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Abstract

The non-observation of baryon number violation suggests that the scale of baryon-
number violating interactions at zero temperature is comparable to the GUT scale.
However, the pertinent measurements involve hadrons made of the first-generation
quarks, such as protons and neutrons. One may therefore entertain the idea that new
flavour physics breaks baryon number at a much lower scale, but only in the coupling
to a third generation quark, leading to observable baryon-number violating b-hadron
decay rates. In this paper we show that indirect constraints on the new physics scale
ΛBNV from the existing bounds on the proton lifetime do not allow for this possibility.
For this purpose we consider the three dominant proton decay channels p → ℓ+νℓν̄,
p→ π+ν̄ and p→ π0ℓ+ mediated by a virtual bottom quark.
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1 Introduction
The presence of baryon-number violating processes is an essential part of the generation
of matter-antimatter asymmetry of the Universe. While a baryon-number violating mech-
anism is realized in the Standard Model (SM), it only appreciably affects processes in the
early Universe. Strong constraints on baryon number violation (BNV) today arise from the
lifetime τp of the proton, which is constrained experimentally to τp ≥ 1030 − 1034 yr [1].
This is usually interpreted as an indication that the accidental baryon number symmetry
of the SM can be explicitly broken only at a very high scale of O(1015−16 GeV).

New physics (NP) scenarios often contain additional ways to violate baryon number
conservation. It is not excluded that the breaking of baryon number symmetry is quark- and
lepton-flavour dependent. Discrepancies between measurements and theoretical predictions
have been observed in the heavy-flavour sector in recent years [2,3]. If not explained by QCD
effects or experimental systematics, the required new flavour physics usually invokes highly
specific generation-dependent couplings at the scale 1.5 − 5 TeV, which in principle could
be baryon-number violating. In fact, explicit models have been built [4–6] in which BNV
could occur at a similar scale, but only when the third quark family is involved. One may
then speculate that BNV might show up in b-hadron decays with detectable rates. In this
paper, we note that even if BNV is confined to operators containing third-generation quarks,
the proton can still decay through virtual heavy quarks by a combination of electroweak
charged (or neutral) current and BNV interactions. This leads to lower bounds on the third-
generation BNV scale ΛBNV, which exclude detectable BNV b-decays by a large margin.

We consider the three simplest and dominant proton decay channels: first the purely
leptonic p→ ℓ+νℓν̄ mode mediated by the weak transition u→ b∗ℓ+νℓ. Second the two-body
semi-leptonic channels p→ π+ν̄ and p→ π0ℓ+ mediated by u→ b∗ud̄. Example tree-level
diagrams are shown in Figure 1. The weak currents are combined with an insertion of the
BNV SMEFT four-fermion operators containing a b quark.1 Our strategy is to make use of
the hierarchy2 mW ≫ mb ≫ mp ∼ ΛQCD to integrate out possible virtual weak bosons and
the virtual b-quark in order to obtain four- and six-fermion effective contact interactions.
From the theoretical calculation of the decay rates we then constrain the NP scale ΛBNV

from experimental bounds [9–14] on the proton lifetime. An estimate of the rate of inclusive
BNV B decays shows that they are out of reach of direct experimental searches at current
and future B-factories.

2 Theoretical framework

2.1 BNV operators

From the agnostic point of view on the origin of third-generation BNV adopted here, the
Standard Model effective Lagrangian (SMEFT) including BNV dimension-six operators [15]

1A related idea was considered in [7, 8] with operators involving a τ lepton, as well as operators built
only from third generation fermions [8].

2mW , mb, mp denote the masses of the W -boson, bottom quark and proton, respectively.
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Figure 1: Examples of tree-level partonic diagrams for the decays p → ℓ+νℓν̄, p → π+ν̄ and
p → π0ℓ+. The square dots represent the weak effective vertices while ⊗ stands for the four-
fermion BNV SMEFT operator insertion.

is the natural starting point for the discussion. These operators are generated in the
matching from an unknown fundamental theory at the scale ΛBNV ≫ mW . We start from
the Warsaw basis for SMEFT operators [16]. The baryon-number violating ones are

Qduu = εabc[D̃aU b] [Ũ cE] , (1)

Qduq = εabcεjk[D̃
aU b] [Q̃c

jLk] , (2)

Qqqu = εabcεjk[Q̃
a
jQ

b
k] [Ũ

cE] , (3)

Qqqq = εabcεjnεkm[Q̃
a
jQ

b
k] [Q̃

c
mLn] , (4)

where spinor indices are contracted within the brackets, a, b, c are colour indices (ε123 = +1),
j, k,m, n are SU(2)L doublets indices (ε12 = +1), and the fermion fields have an additional
generation index (not shown) p, r, s, t, respectively, which stands for any of the three particle
generations. The left-handed doublets are denoted by Q and L for quarks and leptons,
while the right-handed singlets are U , D and E for the up-, down-quark and charged lepton
respectively. We can choose a specific generation basis for the SMEFT fields without loss
of generality, by reabsorbing the five arbitrary rotation matrices for the fields Q, U , D,
L and E into the SMEFT Wilson coefficients. We adopt the standard choice where the
Yukawa coupling matrices Y u and Y e are diagonal and Y d

rs ∝ Vrt[diag(md,ms,mb)]ts, with
V the Cabibbo-Kobayashi-Maskawa (CKM) matrix. In this basis the transition from the
weak eigenstates basis to the mass basis, after spontaneous symmetry breaking, requires
only to perform the rotation Q2p = VprdLr of the second component of the SU(2)L doublet
Q in generation space.

The operators (1)–(4) are written in terms of charge-conjugated fields ψ̃ ≡ ψ̄c which, in
the Dirac representation, obey the following relations

ψc = Cψ̄T , ψ̄c = −ψTC−1 . (5)

The charge conjugation matrix C = iγ2γ0 satisfies

C† = C−1 = CT = −C , CγTµ C−1 = −γµ . (6)
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Furthermore the operator structure can be simplified with the general relation

ψ̃aPL,R ψb = ψ̃bPL,R ψa , (7)

where a and b stand for all the possible indices of the fields (colour, flavour, ...) and
PL(R) = (1∓ γ5)/2 are the chiral projectors (not written explicitly in (1)–(4)).

The operators (1)–(4) arise from the matching of the unknown UV theory onto SMEFT
at a scale O(ΛBNV). The Wilson coefficients Cprst

duu , Cprst
duq , Cprst

qqu and Cprst
qqq are in principle

generation-dependent and unknown. In order to study the effect of these BNV operators
on low-energy physics such as B meson and proton decays one has to evolve and match
them onto the weak effective theory (WET) at the electroweak scale. The renormalization
group evolution of the BNV operators has been computed in [17], their one-loop matching
to the WET in [18]. Since we are not interested in possible models at the high scale, our
starting point for formulating the phenomenological assumption that BNV below the GUT
scale occurs only in operators involving a third-generation quark will be the WET at the
electroweak scale. At this scale spontaneous symmetry breaking takes place and the fields
up, dp and ℓp are therefore written in the mass basis, which identifies what we mean by
“third generation”.

