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processes are related through isospin invariance?:
TN |rp) = — (e )
=V2(@ON*| 7p)
=B @N*+Hatp). (5.5)

Thus a comparison of Eq. (3.17) may be made in the
form
ot (Tta'p| 7t p) — o (ptp|atp)—Fo (a"N*H+[atp)

=g (mmp |7 p)— (o~ p|7p). (5.6)
The right-hand side of Eq. (5.6) has been obtained at
2.75 BeV/c by the Saclay-Orsay-Berlin-Bologna col-
laboration!” as 2.0540.1 mb and at 4 BeV/c by Bondar
et al.’® as 1.86 mb. The corresponding values of the
left-hand sides at these energies are obtained by
Armenise ef al.'® as 1.840.2 mb and by Aderholz et al.%
as 1.87 mb. The remaining predictions cannot be tested

17 Saclay-Orsay-Berlin-Bologna Collaboration, Nuovo Cimento
35, 713 (1965).

187, Bondar et al., Nuovo Cimento 31, 729 (1964).

B N. Armenise et al., Phys. Letters 13, 341 (1964).
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due to lack of suitable data on nonresonant production
cross sections.

One limitation of the model is that it is inadequate for
many processes which involve Z~ or E production
amplitudes with two units of charge or strangeness
transfer and are experimentally observable. However,
the present model has an advantage over the additivity
model in that it can be easily extended to study the
group structures of higher baryon resonances through
such nonresonant mechanisms for production of mesons.
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Sum rules are obtained by using the dispersion technique of Fubini in the radiative weak decay K — lvy.
The relevant ratio of the axial-vector to vector contributions is then predicted by saturating these sum rules
with a few low-lying resonance states, and its relationship with the question of subtraction in the dispersion
relation of certain amplitudes in K — /»y is also discussed.

HE radiative decays of the charged pions and
kaons are of considerable interest with reference

to the structure of weak interactions. Das, Mathur, and
Okubo,! and also Riazuddin and Fayyazuddin,? have
already considered the radiative decay of the charged
pions. In the present paper, we discuss the radiative
decay of the charged kaons. In the case of ¥ — [¥py,
the relevant vector contributions can be related® to
the matrix element of the decay, 7® — 2y, by means of
the conserved vector current (CVC) hypothesis.
Instead, one can use the p-dominance model to evaluate
this vector contribution and obtain the CVC result
within a few percent.* In the case of K— vy, we do
not have the CVC, but we can use the K*-dominance
model to calculate the relevant vector contribution.

1T. Das, V. S. Mathur, and S. Okubo, Phys. Rev. Letters 19,
859 (1967).

2 Riazuddin and Fayyazuddin, Phys. Rev. 171, 1428 (1968).

3V. G. Vaks and B. L. Ioffe, Nuovo Cimento 10, 342 (1958).

4 The p dominance gives a,(0)=2.17X10"* MeV~, compared
to ar(+3ma2) = (1.91_0770)X 10 MeV~! obtained from the
assumption of CVC and the experimental value of % — 2v. It is
to be noted that in the latter case, ax(») is given at »=-jm,?2,
so it is then assumed that a.(v) is more or less constant in the
range »=0 to y=+3m,2

The above estimate of the vector contributions in
K — Iyy is expected to be reliable, as we are encouraged
by the results of the p-dominance model in the case of
7 — Ivy, and also as we shall be able to use the values of
the relevant coupling constants with the symmetry-
breaking effects taken into account. A sum rule for the
structure-dependent axial-vector part of the radiative
decay K — Ilvy is obtained using the dispersion tech-
nique of Fubini.5 Now, saturating the sum rules by a
few long-lying resonance states, we predict the ratio
7x(0) of the structure-dependent axial-vector to the
vector contributions, which can be checked experiment-
ally in K — lvy decay. In addition, the question of
subtraction in the relevant axial-vector amplitudes of
K — Ivy is discussed, and its effect on the ratio rx is
then evaluated.
The reduced T-matrix element for the process
K+(p) = It (p0)+v(p2)+v (k) is given by
T=TLs+T1", (1)
where T'pg is the lepton internal bremsstrahlung term,

