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Abstract

The search for baryon-number-violating (BNV) nucleon decay is an intriguing probe of new physics
beyond the SM in future neutrino experiments with enhanced sensitivity. The dark sector states such as
an axion or axion-like particle (ALP) can induce nucleon decays with distinct signature and kinematics
from the conventional nucleon decays. In this work, we study the ALP effective field theories (EFTs) with
baryon number violation and the impact of light ALP on BNV nucleon decays. We revisit the dimension-8
BNV operators in the extended EFTs with an ALP field a respecting shift symmetry. The low-energy EFT
operators with |A(B — L)| = 2 and |A(B — L)| = 0 are matched to the baryon chiral perturbation theory.
We obtain the effective chiral Lagrangian and the BNV interactions between ALP and baryons/mesons.
The ALP interactions lead to two-body baryon decays B — ¢ (or v) a and three-body nucleon decays
N — M /¢ (or v) a. We obtain the constraints on the UV scale from the invisible A” decay search at
BESIII, the invisible neutron decay search at KamLAND and proton decay search at Super-K. We also
show the projections of some other baryon/nucleon decays and present the distinct distributions of kinematic

observable.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The baryon number (5) happens to be a conserved global symmetry in the Standard Model
(SM) and is only broken by non-perturbative effects. The B number conservation guarantees the
stability of the proton. Any observation of baryon number violation in proton decay would imply
the existence of new physics (NP) beyond the SM as well as provide a necessary ingredient for the
generation of the matter-antimatter asymmetry in the early Universe. The theoretical prediction of
baryon-number-violating (BN'V) nucleon decays has been performed in the framework of Grand
Unified Theories (GUTs) [1-4], supersymmetry [5-7], or the effective field theories (EFTs) [8—16]
(see Refs. [17-19] for recent reviews). The ongoing and future neutrino experiments, including
Super-K [20], Hyper-K [21], DUNE [22, 23] and JUNO [24], provide ideal opportunities to probe
baryon number violation in nucleon decays. Super-K has searched for many nucleon decays into
lepton plus meson, e.g. proton decay p — e’ (u")7’, and no evidence has been found [25-
30]. The lower limits on the NP energy scale can be obtained for dimension-6 or dimension-7
BNV operators in the SM effective field theory (SMEFT) and low-energy effective field theory
(LEFT) [14].

Besides the conventional BNV search modes, nucleon decay may offer a novel probe of dark
sector particles [31-37]. The new dark states with feeble interaction and negligible mass may
escape the detector and mimic the standard BNV decay modes with neutrinos. The different
kinematics however provides a great potential for distinction. Among the dark sector models, the
axion and axion-like particle (ALP) are predicted within a wide class of NP theories [38—44] and
play as good candidate of cold dark matter [45, 46]. They are CP-odd pseudo-Nambu-Goldstone
bosons and arise as a result of the spontaneous breaking of a global U(1) symmetry [38—41, 47—
50]. The well-studied example such as the QCD axion after breaking the Peccei-Quinn (PQ)
symmetry [51-54] (see Ref. [55] for a recent review) would solve the strong CP problem in the SM.
The “invisible” ALPs can be quite light with mass below the scale of chiral symmetry breaking
and a lifetime larger than the age of the universe [43, 56].

In this work, we explore the impact of light ALPs on BNV nucleon decays in ALP EFTs. The
operator basis of ALP EFTs with baryon/lepton number violation has recently been constructed
by two groups [57-59]. We revisit the BNV operator basis of extended SMEFT and LEFT with an
axion field a respecting shift symmetry (denoted by aSMEFT and aLEFT). At mass dimension 8§,
there are two BNV aSMEFT operators with AB = —1 and AL = +1 [57-59]

Ovarqd = Eamaua(zd@(@%”wdv) + Otaca = € 0,a(dids) (e7"d,) (1

where the Greek letters denote the color indices, and the operator Opq.q only exists for Ny # 1.
After the electroweak (EW) symmetry breaking, there are eight dimension-8 aLEFT operators with
|A(B — L)| = 2 and twelve with |[A(B — L)| = 0. They violate both baryon and lepton numbers,
and can be generated by the above two aSMEFT operators or higher-dimensional operators. We
focus on the dimension-8 aLEFT operators with |[A(B — L)| = 2 or |A(B — L)| = 0 which
contribute to the nucleon decay at leading order of chiral power counting. They are matched to the
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baryon chiral perturbation theory (BChPT) [60, 61] based on their representations under the flavor
group SU(3), x SU(3)g. One can then obtain the effective chiral Lagrangian at low-energies and
the BNV interactions of the ALP with baryons and mesons.

These BChPT interactions induce either two-body baryon decays or three-body nucleon decays
with the ALP in final states

B—/{l(orv)a, N—M{l(orv)a, ({=epu), (2)

where B, N and M denotes baryon, nucleon and meson, respectively. We restrict our analysis to
the case of the nearly massless and sufficiently long-lived ALP (such as the QCD axion). Their sig-
nal and kinematics are distinct from the conventional BNV nucleon decay modes N — M/ (or v)
because the invisible ALP carries away momentum. Super-K performed the search for proton de-
cays p — et (ut)X with X being an invisible and massless particle [62]. KamLAND and BESIII
searched for invisible decays of neutron [63] ! and the A° baryon [67], respectively. None of them
found a signal and thus the limits on the partial lifetimes of proton and neutron or the invisible
decay branching fraction of A° can be obtained as

7(p — e (") X) > 0.79 (0.41) x 10*® years [62] , (3)
7(n — invisible) > 5.8 x 10* years [63] , 4)
BR(A" — invisible) < 7.4 x 107° [67] . (5)

They can place upper limits on the corresponding Wilson coefficients (WCs) of ALP EFTs for cer-
tain two-body decays. We also predict the lifetimes of other nucleon decays or the decay branching
fractions of other baryons. The distributions of kinematic variable in the three-body decay modes
are also shown in order to distinguish from the conventional BNV nucleon decays. They offer
promising detection of BNV nucleon/baryon decay and characteristic ALP search strategy in fu-
ture neutrino experiments or BESIII upgrades with significant sensitivity.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we describe the BNV operators in ALP EFTs
and the BChPT. The matching of dimension-8 aLEFT operators to BChPT is discussed in details.
In Sec. III, we show the effective chiral Lagrangian and the baryon-number-violating interactions
between ALP and baryons/mesons. The nucleon decay rates are then calculated in Sec. IV. We
present the constraints on relevant alLEFT operators and future projections. Our conclusions are
drawn in Sec. V. The details of three-body decay matrix elements are collected in Appendix B.

II. ALP EFFECTIVE FIELD THEORIES

In this section, we first describe the BNV EFTs for ALP [57-59] followed by the BChPT for
the calculation of nucleon decay rate.

I There exist other search limits for the invisible decay of neutron from SNO [64] and SNO+ [65]. Here we take the

strongest limit from KamLAND [63]. JUNO is expected to improve the limit by two orders of magnitude [66].