The WET dimension-6 operator basis3 is [18]

QRR = εabc[d̃apPRu
b
r] [ũ

c
sPRℓt]

[
= OS,RR

duu

]
,

QRL = εabc[d̃apPRu
b
r] [ũ

c
sPLℓt]

[
= OS,RL

duu

]
,

QLR = εabc[d̃apPLu
b
r] [ũ

c
sPRℓt]

[
= OS,LR

duu

]
,

QLL = εabc[d̃apPLu
b
r] [ũ

c
sPLℓt]

[
= OS,LL

duu

]
,

QRν = εabc[d̃apPRu
b
r] [d̃

c
sPLνt]

[
= OS,RL

dud

]
,

QLν = εabc[d̃apPLu
b
r] [d̃

c
sPLνt]

[
= −OS,LL

udd

]
, (8)

where the generation indices p, r, s, t on the left-hand side are omitted. The BNV part of
the WET Hamiltonian can be expressed compactly as

HBNV =
1

Λ2
BNV

∑
p,r,s,t

∑
X=L,R

∑
Y=L,R,ν

Cprst
XY Q

prst
XY , (9)

where the generation sums do not include top quarks. The dimensionless Wilson coefficients
Cprst

XY are linear combinations of the SMEFT Wilson coefficients Cprst
k evaluated at the

electroweak scale.
3Table 4 in [18] shows many more BNV operators. However, most of them have vanishing Wilson

coefficients at one-loop dimension-6 matching, hence are not listed here. The last equality in brackets
refers to the notation of Table 4 in [18].
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In this paper we investigate whether ΛBNV ≪ ΛGUT ∼ O(1015 GeV) is possible for the
third generation, which in order to be viable needs anomalously small Wilson coefficients
of operators with only light quarks.4 This therefore leads us to our working assumption on
the Wilson coefficients in the WET

Cprst
XY = 0 , for p, r, s ̸= 3 , (10)

for all operators QXY from (8) above. In other words we postulate the existence of BNV
interactions at the low scale only if the operator contains (at least) one bottom quark field.
In the following we shall be looking for the least constrained BNV operators in order to
obtain the largest possible branching fraction of a BNV b-hadron decay.

The case of operators including b quarks and the τ lepton must be considered separately,
since the proton decay directly into a τ is kinematically forbidden.5 These potentially
interesting operators would mediate B̄ → τ + X BNV decays and deserve a separate
discussion, which is postponed to Section 3.1.3. We will therefore mostly drop the lepton
flavour index for simplicity, assuming it to be either an electron or a muon — differences
between e and µ will enter only through mass effects and different experimental constraints.

Since the decays under investigation require a b field and two first-family quark fields in
the operator, we will focus on the BNV operators with this field content. In the following
subsections we will show that we can focus on only three operators, Q311

RR, Q311
RL and Q311

Rν .
Operators involving a b- and a second-generation quark might still be relevant for B decays
and will be briefly discussed in Section 2.1.3.

2.1.1 Operators with left-handed b quark

We need to identify the operators that allow for ΛBNV ≪ ΛGUT without having to require
anomalously small dimensionless Wilson coefficients. In this way we will be able to bound
the largest possible branching ratio for BNV B decays in a model-independent approach.
For this purpose, we select the Wilson coefficients of operators involving two light quarks
and a b quark that are least constrained by proton stability (for comparison, see (73) in
Appendix A for the constraint on light-flavour BNV coefficients).

We start by considering the WET operators from (8) containing a left-handed b quark.
Due to our choice of the SMEFT basis for the fields discussed at the beginning of Section 2.1,
the tree-level matching to the WET simply consists of the rotation of left-handed down-type
quarks to the mass basis through the CKM matrix. This induces a correlation between the
coefficients of operators with a left-handed b quark and operators with only light quarks.
As an example we consider the simplest case of the operator Q113

Rν , which is generated by
Qprs

duq in SMEFT. The tree-level matching of the SMEFT operator to dimension-6 WET
operators gives the Wilson coefficients

Cprs
RL = Cprs

duq , Cprs
Rν = −Cprv

duqVvs , (11)

4The standard estimate for the scale of light-flavour BNV is rederived in Appendix A for completeness.
5Operators with first-family quarks and a τ have already been constrained by considering proton decays

mediated by a virtual τ [8].
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where the sum over the flavour index v is implied.
The relation (11) implies that the coefficient of Q113

Rν (which contains a left-handed b
quark) depends on the same SMEFT building blocks as the coefficients of the light-BNV
operators Q111

RL , Q111
Rν and Q112

Rν . More explicitly

C111
RL = C111

duq ,

C111
Rν = −VudC111

duq − VcdC112
duq − VtdC113

duq ,

C112
Rν = −VusC111

duq − VcsC112
duq − VtsC113

duq ,

C113
Rν = −VubC111

duq − VcbC112
duq − VtbC113

duq , (12)

which means that the condition (10), C111
Rν = C112

Rν = C111
RL = 0, implies C113

Rν = 0. For
the other WET operators with a left-handed b quark the number of SMEFT coefficients
exceeds the number of equations. In principle, this allows large non-vanishing Wilson
coefficients in the WET at the expense of highly fine-tuned relations between the underlying
SMEFT Wilson coefficients, which are nevertheless not preserved by renormalization group
evolution [17]. We conclude that the scale of left-handed third-generation BNV operators
can be smaller than the one for light-flavoured operators only by a factor

√
|Vub| or

√
|Vtd|.

Therefore we must focus on the operators with a right-handed b quark.

2.1.2 Operators with right-handed b quark

We are left with analyzing the WET operators composed of a right-handed b quark and
first family quarks:

Q311
RR =εabc [̃baPRu

b] [ℓ̃PRu
c] ,

Q311
RL =εabc [̃baPRu

b] [ℓ̃PLu
c] ,

Q311
Rν =εabc [̃baPRu

b] [ν̃PLd
c] . (13)

At tree-level, their Wilson coefficients are linked to the SMEFT ones by

C311
RR = C311

duu ,

C311
RL = C311

duq ,

C311
Rν = −VudC311

duq − VcdC312
duq − VtdC313

duq . (14)

Unlike the case of left-handed b quark WET operators, the right-handed b ones do not mix
with light-BNV operators at dimension-6 level.

However, the SMEFT operators Q311
duu and Q311

duq, which source the left-hand sides of
(14), may also induce light-flavoured BNV operators at dimension-8 in the WET with
suppressed matching coefficients through W -boson exchange. To estimate the amount of
suppression, we consider one-loop electroweak corrections to SMEFT–WET matching as

6
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Figure 2: Two types of diagrams relevant for the dimension-8 matching of the operators Q311
duu (left

and right) and Q311
duq (only left) into light-BNV operators. The red crosses ⊗ correspond to right-

handed currents, while the black cross ⊗ stands for both right- and left-handed ones. Crosses
on the propagators stand for mass insertions inducing the chirality flip required to convert the
right-handed quarks in the BNV operator to left-handed ones.

shown in Figure 2. Since we want to match an operator containing the b quark to an
operator made only of light quarks, we have to consider flavour-changing weak interactions.
We hence need a W boson to couple to the right-handed b quark from the operator to turn
it into an external up quark, which requires a bottom-mass insertion to turn the b quark
left-handed. In order to close the loop, the W must be attached to one of the remaining
three fermions from the BNV operator. In the case of Q311

duu there are two possible diagrams
(left and right in Figure 2), where the W is attached to one of the two remaining right-
handed up quarks in the operator, since the attachment to the lepton is ruled out by charge
conservation, thus incurring another chirality suppression proportional to mu. The case of
Q311

duq is even simpler because if the W couples to the left-handed fermions of the operator,
the loop integral will be odd in the loop momentum and vanish. Therefore for this operator
only the diagram on the left of Figure 2 contributes. In all cases the internal right-handed
quark legs will bring the factor mumb/m

2
W due to the double chirality flip needed by the

weak interaction (shown as crosses on the propagators in the figure), implying that one is
effectively matching the operators at dimension-8 in the WET counting.

