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A bstract

In thispaper,wecalculateneutron and proton decay ratesand branch-

ing ratiosin a predictive SO (10)SUSY G UT which agreeswellwith low

energy data. W e show thatthe nucleon lifetim es are consistentwith the

experim entalbounds. The nucleon decay rates are calculated using all

one-loop chargino and gluino dressed diagram s regardless oftheir chiral

structure.W e show thatthefour-ferm ion operatorC jk(uR djR )(dkL �� L ),

com m only neglected in previousnucleon decay calculations,notonly con-

tributes signi�cantly to nucleon decay,but,for m any values ofthe ini-

tialG UT param eters and for large tan�,actually dom inates the decay

rate. As a consequence,we �nd that �p=�n is often substantially larger

than the prediction obtained in sm alltan� m odels. W e also �nd that

gluino-dressed diagram s, often neglected in nucleon decay calculations,

contribute signi�cantly to nucleon decay. In addition we �nd that the

branching ratios obtained from this realistic SO (10) SUSY G UT di�er

signi�cantly from the predictions obtained from \generic" SU(5) SUSY

G UTS.Thusnucleon decay branching ratios,when observed,can beused

to testtheoriesofferm ion m asses.

http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9610293v1


1 Introduction

Itcan easily beseen thatG rand Uni�ed Theories[G UTS]contain baryon num -
ber violating operators that produce proton decay [1]. However,determ ining
thedecay rateisam uch m oreinvolved task.In supersym m etric[SUSY]G UTS,
thenucleon decayam plitudeisdirectlyproportionaltotheinverseofan e�ective
colortripletHiggsm ass ~M t (resultingfrom e�ectivedim ension 5baryon num ber
violating operators)[2,3]m ultiplied by a productofthe Yukawa couplingsof
this color triplet Higgs to quarks and leptons. Thus,obtaining a theoretical
prediction fornucleon decay ratesdependscritically on two factors:

1.obtaining boundson the e�ectivecolortripletm ass,and

In this regard,it has been noted that ~M t also a�ects the prediction for
�s through threshold correctionsatM G U T . Thus,boundson ~M t can be
obtained via the experim entalconstrainton �s [4,5,6],butonly ifone
hasa com pleteSUSY G UT,valid aboveM G U T .

2.predictionsforthe relevantYukawa couplings.

The nucleon decay branching ratios are sensitive to these color triplet
Higgs-quark-quarkand Higgs-quark-lepton Yukawa couplings.Thesecou-
plingsarecom pletelydeterm ined inanypredictivetheoryofferm ion m asses
and m ixing angles,butthey are typically N O T identicalto the Yukawa
couplingsresponsibleforquark and lepton m asses.

In addition,one m usttake these e�ective dim ension 5 operatorsand renor-
m alize them from M G U T to M Z . Then,atthe weak scale,e�ective dim ension
6 operatorsareobtained by closing the squark and/orslepton linesinto a loop
via chargino orgluino exchanges.Hence the decay rate dependssensitively on
soft SUSY breaking param eters. Finally the e�ective dim ension 6 operators
are renorm alized from M Z to the nucleon m ass and then an e�ective chiral
Lagrangian analysisisused to obtain lifetim esand branching ratios.

In a recentpaper[6][paperI],we proposed severalcom plete SO (10)SUSY
G UTs,valid aboveM G U T .AtM G U T ,thesem odelshad thedesired featurethat
they reproduced the e�ective ferm ion m assoperatorsofm odel4 ofAnderson,
et al. [7][paper II]. M oreover,we found thatifwe required that ourm odels
contain in theirsuperpotentialsallterm snotforbidden by thesym m etriesofthe
respectivem odels,oneand only one additionale�ective ferm ion m assoperator
wasgenerated fortwo ofthem odels,whileno additionale�ectiveferm ion m ass
generating operators were generated in a third m odel. W e showed that for
reasonable values ofthe G UT scale param eters,we can obtain values of �s
consistent with experim ent, with the e�ective color triplet Higgs m ass that
enters into proton decay rates ~M t as large as 1019 G eV or even larger. W e
argue,however,thatthe scale � 1019 G eV is,in fact,a naturalupper bound
for ~M t.
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Note,the actualcolortriplets’m assesare oforderthe G UT scale. Such a
large value for ~M t in com parison to the G UT scale is obtained in our m odel
using the Dim opoulos-W ilczek m echanism for doublet-triplet splitting [8]. In
Appendix 1,wereview how theDim opoulos-W ilczek m echanism can beused to
obtain ~M t � M G U T .

In thispaper,wepresentthedetailsofourcalculationsofthenucleon decay
ratesforone ofourm odels,referred to asm odel4(c),which includesan addi-
tional\13" m ass operator. In a forthcom ing paper,Bla�zek,Carena,W agner,
and oneofus(S.R.)willshow thatm odel4(c)�tsalllow energy data to within
1�,whilem odel4 (withouttheadditionaloperator)agreeswith alldata atthe
2� levelonly [9].O urm ain resultsforthepredictionsoftheproton and neutron
decay ratesand branching ratiosin m odel4(c)are found in TablesA1A,A1B
and A6.

In addition we have studied the sensitivity ofour predictions to di�erent
factors.W ehavecom pared thepredictionsforourm odel4(c)tothoseofm odels
4(a)through (f) ofAnderson etal. This tests the sensitivity ofthe predicted
branching ratiosto the quality ofthe �tforferm ion m assesand m ixing angles.
W e �nd thatbranching ratioscan di�erby factorsaslargeas10.

W e have also com pared the predictions ofour m odels with those ofsm all
tan� m inim alSUSY SU(5)G UTs.W e�nd thatsom eresultsin thelargetan�
regim e are qualitatively di�erent than for sm alltan�. For exam ple,certain
dim ension 6 operatorswith the chiralstructure1 LLRR tend to dom inate over
theirLLLL counterpartsfor�(M Z )=m 1=2 > 1.In thislim it,theratio �p=�n,for
exam ple,issensitive to the quality ofthe ferm ion m ass�tand issubstantially
largerthan whatitisin sm alltan� SUSY G UTs.

Finally we discussthe sensitivity ofourpredictionsto neglecting eitherthe
gluino orchargino exchangediagram s.W e�nd both contributionsto besignif-
icant.

The paper is organized as follows | in sections 2,3 and 4 we discuss the
calculationalingredients.Nam ely,in section 2,wediscussG UT m odelsand the
physicsfrom M G U T to M Z ;in section 3,SUSY loopsatM Z and the resulting
dim ension 6baryonviolatingoperators;and in section 4,thephysicsfrom M Z to
thenucleon m assand asum m ary ofthenum ericalprocedureand ourresults.In
section 5,wediscussourresultsand theaforem entioned sensitivitiestodi�erent
factors.

1 LLLL,LLR R ,and R R R R refer to four-ferm ion operators pairing four left-handed W eyl

ferm ions,pairing two lefthanded W eylferm ionsand the conjugatesoftwo right-handed W eyl

ferm ions,and pairing theconjugatesoffourright-handed W eylferm ions,respectively.Speci�c

exam ples ofeach type offour-ferm ion operator can be found in Table 3,infra.
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2 T he low energy e�ective operatorsgenerating

nucleon decay,and their renorm alization

Recallthatin paperII,itwasshown thatfoure�ectiveferm ion m assoperators,
denoted O 33,O 23,O 12,and O 22,could beused to�tferm ion m assesand m ixing
angles reasonably well. For m odel4 of that paper, the �rst three of these
operatorswere

O 33 = 163 101 163

O 23 = 162
A 2

~A
101

A 1

~A
163

O 12 = 161 (
~A

SM
)3 101 (

~A

SM
)3 162

where161,162,and 163 are16 representationscontaining the�rst,second,and
third generationsofferm ionsofthe Standard M odel,respectively;101 is a 10
representation containing thetwo HiggsdoubletsoftheM inim alSupersym m et-
ric extension ofthe Standard M odel;A 1,A 2,and ~A are 45swhich getvevsin
theB-L,hypercharge,and X (SU(5)invariant)directions,respectively;and SM
is an SO (10) singlet getting a vev oforder M P lanck. There were six di�erent
choicesforthe operatorO 22,labeled a through f.

O 22 =

(a) 162
~A

SM
101

A 1

~A
162

(b) 162
SG

~A
101

A 1

SM
162

(c) 162
~A

SM
101

A 1

SM
162

(d) 162 101
A 1

~A
162

(e) 162 101
~A A 1

SM
2
162

(f) 162 101
A 1SG

~A 2
162

where SG isan SO (10)singletgetting a vev oforderM G U T .In addition,from
paperI,wediscovered thatwhen webuilta com pleteG UT,valid up to energies
around M P lanck and we allowed allterm s in the superspace potentialconsis-
tentwith the sym m etriesofthe theory,an additionalferm ion m assgenerating
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operator,O 13,wasgenerated forcertain versions2 ofm odel4.

O 13 =

(a) 161 (
~A

SM
)3 101 (

~AA 2

SM
2
)163

(b) 0

(c) 161 (
~A

SM
)3 101 (

A 2

SM
)163

Atlow energies,these �ve operatorsproduce e�ective operatorswhich gen-
eratetheferm ion m assesand which areresponsibleforbaryon-num berviolating
nucleon decay.

O 33 + O 23 + O 22 + O 12 + O 13

=)

H uQ YuU + H dQ YdD + H dLYeE + Q 1

2
cqqQ T + Q cqlLT + U cudD T + U cueE T

=)

H uQ YuU + H dQ YdD + H dLYeE + 1

~M
t

Q 1

2
cqqQ Q cqlL + 1

~M
t

U cudD U cueE

with T and T being the colortripletHiggsesfrom 101.Yu,Yd,Ye,cqq,cql,cud,
and cue areavorm atriceswhich can beexpressed in term sofseven independent
realparam eters.Atthe G UT scale,the valuesofthese m atricesare

Yu =

0

@

0 C uuD e
i�

C 0 � 1

3
B

u0uD e
i� � 4

3
B A

1

A

Yd =

0

@

0 � 27C udD e
i�

� 27C E ei� 1

9
B

u0
d
D ei� � 2

9
B A

1

A

Ye =

0

@

0 � 27C ueD e
i�

� 27C 3E ei� B

u0eD e
i� 2B A

1

A

cqq =

0

@

0 C uqqD e
i�

C yqqE e
i� 1

3
B

uqqD e
i� 1

3
B A

1

A

cql=

0

@

0 � 27C uqlD e
i�

� 27C yqlE e
i� 1

3
B

u0qlD e
i� 1

3
B A

1

A

2N ote,m odels d,e and fhave the second fam ily 162 coupled directly to 101 and a heavy

16. Ifthis coupling is as large the third generation Yukawa coupling,then we would obtain

excessively large avor changing neutralcurrent processes,such as �! e+ .
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Table1:y Clebschesforeach version ofm odel4

m odel yqq yql yud yue

a � 3=4 3=4 � 5=4 � 3=4
b � 3=2 5=2 1=2 � 3=2
c � 1=2 3=2 � 1=2 � 1=2
d 3=2 3=2 � 1=2 3=2
e 1=2 5=2 1=2 1=2
f 9=4 3=4 � 5=4 9=4

Table2:u Clebschesform odels4(a)through (c)

m odel uu u0u ud u0
d

ue u0e uqq uql u0
ql

uud u0
ud

uue u0ue

a � 4=3 1=3 � 2 � 9 � 54 3 1=3 3 � 9 � 2 36 2 � 4=3
b 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
c � 4=3 1=3 2=3 � 9 � 54 � 1 1=3 � 1 � 9 2=3 36 2 � 4=3

cud =

0

@

0 � 27C uudD e
i�

� 27C yudE e
i� � 4

9
B

u0udD e
i� 2

9
B A

1

A

cue =

0

@

0 C uueD e
i�

C yueE e
i� � 4B

u0ueD e
i� � 2B A

1

A (1)

with the valuesofthe Clebschesgiven in Tables1 and 2.
These m atrices need to be renorm alized from the G UT scale to the elec-

troweak scale.Dueto theno-renorm alization theorem sofsupersym m etry,only
wavefunction renorm alizationsenterinto thecalculation oftherenorm alization
group equationsofthesem atrices.TheRG Esforthe m atricesare

dcqq

dt
=

1

16�2
�
(Yu Y

y
u + Y

d
Y
y

d
)cqq + cqq(Yu Y

y
u + Y

d
Y
y

d
)T (2)

� (
16

3
g
2
3 + 3g22 +

1

15
g
2
1)cqq

�

dcql

dt
=

1

16�2
�
(Yu Y

y
u + Y

d
Y
y

d
)cql+ cql(Ye Y

y
e )

T

� (
8

3
g
2
3 + 3g22 +

1

3
g
2
1)cql

�
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dcud

dt
=

1

16�2
�
2(Y y

u Yu )
T
cud + 2cudY

y

d
Y
d
� (

16

3
g
2
3 +

2

3
g
2
1)cud

�

dcue

dt
=

1

16�2
�
2(Y y

u Yu )
T
cue + 2cueY

y
e Ye � (

8

3
g
2
3 +

26

15
g
2
1)cue

�

with t= log(�=M Z ).

