arXiv:0910.2239v1 [hep-th] 12 Oct 2009

UPR-1212-T ROM2F/2009/20

Mass Hierarchies vs. Proton Decay in MSSM Orientifold Compactifications^∗

Mirjam Cvetič^1, James Halverson^1, Robert Richter^2

1 Department of Physics and Astronomy, University of Pennsylvania, Philadelphia, PA 19104-6396, USA 2 Dipartimento di Fisica and Sezione I.N.F.N.

Università di Roma “Tor Vergata” Via della Ricerca Scientifica, 00133 Roma, Italy

cvetic@cvetic.hep.upenn.edu, jhal@sas.upenn.edu,
           rrichter@roma2.infn.it

Abstract

We review two systematic bottom-up analyses of MSSM quivers recently performed by the authors. We extend the analysis of [1] by including constraints arising from proton decay via dimension 5 operators and present all four-stack quivers in the Madrid embedding which satisfy this additional constraint. Furthermore, we investigate and make precise the interplay between mass hierarchies obtained via factorizable Yukawa textures and the presence of dimension 5 proton decay operators in MSSM orientifold compactifications. We discuss this issue in a five-stack quiver, first presented in [2], which exhibits proper mass hierarchies and no rapid proton decay.

∗The work is based in part on talks given at DPF ‘09 (M.C.), String Phenomenology ‘09 (M.C., R.R.), Supersymmetry ‘09 (M.C.) and Galileo Galilei Institute School on String Theory (M.C.).

1 Introduction

There have been extensive efforts [3, 4, 5, 1, 2, 6], recently, to construct semirealistic bottom-up MSSM quivers realized by intersecting D-branes (and their T-dual pictures)^1. In these compactifications, the gauge groups arise from stacks of D6-branes that fill out four-dimensional spacetime and wrap three-cycles in the internal Calabi-Yau threefold. Chiral matter arises at the intersection of two different D6-brane stacks in the internal space, and the multiplicity of the chiral matter is given by the topological intersection number of the respective three-cycles.

Once the MSSM spectrum has been realized^2, the next step is to investigate finer details, such as the Yukawa couplings, which can be extracted from string amplitudes [23, 24, 25, 26] and are typically suppressed by worldsheet instantons [12, 27]. While worldsheet instantons can in principle account for the observed mass scales, a large amount of fine-tuning is required to obtain realistic mass hierarchies and mixings. Furthermore, they are of no help in generating couplings that are perturbatively forbidden due to the violation of global U(1)’s, which are remnants of the generalized Green-Schwarz mechanism. In the absence of other effects, the perturbative absence of Yukawa couplings often gives rise to massless fermions, which is a phenomenological disaster.

Recently, it has been realized that D-brane instantons can break these global symmetries and generate otherwise forbidden couplings [28, 29, 30, 31]^3. In Type IIA compactifications, the relevant objects are so-called E2-instantons, which wrap a three-cycle in the internal manifold and are point-like in spacetime. An instanton of this type can generate a perturbatively forbidden superpotential term only if it compensates for the global U(1) charges carried by the forbidden coupling. This instanton induced coupling is suppressed by the classical action of the instanton, which depends on the volume of the three-cycle that the instanton wraps. Thus, one naturally obtains a hierarchy between perturbatively realized couplings and non-perturbatively induced couplings, and more generally between two couplings generated by instantons carrying different global U(1) charges.

Often times, the same instanton which generates a perturbatively forbidden, but desired, coupling also gives rise to phenomenological drawbacks, such as the generation of R-parity violating couplings or a μ-term which is too large. In [1], the authors present the entire class of globally consistent three-stack and four-stack MSSM D-brane quivers which give rise to the MSSM superpotential, induced perturbatively or non-perturbatively, and furthermore satisfy bottom-

1For reviews on this subject, see [7, 8, 9].

2For original work on globally consistent non-supersymmetric intersecting D-branes, see [10, 11, 12, 13], and for chiral globally consistent supersymmetric ones, see [14, 15]. For supersymmetric MSSM realizations, see [16, 17, 18], and for supersymmetric constructions within type II RCFT’s, see [19, 20]. The first local (bottom-up) constructions were discussed in [21, 22].

3For a recent review on the D-instanton effects, see [32] and also [33, 34, 35].

up constraints that ensure the absence of major phenomenological drawbacks. The constraints ensure the absence of R-parity violating couplings on both the perturbative and non-perturbative level, a μ-term of the right order, and that all MSSM fermions are massive. Moreover, the quivers are required to exhibit a mechanism which explains the smallness of the neutrino masses.

In [5], the authors investigated how mass hierarchies arise in intersecting brane models, another very important phenomenological feature. In generating mass hierarchies, they presented and utilized the mechanism of family splitting, where different matter field families arise from different sectors in the D-brane spectrum. In such a case, some entries in a given Yukawa texture might be perturbatively allowed, whereas others are perturbatively forbidden and must be generated via D-instantons or higher order couplings containing the VEV’s of standard model singlets. This mechanism allows for Yukawa textures of a variety of different forms, which generically allow for interesting mass hierarchical structures.

