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(mwz_ 4m7r2)3 /2
(a) Ppa(mmr) L,
m7|'1|'
m?r'n'2_4m‘n'2 3/2 (8)
() T, (———~——) .

Man

Figure 3 shows the phase shift §; as a function of 7
corresponding to the forms (a) and (b) both having the
same p width of 150 MeV. The 77 mass distribution

N (Mgr)= / o dcosl,dcostd or 9)

and the asymmetry (F— B)/(F+ B) are very dependent
on the values of §;. We illustrate this for process (1) in
Figs. 4-7.

A number of different sets of §o have been obtained
by a variety of methods.®»! We have not attempted to

11 H, J. Rothe, Phys. Rev. 140, B1421 (1965); G. F. Chew,
Phys. Rev. Letters 16, 60 (1966) ; C. Lovelace, R. M. Heinz, and
A. Donnachie, Phys. Letters 22, 332 (1966); I. Fuji, sbid. 24B,
190 (1967) ; University of Tokyo Report, 1967 (unpublished); M.
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compare all these different sets of 6o with experiment
since the number of events at low 7., is quite limited.
For example, it is not clear at all whether (F—B)/
(F+B) change sign at low ., for processes (1) and
(2). However, we hope that Tables I and II will be
proven useful in distinguishing between the various
8¢ (and §;) at low m,, when the data becomes suffi-
ciently accurate.

Finally, there is a nontrivial dependence of the p’s on
the incident energy FEz. Since most of the relevant
experiments have been done at ~4 BeV, we have pre-
sented our results for this energy. However, an experi-
ment determining the mass plot N(m..) for the x%°
production process (3) have been done at E;~2 BeV.12
Thus we give the density matrix elements (ps#.r) at
this energy in Fig. (8).

We wish to thank Dr. Z. G. T. Guiragossian for help-
ful discussions concerning the experimental situation.

G. Olsson, University of Wisconsin Report, 1967 (unpublished);
J. R. Fulco and D. Y. Wong, Phys. Rev. Letters 19, 1399
(1967); D. V. Shirkov, USSR Academy of Sciences, Novo-
sibirsk Report, 1967 (unpublished).

27, F. Corbett ef al., Phys. Rev. 156, 1451 (1967).
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The form factors for the K5 decay (K — mwnlyi) are derived through the use of the algebra of currents
and the hypothesis of partially conserved axial-vector current. In obtaining the results, two different methods
were used : the single-soft-pion method, in which the momentum of only one pion at a time is set equal to
zero, and the multi-soft-pion method, in which all pions in the matrix element are taken off the mass shell
simultaneously. The results obtained by the two methods are consistent one with the other; the existence
of a pole in the form factors in the limit of two soft pions indicates, however, that the matrix element ob-
tained in the limit of three soft pions is not a valid approximation to the matrix element in the physical
region. The K= and 7= scattering amplitudes and the transformation properties and matrix elements of the
o field are also discussed, since they are intimately connected with the derivation of the K5 form factors.
The rates obtained for the four possible K .s decay modes were found to be ~1073-10"4 sec™1,

I. INTRODUCTION

N the course of the past several years many significant
advances have been made in the theory of weak
interactions through the use of the equal-time current
commutation relations proposed by Gell-Mann! coupled
with the concept of a partially conserved axial-vector
current (PCAC).2 The leptonic decay modes of kaons
furnish a particularly interesting example of the ap-
* Work completed under a National Science Foundation Pre-
doctoral Fellowship at Stanford University, Stanford, Calif.
1 M. Gell-Mann, Phys. Rev. 125, 1067 (1962).

2Y. Nambu, Phys. Rev. Letters 4, 380 (1960); M. Gell-Mann
and M. Lévy, Nuovo Cimento 16, 705 (1960).

plication of these two hypotheses, since all of the ampli-
tudes for these processes can now be predicted. The K,
amplitude can be given directly in terms of strong-
interaction coupling constants by an extension of
PCAC and the Goldberger-Treiman?® relation to the
kaon, although experimental errors are too large to
draw any definite conclusions about the success of this
prediction. Through the work of Callan and Treiman*
a relation was obtained between the K3 and K, decay

( SSMS) L. Goldberger and S. B. Treiman, Phys. Rev. 111, 354
1 .
( ; C.) G. Callan and S. B. Treiman, Phys. Rev. Letters 16, 153
1966).
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modes, while Weinberg’s® subsequent work related the
Ksmodes to Kis3; both of these relations are surprisingly
successful.

It is the purpose of this paper to obtain the form
factors for the K;; decay modes through the use of the
current algebra and the PCAC hypothesis.® While the
muonic decay K5 (K — wrmuv,) is energetically im-
possible, the decay Ko (K — wwmev.) is a possible pro-
cess with about 80 MeV available; the predicted rates,
unfortunately, are too small to be measured. The K5
form factors, however, are of considerable theoretical
interest. In addition to a kaon pole which appears
in K5 as well as in K4, there is a pion pole that adds
considerably to the complexity of the matrix element;
rather surprisingly, there is a singularity in the form
factors for K5 at one of the soft-pion limits.