3 N ucleon decay form ulas

Atlow energies,them atricesYu,Yd,and Ye arediagonalizedbyunitarym atrices
called S and T de�ned so that

SuYuTu =

0

@

�u

�c

�t

1

A � Ŷu;

and so forth,with alldiagonalentriesin Ŷu,Ŷd,and Ŷe being realand positive.
Theweak eigenstatebasisfortheferm ionic�eldswillberepresented by prim ed
�elds,and the m ass eigenstate basis willbe represented by unprim ed letters.
Additionally,wechoosean unprim ed basisforneutrinossuch that

S
�
e�

0= �;

sothatthelepton-lepton-weakbosonverticesareavordiagonalin theunprim ed
basis.3

Squarksand sleptonsm assm atricesare diagonalized using 6 by 6 m atrices
� de�ned

�


�
S�


T T



�
0

@

~
0

~
0�

1

A = ~
; 
 = u;d;e

where ~
 isa six dim ensionalvectorofm asseigenstatesand ~
0and ~
0areweak
eigenstates. Cf. notation of[10]. Additionally,we de�ne �
 ;L and �
 ;R to be
6 by 3 m atricesso that�
 ;L consistsofthe�rstthreecolum nsof�
 and �
 ;R
consistsofthe lastthreecolum ns.In block m atrix notation,

�
 =
�
�
 ;L �
 ;R

�

Since there is no left-handed right-handed neutrino m ixing,we willde�ne
�� so that

��S
�
e~�

0= ~�
3Ifleft-handed neutrinos have a m ass,the �e,��,and �� thus de�ned are generally not

m ass eigenstates. Since we sum decay rates over all neutrino species in our analysis, the

convention for de�ning the neutrino basis is irrelevant for our results. In paper I,the 3 left-

handed neutrinos rem ain m assless,but this result is easily changed with the introduction of

G U T scale m ajorana neutrino m assesforheavy singletneutrinos.
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with ~� being a m ass eigenstate basis for the sneutrinos. A right-handed ��
m atrix willnotbe de�ned.

Finally,thecharginom assm atricesarediagonalized by m atricesU+ and U�

de�ned �
~W +

~H +

�

= U+

�
~�+1
~�+2

�

and �
~W �

~H �

�

= U�

�
~��1
~��2

�

where ~��1;2 arem asseigenstates.
In this notation,various Feynm an vertices relevant to nucleon decay are

given in Appendix 2.

3.1 G luino diagram s

Figure1 showsthetwo diagram swhich contributeto thefour-ferm ion operator
C
(ud)(d�)[G ]

ijkl
(u�id

�

j)(d


k
�l)���.Calculating these two diagram s,we�nd

C
(ud)(d�)[G ]

ijkl
= 4

3

1

16�2 ~M t

g23

�
�
U;L �i

��
U;L �i0

�D ;L �j�
�
D ;L �j0ĉqq

i
0
[j
0

ĉql
k]lm ~gI(~g;~u�;~d�)�

�D ;L �j�
�
D ;L �j0�D ;L �k�

�
D ;L �k0ĉqq

i[j
0

ĉql
k
0
]lm ~gI(~g;~d�;~d�)

	

where�;�;and  arecolorindices,i,i0,j,j0,k,and lareferm ion avorindices,
� and � are squark avorindices,ĉqq = Suc

R
qqS

T
d
,ĉql = Sdc

R
ql
STe with cRqq and

cR
ql
being cqq and cql,respectively,renorm alized to M Z ,and

I(a;b;c)=
m 2

a logm
2
a

(m 2
a � m2

b
)(m 2

a � m2c)
+

m 2
b logm

2
b

(m 2
b
� m2c)(m

2
b
� m2a)

+
m 2

c logm
2
c

(m 2
c � m2a)(m

2
c � m2

b
)

wherem a equalsthe m assofparticlea,etc.4

By sim ilarcalculations,wecan constructtherem aining four-ferm ion opera-
torslisted in Table3.Note,wealso useTable3 to de�neournotation forthese
four-ferm ion operators.The Cijklsforthese operatorsare

C
(ud)(ue)[G ]

ijkl
= �

4

3

1

16�2 ~M t

g
2
3

�
�U;L �i�

�
U;L �i0�D ;L �j�

�
D ;L �j0ĉqq

[i
0
j
0

�cql
k]l
m ~gI(~g;~u�;~d�)�

�U;L �i�
�
U;L �i0�U;L �k�

�
U;L �k0ĉqq

[i
0
j�cql

k
0
]l
m ~gI(~g;~u�;~u�)

	

C
(dd)(u�)[G ]

ijkl
=
4

3

1

16�2 ~M t

g
2
3�D ;R �j�

�
D ;L �j0�D ;R �k�

�
D ;L �k0ĉqq

i[j
0

ĉql
k
0
]l
m ~gI(~g;~d�;~d�)

4W e use a notation forantisym m etrization on tensorindicesin which A i[jkl]m n isequalto

A ijklm n � A ilkjm n ,and so forth.
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Table 3:Table ofallgluino-dressed fourferm ion operatorsrelevantto nucleon
decay

operatortype
LLLL LLRR RRRR

C
(ud)(d�)[G ]

ijkl
(u�id

�

j)(d


k
�l)��� C

(dd)(u�)[G ]

ijkl
(d

��

j d
�

k )(u�i�l)���

C
(ud)(d�)[G ]

ijkl
(u

��

i
d
��

j
)(d

k
�l)���

C
(ud)(ue)[G ]

ijkl
(u�id

�

j)(u


k
el)��� C

(ud)(ue)[G ]

ijkl
(u

��

i
d
��

j
)(u

k
el)��� C

(ud)(ue)[G ]

ijkl
(u

��

i
d
��

j
)(u

�

k
e
�

l
)���

C
(ud)(ue)[G ]

ijkl
(u�id

�

j)(u
�

k
e
�

l
)���

C
(ud)(d�)[G ]

ijkl
=
4

3

1

16�2 ~M t

g
2
3�U;R �i�

�
U;L �i0�D ;R �j�

�
D ;L �j0ĉqq

i
0
[j
0

ĉql
k]l
m ~gI(~g;~u�;~d�)

C
(ud)(ue)[G ]

ijkl
= �

4

3

1

16�2 ~M t

g
2
3�U;R �i�

�
U;L �i0�D ;R �j�

�
D ;L �j0ĉqq

[i
0
j
0

�cql
k]l
m ~gI(~g;~u�;~d�)

C
(ud)(ue)[G ]

ijkl
= �

4

3

1

16�2 ~M t

g
2
3�U;L �i�

�
U;R �i0�D ;L �j�

�
D ;R �j0ĉ

�
ud

[i
0
j
0

ĉ
�
ue

k]l
m ~gI(~g;~u�;~d�)

C
(ud)(ue)[G ]

ijkl
= �

4

3

1

16�2 ~M t

g
2
3

�
�U;R �i�

�
U;R �i0�D ;R �j�

�
D ;R �j0ĉ

�
ud

[i
0
j
0

ĉ
�
ue

k]l
m ~gI(~g;~u�;~d�)�

�U;R �i�
�
U;R �i0�U;R �k�

�
U;R �k0ĉ

�
ud

[i
0
j
ĉ
�
ue

k
0
]l
m ~gI(~g;~u�;~u�)

	

where �cql = Suc
R
ql
STe , ĉud = T T

u c
R
ud
Td,and ĉue = T T

u c
R
ueTe with cR

ud
and cRue

being cud and cue,respectively,renorm alized to M Z .
As observed in ref. [11], the contribution of gluino dressed operators is

zero in the lim it that allsquarks are degenerate at the electroweak scale. In
thisanalysis,however,squarksand sleptonsare assum ed degenerate atM G U T

and asa consequenceofrenorm alization group running they areexplicitly non-
degenerate at the weak scale. Thus we retain the gluino contribution in our
analysis.

In principle,we could also have four-ferm ion operators like C (uu)(de)[G ]

ijkl
�

(u��i u
�

k
)(d�jel)��� pairingtwo up typequarksin a W eylindex contracted pair.

However,since we are only interested in the �rstgeneration ofup quarks,the
portionsofthese operatorsthatwould be relevantto nucleon decay areidenti-
cally zero.
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3.2 C hargino diagram s

Using the vertices in Appendix 2,the chargino diagram scan be readily com -
puted.According to analysesby m any otherauthorson proton decay in SUSY
G UTs,thedom inantoperatorswouldbeexpected tobeC (ud)(d�)[W ]

ijkl
(u�id

�

j
)(d

k
�l)���

and C (ud)(ue)[W ]

ijkl
(u�id

�

j)(u


k
el)���.TheCijklsforthese operatorsareequalto

C
(ud)(d�)[W ]

ijkl
=

1

16�2 ~M t

n

[(g2�D ;LU� 1n � �D ;R Ŷd U� 2n )V
y

K M
]�i

� [(g2�U;LU+ 1n � �U;R Ŷu U+ 2n)VK M ]�j

� ��U;L �i0�
�
D ;L �j0ĉqq

i
0
[j
0

ĉql
k]l
m ~�n

I(~�n;~u�;~d�)

+ [(g2�U;LU+ 1n � �U;R Ŷu U+ 2n)VK M ]�k

� [(g2�E ;L U� 1n � �E ;R Ŷe U� 2n )]�l

� ��U;L �k0�
�
E ;L �l0ĉqq

[ij�cql
k
0
]l
0

m ~�n
I(~�n;~u�;~e�)

o

C
(ud)(ue)[W ]

ijkl
= �

1

16�2 ~M t

n

[(g2�D ;LU� 1n � �D ;R Ŷd U� 2n )V
y

K M
]�i

� [(g2�U;LU+ 1n � �U;R Ŷu U+ 2n)VK M ]�j

� ��U;L �i0�
�
D ;L �j0ĉqq

[i
0
j
0

�cql
k]l
m ~�n

I(~�n;~u�;~d�)

