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A bstract

M odels of supersym m etric grand uni ed theories based on the SU B)gyr U N )y
gauge group (N = 2;3) have a symm etry that guarantees light H iggs doublts and
the absence of dim ension— ve proton-decay operators. W e analysed the proton decay
induced by the gaugeboson exchange in these m odels. U pperbounds ofproton lifetin e
are cbtained; (! %)< 60 10° yrsin theSU G)eyr U @)y modeland (o !

Ogt )< 53 10%° yrs In the SU B)guyr U @)y model. Various uncertainties in the
predictions are also discussed.
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1 Introduction

The supersymm etric (SUSY ) grand uni ed theories (GUTs) are am ong one of the m ost
prom ising candidates of physics beyond the standard m odel (SM ); this is because of their
theoreticalbeauty and is also because the gauge-coupling uni cation is supported by precision

experim ents. The G U T sgenerically predict a proton decay through a gauge-boson exchange® .
T he lifetin e of the proton, how ever, varies very m uch from m odeltom odel; it isproportional
to the fourth power of the gaugeboson m ass. T hus, the proton-decay experin ents are not
only able to provide strong support for the GUT s but also to sskct som e m odels out of
several candidates.

Form ore than twenty years, m any attem pts have been m ade at constructing m odels of
SUSY GUTs. There are two strong hints to nd realistic m odels. First, the two H iggs
doublts are light, whereas theirm ass tem is not foroidden by any of the gauge sym m etries
of the m inin al supersym m etric standard m odel M SSM ). Second, the rate of proton decay
through din ension— ve operators [] is an aller than naturally expected | F. Thus, the two
phenom ena require two an all param eters; it would then be conventional w isdom to consider
that there m ight be sym m etries behind the sm allparam eters. M oreover, only one symm etry
is su cient to explain the two phenom ena because of the follow ing reason. If a symm etry
forbids the m ass tetm of the two H iggs doubkts,

W BHGH,; @)
then the din ension— ve proton-decay operators are also forboidden by the sam e sym m etry,
W 20QQL+ UEUD ; @)

and vice versa. Here, it is inplicitly assum ed that the quarks and leptons have the same

charge under the sym m etry when they are in the sam e SU (5) m ultiplt, and that the Yukawa
couplings of quarks and Jptons are allowed by the sym m etry.

There are three classes of m odels that have such a symmeUy3 . One uses the SU (5);

SU (B) gauge group |, B, ], where there is an unbroken Zy symmetry [, E0]. The

second class consists of m odels based on the SU G)gyr U N 3 N = 2;3) gauge group

IThere is a class of m odels 0of SUSY GUT s where the gaugeboson exchange does not induce the proton
decay 1].
2T he experin ental low er bound ofthe proton lifetin e through those operatorsis @ ! K* )~ 67 102

yrs (90% C L. 1.
3T here are other types of m odels that are not constructed as el theoreticalm odels in Hur-din ensional
space-tin e 1, 1], 1] and [, ]. Reference [[] is a string-theoretical realization of (=9, 1, L2] and Refs. [, 1]

are higherdin ensionalextension of [x2]. T he proton decay is analysed n [,"%] for them odel ]] and in 2]
for them odel 1.



, 0, 1], where there is an unbroken discrete R symm etry [1]. The last class of m odels
can be oconstructed so that the uni ed gauge group is a sinple group [l]. The symm etry
discussed in the previous paragraph, however, cannot rem ain unbroken; it is broken in such
a way that the din ension— ve operators are not com pltely forbidden. The proton decay
through the gaugedboson exchange is discussed in [, 1] for these m odels.

In this article, we analyse the proton decay for the second class ofm odels. T he din ension—

ve operators are com pktely forbidden In these m odels, and the proton decay is induced by
the gaugeboson exchange. O ur analysis isbased onm odels in 1], which use the SU (B)guyr
U N )y gaugegroup N = 2;3). Reference [[]] obtained an estin ate of the proton lifetin e in
the SU G)guyr U (B m odel, adopting a num ber of ansatze to m ake the analysis sin pl. The
estinatewas' (! %")’ (0.7{3) 10* yrs, and hence there is an intriguing possibility
that the proton decay is cbserved In the next generation of water C erenkov detectors. This
article presents a full analysis: both the SU B)gyr U @) modeland the SU G)gyr U B
one are analysed w ithout any ansatze. Three param eters of the m odels are xed by three
gauge coupling constants oftheM SSM , and the ram aining param eters are left undetermm ned.
T he range of these param eters is restricted when the m odels are required to be in the calou-
lable regin e. A s a resul, the range of the gaugeboson m ass is restricted. T hus, we obtain
the range’ of the lifetin e rather than an estim ate of it.

T he organization ofthis articke isas follow s. F irst, we brie y review both the SU SQ)gur
U N )y models N = 2;3) in sectionl. T he range ofthe G U T -gauge-boson m ass isdetermm ined
both rthe SU B)gyr U @) modeland orthe SU B)gyr U @) model n sectionsMl and
B, respectively. In particular, it is shown that the range of the m ass is bounded from above,
which Jeadsto an upperbound ofthe lifetin e ofthe proton in each m odel. T he upperbounds’®
are, in general, predictions that can be con m ed by experim ents. Since the SU SY -particke
soectrum a ects the M SSM  gauge coupling constants through threshold corrections, the
upper bound of the lifetin e depends on the spectrum . T herefore, the upper bound is shown
asa function ofSU SY -breaking param eters in section ll orboth m odels. Various uncertainties
in our predictions are also discussed. Section Ml gives a brief sum m ary of the results obtained
in this article, and com pares the results w ith predictions of other m odels. W e nd that

! %)<60 10° yrsintheSU B)eyr U @) model,and (! %")<53 16°
yrs In the SU B)guyr U @) model; here, we exploit the uncertainties In the value of the
QCD coupling constant by 2 ) and in the threshold corrections from the SUSY particlkes;
other uncertainties, which cannot be estin ated, are not Included in these gures.

4T he ollow Ing num erical value isbased on a reanalysis in 2.
5T his procedure is the one adopted n #¥], where the m inin al SU (5) SUSY GUT m odelwas analysed.
60 nlky a owerbound is cbtained, eg. in them nin alSU (5) m odel E9].



2 BriefReview of M odels

21 SU (5)gur U (2)s M odel

Let us rst explain a m odelbased on the product gauge group SU B)gyr U @) . Quarks
and Jptons are singlets of the U 2)y gauge group and form three fam ilies of 5 + 10 of the
SU B)gyr - Fields introduced to break the SU Q)gyr symmetry are given as follows: X
(; = 1;2),whith transform sas (1,adj=3+ 1) under the SU B)gsyr U Q) gauge group,
and Q ; i= 1;:35+ Q,and Q' (A= 1;:35)+ Q°, which transfom as 6 +1,2) and
b5+1,2 ). The ordinary Higgs elds H 1(5) and H; (5 ) are not introduced; the elds Q 67
Q° are eventually identi ed with the two H iggs doublets. The SU (5)gyr index is denoted
by i, and the U RQ)y index by or . The chiralsuper eld X  is also wrtten as X (&)
= 0;1;2;3),where t, (a= 1;2;3) are Paulim atrices of the SU )y gauge group’ and t,
1, 2=2,whereU Q)y " SUR)y U @) .The mod 4)-R charge assignm ent ofallthe eldsin
thism odel is sum m arized in TablkM. This symm etry forbids both the enom ousm ass term &
W = Q6Q6 and the dangerous din ension— ve proton-decay operatorsW = 10 10 10.
T he m ost generic superpotential under the R symm etry is given by

P i a p— 0 6 a
W o= 2 40"X%) Qi+ 2 50°X%() Q
P i 0 P 0 6 0
+ 2 w0 X %) 0+ 2 %0°%x%°) Q
jo
2 1w VX ©))
+¢pl052105%% QQ)% + o QQ)° 19 5t ;

w here the param eter v is taken to be ofthe orderofthe GUT scale; ou; g9y7 1 and oy are
din ensionless coupling constants; ¢, and ¢ have din ensions of mass) . E llipses stand
for neutrino-m ass tem s and other non-renom alizable term s. The edsQ ; and Q% in the
bifindam ental representations acquire vacuum expectation valnues VEVs), D ;i= v ; and
! i= v 1 ,because ofthe rstthree Inesin ). Thus, the gauge group SU G)guyr U @Rk
is broken down to that of the SM . The rst temm s in both the rst and second Iines in @)
provide m ass tem s for the unwanted particles. Q, and Q ® are identi ed wih the Higgs
doublts in thism odel, and no H iggs triplkts appear in the spectrum . A sa resul, no particle
otherthan theM SSM elds, not even a gauge singlt oftheM SSM , ram ains in the low -energy

7T he nom alization condition tritat,) = a=2 isunderstood. N ote that the nom alization ofthe Hllow ing
ty is determ ined In such a way that it also satis estrpty) = 1=2.