Furthermore, since the calculation is performed both
by taking all the pions off the mass shell simultaneously
(asin the K ;s work of Weinberg®) and also by an alterna-
tive, simpler procedure involving only single soft pions,’
some light is thrown on the specific assumptions that
are commonly used in work with current commutators.
It is notable that the ¢ fields which arise when several
pions are simultaneously taken off the mass shell have
matrix elements which are determined by the isotopic
transformation properties of these fields.

The K7 and wr scattering amplitudes obtained by
Weinberg® are also discussed briefly in an Appendix
since they are intimately connected with the K;; form
factors.

II. DEFINITIONS

The spherical basis of SU(3) is used throughout this
paper, and a brief discussion of this basis will be found
in Appendix A. Since this formalism is not too common
in the literature, it will prove useful to bring together
the definitions of the otherwise familiar matrix elements
and operators that will be used in the subsequent sec-
tions of this paper.

Thus the mp, K, K5, and K4 form factors are
defined as®

(0[VZ4:(0) | ma(p))=1n(a)da,5(2p°) P fp*, (1)
(0[V24 #(0) | K y(k))=1in()8:,;(2k0) " Pmx fxck*, (2)

8 8
)(4p°k°)-”2
7 a

XLfe(k+p)e+ f(k—p)*], (3)

§S. Weinberg, Phys. Rev. Letters 17, 336 (1966).

6 P. McNamee and R. J. Oakes, Phys. Letters 24B, 629 (1967).
The notation used in this letter has been changed slightly for use
in the present paper.

7J. S. Bell, in Proceedings of the 1966 CERN School of Physics
at Noordwijk-aan-Zee, CERN, Geneva, 1966 (unpublished); and
(private communication).

8 S. Weinberg, Phys. Rev. Letters 17, 616 (1966); N. Khuri,
Phys. Rev. 153, 1477 (1967).

9 The vector form factors do not contribute to the K;s amplitude
in the soft-pion limit and are presumably suppressed in the physical
region by the centrifugal barrier. The same observation holds
true for the axial-vector form factors in the case of K;s.

<1ra(1>)l\/ij"(O)lKa(k)>=2\5(
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(ma(pr)me(p2) [V2A4,#(0) | K (k))
=— i\/Z(S?lOonko)_l,2f+(m1rf1r)_1[F1(P1+p2)"
FFo(pr—p2)*+3(14+-EFs(k— p1—p2)*], (4)

where V,* and A,* are the vector and axial-vector
currents, respectively, £= f_/f;, and

(8 8 8’)
i 7 a
is the antisymmetric SU(3) Clebsch-Gordan coef-
ficient.! The indices ¢, b, - - -, m, n are used to indicate
SU(3) transformation properties, with a= (V,I,I3) and
d=(—Y,I,~1Is); n(¥,I,I5)= (—1)IsHY is a phase factor
that occurs repeatedly in calculation.

Callan and Treiman related the K3 and K, decays,*

finding
V2(ftfo)= ('meK)/<mwfr) s )

while, by relating K;4 to Ki;, Weinbergs found the
following relations!!:

Fr=1(a)n(3)8a,59:,7, (62)
8 8 8\/8 8 &
Fz=6Z< )( . > (6b)
m\e b m/\i § m
B (p—
F3=F1—I—F2~—(—p—1—pi) . (6¢)
k- (p1rtp2)

Finally, the current commutation relations suggested
by the free quark model® are stated in spherical tensor
form as

[Vao(x),V +#(0) Jo(x0)
8 8’
=—V3Y ( )Vc"(x)a“(x) , (7a)
¢ \a c
[Va%(x),4 54(0)]6(2°)
g (P )
= 2 <a b . )Ac (x)64(x), (7b)
[4.%(x),4+(0) 18(x%)
8 8 ¢
=—V3 ( )Vc“(x)é“(x). (7¢)
4 a c

III. X;5 FORM FACTORS FROM SINGLE-
SOFT-PION METHODS

The method of utilizing single-pion reduction in
multipion processes is due to Bell” and has the advant-
age of a maximum of physical intuition combined with
a minimum of assumptions. The procedure to be

1071.J. de Swart, Rev. Mod. Phys. 35, 916 (1963); P. McNamee
and F. Chilton, ibid. 36, 1005 (1964).
11Tn Egs. (6) a sign error in Eq. (24) of Ref. 5 has been corrected.
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followed is to construct the amplitude for the process
to be considered, taking into consideration all inter-
mediate states that give rise to form factors that,
while not constant, are of zeroth order in the pion
momenta; this amplitude is then compared with pre-
viously known amplitudes by letting the momentum of
each of the pions in turn go to zero. Using this method
in the case of K4, it is possible to derive the results ob-
tained by Weinberg® without ever considering the
commutator

