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The decay rate for  — w7 7%y has been calculated when the photon is emitted in the M1 state. Since for
such a transition the three pions are in a 3=1" and =0 state, the w-meson-dominant calculation is ex-

pected to give a reasonable estimate of the rate of the n — o

m~m%y decay mode. Further, comparison of the

vector-meson-dominant result with that obtained by applying current commutation relations predicts
that these two results are equivalent, provided the Kawarabayashi-Suzuki relation gus»=3u?F,"2g,r, be
valid when gu3- and gr. are the coupling constants in w — 3= and w — 7y decays. The w-meson-dominant
calculation together with the Kawarabayashi-Suzuki relation predicts T' (n — 7~ 7%) /T (n — 792v) =0.29,

in reasonable agreement with experiment.

1. INTRODUCTION

T is well known that there has been a renewed in-
terest in estimating correctly the various n-meson
decays. This essentially stems from the fact that n — 3w
branching ratios have of late been of interest following
a number of calculations based on current algebra.
Further, because of the probable C-violation effects in
n decays, various rare modes of C-conserving n decays—
namely, the n — yete™, yutu—, ete™, utu, etc., modes—
have been theoretically calculated, and experimental
searches for these decay modes are also in progress. In
a similar fashion there has recently been some experi-
mental indication of the probable existence! of the rare
decay mode n — wtr—n%.

The present experimental result? states that the
branching ratio R=TI'(y — wtra%)/T(z+r %) < 0.9%
and R'=T(yn— atrn%)/T(n — 7y)<0.6%. Nor-
mally, one expects, purely from the phase-space factor
and the magnitude of the fine-structure constant, that
the branching ratio R~1. However, one then notices
that the two pions in the 3y mode must be in a state of
relative angular momentum /=1, leading to a centri-
fugal barrier effect which then suppresses the decay rate.
An upper limit of R'~0.23%, was predicted by Singer,?
using a p-dominant model for the decay mechanism. If
C conservation holds and the photon in 3wy decay is
emitted through an M1 transition, then the 3= state
has T=0 and J?=1—, whereas for the E1 transition
JP=1%; hence #° will be in an s state relative to =tz
and thus the decay then essentially follows from the
p-dominant model. An interesting calculation based on
current algebra has been performed by Sarker. He has
considered the case when E1 is dominant. This is essen-
tially equivalent to the p-dominant calculation. The
recent calculation of Intemann and Lapidus® based on
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current algebra also confirms® this contention. The pur-
pose of the present paper is to estimate the M1 tran-
sition amplitude for y — w*z~x% decay using both the
w-dominance mechanism (which has the right quantum
number as the pions are in the JP=1~ and I=0 state)
and the algebra-of-currents’ approach coupled with the
hypothesis of partially conserved axial-vector current
(PCAC).8

In Sec. 2 we calculate the matrix elements for 5 —
3my and 7 — w2y in the w-dominance model. In the
subsequent section we employ the techniques of the
algebra of currents and show further the relationship of
this calculation to the vector-dominance calculation for
the n— 3wy decay process. It is interesting to note
that this can be established through the Kawarabayashi-
Suzuki? relation [see Eq. (3.4) below ] between g3, and
gory couplings defined in Egs. (2.1) and (2.2). Using the
Kawarabayashi-Suzuki relation [see Eq. (3.4) below]
and vector-dominance matrix elements, we find R’
~0.209%,. Further, to distinguish the various vector-
dominance calculations, we calculate the energy spec-
trum of the photon in g — 3my.

2. MATRIX ELEMENT IN THE
«»-DOMINANCE MODEL

In the w-dominance model, we use the following direct
coupling interaction Lagrangians

L1 (w3m) = (gusr/ 1) €ik€uwpedu P 4P Poog 2.1)
L2 (w0ny) = (gonv/ 1) Ervpoer Vw,p, PV | (2.2)
£13(w7"7> = (gmrv/.u) e)\vpo—f)\<7)w7qﬁ(")ka(7) 5 (23)

where gusr, gonr, and gory are the dimensionless coupling
constants for the respective interaction constants. The
value of g.3~ is related to the observed decay width of
w— 3 mode and g,y to the observed decay width of

8 The current-algebra calculation of Sarker leads to a value of
R’%’OAZ%, whereas Intemann and Lapidus give a value of 0.23%,
only.
7M. Gell-Mann, Physica 1, 63 (1964).

8'Y. Nambu, Phys. Rev. Letters 4, 380 (1960).

