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We have recalculated the structure-dependent part of the decay = — e+»+v, using the conserved vector
current hypothesis, in order to derive information on the axial-vector-current form factor. Earlier calcula-
tions of Bludman and Young have been extended by including, as a phenomenological parameter, the axial-
vector contribution relative to polar-vector, and by calculating integrals of the decay rate over various
portions of phase space likely to be measured. The experiments can be analyzed in terms of the mp coupling
to the axial-vector current. We conclude that the recent experiments of Depommier ef al. establish the
presence of such axial-vector structure contributing to the decay, but that one cannot assign this component
to a weak-interacting vector meson rather than to strong-interaction structure.

I. INTRODUCTION

HE radiative pion decay n~— [~v-++v (where !
is e or u) has been studied as a source of in-
formation on weak-interaction structure by a number
of authors.’=% The earlier work by one of us emphasized
the possibility of distinguishing structure-dependent
(SD) radiation from uninteresting inner bremsstrah-
lung, and of testing the conserved-vector-current
hypothesis. With these aims in mind, the simplest
assumptions were made about the axial-vector-current
contribution, based upon the idea that nucleons made
the principal contribution to this current. Since then,
meson states of lower mass, which are more important,
have been discovered. The conserved-vector-current
(CVC) theory has been established, and experiments
have been performed® demonstrating the presence of an
axial-vector contribution.

The present work is therefore devoted to an analysis
of the axial-vector-current contribution and of the
information on it that is obtainable in radiative decay
experiments. Besides such experiments, the axial-
vector current can also be studied through neutrino
experiments.

II. AXTAL-VECTOR-CURRENT CONTRIBUTION
TO RADIATIVE DECAY

The radiative decay amplitude can be written
as a sum of three terms which are separately gauge-
invariant:

(vlv out|r=)=IB+SDA+SDV, (2.1)

where IB is the inner bremmstrahlung term, SDA is the
structurally-dependent axial-vector term, and SDV
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is the structurally-dependent vector term:
mam,  \M2
IB=m f,e(———-—)
EEAPkg
p'é* P-e* ia',.wFuv
xa0| P s, (22

p-k Pk 4p-k
SDA=(G/V2){v| Ax(0) | m)ly, (2.3)
SDV=(G/N2){v|Vu(0)|m)i,. (2.4)

[Our metric is one in which the fourth component of a
four-vector is imaginary. P, k, p, P* and g, 0, m, O are
the four-momenta and masses of =, v, /, », respectively.
€. is the photon polarization vector. Fy,= (2ko)™'/
X (eu¥k,— €%ky), Fuv="T3€unolrpy Ly= (muom,/ EAE,) (1)
Xvu(1+7v5)1(»), ow=3%i(vv»—7»¥4). Our units are
such that e?/4r=a=1/137, GM 2=1.02X1075.]

In the above expression, f, is the amplitude for
nonradiative = decay, related to the = — I+ partial-
decay rate by

W= (f/4m)um*[1— (m/u)* P (2.5)

In (2.3), we exclude the contribution of the one-pion
intermediate state because this is included in IB.
The polar- and axial-vector-current matrix elements

(| Vu(0) | my=ia(2Po)2F , P, (2.6)
(v 44(0) [m)=ib(2P0) 1 F s Py (2.7)

define form factors @, b, which are functions of the

momentum transfer s=— (P—k)?, and which are real,

assuming time reversibility. '
The CVC hypothesis implies!*5

[2(0) | =4(20W o)V 2e~1u~32 (2.8)

where W ,o is the rate of the decay m®— vy-+~. Neglect-
ing any momentum dependence of a(s), SDV and IB
have now been determined.