A. aSMEFT and aLEFT with baryon number violation

Between the EW scale and some NP scale A, the aSMEFT describes the Hilbert series and all
operators of the SMEFT extended with a light ALP field respecting shift symmetry. The operators
should be constructed in the form of a derivatively coupled ALP field J,a. The baryon-number-
violating operators at mass dimension 8 are Op,rga and Og,eq With |[A(B — L)| = 2 as shown
in Eq. (1). After the EW symmetry breaking, by specifying the flavor indices (p, r, s,t), we can
expand these two operators as follows

OaaLQd, prst ™ Eaﬁ,yaua(éL,de,ar) (JCLﬁs’deR,’yt) (6)
+ eaﬁwauawL,de,ar)(acL,ﬁs”YudRﬁt) ) (7
C)é?aed7 prst ™ eaﬁﬂyauCL(éR,pf)/udR,ar)(Jchgst;yt) . (8)

Note that there is always a vector/axial-vector quark current from Og,r.04. The Opeeq Operator
only involves down-type quarks and vanishes when s = .

Name Operator with |A(B — L)| =2 SU@3)L x SU(3)r
Oy Buac™ (e1dp.o)(d5 57" dr.) [Eq.(6)]
Opuinie | 0uae®®(dpa7"d$; 5)(dreR)
Oyl l duae (wpytd o) (ds gury) || (1+8.1)
O IR 8,ac™® (w5, \A"dp 6) (7L dR,y) [EQ.(T)]
Ot Opac@(d5 ydp p)(Trun,)
OpSEl BuacP1(d yrups) (PLdn.y)
O] Ouac™® (Eyrdp o) (d gdrs) |V (8,1)
Oy Bl 9,09 (eprtdp o) (d 5dr.) [E.(8)]| v % (1,8)

TABLE I. Dimension-8 aLEFT operators with |[A(B — L)| = 2. The last two operators with “x” vanish
when Ny = 1.

Below the EW scale, one can also derive an operator basis for the LEFT extended with an ALP,
i.e., aLEFT. The leading-order BNV operators with an ALP occur at mass dimension 8. We show
the dimension-8 aLEFT operators with |[A(B — L)| = 2 in Tab. I and those with |[A(B—L)| = 0in
Tab. 11, respectively . The two operators in Tab. I with “<” vanish when N; = 1. In the following
we only focus on the aLEFT operators with “v"”” which contribute to nucleon decay at leading
order. The operators without “v"” cannot be matched to BChPT at leading order of chiral power
counting [36]. It turns out that the aSMEFT operator Oy, 1.4 can be matched to aLEFT operators

2 We correct some errors in Table 12 of Ref. [59] by using Fierz identity to ensure some non-vanishing operators for

Ny=1.



Name | Operator with |A(B — L)| =0| [SU(3)r x SU(3)r
Ogalj;ﬁf; auaﬁaﬁw(éCLV“UR,a)(ﬂfwdRﬁ) v (1,8)
O adue | Onae*? (A5, 7" p 5) (15, e7)

O Lt 0uac™ &5y ur,o) (ds gurq) |V (3,3)
Oacivens| O™ (dfy 1z, 5) )

OgaLudeZ au“aﬂv(aL,a'Y”“?%,ﬂ)(CzLﬂecL)

Oadune | 0w (1 07"y ) (€5

Oga[;iil?; auaeam(é%VMUL,a)(Czi,ﬁuLfv) v (8,1)
OgaLugui au“aﬂv(ﬁL,a’Y”dR,ﬁ)@L ~€1,)

OgaLclfuLol auafa’gv(_ﬁa,a’Y”VL)(ai,ﬂdLﬂ) v (3,3)
OgaLdgﬁ Dpae™( 7L,a7ud'13%,,3) (Trug, )

v Onae®” (@5, o v1) (05 gurs) || (1L,1+8)
OgaLdfcﬁ 8#“60657(&7&’7”“%,5)(JLWVE)

TABLE II. Dimension-8 aLEFT operators with |A(B — L)| = 0.

@gﬁﬁﬁ and Ogﬁﬁ@ . However, they do not contribute to the nucleon decay at leading order. The
Opaeq operator can only induce (’)ga}:;,flf.

In Tabs. I and II, we also show the transformation properties of the aLEFT operators under the
quark flavor group SU (3),, x SU(3) g. They are relevant for the matching to BChPT. The details of
decomposing the tensor products in the alLEFT operators of interest are collected in App. A. Note
that Ogaﬁ’fdz and OgaLdﬁl}z operators also induce the trivial representation (1, 1). The singlet-flavor
state identically vanishes for the ground-state baryon due to Fermi statistics and thus we do not

take it into account in the following.

B. Matching to the BChPT

In this section, we match the relevant aLEFT operators to BChPT and derive the ALP interac-
tions with baryon and meson. The nuclear matrix elements are also given for the calculation of
nucleon decay rates.

The baryon B, B and meson M fields in BChPT are given by

20, A0 + X0, A0 == ==
B = by _7§+7§ n ’B: S+ _7§+7§ :0 ’(9)
== 20— /2A0 P n - \/EF



0 % + +
itve R .

M=| ®™ —H+tE K M=M, n=Mc=dM 0 (10)
K- K° 2n°

In principle, the neutral components of the baryon or meson octet should mix to form the physical
states after isospin breaking. Here we ignore the quark mass splitting effects both for baryons and
mesons because they are generally small. The leading-order chiral Lagrangian for baryons and
mesons is then given by [60]

—fztr(é? YOS + tr(B(i — Mp)B) — gtr(g’y“%{fu, B}) — gtT(E’Y“%[@w B]) (11)

where D,,B = 0, B + [I',,, B] with

= S0, +60,8), & = i(€10,6 — 0,87). (12)

It gives the couplings of two baryons to a meson as shown in Refs. [4, 14, 60].

To match the aLEFT operators to BChPT, we use the flavor symmetry and match the operators
which have the same flavor symmetry properties [60]. The flavor symmetry transformations of the
relevant operators in BChPT are

EBE ~ (3,3) — LEBERT §BET ~ (3,3) — RETBETLT (13)
EBET ~ (8,1) — LEBETLT ¢§'B¢ ~ (1,8) — RETBERT

where L (R) is an element of SU(3);, (SU(3)g). In addition, we utilize that the leading-order
nuclear matrix elements can be related to the two independent low-energy constants « and [
which are defined by

(01 (U adr g)ur ) = awy) (01 (0] odp g)ury V) = Buy) . (14)

The matrix elements of other baryons in the baryon octet can be related to those two by imposing
SU(3) flavour symmetry and requiring parity conservation

(01€"™(@5100r.59) 1,42 B®) = augy (01T judris)a|BY) = Bufy . (9)

(017(8F satr.j8)ar iy | BY) = —aufyy , (01 (G iadr.i6)aris| BY) = —Bu, . (16)

In the following expansion, we only keep relevant terms for the calculation of BNV nucleon
decay at leading order, i.e., we only keep terms at order f! with protons and neutrons and drop
terms with other baryons. The projection matrices for each operator can be read off from the
decompositions in App. A. The projection operator F;; (]5ij) is given by setting the (4, j) entry to
1 (—1) and all other entries to zero. The matching of |[A(B — L)| = 2 aLEFT operators to BChPT
becomes

[OgaLuiiLu]mm — Bauapmutr(gggpw)
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D Ouav ! [—Pn + ;—6(—\/;”77 + %mo —pr)], (17)