Another mechanism that naturally gives rise to mass hierarchies between different families in D-brane compactifications was presented in [2] (see also [36, 3, 1]). In this mechanism, non-perturbative effects generate a factorizable Yukawa texture, Y^{IJ} ∼ Y^I Y^J , which only gives mass to one family. In order to induce masses for the remaining two families, the presence of two other instantons which wrap different cycles, but have the same intersection pattern, is required. Due to the fact that the instantons wrap different cycles in the internal manifold, they can account for the observed hierarchies.

Utilizing both family splitting and factorizable Yukawa textures for generating mass hierarchies, the four-stack quivers of [1] were further examined in [2], with the conclusion that none exhibit proper^4 mass hierarchies. Furthermore, in [2], five-stack models were investigated and one of a few quivers with proper hierarchies was presented. This quiver contains a dangerous dimension 5 proton decay operator u_Ru_Rd_RE_R which is generated by an instanton, but the associated suppression factor is high enough to ensure that the rate of proton decay due to the operator is below the current experimental bound. Furthermore, a tension was noticed in the Madrid embedding between down-flavor quark mass hierarchies obtained via factorizable Yukawa textures and the presence of proton decay operators.

In this note, we extend the analysis performed in [1] by embedding the constraints arising from proton decay via dimension 5 operators. We present all four-stack quivers in the Madrid embedding which pass this further constraint and will see that none of the four stack quivers give rise to the desired Yukawa textures. We also further investigate the tension between the presence of these dimension 5 operators and the presence of right-handed quarks transforming as

4We refer to a proper mass hierarchy as one that exhibits three families for the up-flavor quarks, down-flavor quarks, and charged leptons, as well as a t-quark which is much heavier than all other MSSM matter fields. Also note that, from this point on, we often refer to up-flavor and down-flavor quarks as up-quarks and down-quarks, for the sake of brevity.

antisymmetric representations of SU(3)_C , which can often often be utilized for giving mass hierarchies to either the up-quarks or down-quarks via factorizable Yukawa textures. It turns out that in any globally viable MSSM hypercharge embedding, the absence of right-handed quarks transforming as antisymmetric representations of SU(3)_C is sufficient to ensure that these dangerous operators are perturbatively absent and are not non-perturbatively generated by an instanton whose presence is required to generate a perturbatively forbidden, but desired, Yukawa coupling. We discuss these ideas in the context of a five-stack quiver, first presented in [2], which exhibits proper mass hierarchies and no rapid proton decay.

This note is organized as follows. In section 2, we present two mechanisms for obtaining mass hierarchies in orientifold compactifications. In section 3, we explicitly discuss the top-down and bottom-up constraints that we require quivers to satisfy. In section 4, we present current bounds on the suppression factors of dimension 5 operators due to the bound on the lifetime of the proton. We also discuss the interplay between mass hierarchies and proton decay. In section 5, we present all four-stack quivers in the Madrid embedding which are consistent with the strong constraints laid out in section 3 and analyze whether or not these quivers give rise to realistic hierarchies via the two mechanisms discussed in section 2. In section 6, we present an analysis of proton decay in the aforementioned five-stack quiver with proper mass hierarchies.

2 Mass Hierarchies in Orientifolds

A number of mechanisms exist which give rise to mass hierarchies in orientifold compactifications. We review^5 two of them here, both of which are independent of geometric specifics of the compactification manifold. A general feature exhibited by these compactifications is that they exhibit global U(1)’s which are remnants of the Green-Schwarz mechanism and often forbid phenomenologically desired Yukawa couplings. In such a case, these forbidden couplings may be generated by D-instantons [28, 30, 31] or higher order couplings containing the VEV’s of standard model singlets ϕ_i [37, 38, 5], provided that the global U(1) charges carried by these effects precisely cancel the charges of the forbidden Yukawa coupling. The suppression factors associated with these effects are e^{−SclE2} , where S^{cl}_{E2} is the classical action of the instanton, and ∏ i <ϕ_i> M_S , respectively. They

can account for the suppression of particular Yukawa couplings and thus might give an explanation for the fermion mass hierarchies of the MSSM. While both mechanisms we discuss ultimately utilize these suppression factors to obtain mass hierarchies, they are quite different from a physical and mathematical point of view.

5For a more in depth discussion of these mechanisms, see [2].

