thebeta functions.

The renorm alization-group evolution isdeterm ined by the 1-loop beta functionson the

(N = 2)-SUSY line �2H ’ ��
2H

(when the SU(5)G U T interaction is neglected). Therefore,

we considerthatthe pointin the param eterspace indicated by an arrow in the rightpanel

ofFig. 2 givesa conservative upperbound ofM G . W e also considerthatthe upperbound

so obtained isa good approxim ation ofthem axim um valueofM G ,although theparam eter

11Notethatthebeta functionsareschem e-independentup to two loopsforgaugecoupling constants,while

only up to oneloop forcoupling constantsin the superpotential.
12At1-loop order,thebeta function of�2H isgiven asa resultofcancellation between vectorloop 3TG = 6

and chiralloop � TR = � 8.
13Here,weassum ethatEqs.(16)arealso satis�ed.
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region becom esthinnerand thinnerasM G increases;seeappendix B foradetailed discussion.

Theoreticaluncertainties in thisdeterm ination ofthe conservative upperbound ofM G are

discussed in subsection 3.3.A related discussion isalso found in appendix B.

Now that we know thatthe upper bound is obtained on the (N = 2)-SUSY line,it is

possibleto obtain theupperbound ofM G withoutnum ericalanalysis.Indeed,thefollowing

two facts m ake the analysis very sim ple;M G is essentially the only free param eter on the

line,and the1-loop renorm alization-group evolution isa good approxim ation there.

Thegaugecoupling constant�2H isgiven atM G by

1

�2H (M G )
=
� 4

2�
ln

 
M G

M 2� 3

!

(17)

through the m atching equations (11) and (12),where a threshold correction proportional

to ln(M 3V =M 3C ) is neglected owing to the N = 2 SUSY.Here,M 2� 3 is de�ned so that

�3(M 2� 3)= �2(M 2� 3). The gauge coupling constant�2H so determ ined should notbe too

largebecause
1

�2H(M 3V )
’

1

�2H (M G )
�

2

2�
ln

�
M 3V

M G

�

>
�
0: (18)

It follows only from the inequality in (18)14 that (2�)=�2H(M G )
>
� 3:7;note that M 3V =M G

can beexpressed in term sof�2H and �G U T.Thus,theupperbound ofM G isgiven by

M G ’ e
�

2�

4� 2H (M
G
)M 2� 3

<
�
e
�

3:7

4 M 2� 3 ’ 0:40� M2� 3: (19)

3.3 U ncertainties in the U pper B ound ofthe G auge-B oson M ass

Here,we estim ate uncertainties in our prediction ofthe upper bound ofthe GUT-gauge-

boson m ass.Uncertaintiesarising from ouranalysisoftheGUT m odelarediscussed in this

subsection,whileuncertaintiesarising from low-energy physicsarediscussed in section 5.

First,wefocuson thee�ectsfrom theSU(5)G U T interaction.They havebeen neglected15

in thediscussion oftheprevioussubsection,butthey do contributeto the2-loop beta func-

tions;in addition,thehigher-loop contributionsfrom �2H and ��
2H

no longercancelbecause

theSU(5)G U T interaction doesnotpreserve N = 2 SUSY.Thus,the renorm alization-group

evolution ischanged and the determ ination ofthe upperbound isa�ected. The SU(5)G U T

interaction contributestothebetafunction of�2H in Eq.(39)by lessthan 10% ofthe1-loop

14\3.7" isalm ostindependentofthe SUSY threshold correctionsto the M SSM gaugecoupling constants.
15They arenotneglected in the num ericalanalysisin Fig.2.
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contribution16.Thus,thevalueof�2H (M G )fortheupper-bound valueofM G isnotchanged

by 10% (see Eq. (18)). Asa result,the upperbound ofM G isnotm odi�ed by a factorof

m orethan e(2�)=(4�2H (M G ))� (� 10% ) � 10� 0:04.

Second, the perturbative expansion would not converge when the ’t Hooft coupling

2�2H=(4�)exceedsunity.Itisim possibleto extractany de�nitestatem enton therenorm ali-

zation-group evolution when the perturbative expansion isnotvalid. However,m ostofthe

renorm alization-group evolution isin theperturbativeregim e,i.e.(4�=(2�2H))
>
� 1,sincewe

know that(4�=(2�2H))(M G )’ 3:7 fortheupper-bound valueofM G .Thus,weconsiderthat

theperturbation analysisin theprevioussubsection isfairly reliable.

Third,non-perturbative contributionsare also expected in the beta functions,and they

m ightnotbeneglected sincethegaugecoupling constantsarerelatively largein thism odel.

They17 areexpected to beoftheform [27]

�

1�
TG

2�
�

�
@

@ln�

�
1

�
(�)

�

=
3TG � TR

2�
+

1X

n= 1

cn

�

g
� 2T G e

�
2�

�

�n
; (20)

where cn’s are num ericalfactors ofthe order ofunity. Each contribution com es from n-

instantons. Here, we neglected perturbative and non-perturbative contributions through

wave-function renorm alizationsofhyperm ultiplets. Thisisbecause hyperm ultipletsofN =

2 SUSY gauge theories are protected from any radiative corrections [28]. W e see thatthe

non-perturbative e�ects given above are not signi�cant when the renorm alization point is

around theGUT scale,since

(g2H)
� 4
e
�

2�

� 2H ’ 5� 10� 5 � 1: (21)

Sofar,theanalysisisbased on arenorm alizabletheory.However,theYukawacouplingsof

quarksand charged leptonsaregiven by non-renorm alizableoperatorsin (3).Anothernon-

renorm alizable operatorisalso necessary to accountforthe factthatthe Yukawa coupling

constantsofstrange quark and m uon are notuni�ed in a sim ple m anner. Those operators,

however,a�ectthe gaugecoupling constantsthrough renorm alization group only athigher-

loop levels. M oreover,they are notrelevantto the renorm alization-group 
ow (say,in the

sense ofW ilsonian renorm alization group)exceptnearthe cut-o� scale M �. These are the

reasonswhy weneglected thee�ectsofthoseoperators.

16See appendix B form oredetails.
17W e thank Tohru Eguchiforbringing thisissueto ourattention.

11



Therem ay be,however,a non-renorm alizableoperator

W = 2tr

0

@

0

@
1

4g2
+ c

D
�QQ

E

M 2
�

1

A W
�
W �

1

A ; (22)

which directly m odi�esthem atching equationsofthegaugecoupling constantsattreelevel.