2 1~ 1 -~
[OgaLzzﬁli]r?Sl — ﬁauaﬁLVMtr(fBgT(gpm + §P11 + §P33))
¥y, apm“[ﬂiAO - ﬁizo - ﬁf(ﬂn] (18)
g V6 V2 Ir ’
1 1 2 ~
[Oga%ili]r&l — 50uaDLy“tr(§B§T(§P22 + §P11 + §P33))
. 2 0 B, =y _
2 Guave '[Py 3A” = f—(K n+ K p)], (19)
Oy 1531 — BOuavpy"tr(EBE  Pog) D 9,ampy"[BZ7) . (20)
7
(O 5L 005 — BOaéry tr(EBETPry) D 8,aé4 38 — f—B"K] , (21)
(Op Lot 505 — BOuaery"tr(EBET Pyy) O 9,24 [B7] . (22)
7
[Op 8 1993 — —BO,a8p"tr(E BEP) D 8,08 [—BE~ — f—ﬁnK ., (23)
[Op ol 505 — —BO,aepy" (£ BEP3) D O aepy[-BE7] . (24)

For the |A(B — L)| = 0 aLEFT operators, we make use of the following identities to rewrite
some operators

&EPL,R% = %PL,Rl/Ja ) TEE’Y“PL,R% = —%’Y“PR,LQ% ) (25)

where a and b include all indices of the fields (color, flavor, and etc.). Then, we have

ngeiii = a#%am(éﬁ%V“uL,a)( _%,BURW) = _aﬂaeaﬁv(é?zV“uL,a)(aﬁ%ﬂd}?ﬁ) ) (26)
@gai;izﬁ = auaeaﬁv(é?%7uuha)(JE,BULW) = —(%aeam(é%ﬁ“u,;a)(ﬂz’ﬂdLW) ) (27)
Ot = One™” (A o1 ve) (W 1 1) = Ouae™ (P dpo)(dy gurs) - (28)
Oavaﬁfﬁ = 3u@€aﬁ”(<f%w“VL)(J%,ﬁum) = _auaﬁam(’;z'yud&a)(J?%,ﬁuRﬁ) . (29)

The matching of |A(B — L)| = 0 aLEFT operators to BChPT becomes

[OVR’SR]MH — —ﬁap@écLV“tr(ngpsl)

daeuud
. i3 /3 1
D dyaeiy*[—Bp + E(\/;m + %mo +nrh)], (30)
(O3 58] 115 — —BO,a8; 7"t (1 BEPy) D d,aesy"[BEF + }—ﬂpKO] - 31)

[OF 258 101 = —ad,aesy tr(EBEPyy)

daeudu
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716} 1 1
D d,ae  [—ap — —(——=pn + —=pr° + nat)], 32
ARy [—ap fw( U )] (32)
[Oga[;;ili]rl31 — —aaﬂaéﬁﬂ“tr(éBSPgl) D Juaepy laxt + }—apKO] ) (33)

[OF 50 101 — —B,ae5y tr(EBET Py )

daeudu
. B [3 1
D duaepy"[—Pp — ﬁ(\/;pn + %mo +na )], (34)
(O35 151 — —BOadsy"tr(EBET Poy) D D085 [BEF — ;—BPK °. (35)

[Op 55 10112 = —ad,avi"tr (&1 BE Pyy)
o1 .
> Ao+ 3 e ot = 36

Jr
1 1 ; _
[Ogal;lfuel]QT13 — _aaﬂa’pz’yutr(gTBéTPQQ) ) 8Haﬂzfy”[a(—20 - _AO) + BnKO] ’ (37)

V2 V6 fr
~ 2 o, -
[Ogalglful;l]3T12 — _aaﬂaﬂi’yutr(gTBgTP?ﬁ) D) auaﬂEV#[_a\/;Ao - f_(nKO +pK—>] ) (38)
O winilars — —adaviy (£ BE Pa) D 0,a757"[—aZ"] . (39)
[OgaLdfdi]%ﬂ — Bﬁuaﬂzv“tr(ngﬁgﬁ)
i8 I3 1
38aDC”—n+—\/jn — —nm’ 4 pr7)], 40
2 1~ 1 ~
[Ogaléfdi]ZrBl — ﬁauaﬂiv“tr(STBf(ngz + §P11 + §P33))
1 | iB
O 0,aiy [ B—=A" — f—=3° + —K'n] , 41)
R N GV S
1 1 2~
[Oga%fdi]?’ﬂl — ﬁaMQEEVMtT(fTBf(§P22 + §P11 + §P33))
- 2.0 18, B
D duaviy 13 gA + f_(K n+ K p)l, (42)
(O aiislsrst = BOav A tr(§1BEPys) O ,,am5y"[B="] . (43)

C. Discussions on UV model

As a phenomenological study, we remain agnostic about the origin of the ALP BNV operators.
The WCs of ALP BNV operators were simply taken as independent parameters in an effective
framework. Nevertheless, it is realized that the SM fields and their chiralities in aSSMEFT operators
may be quite different from the BNV operators in SMEFT. One can make use of this property to
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FIG. 1. The Feynman diagram for the UV realization of dimension-8 aSMEFT operator Og,.q4. The dia-
grams here and below are generated using the TikZ-Feynman and TikZ-FeynHand packages [70, 71].

build a BNV aSMEFT operator and meanwhile forbid BNV SMEFT operators to avoid strong
constraints from conventional nucleon decays.

For illustration, we provide a UV model to induce the dimension-8 operator Oy,.4 after inte-
grating out the new particles. Note that operator Oy,.q consists of the right-handed down-type
quarks d and charged leptons e in addition to the derivative coupling to the axion field. It is not
possible to construct any BNV SMEFT operator out of d and e of the same or lower dimension.
This provides an opportunity to obtain Oy,.q Without simultaneously inducing a more relevant
BNV SMEFT operator.

We introduce a scalar diquark w ~ (3, 1,2/3) * under SM groups SU(3). x SU(2);, x U(1)y
and two vector-like fermions F; = F;; + Fig ~ (3,1,—1/3) with ¢ = 1,2. The diquark w
has a coupling with right-handed down-type quarks. The key ingredient however to obtain Oy,eq
without inducing a relevant BNV SMEFT operator is the flavor structure of the vector-like fermion
couplings. We choose F; to mix with the SM down-type quarks, while F} features an interaction
with a right-handed charged lepton and w. We further consider a flavor-violating ALP coupling to
the vector-like fermions. The relevant part of the effective Lagrangian thus becomes

_ S - 0,0——
L =y jwdid; + mpgpFord, + yz,leesz + %FmClz’Y‘LFzL +h.c.. (44)

The Feynman diagram of the relevant process is shown in Fig. 1. After integrating out the heavy
particles F; and w, one can generate the Oy,.q operator and the WC is given by

C 12Mpd,r

Oaaed,prst = Y1,stY2,p (45)

2 bl
m2mpmpg,\

where m,, and mp, denote the diquark and vector-like fermion masses. This operator changes
B — L by 2 units (|A(B — L)| = 2) and contributes to the two-body decays ¥~ — (~a, =~ — (" a
and the three-body neutron decay n — K¢~ a with £ = e, pu.

3 The conjugate of the diquark S} in the notation of Refs. [68, 69].



mpy

B > «
a
M M
AV
N o M « N R

FIG. 2. The Feynman diagrams for the two-body baryon decay B — fa (top) and the three-body nucleon
decay N — M{a (bottom).