In [5], the authors utilized the mechanism of family splitting to generate mass hierarchies. In such a case, the fact that different families arise from different sectors in the D-brane spectrum gives their Yukawa texture entries different charges under the global U(1)’s. This might cause some entries of a given Yukawa texture Y^{IJ} to be perturbatively allowed, while others must be generated by a D-instanton or via higher order couplings. For example, in the four-stack quiver with the Madrid hypercharge embedding given by

U(1)_Y = 1 6 U(1)_a + 1 2 U(1)_c + 1 2 U(1)_d , (1)

an MSSM quiver might contain two families of the right-handed down-flavor quarks, d_R, which transform as (a, c), one family of d_R which transforms as (a, d), H_d transforming as (b, c), and all three families of q_L transforming as (a, b). In such a case, the down quark mass matrix would take the form

M = A A B A A B A A B (2)

where A and B carry different global U(1) charge, and thus are generated by different instantons^6. These instantons generically carry different suppression factors, since they wrap different cycles in the internal manifold. In this case we would expect two down-quark masses to have m ≃ A and one to have m ≃ B. Note well that this family splitting mechanism can be implemented equally well when the forbidden couplings are generated either by D-instantons or higher order couplings containing the VEV’s of standard model singlets.

Unlike the previous mechanism, the mechanism presented below is purely non-perturbative. In [2], the authors utilize the fact that D-instanton effects often give rise to factorizable Yukawa textures [36, 3, 1] to explain fermion mass hierarchies. We illustrate this mechanism with a concrete example. Consider three U(1) branes that exhibit the intersection pattern^7

I_{ab} = K I_{ac} = 0 I_{bc} = K ,

where we denote fields arising from the ab sector as Φ^I and fields arising from the bc sector as ~Φ^I . The superpotential term

Φ^I_{(1,−1,0)} ~Φ^J_{(0,1,−1)}

6The perturbatively missing couplings might also be generated via higher order couplings, where the SM singlets acquire a VEV. The consequences, however, are analogous to those of D-instantons. From now on we assume the perturbatively missing couplings are generated by D-instantons.

7Our sign convention is that positive intersection number I_{ab} = K correponds to K fields transforming as (a, b). Elsewhere in the literature, the opposite convention is sometimes chosen.

is perturbatively forbidden, where the subscript denotes the charge under the global U(1)_a, U(1)_b and U(1)_c, respectively. An instanton with the intersection pattern^8

I_{E2a} = 1 I_{E2b} = 0 I_{E2c} = −1 I^{N =2}_{E2b} = 1 (3)

carries global U(1) charge Q_{E2}(a) = −1, Q_{E2}(b) = 0 and Q_{E2}(c) = 1. Such an instanton exhibits four charged zero modes, namely λ_a, λ_b, λ_b and λ_c. Its action generically takes the form

S_{E2} = S^{cl}_{E2} + Y^{IJ} λ_a Φ^I ~Φ^J λ_c + Y^I λ_a Φ^I λ_b + Y^J λ_b ~Φ^J λ_c .

The contribution to the superpotential is calculated by performing the path integral over all instanton zero modes M_s ∫ d^4x d^2θ dλ_a dλ_b dλ_b dλ_c e^{−SE2} , where the Grassmann variables λ_b and λ_b prevent the Y^{IJ} term in the action from contributing. The resulting instanton induced mass matrix is given by

M^{IJ} = Y^I Y^J e^{−SclE2} M_s . (4)

Since this matrix factorizes, only one linear combination of Φ^I ~Φ^J becomes massive. An additional K −1 instantons with the intersection pattern (3) are required to ensure that each family receives a mass. The associated masses depend on the suppression factors of the instantons, which are generically of different order, since they wrap different cycles in the internal manifold. Thus, mass hierarchies can also be explained by non-perturbative effects which give rise to a factorizable Yukawa texture.

3 Top-Down and Bottom-Up Constraints

In this section, we briefly summarize the constraints we require D-brane quivers to satisfy. For a more detailed description, we refer the reader to [1]. We distinguish between the two different classes of constraints, top-down and bottom-up constraints. The former include constraints on the chiral matter field transformation behavior arising from tadpole cancellation and from the presence of a massless hypercharge U(1)_Y . The latter are due to experimental observations.

• All of the MSSM matter fields and the right-handed neutrino, apart from the Higgs fields, appear as chiral fields at intersections between two stacks of D-branes. Furthermore, the spectrum must contain no chiral exotics.

8Note that, for brevity’s sake, we have omitted discussion of the instanton without vector-like zero modes, since it does not give rise to a factorizable Yukawa texture. For a more complete discussion of this example, see [2].

• As discussed in [1], tadpole cancellation, which is a condition on the cycles that the D-branes wrap, imposes constraints on the transformation behavior of the chiral matter. For a stack of N_a D-branes with N_a > 1, the constraints read

#(a) − #(a) + (N_a − 4)#(_a) + (N_a + 4)#(_a) = 0 , (5)

while for N_a = 1 it is slightly modified and takes the form

#(a) − #(a) + 5#(_a) = 0 mod 3 . (6)

We require that all D-brane stacks satisfy these conditions.