8The mass tetm of the order of the weak scale for the Higgs doublets can be obtained through the
G udice{M asiero m echanisn | 1].



soectrum . This fact not only guarantees that the gauge coupling uni cation of the M SSM
ism aintained, but also that the vacuum is isolated. The R symm etry is not broken at the
GUT scalk, and the tem , dim ension-four and din ension— ve proton-decay operators are
forbidden by this unbroken symm etry.

F ine structure constants ofthe M SSM are given at tree level by

1
- —= ; @)
3 c GUT
1 1 1 1
- == +—; )
2 L GUT 2H
and s s
1 = 1 =
- S = + —=; (6)
1 Y GUT 18

where gyr, 28 and 15 are ne structure constants of SU B)gyr, SU R)y and U 1)y,
resoectively. T hus, the approxin ate uni cation of 3, , and ; ismaintanhedwhen ,3 and
1y are su ciently large.

A Though it is true that the gauge coupling uni cation is no longer a generic prediction
of this m odel, nevertheless, it need not be a m ere colncidence. Here, the gauge coupling
uni cation is a consequence of the fact that .3 and 3 are relatively strongly coupled
when compared wih gyr -

2 .2 SU (5)GUT U (3)H M odel

The other model isbased on an SU B)gyr U @) gauge group, where U 3)y * SU @)y
U (1) . UndertheSU B)gcyr U @) gauge group, the particle content ofthism odelisQ* 5+
13),0 6 +13)andX (@dadF3 3),wihk= 1;:::5;6; ; = 1;2;3. In addition,
there are the ordinary three fam ilies of quarks and lptons (5 +10,1) and H iggs m ultiplets
H+H,; 5+5,1).AnR symmetry orbidsboth (1) and (2). TheR charges ofthe elds are
summ arized in TabkMl.

T he m ost generic superpotential under the R symm etry is given [1] by

P i a P 0 6 a
w = 2 330" X" () Q ;1 2 mQ X () Qo
P i 0 P 0 6 0
+ 2 50" X" () Q:;+ 2 30 X () Qg
| O
2 15 VX @)

+hHQ0*'Q.,+hofo H'
+y010 10 H 4y 10H + ;



wheret, @= 1;2;:::;8) are G ellM ann m atrices, t 1 3= 6,yi0 andys areYukawa cou-—
pling constants of the quarks and leptons, and  35; 37 17 oy;h’and h are din ensionless
coupling constants. The rst three Ines of ) lead to the desirable VEV of the form 1D A
=v ;and* i= v . Thus, the SU G)gyr U (B} gauge group is broken down to that
ofthe SM . Them ass tem s of the coloured H iggs m ultiplets arise from the fourth Ine in M)
In the GUT -sym m etry-breaking vacuum . N o unwanted particle rem ains m asslkess.

The ne structure constantsofthe SU 3)y U (1) groupsm ust be lJarger than that ofthe
SU G)guyr - This is because the gauge coupling constants ofthe M SSM  are given by

1 1 1 1
- == +—; ®)
3 C GUT 3H
1 1 1
— — = ; ©)
2 L GUT
and s )
1 = 1 =
- 5 = + =2 (10)
1 Y GUT 1H

where 33 and 5 are ne structure constants ofSU (3)y and U (1)y , respectively. T hus, the
approxin ate uni cation of 3, , and ; ismaintained when 33 and 15 are su ciently

large.

2.3 Rough Estin ate of M atching Scale

F iqurell show s the renom alization-group evolution of the three gauge coupling constants of
theM SSM . T he treedevelm atching equations M) { ll) and W) { ) suggest that them atching
scake isbelow the energy scaleM , ; nFig. Ml i theSU G)gyr U @) model, and isbetween
the two energy scales M, 3 and M ; , n the SU Q)gyr U By model. Here, M, 3 is the
energy scale where coupling constants of the SU (2);, and the SU (3)c are equal, and M ; ,
the one where coupling constants of the SU 2);, and the U (1)y are equal. In particular, the
m atching scale is ower than the scale M ; ,, ie. the conventionalde nition ofthe uni cation
scale, in both m odels. Thus, the decay rate of the proton is higher than the conventional
estim ate, which usesM ; 2 18 GeV asthe GUT -gaugeboson m ass.



3 GaugeBoson M ass in the SU B)gyr U (2)y M odel

Let us now prooceed from the discussion at tree level to the next-to—Jeading-order analysis
In order to draw m ore precise predictions. To nd the proton-decay rate, it is necessary to
determm ine the m ass of the gauge boson, rather than the m atching scale. The GU T -gauge—
boson m ass enters the threshold corrections to the gauge coupling constants at the 1-doop
Jevel, and it can hence be discussed directly.

T he analysis in this article follow s the procedure described in [1]. F irst, the three gauge
coupling constants of the M SSM  are given In tem s of gauge coupling constants and other
param eters of GUT m odels. W e include 1-loop threshold corrections from the GUT -scale
soectra to the m atching equations. Then, we constrain the param eters of GUT m odels by
the three m atching equations: three param eters are determm ined, and other param eters are
left undetermm ined. T he free param eters, how ever, cannot be com pletely free when we require
that the GUT models be n a calculable regin e, ie. when a perturbation analysis is valid.
W e determ ne the calculabl region in the space of the fiee param eters and, as a resul, the
ranges of the G U T -gaugeboson m asses are obtained for the m odels.

In them nimal SU (5) SUSY-GUT m odel, for exam ple, there are four param eters. The
three gauge coupling constants of the M SSM detemm ine the coloured-H iggs 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 GU T -gaugeboson m ass and a coe cient of
the cubic coupling of the SU (B)gyradj. chirmlmuliplet In the superpotential [1]. Thus,
the m atching equations cannot detemm ine the G U T -gaugeboson m ass directly. T he cubic—
coupling coe cient is chosen as the fiee param eter, whik the G U T -gaugeboson m ass and
the uni ed gauge coupling constant are solved in tem s of the free param eter and the M SSM
gauge ocoupling constants. The free param eter, however, cannot be too large; otherw ise it
would inm ediately m ake itselfextrem ely Jarge In the renom alization-group evolution tow ard
the ultraviolt UV ).Thus, it isbounded from above, and its upper bound leads to the lower
bound ofthe G U T -gaugeboson m ass ofthe m inim al SU (5) m odel [1].

The SU G)gyr U N ) model N = 2 (or 3)) has ve (or six) param eters in the three
m atching equations of gauge coupling constants, as we see later. Thus, two (or three) pa-
ram eters are keft undeterm ned. The space of two (or three) fiee param eters is restricted
by requiring the perturbation analysis to be valid, just as In the analysis of the m nim al
SU () m odel. A s a result, the range of the G U T -gaugedoson m ass is obtained. T he crucial
di erence between the three m odels is that only the lower bound of the m ass is cbtained in



them nin al SU (5) m odel, whilke the upper bound is obtained both In the SU G)gyr U @)
m odeland in the SU B)gyr U @) model, asshown i the ollowing. TheSU G)eyr U Q)
m odel is analysed in this section, and the result ofthe SU (B)gyr U B) m odel is described
in section M.

3.1 Param eters of the M odel

The M SSM gauge coupling constants are given in tem s of param eters of the SU B)gyr
U (2)y modelat the 1-oop level as

1()— l(M) +3]n +4]nMG' 11)
3 GUT 2 M 2 M !

1 1 1 1 6 M g 4 M 3y

—() = M)+ — M)+ —h — +—h — +—h ;o (12)
2 GUT 2H 2 M 2 M 2 M3C
Loy = 2 (M)+§<M>+ 3_531n s B Mo (13)
1 GUT 1H 2 M 2 M ’

whereM and are renom alization points ofthe GUT m odeland M SSM , respectively. The
renom alization point M ischosen tobeabovetheGUT scaland tobe justbelow theGUT
scale. T he right-hand sides consist ofthe tree—Jevel contributions (the rst and second tem s)
in Egs. W){M), 1ZJoop renom alization and threshold corrections (the ram aining tem s).
G auge coupling constants are considered to be de ned in the DR schem e, and hence the
step-flinction approxin ation is valid In the 1-Joop threshold corrections [l]. Various m ass
param eters of the m odel enter the equations through the threshold corrections; M ¢ is the
GUT-gaugeboson mass, M 3y and M 3¢ arem asses of the SU (2);, ad j. vector m ultiplet and
chiralm ultiplet, respectively. T hese m ass param eters are given In tem s of the param eters
of the Lagrangian (at tree Jevel), as shown in Tabkl.