In the next section we will sketch what enters into a
calculation of &(s). First, however, we extend the results
of Ref. 1 by computing various quantities in terms of a
phenomenological b(s).
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In place of F,, and its dual #,,, we introduce §,,*=F,,—F,, and §,,~=F,,~+F,,, which are amplitudes for
positive and negative helicity photons, respectively. In terms of these noninterfering amplitudes and the param-

eter v(s)=b(s)/a(s), Eq. (2.1) reads

” - iGa [(H—v) <1—7 +1py
Yiv,out|n )= — |F— —-—)ﬂ’p:l Y
2pgel\ 2 /7" 2 )1

ef-m (m;m,
2(2Po)'*\ E,E,

)llz<my++sma<z>[ |

10y

Pqu

(p-k)(P-k) ' 417'k:|(1+75)v(y)' (2.9)

From Egs. (2.8) and (2.9), the differential decay rate with respect to photon energy k and electron energy E is

1=y+ (m/u)*
o (x+y—1—m?/u)

QW
= Am[
dxdy

:]l:x2+2(1—x)(1—m2/uz) |

2x(?ﬂ/u)2(1—m2/u2):|
x+y—1—m?/u?

+Asp{ (1+7)[x+y—1— (m/p) ][ (@+y—1) (1—2)— (m/w)*]
+ (A=) L=y (m/w) L (1 —2) (1= )+ (m/)*]}

1—y+(m/u)?
+AINT|:
x(x+y—1—m?/u?

where x=2k/u, and y=2E/u have the range
2m/u<Ly< 1+ (m/u)?

1= (/2) — 3D —4 /]
<w<1— (/2)HADP— 40n/]",

Wiula <m>2
B=—-——"———],
2zm?[1— (m/p)* ]\ u

(2.11)
and

G2t W o
SD= .
4a(27)?
G 3 WW(,W ’ 1/2 - 2
Aint= i ) i /ﬁ) . (2.12)
@rym[1— (m/uy] |afe| \u

Using W ,,= (1/2.55) X108 sec™! 7 and W 0= 10'6 sec™,8
we obtain
A sSD= 69 sec™! ’

AIB =6300 (’m/u)z/l SD,
AINT= 160 (m/,u)ZA SD.

(2.13)

For the electron mode, the interaction (INT) terms are
small compared with SD, except in the region where
the denominator is small (small # and y, or angle
between k and p small); in this region, IB will also
become large, and will dominate over both INT and SD.
Thus, for the electron mode, the INT term may be
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]{(1+7)[(1—x)(1—x—y)+(m/u)2]

+ (== (1=2)(1—2—y)— (m/u}]}, (2.10)

neglected. In what follows, only SD terms will be
considered, and the approximation (m/u)?~0 will be
made.

Equation (2.10) then becomes symmetric between
electron and neutrino energies yand z=2E"/u=2~x—y:

@W sp/dxdy= Asp[ (14+7)2(1 —2)2(1—x)
+(A-=1-y)*(1-2)]. (2.14)

The terms proportional to (14%)? and (1—%)? in
@*W are due to photons of left and right helicity,
respectively. These contributions vanish respectively
for neutrinos and for electrons of maximum energy.
This is a consequence of the left helicity of the electron
and the right helicity of the neutrino in «— decay. If
one of the leptons is of maximum energy, then both
the other lepton and the photon must be emitted in the
direction opposite to it. Angular-momentum conser-
vation then requires that the photon spin be opposite
to the total lepton spin. The photon helicity must
always be the same in sign as that of the lepton op-
positely emitted. Thus, only a left-helicity photon can
be emitted when the electron is moving antiparallel to
the photon direction; for the emission of a right-
helicity photon to occur, the neutrino must be moving
antiparallel to the photon. As a result of this, the
(1—%)? term cannot contribute substantially except
in the region of small y, where IB dominates.