Together with the CKM and SU(2) coupling factors, we obtain that the operators Q311
duq

and Q311
duu match to light-flavoured BNV operators with coefficients CEW

i given by

CEW
i (µ) = VudV

∗
ub

mumb

4π2v2
Fi

(
ln

µ

mW

)
≈ 2 · 10−11Fi

(
ln

µ

mW

)
. (15)

The Fi are O(1) quantities and we expressed the SU(2) coupling g22 = 4m2
W/v

2 through the
Higgs field vacuum expectation value v = 246.22 GeV. Using the results of appendix A,
this parametric suppression leads to constraints of the order

ΛBNV√
|C311

RY |
≳

√
|CEW

i | · 1015 GeV ≳ O(109) GeV , Y = L,R, ν , (16)

which implies that the effective scale of right-handed b-quark BNV can be five to six orders
of magnitude below the GUT scale. In the next section we shall compare this result with
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the constraint from the direct computation of tree-level proton decays mediated by the
same set of operators.

We now check that the assumption (10) is stable under RGE mixing, that is, that the
coefficients set to zero are not generated by the non-zero ones, when the scale µ ∼ mW

is changed by, say, a factor of two. Since the Wilson coefficients of the right-handed b-
quark WET BNV operators descend from the SMEFT coefficients C311

duu and C311
duq up to

CKM factors, and since the mixing of the BNV SMEFT operators under renormalization
is known [17], we can check the magnitude of the mixing of Q311

duu, Q311
duq into the other

SMEFT operators which generate the strongly constrained operator Q111
XY after matching.

In practice we single out the presence of C311
duu and C311

duq in the RGE of the four first-family
BNV Wilson coefficients C111

k (k = duu, duq, qqu, qqq), which are the dominant contribution
to C111

XY . From [17] we obtain6

µ
dC111

duu

dµ
= . . . ,

µ
dC111

duq

dµ
= −VudV ∗

ub

mdmb

8π2v2
C311

duq + . . . ,

µ
dC111

qqu

dµ
= V ∗

ub

mℓmb

8π2v2
C311

duq − 3V ∗
ub

mumb

8π2v2
C311

duu + . . . ,

µ
dC111

qqq

dµ
= V ∗

ub

mumb

2π2v2
C311

duq + . . . , (17)

where the dots denote the other Wilson coefficients we are not interested in. We notice
that the parametric suppression is indeed the same as for the dimension-8 matching (15).
Therefore by a small change in the renormalization scale one generates at most a fraction
O(10−11) of Wilson coefficients C311

duq and C311
duu for the light-flavoured operator. Hence the

assumption (10) is consistent with RG evolution, if the scale of the right-handed b-quark
BNV operators is larger than (16).

We therefore conclude that among the ones containing a b quark, two first family quarks
and a light lepton, the operators (13) are the least affected by the light-BNV operator
constraints.

2.1.3 Operators including second family quarks

We briefly address the strategies for constraining operators including second family quarks
and the right-handed b. These operators could contribute to BNV Bs meson decays and B
decays to final states with strangeness or charm.

We start by considering operators with a strange quark field. There is only one operator
with a right-handed b quark and an s quark, Q312

Rν = εabc [̃baPRu
b] [ν̃PLs

c]. This operator

6Ref. [17] uses the opposite convention for the Yukawa matrices Y d|this work → Y d†|Alonso et al.. Therefore
in the convention of [17] the only non-diagonal matrices in flavour space are Y d, Y d† and Y d†Y d.
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would mediate the decay p → K+ν̄ by the same mechanism as Q311
Rν does for p → π+ν̄

in Figure 1. However, the experimental constraint [13] on p → K+ν̄ partial lifetime is 15
times stronger than the one on p→ π+ν̄ [9]. Since the theoretical calculation is identical to
the one for Q311

Rν presented below, we can discard this operator and focus only on the less
constrained Q311

Rν , which therefore allows larger BNV b-hadron decay rates.
On the other hand, for operators containing a bottom and a charm quark field, both, the

b and the c have to be virtual, since the proton is too light to decay into charmed hadrons.
Therefore the dominant constraint will come from electroweak mixing into the dimension-8
WET operators of the type discussed above, where one has to substitute muVud → mcVcd.
This implies an enhancement by the factor Vcdmc/(Vudmu) ∼ 102 in (15) which leads to
the constraint O(1010 GeV) on the scale of these operators. Thus B decays into charmed
hadrons are constrained more strongly than those to light hadrons. Hence, we shall focus
on the latter below.

2.2 Weak effective Hamiltonian

The relevant part of the WET Hamiltonian for the proton decays of interest consists of the
baryon-number violating part and the standard Hamiltonian for semi-leptonic and hadronic
b decays. The surviving BNV WET operators from (13) give the Hamiltonian

HBNV =
1

Λ2
BNV

(
CLQ

311
RL + CRQ

311
RR + CνQ

311
Rν

)
+ h.c. . (18)

The Wilson coefficients (14) have been renamed for convenience. The effective Hamiltonian
for the weak semi-leptonic transition b→ uℓ−ν̄ℓ is

Hsl = 4
GF√
2
VubQsl + h.c. , (19)

with
Q†

sl = [b̄γµPLu] [ν̄ℓγµPLℓ] . (20)

The one for the hadronic b→ uūd transition reads

HW = 4
GF√
2
VubV

∗
ud (C1Q1 + C2Q2) + h.c. , (21)

with the two operators

Q†
1 = [b̄γµPLT

Au] [ūγµPLT
Ad] ,

Q†
2 = [b̄γµPLu] [ūγµPLd] . (22)

The quark colour and spinor indices are summed within the squared brackets and TA are
the SU(3) colour generators in the fundamental representation. We focus on the dominant
charged-current operators, and neglect the loop-suppressed penguin operators.

9



2.3 Contact six-fermion interaction

The WET operators are evolved from the electroweak scale to mb, at which the heavy
virtual b quark in the diagrams of Figure 1 is integrated out, resulting in the local six-
fermion operator

Oν,sl = εabc[ũaγµPLu
b] [ν̃PLd

c] [ν̄ℓγµPLℓ] , (23)

for p→ ℓ+νℓν̄, and

Oν,1 = εabc[ũaγµPLT
A
biu

i] [ν̃ PLd
c] [ūfγµPLT

A
fjd

j] ,

Oν,2 = εabc[ũaγµPLu
b] [ν̃ PLd

c] [ūfγµPLd
f ] ,

OX,1 = εabc[ũaγµPLT
A
biu

i] [ℓ̃ PXu
c] [ūfγµPLT

A
fjd

j] ,

OX,2 = εabc[ũaγµPLu
b] [ℓ̃ PXu

c] [ūfγµPLd
f ] , (24)

for p→ π+ν̄ and p→ π0ℓ+. For all cases the tree-level matching coefficient is 1/mb, and the
subscripts refer to the BNV and weak currents, respectively, and X = L,R. For the colour-
singlet current with two up quarks only the vectorial part contributes. The axial-vector
part vanishes due to the identity

εabc[uaTCγµPLu
b] = εabc[uaTCγµPLu

b]T = −εabc[ubTPLγ
µTCTua] = εabc[uaTCγµPRu

b] . (25)

We can therefore write the Hamiltonian relevant for the processes of interest as

H6f = Hp→ℓ+νℓν̄ +Hp→π+ν̄ +Hp→π0ℓ+ , (26)

with

Hp→ℓ+νℓν̄ = −2
√
2
GFCνV

∗
ub

mbΛ2
BNV

Oν,sl + h.c. ,

Hp→π+ν̄ = −2
√
2
GFCνV

∗
ubVud

mbΛ2
BNV

(
C1Oν,1 + C2Oν,2

)
+ h.c. ,

Hp→π0ℓ+ = −2
√
2
GFV

∗
ubVud

mbΛ2
BNV

∑
X=L,R

CX

(
C1OX,1 + C2OX,2

)
+ h.c. . (27)