There are veparam etersoftheGUT m odelin the above three equations: M ¢ ,M 3y =M 3¢,
1= ,4,1= 15y and 1= gyr . Three ofthem are solved in tem s ofthe othertwo param etersand
ofthethreeM SSM gauge coupling constants. T he othertw o param eters are left undeterm ined
forthemoment. W etakeM ¢ and M 3y =M 3¢ as the two Independent free param eters. T hen
three others, namely gyt Mg), 28 Mg)and 14 M g ), are determ ined through Egs. [l {
M) by sstting = M = M . Another param eter of them odel, (on)%=@ ), isalo
expressed In tem sof ;5 M), gur M) and M 3y =M ¢ :

L me)- ! CMw P (14)
28 ¢ om Mg)+ gur Mg) M 3¢ ’

°The Iower bound also exists in thism odel




3.2 Param eter R egion of the M odel

Let us now detem Ine the param eter region in the param eter space spanned by M 5 and
M 3y =M 3¢ . W e require that the perturbation analysis be valid; it is necessary that all the
coupling constants in them odelbe nite In the renom alization-group evolution toward the
UV, at least within the range of spectrum of the m odel. To be m ore explicit, the coupling
constants 53 ™M ), o,y M), 2; ™M) w™M) 5M)and 1; M ) are required to be nite
In the renom alization-group evolution, at least whik the renom alization point M is below
the heaviest particke ofthem odel. W e use thisnecessary condition to determm ine the param eter
region. Here and hereafter, we adopt the follow Ing notation:

(20)” ° () () 0 (1)
2H 4 ’ 2H 4 4 1H 4 ’ 1H 4 . (15)

First, we use the 1-loop renom alization-group equation'® to determ ine the param eter
region. R enom alization-group equations of this m odel are listed in appendix ll. The result
is shown in the left panel of Fig. M. The param eter region is given by the shaded region
In theM ¢ { M 3y =M 3¢ ) plane. The analysis is based on the value of 3 ( ) calculated from

F"@ M ;)= 0:1212, ie. the value Jarger than the centralvalueby 2 . The reason for this
choice is explained shortly.

The result in the Jft panel is understood intuitively as follow s. F irst, the param eter M 4
isbounded from above (from the right ofthe panel). It is quite a natural consequence, since
it is consistent w ith the rough estim ate of the m atching scale in subsection . Secondly,
the param eter region is bounded also from below . It is also a natural consequence because
of the ©llow ing reason. The beta function of the superpotential coupling ,; i Eq. [l)
In plies that this coupling constant In m ediately becom es Jarge unless its contribution to the
beta function is cancelled by those from gauge Interactions. T hus, the param eter space w ith

o oy » which is aln ost equivalent to M 3y M 3¢, is excluded.

W e adopt the valie DS“_S"@ M ;) = 0:1212 for the value of the QCD coupling constant,
rather than the usual central value F;(S’ M ;) = 0:1172, because this allbws M , 5 to be
larger. In tum, this allow s the excluded region to be an aller, and hence the upper bound for

the G U T -gaugeboson m ass becom es m ore conservative w ith this choice.

10T he beta finction of ,, M ) dependsalsoon ,, M ), .4 M )and ,, M ). Thus, the beta finction
cannot be calculated w ithout the values of those coupling constants. T heir values, how ever, are not deter-
m ined through the 1-loop m atching equations W) { M®) . T herefore, we set them in the beta fiunction as 0,
so that ,; M ) becom es large as slow ly as possible in the evolution to the UV . This m akes the excluded
param eter space an aller and m akes our analysis m ore conservative.



W e further nclude 2-loop e ects in the beta fiinctions of the gauge coupling constants®? .

T he renom alization-group equations for the gauge coupling constants are listed in appendix

M. The2-Joop e ectsalso becom e in portant at generic points ofthe param eter space, because

the 1-loop beta functions of the gauge coupling constants are accidentally an all everyw here

on the param eter space'?. The hitial values of the 2-loop renom alization-group evolution,
0

ie. values at the m atching scale M = M 5, are not determ ined for 2;, g and  ;; from
the m atching equations [ll) { @) . T hus, we set their values as

0 0
2H — 2m 7/ 1H > 18— 1lH7 @e)

when the renom alization pont M is at M ¢ . A lthough we should have varied also these
values as free param eters, we believe that the resul of our analysis isnot a ected very m uch
by changing these values; the reason is explained in appendix . T he right panelofFig. Ml is
the param eter region determm ined in this analysis.

T he right panel of F ig. ll show s that the param eter space wih M sy M3, ie. oy

oy » 38 further excluded, and the only surviving param eter region is around the line ofM 5y /
M, e, o5 oy - It is clear, as shown below, why this region and only this region
survives. Let us neglect, for the m om ent, the renom alization e ects from the SU SQ)gyr
gauge interaction; the SU (B)gyr gauge coupling constant is an aller than those ofthe SU (2)y
and the U (1)y interactions. Then, one can see that the 2-loop part of the beta functions of
s and 1y are proportionalto ( .y 2;10) ) and ( 1m 1;10) ). Thus, the renom alization

e ects from .,y and 1y are com pletely cancelled'® by 2;10) and 1;10) jist in that region.

T he cancellation In the 2-loop beta functions isdue to the N = 2)-SUSY structure In the
G U T -sym m etry-breaking sector [, i, B]; the beta functions of gauge coupling constants
vanish at two loops and higher in perturbative expansion In the N = 2 SUSY gauge theories

]. Therefore, the ram aining region at the 2-loop level survives even if higher-loop e ects
are inclided In the beta functions.

T he renom alization-group evolution is detemm ined by the 1-loop beta functions on the
N = 2)-SUSY line ,4 oy @hen the SU (B)gyr Interaction is neglected). T herefore,
we oconsider that the point In the param eter space Indicated by an arrow in the right panel
of Fig. Ml gives a conservative upper bound ofM g . W e also consider that the upper bound

S0 ocbtained is a good approxin ation of the m axinum value ofM ¢, although the param eter

1IN ote that the beta fiinctions are schem e-independent up to two Joops r gauge coupling constants, w hilke
only up to one loop for coupling constants in the superpotential.

12p t 1-doop order, the beta fiilnction of ,y isgiven asa resul of cancellation between vector loop 3Tg = 6
and chiralloop Tz = 8.

13H ere, we assum e that Eqgs. [l are also satis ed.



region becom es thinner and thinnerasM ¢ increases; see appendix [l ©r a detailed discussion.
T heoretical uncertainties in this determ ination of the conservative upper bound ofM ; are
discussed in subsection M. A related discussion is also ound in appendix M.

Now that we know that the upper bound is obtained on the N = 2)-SUSY line, it is
possble to obtain the upperbound ofM ; w ithout num erical analysis. Indeed, the ollow Ing
two facts m ake the analysis very sinple; M ¢ is essentially the only free param eter on the
line, and the 1-Joop renom alization-group evolution is a good approxin ation there.

T he gauge coupling constant .y isgiven atM ¢ by

1 4 M g

— = —m
on Mg) 2 My 3

a7

through the m atching equations ) and M), where a threshold correction proportional

tO NM 3y=M 3¢ ) is neglected owng to the N = 2 SUSY.Here, M, 3 is de ned so that

sM, 3) = ,2M, 3). The gauge coupling constant ,43 so detem ined should not be too
large because

1 , 1 2, My

on ™ 3v) o M) 2 Mg

It ©llows only from the equaliy in M) that @ )= .y M)~ 3:7; note that M 5y =M ¢
can be expressed In tem sof .,y and gyt - Thus, the upper bound ofM ; is given by

> 0: 18)

2

MG’e42H(MG)M2 3<6%M2 3’ 040 M, 3 (19)

3.3 Uncertainties in the U pper Bound of the G augeB oson M ass

Here, we estin ate uncertainties in our prediction of the upper bound of the GUT -gauge-
boson m ass. Uncertainties arising from our analysis ofthe GUT m odel are discussed In this
subsection, w hile uncertainties arising from low -energy physics are discussed in section WM.

