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In minimal supersymmetric SU(5) models, the proton can decay through dimension 5 operators.
Since this decay depends directly on the supersymmetric soft masses, it will be constrained by
other observables which depend on the soft masses, such as the Higgs mass and the dark matter
relic density. In this work, we will examine the upper limit on the proton lifetime in minimal
supersymmetric SU(5) with constrained minimal supersymmetric (CMSSM) boundary conditions
set at the grand unification scale. We perform a random scan over the variables of the (CMSSM),
with of order 106 points, and find that the proton lifetime is within reach of JUNO and Hyper-
Kamiokande’s experiment.

I. INTRODUCTION

One of the compelling aspects of supersymmetry
(SUSY) is that it predicts a rather precise unification
of the gauge couplings. This precise unification suggests
that the standard model (SM) fields should be embed-
ded into some larger gauge group. This idea of unifying
the fields and forces is further supported by the fact that
when these fields are embedded into representations of
SU(5), for example, we automatically get charge quanti-
zation.

In addition to gauge coupling unification, SUSY gives
a natural electroweak scale, a 125 GeV Higgs mass, and
a dark matter candidate. Each of these achievements
of SUSY is noteworthy in its own right. When they are
combined with grand unified theories, it is hard to ignore
the attraction of these models.

The main difficulty for grand unified theories is de-
tectability. Since the breaking scale of these theories is
so high, 1016 GeV, they strongly decouple from the SM.
This makes detection quite difficult. However, the req-
uisite nature of grand unified theories, mixing of quarks
and leptons, opens a window for detection. In fact, theses
blurred lines between quarks and leptons leads to proton
decay, the characteristic signal of all grand unified the-
ories. With the unified theory breaking scale so large,
it might seem impossible for experiment to see such a
small effect. However, because of the astounding ac-
curacy with which experiment can measure the proton
lifetime, ∼ 1034 yrs, experiments have already begun to
probe the range of proton lifetimes predicted by grand
unified theories. In fact, models with very strict defini-
tions of naturalness have already been ruled out[1]. With
several experiments on the horizon looking for proton de-
cay, even more of the grand unified theories parameter
will be probed.

The goal of this work is to characterize the reach of fu-
ture proton decay experiments in grand unified theories.
Since a completely exhaustive study of all grand unified
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theories is impossible here, we limit our self to the min-
imal supersymmetric SU(5). Furthermore, because the
dominant proton decay mode for minimal supersymmet-
ric SU(5) is via dimension-5 operators[2, 3], the lifetime
also depends on the soft SUSY breaking spectrum. The
important soft parameters for proton decay are the Wino,
slepton, and squark masses. Since the proton lifetime de-
pends most strongly on the over scale of these soft masses,
the details of the mass spectrum are not so important.
This means that a study of the constrained minimal su-
persymmetric standard model (CMSSM) should be suf-
ficient for understanding the experimental prospects of
detecting proton decay more generally.

In this work, we examine proton decay in the mini-
mal supersymmetric SU(5) with a CMSSM SUSY break-
ing pattern1. We will apply constraints coming from the
Higgs mass measurement and the thermal relic dark mat-
ter density. Both of these will put an upper limit on the
soft masses which will in turn put an upper limit on the
proton lifetime. As we will see, this will place nearly all
of the acceptable CMSSM parameter space within reach
of JUNO [11] and Hyper-Kamiokande [12].

II. THE MODEL

Before getting to the main event, we give some back-
ground on the model we consider. We take minimal su-
persymmetric SU(5), with the superpotential

W5 = µΣTrΣ2 +
1

6
λ′TrΣ3 + µHHH + λHΣH

+ (h10)ij 10i10jH + (h5)ij 10i5jH , (1)

where we have suppressed the SU(5) indices, H and H̄
contain the SM Higgs bosons, Σ is responsible for break-
ing SU(5)→SU(3)×SU(3)×U(1), 10i = {Qi, Ūi, Ēi}, and
5̄i = {D̄i, Li}.