• The presence of a massless U(1)_Y is also a condition on the cycles that the D-branes wrap, which puts constraints on the transformation behavior of the chiral matter, given by ∑ x≠a q_x N_x#(a, x) − ∑ x≠a q_x N_x#(a, x) = q_a N_a ( #(_a) + #(_a) ) (7)

for N_a > 1 and ∑ x≠a q_x N_x#(a, x) − ∑ x≠a q_x N_x#(a, x) = q_a #(a) − #(a) + 8#(_a) 3 (8) for N_a = 1. We require that all D-brane stacks satisfy these conditions.

• We require that each quiver exhibits non-zero masses for all three families of the up-quarks, down-quarks, and charged leptons.

• We forbid R-parity violating couplings on both the perturbative and nonperturbative level.

• We require that there is no instanton needed to generate a Yukawa coupling which also generates a tadpole N_R.

• We rule out setups which lead to a large family mixing in the quark Yukawa couplings [3, 4, 1].

• The D-brane quiver must allow for a mechanism which gives a μ-term of the observed order.

• We require that the D-brane quiver exhibits a mechanism which accounts for the smallness of the neutrino masses [28, 30, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43] .

• We require that the t-quark mass is at least two orders of magnitude larger than the masses of any other MSSM matter field.

• If present, we require that the suppression of the dimension 5 operators q_Lq_Lq_LL and u_Ru_Rd_RE_R is sufficient to satisfy the current bounds on proton decay, discussed in section 4.

Fore more details on the constraints, we refer the reader to [1, 2]. In constrast to [1], here we explicitly impose the proton decay constraint. Also, rather than marking them with a ♣, we remove all quivers with too much family mixing.

4 A Discussion of Proton Decay

In this section, we discuss further the constraints which ensure the absence of rapid proton decay due to dimension 5 operators. Such disastrous effects arise when the dimension 5 operators κ M_s q_L q_L q_L L and κ^′ M_s u_R u_R d_R E_R (9)

are present in the superpotential with inadequate suppression. Choosing M_s ≃ 10^{18} GeV , the experimental upper bound on the proton lifetime requires that κ and κ^′ satisfy

κ, κ^′ ≤ 10^{−8} , (10)

as given, for example, in [44]. Thus, any quiver in which either of these couplings is perturbatively realized exhibits rapid proton decay, since κ or κ^′ is O(1) in the absence of extreme fine-tuning due to worldsheet instanton suppression. Such a quiver is ruled out as unrealistic.

Fortunately, the operator q_Lq_Lq_LL can never be perturbatively realized, since it will always be charged under the global symmetry U(1)_a arising from the color D-brane stack. The coupling u_Ru_Rd_RE_R, on the other hand, has a chance of being uncharged under this symmetry, since in some hypercharge embeddings one of the right-handed quarks might transform as antisymmetric of SU(3)_C . This frequently occurs in quivers with a Madrid-type hypercharge embedding, where the d_R can transform in this fashion if it arises at the intersection of the a-brane with its orientifold image.

Furthermore, even if these couplings are perturbatively forbidden, they might be induced by an instanton which is required to generate one of the perturbatively forbidden, but desired, Yukawa couplings. In each case, a careful analysis of the suppression factors associated with such instantons is required to determine whether or not the bounds on κ and κ^′ in equation (10) are satisfied. A general rule of thumb, though, is that the quiver does not exhibit rapid proton decay if the instanton which induces one of the dimension 5 operators is required to induce the μ-term or a Dirac neutrino mass with Dirac-like suppression^9, since

9A “Dirac-like suppression” is one that explains the smallness of the neutrino masses without employing the seesaw mechanism [43] and is expected to be of the order 10^{−14} − 10^{−11}.

the suppression associated with these instantons is very high. On the other hand, instantons required to induce Yukawa couplings for the up-quarks, down-quarks, and charged leptons usually are not suppressed enough to satisfy the bounds. Note that in the absence of right-handed quarks transforming as antisymmetrics, the U(1)_a charge of both dimension 5 operators is different than that of any instanton required to generate an MSSM Yukawa coupling, and thus one does not have to worry about a desired Yukawa coupling inducing instanton generating the dangerous dimension 5 proton decay operators.

We emphasize that these statements apply to all globally viable^{10} hypercharge embeddings, rather than just the Madrid embedding, which was the only case discussed in [2]. Very precisely, this means that in any globally viable MSSM hypercharge embedding, the absence of right-handed quarks transforming as antisymmetrics of SU(3)_C is sufficient to ensure that these dangerous operators are perturbatively absent and are not non-perturbatively generated by an instanton whose presence is required to generate a perturbatively forbidden, but desired, Yukawa coupling. For the purpose of obtaining mass hierarchies, however, righthanded quarks transforming as antisymmetrics are quite useful, since it is only in this case that the corresponding Yukawa texture might be factorizable. Thus, there is a tension between a quiver obtaining quark mass hierarchies via a factorizable Yukawa texture and it not exhibiting dangerous dimension 5 operators which lead to rapid proton decay.

