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A bstract

In thispaper, we calculate neutron and proton decay rates and branch—
Ing ratios in a predictive SO (10) SUSY GUT which agrees wellw ith low
energy data. W e show that the nucleon lifetin es are consistent w ith the
experin ental bounds. The nuclkon decay rates are calculated using all
one-loop chargino and gluino dressed diagram s regardless of their chiral
structure. W e show that the four-ferm ion operator C jx r djz ) @k, 1)/
com m only neglected in previousnuclon decay calculations, not only con—
tribbutes signi cantly to nucleon decay, but, for m any valies of the ni-
tial GUT param eters and for large tan , actually dom inates the decay
rate. As a consequence, we nd that o=, is often substantially larger
than the prediction obtained n smalltan models. W e also nd that
gliino-dressed diagram s, often neglected in nuclon decay calculations,
contribute signi cantly to nuclkon decay. In addition we nd that the
branching ratios obtained from this realistic SO (10) SUSY GUT di er
signi cantly from the predictions obtained from \generic" SU (5) SUSY
GUTS.Thusnuclkon decay branching ratios, when observed, can be used
to test theordes of ferm ion m asses.
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1 Introduction

Tt can easily be seen that G rand Uni ed Theordes [G U T S] contain baryon num —
ber violating operators that produce proton decay 'E:]. H owever, determ ining
the decay rate isam uch m ore Involved task. In supersymm etric [SUSY ]JGUTS,
the nucleon decay am plitude is directly proportionalto the inverse ofan e ective
colortriplet H iggsm assM’: (resulting from e ective dim ension 5 baryon num ber
violating operators) 'E:, :_IJ.] multiplied by a product of the Yukawa couplings of
this color triplet H iggs to quarks and leptons. Thus, obtaining a theoretical
prediction for nuclkon decay rates depends critically on two factors:

1. obtaining bounds on the e ective color triplet m ass, and

In this regard, i has been noted that M"y also a ects the prediction for

s through threshold correctionsatM gy . Thus, bounds on M’y can be
obtained via the experin ental constraint on ¢ Eﬂ, "EJx, -'_é], but only if one
hasa complte SUSY GUT, valid aboveM gy -

2. predictions for the relevant Yukawa couplings.

The nuclkon decay branching ratios are sensitive to these color triplet
H Iggsquark-quark and H iggsquark—Jepton Y ukaw a couplings. T hese cou-
plingsare com pletely determ ined in any predictive theory of ferm ion m asses
and m ixing angles, but they are typically N O T identicalto the Yukawa
couplings responsble for quark and lepton m asses.

In addition, one m ust take these e ective dim ension 5 operators and renor—
m alize them from M gyr toM 5 . Then, at the weak scale, e ective din ension
6 operators are obtained by closing the squark and/or skpton lines into a loop
via chargiho or gliino exchanges. Hence the decay rate depends sensitively on
soft SUSY breaking param eters. Finally the e ective din ension 6 operators
are renom alized from M ; to the nucleon m ass and then an e ective chiral
Lagrangian analysis is used to obtain lifetim es and branching ratios.

In a recent paper E_é] fpaper I], we proposed several com plete SO (10) SUSY
GUTs,valid aboveM gyt . AtM gyt ,thesem odels had the desired feature that
they reproduced the e ective ferm ion m ass operators ofm odel 4 of A nderson,
et al. tj] fpaper II]. M oreover, we found that if we required that our m odels
contain in their superpotentials allterm snot forbidden by the sym m etries ofthe
respective m odels, one and only one additionale ective ferm ion m ass operator
was generated for two of the m odels, while no additionale ective ferm ion m ass
generating operators were generated in a third model. W e showed that for
reasonable values of the GUT scale param eters, we can obtain values of ¢
consistent with experim ent, with the e ective color triplet H iggs m ass that
enters Into proton decay rates M”; as large as 10'° GeV or even larger. W e
argue, however, that the scale  10° Gev is, in fact, a natural upper bound
forM’¢.



N ote, the actual color triplts’ m asses are of order the GUT scale. Such a
large value for M'y in com parison to the GUT scale is obtained In our m odel
using the D in opoulosW ilczek m echanisn for doublettriplet splitting E5]. In
Appendix 1, we review how the D In opoulosW ilczek m echanisn can be used to
obtam My Moguyr -

In this paper, we present the details of our calculations of the nuclkon decay
rates for one of our m odels, referred to asm odel 4 (c), which includes an addi-
tional \13" m ass operator. In a forthcom ing paper, B lazek, C arena, W agner,
and one ofus (SR . willshow thatm odel4 (c) tsalllow energy data to w ithin
1 ,whilemodeld without the addiional operator) agreesw ith alldata at the
2 levelonly E_Si]. Ourm ain resuls for the predictions of the proton and neutron
decay rates and branching ratios in m odel 4 (c) are found in TablsA 1A, A1B
and A6.

In addition we have studied the sensitivity of our predictions to di erent
factors. W e have com pared the predictions for ourm odel4 (c) to those ofm odels
4 @) through (f) of Anderson et al. This tests the sensitivity of the predicted
branching ratios to the quality ofthe t for ferm ion m asses and m ixing angles.
W e nd that branching ratios can di er by factors as large as 10.

W e have also com pared the predictions of our m odels w ith those of sm all
tan minimalSUSY SU () GUTs. W e nd that som e results in the large tan
regin e are qualitatively di erent than for snall tan . For exam ple, certain
din ension 6 operators w ith the chiral s&ucmre'f: LLRR tend to dom inate over
their LLLL counterpartsfor M z )=m ;_, > 1. In this lin i, theratio = ,, for
exam ple, is sensitive to the quality of the ferm ion m ass t and is substantially
larger than what it isin smalltan SUSY GUTs.

Finally we discuss the sensitivity of our predictions to neglecting either the
gluino or chargino exchange diagram s. W e nd both contributions to be signif-
icant.

T he paper is organized as follow s | in sections 2, 3 and 4 we discuss the
calculational ngredients. N am ely, In section 2, we discussG U T m odels and the
physics from M gyt toM 5 ; In section 3, SUSY loopsatM ; and the resulting
din ension 6 baryon violating operators; and in section 4, the physics from M , to
the nuclon m ass and a sum m ary ofthe num ericalprocedure and our resuls. In
section 5, we discuss our results and the aforem entioned sensitivities to di erent
factors.

1 LLLL, LLRR, and RRRR refer to four-ferm ion operators pairing four left-handed W eyl
ferm ions, pairing tw o left handed W eyl ferm ions and the conjugates of tw o right-handed W eyl
ferm ions, and pairing the con jugates of four right-handed W eyl ferm ions, respectively. Speci ¢
exam ples of each type of four-ferm ion operator can be found in Table 3, infra.



2 The low energy e ective operators generating
nucleon decay, and their renorm alization

Recallthat In paper I, i was shown that oure ective ferm on m ass operators,
denoted 0 33,023,012,and O 55, could beused to t ferm ion m assesand m ixing
angles reasonably well. For model 4 of that paper, the rst three of these
operators were

033 = 163 101 163
A, A,
023 = 162 e 101 e 163
K K
x x
O12 = 161 (—)° 101 (z—)° 16
Su Su

where 16;, 16,, and 165 are 16 representations containing the rst, second, and
third generations of ferm ions of the Standard M odel, respectively; 10; isa 10
representation containing the two H iggs doublets ofthe M Inim al Supersym m et—
ric extension of the Standard M odel; A1, A;, and A are 45s which get vevs in
the B-L, hypercharge, and X (SU (5) invariant) directions, regpectively; and Sy
is an SO (10) singlet getting a vev of order M p 151k - T here were six di erent
choices for the operator O 55, labeled a through f.

Oz =

i A,
@) 162 —_— 101—162
Su K

Se A,

©) 16, — 10; — 16;
K Swm

© 16 B 1o, 216
. A A1

2 SM 1 SM 2

A,
d 16, 10, — 16,
iy

KA

@) 162 101 > 162
Su
A;S

() 16, 10, — % 16,
AVZ

where Sg isan SO (10) singlet getting a vev of order M ¢yt . In addition, from

paper I, we discovered that when webuilt a com plte GUT , valid up to energies
around M p 1ancx and we allowed all term s In the superspace potential consis—
tent w ith the sym m etries of the theory, an addiional ferm ion m ass generating



operator, O 13, was generated for certain versjonfj ofmodel4.

O3 =
K KA,
@) 161 (=) 101 (=) 163
Sm M

© O
© 16 =) 10, 32 16
C 1 Su 1 Su 3

At low energies, these ve operators produce e ective operators which gen-—

erate the ferm ion m asses and w hich are responsble for baryon-num berviolating
nucleon decay.

O33+ 023+ 022+ 012+ 013
=)
HuQY,U + HqQYaD + H4LY.E + Q2cqQT + QLT + UcuaD T + UGeE T
=)
H,QY,U + HgqQYyqD + HyLY.E + WLtQ%cqu Qcql + = UcuaD UcE

t

wih T and T being the color triplet H iggses from 10;. Yy, Y4, Ye, Cygqr Cq1r Cudr
and g, are avorm atricesw hich can be expressed in tem s ofseven independent
realparam eters. At the GUT scale, the values of these m atrices are

0 1
C uyD e’
v.= @ ¢ 0 ip A
ulD et B A
0 1
0 27C  wpD et
Ya=@¢ 27c E& iB A
uip e B A
0 1
0 27C uwDbe'
v.=@ 27¢ 3Ed B A
ulDet 2B A
o1
0 C UggD e
— i 1
=@ ¢ . yqqlE et 3B A
quD e gB A )
0 27C  upb et
=8 27C BE et i A
udD e’ iB A

2N ote, m odels d, e and fhave the second fam ily 16, coupled directly to 10; and a heavy
16. If this coupling is as large the third generation Yukawa coupling, then we would obtain
excessively lJarge avor changing neutral current processes, such as ! e+



Tabl 1: y C kbsches for each version ofm odel 4

model| Vg9 Yqi  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 =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

Table 2: u C kbsches form odels 4 (@) through (c)

m odel Uy ug Ug ug Ue ug Ugg Uql ugl Uud ugd Uye u
a 4=3 1=3 2 9 54 3 1=3 3 9 2 36 2
b 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

0 o1
0 27¢C U,gqD et
Cug = @ 27C ywgEet iB A
uw Det B A
0 C UyeD e .
Ge=¢ ¢ YueE €' 4B A @)
ul.D et 2B A

w ith the values of the C kebsches given in Tables i and &.