[44°(x),0,4 5(0) J8(x%) = 0.(%)8%(x) - 8)

In the case of K;;, however, the situation is not quite so
simple.
The K5 form factors are defined as®

(ma(pr)mo(pa)me(ps) [ V2V #(0) | K i(k))
= (161°92°93°%°) V[ G1p1*+Gapo*
+Gapst+5(A+HGk— pr—pa—ps)*]. (9)

In the case of K4, it was not possible to assume that the
form factors were constant; K-pole diagrams gave rise
to terms which, while zeroth order in the pion momenta,
still varied considerably in passing to the different soft-
pion limits [cf. the last term in Eq. (6¢)]. In the case of
K5 there are both K-pole and w-pole diagrams that
give rise to such terms. These momentum-dependent
parts of the form factors are separated by defining

Gi=git+gxKitg-1L;. (10)
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(b)
F16. 1. K-pole and w-pole contributions to the K5 form factors.

Here K; and II; represent the K-pole and w-pole con-
tributions shown in Figs. 1(a) and 1(b), respectively,
gx and g, being the strengths with which they enter.
These momentum-dependent terms being explicitly
included in the K5 matrix element, it will be assumed
that gi, gx, and g. behave as constants when extrapolat-
ing to-zero pion momentum.

The K-pole contributions can be written in terms of
the K5 form factors and the K — Krr amplitude. By
crossing symmetry, the K — Krr amplitude can be
taken from recent work® on the low-energy K scat-
tering amplitude (cf. Appendix B) :

(mo(p2)K j(k2) | S| ma(p) K i(kr) )= — 3i(2m) 864 (kr+ p1— ka— p2) (16p10p20k10k,0) 1/2

8
SERARTONCD (i

8 8\/8 8 §&
>< . >(P1+P2)'(kl+k2). (11)
a m

zjm

Using Egs. (3) and (11) to calculate the contribution of Fig. 1(a), one finds

8
Ky=—12\Bn(ayn(i) fumefs)? (b

m,n

8 8')(8 8 8’)(8 8 8'>k'(?2"?3)
m/\i & m/\n j a k~(p2+p3).

(12)

K, and K are generated from K, by the simultaneous cyclic permutation of the indices 1, 2, 3 and g, b, ¢, while

K=K+ K, +K;.

The 7-pole contributions can be written in terms of the K3 form factors and the = scattering amplitude in a
similar manner. Taking the = scattering amplitude from recent work in the literature,3

(ma(pr)ms(p2) | S |we(pa)ma(pa)) = — 2i(2m)*6*(prt pa— ps— p4) (1691°p2"ps*p ) /2 (mmr )2

X {U(a) 77(6)5‘1 .366.3[mr2_' (p1+ PZ) 2]+ 6a,c6b,d[m1rz— (Pl"‘ P:ﬁ) 2]+ 5a,d6b,c[m7r2_ (P2— fa) 2]} )

(13)

one can calculate the contribution of the diagram in Fig. 1(b) and find

8 8 8
H;=8v3f+(m,,f,,)—2{n(b)(i ; a)6b,z[m,2—(p2+p3)2]+perm.}[mﬁ—(p1+p2+p3)2]—l, (14)

where “perm.” denotes the other two terms generated by the simultaneous cyclic permutation of the indices

1,2, 3 and g, b, c.

Finally, the constants g;, gk, and g. are determined by relating K5 to K4 in three separate soft-pion limits.

Using the PCAC relation obtained from Eq. (1),

\Qé,,A a”(x) = mrsfw(ﬂoG(x))f )

(15)
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and the commutator, Eq. (7b), one finds
1};133 (20 X ma(pr)mo(p2)me(ps) | V#0) | Ks(k))

8 8 &
=i(\/6)(mrfw)‘1n(6)§(é ) m)(vra(m)n(ﬁz)lAm“(O)lKi(k», (16)

and two similar equations obtained by the simultaneous cyclic permutation of the indices. Using Egs. (4), (6),
and (9), one obtains a set of simultaneous equations for the constants after equating coefficients of linearly in-
dependent terms. The general solution for the form factors is then

8 8 & 8 8 & 8 8 ¢
G0 oo Jsne=2(] " atarins
i j a ¢ j b i 7 c

+[(j j i)n(C)é—C j il>n(b)3a,s+%n(6)n(i)3i,;(i z i)]———:gij ;

8 8 &
+4[(, ) a)n(b)éb,e{mwz—(.Pz+?s)2}+penn-]l:mﬁ—(p1+1>z+1>3)2]—‘}, (17a)

2

8 8 8 2= (bt p2)?
G4=g{(. ) )n(b)ﬁb,a(—l-l-’i ne (Pt 2y) )
i j @

Ma2— (p1+ pat-p3)?
8 8 & 8 8 & 8 8 8\k-(p1—
+[( . )ﬂ(b)lsb.a—(, . )ﬂ(d)5a.a+%ﬂ(0)ﬂ(i)5;,;< )]——M}—I—perm., (17b)
i 7 a i 7 b ¢ b e/ k- (pr+p0)

where g=—2V3 f.(m.f»)~2. The quantities G2 and G; are obtained from G; by the simultaneous permutation of
the indices. Since the structure of these terms is quite obscure, it is convenient to write out the form factors for the

four observable K .5 decays.

