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Baryon Number Violating Rate as A Function of the Proton-Proton Collision Energy
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The baryon-number violation (BV) happens in the standard electroweak model. According to
the Bloch-wave picture, the BV event rate shall be significantly enhanced when the proton-proton
collision center of mass (COM) energy goes beyond the sphaleron barrier height Esn ~ 9.0 TeV.
Here we compare the BV event rates at different COM energies, using the Bloch-wave band structure
and the CT18 parton distribution function data, with the phase space suppression factor included.
As an example, the BV cross-section at 25 TeV is 4 orders of magnitude bigger than its cross-section

at 13 TeV.

I. INTRODUCTION

Matter-antimatter asymmetry is an important mystery
in our Universe. The baryon-number violation (BV) via
the instanton [1] in the Standard Electroweak Model ob-
served by 't Hooft [2, 3] provides a crucial avenue to
understanding baryogenesis. Therefore, observing (con-
firming) such BV in the laboratory will be immensely
valuable.

The underlying physics of the BV process can be re-
duced to a simple quantum mechanical system. With the
Chern-Simons number @ (or n = my Q/7) as the coordi-
nate, one obtains the one-dimensional time-independent
Schrodinger equation, with mass m ~ 17 TeV [4]:
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where the sphaleron potential V(Q) is periodic, with
minima at integer values of n and maxima at n + 1/2,
with barrier height Egp, = 9.0 TeV [5-7]. Although this
Schrédinger equation is well accepted, it is the interpreta-
tion of the underlying physics of V(Q)’s periodicity that
needs clarification: whether the solution of this equation
has a Bloch wave band structure or not.

Let us first consider the SU(2) gauge theory without
the fermions: in this case, all integer n states are physi-
cally identical; that is, n — n=£1 simply goes back to itself
(though in a different gauge). So there is no band struc-
ture, as is the case in the QCD theory. This is analogous
to a rigid pendulum rotating by 27 via tunnelling [8].

Once left-handed fermions couple to the electroweak
SU(2) gauge theory, different n state has different baryon
(and lepton) numbers, so they are physically different: as
we go from the n to the n + An state, baryon number
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changes by 3An. As @ runs from —oco to 400, a band
structure emerges. Changing () is no longer exponen-
tially suppressed within each band. For energies below
the height of the sphaleron potential of 9.0 TeV, band
gaps dominate over the bandwidths, so the BV cross-
section opy is still small. As F increases, the bandwidths
grow while the gaps between bands decrease. Once the
energy goes above 9.0 TeV, bands take over, and the BV
cross-section is no longer exponentially suppressed. This
is in contrast to the QCD theory which has no bands.

The Large Hadron Collider (LHC) at CERN ran at
proton-proton collision energy E,, = 13 TeV and is
presently running at E,, = 13.6 TeV. Since the quarks
and gluons inside a proton share its energy, the quark-
quark energy Fgq is only a fraction of the total E,,. It is
important to see how oy grows as F,, increases. This
is a simple kinematic issue. Reference [9] has estimated
the growth of opy as a function of F,,. Here we like
to dwell into the estimate in more detail by taking the
band structure fully into account as well as an additional
phase space factor: even if Fy; > 9.0 TeV, not all energy
goes to the BV process. That is, E4q has to be shared
between baryon-number conserving (BC) scattering and
BV scattering. In this note, we present for E,, above 13
TeV, the ratio

oBv (Epp)

n(EP;D) - UBV(13 TeV) . (1)

A rough estimate simply assumes that ogy is totally
suppressed for E,, < 9.0 TeV and completely unsup-
pressed for Ey, > 9.0 TeV. As an exercise, we first present
an analytical evaluation of n(E,,). However, as we shall
see, this estimate is not accurate enough. Using the par-
ticle distribution function (PDF) for the valence quarks
from the CTEQ program [10], the estimate for n(E,,)
agrees with that in Ref. [9]. Next, we take the band
structure into account: opy is completely unsuppressed
for E,, inside a Bloch band and totally suppressed for
E,4, in a band gap. It turns out this result is close to the
above simple estimate if we choose the critical Eyy = 9.1
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FIG. 1. Solid curve is (Epp) = osv(Epp)/opv (13 TeV) with
the 6 phase suppression (PS) as a function of E,,. The dashed
curve is the n(Ep,) without the PS for comparison. Bloch
bands for the AKY potential produce a very similar result as
bands for the Manton potential shown here.

TeV instead of 9.0 TeV. However, even inside a Bloch
band, not all E,, goes to BV scatterings; some energies
flow to the baryon-conserving (BC) channel.