T hese m atrices need to be renom alized from the GUT scal to the elec—
trow eak scale. D ue to the no-renom alization theorem s of supersym m etry, only
wavefiinction renom alizations enter into the calculation of the renom alization
group equations of these m atrices. The RGE s for the m atrices are

el
;?:q = 16 2 (Yu Yuy+ Yd Ydy)qu-l- qu (Yu Yuy+ Yd Ydy)T (2)
16 1
G+ 39+ c9)ow
el
dcil = 16 2 (Yu Yuy+ Yd Ydy)qu+ qu(Ye Yey)T

8 1
€%+ 39 + 39)ca



dcuq 1 16 2

_ T Yy
% = To7 20Yu) cuat 2aaYyYy (;gé + ggf)qd
dcye 1 8 26

& )Cae

= 20 YY) cue + 2c,Y Y, Sg§ +

dt 16 2 15

wih t= log( M 3 ).

3 Nucleon decay form ulas

At ow energies, them atricesY,, Y4, and Y. are diagonalized by uniary m atrices
called S and T de ned so that

Su¥yuTy = e c A Y/v\u;

and so forth, w ith all diagonalentries in fu , fd, and fe being realand positive.
T he weak eigenstate basis for the ferm ionic eldsw illbe represented by prin ed

elds, and the m ass eigenstate basis w ill be represented by unprin ed letters.
A dditionally, we choose an unprin ed basis for neutrinos such that

so that the Jepton—lepton-w eak boson verticesare avordiagonalin the unprin ed
basjs.rj:
Squarks and sleptons m ass m atrices are diagonalized using 6 by 6 m atrices
de ned 0 1

TT @ - A — N; = u;d;e

where ~ is a six din ensionalvector ofm ass eigenstates and ~%and ~ ° are weak
eigenstates. C f. notation of l_l-C_i] Additionally, we de ne  , and ; tobe
6 by 3matrices so that , consists ofthe rst three columns of and
consists of the last three colum ns. In block m atrix notation,

;R

Since there is no left-handed right-handed neutrino m ixing, we w ill de ne
so that

3If left-handed neutrinos have a m ass, the o, , 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 w ith the introduction of
GUT scale m ajprana neutrino m asses for heavy singlet neutrinos.



wih ~ being a m ass elgenstate basis or the sneutrinos. A right-handed
m atrix w ill not be de ned.

F inally, the charginom assm atrices are diagonalized by m atrices U, and U
de ned

W _ - ~

0, T~
and

W —u ~

H ~2

where ~, , arem ass eigenstates.
In this notation, various Feynm an vertices relevant to nuclkon decay are
given in Appendix 2.

3.1 G luino diagram s

F jgure-'_],I show s the two diagram s which contribute to the four-ferm ion operator

Ci(;fl) @ne ](ui dj )@ 1) . Calculating these two diagram s, we nd

ud)d YG1_ 4 1 {0 k] vy
Cijkl T 3716 2Mt9§ UL i UL © DL j DL jOqu éql ]mgI(q,u i)

if’a k%1 .g -
D;L § DL P DL k DL x0Cqq ) G ]mgI(g,cT,d’)

where ; ;and arecolorindices, i, ?, §, 3% k, and lare form fon  avor indices,
and are squark avor indices, ¢ = sucgqsg r G = sdcglsg w ith cgq and
cgl being ¢yq and cy1, respectively, renom alized to M z , and

2 2 2 2 2 2
mZ logm ; m ¢ logm m ¢ Jogm £

i m@mi md) @f mdHey mn) @I mHmZ m

I@;bjc) =

wherem , equals the m ass ofpartick a, etc,“_:

By sin ilar calculations, we can construct the rem aining four-ferm ion opera-
tors listed in Tab]e:_j. Note, we also use Tab]e:_ﬂ to de ne ournotation for these
four-ferm ion operators. T he C i35 for these operators are

@d) we) G ] 4 1 5 FELS!
c b = = w4 0 b4 s b 4 m o Igie ;&)
19kl 316 Zwt% uL iusm © pa joa PG G g+ gig ;
e XNy T e s
L iun © up k vin xCa "Ga gll@iv ju )
@uHisr_ 4 1 i K1 .q
Ci =z % b 2 304 £ pmr k g kG G 'm g1@id ;d)

316 M,
‘W e use a notation for antisym m etrization on tensor indices in which A ifklm n iSequalto
AjjkImn Ailkin n,and so Porth.







Tabl 3: Tabl of all gluino-dressed four ferm ion operators relevant to nucleon
decay

operator type
LLLL LLRR RRRR
(ud)@d )G dd)u )G 1=
Ci ;d;) @ 1) C ijk1 d d )y 1)
wd)d Y61, 35
Cl‘;kl (ui dj )( l)
(ud) (ue) G 1 ud) we)G 1 - wd)we)lG]1 - - =
Ci (; dy) en) Cl kl (; dy )(ukel Ci @; dy )@ &)
G1
Cljkl we (L dy )(uk el)
chaHer_ 4 1 & £ ki w
Cijkl g P 3 UR 1 UL 1 D;R J DL j°éqq czl gI(g,u i)
16 *M"¢
c @ wee] 4 1 gz &, [iojoch]]m Tgin ;&)
ik 1 - 5 3 UR 1 UL 1 DR J D;L P ua 1 g ! !
- 316 2M'¢
c (wd) @e)G 1 _ é 1 92 , jocu [i"joéu L1V, Iu ;d)
i3k 1 3 us i UR L DL j DR Pd g A
5 316 M, ©
el 4 1 & ©5a K, R
cijkl - 5 5 3 U;R i UR ©® DR j DR jocud Cie sllgw ;d)
16 °M’¢

34 k% gy -
UR i R © ur k ur kGa G ]qu(g,u g )

where ¢;; = suc{‘;lsg ; Ga = Tp yTa, and Ge = T G Te with &y and &,
being ¢4 and ¢,e, respectively, renom alized to M 5 .

As observed In ref. f_l-]_;], the contribution of ghiino dressed operators is
zero In the lin it that all squarks are degenerate at the electroweak scale. In
this analysis, however, squarks and slkptons are assum ed degenerate at M gyt
and as a consequence of renom alization group running they are explicitl non—
degenerate at the weak scale. Thus we retain the gluino contrbution in our
analysis.

In principle, we could also have four-ferm ion operators like C J@ered

ljkl

@ T ) dj er) pairing tw o up type quarks in a W eylindex contracted pair.
However, sihce we are only Interested In the rst generation of up quarks, the
portions of these operators that would be relevant to nuclkon decay are identi-
cally zero.



32 Chargino diagram s

U sing the vertices in Appendix 2, the chargino diagram s can be readily com —
puted. A coording to analyses by m any other authors on proton decay in SU SY

GUT s, thedom jnantoperatorswou]dbeexpectedtobeCi(;.]kdl) @m ](u-l dj)(dk 1)
and C i(;.]kdl) (e ] (u; dj ) @, &) . The C i35 for these operators are equal to
wd)d W ) 1" 5 y
C ija = 167% (@ p.1U 1n prY¥a U 2n Vg T4
(@ y1U+ 1n v Yo Ut 20)Vkw 1 5
U;L 1 DL jﬂéqqio[joéqlk]]m o Ilniw 3d)
+ @ y,.U+ 1n U;Rfu Ut 2n)Vkw ]k
(@ 52U 1n 5m¥e U 20)]1
o
UL k% EL Pczq[ijcqlkouom ~ Llnja je )
( 1"
Ci;lkdl) G-~ g, 42U 1n prY¥a U 20 Wy 14

16 M.
(@ v2U+ 1n U;RY\u Ut 2n)Vkw 15
.00
UL £ DL jﬂéqq[lj quk]lm vy I(rpja ;)

+ [(g2 D ;LU 1n D ;R Y/\d U 2n )VKyM ] k
o

sra 0490
3 ]_U+ In p;L kO Ec:[qlbc:[lk ]lm ~n I(idi~)
The Cijx1s for the LLRR and RRRR operators are

I n
@d)d )W 1_ 1 v o ~
Cj_jk]_ - 2 U, Zn( D;LVKM Yu) U 2n ( U;LVKM Yd) 3j
16 “M'¢

20 20
U;L i DL j‘léqql o quk]lm ~n I(~piu ;d)
+ [(gZ U;LU+ in UR Yu Uit 2n )VKM ] k

[(@ E;LU 1n E;RY\eU 2n )]l
@)

Bia KOO s
UR Xk E;R 28,9 26" M . I(~iw e )

n

(ud) @e) W ] 2
o e = @ p2U 1n prYIa U 2n )VKyM 1

c o -
el 16 2M,

10



[(@ U;LU+ in U;RYu U, Zn)VKM ] Jj

.00
UR £ DR j°éud[lj qek”m oy Ilnie d)

A N
+U0, 2n ( D ;LVKYM Yu ) U 2n ( Ye )1
(@]

2 kO lO
D;L kO Péqqlbéql "' oy I(nid 5~ )

I n
@d) we)W 1 _ 1 v @ ~
Cijkl - 16 2M~t U+ 2n( D;LVKM Yu) U 2n ( U;LVKM Yd) 3j
O

.00
UL © DL jﬂéqq[lj quk]]m oy I(rpa ;d)

_ n
(wd) @e) W 1 _ 1

© i1 16 M,

y N N
U+ 2n( D;LVKM Yu) U 2n ( U;LVKMYd) j

(@]
.00 k
U;R 1 DR jﬂéud[ljéue ]lm ~nI(~n;u d)

4 N um erical procedure and resuls

In calculating the ollow Ing nucleon decay rates, wem ake the standard universal-
Ity assum ptionsabout the soft SUSY param etersatM gy, exogpt that we allow
non-universalvalues orM z , andM g, 5 Wede neM gyt suchthat 1=
~cutr atM gyt andde ne 3, representingthe contribution ofGUT scale thresh-
old corrections to the gauge couplings, tobe ( s M gyr) ~uT)=~curt - The
din ensionless (din ensionfiil) param eters are renom alized at two (one) loopsto
M ; using the renom alization group equations ofM artin and Vaughn t_lg;], ex—
cept that cyq, Cq1s Cudr @nd Gue are renom alized at one loop using the equations
of this paper.