KH(k) = wH(po)a—(p)w(ps)etve:

+ 2 12
Gl=3—1/2g[1_2 (prct-po)*—m :|, (18a)
(p1tpatp3)2—m,2
+p2)2—m.2 ke (pr—
G2=3—1/2g[1—2 (it o) —m } n Pa)], (18b)
(prtpatpa)2—ma® k- (p1+ps)
+p2)i—m.2 ke (p1—
G=—3(3) g 144 Brpinl B Pz)], (18¢)
(prtpotps)2—ma® k- (prtp2)
em? B (p— B (hi—
G (3)‘1/2g[1—4 (prtp2)*—m (p1—p2) » (p1 1’3)]. (154)
(prtpatpa)2—m® k- (prtp) ke (prtps)
K+ (k) — 7(p1)n0(p2)m0(ps)etve:
2, 2, 2.
Gl=G2=G3=G4=—%(3)‘”2g[3_4(p1+p2) + (1t p5)*+ (patp3) 3m,z]. .
(pr+pot p3)2—m,2
Ko(k) — 7= (p1)a=(po)wt(ps)etve:
G1=6-~1/2g[1._4(1> 1+05)*+ (potp5)*—2m,2 k- (pz—ﬁa)], (20a)
(p1+potp3)2—m,? k- (patps)
+p5)? 222 e (py—
G2=6—1/2g|:1—4(Z>1 2+ (ot £) " i ?a)], (20b)
(P1Fpatp3)2—m,? k- (p1t+p3)
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00+ (pet ) — 2m?
Gg=4(6)—1/2g[1_(1) cH2)F Bt o —2m ] (20¢)
(pr+potp3)2—m .2
2 52— m.2 B (p— B (py—
G4=6‘1/2g|:2—4(1>1+p3) +(patps)*—2m (h—ps) k- (p Pa):l. (20)
(pr+patps)—ma? k-(prtps) ke (patp)
Ko(k) — 7(p1)m(p2)m(ps)etv,:
2 7‘_2 k, —
G1=—(6)*1/2g|:2—4 (prtpa)t—m n (P2 Pa):l, (212)
(prtpatpa)2—me2 k- (patps)
2 ‘”2 k, —_
Gz=—(6)—”2gl:2—4 (p1tp2)t—m } (p1 Ps):l’ (21b)
(1t petp3)2—ma2 k- (p1tps)
2 2
Gg=6—1/2g[1+4 (Pt o) —m- ] (21¢)
(prtpatps)2—ma?
2 7r2 k. — k. —
G4=—(6>—1/zg[1_4 (ot ptome” B po) B (s 3)]. (21d)
(prtpatpa)i—ma2  k-(prtps) k- (patps)

IV. K;; FORM FACTORS IN THREE-SOFT-PION LIMIT

The K5 form factors can also be calculated in a more traditional manner by going to the limit of all three pions
being soft. While this calculation is of considerably greater complexity than the calculation in the previous section,
it is of interest since it sheds some light on the matrix elements of the o field [Eq. (8)]. Reducing in all three pions,
one finds

(ma(p)mo(p2)me(ps) | V#(0)| Ki(k)y=—i2VZn(a)n(b)n(c) (1m+*— p1®) (ms*— po?) (> — ps?)
X (8p1°p2°ps") (s f )2 / dhedtydiz e¥ 1 -=trrvtes (0| T(9ad 2%(x)0p45°(9) 9,4 57(2) V#(0)) | Ki(k)).  (22)

To simplify this equation, the identity given in Appendix C is used. In addition to the commutators of Egs. (7),
some assumption concerning the o field must be made. According to the suggestion of the free quark model or of the
Gell-Mann-Lévy ¢ model,'? it is here assumed that when a, b are pion indices (0,1,I5), o transforms as an isotopic
scalar:

[4°(x),044 4#(0) J8(x°) = (@) da, 50 (2)3%() , (23)

[4a"(x),0(0)16(x") = 94 o#(x)5*(x) - (24)

Equation (24) follows from the fact that ¢ transforms as an isotopic scalar, as can be seen through the use of the
Jacobi identity. After considerable manipulation, one finds

(mopmpa)me ()| V#0) | K (1) = 2VEn(@)n(B)n(0) Bppaps)
7
X (2= )= ) (m = p) £ X Not, (25)

