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We extend the recent chiral model of Claudson, Wise, and Hall to include vector and axial-vector
mesons as gauge bosons of an SU(3), XSU(3)x chiral symmetry. The resulting baryon-number-
violating interaction Lagrangian contains an additional free parameter and modifies significantly the
two-body branching ratios of protons. Without some experimental input, it is not possible to predict
definite branching ratios even in the minimal SU(5) model of grand unification. Depending on the
values of the effective parameters of the chiral Lagrangian, several interesting possibilities for the
branching ratios arise, and they are discussed in some detail. We provide, within the framework of
the model, general formulas for two-body decays of the proton for an arbitrary grand unified theory
including both Higgs- and gauge-boson exchanges. We also discuss how the effective parameters in
our chiral model can be related to quark and bag models, and thereby show how various models can
be tested for their consistency with the chiral aspects of strong interactions.

I. INTRODUCTION

One of the most striking consequences of unifying
strong and electroweak interactions is the instability of
the proton! through baryon- and lepton-number-violating
interactions. Over the past few years, a great deal of
theoretical and experimental effort has been devoted to
the study of this phenomenon. Recently a lower bound of
2x 10! yr for the proton lifetime into 7% * channel has
been quoted by the Irvine-Michigan-Brookhaven (IMB)
collaboration experiment.” This bound seems to be in
conflict with the theoretical expectations based on the
minimal SU(5) theory.® In this paper, we discuss sonie of
the basic assumptions underlying the theoretical estimates
of the proton lifetime and its branching ratios into various
two-body decay modes, in order to have a better under-
standing of the experimental situation.

At the present time, there is no unique grand unifica-
tion scheme. There are several possible schemes. The
properties of baryon-number- and lepton-number-
violating interactions, such as their strengths and selection
rules, obviously depend upon the choice of the model. In
.a given model, the extrapolation of these interactions
from the grand unification mass of 10'*—10!> GeV down
to 1 GeV depends crucially upon the use of renor-
malization-group equations* and the symmetry-breaking
patterns. There are all the nagging questions concerning
the choice of Higgs representations, the form of the Higgs
potential, the relative dominance of Higgs-boson ex-
changes over the relevant gauge-boson exchanges, and so
on. The conclusion in a nutshell is that there are too
many ambiguities unless one drastically restricts the
models. This is the main reason why a great deal of at-
tention has been focused upon the minimal SU(5) scheme
which has a natural one-stage symmetry breaking from
SU(5)—SU(3) X SU((2) X U(1) and consequently one high
mass scale My. Even so the determination of My is by
no means unambiguous. At present, its determination is
dependent upon the QCD parameter A in the
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renormalization-group equations. The current world-
average Agg=0.1673:08 GeV (Ref. 5) (MS denotes the
modified minimal-subtraction scheme) leads to a value of
My =(1-3)X 10" GeV and an uncertainty in the proton
lifetime by a factor of 10 can easily arise. In the future,
this situation may be improved by the precise determin-
taion of the mass My, of the recently discovered W bo-
son. The latter can then be used in the renormalization-
group equations instead of AQCD.6

Our paper is concerned mainly with another important
source of ambiguity, namely, the evaluation of the low-
energy hadronic matrix elements. For this purpose,
several approximation schemes are available and they
have all been utilized. Thus the nonrelativistic-quark-
model’ and bag-model® wave functions have been em-
ployed to calculate the overlap of quarks inside the nu-
cleon. The matrix elements can also be estimated using
current algebra and PCAC (partial conservation of axial-
vector current).” The various approaches have between
them a variation of approximately a factor 30 in the pro-
ton lifetime.

In view of this situation, it is both important and desir-
able to continue to study the various methods and their
refinements to estimate the hadronic matrix elements and
see how they affect the quantities of interest. In this pa-
per, we use the method of phenomenological Lagrangians
based on the chiral SU(3); XSU(3); symmetry, which has
been used quite successfully in the past to describe low-
energy hadronic physics. Recently, Claudson, Wise, and
Hall'® have constructed an effective Lagrangian for pro-
ton decay and used it to estimate the various two-body
branching ratios into pseudoscalar mesonic channels.
Their approach includes automatically the three-quark-
fusion diagrams in the form of the baryon-pole dia-
grams.!! Further, Isgur and Wise'? have shown that the
inclusion of such diagrams in quark-model calculations
removes the discrepancy that existed between quark-
model and chiral-model calculations. We generalize the
chiral Lagrangian of Ref. 10 to include the vector and
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axial-vector mesons. In the past such generalizations have
provided more accurate predictions of low-energy hadron-
ic scattering parameters by providing specific extraPola-
tions of current-algebra results to nonzero momenta.'* In
the context of proton decay, as there are some sizable
vector-meson decay modes in models that use SU(6) or
bag-model wave functions, we deem it important to con-
sider such a generalization. As we shall show, the gen-
eralization has indeed important effects on the branching
ratios into both the pseudoscalar mesons and vector
mesons.

The organization of this paper is as follows. In Sec. II
we give an outline of the chiral Lagrangian for the strong
interactions of baryons and pseudoscalar, vector, and
axial-vector mesons. Various aspects of the chiral-
symmetry breaking will be displayed in some detail. In
Sec. III, we present the baryon-number-changing effective
Lagrangian as well as its selection rules.

In Sec. IV, we compute the two-body decay rates for
the case of minimal SU(5). A comparison with other ap-
proaches to the problem of proton decay will be presented
in Sec. V. Section VI will summarize our conclusions. In
an appendix, we present the general expressions for the
two-body decay rates which are applicable to any grand
unified theory for which the AB =1 interactions are
described by an effective four-fermion Lagrangian.