Renom alization of the Cijs from M, to 1 GeV is taken into account
by multipling them by the A; calculated in f_l-I_*i], and then chiral Lagrangian

5N ote that if the m essenger scale of SUSY breaking isM p 1ancx then our analysis is not
com pletely selfconsistent. In any com plete SUSY GUT de ned up to an e ective cut-o scale
M > M g, the interactions above M ¢ w ill renom alize the soft breaking param eters. T his
w ill, in general, split the degeneracy of squark and slepton m asses at M g even if they are
degenerate at M . On the other hand, bounds on avor changing neutral current processes,
severely constrain the m agnitude of possible splitting. T hus these corrections m ust be sm all.
In addition, in theoriesw here SU SY breaking ism ediated by gauge exchanges w ith a m essenger
scale below (out near) M g, the present analysis is expected to apply unchanged. Since in
this case squarks and sleptons w ill be nearly degenerate at the m essenger scale. T he H iggs
m asses, on the other hand, are probably dom inated by new interactions which also generate a
term . It is thus plausible to expect the H iggs m asses to be split and independent of squark
and slepton m asses. T he param eter A g could also be universal at the m essenger scale.
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techniques I_l-l_i] are used to obtain nuclon decay am plitudes. Fomulas for
nucleon decay rates in tem s of the chiral Lagrangian param eters are contained
iIn Appendix 3.
T he decay rates depend heavily on the chiral Lagrangian factors and
where
U k)= <0ju d )u protonk)>;

U k)= <0ju d )u Pprotonk)>

and U (k) is the keft handed com ponent of the proton’s w avefunction. See, eg.,
ref, [_1-5]_ Tt isknown that j j= j J [_1-§, ;[g] and that j jranges from .003 to .03
Gev? LL]'] Lattice calculations have not reduced the uncertainty in j J lattice
calculations have reported j jas low as 006 G ev? fl6] and ashigh as 03 G eV 3
ﬂ_lE_i‘]. Additionally, the phase between and  isnot w idely reported, although
a relatively recent lattice calculation suggests that = :_[1_'6]. T herefore, we
have left the phasebetween and a free variable, and report three values for
m any of the quantities predicted In our tables. Nam ely, them ax (m in) referred
to in the tables is the value for the quantity predicted when the phase between

and is such that the quantity ism axin ized (m Inin ized). H ence, each entry
In themax and m in colum nsuses a di erent value ofarg( = ).

In the Hllow ing tables, we have calculated decay ratesusing My = 10'° G &V
and j j= 003 Gev3. In paper I, we showed that w thout any ne tuning this
value ofM’; can bem ade consistent w ith the m easured value for . In addition,
we argued that it seem s unnatural to have M’ much bigger than 10° Ge&V i
the sense that in order to have M’y much bigger than 10*° G &V, there would
need to be a supem assive electroweak doublt In the GUT desert w ith m ass
m any orders ofm agnitude lowerthan the GUT scale itselfand at least an order
of m agniude lighter than any other particle getting m ass around the GUT
scale. T herefore, the values presented In the tables are roughly upper bounds
on the nuclkons’ lifetin es, based on natura]ness'f:. Since alldecay rates scale as
(o7 252 )?, the lifetin es r di erent valies of My and j jcan easily
be extracted from the tables.

In Tabls Al through A6 fthe A tables], we calculate nucleon decay using
model 4 (c) (ncluding the O 13 operator of paper I), since i appears to be the
m odelw hich best tsthe low energy data [2_3:]. Initialvalues for the dim ensionless
Yukaw a param eters; soft SUSY param eters; and M gyr, ~gur, and tan are
taken from the global 2 analysis of Blazek et al. {d]. This global 2 analysis
show s that these values ofthe GU T param eters are consistent w ith electrow eak

®A note of caution { it was also shown in ref. ELQ] that chiral Lagrangian techniques
overestim ate the am plitude < 0 ju d )u p> by-at Jeast a factorof2.4 (for = 0:006).
T hus the proton decay rate is overestim ated by alm ost a factor of 6 orm ore in thiscase. Asa
result, for any given j j the actualnucleon lifetim es for that , could be a factor of 6 orm ore
Jarger than the results reported here, as extrapolated from our tables for that value of j j.
T hese rem arks are indicative of the theoretical uncertainty in the calculation due to strong
interaction e ects.

12



symm etry breaking and the experin entalbounds on the sparticle m asses; and
that, or the particular valies ofthe soft SUSY breaking param etersused, these
param eters give the best global t to 20 low energy observables, ncluding ex—
perin ental m easurem ents for the gauge couplings; ferm ion m asses and m ixing
angles;jandb! s ,wih 2 perdegree of freedom < l% . TablesA 1A and A1B
contain the lifstines forp ! K*~ andn ! K% and com paresthese ratesw ith
the rates of decay into the other signi cant decay m odes Involving spoin zero
m esons, for various values of the GUT scale param eters. These are the m ain
results of this paper. N ote how ever that only the three or fourm ost signi cant
decay m odes are Included in these tables.

In the subsequent tables we evaluate the relative contributions to these rates
from di erent sources { (LLRR vs. LLLL operators) or (gliinosvs. charginos).
TablsA2A,A2B,A3A, and A3B compare the contributions of chargino and
gliino diagram s to the totaldecay rate. Table A 4 com pares the contribution of
LLLL versus LLRR operators for decays into antineutrinos, foreach ofthe three
anti-neutrino species. TablesA 5A and A 5B com pare the relative in portance of
each generation of anti-neutrino to the totalproton decay rate, for decay m odes
Involring anti-neutrinos. F inally, Tablk A 6 contains the valiesofthe GUT scale
param eters used in TablesA 1 through A 5.

TablesB1 through B6 fthe B tables] contain inform ation sim ilar to that in

the A tables except that they com pare m odels 4 (@) through (f), without the
013 operator. W e used values for the initial GUT scalk) param eters, taken
from unreported data from the collaboration of ref. i_ﬂ], which are consistent
w ith electroweak sym m etry breaking and the experin entalbounds on sparticle
m asses, and which give predictions agreeing to within 2:1 w ith experim ental
m easurem ents for gauge couplings, ferm ion m asses and m ixing angles, and b !
s . This com parison gives us nform ation on the m odel dependence of nucleon
decay branching ratios. Note that m odels 4 (@) through (f) W ithout the O 13
operator) give identical results for ferm ion m asses and m xing angles. This is
because the contribution of the di erent O 5, operators to the 22 entry of the
Yukaw a m atrices all give the sam e C kbsch relation 0:1:3 for ud=e m atrices i_'/!].
T hey however have di erent C kbsch relations for the 22 entry of the m atrices
Cqqr Cqlr Cuds @nd Ge relevant for nuclkon decay.

In addition, the com parison ofm odel4 (c), w ith the O 13 operator, to m odels
4 (@) through (f), w ithout the O 13 operator, gives us nform ation on the sensi-
tivity of predictions for nuclkon decay w ith respect to the quality ofthe t for
ferm don m asses and m ixing angles. In order to com pare the runs in the A tables
directly w ith the runs in the B tables, we chose the GUT scale param eters such
that foreach run in the B tables, the values for ~G1UT yMgyr, 3;thesoft SUSY
breaking parameterstan , ,m;_,, Mo, My , My ,and Ag; and the Yukawa
param eter A are nearly the sam e as they are for the run of the sam e nam e in
the A tables.
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run —_ (1032 ! "7 err” ") 2 e 7 2 e ) 2
no: | @} KTT=00%yrs) Y ) “erxr 10 s MO e 0
m ax = m in m ax = min max = m in n ax = m in n ax = m in
I 26: 14: 14: 0:46 0:39 0:39 | 0:52 029 0:29 0:28 0:16 0:16 0:099 0:055 0:055
I 60: 37: 37: 0:37 0:33 0:32 | 0:53 0:333 0:32 029 0:18 0:18 0:10 0:062 0:061
IIT(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: 15 11 0:94 | 0:37 024 0:18 0:11 0:071 0:054 | 0:017 0:011 0:0084
III(3) | 110: 76: 58: 15 11 120 0:34 023 0:18 | 0:092 0:063 0:049 | 0:011 0:0078 0:0060
Tabl A 1A :Partialm ean lifetim e for proton decaying into kaon plus anti-neutrino and
ratios of the rates of proton decay into various decay products versus rate of decay
Into kaon plus antineutrino for various valies ofthe GUT scale param eters, when the
0O 13 operator is included.
mun ! K'T)=(0%yry | —8L 2 1@ YRR, YR
no: . Y m! Ko07) n! K°7) m! K97)
m ax = min | max = min max = m in| m ax = m in
I 38 23 23 33 32 32 037 0:17 0:17 0:083 0051 0:050
IT 12: 73 69 33 32 32 049 025 023 011 0070 0:067
IoT@) | 14: 12: 98 35 35 34 013 0:088 0:035| 0016 0014 0011
III@) | 64 58 50 32 31 34 | 0079 0055 0022 | 00094 0:0085 0:0073
II@) | 45 42 3:7 32 31 34 | 0:063 0045 0019 | 00076 0:0070 0:0061