F irst, we ocus on the e ects from the SU (5)gyr interaction. They have been neglected!®
in the discussion of the previous subsection, but they do contrilbute to the 2-loop beta func-
tions; In addition, the higher-Joop contrbutions from .3 and ,; no longer cancel because
the SU (B)guyr Interaction does not presesrve N = 2 SUSY . T hus, the renom alization-group
evolution is changed and the detem ination of the upper bound is a ected. The SU O)guyr
interaction contributes to the beta function of ,; in Eq. M) by lessthan 10% ofthe 1-Joop

14\3.7" is aIm ost independent ofthe SUSY threshold correctionsto the M SSM gauge coupling constants.
15T hey are not neglected in the num erical analysis in Fig. ll.
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contribution!®. Thus, the value of .5 M ¢ ) orthe upperbound value ofM s is not changed
by 105 (secEq. ). As a resul, the upper bound of M ¢ is not m odi ed by a factor of
more than e@ =@ 2z Mg)) ( 10%) 10 004

Second, the perturbative expansion would not converge when the t Hooft coupling
2 ,m=@ ) exceedsuniyy. Ikt is In possible to extract any de nite statem ent on the renom ali-
zation-group evolution when the perturbative expansion is not valid. H owever, m ost of the
renom alization-group evolution is in the perturbative regime, ie. @ =@ 24)) > 1, shcewe
know that 4@ =@ ,5))Mg) " 3{7 Porthe upperbound value ofM ¢ . T hus, we consider that
the perturbation analysis In the previous subsection is fairly reliable.

T hird, non-perturbative contrbutions are also expected in the beta functions, and they
m Ight not be neglected since the gauge coupling constants are relatively large in thism odel.
They'” are expected to be of the orm ]

1 = @ — = == 4 Mog = 7, 20
> n () > G g 20)

n=1

where ¢,’s are num erical factors of the order of uniy. Each contrbution com es from n-
Instantons. Here, we neglected perturbative and non-perturbative contributions through
wave-fiinction renom alizations of hyperm ultiplets. This is because hyperm ultiplets of N =

2 SUSY gauge theories are protected from any radiative corrections [l]. W e see that the
non-perturbative e ects given above are not signi cant when the renom alization point is

around the GUT scale, since
4 == 5
@u) e =7 5 10 1: (21)

So far, the analysis isbased on a renom alizable theory. H ow ever, the Y ukaw a couplings of
quarks and charged Jptons are given by non-renom alizable operators in M) . A nother non-
renom alizable operator is also necessary to acoount for the fact that the Yukawa coupling
constants of strange quark and muon are not uni ed In a sin ple m anner. Those operators,
however, a ect the gauge coupling constants through renom alization group only at higher—
loop kevels. M oreover, they are not relkevant to the renom alization-group ow (say, In the
sense of W ilsonian renom alization group) exospt near the cuto scale M . These are the
reasons w hy we neglected the e ects of those operators.

165ee appendix ll Hrm ore details.
"W e thank Tohru Eguchi Hrbringhg this issue to our attention.
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T here m ay be, however, a non-renom alizable operator

00 D E] 1
1

Q0
W =2trl€ —+c——Ay|W W A; @2)

4g? M 2
which directly m odi es the m atching equations of the gauge coupling constants at tree evel.
E xactly the sam e analysis as in subsections [l and [l tells us that the upper bound ofM g

given n Eq. (19) ismodi ed® into
Mc <040 10°%% ¢ M, 5; 23)

as long as c” ( 37=(® )+ 14=9 = cur))=12 "' Ode+ 13 6= cutr); here, 4
(v g)=a) M1 2)’ (0.03{0.01).

4 GaugeBoson M ass in the SU B)gyr U (3)y M odel

4.1 Param eter Region ofthe M odel

The sam e analysis as in section Wl is perform ed for the SU (5)gyr U () model. The 1-loop
m atching equations in thism odel, which are quite sin ilarto Egs. [lll) { M), are ound in H].
T he particle spectrum around the GUT scale, which com es Into the threshold corrections, is
summ arized in TabkMl.

T here are six param eters in them atching equations: M ¢ ,M gy =M gc , 1= guyr, 1= 33, and
1= 15, Jastas n the SU G)gyr U @) model, and M g M 5 =M é . Three of them are xed
through the m atching equations, and the other three are left undetemm Ined. W e take M ¢,
Mgy=Mgc and My My =M é as the three free param eters. T he space of these param eter is
restricted by requiring that all the coupling constants 3y ™ ), 3H(0), 1w ™M) and lH(O) be

nie In the renom alization-group evolution toward the UV, at least w ithin the range ofthe
soectrum . q

The param eter region is shown in Fig.lM; only the My My =M 2) = 10°7 cross section
is described, and hence the region is described In theM ¢ { M gv =M ¢ ) plane. This analysis is
based on the value of 5 ( ) that is caloulated from "5/ M , ) = 0:1132, ie. a value su aller
than the centralvalue by 2 . This isbecause i m akes our analysis m ore conservative. The

param eter region obtained by the 1-loop renomm alization group is show n asthe shaded area In

18C ontrbutionsto Eqs. Hl) { M) are, Hrexample, c 16 0:024' 12 catthepoint i the param eter
space indicated by an arrow in Fig. .
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Fig.M. The region isbounded from the right and from the kft, which is again consistent w ith
the rough estim ate of the m atching scale given in subsection . T he region is also bounded
from below just for the sam e reason as in subsection . The param eter region distant
from the N = 2)-SUSY line'® Mgy / M g isexcluded when 2-loop e ects are included?® in
the beta finctions of the gauge coupling constants; the 2-loop contributions have signi cant
e ects com pared with 1-loop e ects, because the 1-doop beta function of ;3 accidentally
vanishes. T he 1-doop renom alization-group evolution is reliable on the N = 2)-SUSY lne,
the thick line in F ig.M, and hence the pojrcllts Indicated by A ) and B) give the upper and the
lower bound ofM ¢, respectively, in the My My =M Z) = 10°2 cross section. The upper
and the Iowerbound ofM ; ofthem odelare them axinum and them inimum value thatM g
takesat @A) and (B), respectively, when the ram aining parameter M y M z =M é) is varied.
Sihce it is evident from the gure that the lower bound of M ; leads to too fast a proton
decay, we focus In the llow Ing only on the upper bound ofM g .

4.2 Uncertainties in the U pper Bound of the G augeB oson M ass

In this subsection, we estim ate uncertainties in the prediction ofthe upperbound oftheGUT -
gaugeboson m ass cbtained In the previous subsection. T he uncertainties that originate from
Jow -energy physics, how ever, are discussed in section M.

F irst, we discuss the e ects of the Interactions that violate the N = 2 SUSY. The
SU (5)gur gauge interaction and the cubic couplings in the fourth line of M) are the sources
of the violation ofthe N = 2 SUSY . Those interactions change the 1-loop-exact evolution
of N = 2 SUSY gauge theories. The change in the upper bound of M ; comes’! from the
change in the evolution of 14, because the upper bound was determ Ined by the running of

1z In the absence of N = 2)-SU SY breaking. The beta function of 4 is changed at m ost
by a faw per cent??, which leads to the change of the upper bound ofM ; by a factor of at

TheN = 2 SUSY isenhanced i the GUT -sym m etry-breaking sector when

g " 1w ()i g’ om0 )i ©4)

are satis ed and h,ho, cuT areneglected i, 0, 211
20| e set the mitialvaluies M = M g) of coupling constants that are not determ ined by the m atching
1 . 0 0
equation as follow s: h = ho; = i = o= 25)
T his choice m akes the renom alization-group evolution the m ost stable.
21 e con 1 ed that the change in the evolution of 3y is not so signi cant as to m ake the niteness of
3z amore severe condition than that of 1y .
22This estin ate com es from the ratio between the 1-loop contrbution and the SU (S)gyr contribution
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most 10 %91,

Second, one can see from them atching equations ] ofthism odelthat the gauge coupling
constants sz and 15 are not so large as to nvalidate the perturbative expansion when the
coloured-H iggs particlkes are m oderately heavier than the G U T -gaugeboson m ass; only one
threshold correction from the coloured-H iggs particles is su cient to keep both coupling
constants w ithin the perturbative regin e. N on-perturbative e ects are not in portant at all
In such a region.

F inally, a non—renom alizable operator that corresponds to [ll) may also exist in this
m odel. Such an operator, if it exists, contributes to the m atching equations at tree level. In
its presence, we can perform exactly the sam e analysis as In the previous subsection. The
result of this analysis is presented in section l.