3 Proton decay rate
The decay rate in the rest frame of the decaying proton is obtained with the standard
formula

Γ(p→ f) =
1

2mp

∫
dΠLIPS

1

2

∑
spins

|⟨f |H6f |p⟩|2 , (28)

10



where f denotes the final state, and the factor 1/2 is to average over the proton spin. The
Lorentz-invariant phase space reads

dΠLIPS = (2π)4δ4
(
pin −

∑
final j

pj

) ∏
final j

d4pj
(2π)3

δ(p2j −m2
j)θ(p

0
j) . (29)

For the hadronic matrix elements we use the expressions

δabΠβα(p) ≡ ⟨π+(p)|ūaα dbβ|0⟩ =
i

4Nc

δabfπ(/pγ
5 − µπγ

5)βα ,

Gαβγ(p) ≡ ⟨0|εabcũaα ubβ dcγ |p(p)⟩ = −
fp
4

(
/pβα[γ

5up(p)]γ + ipν [σρν ]βα[γ
ργ5up(p)]γ

)
+
mp

16
(λ1 − fp)[γρ]βα[γργ5up(p)]γ +

mp

96
(λ2 − 6fp)[σρσ]βα[σ

ρσγ5up(p)]γ , (30)

where up(p) denotes the proton spinor, the spinor indices α, β, γ are uncontracted, and the
fields are evaluated at x = 0. The derivation is relegated to Appendix C. The parameters
fp, λ1 and λ2 (real, mass dimension 2) are the proton decay constants, with numerical
values summarized in Appendix B, together with the definition of µπ. Nc = 3 denotes the
number of colours. For convenience, we also use

Ωp ≡
1

4
(λ1 − fp) . (31)

3.1 Leptonic decay: p→ ℓ+νℓν̄

3.1.1 Decay rate

For the leptonic three-body decay the general formula (28) reduces to

Γ(p→ ℓ+νℓν̄) =
4G2

F |Vub|2|Cν |2

mpm2
bΛ

4
BNV

∫
dΠLIPS

1

2

∑
spins

|⟨ℓ+νℓν̄|Oν,sl|p⟩|2 . (32)

We compute the matrix element of the six-fermion operator by splitting it in hadronic and
leptonic contributions as

Oν,sl =
1

2
[ν̄ℓγµPLℓ] [ν̃PL]α[Oµ

q ]α , O†
ν,sl =

1

2
[ℓ̄γνPLνℓ] [Ōν

q ]β [PRν
c]β , (33)

where we used the property (25) to write

Oµ
q = εabg[ũaγµub] dg , Ōν

q = εabg[ūbγν(uc)a] d̄g . (34)

With these definitions the matrix element squared is

1

2

∑
spins

|⟨ℓ+νℓν̄|Oν,sl|p⟩|2 =
1

4
Lµν

∑
p spin

Tr
[
⟨0|Oµ

q |p⟩⟨p|Ōν
q |0⟩/qPL

]
. (35)

11



Here q denotes the momentum of the anti-neutrino ν̄, and the leptonic tensor from the
lepton pair νℓ(pn)ℓ+(pℓ) is given by

Lµν = pµℓ p
ν
n − pℓ · pngµν + pνℓp

µ
n + iεµναβpℓαpnβ . (36)

Employing (30), the hadronic matrix element is given by

⟨0|Oµ
q |p(p)⟩ = −fppµ[γ5up(p)] +mpΩp[γ

µγ5up(p)] . (37)

Altogether, we find for the matrix element (35) of the six-fermion operator
1

2

∑
spins

|⟨ℓ+(pℓ)νℓ(pn)ν̄(q)|Oν,sl|p(p)⟩|2 = m6
p

[
M̂ff f

2
p + M̂fΩ fpΩp + M̂ΩΩΩ2

p

]
, (38)

with coefficients

M̂ff =
1

2
Êq(2ÊℓÊn − p̂ℓ · p̂n) ,

M̂fΩ = Êℓq̂ · p̂n + Ênq̂ · p̂ℓ − Êqp̂ℓ · p̂n ,

M̂ΩΩ = 2Ênq̂ · p̂ℓ , (39)

where we used p = (mp, 0, 0, 0), and hatted expressions refer to the quantities normalized
by appropriate powers of the proton mass: Êℓ = Eℓ/mp, Ên = En/mp and Êq = Eq/mp for
the charged lepton, neutrino and anti-neutrino energies, respectively.

The phase-space integration can be reduced to∫
dΠLIPS =

1

4(2π)3

∫ ∞

0

dEq

∫ ∞

mℓ

dEℓ θ
(
mp − Eℓ − Eq −

∣∣Eq −
√
E2

ℓ −m2
ℓ

∣∣)
× θ

(
2Eq + Eℓ +

√
E2

ℓ −m2
ℓ −mp

)
, (40)

resulting in

Γ(p→ ℓ+νℓν̄) = |Vub|2|Cν |2
G2

Fm
7
p

7680π3m2
bΛ

4
BNV

×
[
(1− m̂2

ℓ)
5f 2

p +
5

8
(1− 8m̂2

ℓ + 8m̂6
ℓ − m̂8

ℓ − 24m̂4
ℓ ln m̂ℓ)(λ

2
1 − f 2

p )
]
, (41)

with the normalized lepton mass m̂ℓ = mℓ/mp.
For the proton decay constants we use the numerical values evolved to 1 GeV reported

in Appendix B. With the other numerical inputs and experimental limits on the partial
lifetimes τp→e+νν , τp→µ+νν from Table 2 in Appendix B we then find the following lower
limits on the scale of BNV:

ΛBNV√
|Cν |

∣∣∣∣
p→e+νeν̄

> 6.59 · 109 GeV ,

ΛBNV√
|Cν |

∣∣∣∣
p→µ+νµν̄

> 6.86 · 109 GeV . (42)

12



0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5
-0.2

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

1.2

Figure 3: Lepton energy spectrum (solid) for an electron (red) or a muon (blue) in the final
state. Different dashed lines represent the three separate contributions of (44) weighted by their
prefactors.

3.1.2 Lepton energy spectrum

The spectrum in the lepton energy can be obtained by integrating only over the anti-
neutrino energy Eq,

dΓ

dÊℓ

= |Vub|2|Cν |2
G2

Fm
7
p

(2π)3Λ4
BNVm

2
b

∫ ∞

0

dÊq

[
M̂ff f

2
p + M̂fΩ fpΩp + M̂ΩΩΩ2

p

]
× θ

(
1− Êℓ − Êq −

∣∣Êq −
√
Ê2

ℓ − m̂2
ℓ

∣∣)θ(2Êq + Êℓ +

√
Ê2

ℓ − m̂2
ℓ − 1

)
= |Vub|2|Cν |2

G2
Fm

7
p

192π3Λ4
BNVm

2
b

θ(Êℓ − m̂ℓ) θ

(
1 + m̂2

ℓ

2
− Êℓ

)
×

[
Sff (Êℓ, m̂ℓ)f

2
p + SfΩ(Êℓ, m̂ℓ)fpΩp + SΩΩ(Êℓ, m̂ℓ)Ω

2
p

]
, (43)

with functions Sij(Êℓ, m̂ℓ) given by

Sff (Êℓ, m̂ℓ) =

√
Ê2

ℓ − m̂2
ℓ

(
4Ê3

ℓ − 8Ê2
ℓ + Êℓ

(
3− m̂2

ℓ

)
+ 2m̂2

ℓ

)
,

SfΩ(Êℓ, m̂ℓ) =12Êℓ

√
Ê2

ℓ − m̂2
ℓ(1− 2Êℓ + m̂2

ℓ) ,

SΩΩ(Êℓ, m̂ℓ) =4

√
Ê2

ℓ − m̂2
ℓ

(
3Êℓ(1 + m̂2

ℓ)− 4Ê2
ℓ − 2m̂2

ℓ

)
. (44)

We display the lepton energy spectra

S(Êℓ, m̂ℓ) ≡
[
Sff (Êℓ, m̂ℓ)f

2
p + SfΩ(Êℓ, m̂ℓ)fpΩp + SΩΩ(Êℓ, m̂ℓ)Ω

2
p

]
, (45)
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Figure 4: Proton decay p→ ℓ+νℓν̄τ mediated by a Q3113
RX operator and a virtual τ lepton. The W

propagators and the loop are effectively integrated out in the WET, but displayed for clarity.

for the electron and muon by solid lines in Figure 3, and the three terms separately in
dashed. It is apparent that the term proportional to Ω2

p dominates over the others.