Exactly thesam eanalysisasin subsections3.1 and 3.2 tellsusthattheupperbound ofM G

given in Eq.(19)ism odi�ed18 into

M G
<
�
0:40� 10� 0:82� c� M2� 3; (23)

aslong as c>� (� 3:7=(6�)+ 14=9� (�g=�G U T))=1:2 ’ � 0:16+ 1:3� (�g=�G U T);here,�g �

((g3 � g1)=g1)(M 1� 2)’ � (0.03{0.01).

4 G auge-B oson M ass in the SU (5)GUT� U (3)H M odel

4.1 Param eter R egion ofthe M odel

Thesam eanalysisasin section 3 isperform ed fortheSU(5)G U T� U(3)H m odel.The 1-loop

m atchingequationsin thism odel,which arequitesim ilartoEqs.(11){(13),arefound in [21].

Theparticlespectrum around theGUT scale,which com esinto thethreshold corrections,is

sum m arized in Table4.

Therearesix param etersin them atchingequations:M G ,M 8V =M 8C ,1=�G U T,1=�3H,and

1=�1H,justasin the SU(5)G U T� U(2)H m odel,and M H c
M H �c

=M 2
G . Three ofthem are �xed

through the m atching equations,and the otherthree are leftundeterm ined. W e take M G ,

M 8V =M 8C and M H c
M H �c

=M 2
G asthe three free param eters. The space ofthese param eteris

restricted by requiring thatallthe coupling constants �3H (M ),�
�(0)

3H
,�1H(M )and �

�(0)

1H
be

�nitein therenorm alization-group evolution toward theUV,atleastwithin therangeofthe

spectrum .

Theparam eterregion isshown in Fig.3;only the
q

(M H c
M H �c

=M 2
G )= 100:3 crosssection

isdescribed,and hencetheregion isdescribed in theM G {(M 8V =M 8C )plane.Thisanalysisis

based on thevalueof�3(�)thatiscalculated from �M S;(5)
s (M Z)= 0:1132,i.e.avaluesm aller

than the centralvalue by 2�.Thisisbecause itm akesouranalysism oreconservative.The

param eterregion obtained bythe1-loop renorm alization group isshown astheshaded areain

18Contributionsto Eqs.(11){(13)are,forexam ple,c� 16�� 0:024’ 1:2� catthepointin theparam eter

spaceindicated by an arrow in Fig.2.
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Fig.3.Theregion isbounded from therightand from theleft,which isagain consistentwith

therough estim ateofthem atching scalegiven in subsection 2.3.Theregion isalso bounded

from below just for the sam e reason as in subsection 3.2. The param eter region distant

from the(N = 2)-SUSY line19 M 8V ’ M 8C isexcluded when 2-loop e�ectsareincluded20 in

thebeta functionsofthegaugecoupling constants;the2-loop contributionshavesigni�cant

e�ects com pared with 1-loop e�ects,because the 1-loop beta function of� 3H accidentally

vanishes.The1-loop renorm alization-group evolution isreliableon the(N = 2)-SUSY line,

thethick linein Fig.3,and hencethepointsindicated by (A)and (B)givetheupperand the

lowerbound ofM G ,respectively,in the
q

(M H c
M H �c

=M 2
G )= 100:3 crosssection. The upper

and thelowerbound ofM G ofthem odelarethem axim um and them inim um valuethatM G

takesat(A)and (B),respectively,when therem aining param eter(M H c
M H �c

=M 2
G )isvaried.

Since it is evident from the �gure that the lower bound ofM G leads to too fast a proton

decay,wefocusin thefollowing only on theupperbound ofM G .

4.2 U ncertainties in the U pper B ound ofthe G auge-B oson M ass

Inthissubsection,weestim ateuncertaintiesin theprediction oftheupperboundoftheGUT-

gauge-boson m assobtained in theprevioussubsection.Theuncertaintiesthatoriginatefrom

low-energy physics,however,arediscussed in section 5.

First, we discuss the e�ects of the interactions that violate the N = 2 SUSY. The

SU(5)G U T gaugeinteraction and thecubiccouplingsin thefourth lineof(7)arethesources

ofthe violation ofthe N = 2 SUSY.Those interactionschange the 1-loop-exactevolution

ofN = 2 SUSY gauge theories. The change in the upperbound ofM G com es21 from the

changein theevolution of�1H,because theupperbound wasdeterm ined by therunning of

�1H in theabsenceof(N = 2)-SUSY breaking.Thebeta function of�1H ischanged atm ost

by a few percent22,which leadsto the change ofthe upperbound ofM G by a factorofat

19The N = 2 SUSY isenhanced in the G UT-sym m etry-breaking sectorwhen

g1H ’ �1H (� �
0

1H
); g3H ’ �3H (� �

0

3H
); (24)

aresatis�ed and h,h
0

,�G U T areneglected [17,8,21].
20W e set the initialvalues (M = M G ) ofcoupling constants that are not determ ined by the m atching

equation asfollows:
h = h

0
; �

�
3H

= �
�
0

3H
; �

�
1H

= �
�
0

1H
= �1H : (25)

Thischoicem akesthe renorm alization-group evolution the m oststable.
21W e con�rm ed thatthe change in the evolution of�3H isnotso signi�cantasto m ake the �nitenessof

�3H a m oreseverecondition than thatof�1H .
22This estim ate com es from the ratio between the 1-loop contribution and the SU(5)G U T contribution
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m ost10� 0:01.

Second,onecanseefrom them atchingequations[21]ofthism odelthatthegaugecoupling

constants�3H and �1H arenotso largeasto invalidatetheperturbativeexpansion when the

coloured-Higgsparticlesare m oderately heavierthan the GUT-gauge-boson m ass;only one

threshold correction from the coloured-Higgs particles is su�cient to keep both coupling

constantswithin the perturbative regim e.Non-perturbative e�ectsarenotim portantatall

in such a region.

Finally,a non-renorm alizable operator that corresponds to (22) m ay also exist in this

m odel.Such an operator,ifitexists,contributesto them atching equationsattreelevel.In

itspresence,we can perform exactly the sam e analysis asin the previous subsection. The

resultofthisanalysisispresented in section 6.