We also perform estimates on the BV cross-section in-
cluding this phase space suppression factor, again using
parton distribution functions (PDFs) from the CTEQ
program [10]. Our final result is presented in Fig. 1.
We see that opyv (25 TeV) is 4 orders-of-magnitude bigger
than opyv(13TeV). Including gluon + quark scattering
has little effect on the result as gluon PDF is rather soft,
as shown in Fig. 2.

II. ESTIMATE OF 7(E,,)

Consider proton-proton (pp) collisions. In the center
of mass (COM) frame, the proton momenta are P; =
(E,0,0,F) and P, = (E,0,0,—F). where s = 4E2. So
the quark-quark momentum is

v = 1’1P1 + £B2P2 = ((.’El +.’£2)E,0,0, (1’1 — xg)E) 5 (2)

where x; is the fraction of momentum carried by quark
gj. The invariant energy carried by the quark-quark sys-
tem is v, where

v? = 21295 , (3)

Let fq/p(2;, Q?) be the PDF of quark g; inside a proton
at the scale Q). So the BV cross-section opy (Eyp) is given
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FIG. 2. The solid curve is n(Epp) without gluon contribution.
The dashed curve is n(Epp) with gluon + quark scattering
included for 50-100 TeV. Here they are calculated under the
cut-off model with the effective cut-off at Fspn = 9.1 TeV and
0 phase suppression.

by, before the inclusion of the phase space factor,

oBv (Epp) = Z/dwlfq/p@l’s)
qq’

X /defq//p(zQas)oA—BV(v) ) (4)
s, and v = /2122y

where I, =

A. Crude Estimate

We can make a rough analytical estimate to get some
idea, even though the resulting numerical values need
improvement. As a start, we consider a simple (toy)
PDF for valence quarks ¢ in a proton which is scale-
independent,

fq/p(m) = Aq$2(1 - x)g ) (5)

where fol dx fup(x) = 2 and fol dx fq/p(x) = 1. This PDF
(5) allows an analytic discussion, but is only qualitatively
valid.

If we do not care about species, we shall choose
fol dxfy/p(x) = 3, so Ay = 180. The Bloch-wave pic-
ture indicates that the 6y (v) is exponentially enhanced
when v 2 Egpn due to the overlap of high energy Bloch
bands. Thus, for the purpose of estimating, we here sim-
ply take a cut-off model,

By (v) = {”O ’

0, otherwise ’

1Ty > C

(6)



where ¢ = (Egpn/Epp)?. 00 is an overall normalization.
We may assume that, for v > 10TeV, 09 < Gtotal (PP),
where oota1 (pp) does not vary much. Since we are com-
paring the BV event rate between different E,, (1), the
value of gg is not important here. With this approxima-
tion, we could write

1 1
JBV(EPP) ~ Agﬂo/ dx1(1 — xl)S/ d(ﬂQ(l - ZQ)S
c C/wl
= Ao G(c) , (7)
where
1 10 27 54 23
Gle) = — L 03 204 _2%5 205
=350 9¢ *16° “25°  36°

+ (1 + 9c—l— gc + 103> Alne
3 4 5 6 '
As a check, we have ogy(c=1) = 0.

As a reasonable approximation, we take Egp, = 9TeV
as a benchmark. For E,, = 13TeV, ¢ = (9/13)% = 0.479,
while ¢ = 0.413 for E,, = 14TeV, etc.

So we have 7(13.6 TeV) = 1.80 and n(14 TeV) = 2.51.
This indicates that only a factor of 2.5 gains in going from
13 TeV to 14 TeV. Compared to higher energies, we now
have (20 TeV) = 23.2 and 7(25TeV) = 39.6. About a
factor of 20 gain from 13 to 20 TeV. For even higher ener-
gies, n(50TeV) = 61.1 and 7(100 TeV) = 62.8. One im-
proves a little (1.03 gain) going from 50 TeV to 100 TeV,
which is much less efficient compared to the improve-
ment from 13 Tev to 25 TeV. This is due to the behavior
at x — 0 which comes from z? suppression. That is, the
enhancement is saturated.

B. Numerical Estimate with 0 Phase Suppression

Eq. (6) is an oversimplification of the Bloch-wave so-
lution. According to the Bloch-wave picture [4, 11], we
have épy(v) = op if v falls inside a Bloch wave band
and 6py(v) = 0 otherwise. The center energies of Bloch
bands and their widths are shown in Table I. Here for
those bands with energies above the first row in Table I,
we consider them to be continuous due to the overlaps.
So, for example, dpyv(v > 9.113TeV) = o for Manton
potential. We neglect those bands with widths smaller
than 1072 TeV.