Ni#=prapashsy / dixdiydiz ¢irr=trrvtesa) (0| T(4a%(2)AP(9)As7(2) V#(0)) | K o(R)), (262)
8 8 &

Nyp=—iV3 Y ( . > / dixdty ei@22+23-9(0] T(9.45%(%) 9sA HA(y) A m*(0)) | K i(k))+perm. (26b)
m\a J m

Ny#=Yin(a)da,s / @ 677350 T(32A4 *(x) V #(0)) | K i())+perm. (26¢)

12 M. Gell-Mann and M. Lévy, Nuovo Cimento 16, 705 (1960).
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N y#= —3in(a)ba,s f d it r2t9) (0] T(30A 1%(2) V #0)) | K o(B))+perm.,
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(26d)

Np=1 S [1(a)d0,580.m— 1(8)55,:00 5+ 1(c)d0,e85,5 1p1a / diei it ortes) 50| T(A n*(x) V#(0))| Ki(k))+perm. , (26¢)

8
Ne#=13V3 3. (

a m

Nyt=n(a)ba.ipse f dhadty eorts =403 (0| T(o() A2 ()V #(0) | Ki(B)+perm.

8/
_><?1—P2)a1>3ﬂ / d'xdy el =Hra (O] T(Vn(x) A:5(y) Vi#(0)) | Ki(k))+perm.,  (26f)

(26g)

Retaining only the terms in the form factors that are of zeroth order in the pion momenta in the limit py, po, p3— 0,
it is apparent that most of these terms can be handled fairly easily. N1# contributes form factors that are first or
higher order in the pion momenta. N,* is related to the K4 matrix elements. N3* and N4* are related to the K3
matrix elements. Ns* may be obtained from a consideration of the K;3 matrix element!3:

g 8 §
/ dt oiv-=(209)11%(0] T(A a”(x)Vj“(O))IKi(k))=\/3_m,fwf+(1—é)n(a)<i ) a)g""+0(;i>)-

(27)

N¢* has zeroth-order terms that arise from a kaon intermediate state; using Eq. (27) and the fact that the isotopic

spin current of the kaon is conserved, one finds

/d“xd“y i@ =" D QRNVHO| T(V nx(2) AL (y)V #(0)) | K i(k))

8 8 8&\,8 8 8\ gke
=3imwfwf+(1—£)2<, )( , )——~——~ (28)
» \e m n/\n j c¢/(k—p)2—mxg?

Nq#, finally, is a matrix element of the o field and will
be neglected. [There is no singularity arising from a
kaon intermediate state since the right-hand side of
Eq. (B2) vanishes. ]

When all of this has been substituted into Eq. (25),
considerable manipulation reveals that the same results
are obtained that are found in Egs. (17), with the ex-
ception that pi12= pe?= ps®=p1- po=pa- p3=p3- p1=0;
ie., [ma— (pitp)*ma— (prtpotps)? T =1.

V. DISCUSSION OF MATRIX ELEMENT

One of the more interesting features of the K;; form
factors is that they can have a pole in the limit of two
soft pions [e.g., p1=p2=0 in Egs. (18)], and for this
reason the matrix element obtained in the limit of all
three pions soft is not a valid approximation to the
matrix element in the physical region. This singularity
arises from a matrix element of the o field: If one goes
to the limit p1=p>=0 in the manner of the K;; cal-
culation of Weinberg,® one arrives at an expression
whose only singular term is of the form

/ dx eiwrteD = (p3) | T(o (x) V#(0)) | K(R)).  (29)

This is singular by virtue of a pion intermediate state

13 S, Adler and Y. Dothan, Phys. Rev. 151, 1267 (1966).

and the nonvanishing of the right-hand side of Eq.
(B3).

Of central importance to the calculation of the K;
form factors is the transformation property of the o
field; this enters the single-soft-pion calculation through
the == scattering amplitude and the three-soft-pion
calculation through Egs. (23) and (24). If it is assumed
that o transforms as an operator with =2, then a
different (though similar) set of form factors is obtained
for K514

Finally, it is somewhat surprising that the matrix
elements of the o field are determined by the specifica-
tion of the field’s transformation properties, at least
within the context of the parametrization of the K=«

-and 7w scattering amplitudes. It is particularly im-

portant that not all of these matrix elements can be
neglected—e.g., Eq. (B3), and especially Eq. (29),
which is singular.

VI. NUMERICAL RESULTS

The only decays that are energetically possible for
the K5 decay modes are the K.; modes, and these
have about 80-MeV phase space available. Since the
mass of the electron is negligible over almost all of
phase space, it will consistently be assumed that m.=0.
The total decay rate for these modes can then be

14 P, McNamee, Ph.D. thesis, Stanford University, Stanford,
Calif., 1967 (unpublished).
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written as
G*sin®0y [ d*p1d*pydips
=— / —— —— ——[Gipr*+Gapa*+GapsT*
4k°Q2m)*nl S 2910 2950 2p5°

X[Gipr+Gaps+Gsps 1 (k— pr1— pa—p3), (30)

where 1/z! is a statistical factor which occurs if there
are n identical pions in the final state. The matrix ele-
ment of the lepton current is contained in 7#, which is
defined by

I*(K)= 2.

spin

dBpddp, (2m) 064 K—po—1p.)

