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Baryon number violating hydrogen decay
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Most studies on baryon number violating (BNV) processes in the literature focus on free or bound
nucleons in nuclei, with limited attention given to the decay of bound atoms. Given that hydrogen
is the most abundant atom in the universe, it is particularly intriguing to investigate the decay
of hydrogen atom as a means to probe BNV interactions. In this study, for the first time, we
employ a robust effective field theory (EFT) approach to estimate the decay widths of two-body
decays of hydrogen atom into standard model particles, by utilizing the constraints on the EFT
cutoff scale derived from conventional nucleon decay processes. We integrate low energy effective
field theory (LEFT), chiral perturbation theory (ChPT), and standard model effective field theory
(SMEFT) to formulate the decay widths in terms of the LEFT and SMEFT Wilson coefficients
(WCs), respectively. By applying the bounds on the WCs from conventional nucleon decays, we
provide a conservative estimate on hydrogen BNV decays. Our findings indicate that the bounds on
the inverse partial widths of all dominant two-body decays exceed 10** years. Among these modes,
the decay into two photons, H — =7, is particularly interesting, as it is the least constrained. This
mode could be searched for in hydrogen-rich stellar environments by its distinct signature of 469.4

MeV gamma photons.

I. INTRODUCTION

Baryon number violation is a necessary condition for
the generation of the matter-antimatter asymmetry ob-
served in the universe [1]. Theories beyond the standard
model (SM), including grand unified theories (GUTS) [2]
and extra dimensional theories [3, 4], generally violate
baryon number conservation. In recent years, numerous
studies have sought to connect the neutrino mass and
dark matter issues with baryon number violating (BNV)
interactions [5-8]. Consequently, investigating BNV in-
teractions not only has the potential to yield clear sig-
nals of new physics (NP) but also offers valuable insights
into some of the most pressing questions currently con-
fronting the field, such as the nature of dark matter and
the mechanism behind neutrino mass generation.

The experimental search for BNV nucleon decay has
a long history that dates back to the second half of the
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20th century. The large fiducial mass experiments, such
as IMB [9], Kamiokande [10], and its upgrade, Super-
Kamiokande [11], have investigated bound nucleon decay,
yielding null results that have imposed stringent limits on
its occurrence. The next generation of neutrino experi-
ments, including DUNE [12, 13], Hyper-Kamiokande [14],
JUNO [15], and THEIA [16], are expected to further en-
hance sensitivity to BNV processes. Theoretically, BNV
nucleon decay has been well studied within the GUT
models [17, 18] or the model-independent effective field
theory (EFT) framework [19-28]. Although significant
progress has been made in understanding BNV decays of
nucleons in nuclei, only limited attention has been given
to the decay of bound atoms.

Given that neutral hydrogen is the most abundant
atom in the universe, it is particularly intriguing to in-
vestigate its decay as a means to probe BNV interac-
tions. Studies such as those in Refs. [29, 30] have briefly
explored hydrogen decay involving dark sector particles.
However, its decay into pure SM particles remains to be
explored systematically, which could produce distinctive
phenomena that are potentially observable in hydrogen-
rich stellar environments.

In this study, we employ a robust EFT approach for the
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first time to estimate all kinematically allowed dominant
two-body decays of hydrogen atom into SM particles, by
utilizing constraints on the EFT cutoff scale derived from
conventional nucleon decays. We begin with the low en-
ergy effective field theory (LEFT) defined below the elec-
troweak scale (Agy = my ), which enjoys the gauge sym-
metry SU(3)¢xU(1)gy. In LEFT, the BNV operators me-
diating hydrogen decays first appear at dimension 6 (dim
6), involving three quark fields and one lepton field, char-
acterized by AB=AL=1or AB=—-AL =1, where B
(L) refers to the baryon (lepton) number. As the energy
scale decreases, non-perturbative quantum chromody-
namics (QCD) effects lead to the confinement of quarks
and gluons into hadrons. At energy scale below the chi-
ral symmetry breaking scale A, ~ 1 GeV, chiral pertur-
bation theory (ChPT) serves as a good EFT of QCD,
describing interactions between mesons and baryons in a
model-independent way [31, 32]. With the BNV effective
chiral Lagrangian being established, we can readily cal-
culate hydrogen decay modes by convoluting free-state
scattering amplitudes with hydrogen wavefunction based
on the non-relativistic reduction.

Our main results are summarized in Table I, where we
compile all kinematically allowed two-body decay modes
involving photons, leptons, or octet pseudoscalar mesons
of the ground-state hydrogen atom (H) and establish con-
servative bounds on these modes, provided they are not
forbidden or significantly suppressed. The detailed calcu-
lations will be presented in the subsequent sections and
appendices. In Section II, we enumerate all relevant two-
body BNV decay modes and discuss the EFT framework
used for our analysis, including the LEFT and ChPT,
along with chiral matching between them. This is fol-
lowed by a detailed account of bound state effects neces-
sary for calculating decay amplitudes. In Section III, we
examine the dominant contributions to each mode and
then derive the bounds by applying the current limits
from nucleon decays. Our summary is presented in Sec-
tion IV. The lengthy formulas in this work are collected in
three appendices. Appendix A summarizes the relevant
BNV and standard baryon number conserving interac-
tions obtained by expanding the chiral Lagrangian to the
desired order. Appendix B and Appendix C present the
master formulas for the decay widths in the LEFT and
SMEFT frameworks, respectively, expressed in terms of
corresponding Wilson coeflicients (WCs). Additionally,
Appendix C includes the renormalization group running
effects and tree-level matching results between the LEFT

Derived bound on hydrogen 2-body decay

Mode ' *(yr) Mode I~ !(yr)
H— vy 7.6 x 10" |H — 7%2% [1.1 x 10*®
H—oete™ | 1.5x10*® |H— 7% 9.6 x 10%°
H—oep" | 1.5x10* |H—atn" 6.0 x 10*7
H— ety |X(LEFT@Qdim9) |H — 7°K° 4.5 x 10*°
H— pp~ | X(QED@1loop) |H — 7~ KT |5.0 x 10%°
H — v, X(m,) H— 7TK~| X(Weak)
H— veve 9.1 x10%° |H— 7°K° | X(Weak)
H— vev,,-| 1.8 x10%°
H— 7;7; |X(LEFT@Qdim9)
H— 7% — H— K% -
H— ny - H— K% -

TABLE I. BNV two-body decay modes of hydrogen atom and
The modes
indicate suppression compared to other

derived bounds on inverse decay widths I'"*.
marked with a ‘X’
modes in the same type of final states, and the entries with a
‘—’ are forbidden by Lorentz and gauge symmetries.

and SMEFT interactions.