5 Conservative U pper Bound of P roton Lifetim e

T he analysis in sectionsill and Ml presented the way ofextracting the upperbound ofthe GU T —
gaugeboson m ass forboth m odels. T he lifetin e ofthe proton through the G U T -gaugefoson
exchange isgiven [1]] In tem s ofM ¢ as

|
0015cev? ° 25 2 1 S Y D

H g 25 gyr Mg) 10*G ev

! %)’ 10 10° yrs; (26)
where 5 is a hadron m atrix elem ent®® calculated with Jattice quenched QCD ] ( 4 =

0015 0001 G&V?) renom alized at 23 GeV and Ay ’ 25 a renom alization factor ofthe
din ension-six proton-decay operators [1]; Agr consists of a short-distance part,AliSD) r 21,
which com es from the renom alization between the GU T scal and the electroweak scale, and
a ong-distance part*?, AR(LD) ’ 12, from the renom alization between the electroweak scale

at two loops. Note also that the 4 =4 ) contrbution has a sign opposite to that of the SU G)gyr
contribution.
23The hadron m atrix element ; isde ned by hvac:jlug dr )up P®)i= xu ®). This is related to another
matrix elementW (¢ 0:15 0:02 G&V¥) through
p——= W; @7)
2f
whereW isde nedby lmm h 0 E)jurdr )ur PR)i= W u®) ,and £ isthepion decay constant 2f = 130 5
p! 0

Mev 27)).

24The num ericalcoe cient ofthe mm ula ofthe lifetin e adopted in [#¥] isdi erent from the one in Eq. @)
In this article. T his isbecause the orm ula In Y] isbased In plicitly on Ag / 3:6 In 2], whose value is the
e ect of renom alization between the GUT scale and 1 G &V . It was therefore lncorrect, in [21], to use at the
sametineAyr ’ 3:6 renom alized at 1 G&V and the hadron m atrix elem ent In 28] renom alized at 2.3 G&V .
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and23Ge&V @Ag = AfD) té{“D)).Wenotetheexpression ofAfD) . ] for Jater convenience:

! 4=3 I 3=2 | 23=30

;\SD)= c Myg) P L Myg) P27 y Mz) P :; 28)
cM™Mg) 1 Mg) y Mg)

A

wherel (1= 1;2;3) are coe cients of the 1-loop beta finctions of the three gauge coupling
constants of the M SSM . The renom alization from Yukawa coupling constants is om itted
because ise ect isnegligbl.

T hreshold corrections from SUSY particles are of the sam e order as those from the par-
ticles around the GUT scale. The 2-loop e ects In the renom alization-group evolution
between the electroweak scale and the GUT scale are also of the sam e order. T herefore, the
two above e ects should be taken into consideration In deriving predictions on the GUT -
gaugeboson m ass (and hence on the lifetin e of the proton) . This in plies, In particular, that
the predictions depend on the soectrum of SUSY partickes. W e present the predictions on
the upper bound of the lifetin e of the proton as a function of SU SY -breaking param eters
of the m SUGRA boundary condition in subsection . P redictions can be cbtained also
for other SU SY particke soectra such as that of gaugem ediated SUSY breaking (subsection
). Subsection M discusses how the predictions are changed when there are vector-lke
SU B)gyrmulipltsat a scake below the GUT scalk.

51 mSUGRA SUSY Threshold C orrections

Let us st consider the SUSY particlke spectrum detem 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 SOFTSUSY 1.7 code ] for this purpose.
T hese coupling constants are evolved up to the GU T scale through the 2-Jloop renom alization
group. They are used as input in the left-hand sides of, say, Eqgs. [l){ @), to obtain a
prediction of the upper bound ofthe G U T -gaugeboson m ass. The universal scalarm assm g
and the universal gaugiho mass m ;—, are varied, while we x the other param eters of the
m SUGRA boundary condition®*;tan = 10:0,A, = 0GeV, and the sign ofthe param eter
is the standard one.

The kft panel of Fig. B is a contour plot on the m ¢ {m 1, plane, describing the upper
bound of the proton lifetine :n the SU G)gyr U @) model, where we st the unknown
coe cient ¢ of the non-renom alizable operator (22) to zero. The QCD ocoupling constant

25T his is because changes In these param eters did not change the result at allas in ).
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F"(E” M ;) = 0:1212 is used, so that the upper bound becom es m ore conservative. O ne
can see that this upper bound ranges over (14{32) 10° yrs. Notioce that the m,, m 1-,)
dependence of the proton lifetin e arises alm ost only through the variation ofM , 3 (e Eqg.
). Indeed, the contours of the upper bound of the lifetin e in the lft panel of Fig. B
behave in the sam e way as those of M , ; in the upperJeft panel of F ig. .

Tt isnow easy to see how much the prediction is changed when we adopt the central value
ofthe QCD coupling constant, M_S;(5’ M ;)= 0:172. Since the choice ofthe QCD coupling
constant directly changes M , 3, It severely a ects the upper bound of M ¢ in this m odel
M , ;3 is decreased by a factore b3 b2 G T , and the lifetin e is shortened by a factor
e? 09287 02.Wecon med that the upper bound of the lifetin e doesnot exceed 1 103
yrs even when the SU SY -breaking param etersm ( and m 1, are varied up to 2000 G&V ifwe
adopt the centralvalue of the QCD coupling constant.

The hadron matrix element y In ], which has a statistical error 5 = 0015
0:001G &V 3, does not include a system atic error (eg. an error due to the quenched approxi-
m ation) . Reference 1] estin ates that the system atic error is about 50% , which leads to an
uncertainty in the lifetin e of a factor of 2.

T herefore, the conservative upper bound isoughly < 6 102 yrs, where we explbit the
uncertainties in the SUSY threshold corrections, in the value ofthe QCD ooupling constant
and in the hadron m atrix elem ent. Thus, the prediction does not contradicts the experi-
m ental ower bound from SuperK am iockande (! %)~ 5 10° yrs (90% C L. W] at
thism om ent?®, yet the Jarge portion of the param eter region is already excluded. M oreover,

one can expect that the uncertainties orighating from Ilow-energy physics w ill be reduced
in the future. Thus, further accum ulation of data in SuperK am iokande and the next gen-—
eration of water€ erenkov detectors w ill be sure either to exclude this m odel w ithout the
non—renom alizable operator [l), or to detect the proton decay.

Now, we m ove to consider the SU (5)gyr U (34 model. The right panelofFig. Wl is a
contour plot on them o {m -, plane, describing the upper bound of the proton lifetin e In the
SU B)gyr U By model. The QCD coupling constant I‘Sﬁ"@ ™M ,)= 01132 isused. The
upper bound of the proton lifetin e ranges over (1{5) 10° yrson them SUGRA param eter
soace that is not excluded by the LEP ITbound on the lightest-H iggsioson m ass.

Let us now see how mudh the above prediction is changed by uncertainties related to
the QCD . First, the follow ing observation is In portant in discussing the e ect from the

26The lifetin e listed in Mllis ! %e")” 16 103 yrs (90% C L.), based on a paper ] published in
1998.
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uncertainty in the value of the QCD ooupling constant. The behaviour of the contours of
the upperbound ofthe lifetin e, and hence of the G U T -gaugedoson m ass has, in thism odel,
strong correlations w ith that of M ; , presented in the upperright panelofFig.ll. We nd
an em pirical relation

Mg<060 M; ,: 29)

T hus, the upper bound does not depend on the value of the QCD coupling constant very
mudh, shce M ; , isnot a ected very much. Seoond, the uncertainty In the hadron fom

factor is comm on to both m odels. Therefore, the m ost conservative upper bound of the
proton lifstin e is roughly < 10%¢ yrs in thism odel. Tn particular, the proton decay m ight
not be w ithin the reach of the next generation of experim ents.

52 Threshold C orrections from Various SU SY -P article Spectrum

G augem ediated SUSY breaking (GM SB) is one of the highly m otivated m odels of SUSY
breaking. The spectrum ofthe SUSY particks is di erent from that ofthem SUGRA SUSY
breaking, and m oreover, there are extra SU (5)¢yr charged particlkes as m essengers. Thus,
the predictions on the proton lifetine are di erent from those In the case of m SUGRA
SUSY breaking. W e discuss the e ects of the di erence In the SUSY -particle spectra in
this subsection. A possble change of predictions due to the existence of extra particles is
discussed in the next subsection.