1 For studies on proton decay in other types of models see [4–9].
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The normalization of the SU(5) breaking vacuum ex-
pectation value (vev) is 〈Σ〉 = V · diag(2, 2, 2,−3,−3)
with V = 4µΣ/λ

′. The GUT gauge bosons acquire a
mass MX = 5g5V . The mass of the triplet Higgs boson
is MHC

= 5λV and the color octet and weak triplet of Σ
get a mass MΣ = 5λ′V/2. Since these masses break the
SU(5) relations, they deflect the renormalization group
running of the SM gauge couplings. Because the SM
gauge couplings do not perfectly unify, some deflection is
needed to get unification of the gauge couplings. The de-
flection generated by MHC

, MΣ, and MX masses can be
adjusted to give viable gauge coupling unification. How-
ever, the colored Higgs mass, MHC

, determined by this
procedure is generally too small and leads to a proton
lifetime which is too short.

The Higgs mass predicted by this procedure is only
problematic if we ignore higher dimensional operators.
For example, Planck suppressed operators, which should
have been included in the first place, can make the proton
lifetime sufficiently long. In our analysis, we include the
most important Planck suppressed operator for proton
decay, which is

W∆g
eff =

d

MP
Tr [ΣWW] , (2)

With this operator included, the gauge coupling match-
ing conditions become[4, 13, 14]

1

g2
1(Q)

=
1

g2
5(Q)

(3)

+
1

8π2

[
2

5
ln

Q

MHC

− 10 ln
Q

MX

]
+ (−1)

8dV

MP
,

1

g2
2(Q)

=
1

g2
5(Q)

(4)

+
1

8π2

[
2 ln

Q

MΣ
− 6 ln

Q

MX

]
+ (−3)

8dV

MP
,

1

g2
3(Q)

=
1

g2
5(Q)

(5)

+
1

8π2

[
ln

Q

MHC

+ 3 ln
Q

MΣ
− 4 ln

Q

MX

]
+ (2)

8dV

MP
,

From these expressions it is clear that the operator in Eq.
(2) leads to a splitting in the gauge couplings. Further-
more, this splitting does not diminish as we evolve the
couplings up to scales beyond the GUT scale.. Because
of the group theoretic coefficients in the above equations,
the colored and weakly interacting subsets of SU(5) will
have different effective couplings of

1

g2
3

− 1

g2
2

& 5ε (6)

for all scales, where

ε =
8dV

MP
. (7)

The quantity 5ε should be small. Otherwise, the unifi-
cation of the SM gauge couplings is explicitly broken for
all scales and the concept of unification becomes mean-
ingless. Below, we will find that 5ε < 0.1 is satisfied for
all points ensuring that the gauge couplings unify to a
relatively high level of precision.

We now simplify the above equations so we can under-
stand the constraints they enforce on the masses,

3

g2
2(Q)

− 2

g2
3(Q)

− 1

g2
1(Q)

(8)

= − 3

10π2
ln

(
Q

MHC

)
− 96dV

MP
,

5

g2
1(Q)

− 3

g2
2(Q)

− 2

g2
3(Q)

(9)

= − 3

2π2
ln

(
Q3

M2
XMΣ

)
,

5

g2
1(Q)

+
3

g2
2(Q)

− 2

g2
3(Q)

(10)

= − 15

2π2
ln

(
Q

MX

)
+

6

g2
5(Q)

− 144dV

MP
.

As is clear from these expressions, if d = 0, then the col-
ored Higgs mass is completely determined by the gauge
couplings of the SM. As we will see below, this leads to a
relatively light colored Higgs mass and so a short proton
lifetime.