Tabl A 1B:Partial mean lifetin e for neutron decaying into kaon plus antineutrino
and ratios of the rates of proton decay into various decay products versus rate of decay
Into kaon plus antineutrino for various valies ofthe GUT scale param eters, when the
0O 13 operator is included.

chargino chargino chargino
run p! K+t~ p! * p! KO +
no: total total total
p! K+~ pt *+— p! kO *
m ax = min| max = minf max = m in
I 11 11 090 | 141 141 087 | 0:99 0:99 0:99
1T 13 12 082 13 12 073 10 10 10
ImTa) | 19 14 045 | 14 13 071 12 12 12
III@) | 17 13 052 13 12 079 14 11 11
III@) | 16 13 057 12 12 083 11 11 11

Tabl A 2A : R atios of the rate of proton decay that would occur if chargino diagram s
contributed only versus total proton decay rate for the three m ost dom inant decay
m odes, for various values of the GUT scale param eters, when the O3 operator is
ncluded.
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no:

chargino

n! k07

total
n! k9~

chargino
nt 0~
total

nt 07

chargino
n! ~

total

n!

chargino
n! +
total

n! +

m ax

min| max

m inl

max

m in

m ax

m

n

HHH
oREH"

11
13
14
12
12

141
12
13
12
141

087
0:73
0:71
080
084

11
13
14
13
12

11
12
13
12
12

0:87
0:73
0:71
0:79
0:83

141
12
22
22
22

0:99
0:99
0:44
042
0:43

0:97
0:96
0440
039
041

0:81
064
043
055
0:63

0:81
064
043
0:55
0:63

0:81
064
043
0:55
0:63

Tabl A 2B : R atios of the rate of neutron decay that would occur if chargino diagram s
contributed only versus total neutron decay rate, for various values ofthe GUT scale
param eters, when the O 13 operator is included.

run
no:

gluino
p! KT

tota

1

p! Kt

gluino
p!

total
. -

p!

+ =

gluino
pt KO +
total
pt KO +

max

m in

max

m in

m ax

m in

I

I
IoT@d)
T @)
1T (3)

0:019

0:085
025
0:16
0:10

0010

0:053
0415
0:10

0:071

0:010
0:051
0:11
0:076
0:055

0:0060
0:036
0:035
0:016

0:0099

0:0038
0:024
0:030
0:014

0:0090

0:0038
0:023
0:023
0:012

0:0078

0:00038 000038 0:00038
0:00067 000067 0:00067
0:020
0:013
0:010

0:020
0:013
0:010

0:020
0:013
0:010

Tabl A 3A : Ratios of the rate of proton decay that would occur if ghiino diagram s
contributed only versus total proton decay rate for the three m ost dom inant decay
m odes, for various values of the GUT scale param eters, when the O3 operator is
ncluded.

gluino
nt! g 07
total

nt! kK 07

gluino

nt 0~

total

nt 0~

gluino
nt ~

total

n!

gluino
n! +
total

n! +

m ax

m in

max

m in

m ax

m inl

m ax

m in

TEre

@

0:0055
0:033
0:033
0:014

0:0087

0:0034
0:021
0:028
0:012

0:0080

0:0034
0:020
0:023
0:010

0:0070

0:0060
0:036
0:035
0:016

0:0099

0:0038
0:024
0:030
0:014

0:0090

0:0038
0:023
0:023
0:012

0:0078

0:025
0:11
0:83
0:60
047

0:025
011
041
028
022

0:019

0:087
0:32
022
017

0:0099
0:043
020
020
0:16

00099
0:043
020
020
0:16

0:0099
0:043
020
020
0:16

Tabl A 3B : Ratios of the rate of neutron decay that would occur if guino diagram s
contrbuted only versus total neutron decay rate for various valies of the GUT scale
param eters, when the O 13 operator is lncluded.
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. S e
no: LLLL+_ LLLL+_
p! K i p! i

s b

I 0:000084 0:011 2:0| 0:00019 0024 73

I 0:000086 0011 18| 0:00020 0025 64

III(1) | 000021 0:029 38| 000056 0:068 10:

III(2) | 000026 0:040 4:6 | 000067 0:097 14:

III(3) | 000031 0:048 5:7| 000080 0:12 17:

Tabl A4: Ratios of the rate of proton decay that would occur if LLLL operators
contributed only versus the rate of proton decay that would occur if LLRR operators
contributed only, for each of the three antineutrino generations, for various values of

the GUT scale param eters, when the O 13 operator is included.

‘LI LLLL H LLRR H LLLL H LLRR ‘LI LLLL

u u u , u , u
oo |8 i Bpi B0 ¥ nlow
no: t LIRE t LIRE t LLRR t LLRR t LLRR
p+!_ p+’_ p+!_ p+‘; p+’_
I 0:082 68 10° 15 0:017 0:49
I 0:10 86 10° 19 0:021 056
IITa) 0:035 72 10° 0:60 0:017 026
1T 2) 0:032 82 10° 0:49 0:020 022
1T (3) 0:026 81 10° 0:41 0:020 0:18

Tabl A 5A :Ratios of partialdecay rates orp ! K © —, which com pare the in portance

of the LLLL and LLRR operators for each generation of antineutrino versus contri-
bution of the LLRR operator of the third generation antineutrino for various values
ofthe GUT scale param eters, when the O 13 operator is included.

h

S

b
S

A
<

hY

9

b
S

u LLLL u LLRR u LLLL u LLRR u LLLL

u u u ) u , u
o (BN §ni dndoH o oe
no: t LLRR t LLRR t LLRR t LLRR t LLRR
p+_‘ p+_‘ p+_‘ p+_’ p+_‘
I 0:026 48 10° 0:48 0012 0:14
I 0:030 61 10° 0:59 0:015 0:16
III() | 00095 53 10° 0:18 0013 0:098
II@) | 00081 54 10° 013 0013 0071
1T (3) 00067 54 10° 011 0:013 0:058

TablA 5B :R atios ofpartialdecay rates forp !

* ~,which com pare the in portance of

the LLLL and LLRR operators for each generation ofantineutrino versus contribution
of the LLRR operator of the third generation antimneutrino for various values of the
GUT scalk param eters, when the O 13 operator is included.
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run

o I I III() IIR) III ()

~e 2443 2436 2451 2465 24175

Mgyr | 2498 10° 3472 10° 3327 10° 2857 10° 2513 10°
5 0:04760 0:04886 0:04342 0:04420 0:0454

A 07640 0:8067 08523 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 001397 0:01397

1066 1:041 1020 1023 1038

D 0:0004633 0:0004944 0:0005064 0:0005691 0:0005665

5:698 5:706 5:698 5:742 5:744

tan 5277 54:38 55:39 55:86 55:92

™) 800 800 160: 240: 300:

mi_o 280: 240: 170: 170: 170:

mg 400: 700: 1400: 1400: 1400:

my, 7064 994 % 1858: 1859: 1855:

My, 635:6 8653 1599: 1591: 1585:
Ao 3222 4584 9824 1079: 1274;

Table A 6: Values of the GUT scale param eters used in Tables A1 through A5. A1l
dim ensions In G €V units.
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run o ©! K'7) ®! ) e! kK 7) e ° ") e M)
no: d 1032yrs P! K*7) P! K*7) P! K*7) P! K*7)
a 73 022 0:0020 0:0011 0:00039

b 35 017 0:0032 0:0017 0:00060

I e} 11: 025 0:0012 0:00067 0:00024
d 4:1 015 0:0047 0:0023 0:00082

e 14: 025 0:0028 0:0013 0:00045

f 20 043 0:0049 0:0024 0:00086

a 23: 021 0:0028 0:0015 0:00054

b 10: 0:16 0:0040 0:0021 0:00076

IT c 36: 024 0:0018 0:00098 0:00034
d 10: 0415 0:0050 0:0025 0:00087

e 39: 023 0:0036 0:0016 0:00055

£ 4:9 013 0:0051 0:0026 0:00090

a 59: 030 0:00078 0:00034 0:00011

b 68: 028 0:0023 0:0012 0:00039

II@) e} 68: 031 0:00052 0:00017 0:000044
d 32: 024 0:0016 0:00072 0:00025

e 57: 030 0:00080 0:00025 0:000076

f 21: 021 0:0021 0:00097 0:00034

a 26: 031 0:00048 0:00017 0:000048

b 33: 032 0:0013 0:00059 0:00019

Q) | c 29: 0:32 0:00039 0:000094  0:000019
d 18: 027 0:0010 0:00042 0:00014

e 26: 032 0:00053 0:00014 0:000036

£ 13: 024 0:0014 0:00062 0:00021

a 18: 031 0:00040 0:00012 0:000031

b 23: 0:34 0:0010 0:00040 0:00012

11 (3) e} 20: 032 0:00034 0:000073 0:000012
d 14: 028 0:00081 0:00031 0:000099

e 19: 032 0:00044 0:00010 0:000024

f 11: 026 0:0011 0:00047 0:00016

Table B 1A :Partialm ean lifetin e for proton decaying into kaon plus antimeutrino and
ratios of the rates of proton decay into various decay products versus rate of decay
Into kaon plus antineutrino for various valies ofthe GUT scale param eters, when the
0 13 operator is not included. For allentries, =
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run " o! K°7) ot °7) o! ) ! T
no: d 1032yrs n! K97) mn! K9°7) mn! K07
a 24 0:036 0:0020 0:00071