II. CHIRAL LAGRANGIAN
FOR STRONG INTERACTIONS

Phenomenological Lagrangians based on chiral symme-
try have been used extensively in the past to represent the
current-algebra results in the zero-momentum limit and
they have provided an extrapolation of these results for
nonzero momenta. The interested reader can find this
subject discussed in a review by Gasiorowicz and Gef-
fen.!* In what follows, we present a brief description of
the chiral Lagrangian we will be using for the strong ver-
tices of our problem. The Lagrangian utilizes a nonlinear
realization of the chiral group SU(3); X SU(3)g within the
general framework formulated by Coleman, Wess, and Zu-
mino.!® Claudson, Wise, and Hall'® have used such a La-
grangian for the strong interactions of pseudoscalar-
meson and baryon octets. We extend their model by in-
cluding vector and axial-vector gauge fields of a local
SU(@3), XSU(@3)g. For convenience, we have chosen our
notation to coincide with theirs in the pseudoscalar
meson, baryon sector.

The pseudoscalar-meson octet is introduced as the
parametrization of the coset space

SU(3); XSU(3)x
SU3)y

and, as such, the pseudoscalar mesons are the pseudo-
Goldstone bosons of the chiral symmetry. Consider the
special unitary matrix §,

E=exp(iM/f,), 2.1)

where f, is the pion decay constant (f,=128 MeV), and
M is the familiar meson octet

™ + 4
V2T Ve m K
0
M= - T ., 0 ) i
M T V5 + Ve K 2.2)
= 2
K~ KO <
V6 !
Given an element (L,R) of SU@B). XSUQB)g, £
transforms as
§—E=LEU'=UER". 2.3)

In the above transformation law, U is a unitary matrix de-
fined by (2.3) and it depends nonlinearly on (L,R). How-
ever, the transformation becomes linear for the diagonal
subgroup SU@3), with L=R=U. The transformation
law for the baryon octet B is

B>B'=UBU'. (2.4)

For the local group SU(3); XSU(3)g, we can introduce
the vector and axial-vector gauge fields v, and a " with
the usual transformation properties, namely,

vy +a,—(,+a,)=R |v,+a,+ éa,. RT,
(2.5)
vy —a, >, —a,) =L |v,—a,+ éa,, L',
where V'2g is the pm coupling constant with
2L2=2.84i0.5 . (2.6)

4

In order to couple the vector-meson octets to baryons
and pseudoscalar mesons, it is convenient to introduce the
fields P, and ¥, which have simple transformation prop-
erties under the nonlinear realization of the group. They
are given by

P.= 5£lid,+g(v, +a,)]E

— &8, +g (v, —a,)lE (2.72)
V,= +&id,+g (v, +a,)1E"
+ €8, +g(w, —a,)1E - (2.7b)
Using (2.3) and (2.5), we can easily prove
P,—P,=UP,U", (2.82)
V,—V,=U[V,+id,1U", (2.8b)

and in view of the last equation, a chiral covariant deriva-
tive D, B for the baryon octet B can be defined,

Dp£=ap-g‘-l[2p,)£] ’ (2.9)
with the transformation property,

D,B—(D,B)=UD,BU". (2.10)

The field-strength tensors F fﬁ,) are defined in the usual
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way, namely,
F3) =3,(v,+a,)—d,v,ta,)
—igly,*a,,v,+a,] . (2.11)

|
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A minimal Lagrangian .Z, involving baryons, pseudosca-
lar mesons, and vector and axial-vector gauge fields can
now be written as

L o=+ fo*Tr(B,P*)+ Tr[ B(iy,D* — Mg)B]+ Do Tr(By*ys{ P, B} 1)+ FoTr(By*ys[P,,B)

— s T ED E W 4 F 0 F W) 4 S mo Ty, +a,ab) .

The above Lagrangian is invariant under the local
SU(3); XSU(3)g, except for the last term which is invari-
ant only under the global group. We include this term,
because otherwise the pseudoscalar mesons can be gauged
away from .7, leaving massive axial-vector mesons
through the familiar Higgs mechanism.

The quadratic part of .% is diagonalized by the substi-
tution

8fn o o

mo? P

and 4, describes the physical axial-vector mesons. The
standard normalization for the kinetic-energy term of the
pseudoscalar mesons is ensured by

gf 2

mo

Zfol=f,% Z=1— (2.14)

After these substitutions, the masses of v, and 4, can be
read off to be

2

mo
mvzzmp2=m02, myi= Z (2.15)
From the value of the p-meson mass and (2.14), we find
Z=1 and mAZEZmPZ, (2.16)

which is a well-known relation due to Weinberg.'® The
|

(2.12)

composite field P, can now be expanded as

V4
£”=—Z6#M——g4#+ ey, (2.17)
which implies that the coefficients D, and F, will be re-
normalized to D and F given by

D =2ZD,, F=ZF,. (2.18)

From the axial-vector-current matrix elements, one ob-
oo l7
tains

D =0.813, F=0.4395 . (2.19)

We now turn our attention to the SU(3), breaking
terms to be added to .Z,. Since the quark mass terms
transform according to (3,3*)®(3*,3) under SU(3),
X SU(3)g, one can write down an SU(3),-breaking La-
grangian with the same transformation properties. With

the quark mass matrix,

my
M= mgy > (2.20)
mg
and

==£ .21

an SU(3)y-breaking Lagrangian is

ZL1=0To(LZ+Z" L) +a | Tr[B(E' M £+ 5B +a,Tr{ BB\ #E +£ 4 §)]
+b, Te[Bys(§'a £ — & # £)B1+b,Te[BysB(£' 4 £'— £ 4 £)]