Before moving on to discuss proton decay, we need to
discuss the Yukawa couplings of the SM, since they play
a roll in proton decay. The SM Yukawa couplings, when
run up to the GUT scale, do not unify as is required
in minimal supersymmetric SU(5). Although problem-
atic, this issues is alleviated by the addition of Planck
suppressed operators[15–19],

∆WY ukawa =
c10ij

MP
Σ10i10jH +

c5ij

MP
Σ5i10jH .(11)

These operators allow us to justify the lack of unification
in the gauge couplings below the GUT scale. However,
it introduces an ambiguity in the value of the Yukawa
couplings in the grand unified theory. Since we have no
information about the coefficients c5,10, we do not know
which SM Yukawa coupling matches onto the grand uni-
fied theory’s Yukawa couplings. For example, if the bot-
tom and tau Yukawa couplings are RG run from the weak
scale up to the GUT scale, we find they have different val-
ues. The Planck suppressed operators in Eq. (11) rectify
this disparity. However, we do not know which Yukawa
coupling should correspond to h5. Since some of the col-
ored Higgs Bosons’ interactions are governed by h5, this
ambiguity shows up in the proton decay calculation. As
was shown in previous work [20], identifying h5 with the
down-type quark Yukawa couplings gives a much longer
lifetime. Since we are seeking an upper bound on the
proton lifetime, this is what we will use here.
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III. THE PROTON LIFETIME

In this section, we briefly review the calculation of
the proton lifetime. In matching the grand unified the-
ory onto the minimal supersymmetric standard model
(MSSM), dimension-5 operators which facilitate proton
decay are generated [2, 3],

Wpdecay = 1
2C

ijkl
5L εabc(Q

a
i ·Qbj)(Qck · L`) (12)

+ Cijkl5R εabc(ūiaēj ūkbd̄lc) ,

with2

Cijkl5L =
√

8
MHC

h10,ie
iφiδijV ∗klh5̄,l, (13)

Cijkl5R =
√

8
MHC

h10,iVijV
∗
klh5̄,le

−iφk . (14)

These operators are then run down to the SUSY breaking
scale where the supersymmetric particles are integrated
out generating the dimension-6 operators that govern
proton decay. The resultant scattering amplitude is

A(p→ K+ν̄i) = (15)

CLLi

(
〈K+|(us)LdL|p〉〈K+|(ud)LsL|p〉

)
+CRL1〈K+|(us)RdL|p〉+ CRL2〈K+|(ud)RsL|p〉 .

where a rough approximation for the coefficients ,which
exhibits their scaling with different parameters, is [22]

CLLi
' 2α2

2

sin 2β

mtmdiM2

m2
WMHC

M2
SUSY

V ∗uiVtdVtse
iφ3 (16)

×
(

1 + ei(φ2−φ3)mcVcdVcs
mtVtdVts

)
,

and

CRL1 ' −
α2

2

sin2 2β

m2
tmsmτµ

m4
WMHC

M2
SUSY

V ∗tbVusVtde
iφ1 , (17)

CRL2 ' −
α2

2

sin2 2β

m2
tmdmτµ

m4
WMHC

M2
SUSY

V ∗tbVudVtse
iφ1 , (18)

where α2 = g2
2/4/π, mW is the W boson mass, Vij are

the CKM matrix elements, β is the measure of the Higgs
mass ratio, MHC

is the colored Higgs mass, φi are GUT
scale phases from the Yukawa couplings [23], M2 is the
Wino mass, MSUSY is the average mass scale of the soft
mass, µ is the Higgs bilinear mass, (mt,mdi ,ms) are the
quark masses, and mτ is the tau mass.

The proton decay width is then found to be

Γ(p→ K+ν̄i) =
mp

32π

(
1−m

2
K

m2
p

)2

|A(p→ K+ν̄i)|2 , (19)

where mp is the proton mass and mK is the Kaon mass3.