b 14 0033 00047 00013

I c 31 0036 000095 000038
d 19 0035 0010 00022

e 40 0:036 0:0039 0:00073

f 10 0:035 0:012 0:0025

a 80 0035 00028 00011

b 42 0:033 0:0063 0:0018

I c 11: 0:036 0:0015 0:00059
d 48 0:035 0:010 0:0024

e 12: 0036 00044 00010

f 25 0034 0011 00026

a 16: 0:039 0:0011 0:00018

b 17: 0036 00038 000060

IITI() c 17: 0038 000075 0000082
d 9:9 0037 00015 000044

e 14: 0:036 0:00037 0:00012

f 74 0:036 0:0026 0:00068

a 6:6 0039 000066 0000086

b 74 0037 00020 000027

II@) | c 70 0:038 0:00051 0:000045
d 50 0:037 0:00085 0:00023

e 6:1 0036 000028 0000064

f 4:1 0037 00015 000038

a 45 0:039 0:00054 0:000060

b 51 0:037 0:0014 0:00018

IIT(3) c 48 0038 000044 0000034
d 3:7 0037 000064 000017

e 43 0037 000026 0000047

f 32 0:038 0:0011 0:00028

Tabl B1B: Partial m ean lifetin e f©Or neutron decaying into kaon plus antineutrino
and ratios of the rates of neutron decay into various decay products versus rate of
decay iInto kaon plus antineutrino for various values of the GUT scale param eters,
when the O 13 operator is not included. For allentries, =
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chargino chargino chargino
run " p! K+~ p! +~ p! KO0 +
no: d total total total
H p! K+~ pt *7 pt k0 *
m ax = min| max = min| max = m
a 12 14 085 11 11 087| 10 10 10
b 12 12 093 | 12 12 086 10 10 10
I c 12 14 083 11 11 089 | 0:99 0:99 0:99
d 12 0:99 098 | 12 0:92 091 120 10 10
e 12 091 091 11 091 091 10 10 10
f 12 10 10| 12 0:97 094 | 10 10 10
a 15 13 072 14 13 072 10 1:0 10
b 14 14 090 | 14 14 075 10 10 10
T c 14 13 065| 13 12 075 10 10 10
d 14 10 10| 14 0:88 086| 10 10 10
e 14 0:84 084 | 13 081 081| 10 10 10
f 14 11 14 14 0:97 093 10 10 10
a 19 15 053 | 15 13 069| 11 141 11
b 2:6 24 034 | 20 20 047 12 12 12
III(1) c 16 14 062 | 13 12 076 | 12 12 12
d 2:7 048 042 | 20 053 050 14 11 11
e 17 065 065 13 0:76 0:76 | 0:98 0:98 0:98
f 28 053 042 | 23 050 042 11 141 11
a 15 13 065| 13 12 078 14 11 14
b 22 290 042 16 1:6 059 | 12 12 12
II1(2) c 14 12 072 | 12 12 083 141 11 11
d 22 052 047 | 16 062 060| 10 10 10
e 14 0:74 074 | 12 083 083 ] 0:99 0:99 0:99
f 25 051 041 19 056 050 14 141 11
a 14 13 070 | 12 12 081 14 11 11
b 19 18 048 | 15 15 065| 11 141 11
II1(3) c 13 12 077 | 12 11 086 | 1:1 141 11
d 19 0:56 052 15 0:67 066 10 10 10
e 13 0:78 078 12 086 086 | 0:99 0:99 0:99
f 23 0:53 044 | 17 061 056 | 14 11 11

Tabl B2A :Ratios of the rate of proton decay that would occur if chargino diagram s
contributed only versus total proton decay rate for the three m ost dom inant decay

m odes, for various values ofthe GUT scale param eters, when the O 13 operator is not

ncluded.
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N chargino chargino chargino
run nt K0~ ni 0~ nt =
no: (’é e T R T W
' max = min| max = min max = m i
a 12 11 085 14 11 087 | 12 11 10
b 12 12 086 | 12 12 086 | 11 11 14
I c 141 11 087| 11 141 089 12 0:95 0:92
d 12 0:92 092 12 0:92 091] 11 11 14
e 11 091 091 14 091 091 | 12 12 11
f 12 0:98 096 | 12 0:97 094 | 11 141 14
a 14 13 070 14 13 072 14 11 14
b 14 14 076 | 14 14 075 13 141 14
IT c 13 13 071 13 12 075 14 0:92 088
d 14 089 088 | 14 088 086 | 13 13 12
e 13 081 081| 13 081 081| 14 14 12
f 14 0:99 097 | 14 0:97 093] 13 13 12
a 16 14 064| 15 13 069| 31 053 043
b 21 2:1 043 | 20 20 047 19 064 063
III(1) c 14 13 072 13 12 076 | 31 035 031
d 22 049 047 20 053 050 | 21 2:1 087
e 14 0:75 075 13 0:76 076 | 31 29 065
f 25 046 041 23 050 042 18 18 0:94
a 13 13 074 13 12 078 | 31 048 0:38
b 157 17 055| 16 16 059 | 22 052 051
II1(2) c 12 12 081 12 12 083 | 28 040 0:36
d 17 058 057 16 0:62 00| 24 24 0:72
e 12 0:83 082 12 0:83 083 | 27 26 0:55
f 2:1 052 047 19 056 050 | 21 20 082
a 13 12 078 12 12 081 | 29 0:49 0:39
b 16 16 061| 15 15 05| 24 047 046
II1(3) c 12 12 084 | 12 141 086 | 24 045 041
d 16 064 063| 15 067 066| 25 25 0:64
e 12 086 085| 12 0:86 086 | 24 23 054
f 19 057 053 17 01 056 | 22 2:1 0:75

Tabl B 2B : R atios of the rate of neutron decay that would occur if chargino diagram s
contrbuted only versus total neutron decay rate for various valies of the GUT scale
param eters, when the O 13 operator is not included.
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run o ;LMLRKR+ - ;LMLRR+ -
no: g LLLL+_ LLLL+_
s p! K* T p! i
= = — = — =

a | 0000044 0011 42| 0000073 0018 84

b | 0000022 00049 19| 0000037 0:0083 36

I c | 0000065 0017 5:{7| 0:00011 0:029 12:

d | 0:000022 00043 1:7| 0:000037 0:0071 28

e | 0000062 0011 42| 000010 0018 65

£ | 0000015 00031 13| 0000025 0:0050 2:1

a | 0000048 0011 5:a1| 0000078 0018 10:

b | 0:000023 0:0049 2:6 | 0000038 0:0083 54

IT c | 0:000071 0017 5:{7| 000012 0:029 11:

d | 0:000022 00044 22| 0000037 0:0073 35

e | 0000061 0011 42| 0:00010 0019 64

£ | 0:000015 0:0031 1:7| 0000025 0:0051 2:7

a 000019 0032 64| 0:00031 0055 10:

b | 0000071 0013 34| 0:00012 0:023 58

IIT@) c 0:00030 0045 76| 0:00049 0079 12:

d | 0:000059 0014 38| 0:000098 0:022 638

e 0:00015 0042 8:5| 0:00025 0:064 16:

£ | 0000042 00093 28| 0000069 0015 48

a 0:00029 0:048 10:| 0:00046 0:081 16:

b 0:00011 0020 53| 0:00018 0:034 091

T @) c 0:00044 0066 12:| 0:00072 012 19:

d | 0:000088 0020 61| 000014 0:032 11:

e 000023 0061 13:| 0:00037 0095 24:

£ | 0000062 0014 44| 000010 0022 76

a 000035 0058 13:| 0:00056 0099 20:

b 000013 0024 68| 0:00022 0042 12:

II@3) c 000054 0081 15:| 0:00088 014 24:

d 0:00011 0024 78| 0:00018 0:040 14:

e 0:00028 0075 16:| 0:00046 012  30:

£ | 0000076 0017 56| 000012 0027 977

Tabl B4: Ratios of the rate of proton decay that would occur if LLLL operators
contributed only versus the rate of proton decay that would occur if LLRR operators
contributed only, for each of the three antineutrino generations, for various values of
the GUT scale param eters, when the O 13 operator is not included.
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b
S
b
o
A
<
b
o

u LLLL u LLRR u LLLL H LLRR u LLLL
u u u ) u ) u
ol I T S S U R CL R B CL R S
no: d t LLRR t LLRR t LLRR t LLRR t LLRR
! Pl Pl Pl Pl Pl
a 0062 28 10° 0:78 0:0084 024
b 0:13 28 10° 17 0:0085 0:53
I c 0:043 28 10° 0:49 0:0085 0:8
d 0:12 28 10° 1:9 0:0084 0:57
e 0045 28 10° 0:80 0:0085 024
£ 0:17 2:7  10° 2:7 0:0082 0:79
a 0:071 34 10° 0:95 0:010 020
b 0:15 35 10° 2:1 0011 0:38
o c 0049 35 10° 0:61 0:010 0:18
d 0:15 34 10° 23 0:010 0:45
e 0:057 35 10° 0:94 0:011 024
£ 022 33  10° 32 0:010 0:60
a 0015 30 10° 028 0:0091 0:16
b 0043 30 10° 0:69 0:0092 0:30
oIa) | c 0010 30 10° 021 0:0092 0:13
d 0050 30 10° 0:67 0:0091 026
e 0020 30 10° 022 0:0092 0:12
£ 0069 29 10° 0:95 0:0089 0:36
a 0010 30 10° 0:19 0:0090 0:10
b 0029 30 10° 0:46 0:0091 0:19
mIQe) | c 0:0068 30 10° 0:14 0:0091 0:085
d 0034 30 10° 0:45 0:0090 0:6
e 0013 30 10° 0:15 0:0091 0:076
£ 0:047 29 10° 0:64 0:0088 023
a 00086 30 10° 0:16 0:0091 0:080
b 0023 30 10° 0:38 0:0092 0:15
mIQE) | c 00056 30 10° 0:11 0:0091 0:068
d 0028 30 10° 0:37 0:0090 0:13
e 0011 30 10° 0:12 0:0092 0:061
£ 0038 29 10° 0:53 0:0089 0:18