+ [(g2�D ;LU� 1n � �D ;R Ŷd U� 2n )V
y

K M
]�k

� g2�� �lU+ 1n�
�
D ;L �k0�

�
� �l0ĉqq

i[j
ĉql

k
0
]l
0

m ~�n
I(~�n;~d�;~��)

o

TheCijklsforthe LLRR and RRRR operatorsare

C
(ud)(d�)[W ]

ijkl
=

1

16�2 ~M t

n

U
�
+ 2n(�D ;LV

y

K M
Ŷu )�iU

�
� 2n (�U;L VK M Ŷd )�j

� ��U;L �i0�
�
D ;L �j0ĉqq

i
0
[j
0

ĉql
k]l
m ~�n

I(~�n;~u�;~d�)

+ [(g2�U;LU+ 1n � �U;R Ŷu U+ 2n)VK M ]�k

� [(g2�E ;L U� 1n � �E ;R Ŷe U� 2n )]�l

� ��U;R �k0�
�
E ;R �l0ĉ

�
ud

[ij
ĉ
�
ue

k
0
]l
0

m ~�n
I(~�n;~u�;~e�)

o

C
(ud)(ue)[W ]

ijkl
= �

1

16�2 ~M t

n

[(g2�D ;LU� 1n � �D ;R Ŷd U� 2n )V
y

K M
]�i

10



� [(g2�U;LU+ 1n � �U;R Ŷu U+ 2n)VK M ]�j

� ��U;R �i0�
�
D ;R �j0ĉ

�
ud

[i
0
j
0

ĉ
�
ue

k]l
m ~�n

I(~�n;~u�;~d�)

+ U �
+ 2n(�D ;L V

y

K M
Ŷu )�kU

�
� 2n (��Ŷe )�l

� ��D ;L �k0�
�
� �l0ĉqq

i[j
ĉql

k
0
]l
0

m ~�n
I(~�n;~d�;~��)

o

C
(ud)(ue)[W ]

ijkl
= �

1

16�2 ~M t

n

U
�
+ 2n(�D ;L V

y

K M
Ŷu )�iU

�
� 2n (�U;L VK M Ŷd )�j

� ��U;L �i0�
�
D ;L �j0ĉqq

[i
0
j
0

�cql
k]l
m ~�n

I(~�n;~u�;~d�)
o

C
(ud)(ue)[W ]

ijkl
= �

1

16�2 ~M t

n

U
�
+ 2n(�D ;L V

y

K M
Ŷu )�iU

�
� 2n (�U;L VK M Ŷd )�j

� ��U;R �i0�
�
D ;R �j0ĉ

�
ud

[i
0
j
0

ĉ
�
ue

k]l
m ~�n

I(~�n;~u�;~d�)
o

4 N um ericalprocedure and results

In calculatingthefollowingnucleon decayrates,wem akethestandarduniversal-
ityassum ptionsaboutthesoftSUSY param etersatM G U T ,exceptthatweallow
non-universalvaluesforM H u

and M H d
.5 W ede�neM G U T such that�1 = �2 �

~�G U T atM G U T andde�ne�3,representingthecontributionofG UT scalethresh-
old correctionsto the gaugecouplings,to be (�3(M G U T )� ~�G U T )=~�G U T .The
dim ensionless(dim ensionful)param etersarerenorm alized attwo (one)loopsto
M Z using the renorm alization group equationsofM artin and Vaughn [12],ex-
ceptthatcqq,cql,cud,and cue arerenorm alized atoneloop using theequations
ofthispaper.

Renorm alization of the Cijkls from M Z to 1 G eV is taken into account
by m ultiplying them by the A L calculated in [13],and then chiralLagrangian

5N ote that ifthe m essenger scale ofSU SY breaking is M P lanck then our analysis is not

com pletely self-consistent.In any com plete SU SY G U T de�ned up to an e�ective cut-o� scale

M > M G ,the interactions above M G willrenorm alize the soft breaking param eters. This

will,in general,split the degeneracy ofsquark and slepton m asses at M G even ifthey are

degenerate at M . O n the other hand,bounds on avor changing neutralcurrent processes,

severely constrain the m agnitude ofpossible splitting.Thus these corrections m ustbe sm all.

In addition,in theorieswhereSU SY breaking ism ediated by gaugeexchangeswith a m essenger

scale below (but near) M G ,the present analysis is expected to apply unchanged. Since in

this case squarks and sleptons willbe nearly degenerate at the m essenger scale. The H iggs

m asses,on the otherhand,are probably dom inated by new interactionswhich also generate a

� term .Itisthusplausible to expectthe H iggsm assesto be splitand independent ofsquark

and slepton m asses.The param eter A 0 could also be universalatthe m essenger scale.
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techniques [14] are used to obtain nucleon decay am plitudes. Form ulas for
nucleon decay ratesin term softhechiralLagrangian param etersarecontained
in Appendix 3.

The decay rates depend heavily on the chiralLagrangian factors � and �

where
�U (k)= ���< 0j(u

�
d
�)ujproton(k)> ;

�U (k)= ���<0j(u
��
d
� �
)ujproton(k)>

and U (k)isthe lefthanded com ponentofthe proton’swavefunction.See,e.g.,
ref.[15].Itisknown thatj�j= j�j[15,16]and thatj�jrangesfrom .003 to .03
G eV 3 [17].Lattice calculationshavenotreduced the uncertainty in j�j;lattice
calculationshavereported j�jaslow as.006 G eV3 [16]and ashigh as.03 G eV 3

[18].Additionally,the phasebetween � and � isnotwidely reported,although
a relatively recentlattice calculation suggeststhat� = � � [16].Therefore,we
haveleftthephasebetween � and � a freevariable,and reportthreevaluesfor
m any ofthequantitiespredicted in ourtables.Nam ely,them ax (m in)referred
to in thetablesisthevalueforthequantity predicted when thephasebetween
� and � issuch thatthequantity ism axim ized (m inim ized).Hence,each entry
in the m ax and m in colum nsusesa di�erentvalueofarg(�=�).

In thefollowing tables,wehavecalculated decay ratesusing ~M t = 1019 G eV
and j�j= :003 G eV3. In paperI,we showed thatwithoutany �ne tuning this
valueof ~M t can bem adeconsistentwith them easured valuefor�s.In addition,
we argued thatitseem sunnaturalto have ~M t m uch biggerthan 1019 G eV in
the sense that in order to have ~M t m uch bigger than 1019 G eV,there would
need to be a superm assive electroweak doublet in the G UT desert with m ass
m any ordersofm agnitudelowerthan theG UT scaleitselfand atleastan order
of m agnitude lighter than any other particle getting m ass around the G UT
scale. Therefore,the valuespresented in the tablesare roughly upperbounds
on the nucleons’lifetim es,based on naturalness6.Since alldecay ratesscaleas
( j�j

:003 G eV 3

10
19

G eV
~M t

)2,the lifetim esfordi�erentvaluesof ~M t and j�jcan easily

be extracted from the tables.
In Tables A1 through A6 [the A tables],we calculate nucleon decay using

m odel4(c)(including the O 13 operatorofpaperI),since itappearsto be the
m odelwhich best�tsthelow energydata[9].Initialvaluesforthedim ensionless
Yukawa param eters;softSUSY param eters;and M G U T , ~�G U T ,and tan� are
taken from the global�2 analysisofBla�zek etal. [9]. Thisglobal�2 analysis
showsthatthesevaluesoftheG UT param etersareconsistentwith electroweak

6A note of caution { it was also shown in ref. [16] that chiral Lagrangian techniques

overestim ate the am plitude ��� < �
0j(u� d�)ujp> by atleasta factorof2.4 (for� = 0:006).

Thusthe proton decay rate isoverestim ated by alm osta factorof6 orm ore in thiscase.A sa

result,forany given j�j,the actualnucleon lifetim esforthat�,could be a factorof6 orm ore

larger than the results reported here,as extrapolated from our tables for that value ofj�j.

These rem arks are indicative ofthe theoreticaluncertainty in the calculation due to strong

interaction e�ects.
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sym m etry breaking and the experim entalboundson the sparticle m asses;and
that,fortheparticularvaluesofthesoftSUSY breakingparam etersused,these
param etersgive the bestglobal�tto 20 low energy observables,including ex-
perim entalm easurem entsforthe gauge couplings;ferm ion m assesand m ixing
angles;and b! s,with �2 perdegreeoffreedom < 11

3
.TablesA1A and A1B

contain thelifetim esforp! K + � and n ! K 0� and com parestheserateswith
the rates ofdecay into the other signi�cant decay m odes involving spin zero
m esons,for various values ofthe G UT scale param eters. These are the m ain
resultsofthispaper.Notehoweverthatonly the threeorfourm ostsigni�cant
decay m odesareincluded in thesetables.

In thesubsequenttablesweevaluatetherelativecontributionsto theserates
from di�erentsources{ (LLRR vs.LLLL operators)or(gluinosvs.charginos).
Tables A2A,A2B,A3A,and A3B com pare the contributions ofchargino and
gluino diagram sto thetotaldecay rate.TableA4 com paresthecontribution of
LLLL versusLLRR operatorsfordecaysintoanti-neutrinos,foreach ofthethree
anti-neutrino species.TablesA5A and A5B com paretherelativeim portanceof
each generation ofanti-neutrino to thetotalproton decay rate,fordecay m odes
involvinganti-neutrinos.Finally,TableA6containsthevaluesoftheG UT scale
param etersused in TablesA1 through A5.

TablesB1 through B6 [the B tables]contain inform ation sim ilarto thatin
the A tables except that they com pare m odels 4(a) through (f),without the
O 13 operator. W e used values for the initial(G UT scale) param eters,taken
from unreported data from the collaboration ofref. [9],which are consistent
with electroweak sym m etry breaking and theexperim entalboundson sparticle
m asses,and which give predictions agreeing to within 2:1� with experim ental
m easurem entsforgaugecouplings,ferm ion m assesand m ixing angles,and b!
s.Thiscom parison givesusinform ation on the m odeldependence ofnucleon
decay branching ratios. Note that m odels 4(a) through (f) (without the O 13

operator)give identicalresultsfor ferm ion m asses and m ixing angles. This is
because the contribution ofthe di�erentO 22 operatorsto the 22 entry ofthe
Yukawa m atricesallgivethe sam e Clebsch relation 0:1:3 foru:d:e m atrices[7].
They howeverhave di�erentClebsch relationsforthe 22 entry ofthe m atrices
cqq,cql,cud,and cue relevantfornucleon decay.