5 C onservative U pper B ound ofProton Lifetim e

Theanalysisin sections3and 4presented thewayofextractingtheupperbound oftheGUT-

gauge-boson m assforboth m odels.Thelifetim eoftheproton through theGUT-gauge-boson

exchangeisgiven [23]in term sofM G as

�(p! �
0
e
+ )’ 1:0� 1035�

 
0:015GeV 3

�H

! 2 �
2:5

A R

�2
 

1

25�G U T(M G )

! 2 �
M G

1016GeV

�4

yrs; (26)

where �H is a hadron m atrix elem ent23 calculated with lattice quenched QCD [30](�H =

� 0:015� 0:001GeV3)renorm alized at2.3 GeV and A R ’ 2:5 arenorm alization factorofthe

dim ension-six proton-decay operators[31];A R consistsofa short-distancepart,A
(SD )

R ’ 2:1,

which com esfrom therenorm alization between theGUT scaleand theelectroweak scale,and

a long-distance part24,A
(LD )

R ’ 1:2,from the renorm alization between theelectroweak scale

at two loops. Note also that the �h � h2=(4�) contribution has a sign opposite to that ofthe SU(5)G U T
contribution.

23Thehadron m atrix elem ent�H isde�ned by hvac:j(uR dR )uL jp(~k)i= �H u(~k).Thisisrelated to another

m atrix elem entW (’ � 0:15� 0:02 G eV2)through

�H
p
2f�

= � W ; (27)

whereW isde�ned by lim
~p! 0

h�
0(~p)j(uR dR )uL jp(~k)i= W u(~k),and f� isthepion decayconstant(2f� = 130� 5

M eV [29]).
24Thenum ericalcoe�cientoftheform ulaofthelifetim eadopted in [21]isdi�erentfrom theonein Eq.(26)

in thisarticle.Thisisbecausethe form ula in [21]isbased im plicitly on A R ’ 3:6 in [32],whosevalueisthe

e�ectofrenorm alization between theG UT scaleand 1 G eV.Itwasthereforeincorrect,in [21],to useatthe

sam etim eA R ’ 3:6 renorm alized at1 G eV and thehadron m atrix elem entin [30]renorm alized at2.3 G eV.
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and 2.3GeV (A R = A
(SD )

R � A
(LD )

R ).W enotetheexpression ofA
(SD )

R [32]forlaterconvenience:

A
(SD )

R =

 
�C (M Z)

�C (M G )

! 4=3

b3= 3

 
�L(M Z)

�L(M G )

! 3=2

b2= �1

 
�Y (M Z)

�Y (M G )

! 23=30

b1= �33=5

; (28)

wherebi (i= 1;2;3)arecoe�cientsofthe1-loop beta functionsofthethreegaugecoupling

constants ofthe M SSM .The renorm alization from Yukawa coupling constants is om itted

becauseitse�ectisnegligible.

Threshold correctionsfrom SUSY particlesareofthesam e orderasthose from thepar-

ticles around the GUT scale. The 2-loop e�ects in the renorm alization-group evolution

between theelectroweak scaleand theGUT scalearealso ofthesam eorder.Therefore,the

two above e�ects should be taken into consideration in deriving predictions on the GUT-

gauge-boson m ass(and henceon thelifetim eoftheproton).Thisim plies,in particular,that

the predictions depend on the spectrum ofSUSY particles. W e present the predictions on

the upper bound ofthe lifetim e ofthe proton as a function ofSUSY-breaking param eters

ofthe m SUGRA boundary condition in subsection 5.1. Predictions can be obtained also

forotherSUSY-particle spectra such asthatofgauge-m ediated SUSY breaking (subsection

5.2). Subsection 5.3 discusses how the predictions are changed when there are vector-like

SU(5)G U T-m ultipletsata scalebelow theGUT scale.

5.1 m SU G R A SU SY T hreshold C orrections

Let us �rst consider the SUSY-particle spectrum determ ined by the m SUGRA boundary

condition. This spectrum and the M SSM gauge coupling constants in the DR schem e are

calculated in an iterative procedure. W e use the SOFTSUSY1.7 code [33]forthispurpose.

Thesecouplingconstantsareevolved up totheGUT scalethrough the2-looprenorm alization

group. They are used as input in the left-hand sides of,say,Eqs. (11){(13),to obtain a

prediction oftheupperbound oftheGUT-gauge-boson m ass.Theuniversalscalarm assm 0

and the universalgaugino m ass m 1=2 are varied,while we �x the other param eters ofthe

m SUGRA boundary condition25;tan� = 10:0,A0 = 0 GeV,and thesign ofthe� param eter

isthestandard one.

The left panelofFig. 4 is a contour plot on the m 0{m 1=2 plane,describing the upper

bound ofthe proton lifetim e in the SU(5)G U T� U(2)H m odel,where we set the unknown

coe�cient c ofthe non-renorm alizable operator(22)to zero. The QCD coupling constant

25Thisisbecausechangesin these param etersdid notchangethe resultatallasin [21].
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�M S;(5)
s (M Z) = 0:1212 is used,so that the upper bound becom es m ore conservative. One

can see thatthisupperbound rangesover (1.4{3.2)� 1033 yrs. Notice thatthe (m 0,m 1=2)

dependence oftheproton lifetim earisesalm ostonly through thevariation ofM 2� 3 (seeEq.

(19)). Indeed,the contours ofthe upper bound ofthe lifetim e in the left panelofFig. 4

behavein thesam eway asthoseofM 2� 3 in theupper-leftpanelofFig.5.

Itisnow easy toseehow m uch theprediction ischanged when weadoptthecentralvalue

oftheQCD coupling constant,�M S;(5)
s (M Z)= 0:1172.SincethechoiceoftheQCD coupling

constant directly changes M 2� 3,it severely a�ects the upper bound ofM G in this m odel.

M 2� 3 isdecreased by a factore
�

2�

b3�b 2
(

1

0:1172
�

1

0:1212
)
,and the lifetim e isshortened by a factor

e� 2�� 0:28 ’ 0:2.W econ�rm ed thattheupperbound ofthelifetim edoesnotexceed 1� 1033

yrseven when theSUSY-breaking param etersm 0 and m 1=2 arevaried up to 2000 GeV ifwe

adoptthecentralvalueoftheQCD coupling constant.

The hadron m atrix elem ent �H in [30],which has a statisticalerror �H = � 0:015 �

0:001GeV 3,doesnotinclude a system atic error(e.g.an errordue to thequenched approxi-

m ation).Reference[35]estim atesthatthesystem atic errorisabout50% ,which leadsto an

uncertainty in thelifetim eofa factorof2.

Therefore,theconservativeupperbound isroughly �<� 6� 1033 yrs,whereweexploitthe

uncertaintiesin theSUSY threshold corrections,in thevalueoftheQCD coupling constant

and in the hadron m atrix elem ent. Thus,the prediction does not contradicts the experi-

m entallowerbound from Super-Kam iokande�(p ! �0e+ )>� 5� 1033 yrs(90% C.L.)[36]at

thism om ent26,yetthelargeportion oftheparam eterregion isalready excluded.M oreover,

one can expect that the uncertainties originating from low-energy physics willbe reduced

in the future. Thus,furtheraccum ulation ofdata in Super-Kam iokande and the nextgen-

eration ofwater-�Cerenkov detectors willbe sure either to exclude this m odelwithout the

non-renorm alizableoperator(22),orto detecttheproton decay.

