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A bstract

A review is given ofnuclkon instability in SUSY m odels. Them ini-
m alSU (5) m odel is discussed in detail.

1. Introduction:

W e begin by discussing proton instability in non-supersym m etric grand
uni cation. The sin plest uni ed m odelthat accom odates the electro-weak and
the strong interactions is the SU (5) m odelfl] and the instability of the proton
ariseshere from the kptoquark exchangew ith m assM y . T he dom inant decay
isthee’ °mode and its lifetin e can be w ritten i the form P]

My
© ) (3:5 101G o7 ) % 1)

T he current experin ental lin it of this decay m ode is[3]

P! e %>9 10%yr; 90 CL) ?)

In non-SUSY SU (5) the e ° mode has a partial lifstine of (@ ! & 0)
4 10*° 2 yrTIhusthe non-SUSY SU (5) is rnuled out because of the p-decay
experin ental 1im its. It is expected that the Super K am iokande w ill increase
the sensitivity ofthismodeto 1 10%* 4]. That would in ply that theoretically
thee" °modewould becbservable ifMy 5 10'° Ge&V . supersymm etric
grand uni cation current analyses based on uni cation of couplings constants
already put a constraint on M ¢ of about 10'° f]. Thus it seem s not lkely
that the €" ° m ode would be cbservabl in supersymm etry even in the next
generation of proton decay experin ents. Infact, reasonable estin ates indicate
that @ ! e %> 1 10% 2yr.

In supersym m etric uni cation the dom inant nstablity of the proton arises
via baryon number violating din ension ve operatorsf, 7, 8, 9]. In SUSY
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SU (5) operators of this type arse from the exchange of H iggs triplkt elds
and they have chiral structures LLLL and RRRR In the superpotential after
the superheavy H iggs triplt eld is elin nated. The m ain decay m ode of the
proton in thesemodelsis (! K ).The current experim ental 1im it for this
decay m ode is[3]

! K)>10 10¥%yr 3)

Tt is expected that Super K am iokande w ill reach a sensitivity of 2 10°3 yri]
while ITARUS will reach a sensitivity of 5 10 yrfiQ]. Thus i is an inter-
esting question to explore to what extent the new generation of proton decay
experin ents w illbe able to test SUSY uni ed m odelsA ctually we shall show
that, unlike the prediction for the e® ° m ode, it is not possble to m ake any
concrete predictions for the K mode In SUSY m odels w ithout inclusion of
the low energy SUSY mass soectra which depends on the nature of super-
symm etry breaking. Such an explicit supersym m etry breaking m echanism is
provided In supergravity grand uni cation {1, 1Z], but not n M SSM Thus it
isonly in supergravity grand uni cation fL1] that one can m ake detailed m ean—
Ingful predictions of proton decay lifetim es.
2.GUT Varieties
Even wihin supersymm etric fram ework there are m any possibilities that

may occur. The sinplest of these is the m lnimal SU (5) m odel. However,
one can have extended gauge groups such as SU (3)3, SO (10),..etc. and alwo
string inspired m odels such as SU (5) U (1) L3]1.T here has been several works
in the literature where there is a suppression of dim ension ve proton decay
operators.T here are a variety of ways in which a suppression of p-decay can
occurfl3, 14,15]. O ne possibility is that m atter is em bedded in som e unusual
fashion In the basic particle m ultiplets. Such a situation arises in the ipped
SU (B) U (1) model where one has an Interchange u ' dand e !
relative to the usualem beddings. T he other possibilty is the presence of som e
discrete sym m etry which m ight forbid the baryon num ber violating din ension

ve operators. In the follow ng we discuss the condition that would forbid
such operators In the general case. Let us assum e that one has ssveral H iggs
triplkts 1,2,.,N that couplew ith them atter elds. W em akea eld rede nition
5o that the linear combination that couples with m atter is labelled H {;H ;
w hile the ram aining H iggs triplet eld have no couplings. W e m ay w rite their
Interactions n the form