K1
T 16

Considering the isospin-invariance limit m, =my=m,
the parameters a;, a@,, and m/m can be obtained from
the masses of pseudoscalar mesons and baryons. We find

ms

a;~—0.45, a,~0.88,

~24 . (2.23)

m
With m;=150 MeV, one has 77 =6.2 MeV and v =186
MeV. The parameters b; and b, do not contribute to the
baryon masses and they can presumably be obtained from
the meson-nucleon scattering lengths.
As for the vector masses, we have chosen to induce

K
— T FF M4 Z 3 M)+ G F Mt 343N )]~ 2 THE S F W g+ EG S E - 4)
Iz Iz 8 1234 1234

(2.22)

-
symmetry breaking in the kinetic terms rather than the
mass term. There are good arguments in favor of this
procedure.'® This leads to renormalization of the vector-
meson fields,

pr=2,""p
K; =ZK*1/2K* ’
bsr =23 *pg ,

and similarly for the axial-vector-meson fields. Here, we
have,

(2.24)
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Zp=l+rTl(K1+K2) y

m+my
Z=1+ |— |(k1+K3) , (2.25)
2
m+2m
Zg=1+ l——s— (k1K) .
From the masses of p and K*,
2 2
2 mo 2 mo
my‘= y M= , (2.26)
P ZP K ZK"'
one finds that, 7 (k| +k,)= —0.021, and
Z,=1, Zpu~y, Zy=7% .27

These values will be used in the vector-meson vertices of
the proton decay matrix elements.
Finally, we treat the w-¢ mixing!® by simply expressing

dsr =sinfyw +cosbyd, 6,=40.3°. (2.28)
III. CHIRAL LAGRANGIAN
FOR AB =1 INTERACTIONS

For a grand unified theory with a unification mass as
high as 10'* GeV and with a low-energy spectrum consist-
ing only of ordinary quarks and leptons, the leading effec-
tive operators contributing to the baryon-number-
changing processes are the four-fermion operators con-
structed out of the quark and lepton fields. There are
only four families of such operators consistent with the
low-energy SU3)e XSUR), XU(1) symmetry.® In a
two-component notation for the spinor fields, these are

Oéligd =6aﬁyeij(d:R ulﬁ( )(qt;yLi lé.L ),
Oubia =€apy€ij(ait afl Nulrlar) ,
(3.1)

O;bc)'d Eaﬁretmejk(q qﬂ )(q& ldL)

O;bc)'d =6aﬂy(daRu£( )(ucR ldR ),
where a,f3,y are the color indices, i,j,k,m the SU(2), in-
dices, while a,b,c,d denote the quark-lepton generations.
The fields appearing in these expressions are in the
gauge-group representation basis. We will, however,
]

neglect the quark-mixing angles and take them as mass
eigenstates. In this case, the only operators relevant for a
proton or bound neutron decay, are those containing at
most one strange quark. For a given lepton generation d,
the expressions in (3.1) contain ten such operators, four of
which represent AS =0, and the remaining six, AS =1
transitions. Thus,

AS=0: Qi =€qpdfuf Nuleq —dvar) ,

Q(2’=eagy(dfuf)(u§edk ),

Qd —eaﬂy(di’uf)w[ea —dlva), o2
0 =€ap,(dRuf Nufeqr) .
AS=1: O =¢up (sRur)ulea —d]var) ,
0 P =e.p,(sfufufer) ,
0 P =eupy(sfubulea —dlpar) »
(3.3)
0 P =eupy(sRuf)ufesr) ,
0 P =e€apldRuf)svar) ,
0P =eapdful)slvar) .

The effective four-fermion Lagrangian for AB =1 de-
cays is then

fAB—l 2 EC(J)Q(1)+ 2 ZC Q’(d

i=1 i=1

(3.4)

The coefficients C and C { in (3.4) are determined from
the correspondmg coefﬁments at the umﬁcatlon mass
through a renormalization-group analysis?! down to ordi-
nary energies.

Chiral Lagrangians for AB =1 processes can now be
constructed in terms of hadron fields, by analyzing parity
and SU(3); XSU(3)g transformation properties of the
operators in (3.2) and (3.3). Such an analysis has been car-
ried out in Ref. 10 and for the case involving no vector-
meson fields, Claudson, Wise, and Hall obtained the fol-
lowing chiral Lagrangian, which we express in four-
component notation:

zﬁ€=‘=a2[edRTr( DEBE)—efi THCPE" B £ —vir TH(EVE B £)]+H.c.
+B2[edRTr( PEBEN —eit Tr(CHE" B £)— Vi THESEB £+ Heoc. (3.5)
The matrices
0 00 0 o 0 0 o 0
Ci=|-CP o0, i=1,2,34, F{'=|0 —CPP o |, EP=|0 —CP o (3.6)
c¥ oo 0o ¢y cy o ¢ ¢

summarize the projections corresponding to the operators in (3.2) and (3.3) and the coefficients a and S play the role of

reduced matrix elements of a Wigner-Eckart-type analysis.

It is now straightforward to write a chiral Lagrangian involving vector and axial-vector mesons by simply replacing
the baryon octet B in (3.5) by iy,D¥B where D*B is the chiral covariant derivative of the baryon octet introduced in
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(2.9). We recall from (2.4) and (2.10) that B and D#B transform in the same way under SU(3); X SU(3)g, and therefore

the Lagrangian

8= VS (i, TrICVEDPBE] — ek iv, Tl CPE (DHB)EN | — vigiv, THES E(D*B)E]} + H.c.

M, %

L5

Mp

shares with .# ?ff:l the same transformation properties

under the chiral group. We thus take
LA =l= g 23 (3.8

as the chiral Lagrangian for AB =1 decays.?

Before presenting our results in the next section, it is
useful to recall some of the selection rules?® governing the
nucleon decay.