X{ete| j4(0)[ 0y (et we| 77(0)[0).  (31)

This may be integrated by covariant methods™ to give
I#(K)= (48r%) Y (K*K"—g"K?). (32)

After the lepton variables have been summed, the
K .5 decay rate depends on an integral of the form?!6

d’py d%p, d3
2519 2,0 230

where F is a Lorentz-invariant function. It will be
convenient to define a new set of variables:

i=p1+ps, (34a)
r=p1—pa, (34b)
o=k—p1—p2, (34¢)
A=Fk—p1— patps, (344d)

and to choose the six independent Lorentz scalars of
which F is a function to be 2, 0% N% (- p3, k-7, and 7- ps.
After a simple substitution,

ps
P=/nd4ld4P1 d(pi?—m?)s([i— pr JP—mF , (35)
D3

it is possible to perform the integration over p; in the
frame t=0, £=3; since this frame is a center-of-mass
frame, there are no kinematic constraints on the polar
and azimuthal angles of p;. The integration is greatly
simplified by assuming that F is independent of - p3:

d(k-7) a%ps
p=—%7r/ —d4—F, (36)
A(k2,12,0’2) 2?30
where
Ax,,8) = [x2+y2+52— 20y — 2wz— 2y2]1/2.  (37)

It is then possible to perform the integration over ps

16 J. D. Jackson, Weak Interactions in Elementary Particle
Physics and Field Theory, Brandeis Summer Institute, 1962
(W. A. Benjamin, Inc., New York, 1963), Vol. 1, p. 263.

16 W. Williamson, Jr., Am. J. Phys. 33, 987 (1965).
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in the frame o=0, {=%;

i / AN¥ (L p3)d(k- r)d“t

F, (38)
[A(R?12,0%) I

and finally to perform the integration over ¢ in the frame

’ 7 [ di2dedNd(t- p3)d(k-1)
p=— F.
42 A(E2,2,0?)

39

In the matrix elements of the four possible K ,; decay
modes [Eqgs. (18)-(21)], G1=G: except for terms con-
taining the factor k- (p.—p;)/k- (pi+p;) which, in the
region available for the decay, is <3}. Since these are
the only terms that involve 7:p; [cf. Eq. (36)], they
will be neglected. The decay rate for K5 may therefore
be written, in the rest frame of the kaon, as

e G2 sin%fy ]dﬁda?dwu- pa)d(k-7)
192(27)"nlmg? A(mg?,t?,6%)
X[Gut#+Gaps* ]Gt +Gapy]
X[ (k—t—p3)ulk—t— ps),— gu(k—t— p3)*], (40)

where 7 is the number of identical pions in the final
state. The limits on the integrals are

kore=(1/20)[(mg*+- 12— 0?) (m12—m:?)

+A(mg?2,02)A(2miZme2) ], (41a)
t+ par=(1/40)[(mg?—1*—?) (N2—0?—m3?)
+A(mg 202 A(e2\m;2)], (41b)
L) 24+m3 2SN < 2(0*+ms?), (41c)
my*< o< [mg—(H)12]?, (41d)
(matme)* <2< (mg—ms)?. (41e)

The parameters f, and f; are evaluated from the ex-
perimental rates for the m,; and K. decays. It will be
noted that since f. and fy are inversely proportional
to cosf4 and sinfy, respectively, the only dependence
of the K.; decay rate on the Cabbibo angles is a weak
dependence on 64: I'(K.)~cos*04. The numerical
values of the experimentally determined constants!?
were taken to be G?=1.3510X10"22 MeV—4, sin%dy
=0.044, sin20,=0.07, T'(z+— ptv,)=3.92X107 sec7},
and I'(K*+— 7%tv,)=3.61X10° sec™!. These give the
values | f.|=0.967 and | fi| =0.747.

It was possible to perform the integration over k-7
and ¢- psin Eq. (40) explicitly ; because at the complexity
of the integrand, integration over the variables /2, %
and A? was done numerically. Electromagnetic mass
differences were neglected and all constants have the

17 N. Brene, L. Veje, M. Roos, and C. Cronstrom, Phys. Rev.
149, 1288 (1966); A. H. Rosenfeld et al., Rev. Mod. Phys. 37, 633
(1965); G. H. Trilling, in Proceedings of the International Con-
ference on Weak Interactions, Argonne National Laboratory
Report No. ANL 7130, 1965 (unpublished).
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values quoted above. The rates obtained are
T(K+ — nmtrrl%ty,)=2.8X 107 sec™?,
T(K*+ — mr'n%ty,)=2.7X10"* sec™!
(K — 7~ rtetr,) =8.1X107* sec™?,
T(K° — mor%r~¢ty,)=2.8X107* sec™?