HyJ + K HT + HeM $Hy, @)
where J and K are given by

J= "M MK, = MM )
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Now the condition that the dim ension ve operators be suppressed is given
by [L6]

M "5y =0 6)

O f course satisfaction of the above condition would require either a netun-
Ing or a discrete sym m etry Tt is generally found that the in position of discrete
sym m etries can lead to unw anted light higgs doublkts or light H iggs tripletsfl 7]
which would spoilthe consistency ofthe uni cation of couplingsw ith the LEP
data. It is possible that string theory m ay generate the desired discrete sym —
m etries which suppress proton decay w ithout producing undesirable features
allded to above H ow ever, m ore generally one can expect proton decay to occur
In both supergravity and string m odels. T he detailed nature of proton decay
m odes, their signatures and partial lifetin es would depend on the speci cs of
the m odel.

Another problem that surfaces in supersym m etric uni ed m odels is that
of the doublettriplt splitting. That is one needs a m echanian that m akes
the H iggs triplets which m ediate proton decay heavy and the H iggs doublt
which generate electro-weak breaking light Nom ally one sin ply netunes the
param eters to generate this sgolitting. O therpossibilities consist ofthe so called
m issing partner m echanisn {1§], where one uses 75 , 50 and 50 representations
in SU (5) Instead ofthe usual24 plkt to break SU (5). Here 50 containsa (3, 1)
and the 50 containsa (3,1) part in SU 3) SU (2) decom position but no (1,2)
pieces. Thus the H iggs triplets from the 50 and 50 willm atch up wih the
H iggs triplkt states from the 5 and 5 when the 75 plt develops a superheavy
VEV, kaving the H iggs doubkts light. M ore recently a m echanisn has been
dicussed in the literature which m akes use of higher global sym m etries such
as SU (6) In the GUT sector which lad to light H iggs as pssudo-G oldstone
doub]etsEL:Q] when the local SU (5) symm etry breaksH owever, there is as yet
no com plete m odelwhich also gives acosptable pattem ofm asses to ferm ions
forthism echanian Several otherm echanian s have also been discussed m ostly
in SO (10) fram eworksP(, 21, 22] and m ake use of vacuum alignm ent, discrete
symm etries etc to achieve the doublttriplt splitting. In the ollow ng we
shall assum e that the doublkt-triplet splitting is resolved and discuss the case
ofthem inim al SU (5) m odel in detail .

3. N ucleon Instability in Supergravity SU (5)

W e discuss now the details of proton decay in the m inim al SU (5) m odel

to get an idea of the sizes of the lifetin es of the various decay m odes. The



Invariant potential of thism odel is given by

1
W Yy = éflij uvwxyH ;M J‘_’wM ;(y + f2in 2uM ivM ;'lv (7)

Here the M ,;;M ;¥ stand for the three generations(=1,2,3) of 5;10 pkt of
quarks and lptons and H {;H, are the 5;5 plkt of H iggs which give m asses
to the down and up quarks. A fler spontaneous breaking of the GUT group
SU (BG)! SU (3) SU ) U (1) and integration over the heavy elds one has
the e ective din ension ve operators w ith baryon num ber violation given by

Ls = Lt + LY wheref], 8]

1
L; = o P EV )iy (B )it @rvibics €% VUp)ar  10ra) + )+ H x:
R _ i yeuy fd c ) oo .
L;g M are V£ )y PV E )i (€1 iURajRekTrr + )+ H ©: (8)

Here the Yukawa couplings £%;f¢ are related to the quark massesm * and m ¢
as

m}y = £ (sin2 4y =e)M ; sin
m¢= fid (sin2 y =e)M ; sin 9)

1

where ; istheW eak angleand isde nedbytan = * wherev, =< HS>
and vy =< H7} > .Further, V istheK obayashiM askawa KM ) m atrix and P
is a diagonal phase m atrix w ith elem ents
, X
P;= () i= 0; i= 1;2;3 (10)