(1) For AS =0 transitions, the four-fermion operators
in (3.2) or the hadronic operators in (3.5) and (3.7) all
satisfy AT=+ rule. This leads immediately to the rela-
tions

INn—>X"et)=2TN(p—>X%%"*), (3.9)

MNp—X*%,)=2I'(n—>X%,), X=worp. (3.10)

(2) Furthermore, the hadronic operators multiplying the
antineutrino and the right-hand positron fields in .ZAZ =1
together form the components of an irreducible tensor
with I = %, which leads to

INp—Xef)=T(n—X%,), X=7%p"%710 (3.11)
(3) If the baryon decay is due to the exchange of a
gauge boson, then the effective four-fermlon Lagranglan
contains only the operators of the type O3}y and 02, in
(3.1). In this case, the coefficients CJ*, C{*, C, C{,
and Cy C ® all vanish. For AS =0 transitions, one then ob-
tains
2

D(N—Xei' )= |—q7 | [(N—>Xeg) , (3.12)

where X is any nonstrange hadron. Neglecting the lepton
mass, (3.11) and (3.12) give in this case

c® 2
F(p—Xet)= 0 N'n—Xv,),
1
X =7p%n,0. (3.13)
By combining (3.13) and (3.10), one also gets
(2) |2
Np—Xlt)=1 [1+ ﬁ 'p—>X*v,),
X=morp. (3.14)
(4) Finally, we obtain
—  3sin% —
(N —ol) =———2T(N—p°T)
8
=1.90(N—pT) , (3.15)

S {ekiv, T CPED*B)E e iv, T CHE(DHBIE]—vigiv, T EPED#B)EN} +Hee, (3.7
P

where the factor 3 is the SU(3) result, Z; is the renormali-
zation factor for ¢g (2.27), and sin’@) comes from the w-¢
mixing (2.28).

IV. TWO-BODY DECAY RATES

The evaluation of the two-body decay rates is based on
tree diagrams of the Lagrangian,

L=Lo+ L1+ LAB=1 .1

where .Z,, £, and .£22=1 are given by (2.12), (2.22),
and (3.8), respectively. There are two types of diagrams
that contribute to two-body decay amplitudes. The first
type is the direct conversion diagram (Fig. 1) which is
given by the three-body vertices of .Z22=1. The second
type is the baryon pole diagram (Fig. 2), where the
nucleon-meson-baryon vertex is taken from the strong in-
teraction Lagrangian .+ .7’ and the conversion of the
intermediate virtual baryon into the final antilepton is
given by the two-body vertices of .#28=1. These pole di-
agrams correspond to three-quark fusion diagrams of
quark model analysis.!! The relevant vertices in each case
can be read off from the Lagrangian by expanding £ and
D#B,

=ex ——M —1+—M+ , (4.2)
t=ew 7 M l 7s
D¥B=0d"B—[V*,B]

=0o“B—ig[v*,B]+ - , (4.3)

where in the last equation, the expression (2.7b) for ¥,
has been expanded. For the vector-meson octet v¥, one
then carries out the renormahzatlon prescription (2.24).
The Lagrangian L5 2 ! (3.7), contains baryon-vector
meson—antilepton vertices. We note however that, as a
consequence of the inclusion of the vector mesons into the

0

|

LAB:I

FIG. 1. Direct-conversion diagram for p —7% * amplitude.
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N

L o .
+
P \ P \ e
4B:=1
+ L
LrL,
FIG. 2. Pole diagram for p—’e * amplitude.

chiral Lagrangian in a chirally covariant way, this La-
grangian, through the terms involving 9,B, also contri-
butes to the baryon—pseudoscalar-meson—antilepton dia-
grams as well as the pole diagrams. These amplltudes
should be added to the amplitudes coming from .45 T
(3.5) for the evaluation of decay rates into the pseudosca-
lar channels. As we will see in Sec. V, the amplitudes

( pseudoscalar meson; I'| .55 =" | nucleon )
and

(pseudoscalar meson; I'| £ ="' | nucleon )

become equal to each other in the limit of flavor-SU(3)
symmetry and it does not matter whether one uses
L8=" or £82=" for the pseudoscalar channels in that
limit. However, without flavor-SU(3) symmetry, these
amplitudes will have different contributions to the decay
rates. In fact, in Sec. V, we will exploit the breaking of
flavor-SU(3) symmetry to determine the relative contribu-
tions of .45 =" and .#35 =" to the pseudoscalar channel
decay rates.

We find it useful to express the two-body decay rates in

terms of dimensionless constants. To this end, we define

2
=5 e, i=1,2,3,4,
My
(4.4)
~i)_ 8GUT” )
Cd= 2Cd,l=1,...,6,

My

where ggur is the coupling constant of the grand unified
theory at the umﬁcatlon mass MX The constants

,3,7,8 appearing in 255 M Vand .88 =" all have the di-
mension of (mass)’. It is convenient to express them in
units of 1 GeV and define the dimensionless constants

&,B,7,5 as

=(1 GeV)? (4.5)

=R WK
oD W

The decay rates then contain an overall multiplicative fac-
tor FQ,
. M
To=mlagyr)*——F= GeV*®, (4.6)
0 GUT Mx4 f,-r2
where 4ragur=ggur’ Using the tree diagrams of the
Lagrangian (4.1), we have computed the two-body decay
rates in an arbitrary grand unified theory. The results are
presented in the Appendix. In this section, we will spe-
cialize to the case of minimal SU(5), in which case, the
only nonvanishing coefficients are

ciV=A, cP'=ra, &=A, eP=54, @7

r
2

where A is the renormalization-group enhancement fac-
24
tor,

. a,(M}) 6/(33—2Np) (M) 27/(86—8N ) Sy (M) —33/(40N +6) -
B Qas as 3a5 .
and
—18/(20N;+3)
S5a,(My) !
=2 e 4.9)
30!5

