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The Lee triangle, V3(Z*| pr®) — (A | pr—)=2(E"|Ax"), is shown to be a consequence of any Hamiltonian
which transforms as a member of an SU (3) octet, and which satisfies one simple constraint. If the Hamil-
tonian is constructed in the form Zga[ (B X B) ()X ] ), where n=8p,8#,10,10%,27, the required constraint
is gro=gio*. Thus the baryon-antibaryon decuplets must appear with equal weights, but the octets and
(27)-plet are placed under no restrictions. This result is used to explain why some dynamical models and
symmetry arguments predict the Lee triangle, while others do not. Within the framework of SU (6), it also
correlates the orbital angular momentum in 2+ — n# " with the Lee triangle.

1. INTRODUCTION
EVER since it was first proposed, the Lee triangle!

V3(ZH| pr®)— (A | pr)=2(E~ | Ax) ¢Y)

has been something of a puzzle. For one thing, it is the
only new development arising from the use of unitary
symmetry in nonleptonic hyperon decay, and for
another, it is a consequence of several distinct argu-
ments.? These arguments all start at the same point,
namely, the assumption that weak interactions belong
to an octet, but then they diverge, either in the direction
of symmetry properties,!® or toward dynamical models*
which have no apparent symmetry. The question we
wish to consider here is why they all lead to the Lee
triangle.

Our answer is centered upon the effective decay
Hamiltonian. If it transforms as a member of an octet,
it will include five independent terms which engender
observable decays. By virtue of the AT=1 rule, there
are only four observable amplitudes, and therefore the
most general Hamiltonian yields no predictions beyond
those of AT'= 3. Furthermore, it is reasonable to suppose
that one linear relation among these amplitudes will be
predicted only when two constraints are imposed upon
the five coupling constants. What is surprising about
the Lee triangle is that this supposition is not correct:
It can in fact, be derived from one constraint alone.
The extra degree of freedom which this entails is then
responsible for the variety of the triangle’s derivations.

To prove these statements, we first use the AT=1
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rule to recast Eq. (1) into a form which involves only
one m meson, namely, the #—. Next, we construct the
effective Hamiltonian by coupling baryons to anti-
baryons, and then to pseudoscalar mesons in order to
form an over-all octet. The observable terms are

[(BXB) (.,,,)X’II':I(g), n:=.8p,8p,10,10*,27. (2)

A comparison of the new version of Eq. (2) with the
Hamiltonian reveals that the Lee triangle is auto-
matically satisfied whenever the baryon-antibaryon
system is an octet or (27)-plet; there is, however, only
one combination of the decuplet and its conjugate which
gives rise to Eq. (1). In other words, the Lee triangle is
a natural consequence of three of the coupling schemes
in Eq. (2), and it is for this reason that the Hamiltonian
need be subject to one constraint instead of two.

As pointed out in an earlier paper,® the unitary sym-
metry scheme contains two types of weak-symmetry
R conjugation and 7-L invariance. In general, a Lee-
constrained Hamiltonian [i.e., one which predicts
Eq. (1)] satisfies neither of them, and so we may antici-
pate nonsymmetric dynamical models for the Lee
triangle. We can also explain the existence of purely
symmetric derivations by noting that certain sym-
metries include the Lee constraint as one of their
necessary conditions.

Our basic result is proved in the next section, and it
is examined from the standpoint of weak symmetries
in the third. To illustrate its wider implications, we use
the result to show that if weak interactions transform
according to the 35-dimensional representation of
SU(6),% then the Lee triangle forces =+ — nxt to be a
pure S-wave decay. Some of the more detailed mathe-
matics is confined to an Appendix.