The dim ension ve operators m ust be dressed by the exhange of gliinos,
charginos and neutralinos to produce din ension six operators which produce
proton decay O fall these exchanges the chargino exchange is the m ost dom i~
nant and is govemed by the interaction

Lfi=1é%(oos Wi+ sin W) %°dy); ig Roos M i ) *

Ecos . W, sin W) vVm? %dg); 11)

w here are de ned in the text preceding eq (30) . T he dressing loop diagram s
which convert din ension ve Into din ension six operators also nclude squark
and skpton exchanges. However, the sferm ion states that are exchanged are



not pure L or R chiral states. A s w illbe discussed later, in Supergravity one
has soft susy breaking term swhich m ix the L and the R tem s so that one has
a (mass)? m atrix of the orm

0 1
2 u
e Mmgus My @ulo  Cm ), 12)
mY@,m, cm) méui

where A; areparam eterswhich willbe discussed in secb. Them ass diagonal
states are denoted by the scalar squark elds w;p) I hese are related to the L
and R chiral states as

Wri= QOS uittpn + SIN ,ityp; Wi = SIN iy + COS il 13)
where ,; isde ned by
sin2 ui = 2Inui (Auim 0 cn )=(I'ﬂ' 1211'1 mfuz) (14)

T he chiral structure of the din ension six operators nvolves operators of the
type LLLL, LLRR,RRLL and RRRR .0 fthese it is the operators ofthe rst
type,ie., LLLL which arethem ost dom Inant. In generalone ndsm any SU SY

decay m odes for the proton,ie.,

e+K0; +KO;e+ 0; + 0;e+ ; + (15)

T he dependences of the branching ratios on quark m ass factors and on KM
m atrix elam ents is shown In Tabkl A Iso exhibited are the enhancam ent fac-
tors, denoted by y™* etc, from the third generation squark and skpton exchange
contrbutions in the dressing loop diagram s.

Tablk 1: Jpton + pseudoscalar decay m odes of the proton [4, §]

SUSY M ode | quark factors | CKM factors | 3rd generation enhacam ent
K mgm ¢ V1 Va1 Voo @+ yi)
K m M ¢ V31 Va1 Voo @+ )
K mypm . V31 Va1Vay @+ y5)
e 7 e m gm ¢ VIVA L+ 1)
; mgmc VAVA @+ y;)
; m gy ¢ VVA @+ y5)
ek mgm ViV, + y*)
K m gm, a vvy o yv®)
e ;e m g4m @ vavy o ovE)
; momy, ViV L+ y")




The dependence of y factors, which contain the third generation contri-
butions, on quark m asses and KM m atrix elem ents is shown in Tablk2. The
factorsR;R ; etc that enter In the evaluation of y in table2 are the dressing
loop integrals and their explicit form is given in ref.f]

Tablk 2: Third generation factors.

y factor evaluation ofy
ytK P3mV31Vsp
1 PomcVyyV e
ytK P3mV31Vsp
2 Pom Vo V.
K P3mV31V3y
Y3 Pom VoV R
yt PyMmVyy
1 PomcvE e
yt Py MV
2 Pym V7
yt P3mVy
3 Pym V2
ytK pym tV32V33V3yl R 0
e Pq my Vi e
Y v
e By MV VeV oo
Pl m
Y Y
yt pym tV31\733\/'31\711].:{OD
e Py m e
Y
yt P3MtV33Vyy o ©
P; myVig

From tabls1 and 2 one ndsthat there is a hierarchy in the partial decay
branching ratios of these m odes which can be read o from the quark m ass
factorsand the KM m atrix elem ents. In m aking order ofm agnitude estim ates
for lifetin es it isusefiil to kesp In m ind that

muVq; :m CV21 :m tV3l 1 :50 :500 (16)

O ne can then roughly order the partial decay branching ratios for the various
m odes listed in tabkl as ollow s
BR(K)>>BR(K);BR( )>> BR( )
BR(K)>BR( )>BR (XK )>BR 1)
BR( K)>BR( K)>BR (K); BR( )> BR ( )>BR () @17)