3.1.3 Estimate of p→ ℓ+νℓν̄τ mediated by a virtual τ

In order to estimate the maximally allowed rates for B decays into a final state with a
τ lepton, we must consider constraints from proton decay on the BNV operators (13)
involving b and τ simultaneously. They require a separate treatment, because the proton
cannot decay kinematically into a τ lepton. In the following we provide simple estimates
for such operators.

An efficient way to estimate the constraint on operators involving a b and a τ considers
proton decay through a virtual τ -lepton by a light-quark-flavoured BNV operator with
a τ , which in turn is generated from a third-quark generation SMEFT BNV operator
through electroweak matching to dimension-8 WET operators discussed in Section 2.1.2.
The process is illustrated in Figure 4. In other words, we effectively consider a light-
flavoured BNV operator with a τ and coefficient given by the product of C3113

RX and the
matching coefficient (15). One then computes the decay rate of p→ ℓ+νℓν̄τ by integrating
out the virtual τ propagator, matching to a local six-fermion operator. The resulting six-
fermion operator has a Dirac structure different from Oν,sl in (23), since the diagrams in
Figure 4 and Figure 1 (left) have a different ordering of the weak and BNV vertex. With
the exception of the hadronic matrix element the computation follows the same steps as
above for the fully leptonic decay, with the virtual b propagator 1/mb substituted by the
virtual τ propagator mτ/(m

2
τ −m2

p).7
Therefore we estimate the constraint on C3113

RX by multiplying the bound (42) by the
dimension-8 matching factor (15) (except for Vub which is already present in the weak
effective Hamiltonian for the leptonic decay) and by the propagator ratio mbmτ/(m

2
τ−m2

p).
To account for the uncomputed O(1) factor in CEW

i and the different hadronic matrix
element we allow for an uncertainty factor (0.2÷ 4). This results in

ΛBNV√
|C3113

RX |
≈

(
(0.2÷ 4)

|Vud|m2
bmumτ

4π2v2(m2
τ −m2

p)

)1/2
ΛBNV√
|Cν |

∣∣∣∣
p→ℓ+νℓν̄τ

≳ (0.4÷ 1.8) · 106 GeV , (46)

7We keep the proton mass since mp ≪ mτ is a poor numerical approximation.
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Figure 5: Factorizable tree topologies contributing to p → π+ν̄. The virtual b-quark propagator
is integrated out but displayed for clarity. For p→ π0ℓ+ the colour-allowed topology is absent.
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Figure 6: Non-factorizable contributions to p → π+ν̄. The virtual b-quark propagator is inte-
grated out but displayed for clarity. Identical topologies exist for the p → π0ℓ+ with appropriate
substitutions.

where mτ = 1.777 GeV, which we shall use below to estimate the possible magnitude of
BNV B decays into τ final states.

3.2 Two-body decay p→ π+ν̄

We now turn to the two-body proton decays into a pion and a lepton (see Figure 5 for the
relevant Feynman diagrams). To calculate the hadronic matrix element, we adopt the naive
factorization assumption that neglects strong interaction effects connecting the pion to the
rest of the transition. Unlike the case of heavy hadron decay, for protons the factorization
assumption is only an O(1) approximation.

In addition to the two tree-level topologies of Figure 5, there are four “non-factorizable”
loop diagrams (shown in Figure 6) to which the naive factorization approximation cannot
be applied. The hadronic physics is contained in the baryon-number violating proton to
pion form factor. However, when computing the loop integrals, diagrams (c) and (d) are
identically zero because the loop integrand is odd in the loop momentum. On the other hand
the first two are proportional to the up-quark mass, and parametrically of the same order
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of the dimension-8 contributions derived in (15). We therefore consider the two factorizable
diagrams of Figure 5, since the non-factorizable ones would give at most a bound of the
same order as (16).

From (28) the decay rate is given by

Γ(p→ π+ν̄) =
4G2

F |Vub|2|Vud|2|Cν |2

mpm2
bΛ

4
BNV

∫
dΠLIPS

1

2

∑
spins

|⟨π+ν̄|C1Oν,1 + C2Oν,2|p⟩|2 . (47)

By using (30) we can compute simultaneously the two diagrams contributing to the matrix
element of the operator Oν,2 as

⟨π+(pπ)ν̄(q)|Oν,2|p(p)⟩ =
1

2
[vT (q)CPL]γ

{
NcGαβγ(p)[γ

µ]αβTr[Π(pπ)γµPL]

−Gαβρ(p)[γ
µ]αβ[Π(pπ)γµPL]γρ

}
=

i

8Nc

m2
pfπ

{
(2NcÊπ − 1)fp + (2Nc − 4)Ωp

}
[vT (q)CPLup(p)] , (48)

where Êπ = Eπ/mp is the normalized pion energy in the proton rest frame. In the case of
the matrix element of Oν,1 the “colour-allowed” diagram vanishes due to the colour algebra,
and we are left only with the “colour-suppressed” topology, resulting in

⟨π+(pπ)ν̄(q)|Oν,1|p(p)⟩ =
Nc + 1

4Nc

[vT (q)CPL]γ

{
Gαβρ(p)[γ

µ(1− γ5)]αβ[Π(pπ)γµPL]γρ

}
=
Nc + 1

4N2
c

i

4
m2

pf
2
π(fp + 4Ωp)[v

T (q)CPLup(p)] . (49)

When squaring the matrix element and summing over the spins we use∑
spins

|vT (q)CPLup(p)|2 =
∑
spins

Tr[C(v(q)v̄(q))TCPLup(p)ūp(p)PR]

= Tr[/qPL(/p+mp)PR] = 2m2
pÊq = m2

p(1− m̂2
π) . (50)

Therefore the result for the matrix element square reads

1

2

∑
spins

|⟨π+ν̄|C1Oν,1 + C2Oν,2|p⟩|2 =
m6

p

64N2
c

f 2
πÊq

{
C2

[
(2NcÊπ − 1)fp + (2Nc − 4)Ωp

]
+ C1

Nc + 1

2Nc

(fp + 4Ωp)
}2

. (51)

Including the two-body phase-space integral∫
dΠLIPS =

1

8π
(1− m̂2

π) , (52)
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we find from (47):

Γ(p→ π+ν̄) = |Vud|2|Vub|2|Cν |2
G2

Fm
5
pf

2
π

1024πm2
bΛ

4
NP

(1− m̂2
π)

2

×
[(

(1 + 2m̂2
π)fp +

λ1
3

)
C2 +

4

9
λ1C1

]2
. (53)

Evaluating the Wilson coefficients C1 and C2 at the scale 1 GeV with next-to-next-to-leading
order running [19], as reported in Appendix B, this equation translates into the bound

ΛBNV√
|Cν |

∣∣∣∣
p→π+ν̄

> 3.34 · 109 GeV (54)

on the third-generation BNV scale. By comparison, the bound (42) obtained from the
fully leptonic channel, which is sensitive to the same WET operator Q311

Rν , turns out to be
somewhat stronger.