In addition,thecom parison ofm odel4(c),with theO 13 operator,to m odels
4(a)through (f),withoutthe O 13 operator,givesusinform ation on the sensi-
tivity ofpredictionsfornucleon decay with respectto the quality ofthe �tfor
ferm ion m assesand m ixing angles.In orderto com paretherunsin theA tables
directly with therunsin theB tables,wechosetheG UT scaleparam eterssuch
thatforeach run in theB tables,thevaluesfor~��1

G U T
,M G U T ,�3;thesoftSUSY

breaking param eterstan�,�,m 1=2,m 0,m H u
,m H d

,and A 0;and the Yukawa
param eterA are nearly the sam e asthey are forthe run ofthe sam e nam e in
the A tables.
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run

no:
�(p ! K + �)=(1032yrs)

�(p! �
+
�)

�(p! K + �)

�(p! K
0
�
+
)

�(p! K + �)
� 102

�(p! �
0
�
+
)

�(p! K + �)
� 102

�(p! ��
+
)

�(p! K + �)
� 102

m ax � = � � m in m ax � = � � m in m ax � = � � m in m ax � = � � m in m ax � = � � m in

I 26: 14: 14: 0:46 0:39 0:39 0:52 0:29 0:29 0:28 0:16 0:16 0:099 0:055 0:055

II 60: 37: 37: 0:37 0:33 0:32 0:53 0:33 0:32 0:29 0:18 0:18 0:10 0:062 0:061

III(1) 220: 130: 98: 1:1 0:74 0:69 0:31 0:19 0:14 0:12 0:073 0:055 0:028 0:017 0:013

III(2) 150: 97: 74: 1:5 1:1 0:94 0:37 0:24 0:18 0:11 0:071 0:054 0:017 0:011 0:0084

III(3) 110: 76: 58: 1:5 1:1 1:0 0:34 0:23 0:18 0:092 0:063 0:049 0:011 0:0078 0:0060

TableA1A:Partialm ean lifetim eforproton decaying into kaon plusanti-neutrino and
ratios ofthe rates ofproton decay into various decay products versus rate ofdecay
into kaon plusanti-neutrino forvariousvaluesoftheG UT scaleparam eters,when the
O 13 operatorisincluded.

run

no:
�(n ! K 0�)=(1032yrs) � (n! �

0
�)

� (n! K 0�)
� 102 � (n! �� )

� (n! K 0�)
� 102 � (n! �

�
�
+
)

� (n! K 0�)
� 102

m ax � = � � m in m ax � = � � m in m ax � = � � m in m ax � = � � m in
I 3:8 2:3 2:3 3:3 3:2 3:2 0:37 0:17 0:17 0:083 0:051 0:050
II 12: 7:3 6:9 3:3 3:2 3:2 0:49 0:25 0:23 0:11 0:070 0:067

III(1) 14: 12: 9:8 3:5 3:5 3:4 0:13 0:088 0:035 0:016 0:014 0:011
III(2) 6:4 5:8 5:0 3:2 3:1 3:1 0:079 0:055 0:022 0:0094 0:0085 0:0073
III(3) 4:5 4:2 3:7 3:2 3:1 3:1 0:063 0:045 0:019 0:0076 0:0070 0:0061

Table A1B:Partialm ean lifetim e for neutron decaying into kaon plus anti-neutrino

and ratiosoftheratesofproton decay into variousdecay productsversusrateofdecay

into kaon plusanti-neutrino forvariousvaluesoftheG UT scaleparam eters,when the

O 13 operatorisincluded.

run

no:

�
chargino

p! K + �

�total

p! K + �

�
chargino

p! � + �

�total

p! � + �

�
chargino

p! K 0� +

�total

p! K 0� +

m ax � = � � m in m ax � = � � m in m ax � = � � m in
I 1:1 1:1 0:90 1:1 1:1 0:87 0:99 0:99 0:99
II 1:3 1:2 0:82 1:3 1:2 0:73 1:0 1:0 1:0

III(1) 1:9 1:4 0:45 1:4 1:3 0:71 1:2 1:2 1:2
III(2) 1:7 1:3 0:52 1:3 1:2 0:79 1:1 1:1 1:1
III(3) 1:6 1:3 0:57 1:2 1:2 0:83 1:1 1:1 1:1

Table A2A:Ratiosofthe rate ofproton decay thatwould occurifchargino diagram s

contributed only versus totalproton decay rate for the three m ost dom inant decay

m odes, for various values of the G UT scale param eters, when the O 13 operator is

included.
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run

no:

�
chargino

n ! K 0�

�total

n ! K 0�

�
chargino

n ! � 0�

�total

n ! � 0�

�
chargino

n ! � �

�total

n ! � �

�
chargino

n ! � � � +

�total

n ! � � � +

m ax � = � � m in m ax � = � � m in m ax � = � � m in m ax � = � � m in
I 1:1 1:1 0:87 1:1 1:1 0:87 1:1 0:99 0:97 0:81 0:81 0:81
II 1:3 1:2 0:73 1:3 1:2 0:73 1:2 0:99 0:96 0:64 0:64 0:64

III(1) 1:4 1:3 0:71 1:4 1:3 0:71 2:2 0:44 0:40 0:43 0:43 0:43
III(2) 1:2 1:2 0:80 1:3 1:2 0:79 2:2 0:42 0:39 0:55 0:55 0:55
III(3) 1:2 1:1 0:84 1:2 1:2 0:83 2:2 0:43 0:41 0:63 0:63 0:63

TableA2B:Ratiosoftherateofneutron decay thatwould occurifchargino diagram s

contributed only versustotalneutron decay rate,forvariousvaluesofthe G UT scale

param eters,when the O 13 operatorisincluded.

run

no:

�
gluino

p! K + �

�total

p! K + �

�
gluino

p! � + �

�total

p! � + �

�
gluino

p! K 0� +

�total

p! K 0� +

m ax � = � � m in m ax � = � � m in m ax � = � � m in
I 0:019 0:010 0:010 0:0060 0:0038 0:0038 0:00038 0:00038 0:00038
II 0:085 0:053 0:051 0:036 0:024 0:023 0:00067 0:00067 0:00067

III(1) 0:25 0:15 0:11 0:035 0:030 0:023 0:020 0:020 0:020
III(2) 0:16 0:10 0:076 0:016 0:014 0:012 0:013 0:013 0:013
III(3) 0:10 0:071 0:055 0:0099 0:0090 0:0078 0:010 0:010 0:010

Table A3A:Ratios ofthe rate ofproton decay that would occur ifgluino diagram s

contributed only versus totalproton decay rate for the three m ost dom inant decay

m odes, for various values of the G UT scale param eters, when the O 13 operator is

included.

run

no:

�
gluino

n ! K 0�

�total

n ! K 0�

�
gluino

n ! � 0�

�total

n ! � 0�

�
gluino

n ! � �

�total

n ! � �

�
gluino

n ! � � � +

�total

n ! � � � +

m ax � = � � m in m ax � = � � m in m ax � = � � m in m ax � = � � m in
I 0:0055 0:0034 0:0034 0:0060 0:0038 0:0038 0:025 0:025 0:019 0:0099 0:0099 0:0099
II 0:033 0:021 0:020 0:036 0:024 0:023 0:11 0:11 0:087 0:043 0:043 0:043

III(1) 0:033 0:028 0:023 0:035 0:030 0:023 0:83 0:41 0:32 0:20 0:20 0:20
III(2) 0:014 0:012 0:010 0:016 0:014 0:012 0:60 0:28 0:22 0:20 0:20 0:20
III(3) 0:0087 0:0080 0:0070 0:0099 0:0090 0:0078 0:47 0:22 0:17 0:16 0:16 0:16

Table A3B:Ratios ofthe rate ofneutron decay that would occur ifgluino diagram s

contributed only versustotalneutron decay rate for variousvaluesofthe G UT scale

param eters,when the O 13 operatorisincluded.
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run

no:

s

�L L R R

p! K + �l

�L L L L

p! K + �l

s

�L L R R

p! � + �l

�L L L L

p! � + �l

�e �� �� �e �� ��

I 0:000084 0:011 2:0 0:00019 0:024 7:3
II 0:000086 0:011 1:8 0:00020 0:025 6:4

III(1) 0:00021 0:029 3:8 0:00056 0:068 10:
III(2) 0:00026 0:040 4:6 0:00067 0:097 14:
III(3) 0:00031 0:048 5:7 0:00080 0:12 17:

Table A4: Ratios of the rate ofproton decay that would occur ifLLLL operators

contributed only versusthe rate ofproton decay thatwould occurifLLRR operators

contributed only,foreach ofthe three anti-neutrino generations,forvariousvaluesof

the G UT scale param eters,when the O 13 operatorisincluded.

run

no:

v
u
u
u
u
t

�

L L L L

p !

K + � e

�

L L R R

p !

K + ��

v
u
u
u
u
t

�

L L R R

p !

K + �e

�

L L R R

p !

K + � �

v
u
u
u
u
t

�

L L L L

p !

K + ��

�

L L R R

p !

K + ��

v
u
u
u
u
t

�

L L R R

p !

K + � �

�

L L R R

p !

K + � �

v
u
u
u
u
t

�

L L L L

p !

K + ��

�

L L R R

p !

K + ��

I 0:082 6:8� 10�6 1:5 0:017 0:49
II 0:10 8:6� 10�6 1:9 0:021 0:56

III(1) 0:035 7:2� 10�6 0:60 0:017 0:26
III(2) 0:032 8:2� 10�6 0:49 0:020 0:22
III(3) 0:026 8:1� 10�6 0:41 0:020 0:18

TableA5A:Ratiosofpartialdecay ratesforp ! K
+
�,which com paretheim portance

ofthe LLLL and LLRR operators for each generation ofanti-neutrino versuscontri-

bution ofthe LLRR operator ofthe third generation anti-neutrino forvariousvalues

ofthe G UT scale param eters,when the O 13 operatorisincluded.

run

no:

v
u
u
u
u
t

�

L L L L

p !

� + � e

�

L L R R

p !

� + ��

v
u
u
u
u
t

�

L L R R

p !

� + �e

�

L L R R

p !

� + � �

v
u
u
u
u
t

�

L L L L

p !

� + ��

�

L L R R

p !

� + ��

v
u
u
u
u
t

�

L L R R

p !

� + � �

�

L L R R

p !

� + � �

v
u
u
u
u
t

�

L L L L

p !

� + ��

�

L L R R

p !

� + ��

I 0:026 4:8� 10�6 0:48 0:012 0:14
II 0:030 6:1� 10�6 0:59 0:015 0:16

III(1) 0:0095 5:3� 10�6 0:18 0:013 0:098
III(2) 0:0081 5:4� 10�6 0:13 0:013 0:071
III(3) 0:0067 5:4� 10�6 0:11 0:013 0:058

TableA5B:Ratiosofpartialdecayratesforp ! �
+
�,which com paretheim portanceof

theLLLL and LLRR operatorsforeach generation ofanti-neutrinoversuscontribution

ofthe LLRR operator ofthe third generation anti-neutrino for various values ofthe

G UT scale param eters,when the O 13 operatorisincluded.
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run

no:
I II III(1) III(2) III(3)

~��1
G U T

24:43 24:36 24:51 24:65 24:75
M G U T 2:498� 1016 3:172� 1016 3:327� 1016 2:857� 1016 2:513� 1016

�3 � 0:04760 � 0:04886 � 0:04342 � 0:04420 � 0:04550
A 0:7640 0:8067 0:8523 0:8867 0:8872
B 0:05259 0:05439 0:05630 0:05882 0:05956
C 0:0001096 0:0001155 0:0001213 0:0001231 0:0001226
E 0:01251 0:01308 0:01360 0:01397 0:01397
� 1:066 1:041 1:020 1:023 1:038
D 0:0004633 0:0004944 0:0005064 0:0005691 0:0005665
� 5:698 5:706 5:698 5:742 5:744

tan� 52:77 54:38 55:39 55:86 55:92
�(M Z ) 80:0 80:0 160: 240: 300:
m 1=2 280: 240: 170: 170: 170:
m 0 400: 700: 1400: 1400: 1400:
m H d

706:4 994:6 1858: 1859: 1855:
m H u

635:6 865:3 1599: 1591: 1585:
A 0 322:2 458:4 � 982:4 � 1079: � 1274:

Table A6: Values ofthe G UT scale param eters used in Tables A1 through A5. All

dim ensionsin G eV units.
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run

no:

m

o
d
e
l

� (p! K
+
� )

1032yrs

� (p! �
+
�)

� (p! K + � )

� (p! K
0
�
+
)

� (p! K + � )

� (p! �
0
�
+
)

� (p! K + �)

� (p! ��
+
)

� (p! K + �)

a 7:3 0:22 0:0020 0:0011 0:00039
b 3:5 0:17 0:0032 0:0017 0:00060

I c 11: 0:25 0:0012 0:00067 0:00024
d 4:1 0:15 0:0047 0:0023 0:00082
e 14: 0:25 0:0028 0:0013 0:00045
f 2:0 0:13 0:0049 0:0024 0:00086
a 23: 0:21 0:0028 0:0015 0:00054
b 10: 0:16 0:0040 0:0021 0:00076