T he ranges of the G U T -gaugeboson m asses is di erent for di erent SU SY -particle soec—
tra, yet the di erence only arises from the di erence in the two energy scales M , 3 and
M ; ,: the energy scale where the SU (2);, and SU (3). ooupling constants becom e the sam e
and where those of U (1)y and SU (2);, becom e the sam e, respectively. The upper bound of
M s isgiven in temm sofM , ; through Eq. ) n the SU B)gyr U @) model, and in tem s
ofM ; , through Eq. ) inh the SU B)guyr U @) model

Figurell showshow M, ;5 and M ; , vary over the param eter space of the GM SB. The
param eter space is spanned by tw o param eters: an overallm ass scale ofthe SUSY breaking
In the M SSM sector and the m essenger m ass M , es- W € assum e that the m essenger sector
consists of one pair of SU B)gyr —(G+ 5 ) representations. G augino m asses are given by

meg = 4— 1+ 0 i= 1;2;3) (30)

m ess

at the threshold M ,os. W e calculate the SUSY particke spectrum , the SUSY threshold
corrections to the M SSM gauge coupling constants and the renom alization-group evolution
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to the m essenger scale using the code [l]. W e include contrlbutions from the m essenger
particles Into the beta functions in the renom alization-group evolution from the m essenger
scal to the GUT scale. M, 3 and M ; , are obtained and are shown in Fig. . Tt is clear
from Fig. M that the ranges of M , 3 and M ; , are aln ost the same in the m SUGRA and
GM SB param eter spaces. T herefore, we conclude that there is little e ect that com es purely
from the di erence between the SU SY particle spectra ofthem SUGRA and GM SB.

T he gaugino m asses satisfy the GUT reltion in both them SUGRA and GM SB spectra,
which m ay be the reason why M , 3 and M ; , are aln ost the sam e In the two spoectra. The
gaugino m ass spectrum , however, m ight not satisfy the GUT relation?’. Even in this case,
we can obtain the upperbound ofthe lifetin e through M , ; forthe SU G)guyr U @) model
and through M ; , forthe SU G)gyr U Bk model

53 VectorLike SU (O)gyr™M ultiplet at Low Energy

There are several m otivations to consider charged particles in vector-like representations,
whosem asses are of the order ofthe SU SY -breaking scale oran intermm ediate scale. M essenger
particles are necessary in the GM SB m odels, and the anom aly cancellation of the discrete R
symm etry also requires 1] extra particles such as SU (B)gyr—G+5 ).

T here are three e ects on the proton lifetin e In the presence of these particles. The st
two e ectscom e from the change In the values ofthe uni ed coupling constant gy: and the
renom alization factor Ay of the proton-decay operators. F irst, the uni ed gauge coupling
constant is larger In the presence ofnew particles, and hence the decay rate isenhanced. T hen,
the lifetin e is shortened by a factor not am aller than 0.66 when a vector-like pair SU O)gyrt —
(5+ 5 ) exists at an energy scale not lower than 1 TeV . Second, the renom alization factor
Ay is changed by such a vector-like pair only in its short-distance part. The new expression

(SD)

forA; " isnow given by

! 4=3 ! 3=2 I 23=30

AGD) _ cMy) ¢ rMg) T y Mg) 7

5 c M) L ™) ¢ M)
cM) T M) T M) o)
cMg) p Mg) ¢y Mg) ’

whereM isthem ass scale ofthe vector-lke pair. W e ndthatAF({SD) ncreases from 21025

27G augio m asses w ithout the GUT relation are not unnatural at all in the product-group uni cation
m odels we discuss In this article 2J].
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asthemass scale M decreases from the GUT scale to 1 TeV . T hus, the lifetin e is shortened
by a factor not am aller than 0.71 because of the renom alization factor.

The third e ect isdue to threshold corrections from the vector-like particlkes. T he triplets
and doublets In the vectordike pair 5+ 5 are expected to have di erent m asses, jist as the
bottom quark and tau Jlpton do. The triplets w illbe heavier than the doublkts by

[

C M5+5 ) ; (32)

Moo cM™Mg)

which increases from 1.0 to 21 as the mass scale M 5,5 of a vectorldke pair SU O)gyr—
(5+5 ) decreases from the GUT scak to 1 TeV . The upper bound of the proton lifetim e
in the SU O)gyr U @) modelbecom es tighter by a factor M 54+ =M 343 )> 048 asM , 3
is decreased by a factor M 545 =M 5,3 ); In the SU G)gur U (B) model, nstead, it is
Joosened by a factor M 343 M 54, )27 < 12 asM; , is ncreased.

T he proton decay is, thus, enhanced by allthree e ects In the SU (B)gyr U Q) model;
the lifetin e is shortened by a factor of 022 when SU (B)gyr—(G+5 ) existsat 1 TeV . The rate
isenhanced also in the SU B)gyr U 3y m odel; the lifetim e is shortened by a factor of0.56.

6 Conclusions and D iscussion

W e analysed the proton-decay am plitude in a class of models of SUSY GUTs: SU SQ)guyr

UN ) modelswih N = 2;3. D in ension— ve proton-decay operators are com plktely for-
bidden, and hence the gaugeboson exchange is the process that dom inates the proton decay.
W e ound that the gaugedboson m ass is bounded from above by

Mq;<040 10°% ¢ M, , (33)
in the SU G)gyr U @) modeF® and by
M;<060 10°%°¢ M;, (34)

ntheSU B)gyr U By model. Here,M , 3 M ; ,) denotesan energy scale where SU (2);, and
SU 3)c U (1)y and SU 2);,) gauge coupling constants are equal, respectively. In the right-
hand sides, ¢ are coe cients of non—renom alizable operator () in the SU G)gyr U @)
m odel and of the one that corresponds to ) in the SU G)gyr U @) model. I is quite

28T his expression r the upper bound ofM ¢ isvald as ongasc” 046+ 13 (= gyz)-
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In portant to note that the upper bound was cbtained In these m odels (for xed c), which
leads to the upper bound of the lifetim e. A though the gaugeboson m asses are bounded
also from below In the latterm odel, the lower bound is ofno im portance. This isbecause it
predicts a lifetin e m uch shorter than the lower bound cbtained so far from experim ents.

The ocoe cients ¢ directly a ect the gauge coupling uni cation, and hence they appear
In the above fomulae. One will see Jater that they are the largest source of uncertainties
in the upper bound of the lifetin e if ¢ are of the order of unity. A though there m ay be an
extra (proken) symm etry or any dynam ics that suppress the non-renom alizabl operators,
we Jeave ¢ In the form ulae for generic cases.

Tn section M, we brie y m entioned two other classes ofm odels of SUSY G U T s constructed
In urdim ensional spacetine. Let us m ake a brief summ ary on the m ass of the gauge
bosons of such m odels before we proceed to a discussion of the lifetim e.

Letus rst discuss the gaugeboson m ass in them odels n [, ], The spectrum around
the GUT scale consists of three ((adj.1)° + 1,ad9)?%)’sand two ((3,2) *° + he.)’s ofthe
M SSM gauge group, In addition to the GUT gauge boson. Param eters of the m odels allow
a spectrum where the m atter particles are lighter than the GUT gauge boson. Then, 1-loop
threshold corrections from such a spectrum im ply that the G U T -gaugeboson m ass is heavier
than the energy scale of approxin ate uni cation [1]. T herefore, no upperbound is virtually
obtained In the models n [, B]. A lower bound m ight be obtained, yet no fiill study
hasbeen done so far. N on-renom alizable operators In the gauge kinetic fuinctions a ect the
m atching equations jist as In our analysis.

On the contrary, in the m odels In [ ]], non-renom alizable operators do not a ect the
m atching equations and, m oreover, the m ass of the GUT gauge boson is an aller than the
energy scale where the three gauge coupling constants are approxin ately uni ed:

Mg "M unifs 33)

where M ¢ M, 3 M; ,, a snallparam eter of the order of 10 * and a the charge of
a eld whose VEV breaks the SU O)gyr symmetry down to SU 3)c SU 2} U @) . Thus,
M ¢ is fairly an all in the m odels. T he upper bound would be cbtained once amodel ( and
a, In particular) is xed. T he SuperK am iokande experin ent already puts constraints on the
choice of and a. The proton decays also through din ension— ve operators, although these
operators can be suppressed in som e m odels in this class.

T hus, the ranges of the proton lifetin e of those m odels lie in the follow Ing order:

D aim 6 SU Gdur U @w)< (U OBkyr URw)< @ ED: (36)
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H owever, the ranges would have certain am ount of overlap between one ancther, and hence
it would be in possible to single out am odelonly from the decay rate ofthe proton. D etailed
Inform ation on the branching ratio of various decay m odes does not help for that puyoose
either; the decay is induced in allthe above m odels’® by one and the sam €° m echanisn : the
gaugeboson exchange.

Even ifnom odelcan be singlkd out, one can, and one w illbe abl to exclude som e of the
m odels on the basis of experin ental results currently available and obtained in the future,
respectively. W e sum m arize, in the follow ing, the upper bound of the proton lifetin e for the
SU G)gyr U Q) modeland the SU B)gyr U @) model. &t would also be of in portance
if one nds an upper bound and a lower bound of the lifetine .n models In 1] and In

, 8, ], respectively.