II. THE THEORETICAL DESCRIPTION OF
BNV HYDROGEN DECAY

Restricting to the SM particles, i.e., the photon,
charged leptons, neutrinos, and octet pseudoscalar
mesons, all relevant two-body decay modes of the ground
state hydrogen atom H that are allowed by kinematics
and electric charge conservation are summarized in Ta-
ble I. These modes include the final states with a pair of
photons, neutrinos, charged leptons, or mesons, respec-
tively. Note that the decays H — 7%y, ny, K%y, K%
are forbidden by Lorentz invariance and gauge invari-
ance. For each type of the final state, we consider its
dominant decay modes. For neutrino final states, the de-
cay H — v;7; is suppressed by tiny neutrino mass. Since
the decay modes H — v,v,,, v;v;, v v, ;15 violate lep-
ton flavor and/or lepton number by more than one unit,
they can only start to arise at dim 9 or higher in the
LEFT and are thus significantly suppressed. We there-
fore restrict ourselves to the final states veve , r which
necessarily involve SM weak interactions. In the type of
a charged lepton pair, the mode H — ey~ is suppressed

for the same reason. The other mode H — p* ™ is dom-



inantly generated by 1-loop QED diagrams, and is thus
much suppressed compared with the modes e~e™, e~ ™
to be considered here. Finally, for the meson-pair final
state, the modes H — 77 K~, 7°K° necessarily involve
SM weak interactions, and are therefore not considered
in this work either. In the following, we describe the de-
tails of the EFT framework and bound state effect that
are used to reach the bounds given in the second and
fourth columns in Table I.

A. Description in a series of EFTs

Generally, the leading order (LO) BNV effects at low
energy below a few GeV are well described by the dim-6
operators in the LEFT framework [33], which are classi-
fied into two classes according to conservation of the net
baryon plus or minus lepton number, i.e., A(B4+L) = 0 or
A(B— L) = 0 as shown in Table II. They respect the SM
residual SU(3)¢ x U(1)gy symmetry, and are composed of
three quark fields and one lepton field (either the charged
lepton or the neutrino). For the neutrino case, we work
in the flavor basis and neglect its tiny mass. To study hy-
drogen decay, we restrict ourselves to the case with three
light quark flavors (u,d, s), two charged leptons (e, u),
and all three neutrinos (ve, vy, V7).

Since the hydrogen atom possesses one unit each of
baryon and lepton number, i.e., B(H) =1 and L(H) = 1,
it follows that B(H) — L(H) = 0 and B(H)+ L(H) = 2. If
the hydrogen BNV decay is mediated by A(B—-L) =0
interactions in Table II, the resulting non-baryonic fi-
nal state must conserve lepton number. This is true
for all considered processes shown in Table I, except for
those involving a pair of neutrinos, which are mediated
by A(B + L) = 0 interactions in Table II and result in a
net lepton number of two for the final states.

To accurately calculate the decay amplitude, we em-
ploy ChPT to address non-perturbative effects of the
QCD. For processes involving light meson and baryon
octets, ChPT serves as a robust framework for making
predictions that align closely with experimental data to
a high precision. The basic idea of ChPT is to consis-
tently translate the quark and gluon degrees of freedom
for each interaction into those of mesons and baryons,
based on dynamical breaking of the approximate chiral
symmetry of QCD for the light u,d, s quarks [31, 32]. In
the following, we consider the chiral matching of dim-6
BNV operators involving quarks in Table II onto those
in terms of baryons and mesons.

A(B+L)=0
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TABLE II. The LEFT dim-6 operators with AB = 1 and
AL = +1. a, 3, are color indices while the flavor indices are
omitted for simplicity.

In the ChPT formalism, the meson and baryon octet
fields are organized in the following matrix form,

(1a)

Fy
LS I K+
V2o Ve
_ - m n 0
II(x) = T —-—4+— K , 1b
(2) R (1b)
_ 2
K- KO —/2
377
0 A0
+— nt
V2 Vo Y
0 AO (1c)
B(x) = b —— 4+ — n , ¢
B =0 —\/§A0
3

where Fy = (86.2 £ 0.5) MeV [34] is the pion decay con-
stant in the chiral limit. Their chiral transformations
are, ¥ — LYR', B — hBh', £ — L¢ht = heéR, where
L € SU@3)., R e SU(3)s and the matrix A is a function
of L, R and ¢.

To use this chiral symmetry property for the matching,
we need first to decompose the dim-6 operators in Ta-
ble IT into irreducible representations of the chiral group.
In doing so, it is more economic to represent all relevant
dim-6 operators in the following way,

O e = CaPugg ) (@2 Py )easpy = BN, (2)



where 1) stands for a generic lepton field, i.e., ¢ =
¢,v,4¢, 1°, with the specific choice being fixed by charge
conservation and lepton number property. The P, (/) =
P, P; denotes the chiral projectors for quark fields.
There are four independent chiral combinations for quark
fields: N7, Nj&

yzw?

and their chiral partners with L <> R.
Under the chiral group, they respectively belong to the
irreducible representations: 8, ® 1g, 3. ® 3, and the cor-
responding ones with L <> R. It is convenient to organize
their flavor components in a matrix form:

LL LL
0 Nusu Nuud

— L LL LL
N8L®1R - dds dsu dud | ° (3&)
L L L
sds NsLsu sud
LR LR LR
uds Nusu uud
_ R LR LR
N3L®3R - dds dsu dud | (Sb)
LR R R
sds ssu sud

which, under the chiral group, transform as
NSL@IR - iNSL@lRET’ N:E;L®§R - £N3L®3RRT' (4)

To facilitate
hadronic counterparts of quark-level interactions, a sys-

identification of the corresponding

tematic approach can be employed using the spurion
technique. For each LEFT interaction, we can treat the
product of the remaining lepton field and the correspond-
ing WC as a spurion field, which is endowed with a chiral
transformation so that the entire interaction remains chi-
ral invariant. For the irreducible combinations Ny, gy,
the corresponding spurion fields are recognized as follows