One nds from the above that the m ost dom inant decay m odes of the proton
are the K modes.The din ension six operators which govern these are given

by {1, 8]
Le® ! K)= [(2)*@I M sin2 ) "Poman {VIV,VLIF (AW )+ F (s
W )1+ (L+ v + Gt Yewer) 2t F1 5+ D+ vl (g
Vo) 2t S1E+ mR) S+ v §) 5)as)



L,;R L,;R

In theabove ["; ;" arede ned by
IEZ abe (ar OubL)(ScL 0 i) @9)
and F= l(hiu ! desur),and (F= 1@ ! s).Furthery gives

the dom inant contribution from the third generation and is de ned by [/, 8]

yEK _ 2 (m SV31V32 ) (F (t;d;_;w ) + F (t’;el;W' ) ) (20)
P3s mVoiVa F (€dGW )+ F (e;W )

w here the functions F are dressing loop Integrals and would be de ned explic-
itly below . The rem aining contrbutions represented by ¥, Vg (from gluino
exchange) and y, (from neutralino exchange) are all relatively sn all.

T he decay branching ratios of the p Into the ;K m odes are given by the
relation

P! K= ) pAIB.T 1)
MH3

where , is the three quark —vacuum m atrix elem ent of the proton and is
de ned by

U = we < 0¥,u u, > 22)
The m ost recent evaluation of  is from lattice gauge caloulations P3]and is
.= (66 05) 10 *Gev’ 23)

The factorsA and B; ofeq(21l) are de ned by

2

_ 2 y
A = 2M—V§m s CV21V21ALAS (24)
1 mdv? m (V3 V
Bi= — L PyByt ———P3By] @25)
sin2 m vy m V21V
Bji: F (ui;d"j;W“ ) + (da ! ej) (26)
where
F (a;;dW )= Ecos sin , £(;85;W 1)+ cos wsin £(;d5;W )]
1 Bm‘jst ui . .
—P= . Esin sin ; £fn;d;W ) s cos 4 £y d5W )
2 2My sin

! ow)] @7)
In the above £ is given by

Flai;d; W) = sin® oiF an ;&5 W ) + 008 wif (e i d5 W) (28)



where

sin2 = 30
2+ (0 m )P =
and _
2 =My (sin cos ) (31)
2 + cm )m
sin2 g, = et G0 )m e 32)
mgo omg
E=1;sin2 > mw 2=MV§
= 1;sin2 < m =M 33)
Finally C that enters eq(25) is a current algebra factor and is given by
my my © +F) m 2
C = 1+ 1 34
55 g2 m— mI%)f (34)

w here the chiral Lagrangian factors £ ;D ;F; :: etc that enter the above equa—
tion have thenum ericalvalues: £ = 139M &V ,D=0.76,F=048m =938 M &V,
mg =495 Me&V,and mg=1154.
4.Vector M eson Decay M odes of the P roton

T he sam e baryon num ber violating din ension six quark operators that lead
to the decay of the proton into kpton and pssudoscalar m odes also lad to
decay m odes w ith Jpton and vector m esonspP4]. A Ithough the vector m esons
are considerably heavier that their corresponding pssudoscalar counterparts,
decay m odes nvoving ;K ;! are stillallowed. W e list these below

Kopiq ilii=e

eK ; K ;e; ;el; ! (35)

The quark, KM and third generation enhancem ent factors for the allowed
vector m eson decay m odes is exhibited in table3. The branchihg ratios for
the vector m eson decay m odes are typically an aller than the corresponding
pseudo-scalar decay m odes.