The PDF Eq. (5) used in the last subsection is also
too crude. Here we use realistic PDFs from the CTEQ
program. According to CT18 [10], the PDF's at the initial
scale Qg = 1.3 GeV could be parametrized as

fQ/P(x7 Q(z)) = aoxalil(l - x)azpq(yq;al% Ay, ) )
where P, (yq;as3,a4,---) and y,(z) are the polynomial

functions that have different forms for each species. For
PDFs at a higher energy scale, one could compute them

TABLE 1. Bloch Wave Bands from Ref. [4]. Here E; is the
band center energy and A; is the band width. Those bands
with a width smaller than 10~° TeV are neglected for simplic-
ity.

Manton AKY
EZ/TGV AZ/TGV EZ/TeV AZ/TeV
9.113 0.01555 9.110 0.01134
9.081 7.192 x 1073 9.084 4.957 x 1073
9.047 2.621 x 1073 9.056 1.718 x 1073
9.010 8.255 x 1074 9.026 5.186 x 1074
8.971 2.382 x 1074 8.994 1.438 x 1074
8.931 6.460 x 1075 8.961 3.747 x 107°
8.890 1.666 x 10~° 8.927 9.279 x 107¢
8.847 4.114 x 1076 8.892 2.198 x 10~
8.804 9.779 x 10~ 7 8.857 5.008 x 10~7
8.759 2.245 x 107”7 8.802 1.101 x 1077
8.714 4.993 x 1078 8.783 2.341 x 1078
8.668 1.078 x 1078 8.745 4.828 x 107°
8.621 2.262 x 107°
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FIG. 3. A sketch of phase space for z1—xz2. Gray shaded

region is the integration region in Eq. (4), where v falls in the
Bloch bands.

by using renormalization equations. Details for those pa-
rameter values, polynomial forms, and higher scale evo-
lution are included in Ref. [10]. Here we take the results
from Ref. [10] to estimate the n(E,)).

The PDFs morph for higher scale. f(z — 0,Q?) will
usually becomes larger for higher @) for every species.
Also, the contribution from sea quarks and valance
quarks shall be comparable for small z. As we go to
higher energies, one shall include more bands, and the
integration region in x1—x2 phase space grows to include
the smaller = region This leads to the enhancement of
the n(E,,) for higher energies.

So far we have neglected the baryon-number conserv-
ing (BC) direction. Recall that different n states have
different numbers of baryons and leptons and so their



ground states have slightly different energies. The re-
sulting effective sphaleron potential is a slightly tilted
periodic potential. In quantum mechanics, this alone will
suppress the BV process, i.e., An = 0. It is the presence
of the BC direction that allows finite An BV process to
happen [12]. For our purpose here, we do not consider
the tilted potential and take that including the BC di-
rection in the phase space will further suppress the BV
cross-section.

Here we consider a simple scenario, named 6 phase
suppression (PS). There are two orthogonal momentum
directions in the phase space: the BC and BV directions.
One could write down

EX =v*=E}+EY, (8)

where Eg(y) stands for the energy that goes into the
baryon-number conserving (violating) direction. By in-
troducing a parameter 6, which is a random number that
differs for every collision, one could conclude that only
Eyv = vsinf shall participate in the BV process. Thus,
the cross-section is given by

Fov (Eppr0) = 3 / dz1 fyp(@1, 5)

q,q’

X / dxy fgr /p(22, 5)0BYV (Vsin f)

g0 Z IQQ’(Sﬂ 0) . (9)
a9

where
Ty (s,0) — /D oy ) @) - (10)

Since we are considering Bloch bands here, such integra-
tion is performed over discontinuing bands as illustrated
in Fig. 3. Here D(0) is the shaded region,

A, A
B~ 5 S VinmEysind < B+ - (11)

where F; is the center energy of i-th Bloch band and A;
is its width. For fixed E,,, one could see that smaller
f indicates that one has to integrate over lower bands
region in the phase space, where the band gaps are rela-
tively huge and widths are exponentially smaller. Thus
an extra suppression factor appears. Note that setting
6 = 7/2 is equivalent to no suppression scenario. As
shown in Fig. 4, smaller 8 shall lead to huge suppression
on the integration.

The cross-section gy depends on 6 for every event.
We average out 6 according to its probability density
P(#), to compare the efficiency for different E,, in ob-
serving BV events. Thus, we have

JBV(Epp) = /5BV(Eppa9)P(9)d9

2 7!‘/2
WUOZ/O d0 Iy (s,0) .  (12)
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FIG. 4. I, as a function of 0 for E,, = 13 TeV. Here Manton
and AKY potentials lead to very similar results. Other I,y
also gives a similar suppression behavior.