0 CLL,x@ CI:L,xE

ldds lsds
Po,ota = | Ciumnlie Cogsulfe Chvile |, (59)
Couna®Se CoduatSe Cogualfe
0 Cupla Crgli
Pres, = | CorilS, Couvt vy Chvantia | (5b)
Counalie Cogua¥ia CoyniVic
suts’e Cragatio Ciotia
Ps,.e3n = | Chuenlsec CogeuViz Cossubia | - (5¢)
Cruna®Se CoduaVin CosuaVin
Conas¥le Cogzelra Coola
Pa.cs, = | Couslie Cogoulie CU¥VER (5d)
Crund®Se Coguatfe Coummalin
with the transformation properties
P8L®1R — £P8L®1RIA/T, P1L®8R - I%’PlLQgsRRT, (6&)

,P3L®3R - 'E/P3L®§RRT7 7)3L®3R - RP3L®3R£T' (Gb)

The gray elements in Eq. (5) stand for the A(B+ L) =0
interactions in Table II. In this manner, all the LEFT
dim-6 BNV interactions can be rewritten as

'CB = TI‘[PgL@lRNSL@lR] + Tr[P1L®8aN1L®8R]
+ Tr[Ps, 03, MV3,03,] + Tr[P3,03,MV3,3,] +hc.. (7)

The chiral partners of the LEFT interactions are con-
structed using spurion fields along with meson and
baryon octet fields, ensuring that the resulting expres-
sions are chiral invariant. At leading chiral order, with-
out involving any derivatives, two independent terms are
found:

LG = aTr [P35 3,6 BLé — P3, 03,6 Baé']
+ BT [Pa.o1,E B’ — Proos,{ Bag] +he., (8)

where o and 3 are low energy constants (LECs). We will
use the lattice calculation result for the two LECs given
by, « = =3 = —0.0144(15) GeV? [35]. A more recent
work gives the consistent result within uncertainties, o =
—0.01257(111) GeV3, B8 = 0.01269(107) GeV? [36, 37].
The BNV vertices used for our subsequent calculations
are derived by expanding the above Lagrangian in terms
of the lepton, meson, and baryon fields. The relevant
interactions are collected in Appendix A for reference.

In addition to the local BNV interactions, for decays
into charged leptons and two photons, the QED La-
grangian for the charged particles and the proton mag-
netic dipole moment are also relevant,

ea
Ly D —2L
pY 4mp

potpF,,, 9)

where a, = 1.793 [38] is the anomalous magnetic dipole
moment of the proton and m,, is its mass. Furthermore,
the SM charged current weak interactions are also re-
quired for decays into a neutrino pair,

E%ﬁ = 72\[2GFVy*I(d_Ll”Y,uuLy)(DLz’)/HELz) + h-C., (10)

where G is the Fermi constant and V,,; the CKM matrix
element. The repeated flavor indices x, y, z are summed
over all relevant flavors. The hadronic counterparts of
these weak interactions and the standard strong chiral
interactions are also given in Appendix A.

B. Bound state treatment

The hydrogen atom (mass my) is a nonrelativistic
QED bound state consisting of a proton (m,) and an



electron (m.), whose quantum state can be built by [39]

d‘3 ~
° 11
it [ i) e = —pa) . (11

where p. and p represent the three-momenta of the elec-

tron and the proton, respectively. The relativistic nor-

malization for the hydrogen state is chosen such that
(H(q)|H(¢")) = 2E4(2m)*6°(q — ¢).

space wave function @(pe) is the Fourier transform of

The momentum

the ground state spatial wave function,

_ d3 —ikvr:M, 12
[ vre rew

where @ = 1/(emme) is the Bohr radius, r = r. — 7,
is the relative coordinate between the electron and the
proton, and k = (mpp. — mep)/(me + myp) is the corre-
sponding conjugate momentum.

For the hydrogen two-body decay H — a + b, by
Eq. (11
for the free scattering process Mecipq+p, by the mo-

), the decay amplitude can be derived from that

mentum integration,

dgpe 7
(2m)3

MH—>a+b = pe)/\/{e+p_)a+b. (13)

2memy,

In practice, due to the nonrelativistic nature of the elec-
tron within the atom, the amplitude M ,_,q44 can be
approximately calculated by performing a nonrelativis-
tic expansion and then projecting onto the spin singlet
configuration. This entire procedure is equivalent to the
following reductions of the fermion spinor bilinears ?gfup
for the initial electron and proton system:

uC(pe, 51)Pru(p, s2) — £ 2memy,, (14a)

— 1
u€(pe, s1)7" Pru(p, s2) = Fr/2memy, <1V > , (14b)
pe

2
— 0i A/ 2memy
u€(pe, $1)0" Pru(p, s2) — :I:z?'v;m, (14c)
— ” oA/ 2memy,
uC(pe, 51)0" Pru(p, s2) — 6”'“\/;1126, (144d)
where P_ = P, P, = B are chiral projectors. s; and

$o denote the spin polarizations of the electron and the
proton, respectively. vpe = v, — v, and Vp. = v, + Ve,
with v, and v, being the velocities of the proton and the
electron. Therefore, the main job is to determine the free
scattering amplitude.

Once we obtain the decay amplitude, the decay width

of the hydrogen atom takes the form,

1 [Musaypl?

1
(L oy z), (15
7o, tomity - (L@am),  (15)

FH—)a+b -

Mode LO Feynman diagrams
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TABLE III. Leading order, tree-level Feynman diagrams for
each decay mode. The cyan blobs stand for the BNV interac-
tions (/3) , while the black dots denote the SM weak interac-
tions. The crossed diagrams for identical final-state particles

are not shown.

where \(z,v,2) = 22 + y? + 22
triangle function, and x, = m?2/m¥, z, =

— 2zy — 2yz — 2zx is the
m?2/m%. The
prefractor 1/(1 4 d,p) removes double counting when two
identical particles appear in the final state.

IIT. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

With the relevant hadronic interaction vertices de-
tailed in Appendix A, we can now draw LO, tree-level
Feynman diagrams for each relevant decay mode. Using
the NR reduction methods previously established, we will
calculate the decay amplitudes and ultimately derive the
In addition to the BNV vertex present
in each decay mode, these processes can be categorized

decay widths.

into three cases based on the nature of other SM vertices
involved in the non-vanishing diagrams: BNV®QED,
BNV®QCD, and BNV®Weak, respectively. For each
decay mode, we present leading Feynman diagrams in
Table III, illustrating various interactions at play and
providing a visual representation of the decay process.
As illustrated, these processes are primarily driven by
the s-channel, t-channel, and contact diagrams. In what
follows, we will analyze these processes case by case.
BNVQ®QED case: For the three processes involving
photons or charged leptons, H — ~v, ete™, ute™, the

LO contributions are mediated by QED vertices. Since



the t-channel contributions due to the minimal coupling
cancel out and the proton has a large anomalous mag-
netic moment as given in Eq. (9), we include the lat-
ter in the vy, eTe™, pTe™ modes. Furthermore, the
s-channel contribution to the ete™ mode is proportional
to plyliey,ve, where ply is the hydrogen momentum, and
thus also vanishes due to current conservation. The same
applies to the QED contribution to the 1+ 1~ mode, lead-
ing to a vanishing contribution from the tree-level di-
agrams. Its dominant contribution comes from 1-loop
diagrams, but is suppressed compared to the other QED
modes.