Ny is the number of flavors; a,, a;, and a; are the U(1), SU(2), and SU(3), running coupling strengths at the indicated
mass scales. as=agyr- Using the formulas in the Appendix and evaluating the kinematic factors, we find the following
expressions for the various two-body decay rates as functions of I'g,A,7 and &,%:

[(p—met)=ToAX1+7r2)(1.22)(@+7P)*,

I'(p—mnet)=ToA%(1+r2)(0.0088)(@+7)*(1+2.6b,)?,

I(p—K%+)=TyA%|(0.166)

2

+ (0.088) 1_§

[(p—K +%,) =T(A%0.065){0.898(1 +0.215, +0.19b,) + 1.0849[ 1 +0.2(b; +b,)]}>

(4.10)
(4.11)
2
1+ = ’ [1.248(1+4-0.19b,)+1.39(14-0.23b,)]?
[1.368(1+40.21b,)+1.469(1+0.25b,)]? (4.12)
(4.13)
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I(n—K%,)=Te*0.26){0.858[ 1+0.21b, —0.11b,]+0.839[1+0.13(2b, —b,)1}? ,

[(p—p%e T )=ToA%(1+r%)(0.0288)(&+27)?,
C(p—K**%,)=To % (4.7x10~%a?,
'(n—K*%,)=T,A%0.0016)(1.63&+47)* .

The decay rates for the remaining channels can be ob-
tained from these by the use of the symmetry relations
(3.9)—(3.15). We note that the widths for the 7 channel
and some of the AS =1 channels depend on the SU(3)-
symmetry-breaking parameters b; and b,. These strong
interaction parameters can, in principle, be related to and
hence estimated from an analysis of baryon-meson
scattering lengths. We have not carried out such an
analysis at the present time. We shall assume that their
effects are small and set b;=b,=0. This will not intro-
duce any series uncertainty in decay rates except for the
net channel.?’

From the expressions (4.10), (4.11), and (4.15), we have
the following useful results:

+
Tlp—one™) =0.0072,

(4.18)
T(p—nlet)
0 + A ~
Llp=pe ) o 0236 | 2427 (4.19)
I(p—omdet) a+p

These results are in fact valid for any grand unified
theory, for which the leading AB =1 interactions are
mediated by a gauge-boson exchange. Equation (4.18) was
already obtained in Ref. 10 based on .5 =! (3.5) and it
remains valid in the more general case (3.8) that we are
considering. This ratio is sensitive to the SU(3)-
symmetry-breaking parameter b, which we set equal to
zero and, as already noted, a further analysis is needed to
estimate the value of b, which will give a more reliable
result for the ratio in (4.18). As for (4.19), we observe that
the relative importance of 7% * and p’ * modes is solely
determined by the value of 9 /&. While this ratio can be
estimated by considering a constituent picture of hadrons,
as will be done in the next section, at the level of effective
Lagrangian (3.8), it is completely arbitrary. Thus, $/&
parametrizes a genuine ambiguity in the problem of pro-
ton decay, which is well reflected in the literature since
various approaches lead to totally different results for the
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(4.14)
(4.15)
(4.16)
(4.17)

relative importance of 7% * and p% * modes.

To proceed further, we shall use, for the various cou-
pling constants appearing in (4.6), (4.8), and (4.9), typical
values from Marciano,® namely,

My, =83.0 GeV, Apg=0.16 GeV ,
al(Mw)=00166, az(Mw):00365 N

4 (4.20)
a;(MN)———- ) > =0.507 s
a5=aGUT=O.0242 .
Then,
A=3.36, r=2.11, My=2.1X10* GeV .  (4.21)

As noted earlier, the results for the total decay rate de-
pend sensitively on My which in turn depends crucially
on the QCD parameter Agyg. To display this sensitivity
explicitly so that our results can be reevaluated easily if
warranted in the future, we shall write the multiplicative
factor I'y (4.6) in the form

4

2.1x10" GeV

To=(3.85%10% yr)~!
o=/ X yr) M,y

(4.22)

With (4.21) and (4.22), the two-body decay modes are
functions of two arbitrary parameters & and . Within
the strict framework of chiral symmetry and the
phenomenological Lagrangian, & and % are arbitrary pa-
rameters. Some experimental information is necessary to
determine them. While in the next section, we shall derive
expressions for them in terms of the quark- and bag-
model parameters, we shall close this section by giving re-
sults in Tables I and II, for the various branching ratios in
three different cases: (i) #=0. This case corresponds to
the one treated in Ref. 10, but including the vector mesons
in the strong-interaction Lagrangian. (ii) @=0. This is an
extreme case which includes both pseudoscalar and vector

TABLE I. Proton decay rate in minimal SU(5).