Table B5A :Ratios of partialdecay rates orp ! K * —, which com pare the in portance
of the LLLL and LLRR operators for each generation of antineutrino versus contri-
bution of the LLRR operator of the third generation antineutrino for various values
ofthe GUT scale param eters, when the O 13 operator is not included.
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b
o
b
S
b
S

u LLLL u LLRR H LLLL H LLRR u LLLL
u u u ) u : u
Sl T T NPT U NI S
no: d t LLRR t LLRR t LLRR t LLRR t LLRR
1 Pt P Pt P ! Pl
a 0038 28 10° 0:48 0:0085 0:12
b 0076 28 10° 10 0:0085 028
I c 0026 28 10° 0:30 0:0085 0:084
d 0076 28 10° 12 0:0085 0:35
e 0027 28 10° 0:48 0:0085 0:15
£ 0:11 2:7  10° 1:7 0:0083 0:48
a 0:044 35 10° 0:58 0:010 0:095
b 0092 35 10° 13 0:011 0:19
o c 0030 35 10° 0:37 0:011 0:088
d 0095 35 10° 14 0:010 029
e 0034 35 10° 0:57 0:011 0:16
f 0:13 34 10° 20 0:010 0:38
a 0:0097 30 10° 0:17 0:0092 0:096
b 0025 30 10° 0:40 0:0092 0:17
IIqQ) | c 0:0063 30 10° 0:12 0:0092 0:080
d 0031 30 10° 042 0:0092 0:15
e 0012 31 10° 0:14 0:0093 0:064
£ 0043 30 10° 0:60 0:0090 021
a 00065 30 10° 0:11 0:0091 0:062
b 0017 30 10° 027 0:0091 0:11
IIQe) | c 0:0042 30 10° 0:078 0:0091 0:052
d 0021 30 10° 028 0:0091 0:093
e 0:0081 30 10° 0:096 0:0092 0:042
£ 0029 29 10° 0:40 0:0089 0:13
a 0:0054 30 10° 0:092 0:0091 0:049
b 0014 30 10° 022 0:0092 0:085
@) | c 0:0034 30 10° 0:064 0:0092 0:042
d 0017 30 10° 023 0:0091 0:072
e 00066 30 10° 0:079 0:0092 0:034
£ 0024 30 10° 0:33 0:0090 0:10

+

Table B 5B :R atios ofpartialdecay rates forp !
the LLLL and LLRR operators for each generation ofantineutrino versus contribution
of the LLRR operator of the third generation antimneutrino for various values of the
GUT scalk param eters, when the O 13 operator is not included.

~,which com pare the Im portance of
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o I o mI@) I @) mI@3)
~e 2443 2436 2451 2465 24175
Mgyr | 2498 10° 3472 10° 3327 10° 2857 10° 2513 10°

3 0:04760 0:04886 0:04342 0:04420 0:0454

A 07640 0:8067 08523 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 001111 0:01154 001182 0:01180

1:762 1:765 1:767 1765 1:763
tan 5271 5431 55:32 55:79 55:87

™) 800 800 160: 240: 300:
mi_, 280: 240: 170: 170: 170:

mg 400: 700: 1400: 1400: 1400:
my, 70633 994 4 1858: 1859: 1855:
my, 635:9 865:6 1599: 1592: 1585:

Ao 3222 4584 9824 1079: 1274|:

Tabl B6: Values of the GUT scale param eters used in Tables B1 through B5. A1l
dim ensions iIn G &V units.

5 D iscussion of the results

5.1 OverallR ates

M any signi cant resuls appear from the tables of the previous section. F irst,
com paring the rates of proton decay predicted In the tables above w ith the
results ofexperin entalsearches for proton and baryon-num berviolating neutron
decay summ arized in Tabl :fi, it can be seen that the predicted upper bounds
on the lifetin es or nuclkon decay are above, and, In m ost cases, wellabove, the
experin ental lowerbounds. The loop integralI M gauginosM sauarx ;M squark )

(slepton) (slepton)

goes roughly like 1=M quuark In the 1im it where squarks and skptons are m uch
(slepton)

heavier than gauginos. Hence, the decay rates go naively ke @m?_, + Z)=mg,

where g Mgz ). This approxin ation roughly explains the dependence of

the nuclkon decay rateson my, M yz), and m -, seen In TabksA1lA, A1B,

BI1A,and B1B.

52 LLRR vs. LLLL O perators

Secondly, LLRR operators dom inate over LLLL operators for the third genera—
tion antineutrino, orthe decaysinto K = and ~— . (SeeTablsA 4 and B4. We
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Tabl 4: Current experin ental low er bounds on the various partial lifetim es of
the nuclkons I_lcj]

P! K*7) > 10 16% yrs
! *7) > 25 16° yrs
! %%ty > 29 106% yrs
! ) > 69 106? yrs
! %) > 55 106? yrs
P! &) > 14 107 yrs
m! K°) > 86 16° yrs
m! ) > 10 16%yrs
m! —) > 54 17 yrs

o ! *y > 10  10? yrs
o ! e’y > 13 106? yrs

can galn an intuitive understanding ofw hy this is ifw e neglect the ghiino contri-
bution to the decay rates and look at approxin ate form ulas for the rate ofdecay
due to charginos. The loop integrall (@;b;c) is a relatively an ooth fiinction of
the m asses and as a result, to a very good approxim ation, when calculating
chargino diagram s for the third generation antineutrino, sum s over gamm a
m atrices ofthe fom | ; jI (7 ;bjc) are approxin ately zero while sum s of

theform  ; ; 4I(7 jbcand p ; ; I(7 jbjc) areapproxin ately equal

to 3I(7y sbic) and 35I(74, ;bjc), respectively, due to the orthogonality ofthe
gamm a m atrices. Henoce,

C1<§3)<d )
o CoafoVeu )k ua wlsabe) s pa 26a56 M Us 20U 2om o, Tviu je )
" imt w0 Vi M )kokcud[ljéuekol3U+ 2nU 2n M ~, T(~nitno jes, )
16 i1vrt & (Vk u )3kéud[ljcue3]3U+ 2nU onm o I~ a3, j€3, )
3)

See g. :_2 for the Feynm an diagram giving the dom inant contribution to eqn.
| A
@.

(ud) (d )

C k3

1
16 2M7,
. 0
+ 9 Wk Dok Cog G PT (v e 3, )g @)

.0 20
Us 10U 1nm -, £85 Uk )10 Ve y )16 o éqlkBI (~njep jdy )

P
The loop integral factors | U+ 20U gonm - I(~;;bjc) can further be ap—
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@d) @)
19%3

@d) @ )

Figure 2: Feynm an diagram that gives the dom inant contribution to C ks
dk_ VM )3k t
@
%
6 R uy
@
= @
@ -
? R@ d;
) @
= @
proxin ated
L T (e 150) M, oI 0 ;bjo) ifa= a’= 1,
+ an a‘n ~n nrr RI(I'T ;103 C) jfa=a0=2'

n
Hence,

(ud) d )

Cljk3

(ud) @ )

C1ix3

M yino g W m oy (V) )01 Caqt 006K BT @ ju idjo )+ 92 Wk M Jx0k Cgq P BT W i iesy )
()

The Itegral I @;b;c) is approxin ately log (F=c?)=(* &) 1 the lin it where

a bjc, ie. when squarks and sleptons are m uch m ore m assive than gauginos,

which generally isthe lin it we are interested in. U sing the fact that the rstand

second generation squarks are approxin ately degenerate, and that the st and

second generation squarks are usually m ore m assive than the third generation

squarks and slkeptons, the ratio can be further approxin ated

2

1;2
squark

R (l'I'l )2 bg(m ‘i}R =m i}R ) t (VK M )3kéud[ljcue3]3

(ud) @ )
15k3

2 2
H’}R megR

)501 Cqq BB + GF (Vi o Ggq PIcg®' P

(6)

g§ Vi M )i0g (VKyM

M w ino
wherem ;’;ark isthem ass of the rst and second generation squarks.
Several factors contribute to the fact that this ratio is offten greater than
one. Since the third generation squarks and skptons are lighter than the st
and second generation squarks, the ratio is signi cantly enhanced by the factor
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)’ ooy, =mZ )=t} mZ ) @i )t=maxm., ime, )2,

€3y &M €3y
Second, the ratio
£ Vrw )3,y

10 140 : 0 )
95 Wi )io5 Vi y 901 8q7 B 6B + 02 Wk m Jxox Gy B ™ P

is ttself typically of order unity form any valiesofthe GUT scale hitialparam e—
ters. N ote, this ratio is greatly enhanced in the regin e of hrgetan considered
in this paper.

Finally, the ratio r =M y ino Plays a critical role In whether the LLRR op-—
erators dom inate over LLLL operators In the third generation and whether the
third generation antineutrino dom inates over the second-generation. C om par-
ing TablesA4,A5A,A5B,B4,B5A, and B5B wih TablsA 6 and B6, we see
that there is a direct correlation between =m ;_, and the dom inance of the
third generation LLRR operators. W hen g =m -, is sn all, the third genera-
tion LLRR operatorscan be suppressed. M oreover, because the third generation
LLRR operators are suppressed when =m ;_, is an all, the second generation
antineutrino contrbutes m ore signi cantly than the third when r=m -, is
an a]l:_7: In particular, In runs ITand ITofthe A and B tabls, r=m ., isanall
( 3)whilein munsIII(1), ITI(<2), and III(3), g =M ;-» isnear 1 or greater, and

R =M 1, Increases as one goes from run ITT(1) to run III@) to run III@3). As
a result, looking at the tau antineutrino colim nsof TablesA 4 and B4, we see
that, for any particular m odel, the entries of those colum ns for runs I and IT
are am aller than they are for runs I11(1), I1I1(2), and ITI(3), and that the entries
in those colum ns increase steadily in going from run ITI(1) to III(2) to ITI(3).
Sim ilarly, looking at the 3rd colim ns of TablesA5A, A5B, B5A, and B5B, we
see that the LLLL operators of the second generation antineutrino are airly
signi cant to the overall decay rate in runs I and II, whil they are not quite
as signi cant in runs ITI(1), III(2), and III(3), and that the signi cance of the
LLLL operators of the second generation antineutrino continually decreases in
going from run ITI(1) to ITI(2) to III(@3).