BNV®QCD case: For the five processes involving a me-
son pair, i.e., H — 7%7% 7%, 7t 7=, 70K% 7= K™, the
LO contributions are mediated by ChPT interactions of
QCD. Besides the BNV vertex, each t-channel diagram
involves one or two standard ChPT B-B-M vertices.
Furthermore, the standard B-B-M-M vertex is also rel-
evant for modes involving a kaon or charged pion(s).

BNV®Weak case: The remaining neutrino modes H —
VeVe u,r are mediated by BNV A(B + L) = 0 interactions
alongside charged current four-fermion weak interactions.
The amplitude is dominated by the first contact diagram
in Table III, involving the neutral-baryon-neutrino mix-
ing term on one of the external legs. Contributions from
the other two t-channel diagrams mediated by mesons
are suppressed by a factor of memp/m32, ~ 1073 — 1072
compared to the first diagram, where mp (mjs) denotes
the mass of a baryon (meson).

For each decay amplitude discussed above, we first per-
form the NR reduction of the proton-electron spinor cur-
rent and then incorporate the integration over the hydro-
gen ground state wavefunction. For a final state involving
two fermions, it is always possible to arrange by a Fierz
transformation the proton and electron spinors to be in
the same bilinear if they are not yet. Once we obtain the
complete decay amplitude from all possible sources, we
use the FeynCalc package [40, 41] to square it and finally
obtain the decay width. The master formulas in terms
of the full LEFT and SMEFT WCs are summarized in
Appendix B and Appendix C, respectively.

Since there are currently no direct experimental limits
on hydrogen decays, we employ the limits on the effec-
tive scale A.g associated with each WC that are derived
from BNV nucleon decays to estimate the inverse decay
width (or partial lifetime as it is sometimes called) for
each hydrogen decay mode. We refer to the recent results

in [26], where the authors established stringent bounds
on the EFT cutoff scale based on nucleon two-body de-
cays. Roughly speaking, the lower limits on the cutoff
scale for dim-6 and dim-7 SMEFT operators are approx-
imately ~ 10*GeV and ~ 10'°GeV, respectively. We
use these bounds as input to derive the resulting lower
limits on the inverse decay width for each hydrogen de-
cay mode, as summarized in Table I. From the table,
it is evident that the bounds on QED-assisted processes
are the least stringent, while the bounds on processes in-
volving mesons are more stringent by several orders of
magnitude. The bounds on processes involving weak in-
teractions are significantly more stringent due to G g sup-
pression. The two-photon process H — ~~ is particularly
interesting. Due to the unique photon signature and the
abundance of hydrogen atom in the universe, this process
could be searched for in astrophysical environments.

IV. SUMMARY

In this paper, we performed the first systematic study
of the two-body baryon number violating hydrogen de-
cays in the framework of effective field theory. We
focused on the BNV dim-6 operators in LEFT, from
which we constructed the effective hadronic Lagrangian
by applying the framework of chiral perturbation theory.
Given that a hydrogen state is a linear superposition of
free-particle states weighted by the ground state wave-
function, we first calculated the free-particle amplitude,
then made a nonrelativistic reduction of the initial par-
ticles’ spinors that is followed by replacing the resulting
two-component spinors with normalized spin wavefunc-
tion of the hydrogen atom. Finally, we calculated the de-
cay width. By utilizing the matching relations between
the relevant SMEFT and LEFT interactions [33, 42], we
parameterized the hydrogen decay widths in terms of the
WCs in the SMEFT. The current bounds on these WCs
derived from BNV nucleon decays yield a very stringent
bound that the hydrogen lifetime is greater than 10%*
years.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

This work was supported in part by the Grants No.
NSFC-12035008, No. NSFC-12247151, and No. NSFC-
12305110, and by the Guangdong Major Project of Basic
and Applied Basic Research No. 2020B0301030008.



1]

(10]

(11]

(12]

(13]

A. D. Sakharov, “Violation of CP Invariance, C
asymmetry, and baryon asymmetry of the universe,”
Pisma Zh. Eksp. Teor. Fiz. 5 (1967) 32-35.

P. Langacker, “Grand Unified Theories and Proton
Decay,” Phys. Rept. 72 (1981) 185.

T. Kaluza, “Zum Unitdtsproblem der Physik,”
Sitzungsber. Preuss. Akad. Wiss. Berlin (Math. Phys. )
1921 (1921) 966-972, [arXiv:1803.08616
[physics.hist-ph]].

O. Klein, “Quantum Theory and Five-Dimensional
Theory of Relativity. (In German and English),” Z.
Phys. 37 (1926) 895-906.

K. S. Babu and R. N. Mohapatra, “Determining
Majorana Nature of Neutrino from Nucleon Decays and
n — 7 oscillations,” Phys. Rev. D 91 no. 1, (2015)
013008, [arXiv:1408.0803 [hep-ph]].

P. Fileviez Perez, S. Ohmer, and H. H. Patel, “Minimal
Theory for Lepto-Baryons,” Phys. Lett. B 735 (2014)
283-287, [arXiv:1403.8029 [hep-ph]].

S. Gardner and X. Yan, “Processes that break baryon
number by two units and the Majorana nature of the
neutrino,” Phys. Lett. B 790 (2019) 421-426,
[arXiv:1808.05288 [hep-ph]].

S.-F. Ge and X.-D. Ma, “Nucleon consumption and
mass-energy conversion induced by dark matter,” Phys.
Rev. D 110 no. 11, (2024) 115004, [arXiv:2406.00445
[hep-ph]].

Irvine-Michigan-Brookhaven Collaboration, R. M.
Bionta et al., “A Search for Proton Decay Into e+ pi0,”
Phys. Rev. Lett. 51 (1983) 27. [Erratum:
Phys.Rev.Lett. 51, 522 (1983)].

K. S. Hirata et al., “Observation in the Kamiokande-1I
Detector of the Neutrino Burst from Supernova SN
1987a,” Phys. Rev. D 38 (1988) 448-458.
Super-Kamiokande Collaboration, V. Takhistov,
“Review of Nucleon Decay Searches at
Super-Kamiokande,” in 51st Rencontres de Moriond on
EW Interactions and Unified Theories, pp. 437—444.
2016. [arXiv:1605.03235 [hep-ex]].