Decay rates

Two-body branching ratios

(in units of TyA?) =0 a=o0 a+9=0
[(p—>7let)=(6.62)(a+7y)? 61.7 53.3 0
L(p—>7*%,)=(0.367)L(p—mle ™) 22.6 19.6 0
[(p—me+)=(0.0072)T(p —mO *) 0.4 0.4 0
I(p—K%*)=(0.7)(1.248+1.39)? 10 9.5 0.5
I'(p—K *%,)=(0.065)(0.898 +1.089)? 0.5 0.6 0.5
T(p—pP+)=(0.157)(@+29)? 1.5 5.1 30.3
I'(p—p*v,)=(0.367)(p —p’et) 0.5 1.9 11.1
L(p—wet)=(1.9(p—plet) 2.8 9.6 57.6
Tp—K*+7,)=4.7x10"%? ~0 0 ~0
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TABLE II. Neutron decay rates in minimal SU(5).
Decay rates Two-body branching ratios
(in units of THA?) y=0 a=0 a+9=0
I(n—m"et)=2TI"(p—>m"e™) 87.8 81.4 0
I'(n—7%%,)=(0.183)I'(p >7le*) 8.1 7.5 0
I'(n—7v,)=(0.183)['(p—ne *) 0.1 0.1 0
I'(n—K%%,)=0.26(0.85& +0.839)? 1.3 1.1 ~0
(n—p=e*)=2T(p—p+) 2.1 7.7 77.2
I'(n—p®%,)=(0.183)I(p —p% *+) 0.2 0.7 7.1
I'(n—>wv,)=(0.349)'(p —p*) 0.4 1.3 13.5
I'(n—K*%,)=(0.0016)(1.63&+47 ) ~0 0.2 2.2
mesons in baryon-number-violating interactions in the Ms
chiral framework. (iii) @+% =0. The examination of this Bs=4 |a+—v |, (5.6)
case is prompted by the recent results of the IMB experi- My
ment which does not see the p—7°e * mode. M
A
Bp=4 |la+—7 (5.7)
V. COMPARISON WITH OTHER APPROACHES My

In this section, we have obtained the nucleon two-body
decay rates as a function of the parameters a and y of the
chiral Lagrangian (3.8). In the spirit of an effective La-
grangian approach, such parameters are to be determined
from experimental data. In the absence of such a deter-
mination, we shall make use of the chiral Lagrangian to
correlate various other approaches. To this end, we fol-
low a method suggested by Donoghue and Golowich?®
and consider, for the case of minimal SU(5), the following
quantities:

(e™(p) | Hgyr(0) | proton(p))

5- B, U, (p)3ys+ 1)U, (p), (5.1)
(ut(p) | Hgur(0) | =T (p)) = ——%ZBzﬁ”(p)ysUz(p) ,
(5.2)
(Wu(p) | Hour(0) | A%p))
G, B, _
=TV VEU P)1—ys)Ux(p), (5.3
where
= &Eﬁ (5.4)

V2 8My?

The form factors B,, By, and B, thus introduced, can
be calculated from a constituent-quark picture for
baryons, when Hgyr is expressed in terms of quark and
lepton fields. Donoghue and Golowich suggest that vari-
ous approaches to the problem of proton decay may be
compared with each other at the level of these form fac-
tors. Since the above amplitudes do not involve any
final-state mesons, such a comparison has the advantage
of being free from the ambiguities associated with intro-
ducing explicit quark wave functions for mesons.

We have calculated these form factors using the chiral
Lagrangian (3.8) and our results are

B,=4(a+y), (5.5)

We note that in the limit of flavor-SU(3) symmetry, By
and By, equal B,. Thus the introduction of the Lagrang-
ian £55=1 (3. 7) which was needed to account for the
three-body vector-meson—baryon—lepton vertices, has
also provided a splitting of these form factors from one
another in terms proportional to ¥, due to SU(3)-
symmetry breaking.

Given a constituent model computation of B,, By, and
B,, the strategy would then be to solve Egs. (5.5)—(5.7)
for a and y. Since we have three equations for a and y,
the form factors B,, Bs, and B, ought to satisfy the fol-
lowing consistency condition:

Bs—B, —My

. (5.8)
Br—B, —My

=MA

We expect that, an evaluation of B,, Bs, and B, which
takes flavor-SU(3) breaking into account will lead to the
values of these form factors which will be consistent with
(5.8).

From the bag-model
Golowich,?® we have

analysis of Donoghue and

B,=0.0127 GeV?, B5;=0.014 GeV°,
(5.9)
B, =0.0137 GeV3.

These values are consistent with (5.8) and from Egs. (5.5)
and (5.6) we obtain

a=0.0019 GeV3,¥=0.00127 GeV? . (5.10)
From the ratio

Y _o0.67, (5.11)

a

we have evaluated the two-body branching ratios of the
nucleon and our results are presented in Table III. Thus,
with the above determination of ¥ /a, the dominant decay
mode of the proton is the 7% * channel. Among the vari-
ous estimations that appeared in the literature for the
two-body branching ratios of the nucleon, our results are
closer to those of Tomozawa.?” We feel that it will be in-
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TABLE III. Branching ratios for proton and neutron corre-
sponding to ¥ /a=0.67.

Proton Neutron
Branching Branching

Channel ratio Channel ratio
p—mlet 58.7 n—m7"et 85.6
p—>1tV, 21.5 n—mv, 7.9
p—met 0.4 n—nv, 0.1
p—K%ut 10 n—K%, 1.2
p—K*%, 0.5 n—>p-et 4
p—plet 2.7 n—p°v, 0.4
p—p*V, 1 n—ov, 0.7
p—we™t 5.2 n—K*%, 0.1
p—K**v, ~0

structive to carry out in the future the analysis that has
been described in this section, for the case of the nonrela-
tivistic quark model and to obtain an independent deter-
mination of the ratio in (5.11). Since the branching ratios
depend only on y/a, this will constitute a check on our
results in Table III.