In any experiment, the partial decay rate d*Wgp
integrated over certain energy or angular intervals is
measured. In obtaining the following formulas, the
dependence of v on s, or the photon energy %, is neg-
lected. From Eq. (2.14), the SD decay rate for all
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events such that x> X, y> YV is

/ dx/ dy(@Wsp/dxdy)=Asp{ (1—v)*s(1—X)2(1-T7)?
+ A+ —-X)2(1-Y)[1— 2X+3X2+2(2X NY+272]}  (2.15)
for X4+Y2>1.
The differential decay rate with respect to electron energy and the angle between electron and photon momenta

d*W/dxdQ has been previously given.? The differential decay rate per unit solid angle for those events at a given
angle for which x< X is

X dZWSD Asn (1+7)2X3 1 y
fo dx( o )——T—{m[(ss/@h}\(—10+35X)+>\ (15+20X — (7/4)X?)

HIN(— (32/3) — 30X+ 8X2— (7/6) X9+ 3N (3-HAX — 324X~ 1X4)]

+(+)

X2 2 A X

| A=y2=apxe
2(1—AX)3¢
( —7)2

— (5/3)+iN(— (16/3) = 5X) — N (—§—2X+3X7) ]

(1=2)*(—10+4-8\— kz)[—(l—%—%(ln(l—kX)—i—%X—)}}, (2.16)

where A=sin?(d/2), §=angle between electron and photon momenta.
Integrated over all electron energies, we have

dWsp/d2= / dx (W sp/dxdQ) = (Asp/4m){ (1-+7)2 [T\~ (420— T50A+380\2— 47\
" A1) (— N 15N —45M+35) In(1—\) T+ (1— )2 (1—\)[3A-5(30— 30N+ 10A2)
FAE(1—A) (10— 8\ +22) In(1—N)T}.  (2.17)

The (1—v)% and (1-++)? terms vanish at A=1 (§=180°) and at A=0 (§=0°), respectively, because of angular
momentum conservation, as previously discussed.
The total decay rate for all events with A>A (6> © where 2A=1—co0s0) is

/ dQ(dWsp/dQ) = 27Tf 2dN(@Wsp/dQ) = (Asp/2){ (1+v)?[3A74(1—A) (84— 114A-}-34A2—A%)
A>A A

+2A75(1—A)2(7—6A+A2) In(1—A) ]+ (1 —v))[(1—A)A~4(4—4A-+3A2)
+2A-5(1—APQ2—A) In(1—A)]}. (2.18)
III. CONCLUSION
A. Phenomenological Analysis

Assuming the validity of the conserved vector-current hypothesis [Eq. (2.8)], an experiment on structure-de-
pendent m — e4v-4 is essentially a measurement of the parameter v, i.e., the amount of axial structure. Since
Wsp depends on (14-v)% and (1—+)? a single measurement of the SD radiation leads to an equation quadratic
in v which has two solutions. One might hope to determine a single v by looking at detailed energy spectra and
angular distributions, or by measuring the circular polarization of the photon. (The various equations of the
preceding section may be useful in this respect.) However, this is likely to be difficult since, as previously noted,
the (1— ')()2 contribution is large only in the region where IB is large and dominating the entire SD. This means
that one is measuring mainly the magnitude of (l-l—'y)2 which will yield two possible 4’s of different absolute
values.

? Equation (10) in Ref. 1. All the formulas in Ref. 1 from Eq. (9) on are in error and should be corrected by multiplication by a
factor 2 (i.e., replace Gy? there by 2Gv?). If W,0=0.5X10 sec™?, (d*Wsp/dxd2) 1800 /W u»=7.0X 1078 (1+7)2/4 sr~™. Figure 2 of Ref. 1
is substantxally correct with this value of W 0.
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For the energy interval studied by Depommier et al.,® for example, Eq. (2.15) gives

/ / EWsp=[54X10-(14+7)2404X 10" (1—) W ,, if Wre=0.5X10 sec?,

/ / EWsp=[10.9X10-2(147)*+0.8X 10~ (1—7)2]W,, if W,o=1X10" sec!.

Depommier et al. quote

—2.7 if Wp=0.5X10" sec™,
—2.1 if W,eo=1X10"%sec™!.