2. THE LEE-CONSTRAINED HAMILTONIAN
By means of the relation
&t pr")= (2| pm™) ®

which follows from AT=3}, we can rewrite Eq. (1) in
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the form
(3(V3Z'—A) [ pr—)=(E~|A7™) . 4)

The particles appearing in (4) correspond to the follow-
ing components of the baryon and meson octets:

A~—(B/V2)Bs, $(V3Z'—A)~—(V3/V2)Bi', )
p~B¢, E~Bd,

T~ —mgl,
and so the equation is equivalent to
(Bi!| Bi'my')=(Bs!| Biima!) . (6)

It now follows that, if a Hamiltonian is to predict the
Lee triangle, it must include the terms

GaEBllBls ’ GbEBf’Bss (7)
in the combination
(Gat-Go)mra'. (®)

The point to notice about Egs. (7) and (8) is that G,
is orthogonal to the unitary multiplet (BX B)0+) and
Gb to (BXB) o). [The (10) is antisymmetric in the
upper indices and symmetric in the lower ones; for the
(10*) these permutation symmetries are reversed.”]
Therefore, if the Hamiltonian is constructed as in
Eq. (2), Eq. (8) will give rise to at least one constraint,
namely between the coupling constants of the »=10
and n=10* terms.

To show that no other constraints are needed, we
express G, and Gy in terms of the components of the

(BXB)m:
Ga=ADPHF 10T HI27 T, (9)
Go=3DP*+3F P+ [10¥ ]+ 427 ]i®.  (10)

D and F are the usual R-symmetric and R-antisym-

metric octets, respectively, and the [107], [10*], and

[27] terms are defined by Okubo?; the detailed deriva-

tion of (9) and (10) is given in the Appendix. Next, we

write the observable part of the Hamiltonian as

}Iaff= f(D7r) 23+g(F7r) 23+ h[[10]231r+ [10*]237:'
+#[[10]*r—[10*]*r ]+ £[27 ] r+H.c.,

where

(11)

(LM),,“E L)“‘M,,X y

N pr= N, P e,

(12)

The space-time structure of H; is irrelevant to the
present discussion and has therefore been suppressed.
Because D;® appears with the same weight in (9) as it
does in (10), the first term of H; includes G, and G,
in the combination of Eq. (8). Similarly, the second
term also includes them in the required combination.
The last term engenders decays involving a 7— meson
via [27]5:%r5!; from the properties of the (27)-plet,” it

" S. Okubo, Progr. Theoret. Phys. (Kyoto) 28, 24 (1962); see
also the Appendix below.
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follows that
[27]21321r21= - {[27]1113+ [27]1333}1r2‘. (13)

Comparing the right-hand side of this equation with
(9) and (10), we see that G, and G, again appear as in
Eq. (8). Therefore, any Hamiltonian of the form

AL(BX B) @ X1 ]@y+u[ (BXB) @y X7 ]

will always give rise to the Lee triangle.
From the permutation symmetries and traceless con-
ditions” of [10],,#* and [10*],,#*, it follows that

[:10]21327r21= [10]111371‘2l y
[10*]21327r21 = [10*:'13331I'21 .
Consequently, the required combination of G, and G,
appears in the third term of He;: but not in the fourth

[see Egs. (9)-(12)]. It is now evident that the only
constraint needed to predict the Lee triangle is

K=0. (16)

Henceforth we shall refer to Eq. (16) as the Lee con-
straint, and to a Hamiltonian which satisfies it as a Lee-
constrained Hamiltonian.

(14)

(15)

3. WEAK SYMMETRIES

There are two weak symmetries available in SU(3).
One, R conjugation, is defined by

R: X+*—X,» (X=B,B,n) a7

and the other, the 7-L transformation, interchanges
the indices 2 and 3:

253, (18)

A given Hamiltonian may be even under (18), or odd,
or neither even nor odd. The even case corresponds to
T-L(1) invariance and the odd case to T-L(2)
invariance.’

In general the Lee-constrained Hamiltonian has no
definite symmetry. The D and F terms of Eq.(11)trans-
form in opposite ways under (17), and they are related
by (18) to unobservable interactions which are not in-
cluded in H, e.g.,

(Dm)s* — (D)= D). (19)

It is, therefore, not surprising that there exist non-
symmetric cynamical models®# for the Lee triangle. An
example of such a model is one based upon meson poles,*
e.g.:

A—p+K- N\ 7.

strong weak

(20)

By virtue of the strong vertex, the effective interaction
takes the form [[(BXB) @)X 7] and is therefore Lee-
constrained. It is not 7-L-invariant, and unless there
are accidental cancellations at the two vertices, it is not
R-invariant.