II c 36: 0:24 0:0018 0:00098 0:00034
d 10: 0:15 0:0050 0:0025 0:00087
e 39: 0:23 0:0036 0:0016 0:00055
f 4:9 0:13 0:0051 0:0026 0:00090
a 59: 0:30 0:00078 0:00034 0:00011
b 68: 0:28 0:0023 0:0012 0:00039

III(1) c 68: 0:31 0:00052 0:00017 0:000044
d 32: 0:24 0:0016 0:00072 0:00025
e 57: 0:30 0:00080 0:00025 0:000076
f 21: 0:21 0:0021 0:00097 0:00034
a 26: 0:31 0:00048 0:00017 0:000048
b 33: 0:32 0:0013 0:00059 0:00019

III(2) c 29: 0:32 0:00039 0:000094 0:000019
d 18: 0:27 0:0010 0:00042 0:00014
e 26: 0:32 0:00053 0:00014 0:000036
f 13: 0:24 0:0014 0:00062 0:00021
a 18: 0:31 0:00040 0:00012 0:000031
b 23: 0:34 0:0010 0:00040 0:00012

III(3) c 20: 0:32 0:00034 0:000073 0:000012
d 14: 0:28 0:00081 0:00031 0:000099
e 19: 0:32 0:00044 0:00010 0:000024
f 11: 0:26 0:0011 0:00047 0:00016

TableB1A:Partialm ean lifetim eforproton decaying into kaon plusanti-neutrino and

ratios ofthe rates ofproton decay into various decay products versus rate ofdecay

into kaon plusanti-neutrino forvariousvaluesoftheG UT scaleparam eters,when the

O 13 operatorisnotincluded.Forallentries,� = � �:
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run

no:

m

o
d
e
l

� (n! K
0
�)

1032yrs

� (n! �
0
�)

� (n! K 0�)

� (n! �� )

� (n! K 0�)

� (n! �
�
�
+
)

� (n! K 0�)

a 2:4 0:036 0:0020 0:00071
b 1:4 0:033 0:0047 0:0013

I c 3:1 0:036 0:00095 0:00038
d 1:9 0:035 0:010 0:0022
e 4:0 0:036 0:0039 0:00073
f 1:0 0:035 0:012 0:0025
a 8:0 0:035 0:0028 0:0011
b 4:2 0:033 0:0063 0:0018

II c 11: 0:036 0:0015 0:00059
d 4:8 0:035 0:010 0:0024
e 12: 0:036 0:0044 0:0010
f 2:5 0:034 0:011 0:0026
a 16: 0:039 0:0011 0:00018
b 17: 0:036 0:0038 0:00060

III(1) c 17: 0:038 0:00075 0:000082
d 9:9 0:037 0:0015 0:00044
e 14: 0:036 0:00037 0:00012
f 7:4 0:036 0:0026 0:00068
a 6:6 0:039 0:00066 0:000086
b 7:4 0:037 0:0020 0:00027

III(2) c 7:0 0:038 0:00051 0:000045
d 5:0 0:037 0:00085 0:00023
e 6:1 0:036 0:00028 0:000064
f 4:1 0:037 0:0015 0:00038
a 4:5 0:039 0:00054 0:000060
b 5:1 0:037 0:0014 0:00018

III(3) c 4:8 0:038 0:00044 0:000034
d 3:7 0:037 0:00064 0:00017
e 4:3 0:037 0:00026 0:000047
f 3:2 0:038 0:0011 0:00028

Table B1B:Partialm ean lifetim e for neutron decaying into kaon plus anti-neutrino

and ratios ofthe rates ofneutron decay into various decay products versus rate of

decay into kaon plus anti-neutrino for various values ofthe G UT scale param eters,

when the O 13 operatorisnotincluded.Forallentries,� = � �:
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run

no:

m

o
d
e
l

�
chargino

p! K + �

�total

p! K + �

�
chargino

p! � + �

�total

p! � + �

�
chargino

p! K 0� +

�total

p! K 0� +

m ax � = � � m in m ax � = � � m in m ax � = � � m in
a 1:2 1:1 0:85 1:1 1:1 0:87 1:0 1:0 1:0
b 1:2 1:2 0:93 1:2 1:2 0:86 1:0 1:0 1:0

I c 1:2 1:1 0:83 1:1 1:1 0:89 0:99 0:99 0:99
d 1:2 0:99 0:98 1:2 0:92 0:91 1:0 1:0 1:0
e 1:2 0:91 0:91 1:1 0:91 0:91 1:0 1:0 1:0
f 1:2 1:0 1:0 1:2 0:97 0:94 1:0 1:0 1:0
a 1:5 1:3 0:72 1:4 1:3 0:72 1:0 1:0 1:0
b 1:4 1:4 0:90 1:4 1:4 0:75 1:0 1:0 1:0

II c 1:4 1:3 0:65 1:3 1:2 0:75 1:0 1:0 1:0
d 1:4 1:0 1:0 1:4 0:88 0:86 1:0 1:0 1:0
e 1:4 0:84 0:84 1:3 0:81 0:81 1:0 1:0 1:0
f 1:4 1:1 1:1 1:4 0:97 0:93 1:0 1:0 1:0
a 1:9 1:5 0:53 1:5 1:3 0:69 1:1 1:1 1:1
b 2:6 2:4 0:34 2:0 2:0 0:47 1:2 1:2 1:2

III(1) c 1:6 1:4 0:62 1:3 1:2 0:76 1:2 1:2 1:2
d 2:7 0:48 0:42 2:0 0:53 0:50 1:1 1:1 1:1
e 1:7 0:65 0:65 1:3 0:76 0:76 0:98 0:98 0:98
f 2:8 0:53 0:42 2:3 0:50 0:42 1:1 1:1 1:1
a 1:5 1:3 0:65 1:3 1:2 0:78 1:1 1:1 1:1
b 2:2 2:0 0:42 1:6 1:6 0:59 1:2 1:2 1:2

III(2) c 1:4 1:2 0:72 1:2 1:2 0:83 1:1 1:1 1:1
d 2:2 0:52 0:47 1:6 0:62 0:60 1:0 1:0 1:0
e 1:4 0:74 0:74 1:2 0:83 0:83 0:99 0:99 0:99
f 2:5 0:51 0:41 1:9 0:56 0:50 1:1 1:1 1:1
a 1:4 1:3 0:70 1:2 1:2 0:81 1:1 1:1 1:1
b 1:9 1:8 0:48 1:5 1:5 0:65 1:1 1:1 1:1

III(3) c 1:3 1:2 0:77 1:2 1:1 0:86 1:1 1:1 1:1
d 1:9 0:56 0:52 1:5 0:67 0:66 1:0 1:0 1:0
e 1:3 0:78 0:78 1:2 0:86 0:86 0:99 0:99 0:99
f 2:3 0:53 0:44 1:7 0:61 0:56 1:1 1:1 1:1

Table B2A:Ratiosofthe rate ofproton decay thatwould occurifchargino diagram s

contributed only versus totalproton decay rate for the three m ost dom inant decay

m odes,forvariousvaluesoftheG UT scale param eters,when theO 13 operatorisnot

included.
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run

no:

m

o
d
e
l

�
chargino

n ! K 0�

�total

n ! K 0�

�
chargino

n ! � 0�

�total

n ! � 0�

�
chargino

n ! � �

�total

n ! � �

m ax � = � � m in m ax � = � � m in m ax � = � � m in
a 1:2 1:1 0:85 1:1 1:1 0:87 1:2 1:1 1:0
b 1:2 1:2 0:86 1:2 1:2 0:86 1:1 1:1 1:1

I c 1:1 1:1 0:87 1:1 1:1 0:89 1:2 0:95 0:92
d 1:2 0:92 0:92 1:2 0:92 0:91 1:1 1:1 1:1
e 1:1 0:91 0:91 1:1 0:91 0:91 1:2 1:2 1:1
f 1:2 0:98 0:96 1:2 0:97 0:94 1:1 1:1 1:1
a 1:4 1:3 0:70 1:4 1:3 0:72 1:4 1:1 1:1
b 1:4 1:4 0:76 1:4 1:4 0:75 1:3 1:1 1:1

II c 1:3 1:3 0:71 1:3 1:2 0:75 1:4 0:92 0:88
d 1:4 0:89 0:88 1:4 0:88 0:86 1:3 1:3 1:2
e 1:3 0:81 0:81 1:3 0:81 0:81 1:4 1:4 1:2
f 1:4 0:99 0:97 1:4 0:97 0:93 1:3 1:3 1:2
a 1:6 1:4 0:64 1:5 1:3 0:69 3:1 0:53 0:43
b 2:1 2:1 0:43 2:0 2:0 0:47 1:9 0:64 0:63

III(1) c 1:4 1:3 0:72 1:3 1:2 0:76 3:1 0:35 0:31
d 2:2 0:49 0:47 2:0 0:53 0:50 2:1 2:1 0:87
e 1:4 0:75 0:75 1:3 0:76 0:76 3:1 2:9 0:65
f 2:5 0:46 0:41 2:3 0:50 0:42 1:8 1:8 0:94
a 1:3 1:3 0:74 1:3 1:2 0:78 3:1 0:48 0:38
b 1:7 1:7 0:55 1:6 1:6 0:59 2:2 0:52 0:51

III(2) c 1:2 1:2 0:81 1:2 1:2 0:83 2:8 0:40 0:36
d 1:7 0:58 0:57 1:6 0:62 0:60 2:4 2:4 0:72
e 1:2 0:83 0:82 1:2 0:83 0:83 2:7 2:6 0:55
f 2:1 0:52 0:47 1:9 0:56 0:50 2:1 2:0 0:82
a 1:3 1:2 0:78 1:2 1:2 0:81 2:9 0:49 0:39
b 1:6 1:6 0:61 1:5 1:5 0:65 2:4 0:47 0:46

III(3) c 1:2 1:2 0:84 1:2 1:1 0:86 2:4 0:45 0:41
d 1:6 0:64 0:63 1:5 0:67 0:66 2:5 2:5 0:64
e 1:2 0:86 0:85 1:2 0:86 0:86 2:4 2:3 0:54
f 1:9 0:57 0:53 1:7 0:61 0:56 2:2 2:1 0:75

TableB2B:Ratiosoftherateofneutron decay thatwould occurifchargino diagram s

contributed only versustotalneutron decay rate for variousvaluesofthe G UT scale

param eters,when the O 13 operatorisnotincluded.
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run

no:

m

o
d
e
l

s

�L L R R

p! K + � l

�L L L L

p! K + � l

s

�L L R R

p! � + �l

�L L L L

p! � + �l

�e �� �� �e �� ��

a 0:000044 0:011 4:2 0:000073 0:018 8:4
b 0:000022 0:0049 1:9 0:000037 0:0083 3:6

I c 0:000065 0:017 5:7 0:00011 0:029 12:
d 0:000022 0:0043 1:7 0:000037 0:0071 2:8
e 0:000062 0:011 4:2 0:00010 0:018 6:5
f 0:000015 0:0031 1:3 0:000025 0:0050 2:1
a 0:000048 0:011 5:1 0:000078 0:018 10:
b 0:000023 0:0049 2:6 0:000038 0:0083 5:4

II c 0:000071 0:017 5:7 0:00012 0:029 11:
d 0:000022 0:0044 2:2 0:000037 0:0073 3:5
e 0:000061 0:011 4:2 0:00010 0:019 6:4
f 0:000015 0:0031 1:7 0:000025 0:0051 2:7
a 0:00019 0:032 6:4 0:00031 0:055 10:
b 0:000071 0:013 3:4 0:00012 0:023 5:8

III(1) c 0:00030 0:045 7:6 0:00049 0:079 12:
d 0:000059 0:014 3:8 0:000098 0:022 6:8
e 0:00015 0:042 8:5 0:00025 0:064 16:
f 0:000042 0:0093 2:8 0:000069 0:015 4:8
a 0:00029 0:048 10: 0:00046 0:081 16:
b 0:00011 0:020 5:3 0:00018 0:034 9:1

III(2) c 0:00044 0:066 12: 0:00072 0:12 19:
d 0:000088 0:020 6:1 0:00014 0:032 11:
e 0:00023 0:061 13: 0:00037 0:095 24:
f 0:000062 0:014 4:4 0:00010 0:022 7:6
a 0:00035 0:058 13: 0:00056 0:099 20:
b 0:00013 0:024 6:8 0:00022 0:042 12:

III(3) c 0:00054 0:081 15: 0:00088 0:14 24:
d 0:00011 0:024 7:8 0:00018 0:040 14:
e 0:00028 0:075 16: 0:00046 0:12 30:
f 0:000076 0:017 5:6 0:00012 0:027 9:7

Table B4: Ratios ofthe rate of proton decay that would occur ifLLLL operators

contributed only versusthe rate ofproton decay thatwould occurifLLRR operators

contributed only,foreach ofthe three anti-neutrino generations,forvariousvaluesof

the G UT scale param eters,when the O 13 operatorisnotincluded.
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L L R R

p !
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v
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t
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p !
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p !