For the st and second generation antineutrinos, on the other hand, the
LLRR operators are negligble because they are suppressed in com parison to the
LLLL operatorsby the up and cham Yukawa couplings, respectively. T hus, the
entries In the electron and m uon antineutrino colum nsofTablsA 4 and B4 are
fairly am all, and the entries in colim ns 2 and 4 of TablsA5A,A5B,B5A, and
B5SB are fairly sm all. In com parison, the second generation antineutrino LLLL
operator is them ost signi cant ofthe LLLL operators, but the third generation
LLLL operator is not negligble In com parison to the second generation LLLL
operator. (See colimns 1, 3,and 5 ofTablesA5A,A5B,B5A,and B5B .).

7A mow itt, et al. cbserved that LLRR operators can be signi cant to nucleon decay rates
under certain circum stances in ref. @O].
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53 p! T wvs.p! K*'™

Secondly, we see that under certain circum stances, the decay p ! *~ dom i~
nates over K ¥~ when the O3 operator is included in model 4 (c). W hen the
third generation antineutrino dom inates overthe the othergenerations, we have
the approxim ate result

2
P! ) . Vk )3lcud[lléue3]3
B! 5 3 .
:28 (VK M )31cud[12éue3]3 + (VK M )32éud [llcue3]3
2 a [llc 313
d u
=39 gKM ;31 - ° 3 ®)
KM /32 . Vg m )
28 (Vk M )zi éud[lzéueB]3 + cud[lléu(EB]3

In Appendix 4, we show that jVx m )31J 3447 Increases when the 013
operator is inclided. T he increase in the ratio ofthe rateofp ! * 7~ versusp !
K *~ when the 015 operator is included can be attributed in large part to this
Increase n Vg j sihce egn. :§ contains a m ultiplicative factor of ¥q=Vis . This
increase is further enhanced by the fact that (Vx v )316,,"%¢,.°P has roughly
the opposite sign of (Vk y )326,,""¢,.>?, and hence increasing ¥y j decreases
the denom inator in egn. -3 T hus, the addition of the O 13 operator in m odel
4 (c) increasesthe ratio ofthep! ¥~ decaymtetop ! K*'~, provided that
the third generation antineutrino dom nates.

W hether the third generation dom inates over the second depends on the
ratio of g=m;-,. Thus,p! *~ willbe largerthan p ! K*~ if the 033
operator is lnclided and g =m ;_, isnotmuch sn aller than one. T hus, in runs
o), II1@2), and III@3) of Tabk Al, r=m ;_, is approxin ately one or bigger,
and as a resul the third generation antineutrino dom inates the rate of decay,
and the ratio of the rate of decay into *~ versus the rate of decay into K+~
is signi cantly enhanced In com parison to the runs w ithout the O 13 operator
in Tabke B1l. On the other hand, n runs T and I, g=m -, issnall, and asa
resul, the second generation dom inates and the ratio of the rate of decay into

*~ versusK* T rem ains near what it was w ithout the O3 operator.

5.4 \Generic" SU (5) vs Large tan SO (10) m odels
541 n! %" wvs.n! ~

Furthem ore, the tables of the previous section show som e in portant di er-
ences between the nuclon decay predictions for our SO (10) m odel versus the
predictions ofa generic SUSY m nim alSU (5) m odel. Because the e ective color
triplet H iggs m ass is constrained to be lower than around 107 Gev in SUSY

m inin al SU (5) EZJ:], and because the lifetin es of the nuclkons are proportional
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to sin? 2 I_E_i,:_ig, -'_4], m inin al SU (5) models use small tan to be consistent
w ith the experim ental lim its on proton decay. W hen tan is small, LLRR op-—
erators can often be neglected. W hen LLRR operators are negligble, the ratio

n ! =)y=@n! T) Jjust depends on chiral Lagrangian factors.
_ P @d) @ ;) @d) @ 1) 2
(1'1 ! 0 ) i C + C
— 285 5
n! ) . Sdd
i C ud)d i) 140 cud @ s)
28 )

In contrast, when tan islarge, LLRR operators are not negligble. T he contri-
bution ocf LLRR operatorston ! 7~ is signi cantly suppressed in com parison
to its contribution to n ! 0= by chiral Lagrangian factors. Hence, looking
at Tables A1B and B1B, the rate of n ! 0= can be anywhere from 2.9 to
over 100 tim es Jarger than the rateofn ! — , depending on w hether the third
generation LLRR operators or the second generation LLLL operatorsdom inate.

542 n! K vs.p! K*—

Secondly, theratio @ ! K %)= @ ! K*7) diers signi cantly from the
generic SU (5) m odels. N um erically,

! K% (:4c @)@ 0 4 18gc @DE D)4 gecTDE D 4 158c GG )
P! K*7) (44C @9 @ 0 4 158C @A D)+ (44C @HE O 4 1:58C @6 )
10)

In the m ninal SU (5) m odel, the C ©5)€@ 1) gperator is approxin ately equal
to the ¢ @d s 1) 1_2-1:, 2-_', :ff], and, shce LLRR operators are often negligble,

n! K%)= ! K*7) 18. :_[4] However, in our SO (10) m odel, LLRR
operators tend to dom inate. N ot only are the chiralLagrangian factorsdi erent
when the LLRR operatorsdom nate, but C @ @ 1) tendsto point in the opposite
direction asC @9 © )  Hence, ! K %)= ! K*'7) ismuch larger than
its value in them ;nim alSU (5) m odels. Indeed, n ! K 9= can be over 18 tin es
biggerthanp! K* .

A Iso notew orthy is the fact that when LLRR operators dom nate, @« !
K%)= ! K*7) is signi cantly higher when the 015 operator is included in
com parison to when it isnot. Forexample, n run III3) © ! K =)= ©!
K *7) is 18.1 with the 015 operator included whik it is no greater than 4.5
for run ITT(3) without the O 13 operator.) M uch of the enhancem ent can be
explained by the fact that g jis larger when the O 13 operator is included.
W hen LLRR operators dom inate,

@! KO 86cT @ 1) 4 1.58c @6 o) 2
— 11
! K*7) A4C @)@ 1) 4 1:58C W (s 1) b
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P lugging egn. :_3 into this form ula, this becom es

0! K 0_) 86 (k )3lcud[12éue3]3+ 158 Wk M )32éud[llcue3]3 2
P! K*7) B4 Vku )316,,12¢ P+ 158 Vku )26, 11e, 3B

1z)

Since (Vx v )316,,"%¢,.°" tendsto have the opposite sign as Vk v )326,,"7¢,.°P,
m! K%)= ! K'7) isenhanced when ¥ig47is increased.

5.5 Sensitivity to \22" C lebsch

Furthem ore, by looking at TablesB 1 through B 6, we can determ ine how sensi-
tive nucleon decay rate predictions are on the C kebsches that enter into the ¢y,

Cqlr Cudr @nd Gy m atrices. For each of the ve runs of Tables B1 through B6,

the only di erence between the versions a through £ in each run are the yqq,

Yqlr Yud and yyue Clebsches of Tabl 1 that enter into the cyq, Gy, Cuar @and Gue

m atrices. W e see that the overall rate of decay is quite sensitive to the di erent

choices for C Ebsches. For exam ple, with = , @©! K7) rmn If) is
7 tines largerthan (! K'7) for run I(f). The branching ratios generally
exhbit lesssensitivity: @ ! °7)= (! K 97) exhbits virtually no sensitiv—
ityand @! *T7)= (! K*'7) exhbits relatively m ild sensitivity. H owever,
branching ratios into less dom inant decay m odes can at certain tin es exhibit
high sensitivity. For exam ple, with = , m! T)= 0! K°)isoverl2
tim es Jarger for run I(f) than it is for run I(c).

5.6 G luino vs. Chargino contributions

Tt can also be seen that the contrbutions of gliinos to the rate of nuclon
decay is often not negligble. Indeed, In severalexam ples, excliding the gluinos’
contrbution can lead to a decrease In the predicted rate ofdecay ofgreater than
60% , In cases where gluinos constructively interfere, or an Increase in the rate
of decay by over 150% , where gluinos destructively J'nterferes Note also that
w hether gliinos constructively or destructively interfere depends heavily on the
phase of the chiral Lagrangian param eterarg( = ).

5.7 P roton decay from gauge boson exchange

F inally we note that ouranalysisonly inclides the contribution to nucleon decay
from the e ective dim ension 5 operators resulting from colored triplet H iggs
exchanges. W e have neglected the contribution to nuclon decay via heavy
gauge boson exchange (e ective dim ension 6 operators). T his approxin ation is
Jjusti ed n ourm odels for the dom inant decay m odes. For exam ple, in order to

8G' oto, et al. observed that gliino loops can be in portant in the m inim a1l SU (5) m odel in
ref. R2].
-
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obtain the 3 ofrun ITI(1), we can choose the vevs a;, az, &, and a singlkt eld
S4,de ned in paper I, which enter into the SO (10) breaking sector ofthe theory,
tobe 20 10°Gev,10 10°Gev, 60 10°Gev,and 66 10°Gev,
respectively, ie. allof order M gyr . Then the masses of the gauge bosons
contained In SO (10)=(SU (3) SU @) u@a)) {x,Q ,U ,and E are
32 10°Gev,12 107Gev,13 107 Gev,and13 107 GeV, respectivels.
T he decay m ode which would be the m ost dom inant if all other contributions
to proton decay exocept the contribution due to gauge boson exchanges were
neglected isp ! %e" . W ih the above gauge boson m asses, the partialproton

lifstin e due to heavy gauge boson exchanges orp ! ‘et is12 10% yrs,
corresponding to a branching ratio of order < 10 # . O fthe decay m odes listed
In TablesA 1A and B1A , gauge exchange is com petitive only with p ! .