DUNE Collaboration, J. Strait et al., “Long-Baseline
Neutrino Facility (LBNF) and Deep Underground
Neutrino Experiment (DUNE): Conceptual Design
Report, Volume 3: Long-Baseline Neutrino Facility for
DUNE June 24, 2015, [arXiv:1601.05823
[physics.ins-det]].

DUNE Collaboration, B. Abi et al., “Deep
Underground Neutrino Ezperiment (DUNE), Far
Detector Technical Design Report, Volume II: DUNE
Physics,” [arXiv:2002.03005 [hep-ex]].
Hyper-Kamiokande Collaboration, K. Abe et al.,
“Hyper-Kamiokande Design Report,”

(15]

[16]

(17]

(18]

(19]

20]

(21]

22]

(23]

24]

(25]

[26]

27]

(28]

[arXiv:1805.04163 [physics.ins-det]].

JUNO Collaboration, F. An et al., “Neutrino Physics
with JUNO,” J. Phys. G 43 no. 3, (2016) 030401,
[arXiv:1507.05613 [physics.ins-det]].

Theia Collaboration, M. Askins et al., “THEIA: an
advanced optical neutrino detector,” Eur. Phys. J. C' 80
no. 5, (2020) 416, [arXiv:1911.03501 [physics.ins-det]].
P. S. B. Dev et al., “Searches for baryon number
violation in neutrino experiments: a white paper,” J.
Phys. G 51 no. 3, (2024) 033001, [arXiv:2203.08771
[hep-ex]].

T. Ohlsson, “Proton decay,” Nucl. Phys. B 993 (2023)
116268, [arXiv:2306.02401 [hep-ph]].

L. F. Abbott and M. B. Wise, “The Effective
Hamiltonian for Nucleon Decay,” Phys. Rev. D 22
(1980) 2208.

M. Claudson, M. B. Wise, and L. J. Hall, “Chiral
Lagrangian for Deep Mine Physics,” Nucl. Phys. B 195
(1982) 297-307.

T. Hambye and J. Heeck, “Proton decay into charged
leptons,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 120 no. 17, (2018) 171801,
[arXiv:1712.04871 [hep-ph]].

J. Heeck and V. Takhistov, “Inclusive Nucleon Decay
Searches as a Frontier of Baryon Number Violation,”
Phys. Rev. D 101 no. 1, (2020) 015005,
[arXiv:1910.07647 [hep-ph]].

S. Girmohanta and R. Shrock, “Improved Lower Bounds
on Partial Lifetimes for Nucleon Decay Modes,” Phys.
Rev. D 100 no. 11, (2019) 115025, [arXiv:1910.08106
[hep-ph]].

X.-G. He and X.-D. Ma, “An EFT toolbox for baryon
and lepton number violating dinucleon to dilepton
decays,” JHEP 06 (2021) 047, [arXiv:2102.02562
[hep-ph]].

X.-G. He and X.-D. Ma, “AB = 2 neutron decay into
antiproton mode n — peTv(D),” Phys. Lett. B 817
(2021) 136298, [arXiv:2101.01405 [hep-ph]].

A. B. Beneito, I, J. Gargalionis, J. Herrero-Garcia,

A. Santamaria, and M. A. Schmidt, “An EFT approach
to baryon number violation: lower limits on the new
physics scale and correlations between nucleon decay
modes,” JHEP 07 (2024) 004, [arXiv:2312.13361
[hep-ph]].

J. Gargalionis, J. Herrero-Garcia, and M. A. Schmidt,
“Model-independent estimates for loop-induced
baryon-number-violating nucleon decays,” JHEP 06
(2024) 182, [arXiv:2401.04768 [hep-ph]].

T. Li, M. A. Schmidt, and C.-Y. Yao,
“Baryon-number-violating nucleon decays in ALP
effective field theories,” JHEP 08 (2024) 221,
[arXiv:2406.11382 [hep-ph]].


http://dx.doi.org/10.1070/PU1991v034n05ABEH002497
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-1573(81)90059-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1142/S0218271818700017
http://dx.doi.org/10.1142/S0218271818700017
http://arxiv.org/abs/1803.08616
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF01397481
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF01397481
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.91.013008
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.91.013008
http://arxiv.org/abs/1408.0803
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2014.06.057
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2014.06.057
http://arxiv.org/abs/1403.8029
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2019.01.054
http://arxiv.org/abs/1808.05288
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.110.115004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.110.115004
http://arxiv.org/abs/2406.00445
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.51.27
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.38.448
http://arxiv.org/abs/1605.03235
http://arxiv.org/abs/1601.05823
http://arxiv.org/abs/2002.03005
http://arxiv.org/abs/1805.04163
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0954-3899/43/3/030401
http://arxiv.org/abs/1507.05613
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-020-7977-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-020-7977-8
http://arxiv.org/abs/1911.03501
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1361-6471/ad1658
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1361-6471/ad1658
http://arxiv.org/abs/2203.08771
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2023.116268
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2023.116268
http://arxiv.org/abs/2306.02401
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.22.2208
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.22.2208
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(82)90401-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(82)90401-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.171801
http://arxiv.org/abs/1712.04871
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.015005
http://arxiv.org/abs/1910.07647
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.100.115025
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.100.115025
http://arxiv.org/abs/1910.08106
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP06(2021)047
http://arxiv.org/abs/2102.02562
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2021.136298
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2021.136298
http://arxiv.org/abs/2101.01405
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2024)004
http://arxiv.org/abs/2312.13361
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP06(2024)182
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP06(2024)182
http://arxiv.org/abs/2401.04768
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2024)221
http://arxiv.org/abs/2406.11382

[29] Z. Berezhiani, “Neutron lifetime and dark decay of the
neutron and hydrogen,” LHEP 2 no. 1, (2019) 118,
[arXiv:1812.11089 [hep-ph]].

[30] D. McKeen and M. Pospelov, “How Long Does the
Hydrogen Atom Live?” Universe 9 no. 11, (2023) 473,
[arXiv:2003.02270 [hep-ph]].

[31] J. Gasser and H. Leutwyler, “Chiral Perturbation
Theory to One Loop,” Annals Phys. 158 (1984) 142.

[32] J. Gasser and H. Leutwyler, “Chiral Perturbation
Theory: Expansions in the Mass of the Strange Quark,”
Nucl. Phys. B 250 (1985) 465-516.