K + � �

v
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p !
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�

L L R R

p !

K + ��

v
u
u
u
u
t

�

L L L L

p !

K + � �

�

L L R R

p !

K + � �

a 0:062 2:8� 10�6 0:78 0:0084 0:24
b 0:13 2:8� 10�6 1:7 0:0085 0:53

I c 0:043 2:8� 10�6 0:49 0:0085 0:18
d 0:12 2:8� 10�6 1:9 0:0084 0:57
e 0:045 2:8� 10�6 0:80 0:0085 0:24
f 0:17 2:7� 10�6 2:7 0:0082 0:79
a 0:071 3:4� 10�6 0:95 0:010 0:20
b 0:15 3:5� 10�6 2:1 0:011 0:38

II c 0:049 3:5� 10�6 0:61 0:010 0:18
d 0:15 3:4� 10�6 2:3 0:010 0:45
e 0:057 3:5� 10�6 0:94 0:011 0:24
f 0:22 3:3� 10�6 3:2 0:010 0:60
a 0:015 3:0� 10�6 0:28 0:0091 0:16
b 0:043 3:0� 10�6 0:69 0:0092 0:30

III(1) c 0:010 3:0� 10�6 0:21 0:0092 0:13
d 0:050 3:0� 10�6 0:67 0:0091 0:26
e 0:020 3:0� 10�6 0:22 0:0092 0:12
f 0:069 2:9� 10�6 0:95 0:0089 0:36
a 0:010 3:0� 10�6 0:19 0:0090 0:10
b 0:029 3:0� 10�6 0:46 0:0091 0:19

III(2) c 0:0068 3:0� 10�6 0:14 0:0091 0:085
d 0:034 3:0� 10�6 0:45 0:0090 0:16
e 0:013 3:0� 10�6 0:15 0:0091 0:076
f 0:047 2:9� 10�6 0:64 0:0088 0:23
a 0:0086 3:0� 10�6 0:16 0:0091 0:080
b 0:023 3:0� 10�6 0:38 0:0092 0:15

III(3) c 0:0056 3:0� 10�6 0:11 0:0091 0:068
d 0:028 3:0� 10�6 0:37 0:0090 0:13
e 0:011 3:0� 10�6 0:12 0:0092 0:061
f 0:038 2:9� 10�6 0:53 0:0089 0:18

TableB5A:Ratiosofpartialdecay ratesforp ! K
+
�,which com paretheim portance

ofthe LLLL and LLRR operators for each generation ofanti-neutrino versuscontri-

bution ofthe LLRR operator ofthe third generation anti-neutrino forvariousvalues

ofthe G UT scale param eters,when the O 13 operatorisnotincluded.
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v
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p !

� + ��

v
u
u
u
u
t

�

L L L L

p !

� + ��

�

L L R R

p !

� + ��

a 0:038 2:8� 10�6 0:48 0:0085 0:12
b 0:076 2:8� 10�6 1:0 0:0085 0:28

I c 0:026 2:8� 10�6 0:30 0:0085 0:084
d 0:076 2:8� 10�6 1:2 0:0085 0:35
e 0:027 2:8� 10�6 0:48 0:0085 0:15
f 0:11 2:7� 10�6 1:7 0:0083 0:48
a 0:044 3:5� 10�6 0:58 0:010 0:095
b 0:092 3:5� 10�6 1:3 0:011 0:19

II c 0:030 3:5� 10�6 0:37 0:011 0:088
d 0:095 3:5� 10�6 1:4 0:010 0:29
e 0:034 3:5� 10�6 0:57 0:011 0:16
f 0:13 3:4� 10�6 2:0 0:010 0:38
a 0:0097 3:0� 10�6 0:17 0:0092 0:096
b 0:025 3:0� 10�6 0:40 0:0092 0:17

III(1) c 0:0063 3:0� 10�6 0:12 0:0092 0:080
d 0:031 3:0� 10�6 0:42 0:0092 0:15
e 0:012 3:1� 10�6 0:14 0:0093 0:064
f 0:043 3:0� 10�6 0:60 0:0090 0:21
a 0:0065 3:0� 10�6 0:11 0:0091 0:062
b 0:017 3:0� 10�6 0:27 0:0091 0:11

III(2) c 0:0042 3:0� 10�6 0:078 0:0091 0:052
d 0:021 3:0� 10�6 0:28 0:0091 0:093
e 0:0081 3:0� 10�6 0:096 0:0092 0:042
f 0:029 2:9� 10�6 0:40 0:0089 0:13
a 0:0054 3:0� 10�6 0:092 0:0091 0:049
b 0:014 3:0� 10�6 0:22 0:0092 0:085

III(3) c 0:0034 3:0� 10�6 0:064 0:0092 0:042
d 0:017 3:0� 10�6 0:23 0:0091 0:072
e 0:0066 3:0� 10�6 0:079 0:0092 0:034
f 0:024 3:0� 10�6 0:33 0:0090 0:10

TableB5B:Ratiosofpartialdecayratesforp ! �
+
�,which com paretheim portanceof

theLLLL and LLRR operatorsforeach generation ofanti-neutrinoversuscontribution

ofthe LLRR operator ofthe third generation anti-neutrino for various values ofthe

G UT scale param eters,when the O 13 operatorisnotincluded.
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run

no:
I II III(1) III(2) III(3)

~��1
G U T

24:43 24:36 24:51 24:65 24:75
M G U T 2:498� 1016 3:172� 1016 3:327� 1016 2:857� 1016 2:513� 1016

�3 � 0:04760 � 0:04886 � 0:04342 � 0:04420 � 0:04550
A 0:7640 0:8067 0:8523 0:8867 0:8872
B 0:05798 0:06019 0:06254 0:06533 0:06607
C 0:00008824 0:00009204 0:00009550 0:00009801 0:00009809
E 0:01063 0:01111 0:01154 0:01182 0:01180
� 1:762 1:765 1:767 1:765 1:763

tan� 52:71 54:31 55:32 55:79 55:87
�(M Z ) 80:0 80:0 160: 240: 300:
m 1=2 280: 240: 170: 170: 170:
m 0 400: 700: 1400: 1400: 1400:
m H d

706:3 994:4 1858: 1859: 1855:
m H u

635:9 865:6 1599: 1592: 1585:
A 0 322:2 458:4 � 982:4 � 1079: � 1274:

Table B6: Values ofthe G UT scale param eters used in Tables B1 through B5. All

dim ensionsin G eV units.

5 D iscussion ofthe results

5.1 O verallR ates

M any signi�cantresultsappearfrom the tablesofthe previoussection. First,
com paring the rates ofproton decay predicted in the tables above with the
resultsofexperim entalsearchesforproton and baryon-num berviolatingneutron
decay sum m arized in Table 4,itcan be seen thatthe predicted upperbounds
on thelifetim esfornucleon decay areabove,and,in m ostcases,wellabove,the
experim entallowerbounds.Theloop integralI(M gaugino;M squ ark

(slepton )

;M squ ark

(slepton )

)

goesroughly like1=M 2
squ ark

(slepton )

in thelim itwheresquarksand sleptonsarem uch

heavierthan gauginos.Hence,the decay ratesgo naively like(m 2
1=2

+ �2R )=m
4
0,

where �R � �(M Z ). This approxim ation roughly explains the dependence of
the nucleon decay rates on m 0,�(M Z ),and m 1=2 seen in Tables A1A,A1B,
B1A,and B1B.

5.2 LLR R vs. LLLL O perators

Secondly,LLRR operatorsdom inateoverLLLL operatorsforthethird genera-
tion anti-neutrino,forthedecaysinto K � and ��.(SeeTablesA4 and B4.) W e
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Table 4:Currentexperim entallowerboundson the variouspartiallifetim esof
the nucleons[19]

�(p ! K + �) > 1:0� 1032 yrs
�(p ! �+ �) > :25� 1032 yrs
�(p ! �0�+ ) > 2:7� 1032 yrs
�(p ! ��+ ) > :69� 1032 yrs
�(p ! �0e+ ) > 5:5� 1032 yrs
�(p ! �e+ ) > 1:4� 1032 yrs
�(n ! K 0�) > :86� 1032 yrs
�(n ! �0�) > 1:0� 1032 yrs
�(n ! ��) > :54� 1032 yrs

�(n ! �� �+ ) > 1:0� 1032 yrs
�(n ! �� e+ ) > 1:3� 1032 yrs

can gain an intuitiveunderstandingofwhy thisisifweneglectthegluinocontri-
bution tothedecay ratesand look atapproxim ateform ulasfortherateofdecay
due to charginos.The loop integralI(a;b;c)isa relatively sm ooth function of
the m asses and as a result,to a very good approxim ation,when calculating
chargino diagram s for the third generation anti-neutrino, sum s over gam m a
m atricesoftheform �L �i�

�
R �jI(~
�;b;c)areapproxim ately zero whilesum sof

theform �
L �i

��
L �j

I(~
�;b;c)and �R �i
��
R �j

I(~
�;b;c)areapproxim atelyequal

to �ijI(~
iL ;b;c)and �ijI(~
iR ;b;c),respectively,dueto theorthogonality ofthe
gam m a m atrices.Hence,

C
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�
E ;R �l0ĉ
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See �g. 2 forthe Feynm an diagram giving the dom inantcontribution to eqn.
(3).
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The loop integralfactors
P

n
U+ anU� a 0nm ~�n

I(~�n;b;c)can furtherbe ap-
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Figure2:Feynm an diagram thatgivesthe dom inantcontribution to C (ud)(d�)
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Hence,
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�

ud
[1jĉ�
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The integralI(a;b;c)is approxim ately log(b2=c2)=(b2 � c2) in the lim it where
a � b;c,i.e.when squarksand sleptonsarem uch m orem assivethan gauginos,
which generallyisthelim itweareinterested in.Usingthefactthatthe�rstand
second generation squarksareapproxim ately degenerate,and thatthe�rstand
second generation squarksare usually m ore m assive than the third generation
squarksand sleptons,the ratio can be furtherapproxim ated

C
(ud)(d�)

1jk3

C
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1jk3
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� m2
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���t(VK M )3kĉ�ud
[1jĉ�

ue
3]3

g22(VK M )i0j(V
y

K M
)j01ĉqqi

0[j0ĉql
k]3 + g22(VK M )k0kĉqq[1j�cqlk

0]3

(6)
wherem 1;2

squark
isthe m assofthe �rstand second generation squarks.