. ®B.W.Lee and A. R. Swift, Ref. 4, discuss this type of model
in some detail.
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Despite this lack of symmetry in the general case,
the Lee constraint [Eq. 16)] does happen to be a
necessary condition for certain symmetries. To see
which they are, we assume that time-reversal invariance
is valid, and that the pion field is coupled to baryon
fields through its derivative. The terms of interest in
H o, namely those involving baryon-antibaryon de-
cuplets [see Eq. (11)], then take the form

(") ([10]8r — [10%]s*r) ,
+ (Iv—m') ([10¥]Pr—[10]2r)  (21)

for both parity-conserving (A=p.c.) and parity-
violating (A=p.v.) decays. The coupling constants
ky and &)\ are all real, and the second term in each
SU(3) expression is the Hermitian conjugate of the
first (see the Appendix for details).

Under (17), the terms in (21) transform according to

[1075%x <> [10¥ ]2 (22)
and under (18),
[107e*r > [10]:r. (23)
From (21)-(23), we see that the constraint
hyo!=lhyy!=0 (24)

is necessary for R invariance and for 7-L(2) invariance,
but not for 7-L(1) invariance. In addition, RP in-
variance (P denotes parity) requires

hyo!=0 (25a)
and T-L(1)X P requires
hp.v.,= 0. (25b)

Thus there are three symmetry arguments which predict
the Lee triangle?: (i) R invariance; (ii) 7-L(2) invari-
ance; and (iii) RP and 7-L(1)X P invariance. Notice
that if derivative coupling is replaced by nonderivative
coupling in H., then each invariance 7 must be re-
placed by IXP5: for example the third argument
becomes (iii’) R and T-L(1) invariance.

The first of these arguments is marred by the fact
that R invariance and derivative coupling predict the
wrong relative sign for the asymmetry parameters in A
and & decay.>® The second runs counter to Cabibbo’s
theory,”® in which nonleptonic decays turn out to be
T-L(1) invariant.® We may therefore regard the last
argument, especially in its nonderivative form (iii’), as
the most attractive of the three. Whether it is also the
“true” derivation of the Lee triangle is a question which
we do not wish to discuss here.

® Symmetry arguments have been summarized by A. Pais and
S. B. Treiman, Ref. 2, and by S. Coleman, S. L. Glashow, and
B. W. Lee, Ref. 3.

10 N. Cabibbo, Phys. Rev. Letters 10, 531 (1963).

ROSEN

4. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

We have shown that the Lee triangle follows from
any octet interaction in which the baryon-antibaryon
coupling has the form

f(BXB) @p)+g(BXB) ent W (BX B) an_
+ (BXB) qov) J+k(BXB) . (26)

The only constraint needed is that between the (10)
and (10*) terms. Using this result, we have also been
able to explain why certain dynamical models and sym-
metry arguments predict the triangle, while others do
not. It is worth noting that time-reversal invariance is
not necessary for the proof of Eq. (26) (Sec. 2), but it
has been used in the subsequent discussion of weak
symmetries (Sec. 3).

To illustrate some other uses of this result, we shall
show how, within the framework of nonrelativistic
SU(6),8 it correlates the Lee triangle with the properties
of =+ — nrt. We assume that baryons belong to a
(56)-plet and mesons to a (35)-plet. If the effective inter-
action also belongs to a (35)-plet, it will be a linear
combination of two terms:

Hi~[(BXB)@sy X7 5 5
Hy~[(BXB) a0 X7 (35 -

In parity-violating decays, the intrinsic spins of baryon
and antibaryon are coupled to zero (S-wave decays),
and in parity-conserving decays they are coupled to a
resultant spin of one (P-wave decays).