[33] E. E. Jenkins, A. V. Manohar, and P. Stoffer,
“Low-Enerqgy Effective Field Theory below the
Electroweak Scale: Operators and Matching,” JHEP 03
(2018) 016, [arXiv:1709.04486 [hep-ph]]. [Erratum:
JHEP 12, 043 (2023)].

[34] G. Colangelo and S. Durr, “The Pion mass in finite

Eur. Phys. J. C 33 (2004) 543-553,
[arXiv:hep-1lat/0311023].

[35] Y. Aoki, T. Izubuchi, E. Shintani, and A. Soni,
“Improved lattice computation of proton decay matrix
elements,” Phys. Rev. D 96 no. 1, (2017) 014506,
[arXiv:1705.01338 [hep-lat]].

[36] J.-S. Yoo, Y. Aoki, P. Boyle, T. Izubuchi, A. Soni, and
S. Syritsyn, “Proton decay matriz elements on the

volume,”

lattice at physical pion mass,” Phys. Rev. D 105 no. 7,
(2022) 074501, [arXiv:2111.01608 [hep-lat]].

[37] K. Hamaguchi, S. Hor, N. Nagata, and H. Takahashi,
“Exploring Chirality Structure in Nucleon Decay,”
[arXiv:2409.08747 [hep-ph]].

[38] S. Fajfer and M. Sadl, “Decay dynamics of N — ¢n and
N — ¢v,” Phys. Rev. D 108 no. 1, (2023) 015011,
[arXiv:2304.00825 [hep-ph]].

[39] M. E. Peskin and D. V. Schroeder, An Introduction to
quantum field theory. Addison-Wesley, Reading, USA,
1995.

[40] R. Mertig, M. Bohm, and A. Denner, “FEYN CALC:
Computer algebraic calculation of Feynman amplitudes,”
Comput. Phys. Commun. 64 (1991) 345-359.

[41] V. Shtabovenko, R. Mertig, and F. Orellana, “FeynCalc
9.3: New features and improvements,” Comput. Phys.
Commun. 256 (2020) 107478, [arXiv:2001.04407
[hep-ph]].

[42] Y. Liao, X.-D. Ma, and Q.-Y. Wang, “Eztending low
energy effective field theory with a complete set of
dimension-7 operators,” JHEP 08 (2020) 162,
[arXiv:2005.08013 [hep-ph]].

[43] S. Scherer, “Introduction to chiral perturbation theory,”
Adv. Nucl. Phys. 27 (2003) 277,
[arXiv:hep-ph/0210398].

[44] RQCD Collaboration, G. S. Bali, S. Collins,

W. Séldner, and S. Weishaupl, “Leading order mesonic
and baryonic SU(3) low energy constants from Nf=3
lattice QCD,” Phys. Rev. D 105 no. 5, (2022) 054516,
[arXiv:2201.05591 [hep-lat]].

[45] B. Grzadkowski, M. Iskrzynski, M. Misiak, and
J. Rosiek, “Dimension-Six Terms in the Standard Model
Lagrangian,” JHEP 10 (2010) 085, [arXiv:1008.4884
[hep-ph]].

[46] L. Lehman, “Eztending the Standard Model Effective
Field Theory with the Complete Set of Dimension-7
Operators,” Phys. Rev. D 90 no. 12, (2014) 125023,
[arXiv:1410.4193 [hep-ph]].

[47] Y. Liao and X.-D. Ma, “Renormalization Group
Evolution of Dimension-seven Baryon- and
Lepton-number-violating Operators,” JHEP 11 (2016)
043, [arXiv:1607.07309 [hep-ph]].

[48] E. E. Jenkins, A. V. Manohar, and P. Stoffer,
“Low-Enerqgy Effective Field Theory below the
Electroweak Scale: Anomalous Dimensions,” JHEP 01
(2018) 084, [arXiv:1711.05270 [hep-ph]]. [Erratum:
JHEP 12, 042 (2023)].

Appendix A: The relevant BNV interactions at the hadronic level

The relevant BNV vertices that appear in the Feynman diagrams presented in Table III include the baryon-lepton

mass mixing terms (Lyp) as well as the one- and two-meson local interactions (Lypy and Loparar). These vertices

are derived by expanding the chiral Lagrangian formulated in Eq. (8) to the appropriate powers of the meson fields.

The baryon-lepton mass mixing terms are
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where the superscript (subscript) x is a lepton flavor index. The relevant three-point interactions take the form

A(B—L)=0 { 2 e /¢ 2 e (¢ e ( C e ( C
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Since A(B + L) = 0 interactions can only mediate the H — v;1; process, the only relevant three-point vertices are
those involving the neutrino-proton current #ppg as shown above. For the contact interactions Lygprps involving two
mesons, the relevant terms must include an electron-proton bilinear to contribute to the hydrogen two-body decays.
We have

—_L)= 1 e e e e e ~C, —
Lo, 2~ 52 { [ (aCEs, + ACEES,) (efp) — (aCRey, + BCERY,) (¢fpw) | Kt
0

1 e e “C, e e “C, 7%
5| (0Ch — 38CHL) () — (aCli, — 36CEL,) (efmn) | mO K
1
2

5 [ (aCie, + BCH) (eBm) — (aChiy + BCH,) (e§pw)] (70 + 27t ™)
1 — _
+ ﬁ [ (aC;”Iu‘;fd - 356?522) (efpR) — (aC}FZ{;fd - 35022;6(1) (efPL)}WOU} + h.c.. (A3)

In addition to the BNV interactions given above, the usual LO baryon extended ChPT interactions due to the SM
origin also are needed. It is given by [43]

2

Lawr = "0T(D, S (D#5)1] + T{BGP — M)B) ~ £ Tr(Br {u BY) — 5 Tx(Brslus B), (A4
where u, =i [{T (Op —iry) € — €0, —ily,) fT]. The covariant derivatives of the meson and baryon octets are given
by D, X =9, —il, X +i¥r, and D,B = 0,B+ [I',, B] — iv,(f)B, respectively. I', is the chiral connection, I', =
31610y —ir) €+ &(0y —ily) €], Denoting ¢ = (u, d, )T, I, and r,, are the traceless external sources in flavor
space associated with the left- and right-handed quark currents in the form, grv,,*q. and Gg7y,7" gz, respectively. vl(f)
is the external source related to the singlet vector current, (1/3)gv,q, with the factor 1/3 counting the baryon number
of a quark. In our case, they can be read off from the SM weak interactions in Eq. (10). The LECs D and F have been
accurately determined by recent lattice calculation [44], yielding D = 0.730(11) and F = 0.4475. For our purpose,
besides the proton-photon interactions given in Eq. (9), the other relevant baryon part is the three- and four-point
vertices involving a pair of baryon fields and one or two mesons. Expanding the pseudoscalar meson matrices in
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Eq. (A4), we have