¥v=1.0 or

v=0.4 or (3.3

As mentioned above, a single experiment is unable
to choose between the two possible solutions for «.
The fact, emphasized by Depommier ef al., that one of
the v values (4-0.4) obtained is compatible with a
weakly interacting vector boson of mass =1400 MeV
and no strong axial structure, may be suggestive, but
must be regarded with great caution. Another vy value
which fits the same experiment (—2.1) is compatible
with no strong axial structure only if the boson mass is
~600 MeV."® More importantly, the abundance of
meson resonances suggests the possibility of important
strong interaction contributions to (y|A4,(0)|7). We
will now estimate how such mesons may contribute.

B. Strong Interaction Contributions to SDA

Any analysis of the matrix element (2.7) depends
upon a knowledge of states # contributing to the weak
axial-vector current and the electromagnetic coupling
of these states. The following analysis is in the spirit
of current pole-dominance weak-interaction calcu-
lations and is meant to be illustrative only.

We assume, as is reasonable for a vertex function, an
unsubtracted dispersion relation for (y|A4,(0)|r) or
(0| A,(0) | my). Then the absorptive part is given by

Abs(0]4,[0) | my)=— (2m)% X 4(0| 4,(0) | )
Xn|T|wy)ot (P+k—Qn),

where T is the electromagnetic transition operator.
This weight function receives contributions from
intermediate states » of J=1% and T'=1, G=-1
(assuming normal G-conjugation behavior for the axial-
current operator).

The recently discovered" 4 meson of mass M 4=1090
MeV decays into 7+p, and not into K-+XK, so that it

(3.4)

1 The values of v quoted in Ref. 6 if W,0=0.5X10% sec!
(1.0, —2.7) yield, with no strong axial structure, boson masses
of 1000 and 610 MeV, respectively.
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Hardy, R. I. Hess ¢f al., Phys. Rev. Letters 12, 621 (1964).

(3.1)

(3.2)

has G=—1 and T=1 and spin-parity 0-, 1+, 2-.
Suppose it is 1, that its width (I'y=150 MeV) can be
neglected, and that its pole dominates the dispersipn
relation for (0] A,(0) |7y). Then if

AT |my)=1e(4PoQ0) M 47 A aryF €0y,  (3.5)
0] 4,(0)| A)= (2Q0)7V2M A ar€, (3.6)

(where Q, and ¢, are the momenta and polarization of
the 4 meson, and the A’s are appropriate coupling
constants), we obtain

b(s)=eAuvAanyMa/(Ma2—s)~eAahan M4t (3.7)

The coupling constant A4, can in turn be related
to the coupling of the 4 to mp:

(A|T|mp)=1(8QoPoky")*M 47

X{Aar [ (B Q) (¢ €)= (R €%)(0-€") ]
+XA7rp|___k”2(e'*' 6/;)]} . (3.8)

Here k,” and ¢,” are the momentum and polarization
of the p. The form of (8) assumes conservation of the p
current (8,7,°=0); it corresponds to:

(A]jurlm) < Aarp[(B"- Q) e~ (K- €*)Q,]
+Xan,[k6) = (k- €M)k,],  (3.82)

with €+ k"’ =0. Form factors A 4, X 4~ can be defined
for (4]ju*m|7) analogously to (3.8a); these will be
functions of {= ~ k2= — (Q—¢)?; Aary(#=0) is the A gry
of Eq. (3.5); at ¢t=0, X does not contribute. If we
further assume

{p| ju]0)= (2kd") " Pem* (2v,) e, (3.9)

with v2/4r~%"2 and use unsubtracted dispersion
relations for A gry, X 4y, We obtain

AA'lr'y(O) =AA1rp/2'Yp y (3.10)
b~eAar,Aar/2v,M 4. (3.11)

This analysis is intended to suggest that the strongly
interacting particle contribution to the axial-vector-
current structure may be significant. The experimental
data establishes the existence of some kind of axial-
vector structure comparable in order of magnitude to
the polar-vector structure.

2 M. Gell-Mann, D. Sharp, and W. G. Wagner, Phys. Rev.
Letters 8, 261 (1962).