Tabl 3: lpton + vectorm eson decay m odes of the proton

SUSY M ode | quark factors | CKM factors | 3rd generation enhacem ent
K mgm . V11 Va1Va a+ y¥)
K mgm ¢ V51 V21Vay a+ vy)
K m i V31 Vo1V @+ y5)

e i e! m gm . VIVA L+ y7)
;! mm. VAVA a+ vs)
;! mpm VVA @+ y5)

eK mgm, ViV 1+ y¥)

K mgm, a Vvl y®)

e ;e! m gm @ vViVy o yE)
;! m m, Vi1Va1 L+ y")

5. D etails of Analysis in Supergravity Uni cation
N ext we discuss the details of the proton decay analysis In supergravity
uni cation. A s already indicated the low energy SUSY soectrum plays a cru-—
cial role In proton decay lifetin e.In fact the soectrum that enters consists of
12 squark states, 9 skpton states, 4 neutralino states, 2 chargiho states, and
the gluino. There are thus 28 di erent m ass param eters alone. In globally su-
persym m etric grand uni cation one hasno way to m eaningfully control these
param eters and thus detailed predictions of p decay lifetin es in globally su—
persym m etric theories cannot be m ade. In supergravity uni ed m odels one
has a wellde ned procedure ofbreaking supersym m etry via the hidden sector
and them inin al supergravityy uni cation containsonly 4 SUSY param eters in
tem s of which allthe SUSY m asses can be predicted. T hus supergraviy uni-
cation is very predictive. W e give below a brief review of the basic elam ents
of supergraviy grand uni cation. These are: (1) supersym m etry breaks In the
hidden sector by a superhiggs phenom enon and the breaking of supersymm e~
try is com m unicated gravitationally to the physical sector; (2) the superhiggs
coupling are assum ed not to depend on the generation index, and (3) one as—
sum es the spectrum to be the M SSM spectrum below the GUT scale. A fter
the breaking of supersym m etry and of the gauge group one can integrate over
the superhiggs elds and the heavy elds and the follow ing supersym m etry

breaking potential .n the low energy dom ain resuls [11,12]:

Vsgp = mizazl + @AoW 3)+ BoW 2)+ hx) (36)

where W @;W © are the bilinear and trilar parts of the superpotential.
There is also a gaugho mass term L .. = Mi— . At this stage the
theory has wve SUSY parameters m ¢;m ;—,;A0;Bg;and (. Here  is the



H iggsm ixing tem which along w ith the other low energy quark—lepton—H iggs
Interactions is given by

)
ij

@)

W o= oHH,+ [ gHuS+ JaH. &+ §1H.&) 37)

In the above H ; isthe light H iggs doublet which givesm ass to down quark and
Jeptons and H , give m ass to the up quark. The num ber of SUSY param eters
can be reduced after radiative breaking of the electro-weak symm etry. The
radiative electro-weak symm etry breaking is govemed by the potential

Ve =mi@OHE F+mi0OH.F mi®OEH,+hco

1
o @ gL T vy (38)

where V ; is the correction from one loop, and m f (t) etc are the running
param eters and satisfy the boundary conditionsm?$(0) = m3+ 32;i= 1;2,

m§(0)= Bo or 20)= ¢ = (5=3) vy 0). The breaking of the elctroweak
symm etry jsaooomp]jshedbythere]a‘dons%Mzz= (2  Ztan? )=(tan® 1)
and sin2 = @Em3)=(?+ 3),where ? = m{+ ;and ; is one loop

correction from V ;U sihg the above relations one can reduce the low energy
SUSY param eters to the follow ing:

mog;m 1 ;Aq;tan (39)

Another result that em erges from radiative breaking of the electro-weak sym —
m etry isthat of scaling O ne ndsthat overm ost ofthe param eter space of the
theory 2 >> M/ which givesP5, 28]

1 1
mwl gmg (< 0);m W ng (> 0)
2mZ~1 M My im, My, Mg >>m,
mg m myg >>my (40)

C orrections to the above are typically sm allO (1/ ) overm ost ofthe param eter
soace.