Now the proton lifetin e is bounded from above by

!
Moo s 0015GeV 1 7 2502

10158G eV j 25 cyr  Ag

! %")<4a1 10° NEeS

37)
In the SU B)gyr U @Y model. The largest uncertainty In this prediction com es from the
value of c. Another from the system atic error in . No estin ate is avaibbl for the value
of c. The eror in y is not studied very mudch, yet the lifetin e is changed by a factor of
(0.5{2) ifthe conservative estin ate in IM] is adopted®’ . T he experin ental value of the Q CD
coupling constant F;G’ M ; ) changes the prediction through the changeinM , ;. Theupper
bound is changed by a factor of (0.15{5.9) when the coupling constant isvariedby 2 error
determ ined by experin ents. T he threshold corrections from SUSY particles also changes the
prediction through the change in M , ;. They change M , ; typically from 10*°77 GeV to
10*°*°% G eV, and hence the upper bound is changed by a factor of (0.75{2.5). T herefore, the
theoretical upper bound exceeds the experin ental owerbound ( ! %)~ 5 102 yrs;
90% C L. only when®*? allthe low -energy uncertainties are exploited. See section [l for the
uncertainties that arise In the way of our analysis.

29T he proton decay can be induced by the gaugeboson exchange also n SUSY-GUT m odels in higher-
din ensional spacetim e [,[]]. T he branching ratio of variousm odes can be di erent [+%,0] from the standard
one In those m odels.

30Tf the din ension— ve decay is not the dom inant process in the last class ofm odels.

31W e presented a num erical value of the upper bound of the proton lifetin e in the abstract of this article.
T hese tw o uncertainties are not inclided there, since it is in possble to m ake a precise estin ate of them at
thism om ent. The follow Ing two uncertainties, on the other hand, are included in obtaining the num erical
valie in the abstract.

32T his statem ent holds as long as the non—renom alizable operator ) isneglcted, ie. as bngasc 1.
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T he lifetin e is shortened by a factor not am aller than 022 if SU G)gyr -G+ 5 ) exists at
low energy. T he threshold corrections from these particles contriboute by a factor not an aller
than 047 through the change n M , 3, and the changesin gyr and In Az contribute by fac—
torsnot an aller than 0.66 and 0.71, respectively. T hus, those partickesat 1 TeV would hardly
be reconciled w ith the experin etalbound w ithout incorporating the non-renom alizable op—
erator ).

T he lifetin e isbounded from above by

My, Y 00156ev® 2 1 2 25 ?

1 %)y<2a 16° ——=— 10 = yrs (38
© ) 10165G ev . 25 ou. A, Y= 69

in the SU B)gyr U By model. Uncertainties arise™ from ¢ and y as in the previous
m odel. The value ofthe Q CD coupling constant is not relevant to the prediction. The SU SY
threshold corrections changes the upper bound typically by a factor of (040{25) asM ;
changes from 10'°2° Gev to 10°*° Gev.

T he lifetin e is shortened by a factor not an aller than 0.56 in the presence of SU G)guyr —
(5+5 ) below the GUT scalk. The decay is m ore enhanced as theirm ass is smaller. The
enhancem ent factor 056 when themass is1 TeV ) consists of suppression factor 12, which
com es from M ; , changed by threshold corrections of these particles, and enhancem ent fac-
tors 0.66 and 0.71 respectively from gyr and Ag .
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A R enom alization-G roup E quations

In this section, renom alization-group equations of coupling constants ofthem odels are listed.
SU BO)guyr U 24 m odel

33T hey are not included in obtaining the num erical value in the abstract jist ©r the sam e reason as i the
previousm odel.
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B N = 2 SUSY and Infrared-F ixed
R enom alization-G roup F low

Particle contents In the GU T -sym m etry-breaking sector of the SU B)gyr U ) m odelcan
be regarded asmultiplets ofthe N = 2 SUSY ], and N = 2 SUSY is enhanced In this
sector /] when the SU (5)gyr gauge interaction is neglected and coupling constants satisfy

G’ w ()i B ' oam ( Gw): (52)
One can see In the right panel of F ig. ll that the param eter region survives in the presence of
the 2-loop e ectsonly when the N = 2 SUSY is approxin ately preserved; the M 3y ' M 3¢

@

Ine isequivalent to 3 * ,3 when the SU (O)gyr gauge Interaction is neglected.

Thisisnota coincidence. In any gaugetheory with N = 2 SU SY , gauge coupling constants
are renom alized only at the 1-loop kvel [l]. Anom alous din ensions of hypem uliplets
vanish ] at all orders in perturbative expansion, and even non-perturbatively. T herefore,
the param eter allowed in the 1-doop analysis is stillallowed when N = 2 SUSY is preserved
even after the 2-loop e ects have also been taken Into acocount.

The band of the region around the (N = 2)-SUSY line alm ost becomes a line as M ¢
becom es larger. For param eters above that line, the .y coupling constant becom es large at
a renom alization point Iowerthan M 3y , while forparam etersbelow the Ine, the ,; coupling
becom es large at a renom alization point lower than M ¢ ; a viable set of param eters was not
found for large M ¢ even on the line n our num erical calculation. Tt does not m ean, how ever,
that the param eter does not exist at allon the N = 2)-SUSY line M 3y ' M 3¢ ) for large
Mg, as sen below. The N = 2)-SUSY relations [ are not only renom alization-group
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Invariant but also nfrared (IR )— xed relations of the renom alization group:

1 1 21 7 6 2
@ ( ) _ i, (2H 2H)+ = 4 (lH lH);(53)
¢In 2H 2H | 2 2H | 2 2 2H 4
1 1 6 2 3 +
@ ( ) _ B ( 2H 2H) ( 1H 1H); (54)
@In 1H 1H 2 1H 4

where the SU (B)gyr Interaction is still neglected. This in plies that the renom alization—
group evolution to UV inm ediately becom es unstabl®, even for a set of param eters that
is slightly distant from the IR — xed relations. The IR - xed property (UV instabiliy) also
In plies that the param eter region is thin only when M = M ;, and not when the coupling
constants are evaluated at M Mg.

T hus, we can expect that the 1-loop analysis is com pltely reliable for a sst of param eters
exactly on the N = 2)-SUSY line and, in particular, that a viabl set of param eters does
exist on the line even if it is not found in the num erical analysis. T herefore, the m axin um
value ofM ¢ is given at a point indicated by an arrow in the right panel of Fig.ll. At least,
there would be no doubt that the m axinum value ofM ; obtained in such a way provides a
conservative upper bound ofM g .

The above argum ent, however, is correct only when the SU (B)gyr gauge interaction is
neglected. T herefore, ket usnow discuss the e ectsofthe SU (B)gyr gauge interaction. These
break the N = 2 SUSY in the sector. Thus, the N = 2)-SUSY relations in Eq. [l are
no longer renom alization-group-invariant, and the renom alization-group ow is no longer
1-loop exact. H owever, the SU (O)gyr Interaction ism uch weaker than theU (2)y interactions,
and its e ects are am all’®. Thus, they can be treated as am all perturbations to the N =
2)-8USY ow. In particular, the IR - xed property of the renom alization-group equations
) { ) is not changed®®, except that the IR — xed relations are slightly m odi ed into

Con )i (om0 Cim w)i (o 1m)” O (gur): (55)

34T his is the reason why we believe that it would not m ake the param eter region w ider even ifwe set the

values ofundeterm ined param eters 22 and 1;{0) di erently from thosein Eq. #®). A deviation from the N
= 2)-8USY relation atM = M ¢ would inm ediately lead to a UV -unstable behaviour in the renom alization—
group evolution.
35This can be seen from the fact that the param eter region is stillaln ost around the (N = 2)-SUSY lne,
ie.M 3y ' M 3¢, in the right panelofFig.ll. W = 2)-5U SY breaking interactions are included in the gure.
36T here isno IR — xed relation in its strict m eaning i the presence of the SU (5)gyr interaction. The \IR—

0 0

xed relations" in Eq. ) nvole 2;1) and 11;) in the right-hand sides, and hence the \ xed relations"
them selves change as the coupling constants ow . However, we still consider that they are alm ost IR — xed
relations, because the beta fiinctions of the quantities in the right-hand sides (" O ( gyt )) aremuch sm aller
than those of the quantities in the left-hand sides.
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Coupling constants ow down Into them odi ed xed relations and then follow the relations.
T hus, the evolution of the coupling constants toward the UV is the m ost stable when the
param eter satis es the \IR - xed relations". Them odi ed xed relations are still aln ost the