5 Semi-Realistic Four-Stack Madrid Quivers

In [1], the authors presented all four-stack D-brane quivers which realize the MSSM and satisfy most^{11} of the constraints discussed in section 3. Of the roughly 10, 000 setups that satisfied the constraints due to tadpole cancellation and the presence of a massless U(1)_Y , only about 70 pass the phenomenological bottomup constraints. The most fruitful hypercharge embedding is the Madrid embedding^{12}, U(1)_Y = 1 6 U(1)_a + 1 2 U(1)_c + 1 2 U(1)_d, (11)

10Many MSSM hypercharge embeddings exist, though only a small subset are able to satisfy the constraints due to tadpole cancellation and masslessness of U(1)_Y . The latter are what we mean by “globally viable” hypercharge embeddings, which are dicussed in an appendix in [2].

11Recall that, compared to [1], here we also impose the constraints which ensure the absence of dangerous dimension 5 operators. Therefore, the number of quivers listed above which satisfy the constraints in [1] would be further cut down by this additional constraint.

12Note that, in constrast to [1], we have chosen the Madrid embedding to have all plus signs. This is for consistency with the extended Madrid embedding convention in [2] and here. The sign in question is on the coefficient of U(1)_d, and quivers can be mapped from one convention to the other simply by exchanging d ↔ d^′ as stacks and sending d ↔ d in the transformation behavior.

which accounts for 45 of those solutions. This success is not entirely surprising, given that, in this embedding, a given MSSM matter field might transform in a number of different ways. For this hypercharge, the potential transformation behavior of the MSSM matter fields is given by

q_L : (a, b), (a, b) u_R : (a, c), (a, d) d_R :_a, (a, c), (a, d) L : (b, c), (b, c), (b, d), (b, d) E_R : (c, d),_c,_d N_R :_b,_b , (c, d), (c, d) H_u : (b, c), (b, c), (b, d), (b, d) H_d : (b, c), (b, c), (b, d), (b, d) . We extend the analysis of [1] by requiring that D-brane quivers in the Madrid embedding do not give rise to rapid proton decay. Furthermore, in contrast to [1], we explicitly remove quivers which exhibit an unrealistic CKM matrix. It is often quite obvious from the Yukawa textures Y_{qLHuUR} and Y_{qLHddR} whether or not this is the case. For example, the quark textures might take the form

Y_{qLHuuR} = P P P A A A A A A Y_{qLHddR} = B B B P P P P P P , (12)

where the entries P correspond to perturbatively realized couplings and the entries A and B correspond to perturbatively forbidden couplings that are generated with suppression by instantons. Since the perturbatively realized couplings are generically of higher order, matrix structures of this form immediately imply that there is too much family mixing, and thus an unrealistic CKM matrix.

With regard to proton decay, it turns out that any four-stack quiver in the Madrid embedding satisfying the previously discussed top-down and bottom-up constraints exhibits u_Ru_Rd_RE_R at the perturbative level if and only if it has a right-handed down-flavor quark, d_R, transforming as antisymmetric of SU(3)_C . For all other quivers none of the dangerous dimension 5 operators is realized perturbatively. Moreover, in these quivers no instanton whose presence is required to induce some of the perturbatively missing MSSM couplings generates the dimension 5 operators q_Lq_Lq_LL or u_Ru_Rd_RE_R. In Table 1, we display all setups which satisfy all the constraints presented in section 3. We emphasize again that there is no quiver with d_R transforming as an antisymmetric of SU(3)_c, realized here as_a, due to the interplay between antisymmetrics and rapid proton decay.

Note that, in comparison to [1], which did not omit quivers with too much family mixing or rapid proton decay, there are far fewer solutions here. One drastic consequence of the additional constraints is that the mass hierarchy of the surviving quivers tends to be worse. Specifically, one quiver of [1], discussed explicitly in [2], nearly exhibited proper mass hierarchy, with the only deficiency being the existence of two up-quark hierarchies, rather than three. This quiver does not survive the additional constraints, and moreover all of the quivers in Table 1 have additional mass hierarchical deficiencies. These deficiencies might include a perturbatively realized down-quark or charged lepton coupling, or only two hierarchies for the down-quarks or charged leptons. This further motivates the examination of five-stack quivers.