Now,we m ove to consider the SU(5)G U T� U(3)H m odel. The rightpanelofFig. 4 isa

contourploton them 0{m 1=2 plane,describing theupperbound oftheproton lifetim ein the

SU(5)G U T� U(3)H m odel. The QCD coupling constant �M S;(5)
s (M Z)= 0:1132 is used. The

upperbound ofthe proton lifetim e rangesover(1{5)� 1035 yrson the m SUGRA param eter

spacethatisnotexcluded by theLEP IIbound on thelightest-Higgs-boson m ass.

Let us now see how m uch the above prediction is changed by uncertainties related to

the QCD.First,the following observation is im portant in discussing the e�ect from the

26Thelifetim elisted in [29]is�(p ! �0e+ )>� 1:6� 1033 yrs(90% C.L.),based on a paper[37]published in

1998.
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uncertainty in the value ofthe QCD coupling constant. The behaviour ofthe contours of

theupperbound ofthelifetim e,and henceoftheGUT-gauge-boson m asshas,in thism odel,

strong correlationswith thatofM 1� 2 presented in the upper-rightpanelofFig.5. W e �nd

an em piricalrelation

M G
<
�
0:60� M1� 2: (29)

Thus,the upper bound does not depend on the value ofthe QCD coupling constant very

m uch,since M 1� 2 is not a�ected very m uch. Second,the uncertainty in the hadron form

factor is com m on to both m odels. Therefore,the m ost conservative upper bound ofthe

proton lifetim e isroughly �<� 1036 yrsin thism odel. In particular,the proton decay m ight

notbewithin thereach ofthenextgeneration ofexperim ents.

5.2 T hreshold C orrections from VariousSU SY -Particle Spectrum

Gauge-m ediated SUSY breaking (GM SB) is one ofthe highly m otivated m odels ofSUSY

breaking.Thespectrum oftheSUSY particlesisdi�erentfrom thatofthem SUGRA SUSY

breaking,and m oreover,there are extra SU(5)G U T-charged particles as m essengers. Thus,

the predictions on the proton lifetim e are di�erent from those in the case of m SUGRA

SUSY breaking. W e discuss the e�ects ofthe di�erence in the SUSY-particle spectra in

this subsection. A possible change ofpredictions due to the existence ofextra particles is

discussed in thenextsubsection.

TherangesoftheGUT-gauge-boson m assesisdi�erentfordi�erentSUSY-particlespec-

tra,yet the di�erence only arises from the di�erence in the two energy scales M 2� 3 and

M 1� 2:the energy scale where the SU(2)L and SU(3)C coupling constantsbecom e the sam e

and where those ofU(1)Y and SU(2)L becom e the sam e,respectively. The upperbound of

M G isgiven in term sofM 2� 3 through Eq.(19)in theSU(5)G U T� U(2)H m odel,and in term s

ofM 1� 2 through Eq.(29)in theSU(5)G U T� U(3)H m odel.

Figure 5 shows how M 2� 3 and M 1� 2 vary over the param eterspace ofthe GM SB.The

param eterspaceisspanned by twoparam eters:an overallm assscale�oftheSUSY breaking

in the M SSM sectorand the m essengerm assM m ess. W e assum e thatthe m essengersector

consistsofonepairofSU(5)G U T-(5+5
�)representations.Gaugino m assesaregiven by

m ~gi =
�i

4�
�

�

1+ O

�
�

M m ess

��

(i= 1;2;3) (30)

at the threshold M m ess. W e calculate the SUSY-particle spectrum , the SUSY threshold

correctionsto theM SSM gaugecoupling constantsand therenorm alization-group evolution
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to the m essenger scale using the code [33]. W e include contributions from the m essenger

particlesinto the beta functionsin the renorm alization-group evolution from the m essenger

scale to the GUT scale. M 2� 3 and M 1� 2 are obtained and are shown in Fig. 5. Itisclear

from Fig. 5 thatthe rangesofM 2� 3 and M 1� 2 are alm ostthe sam e in the m SUGRA and

GM SB param eterspaces.Therefore,weconcludethatthereislittlee�ectthatcom espurely

from thedi�erencebetween theSUSY-particlespectra ofthem SUGRA and GM SB.

Thegaugino m assessatisfy theGUT relation in both them SUGRA and GM SB spectra,

which m ay bethereason why M 2� 3 and M 1� 2 arealm ostthesam ein thetwo spectra.The

gaugino m assspectrum ,however,m ightnotsatisfy the GUT relation27. Even in thiscase,

wecan obtain theupperbound ofthelifetim ethrough M 2� 3 fortheSU(5)G U T� U(2)H m odel

and through M 1� 2 fortheSU(5)G U T� U(3)H m odel.

5.3 Vector-Like SU (5)G UT-M ultiplet at Low Energy

There are severalm otivations to consider charged particles in vector-like representations,

whosem assesareoftheorderoftheSUSY-breakingscaleoran interm ediatescale.M essenger

particlesarenecessary in theGM SB m odels,and theanom aly cancellation ofthediscreteR

sym m etry also requires[39]extra particlessuch asSU(5)G U T-(5+5
�).

Therearethreee�ectson theproton lifetim ein thepresenceoftheseparticles.The�rst

two e�ectscom efrom thechangein thevaluesoftheuni�ed coupling constant� G U T and the

renorm alization factorA R ofthe proton-decay operators. First,the uni�ed gauge coupling

constantislargerinthepresenceofnew particles,andhencethedecayrateisenhanced.Then,

thelifetim eisshortened by a factornotsm allerthan 0.66 when a vector-likepairSU(5)G U T-

(5+5�)existsatan energy scale notlowerthan 1 TeV.Second,the renorm alization factor

A R ischanged by such a vector-like paironly in itsshort-distancepart.Thenew expression

forA
(SD )

R isnow given by

A
(SD )

R =

 
�C (M Z)

�C (M )

! 4=3

3

 
�L(M Z)

�L(M )

! 3=2

�1

 
�Y (M Z)

�Y (M )

! 23=30

�33=5

�

 
�C (M )

�C (M G )

! 4=3

2

 
�L(M )

�L(M G )

! 3=2

�2

 
�Y (M )

�Y (M G )

! 23=30

�38=5

; (31)

whereM isthem assscaleofthevector-likepair.W e�nd thatA
(SD )

R increasesfrom 2.1to2.5

27G augino m asses without the G UT relation are not unnaturalat allin the product-group uni�cation

m odelswediscussin thisarticle[38].
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asthem assscaleM decreasesfrom theGUT scaleto 1 TeV.Thus,thelifetim eisshortened

by a factornotsm allerthan 0.71 becauseoftherenorm alization factor.

