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We discuss the hyperon nonleptonic decays in the broken chiral SU(3) XSU(3) symmetry scheme. We
obtain a new sum rule involving both the S- and P-wave amplitudes which is in rough agreement with
experiment. Also by using this group, together with the generalized Sugawara-Suzuki method, we are able to

prove octet dominance for these decays.

I. INTRODUCTION

N this paper we shall investigate the nonleptonic de-
cays of hyperons in the chiral SU(3)XSU(3) sym-
metry scheme.! Our motivation for using this particular
group comes from the fact that it is generated by the
weak currents and hence may be assumed to have a
special significance for weak-interaction processes.
Furthermore, the algebra of this group has been re-
cently? used to obtain the first good estimate of the
B-decay axial-vector coupling constant.

The general method of treatment will be that of
perturbation theory. This would seem to be very plaus-
ible because of its success in SU(3) and because of the
close relationship between the algebra of currents ap-
proach and the group-theoretical approach.? In a previ-
ous paper? we have investigated the hadron currents of
the leptonic decays by this method and found a generali-
zation® of the Ademollo-Gatto theorem® which seems to
be in agreement with experiment.

We shall calculate the nonleptonic hyperon decays
in the first order of perturbation under which the
SU(@B)XSU(3) symmetry is brought down to SU(3).
We find that the results obtained in this way are more
consistent than those obtained if the SU(3)XSU(3)
symmetry is taken to be exact. Since the masses
of a fundamental triplet must be zero in the exact
SUB)XSU(3) limit” this might be interpreted as an
effect of finite masses for these supposed particles.

Two somewhat different though presumably compat-
ible approaches will be taken. The first involves the
construction of an effective Yukawa interaction having
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the appropriate SU(3)XSU(3) transformation prop-
erty. For the most reasonable choice of baryon and
meson representations, we find the following new
relation:

AA)—BAI)=1/B)[AEH—-BEM], @)

where 4 and B are the (S- and P-wave) coefficients in
the effective Hamiltonian,

H.is=1iN;(A+Bys)Nar. 2

It is interesting to note that Eq. (1) was derived from
the current-current picture without assuming octet
dominance. There is rough agreement with experiment;
numerically we have® for Eq. (1):

273 21.4 3
3= ) 3
8.8

where there are two possibilities on the right-hand side
because the fitting of the experimental data for the Z¢*+
decay is not unique.

Our second line of approach uses the method of
Sugawara and Suzuki® to obtain a reduced form for the
nonleptonic-decay matrix element. This “reduced”
matrix element is then evaluated by broken SU(3)
XSU (3). In this manner we are able to show with the
same choice of baryon representation needed to obtain
Eq. (1) that the usual AT=% and Lee-Sugawara® rela-
tions may be obtained from the current-current picture
without assuming octet dominance.

In Sec. II, the effective-Hamiltonian method is con-
sidered for our favored baryon representation. The
Sugawara-Suzuki method is discussed in Sec. III. Fin-
ally, in Sec. IV, we investigate other choices of baryon
representations.
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II. THE EFFECTIVE-HAMILTONIAN METHOD

The notation and nomenclature to be used has been
discussed in our previous paper* so will not be repeated
here. The choice of baryon representation among
[(3,3%),3%3)], [(8,1),(1,8)], and [(6,3),(3,6)] was
also discussed and the first was seen to be slightly more
promising. We shall use it in this section and later
observe that the choice of either [(8,1),(1,8)] or
[(6,3),(3,6)] would contradict experiment in first order
of perturbation. As for the pseudoscalar mesons, we shall
always use the nonet representation [(3,3*)-(3%,3).]
There are three reasons for this choice:

(i) Nine pseudoscalar mesons are observed in nature.
(if) The Goldberger-Treiman relation is satisfied in
lowest order with this choice, as pointed out by Gell-
Mann.!
(ili) Good agreement with the mass formula is
obtained.!