It is natural to assume that 6 is sampled from a uniform
distribution for every collision. Here we choose P() =
2/m for § € [0, 7/2] in the second line above.

The summation shall run over all quark species that
participate in the BV process. For simplicity, we consider
only the dominating contribution from

¢,.q € {u,d, s, u,d,3} . (13)

The gluons do not participate in weak interactions and
so contribute to the BV process only indirectly. So their
contributions are not included here.

As a comparison between the simple cut-off (Eq.(6))
and band structure model of gy (v), in Table II we
show the numerical result of ogv(E,p)/00 with various
Eqpn chosen for cut-off model together with the band
structure. Note that here they are both under the 6
PS. As one can see, the n(Ep,) result with the band
structure is equivalent to a simple cut-off with an ef-
fective Egpn o~ 9.1TeV, slightly higher than the actual
Egpn = 9.0TeV. Also, one sees that the differences be-
tween Manton and AKY potentials are minor.

Figure 1 shows the enhancement on opy(Epy) in Man-
ton potential. For comparison, in AKY potential, one
finds n(14TeV) ~ 6.51, n(20TeV) ~ 1.84 x 103 and
n(25TeV) ~ 1.55 x 10*; that is a 4 orders of magni-
tude enhancement going from 13TeV to 25TeV. How-
ever, going from 50TeV to 100TeV will only give us
roughly 1 order-of-magnitude improvement in the event
rate. Note that the size of phase space suppression from
the random @ is about 1 order of magnitude at the begin-
ning, E,, ~ 13 TeV, and decreases to only roughly 0.5 at
Epp, ~100TeV.

C. Numerical Estimate with K Phase Suppression

We consider another scenario, which simply introduces
a suppression factor to the cross-section integral, named



TABLE II. o(Epp) with band structure and simple cut-off (Eq. (6)).

columns are cut-off models and the last two are band models.

Here 6 phase suppression is applied. The first three

Epp/TeV O(EPP)/JO
FEspn = 8.5TeV Espn = 9.0TeV Espn = 9.1TeV Manton AKY
13 8.107 x 1077 1.903 x 1077 1.398 x 1077 1.431 x 1077 1.414 x 1077
13.6 2.174 x 1076 6.014 x 1077 4.584 x 1077 4.667 x 1077 4.629 x 1077
14 3.881 x 107° 1.173 x 107° 9.121 x 1077 9.282 x 1077 9.212 x 1077
20 5.432 x 1074 2.940 x 10™* 2.259 x 1074 2.614 x 10™* 2.605 x 10™*
25 0.003763 0.002394 0.002185 0.002197 0.002192
27 0.006527 0.004323 0.003978 0.003998 0.003989
50 0.1479 0.1175 0.1123 0.1126 0.1125
75 0.5807 0.4871 0.4705 0.4715 0.4710
100 1.265 1.085 1.053 1.055 1.055
K phase suppression. This is Manton Potential with K PS and a=1
oBv(Epp) = 00 Z/ dzydzo K (v) 107
0.q 7P
% farp(@1,8) fy pplaa,s),  (14) 10°f
where the integration D = D(7/2) is the band structure 107
consideration without 6 suppression.
Naturally, the phase suppression factor K (v) shall in- [E‘n 10%F
terpolate from 0 to 1. This is because when the energy =
is small, one shall expect little budget for BV. Mean- 10°
while, when the energy is high enough, sphaleron poten-
tial could be neglected, and then the phase suppression 10°f
should vanish. Also, K(v) should be significantly en-
hanced when v ~ Eg, because the distinct scale in the 10
BV process is Egpn. Thus, we assume that A
K(0)=0, K(x)=1, K(Egpn)~0(0.1). (15) 0 13 20 2 5075 100
Eyp/TeV

Here we take a monotonically increasing function

K(v) = {i arctan [( E:’phf] }B . a6)

which is parameterized by a > 0 and § > 0. Note that
B = 0 corresponds to no suppression.

Adopting CT18 PDFs [10] and considering quark con-
tent Eq. (13) in the Bloch band picture, we numerically
calculate opy(E,,) in unit of op with various choice of
« and S in Table IIT and IV. Minor differences between
Manton and AKY potentials are observed and order-of-
magnitude behavior is the same. K factor suppression
is strong at low F,, and becomes weak when FE,, go
higher as anticipated. Figure 5 and Fig. 6 show the en-
hancement factor n(E,,) in the Manton potential, which
is similar to the AKY potential. As shown in Fig. 6,
varying o has little impact on n(E,,). For 8 = 10, one
essentially changes the behavior of K (Espy), which shall
lead to a significant change on 7n(E,,) and against our
assumption in Eq. (15). For reasonable choices of o and

FIG. 5. n(Epp) with K phase space suppression. Here we

choose Egpn = 9.0 TeV and a = 1.