3.3 Two-body decay p→ π0ℓ+

For this process we can use the most stringent experimental constraints on proton de-
cays [11]. The decay rate reads

Γ(p→ π0ℓ+) =
4G2

F |Vub|2|Vud|2

mpm2
bΛ

4
BNV

∫
dΠLIPS

1

2

∑
spins

∣∣∣ ∑
X=L,R

∑
i=1,2

CXCi⟨π0ℓ+|OX,i|p⟩
∣∣∣2 , (55)

where here the phase-space factor with a massive lepton is∫
dΠLIPS =

1

8π

√
(1− m̂2

π)
2 − 2m̂2

ℓ(1 + m̂2
π) + m̂4

ℓ . (56)

The matrix elements are given by

⟨π0(pπ)ℓ
+(q)|OX,2|p(p)⟩ =−

1

2
√
2

{
[vT (q)CPXΠ(pπ)γµPL]γGαβγ(p)[γ

µ]αβ

+ 2[vT (q)CPX ]δGαδγ(p)[γ
µΠ(pπ)γµPL]αγ

}
=

i

16
√
2Nc

m2
pfπ

[
AXL

2 ML + AXR
2 MR

]
, (57)

and

⟨π0(pπ)ℓ
+(q)|OX,1|p(p)⟩ =

1

3
√
2

{
[vT (q)CPXΠ(pπ)γµPL]γGαβγ(p)[γ

µ]αβ

+ 2[vT (q)CPX ]δGαδγ(p)[γ
µ(PR − 2PL)Π(pπ)γµPL]αγ

}
17



=
i

16
√
2Nc

m2
pfπ

[
AXL

1 ML + AXR
1 MR

]
. (58)

Notice the factor 1/
√
2 coming from the π0 flavour wave-function. The coefficient functions

AXY
i (real, mass dimension 2) depend on m̂π, m̂ℓ, µ̂π, and the three proton decay constants

fp, λ1, λ2, and are given by

AXL
1 =

4

3

[(
fp

(
1− 2m̂2

ℓ + 2m̂2
π

)
+ λ2µ̂π

)
δXL + 2fpm̂ℓδXR

]
,

AXR
1 =

4

3

[
fpm̂ℓ δXL +

(
2fp

(
1− 2m̂2

ℓ + 2m̂2
π

)
− 3λ1µ̂π

)
δXR

]
,

AXL
2 =

(
fp

(
1− 2m̂2

ℓ + 2m̂2
π

)
− 3λ1 − 2λ2µ̂π

)
δXL + 2fpm̂ℓ δXR ,

AXR
2 =

(
2fp

(
1− 2m̂2

ℓ + 2m̂2
π

)
+ 6λ1µ̂π

)
δXR + (fpm̂ℓ + 3λ1m̂ℓ) δXL . (59)

We further defined
MX ≡ [vT (q)CPXup(p)] . (60)

The sum over the proton and lepton spins yields

1

2

∑
spins

M †
LML =

1

2

∑
spins

M †
RMR = m2

pÊℓ ,

1

2

∑
spins

M †
LMR =

1

2

∑
spins

M †
RML = m2

pm̂ℓ , (61)

where Êℓ = (1− m̂2
π + m̂2

ℓ)/2 is the lepton energy normalized by the proton mass.
From (55) we then find

Γ(p→ π0ℓ+) =
G2

F |Vub|2|Vud|2f 2
πm

5
p

9216πm2
bΛ

4
BNV

√
(1− m̂2

π)
2 − 2m̂2

ℓ(1 + m̂2
π) + m̂4

ℓ

∑
X,Y=L,R

CXC
∗
Y

×
∑

i,j=1,2

CiCj

[(
AXL

i AY L
j + AXR

i AY R
j

)
Êℓ +

(
AXR

i AY L
j + AXL

i AY R
j

)
m̂ℓ

]
. (62)

Numerically, we obtain

ΛBNV

∣∣∣
p→π0e+

> 6.44 · 1010 GeV
(
|Ce

R|2 + 0.0014Re[Ce
L
∗Ce

R] + 0.314|Ce
L|2

)1/4

,

ΛBNV

∣∣∣
p→π0µ+

> 5.82 · 1010 GeV
(
|Cµ

R|
2 + 0.285Re[Cµ

L
∗Cµ

R] + 0.318|Cµ
L|

2
)1/4

, (63)

where we made explicit the lepton-flavour dependence of the Wilson coefficients. We show
in Figure 7 the allowed region in the CL–CR plane, in units of (1010 GeV)−2, assuming
real Wilson coefficients for the simplicity of presentation. These bounds are stronger by an
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Figure 7: Allowed regions for the Wilson coefficients CL and CR setting the reference value
ΛBNV = 1010 GeV. In green the p→ π0e+ constraint and in purple the p→ π0µ+ constraint.

order of magnitude than the ones from the processes p → ℓ+νℓν̄ and p → π+ν̄, therefore
Cν is the largest BNV Wilson coefficient (for the light leptons, e and µ) allowed by proton
lifetime limits.

In Table 1 we summarize the lower limits on the scale of BNV obtained in this section
for the various right-handed b-quark BNV operators.

4 B-meson decay estimates
Direct searches for baryon-number violating decays have been performed by the BaBar [20]
and LHCb [21] collaborations in exclusive two-body B-meson decays to a baryon and a

Exp. constraint C ΛBNV/
√
|C| [109 GeV]

dim-8 matching CY > O(1)
p→ e+νeν̄ Cν > 6.59
p→ µ+νµν̄ Cν > 6.86
p→ π+ν̄ Cν > 3.34
p→ π0e+ Ce

R > 64.4
p→ π0e+ Ce

L > 48.2
p→ π0µ+ Cµ

R > 58.2
p→ π0µ+ Cµ

L > 43.7
p→ ℓ+νℓν̄τ C3113

RX > (0.4÷ 1.8) · 10−3

Table 1: Summary of limits on the scale of right-handed BNV operators containing a b quark,
assuming single operator dominance, with Y = L,R, ν and X = L,R.
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lepton. Upper bounds of about 10−9 have been placed on the studied branching ratios.
In principle, further experimental studies could improve the bounds by a few orders of
magnitude.

Inclusive decays of B-mesons or Λb-baryons could also be studied experimentally, for
example, by tagging a lepton and a single baryon in the final state. For such final states,
there is a kinematical window of lepton energy Eℓ that can only be reached by baryon-
number violating decays

mB

2

(
1 +

m2
ℓ − 4m2

N

m2
B

)
≤ Eℓ ≤

mB

2

(
1 +

m2
ℓ −m2

N

m2
B

)
, (64)

where mN is the mass of the lightest baryon in the final state and mB = 5.279 GeV is the
B-meson mass. The width of the window can be estimated through

∆Eℓ

∣∣
BNV

=
3m2

N

2mB

≈ 250 MeV . (65)

In order to perform a rough estimate of the branching ratio of BNV B-meson decays
we consider the inclusive process B̄ → Xℓ, with a total rate given by

Γ(B̄ → Xℓ) =
1

2mB

∫
dΠLIPS |⟨Xℓ|HBNV|B̄⟩|2 ≈

4π

2mB(2π)3

∫ Emax
ℓ

0

dEℓ
Eℓ

2

[L ·W ]

Λ4
BNV

, (66)

and Emax
ℓ ≈ mB/2. From dimensional analysis, we estimate L ∼ Eℓ and W ∼ πm3

B/(16π
2)

for the leptonic and hadronic tensors, respectively. In the latter we included the loop factor
1/(16π2) and a factor of π from taking the imaginary part when employing the optical
theorem.