We shall assume the current-current picture of weak
interactions. Furthermore, we will also take the point
of view that the current transforms as the (8,1) repre-
sentation of SU(3)X.SU(3). In terms of a fundamental
triplet, this is of the form

oen=1warr(1+vs)¥s,

where ¢ and b may take on the values (1,2,3). The weak
Hamiltonian transforms as the symmetric product of
two currents and hence only contains interesting terms
of the form (8,1) or (27,1). For the most part we shall
neglect the (27,1) part in this section. This will be justi-
fied in the following section.

Let us first construct an effective nonderivative
Yukawa interaction which transforms according to
(8,1) and which takes account of an SU3)XSU(3)
breaking like

3
2 (T +Twk).

p=1

In the previous? 2-component spinor notation we write
for an (8,1) “Yukawa” form:

Yba= endbee’l,k'{leg'"0'2gl'de'a'
+R2fe'n02gl'aMk'd+R3fa’a0'2gllan1d}
3
+ Z {Slfll’aU?gc’”Mbcl+s2fc'a0'2g,u“Mb°'

=1
+Safwtoage My +Ssfotosgw My
+ Ssdptfuroagr M ¥ +Sedut firoaagu M &
+ S184 fuw ooagi “M '+ Ssdvt fir‘oagw M ¥}, (4)
where the R’s are arbitrary real coefficients correspond-
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ing to the unbroken case? and the S’s are real coef-
ficients for the broken case. In terms of the SU(3)
XSU(3) meson tensors M4 and Mq°, the pseudo-
scalar-meson®® fields =4° are given by

mae=(1/N2)(Ms"—Ma"). )
In terms of V@ the effective nonleptonic Hamiltonian is
given by
Hei=Y+7V+H.c. (6)
In four-component form the relevant part of the S
term, for example, may be written?
(¢/2Vf)S1ZVM“(1 —’Ys)Nc"Tbc.

Using Eq. (6), we derive Eq. (1), the six AI=3%
relations,

4, B (2++) —4,B (2——_) =\/7A’ B(EO+) ’ (73*)
4 ’ B (A—O) +\/2A ’ B(AOO) =0 ’ (7b)
4, BE)+V24, B(EL)=0; (7c)

and the S-wave Lee-Sugawara relation,
AA)+24(E_)=V34 (Zch). (8)

If we were to consider only the unbroken terms in
Eq. (4) we would obtain the following additional results,
which are in clear disagreement with the experiment:

AEH+BE)=0, (9a)
AE)+BE)=0, (9b)

AA)+BA)=(—4/4/6)A (21, (%)
AE)+HBE)=+@/6)4(EZF).  (9d)

Thus it seems that it is essential to take account of
the SU(3) X.SU (3) breaking interaction.

Next we look at the effects of adding a (27,1) con-
tribution to Hesr. This will be of the form

Y32+ Yo*)+H.c., (102)
where
Vaae= ,:é {(KiL8s*fuoage M o'+ 80 fwoage M o
F 8 furoage My +84" furoage "M ]
F K[ 8640 002gu M a® +8a# foraagu My
054 For g M ¢ 844 forooagu oMy, (10Db)

where K, and K, are arbitrary real constants.

2 J, Tizuka and Y. Miyamoto, Tokyo University of Education
report (unpublished), have discussed the unbroken case on the
assumption of RP invariance. Here we investigate the broken case
using only CP invariance. We neglect, as usual, the effects of final
state interactions. Thus our CP-invariant effective amplitude will
be Hermitian if the over-all phase is properly chosen.

18 The scalar mesons are given by Sg°= (1/V2)(Ma®+Ma*).
Presumably their masses are too high to permit them to take
part in nonleptonic decay processes.
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In writing Eq. (10a) we have not assumed the exist-
ence of neutral currents. Also we have not subtracted
the trace since this part was calculated in Eq. (4).
With this additional contribution we find that Egs.
(7) and (8) do not necessarily hold but that, interestingly
enough, Eq. (1) is still valid.