Integrating out w and the vector-like quarks F; results in additional operators at tree level. The
interaction of w with 2 down-type quarks results in an operator with 4 down-type quarks. As
the Yukawa coupling y; is antisymmetric, the relevant operator is (57" Prs)(dvy,Prd) which is
flavor conserving. It contributes to decays of flavorless mesons with strange quarks and diquark
production at the LHC, which do not yield any stringent constraints since they are dominated by
strong interactions at tree level. As £ mixes with right-handed down-type quarks, integrating out
F5 results in a correction to the kinetic term of the right-handed down-type quarks at leading order
which can be reabsorbed in the definition of the down-type quark Yukawa coupling. No relevant
BNV SMEFT operators are induced due to the flavor structure of the vector-like fermions £;.

III. BARYON-NUMBER-VIOLATING LAGRANGIAN AND BARYON DECAY RATES
The |A(B — L)| = 2 effective Lagrangian of relevant interactions is
L = gp By 15N M + mp, x0,al, Pxy" B + iy, x0ual, Pxy" NM (46)

where X = L, R denotes the chirality of lepton ¢, ({; = e, ¢, = p), and X is the opposite
chirality with L = R and R = L. The couplings ¢35, mp,x and yj\]\/’[n x can be read from
the chiral Lagrangian Eq. (11) and the above results of matching alLEFT operators to BChPT,
respectively. We collect the necessary couplings in Tabs. III, IV, V and VI. In Fig. 2, we show
the Feynman diagrams for the two-body baryon decay B — fa (top) and the three-body nucleon
decay N — M/{a (bottom).
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The matrix element of two-body decay B — fa then becomes

iM =1y, Y Px(—mp.xpa)us , (47)

X=L,R

where p, denotes the outgoing ALP momentum in the final state. The matrix element of N —
Mfa is

. _ ) iK+m
iM =1, Y Px(=iy,xpa+ > mBﬁXpaﬁgﬁBpM%’))uN ; (43)
B

X=L,R B

where p); denotes the outgoing meson momentum in final states, k£ denotes the baryon momentum
in propagator. The spin-averaged squared matrix element of B — fa with |A(B — L)| = 2 reads

as
M2 = (ImprL]* + |mprr|*) (2D, - PapB - Pa — Po, - PBME) + 2mpmime, Re(mp, 1mp, )
= e sy — 03 )? — (o + 2 )]+ s, Rems i )
(49)
The matrix element of B — fa with |A(B — L)| = 0 turns out to be the same as above. It

is obtained by substituting ¢ — (¢, Py — Px in the Lagrangian and Py — Px in the matrix
elements. For brevity, we collect the spin-averaged squared matrix elements of three-body BNV
nucleon decays N — M{a and N — M/{a in App. B.

The decays n — m¢~a and n — K°va with |A(B — L)| = 2 and the |A(B — L)| = 0 decays
n— K (ta,p — K%*a, and n — K°a are not induced by dimension-8 aLEFT operators due
to their isospin I and strangeness S properties. For the |A(B — L)| = 2 decays n — 7" ¢~ a and
n — K°a, the quantum numbers are (A, AS) = (£,0) and (AI, AS) = (1, —1), respectively.
Similarly, the |A(B — L)| = 0 decays n — K {*a and p — K°*a have (AI,AS) = (0,—1)
and n — K°Pa has (AI,AS) = (1,—1). The absence of those decays in Tabs. V and VI are
indicated with dashes.

IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section, we show the numerical results of the two-body and three-body BNV decay rates.
We adopt the following hadronic parameters of «, 5 [72], D, F' [73] and f, [74] for numerical
calculations

a = —0.01257(111) GeV? , B = 0.01269(107) GeV* , (50)
D =0730(11), F=04473), fr=130.41(20) MeV . (51)

The ALP mass m, is approximately set as zero in the numerical calculation. In the following
subsections, we present our main results.
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Process mprx

n — va Myr L = [C(;;Lygji]rﬂl(_ﬂ)
A = va |mpnp = [C,;/aﬁilﬁ]rzz«n(\fﬁ) [Chl a1 ( fﬁ
Y0 = va myr, [ = [Caaw}gd];:]r%l( \}55)
20 = va may.p, = [Ch oL 201 (8)
Yl a My, = [Cy b5 1003(8)

VR,SR
myr R = [Caaeddd ]r223(_ﬁ)

—_ — SL
= > /(l"a mzr [ = [Caaeddd]r323(ﬁ)

Mmzr r = [Caaeélid }r323(_ﬁ)

TABLE III. The couplings for two-body BNV decays B — fa with |A(B — L)| =

Process mpr X
p—{ta Mpr.1 = [Chair112(—B)
My = [Coaenmulri2r (=) + [Cooenmulrizr (=)
»t = tta My = [Co oo 115(8)
msrr = [Chli s (@) + [Chl151(8)
n — va My, = [C(;/GZ}ZZ]%H(@) + [Caadfﬁbm(_ﬂ)

- VL,SL VL.SL
A = pa \mppp = [Caad,,ud]m:a(—%a) + [Caad,,ud]sru(—\/ga)

VLSR VL SR
+[Caadydu]2r31(\[ﬁ) 6adudu 3r21 ( fﬁ

20 = va | mzn s = [Coppmdlarz( 50 ) + [Chaiminlorn (= 258)

— _ VLS VL,
= = va Mmer,L = [Caaduud]37’13<_a) + [Caadudu]gr?’l(ﬁ)

TABLE IV. The couplings for two-body BNV decays B — fa with |A(B — L)| = 0.

A. Two-body BNV baryon decays B — {a

The numerical results of nucleon partial decay widths and baryon decay branching fractions
are as follows.

|A(B—L)| =2:

(Hn—va

S
‘ [C(;/(Zl;ddi]T‘QZl ’2 1 (52)

1.6 x 10759 GeV~® 1033 years ’

['(n — va) =

4 For the decays with SM neutrino in final states here and below, we use “r” to denote the undetermined neutrino

flavor.
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Process

gz]&B MBr,X JQ’M x
p— Ktva| ghs = [\gff ML = [Chaylr2st (— B5) Yierr, = [Compamlraz (= £)
Gn = *[\J/Jg;f MArL = [C()deu]rzsl 5\f) Cfg‘,j;ﬁ Jr321( 5\[
n—nlva | go, _%fi Mrt, = [Comailr221 (—5) Yr,L = [Caauddﬁ]ﬂﬂ(\/gf’r)
pomtva | g =B Mt = [Coapaialr2s (—5) V2, 1 = [Chmaplran (—4)
n—onva | g = 355}? Mr. i, = [Comyaelrzon (—B) Y, = [Compaalran (= 34)
n— K7l gin = 755 msrr = [Chucradlr2s (B) Vicrr = [Concanalrozs(— 1)
msrR = [Copia r223(—B) Ykrr = [Coaeddd]ﬂ%(*f%)
n— Kova | gl = —05F mst = [Coapmdran (—525) Yier = [Chmamlrast (= 2) + [Chaamlrsa (—£)
Ixa = *[\)/Jg;f marL = [Chomtlrast ﬁ\f) + Ol s ( 5\[
n—natl"a — — _
n — K%a - - _