D+ F 3F— D D+ F D-F
Lany D Py vsp) 0,0 + ———— (PyHysp) D, + Ayt ysp)0, T +
BEM O (PY"*5p)0, W3R, (P! v5p)0un ﬂFo( Y5p)0,

D+ 3F — D—-F — _ F o
[ —— Y PV 0 K~ + SHAH o KO _ SR ZO ) ﬂ_+
Wi (A%yHv5p)0, o) (SHy*y5p) 0, *FO( Y 537) 0y

(Z09"y5p) 0y K~

D F —
+ ke AO + + Ak + 0
+ NGTD (EtyHysA°) 0w +2FO(E YysET)0,m +hee, (Aba)
1 R 1| =t . _ ., 1 =
Leprmm Dng(p'y“p)(ﬂﬂEZw )+ 152 {(EJr’y“p) (w*ng + \@Kolyﬂ’i?'()) + h.c.] . (A5b)

Last, for decay modes involving a neutrino pair, we also need the corresponding hadronic counterparts of the four-
fermion weak interactions given in Eq. (10). They can be obtained from Eq. (A4) by taking into account the relevant
external sources from these four-fermion interactions, leading to

— D+3F — —
Lo > G { VL [VBIOp) + =22 (K0 95p) + (5057p) = (D = F)(E09#56p) + 2 K+
— V2V [(in"p) + (D + F) (i7" ysp) — V2Fed "] }(DLZWELZ) +he. (A6)

Appendix B: Master formulas for decay widths in the LEFT

With the EFT interaction vertices presented in Appendix A, for each mode, we calculate the corresponding Feynman
diagrams shown in Table III with the help of FeynCalc package [40, 41], followed by the NR reduction to reach the
decay width given in Eq. (15). In terms of the WCs in the LEFT, we obtain the following master formulas for the
decay widths,

Iu- RR,e |2 LL,e |2 RL,e |2 LR,e |2 RL,e ~RR,e* LR,e ~LL,e*
—4 - 5 = 401( ‘Cluud + |Cfuud| + |CEuud| + |Ciuud ) — 802 §R(Cﬁuudcﬁuud + Cluudcluud)
(10-4GeV)
+ LBLR(ChuCinea + ChveaChuea — CovnaCluea — ConedCiona)s (Bla)
I1H —et RL,e |2 RR,e |2 LR,e |2 LL,e |2 RL, RR,e* LR, LL,e*
(1072666\/)5 =200 ( |Clu5d’ + ’CZuued + !Clu'tfd + |C£'ux:d ) — 400 8%(cl'u/uedcl'u,ued + Cfujdclu’lfd)

— 0A4R(CLeaChvva + CounaChunea — ChivaChuva — CundCruna): (B1b)
oressts = 203(|CLL” + ICIEL” + G + CEA) — 406 R(CELCINL, + CERLCESE)

— 904AR(CuluConty + CoutaCiuta — ClutaConita — CluaConta ) (Ble)
oy = 20.0(CHA [+ CELI") + 08a(CRs +[CLI7) + 531 R(CHAL L)

+ LOTR(Ch,Cri, ) + 943R(Cor,Conty + CituCout + ChunCovtu + CounCint ). (Bld)
(s = 8O1(|CRA [ + CEL) + 607(ICR [ +[CA57) + 179 R(CEA.CI82)

12 AR(CE,Crin, ) — WU TR(CEELCo, + CliuCluty + ChutuChitu + CiumCint ). (Ble)
(1(1;}1;61\/) = 12.6(|CE [P+ [CH, P ) + 2.47(CR * + [CRE,°) + 253 R(CELE, O )

+ 4.93R(CpiriaCruna) + 112 R(CACE + ChuaCliva T ChuiaCluna + ChuvaChiva ) (B1f)
oG = 027 (leial + Gl + efoial® + [eiteal®) + 055 m(CRtucib,

+ ChriaChnea — CouwnaChuna — CowsaChuea — CundCluna — ChuvaChua ) (Blg)
oty = 050(CRal” + lefin” + Chital” + lefiil™) + LorR(eiizcii,

RL,e ~LR,e* RR,e ~RL,e* RR,e ~LR,e* LL,e ~RL,e* LL,e ~LR,e*
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Dovere 104 (0% |2+ |02, 7) +50.6 (|07 + [CE ) + 440 (€5, + €]
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A0 R(Chye (Come. 4 Che Che — Che (Che . — Came (Cae )
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T
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150 |CR | 4 17T R(CEL CRAT — CRlk CRLTY 105 R(CELL CRET
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I'i—u,.. assumes a similar expression as THovew, with the superscript p replaced by 7 in all WCs.

Appendix C: Master formulas for decay widths in the SMEFT

Since the SMEFT provides a natural parameterization of new physics effects, it is desirable to match the LEFT
interactions onto the SMEFT interactions at leading order and to formulate the master formulas for hydrogen decay
in terms of the SMEFT WCs. In the case of BNV interactions with A(B — L) = 0, the LO SMEFT interactions
appear at dim 6 and consist of four operators [45],

Oauqr = €apyeij(d°u’)(QTCLY), OQque = €apr€ij(Q7°QM) (W C),
O0aqr = €aprcitjr(Q¥CQM)(Q L), Oduue = €apn(d°Cu”)(u ) , (C1)
where «, 8,7 are color indices, i, j, k, ! denote the SU(2). indices, and the generation indices are suppressed here for

simplicity. While for the BNV interacions with A(B + L) = 0 interactions, the LO SMEFT operators arise at dim 7
and include six operators [46, 47],

OLauait = €apy (Zda)(ﬁdv)g ) OLaaan = €apy (fda)(WdV)H )
Ozgaaii = €apy€ii (@Q")(dPd ) H Ofagoir = €apv€ii(Ld*)(QPQT) H
OZQdDd = €apy (f’y”Q“)(W@'E}d’V) ) OzdddD = €afy (E’Y“da)(Wiﬁ;dv) : (C2)

The matching results of the dim-6 and dim-7 SMEFT interactions onto the LEFT ones at the electroweak scale are
given by [33, 42]