Thethird e�ectisduetothreshold correctionsfrom thevector-likeparticles.Thetriplets

and doubletsin the vector-like pair5+5� areexpected to have di�erentm asses,justasthe

bottom quark and tau lepton do.Thetripletswillbeheavierthan thedoubletsby

M 3+ 3�

M 2+ 2�

’

 
�C (M 5+ 5�)

�C (M G )

! 4

3

; (32)

which increases from 1.0 to 2.1 as the m ass scale M 5+ 5� ofa vector-like pair SU(5)G U T-

(5+5�) decreases from the GUT scale to 1 TeV.The upper bound ofthe proton lifetim e

in the SU(5)G U T� U(2)H m odelbecom estighterby a factor(M 2+ 2�=M 3+ 3�)
>
� 0:48 asM 2� 3

is decreased by a factor (M 2+ 2�=M 3+ 3�)
1=4;in the SU(5)G U T� U(3)H m odel,instead,it is

loosened by a factor(M 3+ 3�=M 2+ 2�)
2=7<

� 1:2 asM 1� 2 isincreased.

The proton decay is,thus,enhanced by allthree e�ectsin the SU(5)G U T� U(2)H m odel;

thelifetim eisshortened by afactorof0.22when SU(5)G U T-(5+5
�)existsat1TeV.Therate

isenhanced also in theSU(5)G U T� U(3)H m odel;thelifetim eisshortened by a factorof0.56.

6 C onclusions and D iscussion

W e analysed the proton-decay am plitude in a class ofm odels ofSUSY GUTs: SU(5)G U T

� U(N )H m odelswith N = 2;3. Dim ension-�ve proton-decay operatorsare com pletely for-

bidden,and hencethegauge-boson exchangeistheprocessthatdom inatestheproton decay.

W efound thatthegauge-boson m assisbounded from aboveby

M G
<
�
0:40� 10� 0:82� c� M2� 3 (33)

in theSU(5)G U T� U(2)H m odel28 and by

M G
<
�
0:60� 10� 0:4� c� M1� 2 (34)

intheSU(5)G U T� U(3)H m odel.Here,M 2� 3 (M 1� 2)denotesanenergyscalewhereSU(2)L and

SU(3)C (U(1)Y and SU(2)L)gauge coupling constantsare equal,respectively. In the right-

hand sides,c are coe�cients ofnon-renorm alizable operator (22) in the SU(5)G U T� U(2)H

m odeland ofthe one thatcorresponds to (22)in the SU(5)G U T� U(3)H m odel. Itis quite

28Thisexpression forthe upperbound ofM G isvalid aslong asc>� � 0:16+ 1:3� (�g=�G U T ).
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im portantto note thatthe upperbound wasobtained in these m odels(for�xed c),which

leads to the upper bound ofthe lifetim e. Although the gauge-boson m asses are bounded

also from below in thelatterm odel,thelowerbound isofno im portance.Thisisbecauseit

predictsa lifetim em uch shorterthan thelowerbound obtained so farfrom experim ents.

The coe�cients c directly a�ectthe gauge coupling uni�cation,and hence they appear

in the above form ulae. One willsee laterthat they are the largest source ofuncertainties

in the upperbound ofthe lifetim e ifcare ofthe orderofunity. Although there m ay be an

extra (broken)sym m etry orany dynam icsthatsuppressthe non-renorm alizable operators,

weleavecin theform ulaeforgenericcases.

In section 1,webrie
y m entioned twootherclassesofm odelsofSUSY GUTsconstructed

in four-dim ensionalspace-tim e. Let us m ake a briefsum m ary on the m ass ofthe gauge

bosonsofsuch m odelsbeforeweproceed to a discussion ofthelifetim e.

Letus�rstdiscussthegauge-boson m assin them odelsin [10,11].Thespectrum around

the GUT scale consistsofthree ((adj.,1)0 + (1,adj)0)’sand two ((3,2)� 5=6 + h.c.)’softhe

M SSM gauge group,in addition to the GUT gauge boson. Param etersofthe m odelsallow

a spectrum wherethem atterparticlesarelighterthan theGUT gaugeboson.Then,1-loop

threshold correctionsfrom such aspectrum im ply thattheGUT-gauge-boson m assisheavier

than theenergy scaleofapproxim ateuni�cation [43].Therefore,no upperbound isvirtually

obtained in the m odels in [10,11]. A lower bound m ight be obtained,yet no fullstudy

hasbeen doneso far.Non-renorm alizableoperatorsin thegaugekineticfunctionsa�ectthe

m atching equationsjustasin ouranalysis.

On the contrary,in the m odels in [18],non-renorm alizable operators do not a�ect the

m atching equations and,m oreover,the m ass ofthe GUT gauge boson is sm aller than the

energy scalewherethethreegaugecoupling constantsareapproxim ately uni�ed:

M G � �
a
M unif; (35)

where M unif � M2� 3 � M1� 2,� a sm allparam eterofthe orderof10� 1 and a the charge of

a �eld whoseVEV breakstheSU(5)G U T sym m etry down to SU(3)C � SU(2)L� U(1)Y .Thus,

M G isfairly sm allin them odels.Theupperbound would beobtained oncea m odel(� and

a,in particular)is�xed.TheSuper-Kam iokandeexperim entalready putsconstraintson the

choiceof� and a.Theproton decaysalso through dim ension-�ve operators,although these

operatorscan besuppressed in som em odelsin thisclass.

Thus,therangesoftheproton lifetim eofthosem odelsliein thefollowing order:

�([18])dim :6 � �(SU(5)G U T � U(2)H)<�
�(SU(5)G U T � U(3)H)<�

�([10];[11]): (36)

20



However,the rangeswould have certain am ountofoverlap between oneanother,and hence

itwould beim possibletosingleoutam odelonly from thedecay rateoftheproton.Detailed

inform ation on the branching ratio ofvariousdecay m odesdoes nothelp forthatpurpose

either;thedecay isinduced in alltheabovem odels29 by oneand thesam e30 m echanism :the

gauge-boson exchange.