TABLE V. The couplings for three-body BNV decays N — M{a with |A(B — L)| =

2) A’ = va
BR(A® — va) = 1.5 x 10° GeV®|[Cyoriilrast|* + 5.9 x 10° GeV?|[Cyriv]rson |
+5.9 x 10° GeVERe([Cyrimlr231[Coariisat) (33)
3) X0 = va
BR(X? — va) = 0.15 GeV¥|[C 20 a1 2 | (54)
4) =" = va
BR(Z® — va) = 1.6 x 10° GeV®|[CH.L5E 531 |? (55)
(G) X" = e (u)a
BR(E™ = €7 a) = 6.2 x 10° GeV*(|[C o]’ + |[Chpa 1223 (56)
BR(X™ — pa) = 6.0 x 10° GeVS(HCaaLed%s]??%F + |[08a§d§5]2223|2) ; (57)
6)E~ = e (u)a
BR(E™ — e a) = 9.2 x 10° GeV*(|[Chrimilisasl® + [Conmiad his2s|”) - (58)
BR(Z™ = p7a) = 9.2 X 10° GeV*(|[Cuuil2sosl” + [[Coamiag J223]°) (59)

13



Process s MpBr X ylj&r X
p—7%Fa| ghy= ?fF M, = [Ch 05 10 (=) Yo = [ng/(wui];]rlm(%f%)
M i = [Chilri21 (=) + [Chit a1 (~ B) Yo = [Coucutulrizn (=5 )
HCBnenulr121(~ 75 72)
p—n’tra | ghp =200 Mpr 1, = [Chpmlriiz(—B) YnrL, = [Cg«zfuig}’m(\/g 7)
Mpr i = (O 101 (—a) + [CHE5 0,101 (= 8) YrrR = [Cﬁafudu]“m(%%)
HChrmmlmz (—1/54)
p— Ktva| ghs = \DfQ;;: My = [Caad,,udbrla’(% a) + [Cy S a1 (— \}55) Yicrr = (Conrularz(— )+ [C&Zfdzhﬂl(f%)
Ghen = —ZEE iyt = [Chtiilana(—Ss0) + [Chlisilana(—/30)
+[Cf‘)/cfli£]2r31(\}gﬁ) + [Chaduaulara ( fﬁ
n—nlta| gr, = % Mpr. [, = [Cgaeuﬁ}rm(—ﬁ) Yur = [Cgfz]j{fﬁ}rllﬂfﬁ)
Mpr,R = [CXILCLZIS]rm(* )+ [C(};/;usdﬁ]rl21(*f8) yﬂ"rR [Caaeusdﬁ]ﬂﬂ( I o)+ [C&Leusdﬁ]ﬂﬂ(*f%)
n— 710a | g, = f%rfl: My, = [ngﬁiz]zm(a) [Cglzlfiﬁhrm( B) YurL = [C&ZiLd]?rm(ﬁﬂr)
+[C§(§’fdﬁlzrz1(—%ﬁ)
p— K% a| ghs = D];F Myrf, = [Cdaeuud]nm(ﬂ) Yicr = [sz}:uiglrlld(ﬁ,)
msr i = [Chpndrz1(@) + [Chocmplriz () Vicrk = [Coaenur131(£) + [Connulris (— )
p—1tia | ghn % Mpr, L, = [C;l@ﬂﬁl}zm(a) [Cgaz,ffz]wzl( B) Yoo = [Caad,iLdbrl?( )+ [Cgadudu]%ﬂ(f%)
n— noﬁa g;‘n = 3\%}? Mpr, [ = [C&Zﬁ,ﬁhrl?(a) + [Cglﬁfjﬁzm( B) ymL [ aad;/ud]QTlZ(\ff )
+HCH L o ( \/7/:
n— K%%a | gy = —\Df;fi My, = [Caad,,udbrm(%a) [C&ziﬁ]wm(_%ﬁ) Yicr = [C, adl/ud]??“l?’(fw) +1 auduudbrlz(_%)
Ixa = *%ﬁf MAr L = [Cdaz,ii]wm(*%a) + [q‘;ﬁi@]:&rw(*\/ga) [C(‘)/(zfifdi]?rﬁl(f%) + [Céivafi;»sdﬁ?‘”l(fﬁw)
+[C;1€iu€lﬁ2r31( 58) + [Chavanara( fﬂ
n— K {Ta - - -
p— K%*a — - -
n— K%a - - -
TABLE VI. The couplings for three-body BNV decays N — M/{a with |A(B — L)| = 0.
|A(B — L)| = 0:
(Dp— et (uh)a
T(p— eta) = (|[CgcheuS;li]1121|2 + | [Coamiiiiz]? Jg [Conmmnl iz |
1.6 x 10799 GeV
N Re( [Caaiudu] 1121 [CgaLeu%]j] 1121) ) 1 (60)
8.0 x 10760 GeV~® 1033 years ’
T(p = pta) = <|[O<;/alel:u‘5;lft]2121|2 + [Conemnd 21121 t [Concual2121]”
1.6 x 107%9 GeV
_ Re( [Cg;zeudu]mm [Caaeudu]zlm) ) 1 61)

8.3

x 10-60 GeV 8

14
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)Xt = et (uh)a

BR(XZ" — e¢ta) = 3.3 x 10° GeV3(|[CY L5 111 + |[CHESE 42 + [[CYESE 161 ]%)

daeudu daeuud Oaeudu
—6.5 % 10° GeV*Re([Couenal 131 [Coucua 1131 (62)

BR(EJr — ,u*a) = 3.2 X 108 GeV8<HCVL’SL]2131’2 + HCVR’SR]2113|2 + |[CVL’SR]2131|2)

daeudu Oaeuud OJaeudu
—6.4 % 10° GeV*Re([Cprmnl2151 [Conmuliiz1) » (63)
B)n — va
, .S
I — 7a) = ( [Coudvadl2rizl” [Cadvanlere |’
1.6 x 1079 GeV™® 1.6 x 10759 GeV®
Re( [Cgafl’usuLd] 2r12 [Cgéfd}j] 5r21) > 1 (64)
7.9 x 10760 GeV ™8 1033 years ’

4) A’ = va

BR(A® = 7a) = 1.5 x 10° GeV®|[C.55 00,152 + 5.9 x 10° GeVERe([Ch 52  |015[CoSETs )
+5.9 x 10° GeV|[Ch o] 102 + 2.9 x 10° GeVERe([Chrniloma[Comrinlarat)
+5.9 x 10° GeVIRe([Cnilama[Coinmlara) + 1.5 x 108 GeV|[Cy.Lo 1,5 |2

+5.9 x 10° GeV*Re([Cimil2r1s[Coaguni i)
+1.2 x 10° GeVSRe([CKIZiZ]%H [Cgafl;fii]grzl)
+5.9 x 10° GeVoRe([Cmilarst [Compmlirar) + 5.9 x 10% GeV8|[Ch 5007
(65)
5 X0 = va
BR(E? — va) = 0.15 GeV3(|[Ch it loms]® + [[Coapmlars]?)
+0.30 GeVRe([Charmiloris[Coaporst) - (66)
6) =" — va
BR(Z® = va) = 1.6 x 10° GeV3(|[C3. 550 515]* + |[Ch o501 [?)
+3.2 x 10° GeV*Re([Chimalsrs[Coaimnilirar) - (67)

B. Three-body BNV nucleon decays N — M/{a

The numerical results of nucleon partial decay widths are as follows.
|A(B — L)| = 2:
(Hp — Ktva
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VL,SL VL,SL
| [Cﬁauddu]r231 |2 | [Caal/ddu]"”?)Ql |2

T(p — Ktva) = (
(p va) 1.5 x 1055 GeV ® ' 6.4 x 10~ GeV ®

Re( [Cgaﬁiii]r%l [Ca‘/cigii]:?,Ql) > 1
1.6 x 10756 GeV™® 1033 years ’