5 S. Fubini, Nuovo Cimento 43, 475 (1966).
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and 7" is the structure-dependent term given by
iGsing 1 [ mom

\/E “ (21!’)9/2\4P10P20k0

T'=

1/2
) A(pva (o) (ps)

Xie/d“x e 20| T{7,o™ (x),
X[\ 30)+ A2 0) K (p). (2)

For the vector contribution in Eq. (2), we define the
amplitude ax (v) as

[t o7, v ) KH)
__ =0
(22 (2po)2

where » is defined by v=—p-k. To evalute ax(v), we
assume that it satisfies an unsubtracted dispersion
relation, and saturate it with single-particle states. The
absorptive part of ax(») is obtained from (3):

Lax () Jws=1(2m)* 3 [8*(k—n) (0] ju=™ (k) [m)

X (n| Vx=5(0) | K+ (p))— 0 (p—k—n)
X0 V=55 (0) [m) | o (R) [ KF(p)). - (4)

The first term on the right-hand side of (4) does not
contribute simply because of energy-momentum con-
servation; for the second term we take only the K*
single particle for the intermediate state. We then
obtain

evkpnppku ) (3)

fK*GK*'FKty

(macr—mx?)

ax (0)= ©®)

where the coupling constants fx* and Gg*k+, are
defined by

(290)%0] V23=5(0) | K**+(9))= fx*er, (6)
(4gopo) ™E*(p) | =™ (k)| K**(g))

= GK*K'yevﬂ'yurPﬂP'yéa . (7)
To evaluate explicitly expression (5), we can use the
SU (3)-symmetric results®:

GK*+K+7= %wavgz/smp , (8)
and, further, from current algebra’ as well as from the
asymptotic SU(3) symmetry?:

&R/ fr=mg?/m;?, )
where, in Eq. (9), the symmetry-breaking effect is
incorporated.

6 See, for example, M. Gourdan, Unitary Symmetry (North-
Holland Publishing Co., Amsterdam, 1967), p. 1
7 Riazuddin and Tayyazuddln Phys. Rev. 147 1071 (1966).

8 See, for example, S. Okubo, Lectures delivered at the Institute
of Phys1cs University of Islamabad 1967 (unpublished).
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The relevant matrix element for the axial-vector
contribution in K+ — [tpy is

M,,x=i/d“x etk
X0 T{ o (), AX—5(0)} | K+(p)). (10)

This can also be written in terms of the amplitudes H?,
which are functions of » only, as

Ma=iLH.(v)popr+H:(v) plr+Hs(v)kupr
+H, (k400 H;(v)]. (11)
If one insists that the sum of 7.5+ 7" should be gauge-
invariant,® then one can show that
ik, M= —i{0] Ax*%(0)| K*(p))
=— frpa. (12)
If we separate out the Born contributions from the

amplitudes H;, then for the remainder parts H;, we
obtain from (12):

H;(v)—vH,(v)= fx, (13)
— fx+vHi ()=~ Jx. (14)

Thus, we have H;(»)=0 for »5£0 and, for H;, the sum

rule
1 Ts( v')

2 v

@v'= [k, (15)

where in (15) %5(») is the coefficient of 6, to be picked
out from

Mp=1(2m)* L[8*(k—n)0] 7, ™ (k) | )

X (| 4x+=5(0)| K+ (p))—8" (p—k—n)
X 0] Ax+=52(0) [n)Xn] 3yt (R) | K*+(p))-

Only the K, intermediate state contributes in the
second term on the right-hand side of (16), and we
obtain

(16)

- gx4f.
2v+ (mKAL‘-’sz)
where gk, and fx,xy are defined by
((2g0)"%0] Ax=(0) [ Ka*(g))=gxam,  (18)

(4gop) VX E*(p) | 5™ (k) | K 4 (9))