LR,zyzw __ pzwyx RR,xyzw __ pzwyx LR,zyzw __ RL,zyzw __ wayx awyx
CZudu - CduQL’ Cﬁudu - Cduue ’ Cuddu - _Vaycjgéia Cﬁudu - _Vaz (CQQue + CQQue) ’
LL, — LL, _ b b b
Chop?™ = Var (Co85L + Cho51L —ColioL) » Coimd™ = VayVou (CBG01 + CE551 — Clitn) (c3)
RR,zyzw __ L TYZW CRR,zyzw _ Lcmyzw CLR,ryzw _ *LV Cmazw
vdud - ﬂ LdudH’ ¢ddd - \/i LdddH’ 2ddd - ﬂ ay éQddI:I’
RL,xyzw __ 71 TYyza RL,zyzw _ v zyab _ pzyba
Cﬁdud - ﬂv‘“"cidQQH’ 2ddd - 2\/§Vanbw (CidQQFI CEdQQEI) ’ (C4)
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Since the SMEFT operators and WCs are valid only above the electroweak scale, it is necessary to account for the
running effects of the LEFT WCs from the chiral symmetry breaking scale to the electroweak scale. The corresponding
renormalization group equations (RGEs) have been computed in [48], where the leading effect arises from one-loop
QCD renormalization, yielding a universal result for all relevant WCs: dC;/dlnpy = —(as/7)C;. The numerical
solution is given by C;(A,) = 1.31C;(Agy). After incorporating this running effect the two-body hydrogen decay

widths expressed in terms of the SMEFT WCs are summarized as follows:

r - - - .
ot Ts0ICHL P+ 68S(CHLLL + ek + (CHLAL ) + 2750 R(CHELCHLL ) — 13O R(CIAL,

(10-4GeV)5
+2.24R(CieChbGL — ChuneCinor) — 449 R(CoGueChnor — CoguCoaos),

I _ ~ ~ ~ * ~
e = 1370[Chgue|” + 343(|Cauel* + ICautz]” + ICoG0LIP) + 137T0R(CoGucCaune ) + 1.5 R(CogucC

(10-2GeV)5
— Ch6ueChohL) — 686 R(CinorCodar) + 0.75R(ChaiiCinor — CauneCoaor)

| 5 . . . .
e = 1300l + 348 (I + IChGLI + ICHGHL ) + 1390R(CHGECaut ) +B10R(CHG0.C

(10-1GeV)?
— ChbnChdar) — 696 R(ChucrCodar) + 155 R(ChmeCanor — CameCooar),

(Cba)

(C5b)

(Chc)

2111*
duQL

(C5d)

2111*

(Cbe)

1111*
duQL

7(12%:&2@")5 = 45.6(|Caime|” + ICoB6LI%) + 5.74|C8 G ” + 1.43[Cont L |” + 911 R(CO6 L o ) + 16.2R(CouiC
+Cu61Co001) — 5 T3R(COGuCiubr) — 323 R(ChineCiue + CaouCooor),

(55{21% = 15.3(|CT k> + [Ch00LI%) +4L6|CH5NI" + 10.4/CTL60 L1 + 30.7TR(CEOGL e ) — 25.2R(CouiCantr
+Ca01Cha01) — 41.5R(COGuCanor) + 50.4R(CILCH e + COduCoabL),

U(?{;GV) = 216(ICILL 2 + |CHAL £[?) + 16.91CHALIZ + 4.241C0, 2 4+ 434 R(CobhrCHLY ) +19.2R(CLLLLC

+CauerCoqor) — 16.9R(CoqueCauqr) — 384R(CaineCague + CoqueCaqar):

r N N O .

0 iGeyy = 0AT(ChLP + CoG0Ll” + IChgL ) + 187ICGuI" + 0-04R(ChaneCadar — CluneCiuds
51111 1111* 51111 1111%* 1111 51111* 51111 51111%*
—C0qorCauor) — 1.8TR(CogueCauvor — CiuucCoque — CoaorCogue),

I _ ~ -~ ~ * *

Baeter = OBa(CILLI + IG88sl + CHEL ) + 3 H5CHELI + LT R(CILACHE, — ClLict
— C5361Cauor) — 346 R(CHGLLCinGL — ChineChdue — CHbGLCEG M),

THoveve 51111 |2 11112 51211 |2 1211 2 51112 |2 1112
(10—4GeV)7 =228 (|CidQQﬁ| + |CidudH| ) +0.26 (|CidQQFI| + |Cf,dudf{| ) +0.54 (|CidQQFI| + |Cidudﬁ
+45TR(CrinoaClaman) + 0-52R(Crh00aClamaa) + LO8R(CrucoaClim)

51111
+2.23R(CLa00n
—1.55R(

C
Croiir + ChuooinChmman + CruoonCragon T ClawiaChiai)
C donChilin + CiaanChitin + ChianClibion + CEAunCEthn)

—0.75R(Ch o5 0iCrinon + ClumaaClamai + CrioaaClinan + ClaooaCham)

FH*}V@V‘“

52111 2 2111 |2 52211 2 2211 |2 52112 2 2112
m =1.14 (|Cf,dQQf{| + |Cidudﬁ| ) +0.13 (|Cf,dQQFI| + |Cidudﬁ| ) +0.27 (|CidQQFI| + |Cidudﬁ

52111 2111* 52211 2211* 52112 2112*
+2.28% CidQQ}} Edudﬁ) +0.26 %(CidQQﬁcidudﬁ) +0.54 §R(CidQQFICI:aZualH)

2112* 52112 2111* 2111 52112* 2111 ~(-/;2112* )

( c
52111 5
+1.11 m(cidQQﬁcidudﬁ + CEdQQFICEdudﬁ + CidQQHCEdQQFI + CLdudH LdudH
52111 2211* 52211 2111* 52111 52211%* 2111 2211*
- 0'77§R(CidQQﬁcidudﬁ CEdQQiICEdudﬁ + CidQQHCEdQQFI Cidudﬁcidudﬁ)

52112 52211% 2112 2211* 52112 2211* 52211 2112*
—0.37 §R(CiazcgQHCIZdQQH + Cidudﬁcidudﬁ + CidQQHCEdudFI + CZdQQFICEdude)’

prst

prst prst xrst ~1z7‘st _ prsx

(C5f)

(Csg)

(C5h)

(C5i)

(C5j)

where CQQQL = VMCQQQL, CQQW = prCQQum CLdQQH = f”tchQQFI' Similar to the LEFT case, I'ny_,,,,. can be

directly obtained from I'y_,,,,, by replacing the lepton generation index “2” by “3” in all WCs.
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