2)n — va

VL,SL
| [Caauddu]T221 |2 1

4.0 x 1058 GeV 81033 years ’

I'(n — 7va) =

B3)p — 7rra

VL,SL
T(p — mtva) = |[Couvuaulraz]® 1
2.1 x 10-58 GeV %1033 years ’

@) n — n'va

VL,SL
‘ [Caal/ddu]r221 |2 1

I'(n — n’va) =
(n = nva) 1.3 x 10736 GeV~® 1033 years ’

BG)n— Kte (u)a

VL,SL VR,SR
I'(n— K'e a) = |[Coucaadliz22s]” + [[Coneqaa Jiz2s|* 1
1.6 x 10756 GeV~® 1033 years ’
VL,SL VR,SR
v Cheenad)2223 + [Cogcia J222I 1
I'n— K 'ua) = 1dd :
2.2 X 10756 GeV 1033 years
6)n — Kva
| [C(})/(;Luijz]r%l |2 | [Céﬁﬁi]rsm |2

P(n— K'a) = (
(n va) 1.0 x 1056 GeV® ' 6.6 x 10~ GeV ®

Re((Coutulr2 [Compatalrsn) ) 1
4.1 x 1057 GeV™® 1033 years ’

|A(B—L)| =0:
(1) p — 7t (uh)a

VL,SL VL,SR
C C

Tzt 2+ [Coaziiiion |2 + |[Ca 1 11a)?

T N 0_+ — (H Jaeudu
(b= meta) 4.0 x 1058 GeV®
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daeudu Jaeudu

B Re([CVL’SR]nzl[CVL’SL]Tm)) 1

75
2.0 x 10758 GeV® 1033 years ’ (73)
VL,SL VL,SR VR,SR
F(p N 7TO,U/+G) _ <’[Cﬁaeudu]2121|2 + |[Caaeudu]2121|2 =+ |[Caaeuud]2112|2
4.6 x 10758 GeV™®
_ Re([c(}?ilLe;Lil}s]212l [C;/ag;fli];12l)> 1 (76)
2.3 x 10758 GeV ™8 1033 years ’
2 p — n’e(u*)a
VL,SL VR,SR VL,SR
F(p N n0€+a> _ <|[CBaeudu]1121|2 + |[C(9aeuud]1112|2 |[O¢9aeudu]1121|2
1.3 x 1056 GeV~® 3.6 x 10755 GeV®
VL,SR VL,SLqx
+ Re([c&zeudu]lul[Caaeuduthl)) 1 (77)
3.7 x 10756 GeV® 1033 years ’
VL,SL VR,SR VL,SR
F(p N 770/1J+a) — <|[C8aeudu]2121|2 + |[08aeuud]2112|2 |[08aeudu]2121|2
2.1 x 10756 GeV~® 5.5 x 10755 GeV™®
VL,SR VL,SL1s
+ Re([caaeudu]2121[Caaeudu]llﬂ)) 1 (78)
5.8 x 10756 GeV ™8 1033 years ’
B3)p — K*tva
VL,SL VL,SR VL,SL VL,SR
F(p N K+Da) _ <|[C<'9aduud]2r13|2 + |[C(9adudu]27"31|2 + |[C(’9aduud]3rl2‘2 + |[Caadudu]3T21|2

1.5 x 1073 GeV ™8 6.5 x 10757 GeV 8
VL,SL VL,SL1x VL,SR VL,SL1x
Re([Caaduud]27“13[Caadyud]STH) + R‘e([caadudu]27‘3l [Caaduud]&ﬂ?)
1.7 x 10736 GeV®
VL,SL VL,SRy« VL,SR VL,SRy«
Re([caaduud]2r13 [Caadudu]:srm) + Re([caadudu]%iﬂ [C(’?adudu]3r21)
1.7 x 10736 GeV ™8
VL,SL VL,SR1« VL,SL VL,SR1«
Re( [Caaduud]2r13 [Caadudu] 5e31) | Re( [Caaduud] 3r12 [CBadl/du]BrQl) )
7.4 x 10756 GeV ™8 3.2 x 10757 GeV

5ot
10°9 years

Dn—r e (uh)a

VL,SL VL,SR VR,SR
F(n N 7T7€+CL) _ ('[Caaeudu]1121|2 + |[08aeudu]1121|2 + |[08aeuud]1112|2
2.0 x 10738 GeV~®
VL,SR VL,SL1s
_ Re([caaeudu]llﬂ[Cﬁaeudu]llﬂ)> 1 (80)
1.0 x 10-38 GeV ™8 1033 years ’
VL,SL VR,SR VL,SR
F(n — 71'7,U+Cl) _ (|[Caaeudu]2121|2 + |[C8aeuud]2112|2 |[Caaeudu]2121|2
2.3 x 10738 GeV™® 2.4 x 10798 GeV~®

17



daeudu Jaeudu

B Re([CVL’SR]zlzl[CVL’SLBlm)) 1

81
1.2 x 10798 GeV~® 1033 years ’ ®1)
S)n — va
s VLSR
I(n = x%a) = <|[C§;€1£ﬁ]2r12|2 + 1 [Condvaul2ren
4.0 x 10758 GeV~®
S SR
R’e([c(})ilLduuZ] 2r12 [C(;/(zLdl/du] 2T21) ) 1 (82)
2.0 x 10758 GeV ™8 1033 years ’
6)p — K" (u)a
S S SR
I(p = K%*a) — <|[Cgaﬁudi]1131|2 + |[Conenndl13” . |[Concual i’
1.7 x 10756 GeV ™8 9.9 x 10757 GeV~®
n Re([céiﬂz]nsl[C;zLeﬁzi]ﬁm)) 1 (83)
6.5 x 10757 GeV 8 1033 years ’
S S S
P(p— K%"a) = (\[C&iudﬁ]mmp + [Conemdl23” | [Concuul21n|’
2.4 x 10756 GeV 8 1.5 x 10796 GeV~®
n Re([ogaif;li]ﬂiﬂ[Cé‘?;[el:uii];l?;l)) 1 (84)
9.5 x 10757 GeV 8 1033 years ’
(7N p— ntva
, S
F(p N 7T+17a) _ (|[Cgchdl:guZ]2712|2 + |[CgaLdl/dZ]27’21|2
2.1 x 10758 GeV 8
S JSR1x
Re( [C(;/(zzyulgl] 2r12 [C(;/('zlc/ludu]Qr21) ) 1 (85)
1.0 x 10798 GeV™® 1033 years ’
) n — n'va
OVL,SL]2 12|2 |[ VL,SR]2 21|2
F — 0 —_ ( |[ Oadvudl2ar Odadvdular
(n=m70) = (35105 Gev ™ T 13 x 10-% Gev ™
S SR
_ Re([cgafll/ufibrm[Cgaf:ludu]%ﬂ)) 1 (86)
3.6 x 1056 GeV 1033 years ’
DHn— K%aq
S S ,SL VL,SR
I(n — K'%a) — < |[Caou)2ris]? [Com)arat | [Ca )10 |? + [[Cogoiaron |2
1.6 x 10756 GeV~= 1.0 x 10756 GeV~® 6.6 x 10757 GeV~®
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VL,SL VL,SL VIL.SL VL,SR
Re ( [Caadl/ud] 2r13 [Caadllud] §r12) + Re( [Caaduud] 2r13 [Caa,dl/du] §r21)
5.2 x 10757 GeV™®
VL,SR VL,SL VLSR VLSR
Re([cﬁadudu]QTiﬂ [Cﬁaduud]§r12) + Re([caadudu]2T31 [Caadudu]grﬂ)