Even ifno m odelcan besingled out,onecan,and onewillbeableto excludesom eofthe

m odelson the basisofexperim entalresults currently available and obtained in the future,

respectively.W esum m arize,in thefollowing,theupperbound oftheproton lifetim eforthe

SU(5)G U T� U(2)H m odeland the SU(5)G U T� U(3)H m odel. Itwould also be ofim portance

ifone �nds an upper bound and a lower bound ofthe lifetim e in m odels in [18]and in

[10,11,12],respectively.

Now theproton lifetim eisbounded from aboveby

�(p! �
0
e
+ )<
�
4:1� 1032

�
M 2� 3

1015:8GeV

�4 �

10� 3:2c
�
 
0:015GeV 3

�H

! 2 �
1

25�G U T

�2 � 2:5

A R

�2

yrs

(37)

in the SU(5)G U T� U(2)H m odel. The largestuncertainty in thisprediction com esfrom the

value ofc. Anotherfrom the system atic errorin �H. No estim ate isavailable forthe value

ofc. The errorin �H is notstudied very m uch,yet the lifetim e is changed by a factorof

(0.5{2)iftheconservativeestim atein [35]isadopted31.Theexperim entalvalueoftheQCD

couplingconstant�M S;(5)
s (M Z)changestheprediction through thechangein M 2� 3.Theupper

bound ischanged by afactorof(0.15{5.9)when thecoupling constantisvaried by � 2� error

determ ined by experim ents.Thethreshold correctionsfrom SUSY particlesalso changesthe

prediction through the change in M 2� 3. They change M 2� 3 typically from 1015:77 GeV to

1015:90 GeV,and hencetheupperbound ischanged by a factorof(0.75{2.5).Therefore,the

theoreticalupperbound exceedstheexperim entallowerbound (�(p! �0e+ )>� 5� 1033 yrs;

90% C.L.)only when32 allthelow-energy uncertaintiesareexploited.Seesection 3.3 forthe

uncertaintiesthatarisein theway ofouranalysis.

29The proton decay can be induced by the gauge-boson exchange also in SUSY-G UT m odels in higher-

dim ensionalspacetim e[5,7].Thebranchingratioofvariousm odescan bedi�erent[14,15]from thestandard

onein thosem odels.
30Ifthe dim ension-�vedecay isnotthe dom inantprocessin the lastclassofm odels.
31W epresented a num ericalvalueofthe upperbound ofthe proton lifetim e in theabstractofthisarticle.

These two uncertaintiesare notincluded there,since itisim possible to m ake a precise estim ate ofthem at

this m om ent. The following two uncertainties,on the other hand,are included in obtaining the num erical

valuein the abstract.
32Thisstatem entholdsaslongasthenon-renorm alizableoperator(22)isneglected,i.e.aslongasc� � 1.
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Thelifetim e isshortened by a factornotsm allerthan 0.22 ifSU(5)G U T-(5+5
�)existsat

low energy.Thethreshold correctionsfrom theseparticlescontributeby a factornotsm aller

than 0.47through thechangein M 2� 3,and thechangesin �G U T and in A R contributeby fac-

torsnotsm allerthan 0.66and 0.71,respectively.Thus,thoseparticlesat1TeV would hardly

bereconciled with theexperim etalbound withoutincorporating thenon-renorm alizableop-

erator(22).

Thelifetim eisbounded from aboveby

�(p! �
0
e
+ )<
�
2:1� 1035

�
M 1� 2

1016:3GeV

�4 �

10� 2c
�
 
0:015GeV 3

�H

! 2 �
1

25�G U T

� 2 � 2:5

A R

� 2

yrs (38)

in the SU(5)G U T� U(3)H m odel. Uncertainties arise33 from c and �H as in the previous

m odel.ThevalueoftheQCD coupling constantisnotrelevanttotheprediction.TheSUSY

threshold corrections changes the upper bound typically by a factorof(0.40{2.5)as M 1� 2

changesfrom 1016:20 GeV to 1016:40 GeV.

Thelifetim eisshortened by a factornotsm allerthan 0.56 in thepresence ofSU(5)G U T-

(5+5�) below the GUT scale. The decay is m ore enhanced as their m ass is sm aller. The

enhancem entfactor0.56 (when them assis1 TeV)consistsofsuppression factor1.2,which

com esfrom M 1� 2 changed by threshold correctionsoftheseparticles,and enhancem entfac-

tors0.66 and 0.71 respectively from �G U T and A R .
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A R enorm alization-G roup Equations

Inthissection,renorm alization-groupequationsofcouplingconstantsofthem odelsarelisted.

SU (5)G U T� U (2)H m odel

33They arenotincluded in obtaining thenum ericalvaluein theabstractjustforthesam ereason asin the

previousm odel.
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SU (5)G U T� U (3)H m odel
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B N = 2 SU SY and Infrared-Fixed

R enorm alization-G roup Flow

Particlecontentsin theGUT-sym m etry-breaking sectoroftheSU(5)G U T� U(2)H m odelcan

be regarded asm ultiplets ofthe N = 2 SUSY [17],and N = 2 SUSY is enhanced in this

sector[8]when theSU(5)G U T gaugeinteraction isneglected and coupling constantssatisfy

g1H ’ �1H(� �
0
1H); g2H ’ �2H (� �

0
2H): (52)

Onecan seein therightpanelofFig.2thattheparam eterregion survivesin thepresenceof

the 2-loop e�ectsonly when the N = 2 SUSY isapproxim ately preserved;the M 3V ’ M 3C

lineisequivalentto �2H ’ ��
(
0
)

2H when theSU(5)G U T gaugeinteraction isneglected.

Thisisnotacoincidence.InanygaugetheorywithN = 2SUSY,gaugecouplingconstants

are renorm alized only at the 1-loop level[26]. Anom alous dim ensions ofhyperm ultiplets

vanish [28]atallordersin perturbative expansion,and even non-perturbatively. Therefore,

theparam eterallowed in the1-loop analysisisstillallowed when N = 2 SUSY ispreserved

even afterthe2-loop e�ectshavealso been taken into account.

The band ofthe region around the (N = 2)-SUSY line alm ost becom es a line as M G

becom eslarger.Forparam etersabovethatline,the�2H coupling constantbecom eslargeat

arenorm alization pointlowerthan M 3V ,whileforparam etersbelow theline,the��2H coupling

becom eslargeata renorm alization pointlowerthan M 3C ;a viablesetofparam eterswasnot

found forlargeM G even on thelinein ournum ericalcalculation.Itdoesnotm ean,however,

thatthe param eterdoesnotexistatallon the (N = 2)-SUSY line (M 3V ’ M 3C )forlarge

M G ,asseen below. The (N = 2)-SUSY relations(52)are notonly renorm alization-group
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invariantbutalso infrared (IR)-�xed relationsoftherenorm alization group:
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where the SU(5)G U T interaction is stillneglected. This im plies that the renorm alization-

group evolution to UV im m ediately becom es unstable34,even fora set ofparam eters that

isslightly distant from the IR-�xed relations. The IR-�xed property (UV instability) also

im pliesthatthe param eterregion isthin only when M = M G ,and notwhen the coupling

constantsareevaluated atM � M G .