These rates are substantially higher than previous
estimates indicate,! but they are far too small for the
process to be seen in the near future.
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APPENDIX A

It is convenient to use the spherical-tensor basis for
SU(3) calculations since all matrix elements are then
expressed immediately in terms of physical eigenstates
rather than in cartesian components. The price that is
paid is, of course, the complexity of the ‘‘angular
momentum” algebra and the question of normaliza-
tions and phases. For present purposes a few details
are sufficient.

The relation of a general octet spherical-tensor
operator Ty, r,r3® to the same operator in cartesian form
T is given as

To,0,08=Ts3, (A1)
To1,88=Ts3, (A2)
To1,21%= FIV2(T1£iTy), (A3)
Tira3®=F3V2(TuxiTs), (A4)
Ti13.58=—3V2(TeiTy). (A5)

The importance of the spherical-tensor operators lies in
the Wigner-Eckart theorem, which is stated for the
group SU(3) as!®

(Ns,CI TbNglNl;a>
Z(Nl N2
B ¥ \@ b

-+, m, n are used to denote SU(3)
with a¢=(V,[,I;) and

N3y
)<NsnTN2uzvl>7, (46)

where a, b,
transformation properties,
a=(—Y,1,—1Is).

In the assignment of SU(3) transformation prop-
erties to physical eigenstates, there are several phases
that must be determined by convention. For the octet
of pseudoscalar mesons, this is most conveniently done
by defining the free-field second quantized operator

om() = (2m) 202 f &5p

XLfp(®)an(p)+n(m) fr*(x)ata(p)], (AT)

18 V. A. Kolkunov and I. V. Lyagin, Zh. Eksperim. i Teor. Fiz.
45, 2009 (1963) [English transl.: Soviet Physics—JETP 18,
1379 (1964)]. [Note added in proof. A. Gaffur, Nuovo Cimento
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where #(V,I,I;)=(—1)7st¥Y, These conventions are
consistent with those usually used with SU(2) in the
more common case of isotopic spin.'* Two points are
worthy of notice: (1) The phase n(m) must be introduced
when crossing symmetry is used; (2) the more useful
convention is that the spherical tensor operator 7,3 is
(em)t=n(m)om [cf. Eq. (15)] since (¢m)' creates a
meson of SU(3) index m.
If the weak Hamiltonian is defined to be

=2713G],Ji+H.c.

with the wusual definition of the lepton current
[*=¥y*(1—v°)¢.], then the hadron current for both
strangeness-changing and strangness-nonchanging in-
teractions is

J”=V2(COSBV Vo,1,—1*—cosf4 A 0,1.__1“)
+V2(sinby V_1,3,—3#—sinfs A 1,3, 4*), (AS8)

where Vo* and A.* are the vector and axial-vector
currents, respectively.

Finally, several useful identities can be derived
through the use of the 6u recoupling coefficients for the
Clebsch-Gordan coefficients of SU(3)%; of particular
interest is the general identity

020G )
=0z )G )

=n(d)2(8 8 8')(8 8 8’). (49)

m \& b m/\c d m

By inserting explicit values of Clebsch-Gordan coef-
ficients, one can also obtain the following special cases
which are useful in calculations with pions and kaons.
For a, & pion indices (0,1,75) and ¢, d kaon indices
(-_l_- 1;%7[ 3)

8 8 8\/8 8 &
Z( >< )= —(1/12)84,56..a
m\a ¢ m/\b d ™

+%n(a)n(d)§.<i j Z)(f ; fn) (A10)

and for @, b, ¢, d all pion indices (0,1,73)

8 8 8\/8 8 &
Z( >< >=%(5a,a5b,é—5a,550'3)' (Al1)

e ¢ m/\b d m

29, 302 (1963); G. W. Intemann and I. R. Lapidus, sbid. 52A,
432 (1967), obtain higher rates through the use of pole models. ]
( ;P) A. Carruthers and F. P. Krisch, Ann. Phys. (N. Y.) 33, 1
1964

20 M. Krammer, in Weak Interactions and Higher Symmetries,
edited by P. Urban (Springer-Verlag, Vienna, 1964), p. 183;
M. Resnikoff, J. Math. Phys. 8, 79 (1967); S. Fubini, G. Segré,
and J. D. Walecka, Ann. Phys. (N. Y.) 39, 381 (1966).
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APPENDIX B

The K scattering amplitude can be derived either by the single-soft-pion methods used in Sec. I1I or by the
Adler self-consistency argument?! used by Weinberg?; in either case, the scattering amplitude is determined with
no reference to assumptions concerning the ¢ field. The derivation of the = scattering amplitude is, however, more
ambiguous. Starting from the parametrization