C onclusions

W e have shown in this paper that m odel 4 (c) of paper I predicts nucleon decay
rates consistent with all current experin ental bounds, whilk using values of
GUT param eters that give ferm ion m asses, m ixing angles, and gauge couplings
In good agreem ent w ith experim ental cbservations. Our m ain results can be
found n TablsA 1A ,A 1B, and A 6. W e conclude that ourm odel predicts that
nucleon decay is likely to be ocbserved by SuperKAM OKANDE or ICARUS,
which are expected to probe nuckon lifstin es up to around 10%* yrs P3, 24],
for various decay m odes predicted by GUT s.

In order to avoid this conclusion one would need to m ake squarks and skp—
tons \unnaturally" heavy and beyond the reach of LHC or increase the e ective
color triplet H iggsm ass M+, which would require a supem assive H iggs doublet
In the GUT desert with m assm any orders of m agniude lower than the GUT
scale and at least an order ofm agnitude lighter than any other particlke getting
m ass around the GUT scale. M oreover, we have chosen the poorly known chi-
ral Lagrangian param eter j jto be at the lowest value suggested by the data.
If i could be shown that j jlies n the higher range of is current bounds,
non-observation of nucleon decay by SuperKAM IOKANDE and ICARUS could
m ake our m odel unnatural or any reasonable values of the squark and slkpton
m asses;_l(f For these reasons, w e believe that thesem odels, if correct, necessarily
Jead to observable nucleon decay rates.

W e have shown that LLRR operators are not only signi cant, but offen
dom inate, nuckon decay in the large tan regine { as long as r=m -, is

°Note, 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, l_O, and 15 representations of SU (5) which
is in the (3;2;%) and (5;2; %) representations of SU 3) SU (2) U (1); and U and E are
gauge bosons from the 10 and 10 representations of SU (5) which are in f(3;l;%); (5;1; %)g
and £(1;1; 2);(1;1;2)g representations of SU (3) SU (2) U (1), respectively.

10 R'egalL how ever, that the chiralLagrangian approach tends to overestin ate nucleon decay
rates E_L(}] and thus underestin ates the lifetim es.
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not very snall. As a resul, if nuclkeon decay is observed, there are two key
experin ental observables that m ay distinguish between large or am all tan
SUSY GUTs: theratios @M ! K% )= ! K*7)and @ ! “)= @ !
7). In particular, evidence fora neutron lifsttine € ) the proton lifetin e
would be a strong indication for large tan SUSY GUTs. Observation of
m! T)= 0! °7) signi cantly lower than than the predicted value when
LLRR operators are negligble could also indicate argetan SUSY GUTs.

W ehave also show n that gaugino loops cannot be neglected w hen calculating
proton decay rates In m odels such as ours. In fact, neglecting gaugino loops
could lead to an underestin ation ofthe decay ratesofover 60% oroverestin ation
of over 150% .

Finally, we have studied the sensitivity of nuclon lifetin e and branching
ratio predictions on the \quality" ofthe predictions that these m odelsm ake for
ferm ion m asses and m xing angles. In the m odels we have analyzed, the entries
n the cyqs Cq1r Guar @and Ge M atrices are related to entries in the Yy, Ygq, and Ye
m atrices by C lebsches which depend on the version of the m odel being consid-
ered. A swe have seen, the lifetin es and branching ratios can be quite sensitive
to the choice ofC kebsches | som e predictions vary by nearly an order ofm agni-
tude depending on the choice 0f C kebsches. In m odels 4 (@) through (f), w ithout
the O 13 operator, the di erent C kbsches have no e ect on the predictions for
ferm jon m asses and m ixing angles. C om paringm odels 4 (@) through (f), w ithout
the O 13 operator, w hich is consistent w th ferm ion m asses and m ixing angles at
2 ,wih model4(c), wih the 013 operator, which is consistent wihin 1 , one
is lead to conclude that tting the data within 1 or2 can have a signi cant
e ect on the nucleon decay predictions. Thus \predictions" for nucleon decay
lifetim es and branching ratios cannot be expected to be any better than the
com plem entary predictions for ferm ion m asses and m ixing angles.
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Appendix 1: How theD In opoulosW ilczek m ech—
anism can produce M+ Mgyr

U sing the D In opoulosW ilczek m echanisn for doublet-triplet splitting, the part
of the superspace potential n ourm odel giving doublet-triplet splitting is

Wagte = 10,A 110, + 10%5 H
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where A, is a 45 representation getting a vev of order M gyr in the baryon
m inus lepton num ber direction, 10; and 10, are 10 representations, and S isa
singlet. T he H iggs doublt and triplet m assm atrices for ourm odel are

10; 10,

el oo g
10, 10,

R

Note, the 10; el isthe only 10 representation that couples to ordiary (Stan—
dard M odel) ferm ions. Thus, the 10; contains the two H iggses of the M Ini-
mal SUSY Standard M odel M SSM ], and the baryon-num ber violating e ec—
tive operators obtained by integrating out the color triplets are proportionalto
1=M'c M, )1 = S =a?, the 10;;10; entry of the iverse of the color tripkt
mass matrix. An e ective color triplet m ass of around 10%° Ge&V is cbtained
with a; around the GUT scale, and S around 10*3 GeV.Thus, My Mguyr
m eans that there is an electrow eak doublet several orders of m agniude lighter
than the GUT scale, not that there is an actual color triplet w ith m ass greater
than M P lanck 1_25]-

A ppendix 2: Feynm an diagram s
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A ppendix 3: Fom ulas for nucleon decay in tem s
of chiral Lagrangian factors

U sing the chiral Lagrangian techniques of ref. lié_i], the rates of nucleon decay
are the follow ing.
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wherem g is an average Baryon m ass satisfyingm p m m and allother

notation follow s [_l-é_i}'f]-j . Here, allcoe clents of four-ferm ion operators are eval-
uated at M 5 . A takes into account renom alization from M ; to 1 G&V, and
is approxin ately equal to 22. Ili_;]. These form ulas reduce to the chiral La-
grangian form ulas given in ref. Ed] for 6 Owhen = 0. In the calculations,
wetakeD = 81,F = 44 @], and f = 139Mev [14].

Appendix 4: W hy Vyjincreases when the O3 is
ncluded in m odel 4 (c)

Tt can be seen that our Y4 and Y. m atrices, which have the general fom ,

0 o1
0 zC uD e*

@ zc vE et xB A
ubet x%B A

wih C;D B;E A, can be diagonalized by m ultiplying the m atrices on the
keft and right by m atrices S and T, respectively, w here

0 0 . i i i 0 : 1
1 (ZC X uAB D el )GYE uDAe + x};EeA (ZC X uAB D el )
B 0 . i C
S @ (ZC X uAB D el )3}3 1 xAB A
uD e ! xB
A A 1
0 0 i 0. i1
Xxu BD i e ubDe
1 (zC e ) VE = .
0. : i 0.
T % (ZC quB D I~ ) eYE 1 xAB A
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OurY, m atrix, which has the general form
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with C;D B;E A and C xx%B 2=A , is diagonalized by the S and T
m atrices

0 0 ) 1
1 o XXAOB 2 =C % uAB > e ) xzo(}:S
S @ XXAOB2 (zC quBD e’ ) 1 %A
uAD e i % 1
0 1
1 XXAOB . (ZC xu;B D e i ) u;D e i
0 . 0
T ¢ XXAOB 7 (2C quBD e) % A
zC x'B 1
xB A
Therefore, at M gyt
Vig
D . BC . B ,D & )x%ug |
et wt ——et 2y x4+ ) — o BHaTd i
A AE Yda A E Ya
¢} 16 B D .
_ 2= ot 122~ et — (= )2 — i )
E 243 A E
; BC 1D .
128 (—+ ==&t ) (15)
AE 6 A
Since + 30, theD el ¥ '=(6A) tem will increase ¥y jprovided that the

BC=@E ) tem doesnot decrease too m uch when the O 13 operator is included.

W hat e ect doesthe O ;3 operatorhave on theA ,B,C, and E param eters?
The A param eter will not be a ected at allbecause A is xed purely by the
third generation m assesmp and m i_‘/.]. M oreover, the rst generation Yukawa
coupling . ofthe Y. m atrix is approxin ately equalto

243 , 109 B
— C —CD —e @e)
E 27 A
atM gy . Shoe istypically closeto 2 , the term of the absolute value linear
In D decreases the eigenvalue. T herefore, C m ust be Increased to com pensate
for the O 13 operator.

On the other hand, when B is evaluated by using the global ? analysis of
ref. Egi], B actually decreaseswhen the O ;3 operator is nclided. Tt w illbe shown
in ref. igi] that when a global 2 analysis is done, B , the bag constant which
com es into the theoretical form ula forthe experim entalobservable g m easuring
CP violhtion, and J 4 Jjcom e out too high; and ¥V,,=V4,j com es out too low,
In com parison with their experin ental m easurem ents, for m odel 4 w ithout an
0O 13 operator. Since Vg, P X%, B=A where isa renom alization group
factor, this m eans that B is too high. It will also be shown in ref. E_S:Ji] that
unless an 013 operator is nclided, Vg, and Vy,=V, cannot be corrected by
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changing the param eters w ithout further increasing Bk , which is already too
high. Furthem ore, B and E are related by the equation

3aAEe’  B?
ShceRe < 0,E is lowerwhen the O 13 operator is not included because B is
higher than it should be.

However, when the O3 operator of paper I is added to model 4 (c), it is
possbl to lower B to bring i In line wih the experim ental value for y,j
while sin ultaneously having reasonable valies for By as well as for the other
observables ig-i']. The net e ect of Including the O 13 operator to model 4 (c) is
that B is typically decreased by 10% , E is increased by 18% , and C is
Increased by 25% . Therefore, BC=@AE ) actually decreases slightly ( 3%).
H ow ever, the decrease In that term ism ore than com pensated forby the increase
in J/qjdue to the Z-e' * ) term . The net result of the inclusion of the 013
operator is an increase in Vg jtypically of 11% .
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