Therefore, in the absence of any further suppression by small couplings (Cj
BNV ∼ 1),

and by choosing a benchmark conservative bound ΛBNV > 6 · 109 GeV suggested by (42),
BNV decays of B mesons could have branching fractions up to

B(B̄ → Xℓ) =
Γ(B̄ → Xℓ)

ΓB
tot

≈ m5
b

210 3π3Λ4
BNVΓ

B
tot

≈ (8|Vcb|GFΛ
2
BNV)

−2 ≲ O(5 · 10−29) , (67)

where ΓB
tot is the total decay width of the B-meson. We confirmed this simple estimate by

a full computation of the inclusive semi-leptonic branching fraction using the heavy-quark
expansion. The bound (67) is far from any imaginable direct measurement in the next
decades. Similar (stronger) bounds would apply for B decays involving a strange (charm)
quark, following from the discussion of Section 2.1.3.

Eq. (46) and the last entry in the table show that the scale of third-generation BNV
involving b-quarks and τ -leptons can be significantly lower than the one for muons and
electrons, which allows much larger B-meson branching fractions up to

B(B̄ → Xτ) ≲ O(10−13 ÷ 10−15) . (68)

Although this is in the ball-park of the smallest branching fractions for the decay of any par-
ticle ever measured, the smaller efficiency of detecting τ -leptons still renders the observation
of such decay modes unrealistic in the foreseeable future.
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5 Conclusions
We computed the decay rates for the processes p → ℓ+νℓν̄, p → π+ν̄ and p → π0ℓ+ under
the assumption that baryon-number violation is flavour-specific and may occur at a lower
scale than the GUT scale, but only if a third-generation quark is involved. Proton decay
therefore occurs by a combination of the BNV SMEFT operators and a standard flavour-
changing weak interaction, which produce and destroy a virtual b-quark in the proton
in the most efficient way. By comparing with the existing experimental bounds for such
modes [9–11], we were able to derive bounds of order 109−1010 GeV (106 GeV if a τ -lepton
is also involved) for the smallest energy scale at which third-generation BNV can be present.

The motivation of this work has been to explore whether the scale ΛBNV of baryon-
number violation could be much below the scale 1015−16 GeV, which follows from proton
stability through BNV operators containing only light quarks, if BNV occurs only when a
third-generation quark is involved. This would offer the possibility that the BNV scale is
related to the scale Λfl of new flavour physics and potentially allow the direct observation
of baryon-number violating b-hadron decays, which display unique signatures. This is par-
ticularly appealing if Λfl is also the scale, at which the special role of the third family is
imprinted on the SM flavour sector. Our calculations and estimates show, however, that
while ΛBNV can be six orders (or even nine orders in the case of τ -lepton final states) below
1015−16 GeV, ΛBNV ∼ Λfl ∼ TeV is ruled out, since proton stability constrains the third-
generation BNV operators indirectly. While 1015 GeV ≫ ΛBNV ≫ Λfl ∼ TeV is technically
an option, the implicit assumption that the third generation is singled out at a scale far
above Λfl does not appear to be very attractive from the point of model-building. In any
case, the obtained lower limits on the scale of highly generation-dependent BNV favouring
the third family exclude the possibility of observing such BNV directly in b-hadron decays
in any presently conceivable experiment.
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A Constraints on light-flavoured BNV operators
As a reference value for the scale of the Wilson coefficients of BNV operators with only first
family quarks (“light-BNV” operators),

Q111
XY = εabc[d̃aPXu

b] [ũcPY ℓ] , (69)

we consider the constraint from p→ π0ℓ+ measurements [11]. The branching ratio can be
easily computed employing (7) and [22]

⟨π0ℓ+(q)|Q111
XY |p(p)⟩ = i [vT (q)CPY

(
W 0

XY +
/q

mp

W 1
XY

)
up(p)] , (70)

where up (v) is the proton (anti-lepton) spinor. From light-cone sum-rules [22] one obtains
the numerical values

W 0
LL = W 0

RR = +0.084± 0.021 GeV2 , W 1
LL = W 1

RR = −0.068± 0.023 GeV2 ,

W 0
LR = W 0

RL = −0.118± 0.030 GeV2 , W 1
LR = W 1

RL = +0.14± 0.06 GeV2 (71)

for the form factors. Assuming single operator dominance, the decay rate reads

Γ(p→ π0ℓ+) =
|C111

XY |2

32πΛ4
BNV

mp(W
0
XY )

2 +O
(
m2

ℓ

m2
p

,
m2

π

m2
p

)
. (72)

The measurements summarized in Table 2 of Appendix B translate into the bounds (restor-
ing the lepton generation index)

ΛBNV√
|C1111

LL |
=

ΛBNV√
|C1111

RR |
> 3.0 · 1015 GeV ,

ΛBNV√
|C1111

LR |
=

ΛBNV√
|C1111

RL |
> 3.5 · 1015 GeV ,

ΛBNV√
|C1112

LL |
=

ΛBNV√
|C1112

RR |
> 2.7 · 1015 GeV ,

ΛBNV√
|C1112

LR |
=

ΛBNV√
|C1112

RL |
> 3.2 · 1015 GeV ,

(73)

which indeed implies ΛBNV ≈ ΛGUT for the BNV scale, assuming O(1) Wilson coefficients.
The numerical differences between the electron and muon channel are a consequence of the
different experimental constraints. These bounds motivate the assumption that the Wilson
coefficients of operators involving only first-family quarks are negligible at the electroweak
scale in a scenario where ΛBNV ≪ ΛGUT.

The two operators QLν and QRν involving the neutrino mediate the decay p→ π+ν̄ at
tree-level, which is less constrained experimentally. However, assuming the hadronic form
factor for p → π+ to be of the same order as for p → π0, the bounds (73) only have to be
rescaled by the factor [

Γ(p→ π0e+)

Γ(p→ π+ν̄)

∣∣∣∣
exp

]1/4
= 0.36 , (74)

which allows us to treat the two operators containing the neutrino on the same level as the
other four. Similar bounds would apply to Q211

XY since the decays p→ K0ℓ+ and p→ K+ν̄
are also severely constrained by data [12,14]. The above estimates are in agreement with the
comprehensive analysis of bounds for light-flavoured operators recently presented in [23].
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B Numerical inputs

Masses [1]

mb = 4.8 GeV mp = 0.938 GeV
me = 0.511 MeV mµ = 105.66 MeV
mτ = 1.777 GeV mπ = 139.57 MeV

mu(2 GeV) = 2.16 MeV md(2 GeV) = 4.67 MeV

Coupling constants [1]

GF = 1.1663788 · 10−5 GeV−2 α
(5)
s (mZ) = 0.1179

CKM matrix elements

|Vud| = 0.9737 [24] |Vub| = 3.77 · 10−3 [25]

Decay constants (at 2 GeV for the proton [26])

fp = 3.54+0.06
−0.04 · 10−3 GeV2 λ1 = −(44.9+4.2

−4.1) · 10−3 GeV2

λ2 = 93.4+4.8
−4.8 · 10−3 GeV2 fπ = 130.2 MeV [27]

Wilson coefficients [19]

C1(1 GeV) = −0.829 C2(1 GeV) = 1.050

Partial lifetimes (90% CL) & decay rates

τp→e+νν > 1.7 · 1032 yr [10] τp→µ+νν > 2.2 · 1032 yr [10]
τp→π+ν̄ > 3.9 · 1032 yr [9] τp→π0µ+ > 1.6 · 1034 yr [11]
τp→π0e+ > 2.4 · 1034 yr [11] ΓB

tot = 4.4 · 10−13 GeV [1]

Table 2: Numerical inputs used for the determination of the bounds on ΛBNV and BB
BNV.