For the remainder of this section, we shall discuss the
decay width for the 7%t channel in various models.
From (5.5) and substituting minimal SU(5) values (4.21)
for A and r into (4.10), we have

)= 0.82X10% yr

(p—mle
B,*

2.1x 10" Gev
(5.12)

My ]“

where B, is in GeV>. For the bag-model calculation of
Donoghue and Golowich, B, is given by (5.9). For the
nonrelativistic quark model with harmonic-oscillator po-
tential,”® we have calculated B,, taking the static limit?
of Dirac spinors throughout the calculation (a computa-
tion that is implicit in the work of Isgur and Wise!?), and
we find
3/2

31/4aB3 ,

B, =

p (5.13)

2
T

where ap is the Gaussian parameter for the baryons. For
ap=0.32 GeV, which is the value used by Isgur and
Wise,”? B,=21.9X 1073 GeV3. As emphasized in Ref.
16, a more appropriate value ap may be the one that
correctly reproduces the charge radius of the proton. In

our normalization, this corresponds to ap=0.2 GeV and
B,=5.4X 1073 (GeV)®. Table IV summarizes the corre-
sponding values of 7(p—n%e ™) for these various choices
of B, and for three different values of My. The values
for M,, 1.3 10, 2.1x10%, and 3.5X10'* GeV corre-
spond to Ags=0.10, 0.16, and 0.26 GeV, respectively.6 It
is also worth noting again that we have calculated the de-
cay amplitudes by using the tree diagrams of the effective
Lagrangian, and in so doing, we have implicitly neglected
the possible momentum dependence of the effective ver-
tices. This procedure is justified if the momentum carried
by the relevant meson is small, which is typically the case
for the problem of proton decay except for the pionic
modes. These off-shell effects could be estimated within
the present framework using chiral perturbation theory
which we have not done so far. Isgur and Wise,'? howev-
er, have evaluated such form factors in nonrelativistic
quark models, and from their work we can infer that the
off-shell effects will increase the lifetimes into pionic
modes by a factor of about 1.5.

As expected, the major uncertainty comes from the
value of My. If My can be as high as 3.5x10* GeV,
corresponding to Agjg=0.26 GeV, then, at least for the
nonrelativistic quark model with ag=0.2 GeV, the pro-
ton lifetime into 7% * channel becomes compatible with
the experimental lower bound of 2 x 10°! yr.

VI. CONCLUDING REMARKS

Baryon-number- and lepton-number-violating processes
in the low-energy region are perhaps the most dramatic
consequences of grand unified theories. Their terrestrial
observation would certainly confirm the correctness of the
basic ideas of grand unification. Hence, prompted by the
desire to have predictions amenable to immediate experi-
mental scrutiny, one has proceeded to calculate by making
perhaps too many simplifying assumptions. In this paper
we have attempted to show that this is the situation in the
case of proton decay.

There are at the onset the well-known difficulties in-
herent in the grand unification schemes: The choice of
the grand unification group G, the symmetry-breaking
pattern, the appearance of arbitrary parameters if the
symmetry breaking involves more than one stage, the
choice of Higgs representation, and Higgs potential, and
so on. These difficulties aside, given the extrapolated, re-
normalized AB=£0 interaction Lagrangian in terms of
quark and lepton fields, the evaluation of the low-energy

TABLE 1IV. Estimates of 7(p—7 *) for various values of B, and M,. The off-shell effects in vertices mentioned in the text in-

crease the liftetimes in the last three columns approximately by 1.5.

T(p—7le*) (yr)

Constituent model B, Ass=0.1 GeV A5=0.16 GeV As5=0.26 GeV
used for B, (GeV?) My=1.3X10" GeV My=2.1x10" GeV My=3.5%10" GeV

Nonrelativistic quark model

(ap=0.32 GeV) 0.0219 2.5x10% 1.7x10% 1.3 10%

Bag model

(Donoghue and Golowich) 0.0127 7.5 10% 5.1x10% 3.9%10%°
Nonrelativistic quark model

(ap=0.2 GeV) 0.0054 4.1x10% 2.8 10% 2.2 10%
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matrix elements of this interaction Lagrangian responsible
for proton decay is not unique. Although the overall total
lifetime is mainly governed by the grand unification mass
scale My, the various observable branching ratios are
sensitively dependent upon the method of evaluation of
the low-energy matrix elements.

In this paper, we have chosen to emphasize a
phenomenological approach based on broken chiral sym-
metry. Such approaches in the past have provided reason-
ably successful descriptions of several aspects of low-
energy strong-interaction physics and currently phe-
nomenological or effective Lagrangians incorporating ap-
propriate symmetries are proving to be valuable in bridg-
ing the gap between fundamental Lagrangian in terms of
confined quark fields (such as QCD Lagrangian) and a
calculable Lagrangian in terms of observable hadronic
fields. Until we have better, quantitatively rigorous
methods to deal with confinement (or for that matter
bound states with ordinary or nonconfined constituents),
effective Lagrangians with a few phenomenological pa-
rameters are best suited to correlate experimental data. In
the case of proton decay, alternate methods based on
quark and bag models are too sensitive to the details that
go into the calculations. We do not intend here to venture
into a detailed discussion of the implicit assumptions, the
uncertanties, and to the extent to which they have provid-
ed quantitative descriptions of the phenomena. The fact
that these models applied to proton decay give results
differing by orders of magnitude should be sufficient to
conclude that they are at best qualitatively successful and
not quantitatively.

On the other hand, phenomenological approaches suffer
from the appearance of arbitrary parameters the deter-
mination of which requires experimental information.
Our extension of the work in Ref. 10 to include the vector
and axial-vector mesons introduces an additional parame-
ter, so that even in minimal SU(5) with all the customary
simplifying assumptions, one is not able to make definite
predictions concerning the branching ratios of the various
two-body decay modes. It is somewhat disappointing that
unless some proton decay mode and its branching ratio is
observed with reasonable accuracy, one really cannot ar-
rive at any definite conclusion.