2 We have ignored the contribution to these Wilson coefficients
coming from Planck Suppressed operators. However, we take
the perspective that the same mechanism that solves the Yukawa
couplings hierarchy also suppresses these operators [21]

3 For more details on the calculation of the proton lifetime see [24]

IV. RESULTS

In this section, we present the results of our scan over
of order 106 points with CMSSM like boundary masses
in the ranges

m1/2 ∈ [2000, 20000] GeV , (20)

m0 ∈ [2000, 20000] GeV , (21)

A0/m0 ∈ [−3.5, 3.5], λ ∈ [0, 1] , (22)

λ′ ∈ [0, 10−3], tanβ ∈ [2, 20] , (23)

with a linear measure. As is seen above, we do not scan
over the phase of the Yukawa couplings, h5, h10. In-
stead, we search for the phase with the maximum lifetime
and use that phase in our lifetime calculation. Since the
phases only effect is on the proton lifetime, we think this
is justified in a search for the maximum lifetime. An-
other important point of the above equations is we do
not scan over d and do scan over λ and λ′. This is be-
cause the matching conditions in Eq. (9)-(15)) give us
three conditions on the five parameters (V, λ, λ′, g5, d).
We can choose any two as independent parameters. We
have chosen λ, λ′ as independent and d as determined.
We make this choice since it leads to a more straight
forward relationship between λ, λ′ and MHC

. With this
choice, the colored Higgs mass scales roughly as λ/λ′1/3
4. This means smaller values of λ′ will give larger val-
ues of MHC

and so a longer proton lifetime. Since it is
unlikely MHC

is large enough to give an acceptable pro-
ton lifetime, unless λ′ < 10−3, we restrict our scan to
this range. Below, we will discuss some of the important
factors for getting a sufficiently long proton lifetime.

Here we discuss the important phenomenological con-
straints we apply to our scans. We require each point to
have a Higgs mass in the range 122− 128 GeV, which is
calculated using FeynHiggs 2.18.0 [25]. We also restrict
the relic density to the range Ωχh

2 < 0.12. Furthermore,
we apply the dark matter direct detection limits using
MicroOmegas [26, 27].

We now report our results. In Fig. (1), we plot the pro-
ton lifetime versus MHC

. For each point, we calculate the
proton lifetime for d 6= 0 and d = 0. For d = 0, the col-
ored Higgs mass is constrained to be less than about 1017

GeV. This leads to an upper limit on the proton lifetime
just beyond the Super-Kamiokande limit. This means
that proton decay constraints nearly rule out minimal
SU(5) with CMSSM like boundary conditions and d = 0.
As can be seen in the figure, for the points with d 6= 0, the
colored Higgs mass can be much larger and the number
of points beyond the Super-Kamiokande limit is signifi-
cantly increased. Interestingly, an overwhelming number
of those points are within reach of JUNO and Hyper-
Kamiokande. As is clear from this figure, the higher di-
mensional operator in Eq. (2) has a rather important

4 This can be determined using Eq. (9)-(15)) and the relations
between the masses and the vev.
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FIG. 1. Here we plot the proton lifetime as a function of
MHC for points which have a Higgs mass in the range mh =
122−128 GeV, a relic density Ωχh

2 < 0.12, and have a viable
direct detection cross section. The green points are for d = 0
and the purple points are for d 6= 0. The black dotted line
is the current limit from Super-Kamiokande, the red dashed
line is JUNO’s 20 year reach, and the blue solid line is the 20
year reach of Hyper-Kamiokande.
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FIG. 2. Here we plot the proton lifetime as a function of
MHC for points which have d 6== 0, a Higgs mass in the
range mh = 122− 128 GeV, a relic density Ωχh

2 < 0.12, and
have a viable direct detection cross section. The points are
sorted according to the size of ε. See text for discussion of
ε = 8dV/MP . The three horizontal lines are the same as in
Fig. (1).

effect on the lifetime and consequence for proton decay
searches. Clearly, there are great prospects for proton
decay at JUNO and Hyper-Kamiokande.

From Fig. (1) it is also clear that the points beyond
the reach of JUNO and Hyper-Kamiokande are less good
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FIG. 3. Here we plot the proton lifetime as a function of
tanβ for points which have d 6= 0, a Higgs mass in the range
mh = 122 − 128 GeV, a relic density Ωχh

2 < 0.12, and have
a viable direct detection cross section. The three horizontal
lines are the same as in Fig. (1).

from a theoretical stand point. These points have a col-
ored Higgs mass quite close to the Plancks scale. Al-
though this does not rule these points out it does make
them a bit suspect. Points with MHC

& MP are indeed
ruled out since they would form black holes.