+
4.1 x 10757 GeV 2
VL,SL V L,SRyx VL,SL VL,SRyx
N Re([caaduud]2V13[C(?adudu]2r3l) Re([caaduud]3T12 [Caadudu]3r21> 1
6.4 x 10=57 GeV™® 3.3 x 10757 GeV ™8 1033 years

The three-body decays N — M {a exhibit different kinematics from the conventional nucleon
decays N — M/. In Figs. 3 and 4, we show the normalized partial widths of the processes with
|A(B—L)| =2and |[A(B— L)| = 0 as a function of the final state meson momentum py; = |py|
in the rest frame of the nucleon. For each process, we only switch on one WC at a time. The
distributions are grouped according to the WC responsible for the processes, as indicated in the
plot title. For the plots labeled with multiple WCs, the corresponding coefficients yield the same
distribution. For the conventional two-body decays, however, the meson momentum is fixed to be
the maximal pj, in the corresponding three-body decays as we set m, = 0. This distinct kinematic
observable plays as an important distinguishable feature in the presence of ALP.

VL,SL VLSL
[C()umlzlu] r231 [C’i)ul/llrlu]"3:—>l

D

D

ot

I
e

w

[N}

p— K'va — p—>K'va

—_

Normalized distribution
Normalized distribution

n—Kva \ | 7| /- n— K'va

(3).() 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 (3).() 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4

pur [GeV] pur [GeV]
VLSL VL.SL VR.SR
[O(')m/(/(lu] r221 [Ci)(lr'tl(/(l] 12235 [C()rlrr///(l } r223

6

6 n — 7va _

‘é ------- p—Tra é

2 ’ 0 2

=P n — n'va =4

z z

z. z

— n—K'ea

n— Ky a

( (
3).() 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 3)4() 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4
Py [G"\'] Pr [G(‘,\v]

FIG. 3. The normalized momentum distribution of the final state meson in the rest frame of the nucleon for

the processes N — M {la with |A(B — L)| = 2. The details are described in the text.
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C. Lower limits on the UV scale and projections

The null detection of proton decay p — et (u')X at Super-K [62], the invisible neutron decay
search at KamLAND [63], and the invisible decay of A baryon at BESIII [67] can place limits
on the WCs of dimension-8 aLEFT BNV operators as well as the lower limits on the UV scale.

20

VR.SR VL.SL VL.SR VL.SL
[Ci)m'uul/]"U?‘ [Ci)m'utlu]"ml [ i)awmlu]"lzl [ V[)m[//m[h"13
p— weta =6 — p—1leta =6
R p%ﬂ'“u‘a *; R p%z‘”p‘a *;
— p—1leta ':_54 — p—1leta ':_54
Z Z
— p—='uta = — p—=1n'uta =
----- n—7mea g T o woela g
------- n— 1 pta 9 s n = pta 9
5 5 — p— K'va
\ \ < \ - n— K'va
.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 ?).() 0.2 0.4 0.6 'RJ.() 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4
Py [GeV] par [GeV] par [GeV]
YW L.SR VL.SL VLSRR VL.SL
[C'i)mlmlu]?"31 [Cz')mlumlbflg' [C(')(HII/I[U]:}’Ql [ z')mlumlh"l2
6 .
- 6 n — m'va
'é ******* p— 7ia
=3 n — n'va
EL ]
£2
— p—= K'va — p— K'ba Z
— n=>K'% \ | ™ J n— K'%a -
.0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 ?}.(J 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 (R).(J 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5
par [GeV] par [GeV] par [GeV]
YW LSR YWRSR YW L.SL YW LSRR
[ ’i)ml//zlu]'—)l'2| [(’i)m uml]/'l 13 [ “Dac utlu]"”' [ “Dae mlu]/'133|
6 6
n — m'va - =
------- p—7'a é é
— n—1n'va =y 2 4
z Z
K 3
£ 52
; — p— K''a g p— K'e'a
- — p— K'u'a < p— K'%u'a
0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 Q).(J 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 (R).() 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4
M [G(‘,\”J Pam [Grt\"] P [Gr'\']

FIG. 4. The normalized momentum distribution of the final state meson in the rest frame of the nucleon for
the processes N — M{a with |A(B — L)| = 0, as labeled in Fig. 3.

Tab. VII shows the lower limits on the energy scale 1/ v/C for dimension-8 aLEFT operators with
|A(B — L)| = 2 (above the double-line) and |A(B — L)| = 0 (below the double-line). We assume
one non-vanishing operator at a time and also present the projections of some other decays induced
by the same operator. One can see that the invisible decay of A° baryon can only constrain the
scale as high as 30 — 40 GeV. As the lifetime of X is two orders of magnitude smaller than that of
A", this constraint pushes BR(X? — v(7)a) lower than 7.6 x 107!, On the other hand, the proton
decay at Super-K gives a much stronger lower limit on the UV scale ~ 107 GeV. The invisible



decay of neutron also constrains the scale close to 107 GeV. They confine the partial lifetime of
the relevant proton or neutron three-body decays longer than 103° — 1037 years.

Process aLEFT WC 1/ \4/5 Projection
n — va [C&ﬁﬁi]rggl 8.8 x 10° GeV| 7(n — 7%a) > 1.5 x 103! years

7(n — n’va) > 4.7 x 1032 years

7(p — 7Tva) > 7.6 x 10% years

AY = va [Chminlra31 345GeV | BR(X® - va) < 7.4 x 1014
[C(;/aiﬁgﬁ]r?m 41.0 GeV

p—eta [Cf;/aléﬁlihl?l’ [Cz‘aﬁfﬁhm, [C,;/aiifjhlzl 2.2 x 107 GeV| 7(p — 7% Ta) > 2.0 x 103* years
7(p — n’eta) > 1.8 x 1037 years
7(n — 7~ eta) > 9.9 x 1033 years
p— wta|[Cy o o101, [ o110, [Coo® 5191{2.0 X 107 GeV | 7(p — n0uta) > 1.2 x 103 years
7(p — n°uta) > 1.4 x 1037 years

7(n — 7 pta) > 6.2 x 1033 years

n — va [C&Zi@]mg, [C&Z’fﬁ]gml 8.8 x 10 GeV| 7(n — 7n°Da) > 1.5 x 103! years
7(n — n’va) > 1.3 x 103 years
7(p — 77 va) > 7.6 x 103" years
A = va [Cy L 13, [y SR, 5 34.5 GeV BR(Z? — 7a) < 7.4 x 1071
(O LS g0, (O o501 41.0 GeV

TABLE VII. Lower limits on the energy scale 1/+v/C for dimension-8 aLEFT operators with |A(B — L)| =
2 (above the double-line) and |A(B — L)| = 0 (below the double-line) from p — e™(u™)X, n — invisible
or A’ — invisible. We assume that one operator does not vanish at a time. The projections of some other

decays induced by the same operator are also shown.

V. CONCLUSION

The search for baryon number violation in nucleon decay is an intriguing probe of NP beyond
the SM. The future neutrino experiments bring an increased sensitivity to many BNV nucleon de-
cay modes. The BNV nucleon decays also offer distinct probe of dark sector states, such as axion
or ALP. The invisible ALP induces distinguishing signals and kinematics from the conventional
BNV nucleon decays.