Nonetheless it is useful to have general results with a
few parameters as in our case. The results provided in the
Appendix are applicable to any grand unified theory in-
cluding both Higgs and gauge boson exchanges. They
also contain SU(3)-symmetry-breaking effects in terms of
the parameters b; and b, which, in principle, can be cal-
culated by appealing to information on low-energy
scattering lengths in meson-baryon scattering. Further-
more, the effective Lagrangian contains information
about uncorrelated multileptonic decays (p—7’nlet

1971

+

amtm~e™, for instance). These and other refinements need

further investigation.
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APPENDIX: GENERAL EXPRESSIONS
FOR TWO-BODY DECAY RATES

In this appendix, we present the two-body decay rates
for an arbitrary grand unified theory for which the lead-
ing baryon-number-violating interactions are described by
an effective four-fermion Lagrangian as in (3.4). We
denote the lepton mass by u and the (pseudoscalar or vec-
tor) meson by m. The index d denotes the lepton genera-
tion. In the evaluation of the pole diagrams, we encounter
the following expressions:

My—p i
— e 4 _—
Sip)= gy D P by (A1)
Sy(u) K (3F _p)y 420 —2b2ms (A2)
2“—MN T Myt
Syuy= Zn (D P4 2b, s (A3)
MN rTi—f—ms
==~ —by)——=
Su= (D +3D+202b, by (A4)

where 7 and mg denote the quark masses, and the
strong-interaction constants D, F, b, and b, are defined
in Sec. II. The expressions for ® modes as well as AS =0
decay modes of the neutron are not explicitly given due to
symmetry relations (3.9), (3.10), and (3.15).

The following expressions are useful for the kinematics
of the problem:

2 2
N m_
Mlm)= 144 e | (AS)
=12
419]° (A6)

Ao(psm)=A(p,m)+— ==
3 m

The center-of-mass momentum of the decay particles,
| q|,is given by

1 W(MNZ»MZ,m 2)

1. Nucleon— pseudoscalar meson + e;"

The decay rates are given by

F=2F°JﬁL[M<u,m> | A |2 (—p,m) | B|?],

(3) ~

B(.u'd’cd »Cd ’cd € )—A(_,u'd’—cd s—Cd »—C4q

(n (3) _ () _

ldl=7 My , (A7)
where

Wi(a,b,c)=[a?+b*+c*—2(ab +ac +bc)]'/?. (A8)

(A9)

e (A10)
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(@) p—ne:

4 :-—2172[(a+?><c},”+c},2>)+<3+8)(c§”+cé‘“>][1+sl<ud>1 : A1
(b) p—neg:
A =ﬁ{<a+?)<c,‘,”+c,§2’)[1—szmd)]—(3+8>(c,§3>+c,‘,4>)[3+s2<ud>]} . (A12)

(c) p—KO%j:

= 1@+ EP+EP)-B+OET +e N +5 | |a+5 7 @+ D)+ {B+—M35 @ +ed) |S3(ua) -
N
(A13)
2. Nucleon— pseudoscalar meson +v4
The decay rates are given by
=12
r=ar, L9l 42, (A14)
My
(a)p—»*rr*Vd:
A=[@+P)§"+B+8)e1+5,(0)] . (A15)
(b)P‘_’K+—"—'d:
A=—[@+7EP+B+De®1+1 | la+ =29 [eP+ B+ 28 |2 |5300
2 My My
1| |5, Ma ~(1) (5 AL MAnl ) e
= — —2 —8 -2 Sy . (A16)
+6[la+MN? (¢4 cq)+ B+MN (Cd Caq') Sy
(c) n—nvy,:
=——\}6 [(@+7)c§"($2(0)— 1) +(B+8)es(52(0)+3)] . (A17)
(d) n—K%;:
AA - 1 ~ M e A M Al
A=—[@+NEP+eD)+B+OECH e~ | [a+7=7 [c+ |B+778 [e§ |55(0)
2 My My
M A M A
+e at o @ -2 )+ B b (@ —22 ) |5, (A18)
3. Nucleon— vector meson +e;"
The decay rates are given by
q| 1 |8 2
r=6r — | == | [Ag(,m) | 4 |24+ A —p,m) | B |?], 19
OMNZMN][Z(‘“m)l | “+Ax(—p,m)| B |*] (A19)
B(ug,ed, e e P e =Aa(—pg,—ci, —ci, -, - . (A20)

In the expression for I', V'2g is the p-m-m coupling constant (2.6) and Z is the relevant renormalization constant (2.27).
(@) p—pQes:
~ A\ ~ M
A =2—11/—§ {?<c§,“+cf,2’>+5(c,‘,3’+c,;4’)+[(a+?)(c,§“+c},2>)+<ﬂ+5)(c,§3’+c,§4’)]—MNT”M ] . (A21)

(b) p—K*%;": From phase space, the final lepton can only be an electron and d =1. We have

4 =% {?(85,"+af,2>>+8<c~£,3’+ag4>)+
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4. Nucleon— vector meson +¥,

The decay rates are given by

2
q|2 1 My? |1 |gf
r—4r,Ldl 141 = |2 2,
0 MN2 + 2 m2 Z MN ‘A ‘
(@) p—ptvy:
A=@E+29)cS" +(B+28)cs .
(b) p—)K*+’\_/d!
A M
A=—[peP+8ef1+ 1 | | T a1p (@ —2)+
2 | | M,
1 My ~(1) My ~ ~(3)
5 M2a+?’ + My B+8 |C4
(C) n—)K*O’\_/d
A M
A :[?(5&1)_5&5)+6(5&3)_3(6>)]+% _I_V_a+?
A
1My Sl N3 2|z
+3 Mza'f'?’ Cq + 23 6|04

1973
(A23)
(A24)
My~ & ~(3) A5 (6)
MAB+8‘( 2¢ )
(A25)
-2+ Nﬁ+al(a;3’—23§,6>
A
(A26)
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