In Fig. (2), we again plot the lifetime against MHC
.

However, we now sort the points by the value of ε. This
gives us a rough relationship between the gauge couplings
splitting and the proton lifetime. Examining Eq. (9), it is
clear that generally if ε is larger MHC

is larger and, thus,
so is the proton lifetime. Although we do not exclude
any points based on the value of ε used, we do believe
that points with larger values of ε are inferior since they
are a source of the incomplete gauge coupling unification
at all scale. Since the points with the largest values of
ε tend to arise for MHC

close to the Planck scale, these
points are problematic on multiple levels.

In the final figure, Fig. (3), we present the proton
lifetime versus tanβ. This figure clearly shows that the
proton lifetime constraints prefer smaller values of tanβ.
This preferences is due to a suppression of the Yukawa
coupling relevant for proton decay when tanβ is small. In
fact, super-Kamiokande constraints have already forced
tanβ . 15. As the coming experiment accrue more data,
this bound will become much more severe if no proton de-
cay is detected. Another interesting feature of this figure
is the λ′ dependence of proton decay. In this figure, we
have sorted the points by whether λ′ is larger or smaller
than 10−5. As can be seen, the points with their life-
time beyond the reach of JUNO and Hyper-Kamiokande
tend to have rather small λ′. These are the same points
which have MHC

∼MP and larger values of ε. All things
considered, the points beyond the reach of JUNO and
Hyper-Kamiokande come from points with an inferior set
of parameters.
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The rough upper bound on the proton lifetime in this
study can be understood by examining Eq. (18) and
(17). The largest proton lifetimes come from points with
large MHC

and MSUSY , and small M2 and µ. The need
for large MHC

was discussed above. We now discuss the
effects of the low-scale parameters.

Because of unification of the gauginos, the lightest
gaugino is Bino like. This leaves us with two possible
dark matter candidates, a Bino-like or Higgsino-like can-
didate. Bino-like dark matter is ruled out by direct de-
tection unless we are in a regime where coannihilation
occurs. This corresponds to a Bino mass larger than a
TeV. For a dominantly Higgsinos dark matter candidate,
we need a TeV Higgsinos and everything else larger. This
puts constraints on how small µ and M2 can be. This pre-
vents a super long proton lifetimes. The Higgs mass mea-
surement forces the soft masses to be not too large, again
preventing a excessively long proton lifetime. Therefore,
it is reasonable to conclude that all models with universal
gaugino masses at the GUT scale will give similar upper
bounds on the proton lifetime 5 .

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we have addressed the detectability of
minimal supersymmetric SU(5) with CMSSM boundary

conditions. We scanned over grand unified theories with
CMSSM like boundary masses and searched for the max-
imum proton lifetime among the models with other good
phenomenological features, i.e. a Higgs mass consistent
with 125 GeV and a relic density Ωχh

2 < 0.12. To en-
sure our predicted proton lifetime was indeed maximal,
we included effects that come from matching the Yukawa
couplings, scanning over the phase of Yukawa couplings,
and higher dimensional operators.

Our above results convincingly shows that the major-
ity of points, which have a viable Higgs mass and dark
matter candidate, are within reach of JUNO and Hyper-
Kamiokande. Furthermore, the points which are beyond
the reach of JUNO and Hyper-Kamiokande tend to have
some theoretically concerning features, e.g. MHC

∼MP ,
large ε, or λ′ . 10−5. Thus, this work has made a
rather strong case for minimal supersymmetric SU(5) be-
ing within reach of the coming set of experiments if a
CMSSM like spectrum is assumed6.

This result means that the coming experiments can
make meaningful statements about grand unified theo-
ries whether they see proton decay or not. Furthermore,
we have shown that well motivated models like the min-
imal supersymmetric SU(5) can still be tested strongly
supporting the need for their further study.
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