Thus,wecan expectthatthe1-loop analysisiscom pletely reliableforasetofparam eters

exactly on the (N = 2)-SUSY line and,in particular,thata viable setofparam etersdoes

existon the line even ifitisnotfound in the num ericalanalysis. Therefore,the m axim um

valueofM G isgiven ata pointindicated by an arrow in therightpanelofFig.2.Atleast,

therewould beno doubtthatthem axim um valueofM G obtained in such a way providesa

conservativeupperbound ofM G .

The above argum ent,however,is correct only when the SU(5)G U T gauge interaction is

neglected.Therefore,letusnow discussthee�ectsoftheSU(5)G U T gaugeinteraction.These

break the N = 2 SUSY in the sector. Thus,the (N = 2)-SUSY relationsin Eq. (52)are

no longerrenorm alization-group-invariant,and the renorm alization-group 
ow isno longer

1-loopexact.However,theSU(5)G U T interaction ism uch weakerthan theU(2)H interactions,

and its e�ects are sm all35. Thus,they can be treated assm allperturbationsto the (N =

2)-SUSY 
ow. In particular,the IR-�xed property ofthe renorm alization-group equations

(39){(44)isnotchanged36,exceptthattheIR-�xed relationsareslightly m odi�ed into

(�2H � �
�
2H
); (�2H � �

�0

2H
); (�1H � �

�
1H
); (�1H � �

�0

1H
)’ O (�G U T): (55)

34Thisisthe reason why we believe thatitwould notm akethe param eterregion widereven ifwesetthe

valuesofundeterm ined param eters��
0

2H
and ��

(
0
)

1H
di�erently from thosein Eq.(16).A deviation from the(N

= 2)-SUSY relation atM = M G would im m ediately lead to a UV-unstablebehaviourin therenorm alization-

group evolution.
35Thiscan be seen from the factthatthe param eterregion isstillalm ostaround the (N = 2)-SUSY line,

i.e.M 3V ’ M 3C ,in therightpanelofFig.2.(N = 2)-SUSY-breakinginteractionsareincluded in the�gure.
36Thereisno IR-�xed relation in itsstrictm eaning in thepresenceoftheSU(5)G U T interaction.The\IR-

�xed relations" in Eq. (55)involve ��
(
0
)

2H
and ��

(
0
)

1H
in the right-hand sides,and hence the \�xed relations"

them selveschange asthe coupling constants
ow. However,we stillconsiderthatthey are alm ostIR-�xed

relations,becausethebeta functionsofthequantitiesin theright-hand sides(’ O (�G U T ))arem uch sm aller

than thoseofthe quantitiesin the left-hand sides.
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Coupling constants
ow down into them odi�ed �xed relationsand then follow therelations.

Thus,the evolution ofthe coupling constants toward the UV is the m ost stable when the

param etersatis�esthe\IR-�xed relations".Them odi�ed �xed relationsarestillalm ostthe

(N = 2)-SUSY relations,and hence the 1-loop evolution isalm ostcorrectforthe param e-

tersatisfying the relations;beta functions are di�erent from those atone loop only by an

orderof�G U T.M oreover,com binationssuch as(�2H { ��
(
0
)

2H )partially absorb theSU(5)G U T

contributions in the beta functions. Therefore,the corrections to the 1-loop evolution are

estim ated conservatively from abovewhen theSU(5)G U T contribution ispurely added to the

1-loop beta functions,aswedid in subsection 3.3.
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Fields 10ij 5�i X Q i;�Q
i Q 6,�Q

6

R charges 1 1 2 0 0

Table1:(M od 4)-R chargesofthe�eldsin theSU(5)G U T� U(2)H m odel.

Fields 10ij 5�i H (5)i �H (5�)i X �
� Q �

i
�Q i

� Q �
6

�Q 6
�

R charges 1 1 0 0 2 0 0 2 � 2

Table2:(M od 4)-R chargesofthe�eldsin theSU(5)G U T� U(3)H m odel.

(3,2)�
5

6 (1,1)0 (1,1)0 (1,adj.)0 (1,adj.)0

m .vect. m .vect. � + �y m .vect. � + �y

M G = M 1V = M 1C = M 3V = M 3C =
p
2gG U Tv

q

2(g2
1H
+ 3g2

G U T
=5)v

p
2�1Hv

q

2(g2
2H
+ g2

G U T
)v

p
2�2Hv

Table3:Sum m ary ofthe particle spectrum around theGUT scale oftheSU(5)G U T� U(2)H
m odel.The�rstlinedenotestherepresentation underthegaugegroup oftheM SSM .In the

second line,m .vect. denotesN = 1 m assive vectorm ultipletsand � + �y a pairofN = 1

chiraland antichiralm ultiplets.In thelastline,them assofeach m ultipletaregiven in term s

ofgaugecoupling constantsand param etersin thesuperpotential(3).

30



(3;2)�
5

6 (3;1)�
1

3 (3;1)�
1

3 (1;1)0 (1;1)0 (adj:;1)0 (adj:;1)0

m .vect. � + �y � + �y m .vect. � + �y m .vect. � + �y

M G = M H c
= M H �c

= M 1V = M 1C = M 8V = M 8C =
p
2gv hv h0v

q

2(g21H + 2g2=5)v
p
2�1Hv

q

2(g23H + g2)v
p
2�3Hv

Table4:Sum m ary ofthe particle spectrum around theGUT scale oftheSU(5)G U T� U(3)H
m odel. The SU(5)G U T gauge coupling constantgG U T isabbreviated asg in thistable. See

the caption forTable 3 forthe conventions in thistable,replacing \superpotential(3)" by

\superpotential(7)".
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Figure1:Close-up view oftheuni�cation ofthethreegaugecouplingconstantsoftheM SSM .