Severalfactors contribute to the fact that this ratio is often greater than
one. Since the third generation squarksand sleptonsare lighterthan the �rst
and second generation squarks,theratio issigni�cantly enhanced by thefactor

27



(m 1;2

squark
)2 log(m 2

~u3R
=m 2

~e3R
)=(m 2

~u3R
� m2~e3R

)� (m1;2
squark

)2=(m ax(m ~u3R
;m ~e3R

))2.
Second,the ratio
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ue
3]3

g22(VK M )i0j(V
y

K M
)j01ĉqqi

0[j0ĉql
k]3 + g22(VK M )k0kĉqq[1j�cqlk

0]3
(7)

isitselftypically oforderunity form any valuesoftheG UT scaleinitialparam e-
ters.Note,thisratio isgreatly enhanced in theregim eoflargetan� considered
in thispaper.

Finally,the ratio �R =M w ino playsa criticalrole in whether the LLRR op-
eratorsdom inateoverLLLL operatorsin thethird generation and whetherthe
third generation anti-neutrino dom inatesoverthe second-generation.Com par-
ing TablesA4,A5A,A5B,B4,B5A,and B5B with TablesA6 and B6,we see
that there is a direct correlation between �R =m 1=2 and the dom inance ofthe
third generation LLRR operators. W hen �R =m 1=2 is sm all,the third genera-
tion LLRR operatorscan besuppressed.M oreover,becausethethird generation
LLRR operatorsaresuppressed when �R =m 1=2 issm all,the second generation
anti-neutrino contributes m ore signi�cantly than the third when �R =m 1=2 is
sm all.7 In particular,in runsIand IIofthe A and B tables,�R =m 1=2 issm all
(� :3)whilein runsIII(1),III(2),and III(3),�R =m 1=2 isnear1 orgreater,and
�R =m 1=2 increasesasone goesfrom run III(1)to run III(2)to run III(3). As
a result,looking atthe tau anti-neutrino colum nsofTablesA4 and B4,we see
that,for any particular m odel,the entries ofthose colum ns for runs Iand II
aresm allerthan they areforrunsIII(1),III(2),and III(3),and thattheentries
in those colum nsincrease steadily in going from run III(1) to III(2) to III(3).
Sim ilarly,looking atthe 3rd colum nsofTablesA5A,A5B,B5A,and B5B,we
see that the LLLL operatorsofthe second generation anti-neutrino are fairly
signi�cantto the overalldecay rate in runs Iand II,while they are notquite
assigni�cantin runsIII(1),III(2),and III(3),and thatthe signi�cance ofthe
LLLL operatorsofthesecond generation anti-neutrino continually decreasesin
going from run III(1)to III(2)to III(3).

For the �rstand second generation anti-neutrinos,on the other hand,the
LLRR operatorsarenegligiblebecausethey aresuppressed in com parison tothe
LLLL operatorsby theup and charm Yukawacouplings,respectively.Thus,the
entriesin theelectron and m uon anti-neutrino colum nsofTablesA4 and B4are
fairly sm all,and theentriesin colum ns2 and 4 ofTablesA5A,A5B,B5A,and
B5B arefairly sm all.In com parison,thesecond generation anti-neutrino LLLL
operatoristhem ostsigni�cantoftheLLLL operators,butthethird generation
LLLL operatorisnotnegligible in com parison to the second generation LLLL
operator.(See colum ns1,3,and 5 ofTablesA5A,A5B,B5A,and B5B.).

7A rnowitt,et al. observed that LLR R operators can be signi�cant to nucleon decay rates

under certain circum stances in ref.[20].
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5.3 p! �+ � vs. p! K + �

Secondly,we see that under certain circum stances,the decay p ! �+ � dom i-
nates overK + � when the O13 operatoris included in m odel4(c). W hen the
third generationanti-neutrinodom inatesoverthetheothergenerations,wehave
the approxim ateresult

�(p ! �+ �)
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ue

3]3 + (VK M )32ĉ�ud
[11ĉ�
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2
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ud
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ĉ�
ud

[12ĉ�
ue

3]3 + ĉ�
ud

[11ĉ�
ue

3]3

�
�
�

2
(8)

In Appendix 4, we show that j(VK M )31j � jVtdjincreases when the O 13

operatorisincluded.Theincreasein theratiooftherateofp ! �+ � versusp !
K + � when the O13 operatorisincluded can be attributed in largepartto this
increasein jVtdj,sinceeqn.8 containsa m ultiplicativefactorofjVtd=Vtsj2.This
increase is further enhanced by the fact that (VK M )31ĉ�ud

[12ĉ�
ue

3]3 has roughly

the opposite sign of(VK M )32ĉ�ud
[11ĉ�

ue
3]3,and hence increasing jVtdjdecreases

the denom inator in eqn. 8. Thus,the addition ofthe O 13 operator in m odel
4(c)increasesthe ratio ofthe p ! �+ � decay rate to p ! K + �,provided that
the third generation anti-neutrino dom inates.

W hether the third generation dom inates over the second depends on the
ratio of�R =m 1=2. Thus,p ! �+ � willbe larger than p ! K + � ifthe O13
operatorisincluded and �R =m 1=2 isnotm uch sm allerthan one.Thus,in runs
III(1),III(2),and III(3)ofTable A1,�R =m 1=2 isapproxim ately one orbigger,
and asa resultthe third generation anti-neutrino dom inatesthe rate ofdecay,
and the ratio ofthe rate ofdecay into �+ � versusthe rate ofdecay into K + �

is signi�cantly enhanced in com parison to the runs without the O 13 operator
in Table B1. O n the otherhand,in runsIand II,�R =m 1=2 issm all,and asa
result,the second generation dom inatesand the ratio ofthe rate ofdecay into
�+ � versusK + � rem ainsnearwhatitwaswithoutthe O13 operator.

5.4 \G eneric" SU (5) vs Large tan� SO (10) m odels

5.4.1 n ! �0� vs. n ! ��

Furtherm ore,the tables ofthe previous section show som e im portant di�er-
ences between the nucleon decay predictions for our SO (10)m odelversusthe
predictionsofagenericSUSY m inim alSU(5)m odel.Becausethee�ectivecolor
tripletHiggs m assis constrained to be lowerthan around 1017 G eV in SUSY
m inim alSU(5) [4],and because the lifetim es ofthe nucleons are proportional
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to sin2 2� [21,20,4],m inim alSU(5) m odels use sm alltan� to be consistent
with the experim entallim itson proton decay.W hen tan� issm all,LLRR op-
eratorscan often be neglected.W hen LLRR operatorsarenegligible,the ratio
�(n ! �0�)=�(n ! ��)justdependson chiralLagrangian factors.

�(n ! �0�)

�(n ! ��)
� 2:8
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i

�
�
��C

(ud)(d�i)+ �C (ud)(d�i)

�
�
�

2

P

i

�
�
��C(ud)(d�i)� :140�C(ud)(d�i)

�
�
�

2

� 2:8 (9)

In contrast,when tan� islarge,LLRR operatorsarenotnegligible.Thecontri-
bution ofLLRR operatorsto n ! �� issigni�cantly suppressed in com parison
to its contribution to n ! �0� by chiralLagrangian factors. Hence,looking
at Tables A1B and B1B,the rate ofn ! �0� can be anywhere from 2.9 to
over100 tim eslargerthan the rateofn ! ��,depending on whetherthe third
generation LLRR operatorsorthesecond generation LLLL operatorsdom inate.

5.4.2 n ! K 0� vs. p! K + �

Secondly,the ratio �(n ! K 0�)=�(p ! K + �) di�ers signi�cantly from the
genericSU(5)m odels.Num erically,

�(n ! K 0�)

�(p ! K + �)
�

�
�
�
�
�

�(1:14C(us)(d�i)+ 1:58C (ud)(s�i))+ �(� :86C(us)(d�i)+ 1:58C (ud)(s�i))

�(:44C(us)(d�i)+ 1:58C (ud)(s�i))+ �(:44C (us)(d�i)+ 1:58C (ud)(s�i))

�
�
�
�
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2

(10)
In the m inim alSU(5) m odel, the C (us)(d�i) operator is approxim ately equal
to the C (ud)(s�i) [21,20,4],and,since LLRR operators are often negligible,
�(n ! K 0�)=�(p ! K + �)� 1:8. [4]. However,in ourSO (10)m odel,LLRR
operatorstend todom inate.Notonly arethechiralLagrangian factorsdi�erent
when theLLRR operatorsdom inate,butC (us)(d�i) tendstopointin theopposite

direction asC (ud)(s�i). Hence,�(n ! K 0�)=�(p ! K + �)ism uch largerthan
itsvalue in the m inim alSU(5)m odels.Indeed,n ! K 0� can be over18 tim es
biggerthan p ! K + �.

Also noteworthy is the fact that when LLRR operators dom inate,�(n !

K 0�)=�(p ! K + �)issigni�cantly higherwhen theO13 operatorisincluded in
com parison to when itisnot.(Forexam ple,in run III(3)�(n ! K 0�)=�(p !
K + �) is 18.1 with the O13 operator included while it is no greater than 4.5
for run III(3) without the O 13 operator.) M uch ofthe enhancem ent can be
explained by the fact that jVtdjis larger when the O 13 operator is included.
W hen LLRR operatorsdom inate,

�(n ! K 0�)

�(p ! K + �)
�

�
�
�
�
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� :86C(us)(d�i)+ 1:58C (ud)(s�i)
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�
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2

(11)
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Plugging eqn.3 into thisform ula,thisbecom es
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[12ĉ�
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Since(VK M )31ĉ�ud
[12ĉ�

ue
3]3 tendstohavetheoppositesignas(VK M )32ĉ�ud

[11ĉ�
ue

3]3,

�(n ! K 0�)=�(p ! K + �)isenhanced when jVtdjisincreased.

5.5 Sensitivity to \22" C lebsch

Furtherm ore,by looking atTablesB1 through B6,wecan determ inehow sensi-
tivenucleon decay ratepredictionsareon theClebschesthatenterinto thecqq,
cql,cud,and cue m atrices. Foreach ofthe �ve runsofTablesB1 through B6,
the only di�erence between the versionsa through f in each run are the yqq,
yql,yud and yue ClebschesofTable 1 thatenterinto the cqq,cql,cud,and cue

m atrices.W eseethattheoverallrateofdecay isquitesensitiveto thedi�erent
choicesforClebsches. Forexam ple,with � = � �,�(p ! K+ �)forrun I(e)is
7 tim es largerthan �(p ! K + �) for run I(f). The branching ratiosgenerally
exhibitlesssensitivity:�(n ! �0�)=�(n ! K 0�)exhibitsvirtually no sensitiv-
ity and �(p ! �+ �)=�(p ! K + �)exhibitsrelatively m ild sensitivity.However,
branching ratios into less dom inant decay m odes can at certain tim es exhibit
high sensitivity.Forexam ple,with � = � �,�(n ! ��)=�(n ! K0�)isover12
tim eslargerforrun I(f)than itisforrun I(c).