Solution q_L d_R u_R L E_R N_R H_u H_d (a, b) (a, b) (a, c) (a, d) (a, c) (a, d) (b, c) (b, d) (b, d) (c, d)_{c d b b} (c, d) (c, d) (b, c) (b, c) (b, d) (b, d) (b, c) 1^† 3 0 3 0 0 3 0 0 3 0 0 3 2 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 2 3 0 3 0 0 3 0 0 3 1 0 2 2 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 3 3 0 3 0 2 1 0 0 3 2 1 0 2 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 4 3 0 3 0 2 1 0 0 3 0 2 1 2 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 5 3 0 3 0 3 0 0 0 3 2 1 0 2 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 6 3 0 3 0 3 0 0 0 3 0 2 1 2 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 7 3 0 3 0 3 0 0 0 3 1 2 0 2 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 8^♥ 0 3 0 3 0 3 3 0 0 2 0 1 0 3 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 9^♥ 0 3 0 3 0 3 3 0 0 0 1 2 0 3 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 10 0 3 0 3 1 2 3 0 0 3 0 0 0 3 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 11 0 3 0 3 1 2 3 0 0 1 1 1 0 3 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 12^† 0 3 0 3 3 0 3 0 0 0 3 0 0 3 0 0 1 0 0 0 1

Table 1: Spectra for the setups with U(1)_Y =^1_6 U(1)_a +^1_2 U(1)_c +^1_2 U(1)_d.

6 A Quiver with Proper Mass Hierarchies and No Dangerous Proton Decay

Though the quivers in the previous section are compatible with all bottom-up constraints arising from experimental observations, they all fail to exhibit proper mass hierarchies. Extending the quiver by an additional U(1) D-brane stack might give rise to setups which exhibit proper hierarchies. This possibility was examined in [2], where it was shown that there are only three possible five-stack hypercharge embeddings which might possibly give rise to the experimentally observed inter- and intra-family mass hierarchies while satisfying all the topdown and bottom-up constraints. The most promising of these is the extended Madrid embedding,

U(1)_Y = 1 6 U(1)_a + 1 2 U(1)_c + 1 2 U(1)_d + 1 2 U(1)_e . (13)

With this embedding, there are a few quivers which not only exhibit proper mass hierarchies, but also overcomes the serious issue of the dangerous dimension

5 operators which lead to rapid proton decay. We now present one such quiver^{13}, first discussed in [2], where the origin and transformation of the MSSM matter fields is given in Table 2.

Sector Matter Fields Transformation Multiplicity Hypercharge ab q_L (a, b) 1^1_6 ab^′ q_L (a, b) 2^1_6 ac^′ u_R (a, c) 2 −^2_3 ad^′ u_R (a, d) 1 −^2_3 aa^′ d_{R a} 3^1_3 bc^′ H_u (b, c) 1^1_2 bd^′ L (b, d) 3 −^1_2 be^′ H_d (b, e) 1^1_2 ce^′ E_R (c, e) 2 1 ce N_R (c, e) 1 0 dd^′ E_{R d} 1 1 de N_R (d, e) 2 0 Table 2: A quiver in the extended Madrid embedding.

As discussed in section 4, the absence of right-handed quarks transforming as antisymmetric representations of SU(3)_C is sufficient to ensure that the dangerous dimension 5 operators q_Lq_Lq_LL and u_Ru_Rd_RE_R are perturbatively absent and are not generated by an instanton whose presence is required to induce one of the perturbatively missing, but desired, Yukawa couplings. Thus, as is evident from the spectrum, this quiver might potentially exhibit rapid proton decay. In fact, the presence of this transformation behavior for the right-handed downflavor quarks is precisely the reason why they have three mass hierarchies in this quiver. A closer look reveals that both operators, q_Lq_Lq_LL and u_Ru_Rd_RE_R, are absent on perturbative level. Moreover, the coupling q_Lq_Lq_LL is not induced by any of the instantons which are required to generate the perturbatively missing MSSM couplings.

On the other hand, the dimension 5 operator u_Ru_Rd_RE_R is generated by an instanton with the intersection pattern^{14}

I_{E2a} = 0 I_{E2b} = 0 I_{E2c} = 0 I_{E2d} = −1 I_{E2e} = 1 I^{N =2}_{E2c} = 1 .

whose presence is required to induce a Dirac neutrino mass term. Whether or not this operator gives rise to rapid proton decay depends entirely on whether

13A detailed discussion in [2] showed that this quiver exhibits proper mass hierarchy. Here, instead of discussing mass hierarchical specifics, we focus on the interplay between mass hierarchies and proton decay.

14Here we assume that the instanton wraps an orientifold invariant cycle and thus exhibits the right uncharged zero mode structure to give contributions to the superpotential [45, 46, 47, 40].

or not the suppression factor κ^′ ≃ e^{−SclE2} satisfies the bound in equation (10). The value of the suppression factor itself is determind by which Yukawa coupling the instanton is required to induce. Here the instanton induces the Dirac neutrino mass term and thus the suppression factor is expected to be in the range 10^{−14} − 10^{−11}, which is more than enough to evade the bound on proton lifetime. Moreover, the presence of the instanton is not required, since experiments have not yet ruled out the possibility of a massless neutrino family. In that case, the dimension 5 operator u_R u_R d_R E_R would not be induced by any of the instantons generating the perturbatively missing MSSM couplings. We conclude that this quiver does not suffer from rapid proton decay, and thus provides a viable setup which gives rise to realistic phenomenology.