Ziflmxvnn[ LA ;@ qQ) ] . (19)

For the physical problem (k2=0), we identify the
structure-dependent axial-vector form factor dx(») in
(11) as

Hi(v)= fx+vbx (). (20)

9 A. N. Kamal, Nuovo Cimento 504, 972 (1967).
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Then the quantity of direct experimental interest in
K+ — Ityy decay is the ratio

rk(0)="0x(0)/ax(0). (21)
From (13), (17), and (20), we get
gKAfKAK‘Y
K= ’ 22
S i) (22)
dﬁﬁ v —L8KAJKAKy
O I
v o (mi,2—mg?)?
L (23)
(mx ,*—mx?)
From (5), (8), (9), (21), and (23), we obtain
rx(0)=—0.85, (24)

where we have used fx=1.28f, and also? f,2=2f.%m,%
We now discuss the case when H;(v) should have a

subtraction : 5
- v hs(v')
Hs(v)= fx+ / dv'. (25)
2w J v (v'—v)
We then obtain from (16), (20), and (25),
28k afRAK
b (v)=— Sl (26)

(2ot —m?) (m = mx)

In the present case, we do not have (22) to eliminate
the parameters gx, and fx,x,. However, we shall
evaluate (26) by using the p-dominance model. We have
(490po) VXK (p) | jo™ (k) | K4 (9))
=i{a(—k)[—2(p-k)n+2(n-k)py]
+ﬁ(_k2)[—'k2"lv+ (77 : k)kv:]} .

Current algebra, together with partially conserved
axial-vector current (PCAC) gives

@7

K4
2a(mx,2)+B(mxk, )=

(28)

K”'IKA2

If we now define the s- and d-wave coupling constants
G, and Gy for the K4 — K*r vertex as

(4goko) VX K*i(k) | 1| K41 (g))
=dei G- e+2Ga(n k) (e-p)]  (29)

we obtain, from the assumption of p dominance and on
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comparison of (29) and (27),
G
a(_k2)=__..]_ri_7 (30&)
V2(k2+m,?)
ﬁ(—kz) == _._____i___.
V2 (k2+m,%)m,?
X [Gs_ (mKAZ‘I' mpz)Gd] ) (30b)
and
anGd
fKAKyz\[Z_mpz(MKA2—MK2) . 31)

The expression for Ga also can be obtained from the
consideration of the processes K* — K and K 4 — K*r
and is given by Srivastaval® in the form

6, 1,1 (1+6)fw/fx] |
vzf. L 4 (1—08)?

where 6= (mg ,2— 2mg+?)/mx 2 In deriving the relation
(32), the following results from the Weinberg sum
rules!® have been used:

(32)

Je¥

m K*2

2
K4

gr4=fr*, fr*=

(33)

mKAZ
Substituting Egs. (31) and (32) in (26), we obtain
~(1— 1 1—Q .
fe1=8) 1 1—(14d)f /fK], "
(1—9)*

where we have also made use of (8) and (9). Thus in
the case of one subtraction in the dispersion relation
for Hs(v), we predict from (34) and (15)

rx(0)=0.05, for 6=0 (35a)
=0.11, for §=0.09. (35b)

The values of 7x(0) in (35) are quite small because of
the cancellation of two terms in the square bracket of
(34). It is also worthwhile to note the difference of signs
in (23) and (34). Further consequences of this in
K — Klvy and K— wlvy will be considered in a
separate publication:

It is, therefore, desirable to have an experimental
value for rx(0), so that the above predictions can be
tested; in addition, further understanding of the
strangeness-changing weak vertex may also be gained.

The author would like to thank Dr. Riazuddin for
discussions.

be(0)= 4%

mp

(mKAz—sz)L‘L

1 P, P. Srivastava, Phys. Letters 26B, 233 (1968).

1 Tf one includes the w—¢ mixing, the results (8), (24), and
(35) are expected to change by about 10%. We do not take this
into account explicitly, since the various other approximations
and approximate formulas used in our calculations have the same
order of accuracy.