The �ne structure constantsin the DR schem e ofthe U(1)Y ,SU(2)L and SU(3)C gauge in-

teractionsaredenoted by �1;2;3,respectively.Threelinesof�3 correspond to threedi�erent

experim entalinputs;theQCD coupling constants�M S;(5)
s (M Z)= 0:1132 (� 2�),0.1172 (cen-

tralvalue)and 0.1212 (+2�)are used [29]. The 2-loop renorm alization-group e�ectsofthe

M SSM and the SUSY threshold corrections are taken into account. The lattercorrections

arethosefrom theSUSY-particlespectrum determ ined by them SUGRA boundarycondition

with tan� = 10,A0 = 0 GeV,(m 0,m 1=2)= (400 GeV,300 GeV)and � > 0 (seethecaption

forFig.4 fortheconvention on thesign of�).
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Figure 2: Param eter region ofthe SU(5)G U T� U(2)H m odel. The param eter space ofthe

m odelspanned by two freeparam etersM G and M 3V =M 3C arerestricted by requiring thatall

therunning coupling constantsofthem odelrem ain �nitewhiletherenorm alization pointis

below theheaviestparticle ofthem odel.The leftpanelshowsthe param eterregion,where

the1-loop renorm alization group isused forallthecoupling constants.Theright-hand sides

ofthefourcurveslabelled \(gauge-coupling)-m ass" areexcluded.The region below a curve

labelled \��
2H
{M 3V;C "isalsoexcluded.Thus,theparam eterspaceofthem odelisrestricted to

theshaded triangularregion.Therightpanelshowstheparam eterregion (shaded),where2-

loop e�ectsareincluded in therenorm alization-group equationsofgaugecoupling constants.

The fourcurvesare those found in the leftpanel;we keep them justbecause they m ake it

easiertocom parethepanelwith theleftone.Them ajority ofthetriangularregion in theleft

panelisfurtherexcluded becauseofthe2-loop e�ects,and only a sm allregion survivesnear

thelineM 3V ’ M 3C .The upperbound ofM G isindicated by an arrow.In therightpanel,

M 2� 3 indicatesthe uni�cation pointbetween 1=�2 and 1=�3(+2�)(see Fig. 1 fordetails).

Itiseasy to see thatM G
<
� 1015:6 GeV ’ (10� 0:4 ’ 0:40)� (M2� 3 ’ 1016:0 GeV).Both two

panelsuse�M S;(5)
s (M Z)= 0:1212.Thee�ectsfrom thenon-renorm alizableoperator(22)are

notincluded here.
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Figure 3: Param eter region ofthe SU(5)G U T� U(3)H m odel. The param eter space ofthe

m odelis spanned by three independent param eters: M G ,M 8V =M 8C and (M H c
M H �c

)=M 2
G .

The�gure isthe
q

(M H c
M H �c

)=M 2
G = 100:3 crosssection oftheparam eterspace.W erequire

that allthe coupling constants rem ain �nite under the renorm alization group,while the

renorm alization pointisbelow theheaviestparticleofthem odel.Thiscondition issatis�ed

in the shaded region when the 1-loop renorm alization group isused. Thin curvesand lines

labelled \(gaugecoupling)-m ass" arelineswherethecorresponding gaugecouplingconstants

becom e in�nite atthe corresponding m assscales.Aftertwo loop e�ectsareincluded in the

beta functions ofthe gauge coupling constants,the rem aining allowed param eter region is

onlyon thethick curvelabelled 2-loop analysis.Points(A)and (B)denotetheupperand the

lowerbound ofthe gauge-boson m assM G ,respectively,for�xed
q

(M H c
M H �c

)=M 2
G = 100:3.

The upperbound ofM G in the m odelisobtained asthe m axim um value M G takesat(A)

as
q

(M H c
M H �c

)=M 2
G changes. One also sees im m ediately that the lower bound at (B) is

so low that it is ofno physicalim portance. M 1� 2 (M 2� 3) indicates the uni�cation point

between 1=�1 and 1=�2 ( 1=�2 and 1=�3(� 2�) ) (see Fig.1 for m ore details). Note that

(M G at(A))< 1016:13 GeV ’ ((0:60’ 10� 0:22)� (M1� 2 ’ 1016:35 GeV)).TheQCD coupling

constant�M S;(5)
s (M Z)= 0:1132 isused.Thee�ectsfrom a non-renorm alizableoperatorthat

correspondsto (22)in thism odelarenotincluded here.
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Figure4:Contourplotsoftheupperbound oftheproton lifetim eonthem SUGRA param eter

space.Theleftpanelistheprediction oftheSU(5)G U T� U(2)H m odeland therightonethat

ofthe SU(5)G U T� U(3)H m odel. The upperbound changesasthe universalscalarm assm 0

and the universalgaugino m ass m 1=2 are varied (other m SUGRA param eters are �xed at

tan� = 10,A0 = 0:0). The � param eter is chosen to be positive, when the constraint

from the branching ratio ofthe b ! s
 process is less severe. The upper bound ofthe

lifetim esvariesas(1.4{3.2)� 1033 yrsintheSU(5)G U T� U(2)H m odel,wheretheQCD coupling

constant �M S;(5)
s (M Z) = 0:1212 is used. The upper bound varies as (1{5)� 1035 yrs in the

SU(5)G U T� U(3)H m odel,where the QCD coupling constant �M S;(5)
s (M Z)= 0:1132 isused.

In both panels,the e�ects from non-renorm alizable operatorsare notincluded. The thick

curveslabelled m h and m � aretheboundson them SUGRA param eterspacefrom theLEP

II experim ent in search ofthe lightest Higgs (m h � 114 GeV,95% C.L.) [40]and the

lightestchargino (m � � 103:5 GeV,95% C.L.)[41].These curvesareobtained by using the

SOFTSUSY1.7 code [33]. The excluded region changes when other codes are used;lower

bound ofm 1=2 for�xed m 0 can be higherby about100 GeV.The codewe adoptyieldsthe

largestpole m assofthe lightestHiggsscalaram ong variouscodesavailable [34],and hence

theexcluded region isthesm allest.
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Figure5:Theleftpanelsshow thecontourplotsoftheenergy scaleM 2� 3,wheretheSU(2)L
and SU(3)C gaugecoupling constantsbecom ethesam e.Therightpanelsshow thoseofthe

energy scaleM 1� 2,wheretheU(1)Y and SU(2)L gaugecoupling constantsbecom ethesam e.

The upperpanelsare contourplotson the (m 0;m 1=2)param eterspace ofm SUGRA SUSY

breaking,theloweronesareforthe(M m ess;m SU SY � ((1=24)=(4�))�)param eterspaceofthe

GM SB.Other param eters are �xed for both SUSY breakings;A 0 = 0 GeV for m SUGRA

SUSY breaking,and tan� = 10:0and � > 0forboth SUSY breakings.�M S;(5)
s (M Z)= 0:1172

is used as the QCD coupling constant in this �gure. See the caption for Fig. 4 for m ore

detailsabouttheregion excluded by theLEP IIexperim ents.
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