Acknowledgments We thank M. Ambroso, M. Bianchi, T. Brelidze, B. G. Chen, I. García-Etxebarria, L. E. Ibáñez, E. Kiritsis, A. Lionetto, J. F. Morales, B. Schellekens and T. Weigand for useful discussions. The work is supported by the DOE Grant DOE- EY-76-02-3071, the NSF RTG grant DMS-0636606 and the Fay R. and Eugene L. Langberg Chair.

References

[1] M. Cvetič, J. Halverson, and R. Richter, “Realistic Yukawa structures from orientifold compactifications,” 0905.3379.

[2] M. Cvetič, J. Halverson, and R. Richter, “Mass Hierarchies from MSSM Orientifold Compactifications,” 0909.4292.

[3] L. E. Ibáñez and R. Richter, “Stringy Instantons and Yukawa Couplings in MSSM-like Orientifold Models,” JHEP 03 (2009) 090, 0811.1583.

[4] G. K. Leontaris, “Instanton induced charged fermion and neutrino masses in a minimal Standard Model scenario from intersecting D- branes,”

0903.3691.

[5] P. Anastasopoulos, E. Kiritsis, and A. Lionetto, “On mass hierarchies in orientifold vacua,” 0905.3044.

[6] E. Kiritsis, M. Lennek, and B. Schellekens, “SU(5) orientifolds, Yukawa couplings, Stringy Instantons and Proton Decay,” 0909.0271.

[7] R. Blumenhagen, M. Cvetič, P. Langacker, and G. Shiu, “Toward realistic intersecting D-brane models,” Ann. Rev. Nucl. Part. Sci. 55 (2005) 71–139, hep-th/0502005.

[8] F. Marchesano, “Progress in D-brane model building,” Fortsch. Phys. 55 (2007) 491–518, hep-th/0702094.

[9] R. Blumenhagen, B. Körs, D. Lüst, and S. Stieberger, “Four-dimensional String Compactifications with D-Branes, Orientifolds and Fluxes,” Phys. Rept. 445 (2007) 1–193, hep-th/0610327.

[10] R. Blumenhagen, L. Görlich, B. Körs, and D. Lüst, “Noncommutative compactifications of type I strings on tori with magnetic background flux,” JHEP 10 (2000) 006, hep-th/0007024.

[11] G. Aldazabal, S. Franco, L. E. Ibáñez, R. Rabadán, and A. M. Uranga, “D = 4 chiral string compactifications from intersecting branes,” J. Math. Phys. 42 (2001) 3103–3126, hep-th/0011073.

[12] G. Aldazabal, S. Franco, L. E. Ibáñez, R. Rabadan, and A. M. Uranga, “Intersecting brane worlds,” JHEP 02 (2001) 047, hep-ph/0011132.

[13] R. Blumenhagen, B. Körs, D. Lüst, and T. Ott, “The standard model from stable intersecting brane world orbifolds,” Nucl. Phys. B616 (2001) 3–33,

hep-th/0107138.

[14] M. Cvetič, G. Shiu, and A. M. Uranga, “Three-family supersymmetric standard like models from intersecting brane worlds,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 87 (2001) 201801, hep-th/0107143.

[15] M. Cvetič, G. Shiu, and A. M. Uranga, “Chiral four-dimensional N = 1 supersymmetric type IIA orientifolds from intersecting D6-branes,” Nucl. Phys. B615 (2001) 3–32, hep-th/0107166.

[16] G. Honecker and T. Ott, “Getting just the supersymmetric standard model at intersecting branes on the Z(6)-orientifold,” Phys. Rev. D70 (2004) 126010, hep-th/0404055.

[17] F. Gmeiner and G. Honecker, “Mapping an Island in the Landscape,” JHEP 09 (2007) 128, 0708.2285.

[18] F. Gmeiner and G. Honecker, “Millions of Standard Models on Z6-prime?,” JHEP 07 (2008) 052, 0806.3039.

[19] T. P. T. Dijkstra, L. R. Huiszoon, and A. N. Schellekens, “Supersymmetric Standard Model Spectra from RCFT orientifolds,” Nucl. Phys. B710 (2005) 3–57, hep-th/0411129.

[20] P. Anastasopoulos, T. P. T. Dijkstra, E. Kiritsis, and A. N. Schellekens, “Orientifolds, hypercharge embeddings and the standard model,” Nucl. Phys. B759 (2006) 83–146, hep-th/0605226.

[21] I. Antoniadis, E. Kiritsis, and T. N. Tomaras, “A D-brane alternative to unification,” Phys. Lett. B486 (2000) 186–193, hep-ph/0004214.

[22] G. Aldazabal, L. E. Ibáñez, F. Quevedo, and A. M. Uranga, “D-branes at singularities: A bottom-up approach to the string embedding of the standard model,” JHEP 08 (2000) 002, hep-th/0005067.

[23] M. Cvetič and I. Papadimitriou, “Conformal field theory couplings for intersecting D-branes on orientifolds,” Phys. Rev. D68 (2003) 046001,

hep-th/0303083.