We list in Table 2 the inputs used for our numerical analysis. We do not quote most of the
uncertainties since our results are in the form of bounds (coming from 90% CL bounds on
proton lifetimes). The partial lifetimes are defined as

τp→f =
1

Γ(p→ f)
, (75)

with the unit conversion factor 1 yr = 4.79434 · 1031 GeV−1. For the strong coupling αs(µ)
in the MS scheme we use RunDec [28] with three-loop running, and decouple the charm
quark at µc = 3 GeV such that nf = 3 between 2 and 1 GeV. The value of8

µπ =
m2

π

mud(1 GeV)
= 2.315 GeV , (76)

8Note that the expression and value of µπ applies to both the charged and neutral pion, see Section
3.7.2 of [29].
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is computed at 1 GeV by evolving the quark masses mud ≡ mu +md with

mud(µ) =

(
αs(µ)

αs(µ0)

)4/β0

mud(µ0) , (77)

and
β0 = 11− 2

3
nf = 9 . (78)

For the proton decay constants we use the values at 2 GeV from [26], and evolve them
to 1 GeV with the relations [30, 31]

fp(µ) =

(
αs(µ)

αs(µ0)

) 2
3β0

fp(µ0) , λi(µ) =

(
αs(µ)

αs(µ0)

)− 2
β0

λi(µ0) , (79)

for i = 1, 2, obtaining the values fp(1 GeV) = 3.67 · 10−3 GeV2, λ1(1 GeV) = −40.5 ·
10−3 GeV2 and λ2(1 GeV) = 84.2 · 10−3 GeV2.

C Pion and proton decay matrix elements

C.1 Pseudoscalar meson

For the pseudoscalar meson we consider the positively charged pion. We wish to parametrize
the matrix element of the local field product ūαdβ between the vacuum and the π+ state in
terms of the most general Dirac structures:

Mβα(p) ≡ ⟨π+(p)|ūαdβ|0⟩ = S1βα + V /pβα + Pγ5βα + A[/p γ
5]βα , (80)

where the fields are evaluated at x = 0 and the antisymmetric tensor term vanishes since
there is only one Lorentz vector to contract the indices.

We can apply a parity transformation in order to further constrain the basis by writing

Mβα(p) = ⟨π+(p)|P−1PūαP
−1PdβP

−1P |0⟩

= −⟨π+(p̃)|[ūγ0]α[γ0d]β|0⟩ = −[γ0M(p̃)γ0]βα , (81)

where we used the fact that the pion has negative parity and p̃µ = (p0,−p⃗ ). Requiring that
the condition (81) is satisfied, we find S = 0 and V = 0. The definition of the pion decay
constant,

⟨π+(p)|ū(x)γµγ5d(x)|0⟩ = −ifπpµeip·x , (82)

implies A = i
4
fπ. Taking the derivative of (82) on both sides, and by applying the equation-

of-motion of the fields we get

⟨π+(p)|ū(x)(
←−
/∂ γ5 − γ5/∂)d(x)|0⟩ = i(md +mu)⟨π+(p)|ū(x)γ5d(x)|0⟩ = fπm

2
πe

ip·x , (83)
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therefore
⟨π+(p)|ū(x)γ5d(x)|0⟩ = −ifπµπe

ip·x , (84)

where µπ = m2
π/(md +mu). This relation implies P = − i

4
fπµπ. For uncontracted colour

indices the matrix element is proportional to δab, since the meson is a colour singlet. Hence
the final result for the matrix element is

⟨π+(p)|ūaα(0)dbβ(0)|0⟩ =
iδab

4Nc

fπ(/pγ
5 − µπγ

5)βα . (85)

C.2 Proton

The matrix element of interest can be parametrized as

Gαβγ(p) ≡ ⟨0|εabcũaα ubβ dcγ |p(p)⟩ =
∑
i,j

f ijM i
βα(p)[Γ

jup(p)]γ , (86)

where up(p) is the proton spinor and i, j label all the possible independent Dirac structures,
as was done in Section C.1:

Γj = {1, γ5, γµ, iγµγ5, σµν} ,

M i(p) = {1, γ5, /p, /pγ5, γµ, γµγ5, σµν , pνσ
µν , εµνρσσρσ} , (87)

with the constraint that the contraction between M i and Γj is a Lorentz scalar. Notice
that Γj is independent of p since we can use the equation-of-motion of the spinor up(p).
Each term is multiplied by a non-perturbative parameter f ij. In (86) one would also expect
further terms with indices α, β, γ permuted on the right-hand side; however, they can be
reabsorbed in the already present term by using the closure relation / Fierz transformation

δαβδγδ =
1

4

∑
j ̸=σµν

Γj
αδΓ

j
γβ +

1

8
[σµν ]αδ[σµν ]γβ , (88)

where the Lorentz indices are contracted between the two Γj.
We can use parity to constrain the building blocks, by inserting PP−1 between the fields

in the matrix element defining Gαβγ. The resulting relation is

M i
βα(p)[Γ

ju(p)]γ = −[γ0M i(p̃)γ0]βα[γ
0Γjγ0up(p)]γ , (89)

where we used up(p̃) = γ0up(p). The relative minus sign comes from the parity transforma-
tion on the ũ field. Furthermore, by anticommuting the two up-quark fields in the definition
of Gαβγ we get the relation

Gαβγ = CαρGσργCσβ , (90)

where C is the charge conjugation matrix with properties (6). Using the fact that the Dirac
structures labelled by j are independent, we arrive at

M i(p) = CM i(p)TC , (91)
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which forces M i in (87) to be either the vector or the tensor Dirac structures.
Next we exploit the conditions (89) and (91) to find all the allowed Dirac structures

contributing to Gαβγ(p). We start by listing the elements of M i
βα(p) satisfying the con-

straint (91):
/p, γ

µ, pνσ
µν , σµν , εµνρσσµν . (92)

For each of these structures we identify the possible Γj which fulfil the constraint (89) and
form a Lorentz scalar with M i(p). We find that for each allowed M i(p) there is only one
allowed Γj, resulting in

M i(p)⊗ Γj = {/p⊗ γ5, γµ ⊗ γµγ5, pνσµν ⊗ γµγ5, εµνρσσµν ⊗ σρσ} , (93)

where we used /̃p = /p† and the short-hand M i(p) ⊗ Γj = M i
βα(p)Γ

j
γδ. Therefore the most

general decomposition for the proton projector is

Gαβγ(p) = VP/pβα[γ
5u(p)]γ+

(
VAγρ+TAp

σσρσ

)
βα
[γργ5u(p)]γ+TT [σρσ]βα[σ

ρσγ5u(p)]γ , (94)

where we renamed the f ij and used

i

2
εµνρσσρσ = σµνγ5 . (95)

The structures are in agreement with Eq. (3.11) of [32].
The parameters VP , VA, TA and TT are related to fp, fT

p , λ1, λ2 computed by the RQCD
lattice collaboration [26] (see numerical values in Table 2) by

VP = −fp
4
, VA =

mp

16
(λ1 − fp) ,

TA = − i
4
fT
p , TT =

mp

96
(λ2 − 6fT

p ) . (96)

Isospin symmetry implies fT
p = fp. In terms of these parameters, the full proton matrix

projector is given by

Gαβγ(p) =−
fp
4

(
/pβα[γ

5up(p)]γ + ipν [σρν ]βα[γ
ργ5up(p)]γ

)
+
mp

16
(λ1 − fp)[γρ]βα[γργ5up(p)]γ +

mp

96
(λ2 − 6fp)[σρσ]βα[σ

ρσγ5up(p)]γ . (97)
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