Finally, we investigate the situation when it is as-
sumed that the effective Hamiltonian is of derivative
coupling™ type, i.e.

_ 7]
He[f=iNj’Y“(A/+Bl’y5)Ni—7r. (11)

0xy

We find that an appropriate SUB)XSU(3) form
cannot be constructed in the unbroken case for deriva-
tive coupling. In the broken case only the AI=3%
relations are obtained.

III. THE SUGAWARA-SUZUKI METHOD

Using the assumptions of

(1) partially conserved axial vector current,
(i) current-current form for the weak Hamiltonjan
with the currents transforming as (8,1)

Sugawara and Suzuki® have shown that the matrix
elements for nonleptonic hyperon decays,

ko) (N (p")mye (k) [ Hw (0) [ N (p))

may be expressed in terms of matrix elements taken
between one-particle baryon states of a quantity Hy' (0)
transforming under SU(3)X.SU(3) according to the
same representation as Hw(0):

V' (") [ Hw' (0)| N (p)).

It has been shown® that this “reduced’” matrix element
must be a true scalar because of CP invariance and
hence contributes only to S-wave decays. The argument
has been extended!® to P-wave decays by using the
method of Nambu and Shrauner.!® The result obtained
is

(c/w?) 2ko) PN"((p')my* (k) | Hw (0) | N (p))
=UN'(p") [ Hw'(0)| N ()
—i X [V@)By|n)n|Hw(0) [N (p))

n =baryon octet
— (V' (") [ Hw(0) [n){n| By | N (p))],
Hy'(0)=[By(t=0), Hy(0)],

(12a)
(12b)

#In comparing Eq. (11) with Eq. (2) we use the relations
A=M:—Mp4', B=—(M;+M;)B'.
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where
L= Dpion mass,

C=—2Mgu*/VN2g,
4= 118,
g&/Ar=14.7.

By is the axial-vector “charge” previously* defined
and the extrapolation of the pion mass to zero has been
neglected. The first term on the right-hand side of Eq.
(12a) (the original Sugawara-Suzuki term) contributes
to S-wave decays and the second term to P-wave de-
cays. Using Eq. (12) as well as the assumption of octet
dominance, a reasonably good fit to all the hyperon
decays in terms of four parameters has been obtained.!s
Furthermore, these four parameters can be related to
other processes with fair agreement.

Here we would like to point out that in the broken
SUB)XSU(3) scheme it is not necessary to assume
octet dominance in order to obtain the above results.
The reason is that when the baryons are assigned to
[(3,3%),(3%,3)] and only first-order breaking of SU(3)
XSU(3) is allowed the (27,1) part of either Hy (0) or
Hw'(0) has no matrix elements between baryon states.
We may see this by noting that (27,1) does not occur
in the product

(3%,3)X (3*,3)X[(3%,3)+ (3,3%)].

For the (8,1) part of (N’|Hw(0)| N) we have, to first
order of perturbation,

(Ss*+S®)+H.c., (13a)
where
3
Sye=3{ e,mbek""""[C1fk'“02gm'"+C2fk'"Uzgm’a]
p=l1
+C3€pnbék'm’“’aﬂajk’p0'2gm’n} ] (13b)

where the C’s are arbitrary real constants. In four-
component form we have, as required,s

(N'|Hw|N)=D(Ds+D)+F (F&+Fy), (14)

where D and F are arbitrary constants and D% and Fy@
have been previously defined.*
Thus if Hw is written as

Hy=Hw(21,1)+Hw(8,1) (15)

only the second term contributes on the right-hand side
of Eq. (12a) and hence to the nonleptonic hyperon
decays in general. The trick used in proving this state-
ment of octet dominance was the elimination of the pion
according to the Sugawara-Suzuki method. We note
that this argument does not depend on the SU(3)
XSU(3) assignment of the pseudoscalar mesons.
Strictly speaking, two points need to be clarified for
the P-wave term of Eq. (12b). The first is whether we
should sum over the baryon octet or the baryon nonet
in the intermediate states. If we sum over the nonet we
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find's that the amplitude for Z,+ is zero. Thus we must
sum over the octet. This is justified if the singlet has an
appreciably different mass from the octet members of
[(3,3%),(3%,3)]. The second point is whether or not we
should also evaluate the matrix element (N’|By?|N) by
SUB)XSU@3). If we do so, we find* that it is only split
into an arbitrary mixture of D-type and F-type terms
as required in second order of perturbation. However,
the first (or zeroth)-order result of pure D-type is not
far from the experimental situation.