N = 2)-8USY relations, and hence the 1-loop evolution is alm ost correct for the param e-
ter satisfying the relations; beta functions are di erent from those at one loop only by an
order of syt . M oreover, combinations such as ( sy { 2}(10)) partially absorb the SU G)gur

contributions in the beta functions. T herefore, the corrections to the 1-doop evolution are
estin ated conservatively from above when the SU (B)gyr contrlbution is purely added to the
1-loop beta finctions, aswe did in subsection M.
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Fields | 109 5, X 040" QsQ°
Rdlarges‘ 1 1 2 0 0

Tablk 1: M od 4)-R charges ofthe eldsin the SU B)gyr U @) m odel

Fieds |10Y 5, HE' HG) X 0, 0' 04 0QF
R charges| 1 1 0 0 2 0 0 2 2

Tabk 2: M od 4)R charges ofthe elds In the SU B)gyr U @) model

B2) * 1,1)° 1,1)° (1,ad7.)° (1,ad7.)°

m vect. m vect. + Y m vect. + ¥

Mg = My = Mic = M3y = M3 =
b d— p

_ q _ _
2gGUTV 2(9'%_1 + 3géUT:5)V 2 e Z(ggH + géUT)V 2 uV

Tabl 3: Summ ary of the particle spectrum around the GUT scak ofthe SU G)gyr U @)
m odel. The rst line denotes the representation under the gauge group ofthe M SSM . In the
second line, m vect. denotes N = 1 massive vectormulipltsand + Y apairofN =1
chiraland antichiralm ultiplets. In the lJast line, them ass ofeach m ultiplkt are given in term s
of gauge coupling constants and param eters in the superpotential W).
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3;2) ¢ ;1) 3 B;l) 3 1;1)° 1;1)° @diz1)°  (adiz1)°
m ~yvect. + Y + Y m vect. + Y m ~vect. + Y
Mg = My, = My, = My = Mic = Mgy = Mg =
p_ q P q —— jo

2gv hv h% 2(@% + 2g°=5)v 2 qv 2G5y + IV 2 v

Tabl 4: Summ ary of the particle spectrum around the GUT scalke ofthe SU B)gyr U Bk
model. The SU (B)gyr gauge coupling constant gz yr is abbreviated as g in this table. See
the caption for Tablk M for the conventions in this table, replacing \superpotential )" by
\superpotential l)".

Gauge Coupling Unification
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Figurel: C lossup view oftheuni cation ofthe three gauge coupling constants oftheM SSM .

The ne structure constants in the DR schem e of the U 1)y , SU );, and SU (3): gauge in—

teractions are denoted by 1,3, respectively. T hree Iines of ; correspond to three di erent

experin ental inputs; the Q CD coupling constants ¥ M ;) = 041132 ( 2 ), 01172 (cen—
tralvalue) and 01212 +2 ) areused [[1]. The 2-loop renom alization-group e ects of the

M SSM and the SUSY threshold corrections are taken into acoount. The Jatter corrections

are those from the SU SY -particle spectrum determ Ined by them SUGRA boundary condition

wihtan = 10,A0=0G&V, mym-,) = (400Ge&V,300G€&V) and > 0 (see the caption

or Fig. Wl or the convention on the sign of ).
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Parameter Space (1-loop)

Parameter Region (2-loop)
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0P
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Figure 2: Param eter region of the SU Q)guyr U Q) model. The param eter space of the
m odel spanned by two firee param etersM ¢ and M 3y =M 3¢ are restricted by requiring that all
the running coupling constants of them odel ram ain nite whilke the renom alization point is
below the heaviest particle of the m odel. T he lft panel show s the param eter region, where
the 1-doop renom alization group isused for allthe coupling constants. T he right-hand sides
of the four curves labelled \ (gauge-coupling)-m ass" are excluded. T he region below a curve
Ebelled \ ,; {M 3y " isalso excluded. T hus, the param eter space ofthem odel is restricted to
the shaded triangular region. T he right panel show s the param eter region (shaded), w here 2—
loop e ects are ncluded in the renom alization-group equations of gauge coupling constants.
T he four curves are those found In the lkft panel; we kesp then jist because they m ake it
easier to com pare the panelw ith the kft one. Them a prity ofthe triangular region in the lkeft
panel is further excluded because of the 2-loop e ects, and only a an all region survives near
the IIneM 3y * M 3¢ . The upper bound ofM ; is indicated by an arrow . In the right panel,
M , ; indicates the uni cation point between 1= , and 1= ;+ 2 ) (see Fig. ll or details).
Tt iseasy to sse that M ¢ < 105 Gev * (10 °# 7 040) M, 5’ 10%° Gev).Both two
panelsuse Y5® M ;)= 0:1212. The e ects from the non-renom alizabk operator {ll) are
not nclided here.
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Parameter region
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Figure 3: Param eter region of the SU S)gyr U (Bx model. The param eter space of the
m odel is spannedqby three Independent parameters: Mg, Mgy =M g¢ and Mz M gz )M é .
The gureisthe My My )M Z = 10°3 cross section of the param eter space. W e require
that all the coupling constants rem ain nie under the renom alization group, whilke the
renom alization point is below the heaviest particle of the m odel. T his condition is satis ed
in the shaded region when the 1-loop renom alization group is used. Thin curves and lines
labelled \ (Gauge coupling)-m ass" are lines w here the corresponding gauge coupling constants
becom e In nite at the corresponding m ass scales. A ffter two loop e ects are ncluded in the
beta functions of the gauge coupling constants, the rem aining allowed param eter region is
only on the thick curve labelled 2-loop analysis. Points @) and B )qdenote the upper and the
lower bound of the gaugeboson mass M ¢ , repectively, or xed My My )M 2 = 10°°.
Th% upper bound ofM ; In the m odel is obtained as the maxinum value M ; takesat @)
as My My )M Z changes. One alo sees inmediately that the lower bound at B) is
0 low that it is of no physical inmportance. M ; , M , 3) Indicates the uni cation point
between 1= ; and 1= , (1= , and 1= 5( 2 ) ) (see Fig.ll or m ore details). Note that
Mg at @)) < 1013 Gev 7 (060’7 10 922) M, , " 102> Gev)).TheQCD coupling
constant ¥ %® M ;)= 01132 isused. The e ects from a non-renom alizabl operator that
corresponds to ) in this m odel are not included here.
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F igure 4: C ontourplots ofthe upperbound ofthe proton lifetin e on them SUG RA param eter
soace. The kft panel is the prediction ofthe SU G)gyr U @) m odeland the right one that
ofthe SU B)gyr U By model. The upper bound changes as the universal scalarmassm g
and the universal gaugiho mass m ;, are varied (Other m SUGRA param eters are xed at
tan = 10, Ay = 00). The parameter is chosen to be positive, when the constraint
from the branching ratio ofthe b ! s process is lss ssvere. The upper bound of the
lifetin esvariesas (1 4{32) 106°yrsintheSU B)gyr U @) model, wheretheQCD coupling
constant ¥ 57®' M ,) = 0:1212 isused. The upper bound varks as (1{5) 10° yrs in the
SU B)ecyr U @Bk model, where the QCD coupling constant Y5 M ,) = 0:1132 is used.
In both panels, the e ects from non-renom alizable operators are not ncluded. The thick
curves labelled m, and m are the bounds on them SUGRA param eter space from the LEP

IT experin ent In search of the lightest Higgs (m, 114 Gev, 95% C L. ) [.] and the
lightest chargino m 1035 Gev, 95% C L. []. These curves are cbtained by using the
SOFTSUSY 1.7 code [l]. The excluded region changes when other codes are used; lower

bound ofm -, for xed m ( can be higher by about 100 G&V . The code we adopt yields the
largest polk m ass of the lightest H iggs scalar am ong various codes available 1], and hence
the excluded region is the an allest.
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Figure 5: The Jft panels show the contour plots of the energy scale M , 3, where the SU (2),

and SU (3)c gauge ocoupling constants becom e the sam e. T he right panels show those of the
energy scaleM ; 5, wherethe U (1)y and SU 2);, gauge coupling constants becom e the sam e.
T he upper panels are contour plots on the M o;m 1) param eter space of m SUGRA SUSY

breaking, the lower ones are forthe M ; ess;M sysy (1=24)=(@ )) ) param eter space ofthe
GM SB . O ther param eters are xed for both SUSY breakings; Ay = 0 Ge&V form SUGRA

SUSY breaking,andtan = 100and > 0 forboth SUSY breakings. Y5 M ,)= 01172
is used as the QCD ooupling constant in this gure. See the caption PrFig. 4 ormore
details about the region exclided by the LEP II experin ents.
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