[24] S. A. Abel and A. W. Owen, “Interactions in intersecting brane models,” Nucl. Phys. B663 (2003) 197–214, hep-th/0303124.

[25] D. Lüst, P. Mayr, R. Richter, and S. Stieberger, “Scattering of gauge, matter, and moduli fields from intersecting branes,” Nucl. Phys. B696 (2004) 205–250, hep-th/0404134.

[26] M. Bertolini, M. Billó, A. Lerda, J. F. Morales, and R. Russo, “Brane world effective actions for D-branes with fluxes,” Nucl. Phys. B743 (2006) 1–40, hep-th/0512067.

[27] D. Cremades, L. E. Ibáñez, and F. Marchesano, “Yukawa couplings in intersecting D-brane models,” JHEP 07 (2003) 038, hep-th/0302105.

[28] R. Blumenhagen, M. Cvetič, and T. Weigand, “Spacetime instanton corrections in 4D string vacua - the seesaw mechanism for D-brane models,” Nucl. Phys. B771 (2007) 113–142, hep-th/0609191.

[29] M. Haack, D. Krefl, D. Lüst, A. Van Proeyen, and M. Zagermann, “Gaugino condensates and D-terms from D7-branes,” JHEP 01 (2007) 078,

hep-th/0609211.

[30] L. E. Ibáñez and A. M. Uranga, “Neutrino Majorana masses from string theory instanton effects,” JHEP 03 (2007) 052, hep-th/0609213.

[31] B. Florea, S. Kachru, J. McGreevy, and N. Saulina, “Stringy instantons and quiver gauge theories,” JHEP 05 (2007) 024, hep-th/0610003.

[32] R. Blumenhagen, M. Cvetič, S. Kachru, and T. Weigand, “D-brane Instantons in Type II String Theory,” 0902.3251.

[33] N. Akerblom, R. Blumenhagen, D. Lüst, and M. Schmidt-Sommerfeld, “D-brane Instantons in 4D Supersymmetric String Vacua,” Fortsch. Phys. 56 (2008) 313–323, 0712.1793.

[34] M. Cvetič, R. Richter, and T. Weigand, “D-brane instanton effects in Type II orientifolds: local and global issues,” 0712.2845.

[35] M. Bianchi and M. Samsonyan, “Notes on unoriented D-brane instantons,”

0909.2173.

[36] R. Blumenhagen, M. Cvetič, D. Lüst, R. Richter, and T. Weigand, “Non-perturbative Yukawa Couplings from String Instantons,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 100 (2008) 061602, 0707.1871.

[37] B. Dutta and Y. Mimura, “Properties of fermion mixings in intersecting D-brane models,” Phys. Lett. B633 (2006) 761–770, hep-ph/0512171.

[38] C.-M. Chen, T. Li, V. E. Mayes, and D. V. Nanopoulos, “Yukawa Corrections from Four-Point Functions in Intersecting D6-Brane Models,” Phys. Rev. D78 (2008) 105015, 0807.4216.

[39] M. Cvetič, R. Richter, and T. Weigand, “Computation of D-brane instanton induced superpotential couplings - Majorana masses from string theory,” Phys. Rev. D76 (2007) 086002, hep-th/0703028.

[40] L. E. Ibáñez, A. N. Schellekens, and A. M. Uranga, “Instanton Induced Neutrino Majorana Masses in CFT Orientifolds with MSSM-like spectra,” JHEP 06 (2007) 011, arXiv:0704.1079 [hep-th].

[41] S. Antusch, L. E. Ibáñez, and T. Macri, “Neutrino Masses and Mixings from String Theory Instantons,” JHEP 09 (2007) 087,

arXiv:0706.2132 [hep-ph].

[42] M. Cvetič and T. Weigand, “Hierarchies from D-brane instantons in globally defined Calabi-Yau Orientifolds,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 100 (2008) 251601, 0711.0209.

[43] M. Cvetič and P. Langacker, “D-Instanton Generated Dirac Neutrino Masses,” Phys. Rev. D78 (2008) 066012, 0803.2876.

[44] I. Hinchliffe and T. Kaeding, “B+L violating couplings in the minimal supersymmetric Standard Model,” Phys. Rev. D47 (1993) 279–284.

[45] R. Argurio, M. Bertolini, S. Franco, and S. Kachru, “Metastable vacua and D-branes at the conifold,” JHEP 06 (2007) 017, hep-th/0703236.

[46] R. Argurio, M. Bertolini, G. Ferretti, A. Lerda, and C. Petersson, “Stringy Instantons at Orbifold Singularities,” JHEP 06 (2007) 067,

arXiv:0704.0262 [hep-th].

[47] M. Bianchi, F. Fucito, and J. F. Morales, “D-brane Instantons on the T6/Z3 orientifold,” JHEP 07 (2007) 038, arXiv:0704.0784 [hep-th].