IV. OTHER POSSIBILITIES

In this section we shall discuss the results obtained
with the baryon representations [(8,1),(1,8)] and
[(6,3),(3,6)]. Both the methods of Secs. IT and IIT will
be treated. We shall always work to first order in the
SU(3)XSU (3) breaking interaction and always use the
(3,3%)-(3*,3) assignment for the pseudoscalar mesons.
We find that these choices of baryon representation
lead to a contradiction with experiment for each case
treated.

First, let us consider the baryon assignment [ (8,1),
(1,8)]. We can not construct an effective Yukawa in-
teraction in the unbroken case. In the broken case with
nonderivative coupling, we have, assuming octet
dominance,

A(A-)—B(A")=—(1/V3)[342")+BEd")],
AEZ)=—-BE),

(16a)
(16b)

as well as the AT=1% rules and the S-wave Lee-Sugawara
relation. Equation (16b) seems to contradict experi-
ment. Under the identical circumstances with derivative
coupling, we obtain in addition to the A/=3% rules the
bad relation,

A'(24)=B'(2), (17a)

as well as the difference of the S- and P-wave Lee-
Sugawara relations:

[4"(A-)—B' (A ]+2[4'(E—)—B'(E-)]
=V3[A'(Z¢")—B' (ZeH)]. (17b)

If we attempt to use the baryon representation
[(8,1),(1,8)] in the Sugawara-Suzuki scheme we find
that (N’| Hw| N) vanishes to first order of perturbation.
To second order of perturbation it contains both (8,1)
and (27,1).
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Assignment of the baryons to [(6,3),(3,6) ] and the
assumption of an effective nonderivative Yukawa
interaction gives the results

A@E4h)=—4B(2M), (18a)
B(Zit)=A4(Z¢")— (4/3V2)A (Z,1), (18b)
A(A%)=+B(A"), (18¢)
AE)=+BE"), (18d)

AE)FAQAI)=—3BAEH)+ GVOAEH), (18)

as well as the A7=# rules and the S-wave Lee-Sugawara
relation. Octet dominance was assumed in deriving
Egs. (18) but they hold in both zeroth and first order of
SU(3)XSU(3) breaking perturbation. (The first-order
breaking does not give anything new.) Their agreement
with experiment is not remarkable. Finally if we use
the [(6,3),(3,6)] representation in the Sugawara-
Suzuki scheme we note that (N’|Hw|N) contains both
(8,1) and (27,1) to first order of perturbation.

It is interesting to observe that the [(3,3*),(3*3)]
baryon representation gives good results to first order
in the methods of both Secs. IT and III.

We may also consider the possibility of assigning
baryons to the representations [ (,2),(a,b)] instead of
[(e,d),(b,a)]. It can be seen that the final results only
differ by a reversal of sign for all the p-wave (B)
amplitudes. It is amusing to note that we obtain better
agreement for Eq. (1) by using the baryon representa-
tion [(3*,3),(3,3*)]. Equation (3) is then replaced by

23.6

20.7= .
13.2

(3"

However, the use of [(3*,3),(3,3*)] leads in the exact
SU3)XSU(3) limit to a B-decay weak current of the
form pya(1—vs)n instead* of pya(14ys)n. The repre-
sentations [(8,1),(1,8)] and [(6,3),(3,6)] lead to the
more nearly correct B-decay interaction in the sym-
metry limit.
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