B, one shall have ~ 4 order enhancement on BV event
rate going from E,, = 13 TeV to 25TeV, and only about
1 order gain from FE,, = 50 TeV to 100 TeV.

III. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

In this short note, we demonstrate the enhancement of
the baryon-number violating event rate when the COM
energy for the pp collider is increased. The estimate in-
cludes the Bloch band structure for unsuppressed BV
scatterings and the phase space suppression from the
baryon-number conserving direction. The Bloch band
structure yields an effective cut-off of E,y ~ 9.1 TeV, a



TABLE III. o(Epp) with K phase suppression factor in band model of Manton potential. Here Espn = 9 TeV.

U(Epp)/JO
E,,/TeV
8=0 a=1 a=1 a=1 a=0.1 a=10

(No PS) 8=0.1 B8=1 8=10 B=1 B=1
13 9.757 x 1077 9.128 x 1077 5.013 x 107 1.274 x 107° 4.892 x 1077 6.132 x 1077
13.6 2.987 x 107 2.795 x 107 1.593 x 10~¢ 4.034 x 107° 1.498 x 1076 1.912 x 1076
14 5.721 x 107 5.355 x 107 2.945 x 1076 7.898 x 107° 2.870 x 1076 3.701 x 10~
20 0.001149 0.001078 6.081 x 1074 2.180 x 107 5.779 x 1074 8.329 x 1074
25 0.008321 0.007821 0.004481 2.015 x 107° 0.004193 0.006363
27 0.01448 0.01362 0.007846 3.842 x 107° 0.007301 0.01125
50 0.3106 0.2936 0.1773 0.001853 0.1576 0.2637
75 1.153 1.093 0.6805 0.01169 0.5872 1.011
100 2.423 2.302 1.460 0.03421 1.238 2.158

TABLE 1IV. o(E,p) with K phase suppression factor in band model of AKY potential. Here Eg,n = 9TeV.

o(Epp)/o0
E,,/TeV
B=0 a=1 a=1 a=1 a=0.1 a=10

(No PS) B=0.1 B=1 B =10 B=1 B=1
13 9.648 x 107" 9.026 x 1077 4.959 x 1077 1.263 x 1077 4.837 x 1077 6.076 x 1077
13.6 2.966 x 107° 2.776 x 107° 1.529 x 107° 4.014 x 107° 1.488 x 107© 1.901 x 107°
14 5.679 x 107° 5.316 x 107° 2.933 x 107° 7.856 x 107 2.849 x 107° 3.680 x 107°
20 0.001144 0.001074 6.058 x 1074 2.175 x 107° 5.756 x 107* 8.305 x 1074
25 0.008303 0.007803 0.004471 2.013 x 107° 0.004184 0.006353
27 0.01445 0.01359 0.007830 3.839 x 107° 0.007286 0.01123
50 0.3102 0.2931 0.1771 0.001852 0.1573 0.2635
75 1.152 1.093 0.6803 0.01169 0.5871 1.011
100 2.423 2.301 1.460 0.03421 1.238 2.158
little above the simple cut-off of Fy, ~ 9.0 TeV !. The For even higher energies, we have
phase space suppression factor is formulated in two ways,
# and K phase suppression. € scenario introduces a ran-
dom parameter 6 for every collision describing the energy (50 TeV) ~ 3.2-8.0 x 10°,
budget of participating in the BV and BC process. We n(100 TeV) ~ 2.5-7.5 x 10° . (18)

compare the event rate for different COM energy by in-
tegrating out #, which is sampled from a uniform distri-
bution. K PS scenario introduces a monotonic function
that describes the suppression from phase space. For
reasonable choices of parameters in K, we have similar
results as that in the 6 PS case.

In summary, combining all scenarios considered above,
we now have (n(13TeV) = 1 by definition), up to two
significant digits,

1(13.6 TeV
n(14 TeV

(20 TeV
n(25 TeV

~3.1-3.3,
~5.96.5,

~1.2-1.8 x 10°,

~ 0.86-1.6 x 10 . (17)

~— — ~— —

The results indicate that increasing the COM pp energy
from 13 TeV to 25TeV will yield a huge enhancement
to the event rate, while the enhancement will be more
modest going from 50 TeV to 100 TeV.
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