5.6 G luino vs. C hargino contributions

It can also be seen that the contributions of gluinos to the rate of nucleon
decay isoften notnegligible.Indeed,in severalexam ples,excluding thegluinos’
contribution can lead toadecreasein thepredicted rateofdecay ofgreaterthan
60% ,in caseswhere gluinosconstructively interfere,oran increase in the rate
ofdecay by over150% ,where gluinos destructively interfere.8 Note also that
whethergluinosconstructively ordestructively interferedependsheavily on the
phaseofthe chiralLagrangian param eterarg(�=�).

5.7 Proton decay from gauge boson exchange

Finallywenotethatouranalysisonlyincludesthecontribution tonucleon decay
from the e�ective dim ension 5 operators resulting from colored triplet Higgs
exchanges. W e have neglected the contribution to nucleon decay via heavy
gaugeboson exchange(e�ectivedim ension 6 operators).Thisapproxim ation is
justi�ed in ourm odelsforthedom inantdecay m odes.Forexam ple,in orderto

8G oto,etal. observed that gluino loopscan be im portant in the m inim alSU (5) m odelin

ref.[22].
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obtain the �3 ofrun III(1),wecan choosethe vevsa1,a2,~a,and a singlet�eld
S4,de�ned in paperI,which enterintotheSO (10)breakingsectorofthetheory,
to be 2:0� 1016 G eV,1:0� 1016 G eV,6:0� 1016 G eV,and :66� 1016 G eV,
respectively,i.e. alloforder M G U T . Then the m asses ofthe gauge bosons
contained in SO (10)=(SU (3)� SU (2)� U (1)) { X� , Q � , U � ,and E � are
3:2� 1016 G eV,1:2� 1017 G eV,1:3� 1017 G eV,and 1:3� 1017 G eV,respectively9.
The decay m ode which would be the m ostdom inantifallothercontributions
to proton decay except the contribution due to gauge boson exchanges were
neglected isp ! �0e+ .W ith theabovegaugeboson m asses,thepartialproton
lifetim e due to heavy gauge boson exchanges for p ! �0e+ is 1:2� 1038 yrs,
corresponding to a branching ratio oforder< 10�4 .O fthe decay m odeslisted
in TablesA1A and B1A,gaugeexchangeiscom petitive only with p ! ��+ .

C onclusions

W ehaveshown in thispaperthatm odel4(c)ofpaperIpredictsnucleon decay
rates consistent with allcurrent experim entalbounds, while using values of
G UT param etersthatgiveferm ion m asses,m ixing angles,and gaugecouplings
in good agreem ent with experim entalobservations. O ur m ain results can be
found in TablesA1A,A1B,and A6.W e concludethatourm odelpredictsthat
nucleon decay is likely to be observed by SuperK AM IO K ANDE or ICARUS,
which are expected to probe nucleon lifetim es up to around 1034 yrs [23,24],
forvariousdecay m odespredicted by G UTs.

In orderto avoid thisconclusion one would need to m akesquarksand slep-
tons\unnaturally" heavy and beyond thereach ofLHC orincreasethee�ective
colortripletHiggsm ass ~M t,which would requirea superm assiveHiggsdoublet
in the G UT desertwith m assm any ordersofm agnitude lowerthan the G UT
scaleand atleastan orderofm agnitudelighterthan any otherparticlegetting
m assaround the G UT scale. M oreover,we have chosen the poorly known chi-
ralLagrangian param eterj�jto be atthe lowestvalue suggested by the data.
Ifit could be shown that j�jlies in the higher range ofits current bounds,
non-observation ofnucleon decay by SuperK AM IO K ANDE and ICARUS could
m akeourm odelunnaturalforany reasonablevaluesofthe squark and slepton
m asses.10 Forthesereasons,webelievethatthesem odels,ifcorrect,necessarily
lead to observablenucleon decay rates.

W e have shown that LLRR operators are not only signi�cant,but often
dom inate,nucleon decay in the large tan � regim e { as long as �R =m 1=2 is

9N ote, the X � gauge boson is the m assive gauge boson from the 24 representation of

SU (5); Q � is the gauge boson from the 10,15,10,and 15 representations ofSU (5) which

is in the (3;2;
1

3
) and (3;2;�

1

3
) representations ofSU (3)� SU (2)� U (1);and U � and E � are

gauge bosons from the 10 and 10 representations ofSU (5) which are in f(3;1;
4

3
);(3;1;�

4

3
)g

and f(1;1;� 2);(1;1;2)g representations ofSU (3)� SU (2)� U (1),respectively.
10 R ecall,however,thatthechiralLagrangian approach tendsto overestim atenucleon decay

rates [16]and thus underestim ates the lifetim es.
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not very sm all. As a result,ifnucleon decay is observed,there are two key
experim entalobservables that m ay distinguish between large or sm alltan �

SUSY G UTs: the ratios �(n ! K 0�)=�(p ! K + �) and �(n ! ��)=�(n !

�0�).In particular,evidenceforaneutron lifetim e(1
5
� 1

20
)� theproton lifetim e

would be a strong indication for large tan � SUSY G UTs. O bservation of
�(n ! ��)=�(n ! �0�)signi�cantly lowerthan than the predicted valuewhen
LLRR operatorsarenegligiblecould also indicatelargetan � SUSY G UTs.

W ehavealsoshown thatgauginoloopscannotbeneglected when calculating
proton decay rates in m odels such as ours. In fact,neglecting gaugino loops
couldlead toanunderestim ationofthedecayratesofover60% oroverestim ation
ofover150% .

Finally,we have studied the sensitivity ofnucleon lifetim e and branching
ratio predictionson the\quality" ofthepredictionsthatthesem odelsm akefor
ferm ion m assesand m ixing angles.In them odelswehaveanalyzed,theentries
in thecqq,cql,cud,and cue m atricesarerelated to entriesin theYu,Yd,and Ye
m atricesby Clebscheswhich depend on the version ofthe m odelbeing consid-
ered.Aswehaveseen,thelifetim esand branching ratioscan bequitesensitive
to thechoiceofClebsches| som epredictionsvary by nearly an orderofm agni-
tudedepending on thechoiceofClebsches.In m odels4(a)through (f),without
the O 13 operator,the di�erentClebscheshave no e�ecton the predictionsfor
ferm ion m assesand m ixingangles.Com paringm odels4(a)through (f),without
theO 13 operator,which isconsistentwith ferm ion m assesand m ixing anglesat
2�,with m odel4(c),with the O 13 operator,which isconsistentwithin 1�,one
islead to conclude that�tting the data within 1 or2 � can have a signi�cant
e�ecton the nucleon decay predictions. Thus \predictions" fornucleon decay
lifetim es and branching ratios cannot be expected to be any better than the
com plem entary predictionsforferm ion m assesand m ixing angles.
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A ppendix 1:H ow theD im opoulos-W ilczek m ech-

anism can produce ~M t� M G U T

Using theDim opoulos-W ilczek m echanism fordoublet-tripletsplitting,thepart
ofthe superspacepotentialin ourm odelgiving doublet-tripletsplitting is

W d�t = 101A 1102 + 1022S�;
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where A 1 is a 45 representation getting a vev oforder M G U T in the baryon
m inuslepton num berdirection,101 and 102 are10 representations,and S� isa
singlet.TheHiggsdoubletand tripletm assm atricesforourm odelare

M t =

�
101 102

101 0 a1

102 � a1 S�

�

(13)

M d =

�
101 102

101 0 0
102 0 S�

�

(14)

Note,the101 �eld istheonly 10 representation thatcouplesto ordinary (Stan-
dard M odel) ferm ions. Thus,the 101 contains the two Higgses ofthe M ini-
m alSUSY Standard M odel[M SSM ],and the baryon-num ber violating e�ec-
tiveoperatorsobtained by integrating outthecolortripletsareproportionalto
1= ~M t � (M �1

t )11 = S�=a
2
1,the 101;101 entry ofthe inverse ofthe colortriplet

m ass m atrix. An e�ective color triplet m ass ofaround 1019 G eV is obtained
with a1 around the G UT scale,and S� around 1013 G eV.Thus, ~M t � M G U T

m eansthatthere isan electroweak doubletseveralordersofm agnitude lighter
than the G UT scale,notthatthereisan actualcolortripletwith m assgreater
than M P lanck [25].

A ppendix 2: Feynm an diagram s
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A ppendix 3:Form ulasfornucleon decay in term s

ofchiralLagrangian factors

Using the chiralLagrangian techniquesofref. [14],the ratesofnucleon decay
arethe following.
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where m B isan averageBaryon m asssatisfying m B � m� � m� and allother
notation follows[14]11.Here,allcoe�cientsoffour-ferm ion operatorsareeval-
uated atM Z . A L takesinto accountrenorm alization from M Z to 1 G eV,and
is approxim ately equalto .22. [13]. These form ulas reduce to the chiralLa-
grangian form ulasgiven in ref. [4]for� 6= 0 when � = 0. In the calculations,
wetakeD = :81,F = :44 [4],and f� = 139 M eV [14].

A ppendix 4: W hy jVtdjincreases w hen the O 13 is

included in m odel4(c)

Itcan be seen thatourYd and Ye m atrices,which havethe generalform ,
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with C;D � B ;E � A,can bediagonalized by m ultiplying them atriceson the
leftand rightby m atricesS and T,respectively,where
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with C;D � B ;E � A and C � xx0B 2=A,is diagonalized by the S and T

m atrices
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Since� + � � 30�,theD ei(�+ �)=(6A)term willincreasejVtdjprovided thatthe
B C=(AE )term doesnotdecreasetoo m uch when theO 13 operatorisincluded.

W hate�ectdoestheO 13 operatorhaveon theA,B ,C ,and E param eters?
The A param eter willnot be a�ected at allbecause A is �xed purely by the
third generation m assesm b and m � [7].M oreover,the �rstgeneration Yukawa
coupling �e ofthe Ye m atrix isapproxim ately equalto

243
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�
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2
�
109

27
C D
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A
e
i�

�
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�

(16)

atM G U T .Since� istypically closeto 2�,theterm ofthe absolutevaluelinear
in D decreasesthe eigenvalue. Therefore,C m ustbe increased to com pensate
forthe O 13 operator.

O n the otherhand,when B isevaluated by using the global�2 analysisof
ref.[9],B actuallydecreaseswhen theO 13 operatorisincluded.Itwillbeshown
in ref. [9]thatwhen a global�2 analysisisdone,B K ,the bag constantwhich
com esintothetheoreticalform ulafortheexperim entalobservable�K m easuring
CP violation,and jVcbjcom e out too high;and jVub=Vcbjcom es out too low,
in com parison with theirexperim entalm easurem ents,form odel4 without an
O 13 operator. Since Vcb � �jxd � xujB =A where � isa renorm alization group
factor,this m eans that B is too high. It willalso be shown in ref. [9]that
unless an O 13 operator is included,Vcb and Vub=Vcb cannot be corrected by
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changing the param eters without further increasing B K ,which is already too
high.Furtherm ore,B and E arerelated by the equation

�
�3AE ei� � B

2
�
�� ����:

Since Re� < 0,E islowerwhen the O 13 operatorisnotincluded because B is
higherthan itshould be.

However,when the O 13 operator ofpaper I is added to m odel4(c),it is
possible to lower B to bring it in line with the experim entalvalue for jVcbj
while sim ultaneously having reasonable valuesforB K aswellasforthe other
observables[9]. The net e�ect ofincluding the O 13 operatorto m odel4(c)is
that B is typically decreased by � 10% ,E is increased by � 18% ,and C is
increased by � 25% . Therefore,B C=(AE )actually decreasesslightly (� 3% ).
However,thedecreasein thatterm ism orethan com pensated forbytheincrease
in jVtdjdue to the

D

6A
ei(�+ �) term . The net resultofthe inclusion ofthe O 13

operatorisan increasein jVtdjtypically of� 11% .
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