(ma(pr)ms(p2) | S| me(ps)ma(ps)y= (2m) 464 (p1+ pa— ps— p1) (16p1°92°95°p4°) " *[n(a)n(c)a,50c,a
XA{A4-BL(p1— p3)*+ (po— p3)* 1+ C(p1t+p2)*} +8a,c00,a{ A+ BL(p1+ p2) 2+ (pa— p3) 2]+ C(p1— p3)?}
+ 64,400, c{ A+ BL(p1+ p2) >+ (p1— p3) 2]+ C(pa—p3)2}], (B1)

one finds either through single-soft-pion techniques or through Weinberg’s use of the Adler self-consistency
argument that A4m,2(2B+C)=0 and B—C=—2i(m.f.)~% To proceed any further, one must add some ad-
ditional piece of information. If it is assumed that the ¢ field transforms as an isotopic singlet, then the solution is
A=—2if2 B=0, and C=2i(m., f~)"2; if, on the other hand, it is assumed that ¢ transforms as an operator with
I=2[I=11isruled out since Eq. (8) is symmetric in a,b ], then the solution is 4 =8i(5fx*)~, B=—6:(5m2f-2)7},
and C=4i(5m2f,2)~1. The assumption that o transforms as an isotopic scalar is commonly accepted, and it is
that solution that is adopted in Sec. I1I.

It is important to note that the K= and = scattering amplitudes determine certain matrix elements of the ¢

field:
Jim (4haka) 12K () |0(0) | K (1)) =0, (B2)

khn}: (4k10k20) 1I2<‘Irb(k2) |0'(0) l Ta(k1)>= —im,,26,,, b (Bs)
1>K£2

The former of these relations is independent of the transformation properties of o, but the latter is based on the
assumption that ¢ transforms as an isotopic scalar; both relations are valid up to terms of the order of (k1—%2)2.

APPENDIX C

T(dXAYOZV)= 8,20, 7T (X oV 6Z V) —31(30y%— 0:%— 3:%)82y0y. T ([ Z0,[ X 0,V JIV) — 1 (30.%— 8,2~ 8,) 8446y T
X ([Y%EXO;ZH:D V) - %Bwasz((axa‘i‘ aya+ aza) [ZO; [XO, Ya]] V)_ %&wasz((axa"‘ aya+ aza)[y(), [XO,Za]:l V)
- %5zy5sz([[X0; YO]va] V) - %5zy6uzT([[X0;Zo:],a Y:] V) - ‘:lfazuéuzT([Yo, [207 GXJ:IV)
~30040y.T([Z0,[ V0,0 X V) — 8, T([X 0,V I8V 9Z)—8,T([¥ 0,V J0Z0X) — 8.T([Z0,V 10X 0V ) — 62, T((3:"+9,%)
X [XO, Ya]az V)_ %5sz((8ua+ aza)[yo,za]aXV) - %azzT((aza'f" axa)[ZO)Xa]a YV) - %611/5211((655‘1'}‘ aya)
X [X(b Ya:“:ZO; V])— %61,2517‘(((91,“—{— 85“)[Y0,Za:|[Xo, V.])_ %523;5;,,T((6z°‘—|— a:ca) [ZO,Xa][YO, V])
- azaawT([YO) aX:IZaV) - azaawT([ZO)a Y]XaV) - ayaazzT([XO; (')Z] YaV)+ 5a:y6sz(|:Y0; I:XO: aZ]] V)
+ Bzy‘ssz([:ZO,[YO; aX]] V)+ swasz([XO’ [Zo,a Y]] V) - % (aua— aza) azﬁazyT([XO; Ya]ZB V) - % (aza_ aya)
X 6zﬁ5sz({:Y0,Za:|XﬁV) _%(aza_ 63"‘)6,,‘3624,T([ZO,X¢]YpV)-i—%(Gy“— aza)51y5sz([Zﬂf[X0, Ya]] V)
+%(aza_ aya) 5acy5sz([X0,[y0,Za]] V)"‘%(ama_ aza)axyasz([YO, [Z(),sz]] V) - %6250T(EXO;[YO; V]](-)Z)
—38,8:T ([ Vo, [ Z0,V]10X) —58:8:T ([ Z0,[ X0, VI10Y) = 5628, T (LY 0,[ X,V ]102) —58,8:T([Z0,[ Vo,V ] 16 X)
- %52622‘([‘){0’[20; V]]GY) - %&061/52{ [XO,[YO; [ZO: V]]:H" [XOJ [Z(J;[:YO’ V]]]
+ [Yl];[ZO) I:XO, V]]]+ I:ZO,I:YO, [XO’ V:I]]} .

In the interest of compactness the following abbreviations have been used: X*=A4*(x), Y#=A4%(y), Zv=A4"(3),
V="V#0), 0,%= 0/0%a, 6,=08(x"), and §,,= 6(x°—»°).

21§, Adler, Phys. Rev. 137, B1022 (1965); 139, B1638 (1965).