Since the spin-unitary-spin content of the (35) is

1,8+ 3.8+ 3,1, (28)

it follows that the baryon-antibaryon system forms an
octet in both the S- and P-wave parts of H,. Conse-
quently, the observable amplitudes arising from H,

always satisfy the Lee triangle. The spin-zero content
of the (405) ist

@7

LD+ (1,8)+(1,27) (29)

and so the S-wave amplitude from H also satisfies the
triangle. The P-wave amplitude does not: It includes
(BXB) 0 and (BX B)qox) with a relative phase oppo-
site from that given in Eq. (26). Therefore, if the Lee
triangle is to be satisfied, we must set

H,(P wave)=0. (30)

Now, because the system Z+» has isotopic spin 3, it
does not belong to an octet and hence it cannot appear
in a (35)-plet. The decay =+ — nat must therefore be
engendered by H. alone, and if Eq. (30) holds, its
P-wave amplitude will vanish. In other words the Lee
triangle forces 2+ — nx* to be a pure S-wave decay. If
experiment should show that this decay is pure P-wave,
we would have to conclude that the assignment of non-

1t M. A.B. Bég and V. Singh, Phys. Rev. Letters 13, 418 (1964).
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leptonic decays to the 35-fold representation of SU(6)
is incorrect.!?
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APPENDIX

In this Appendix we derive the basic result leading to
Egs. (9) and (10). We also fill in some of the details
which were omitted in the body of the paper.

The components of the baryon octet are denoted by
B,* (where B\>=0) and those of its charge conjugate
by B,*, where

B,'=B,». (A1)

From the product of these two octets, the following
unitary multiplets can be formed:

(B-B)=B,*B)*.
D-type octet: D,*=L[B,*B\*+B\*B,

Singlet: (A2)

—35,4(B-B)]. (A3)
F-type octet:  F,*=3[B,B\*—By*B,*]. (A4)
Decuplet: [10].6*"= (14 Pog) (1— P*)
X[Ba#Bs’—36."Fs"]. (AS5)
Conjugate decuplet: [10*],5#*= (1— Pag) (14 P*)
X[Ea“Bp”+%5a“Fg"] . (A6)

(27)-plet:  [27Jag*= (14 Pag) (14 P)
X [Ba*Bg’—28,*Dy’— 56.3s"(B-B)]. (A7)

The permutation symmetries of the decuplets and
(27)-plet? are clearly indicated by the way in which the
permutation operators P,s and P*»* have been intro-

2 Other arguments against the (35) have been given by S. P.

Rosen and S. Pakvasa, Phys. Rev. Letters 13, 773 (1964). The
one given in the text, however, is the most attractive.
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duced. All of these multiplets are traceless:
D=F*=[10]ax*=[10*]oa"*=[27]aa**=0. (A8)

Equations (13) and (15) in Sec. 2 follow from (A8) and
the permutation symmetries of (AS)-(A7).
Following Okubo,® we introduce a totally anti-
symmetric, traceless tensor
Sag#= (1= Pog) (1— P")[ Bo#Bs*+26,4Dy’
+30.405"(B-B)]. (A9)
Adding Egs. (AS), (A6), (A7), (A9), and using the fact

that all components of S,s*” are identically zero,’® we
find

Bo#By*=}{[10Jag" +[10*Jag""+[ 27 Jus*’}
+H (1= PusPr)sy F
3 (14 PasP*) (365D’ — 26,4 Dy?)
— (1/24)[8.485"— 38546, ](B-B) . (A10)
Equations (9) and (10) in the body of the paper are

special cases of Eq. (A10).
Under charge conjugation

Bt B, (A11)

the components of the decuplets and (27)-plet trans-
form according to

[10]as** ——[10*],,2, (A12)
[27Jag"” —>+[27],.8. (A13

The negative sign in (A12) accounts for the fact that,
with derivative coupling in the effective Hamiltonian,
the Hermitian conjugate of [107]s*r is —[10*]s%r [see
Eq. (21), Sec. 3.

Finally, we note that the properties of the multiplets
under R conjugation can be derived from Eq. (17) and
the definitions in (A2)-(A7).

18 S. Okubo, Progr. Theoret. Phys. (Kyoto) 27, 949 (1962).