In this work, we investigate the ALP EFTs with baryon number violation and the impact of light
ALP on BNV nucleon decays. We revisit the dimension-8 BNV operators in the extended SMEFT
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and LEFT with an ALP field respecting shift symmetry. The aLEFT operators with |A(B—L)| = 2
and |A(B — L)| = 0 are matched to the BChPT. We obtain the effective chiral Lagrangian and the
BNV interactions between ALP and baryons/mesons. The nucleon decay rates are then calculated.
Our main results are summarized as follows.

* We correct the BNV operator basis of aLEFT in past literature and provide a UV model
example.

» The ALP interactions in BChPT lead to two-body baryon decays B — ¢ (or v) a and three-
body nucleon decays N — M /¢ (or v) a.

e The search for invisible decay of A baryon at BESIII weakly constrains the scale of relevant
aLEFT operators with strange quark to 30 — 40 GeV.

* The proton decay search of p — et (u')X at Super-K places a strong lower limit on the
UV scale as 107 GeV. The search for the invisible decay of the neutron at KamLAND also
constrains the scale close to 107 GeV.

* We show the projections of some other baryon/nucleon decays induced by the same oper-
ator. The distinct distributions of kinematic observable in the three-body decays are also
presented.
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Appendix A: The transformation properties of the BNV aLEFT operators

We decompose the tensor products in the alLEFT operators of interest and derive the irreducible
representations under the quark flavor group SU(3), x SU(3)g. The |A(B — L)| = 2 operators
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can be rewritten in terms of the quark multiplet ¢ = (u, d, s) as follows

'kl(sl 1 lklég)

S « —C 7 « — ¢
OgaLuddLu — Jae ﬁv( 'YMqL,Oci)(QL,quLﬁl)e Mt Ouae BW(VLVMC]L,aZ)(QL,ﬁquwl)('5] i T ge
~(1481), (A1)
VL,SL aBy —c mjk 5l
Opacnia = 0uac® (€17 qr.c)(q1 pjqnk) ™" 0; ~ (8,1) (A2)
Oga}:;lsdg - aﬂa’eaﬁ’y( Rry qr al)(ﬁ?,ﬁqu%ﬁk)emjkézl' ~ (17 8) ) (A3)

where the flavor index 1 denotes the up quark and (i, 7, k,l[,m) € {2,3} the light down-type
quarks d, s. The |A(B — L)| = 0 operators become

O} B8 — 0,0 (859" R ) (T o1 AR ) €™ 0} ~ (1,8) (A4)
Ot = 0,a€*™ (€57 qr,n ) (T g drot ) €™ 6} ~ (3,3) (A5)
OgaLede — Duae” (€7 qu al)(_z,ﬂkQL,’yl)Gmkléil ~(8,1), (A6)
Oadvut = Ouac™™ (g R,an%)(‘z,mqm)emﬂ ~(3,3), (A7)
OSSR > 0,06 (G av2) i1 ) -+ 0™ (@01 i (0] — S0
~(1,1438). (A8)

Appendix B: The spin-averaged squared matrix elements of three-body BNV nucleons decays

The spin-averaged squared matrix element of N — M/a with |[A(B — L)| = 2 is

7 _ 2 2
(M2 =M%+ M3, (BD)
with
7 _ LN |2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2. 92 2 2
2IMI% = |yare o " (=mgmy + mamy, — mamy, — mymy + myu + myt — tu)
1
N * Nx
+ Yumrr E Mpn 9B 7 5
t - mB/
B/
(—mZmim3, + mimit — m2mit + mymy — mimat — mitu + t2u)
—Mmp
N B
+ MNYnrL E M, LIN 2
mi,
B/
(mim, —mimi +mit —mg — mym3 + 2m7t + mju + mit — > — tu)
1

N N
+ YL § mBr,LgMBt—z
B

(—mZmim3, + mimit — m2mit + mimi — mimat — matu + t2u)

+ZmBrLgMB ! Z B’rLgMB’ 1sz,

(ma(me((mN - t) - mMmN) —mit?) + (mg — t)(mymiy (ma, —my +1)

—t(m?wm?\, — m?\]u + tu)))
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—mpg mp
+ E mBrLgMB E B’rL MB o
—my,

(ma(_memM — miymy + (my — t)?) + (mj — t)(mj (m3, + m3, —t)
+t(—mi, +t+u) +my — mi (2t +u)))

—-m
N N B
+ MNYarrL E :mBr,LgMB—z
= t—m3y

(m2m3, — m2my + mzt my —mymiy + 2mpt + mpu + miat — t° — tu)
mpr
+ my Z mpr LgMB Z M9 MB’ [ —m2
B/
1
+ ZmBr LgMBt Z My, LgMB’ mQB/)m?\/[(m?L(m? +1) — (m{ —1)%)
- (L—>R)1—(L—>R)Q—(L%R)g—(L—>R)4+(L—>R)5+(L—>R)6
— (L — R)'z + (L — R)g s (B2)

where t = (p, + p)?, u = (pe + par)?, (); means the “4”th term in Q\M]A, and

mpr

2 N * Nx B 2 2 2
2‘M|B = MWwYprir.L § Mp RINMB I —mZ mg(myy +my —t)
B’ B’

N Nx* 2
+ mfyMr,LmNyMr,Rzma
1

N « N
+ MUY, MN E :mB’r,RgMB’—Q
= t—mp

mi(mﬁ/f — m?\, +1)

* —mp
+ MY g Z M B LIN B mmg(m?w +my — 1)
_mB,
+ m Z mp, LgMB Z Mpr,, RgMB PR
—m3,
1
+ Z mpy LgMBt Z Mpr, RgMB/ 2 )mi(m?\/[(m?\f +1) = (m} —1)%)
Bl
-1
+ MmNy R Z mBr,LgﬁB—gmz(m?w —my +1)
-1
—+ meymmn ;mBT’LgMBt ZmB/ngMB/ m2B,t
_mB 9
+ZmBr LQMB Z Mpr,, RgMB’ 2 )2m My
B/
- (L<—>R)1+(L<—>R)2—(LHR)3—(LHR)4+(LHR)5
(Lo R+ (Lo Ry, (B3)

where (); means the “i”th term in 2[M|%. In the limit of massless ALP, [ M| vanishes.
The spin-averaged squared matrix element of N — M/{a for |A(B — L)| = 0 is

IMP? = M+ ME, (B4)
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with

2MPG = 01— 02— 03— 0a+ 05+ 0s — 07 + s
(L= R+ (L= R+ (L—R)s+(L— R+ (L— R)s+ (L— R

where (); means the “”th term in 2| M|% of |A(B — L)| = 2, and

oM = =01+ 02— 03— 0a+ 05— 06 + 07
(L« R+ (L R+ (L R)s+ (L R)u+ (L R)s+ (L R)s
(L <+ R);, (B6)

+

+

where (); means the “i”th term in 2] M| of |A(B — L)| = 2.
The decay width becomes

1 1
where

e = (Ef + Ew — (/B2 —m} - m& - m%wf 7 (BS)

tin = (B + E3p)* — (B2 —m2 + \/ B3} , (B9)

Ef = (t—mi+mj)/(2V1), (B10)

By = (my —t—mi)/(2V1), (B11)

tmax = (mN )27 (B12)

tmin = (Ma +my)? . (B13)
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