W e discuss now the e ects of the top quark which play an in portant role
In lin iting the param eter space of the m odel. Contraints from the top quark
arise because there is a Landau polk in the top quark Yukawa coupling, ie.,
Yo = Y=E ©D,) whereD, = 1 6YF ©=E (), Yo = 2=4, Q) isthe
top-quark Yukawa coupling and isde ned by my =< H, > ), and the
functions E (t) and F (t) are as de ned in refP}]W e see from the above that
the top Yukawa has a Landau pol which appears at

mi= 8= ,®) 2 ©)™>M sy sin @1)
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where ; istheweak m ixing anglkeFor som e typicalvaluesof ¢ andM ¢ one
has mtf 200sin . Now it is found that the sam e Landau singulariy also
surfaces in the other SUSY param eters because of the coupled nature of the
renom alization group equations.T hus, for exam ple, the trilnear soft SUSY
param eter develops a Landau singularity: Ay = Ag=D, + A, (honpole), and
Ar = A, 0®mg4, where A, is the value of A, at the GUT scale. A similar
analysis shows that 2 and thus the stop m asses becom e singularSpeci cally
one ndsthatm é = 2x=Do+m§1 N P) andmi2 = x=Do+m§2 (N P ) where
X= YtA§ F=E . W e note that the Landau pol contribution is negative de nie
and thus drives the stops tow ards their tachyonic 1im it. E specially the Landau
pole contrbutions to ¥ are rather lJarge and so its transition to the tachyonic
Iin it isvery rapid. T hus the condition that there be no tachyons puts a strong
lin it on the param eter space. One nds that the allowed values of A lie In
therange 05< A < 55.

6. D iscussion ofR esults
Figure la gives the m axinum lifetine ofthep! K ™ mode for < 0 as

function ofm ¢ when all other param eters are varied over the allowed param —
eters space consistent w ith radiative breaking of the electro-weak symm etry
and w ith the inclusion of the LEP 14 constraints. The solid curve gives the
maxinmum w ithout the In position of the cosn ological relic density constraint
while the dashed curve includes the relic density constraint.
T he s0lid horizontal line is the current experim ental Iower 1im it for thism ode
from IM B and K am iokande. W e see that the analysis show s that there exists a
cosiderable part of the param eter space not yet explored by the current exper-
In ent, which w ill be accessble to SuperK am iokande and ICARU S. Figure 1b
gives the sam e analysiswhen > 0Comparison of gs la and 1b show s that
the current experin ent exclides a som ew hat larger region of the param eter
aceihm, or > Othan or < 0Thus for > 0 one elim nates the region

< 400GeV whike for < 0 only the valuesm < 300G &V are elin inated.
Figure 1c gives the plot of them aximum lifetine forthep ! K mode asa
function of gluino m ass for the case < 0 corresponding to Fig la. W e see
that regions of the param eter space w ith lifetim es above the current 1im its lie
below approxin ately 400 G&V when the dark m atter constraint is in posed.
Figure 1d is sin ilar to F ig 1c except that > 0.

7 C onclusion

In the above we have given a brief review of nuclkon instability in super-
symm etric uni ed theories. W e have pointed out that no concrete predictions
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on proton decay lifetin es are possbl unlss the nature of the low energy
SUSY m ass soectrum which enters in the dressing loop diagram s is assum ed.
T hus no concrete predictions on proton lifetin e can be m ade in globally su—
persym m etric grand uni ed theories. In contrast one can m ake predictions in
supergraviy uni cation since the SUSY breaking spectrum of the theory is
characterised by four param etersFurther since there are 32 supersym m etric
particles one has 28 predictions in them odel, and thus supergraviy granduni-

cation is very predictive. An updated analysis of p-decay In the m Inim al
SU () m odel was given Including the constraints of LEP 1 4 It is found that
there exits a signi cant part of the param eter space which is not yet explored
by the current proton lifetine Iimitsonp ! K from M B and K am iokande
but which would becom e acoessible to SuperK am iokande and ICARU S exper—
In ents. Fnally we note that them inin alm odel can correctly accom odate the
b= mass ratio P9]. However, it does not predict other quark kpton m ass ra—
tios correctly and non-m Inin al extensions are needed for this purpose. These
non-m nin al extensions also a ect the proton lifetin e predictions.
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