9 K. R. Kawarabayashi and M. Suzuki, Phys. Rev. Letters
16, 255 (1966).
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o —> my. We need not evaluate g,,, as it does not occur
in R’
The matrix element for 7 — 3my can be written down
quite simply, using (2.1) and (2.2)
Buny8wsr 2
W G
A'=[qs" k"qs™ pqc™ €1 —qa"" kEYp1-q,e7-qp"
_gbr.kvgar.pngcr. 67+Qb"' k'yj;n.gcrev .gaﬂr
—q.7 B g g, B gg T — ],

AI

M(ﬂ—>31"‘7)=

b

(2.4)
and similarly, using (2.2) and (2.3), we have
BwnvBwry 4
W (k=

Bl= [kl-y‘k‘yq‘lr,pqe"y. e‘y_k"‘/.k'Ye”Y.pﬂe'Y.g"r

M ysm2my=

—qm kR pre v er-gT ke Y- prev- k'Y
kR prgTe e — €T kYproqTh - 7]

+ kY k). (2.5)

In writing the above expressions (2.4) and (2.5), we
have suppressed the normalization factor for simplicity.

From (2.4) and (2.5), the branching ratio is then
given in our w-dominance model by

R'=T (or*x=29/ T (gortym (2.6)
where
1 Bk dq." gy dgem
Tossn=—— /
2M,J (2m)% (2m)? (27)3 (27)3
X (2m) 8k g™ g™ g7 )
16%07q0a™q05™qoc™
X|M(n—3xy)[2 (2.7)
and
1 diq™ d*kv A%k 1
| N ;
2M, (21!")3 (2m)? (27!')3 8qo™ko"k'
X (2m) 8 (kY + k'Y +g"— p7) | M (1a%ym | 2. (2.8)

3. CURRENT-ALGEBRA CALCULATION AND
RELATIONSHIP TO VECTOR
DOMINANCE

In order to apply the current-commutator relation
for M1 photon decay in 9 — 3y, we must disperse the
three pions simultaneously because the quantum num-
ber of the three-pion system suggests that any two
pions are in relative p wave leading to an I=0 state. It
may be remarked that it is not necessary to disperse all
the pions and the photon simultaneously (as was done
in Ref. 5), and doing so does not lead to any new result
except that of making the reduction phenomenon ex-
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tremely involved. Following Chang,'® we can write
down the reduction of the three pions, and the matrix
element (3my|T'|n) for the decay process (m*xbr°4?|y)
contains the following set of matrix elements:

f dixdiyd's eiqaxeiqbyeiqez[( -—-ig a#)( —1iq b")(—igcx)

XA T{AHx) Ay ()4} )],  (3.1a)
/ d'xd'y ei(etae) gitu(—igK)(—igy)ecra
X{(A?| T{Ka#(2),42(9)} 1), (3.1b)
/ d'y it arted reianu( —ig k) epaeoae
X{me|AMx)|n), (3.1c)
/ diad'y citeritarradu(— jg )
X(e| T{AH(@),00(y)} 1), (3.1d)
/ d*x eitastartezg, (0| b (%) |). (3.1¢)

In evaluating terms in (3.1d) and (3.le) we have
utilized the current commutation relations (CCR) with
the o model as in Weinberg.!* It may be noted that the
terms in (3.1e) above represent the decay % — 7+,
which is forbidden if charge-conjugation invariance is
demanded, and similarly the terms in (3.1c) represent
Ay1— n+v decay which is also forbidden by the same
argument. We drop the terms in (3.1a), as they are
highly momentum-dependent, i.e., cubic in the pion
momenta, as has been shown by Rubinstein and Vene-
ziano'? and by Intemann and Lapidus.® The highly
momentum-dependent form factor leads to a smaller
branching ratio compared with the other terms. If
further we drop the o-dependent term in (3.1d) which
represents A;— n4o+v (4:°— 9°+0%+7v), then we
are left with terms in (3.1b) only. The neglect of the
terms in (3.1d) may be justified as the decay 4;—
n+o+7 is not seen at all now. Thus we notice from the
above discussion that the »— 3wy decay process is
related directly to the n — #2y process. Using the PCAC
relation and rewriting the 7 product in (3.1b), we obtain
the following expression for the 5 — 3my decay matrix
element in the ¢ — 0 limit:

(m(ga)m(gu)m(ge)er(k) | m(py) )= 3iF *(2m) =412
X (Sgag bgc)—1/2/d4xd4y ei(‘Ib+¢1a) 1“+‘1:ch1(€ b_ga) €u€abd

X{e2 (k) | TLbr(qe), Var(x) ]| n(p))
+ (symmetric terms in bc and ca),

10 Lay-Nam Chang, Phys. Rev. 162, 1497 (1967).

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

12 H. R. Rubinstein and S. Veneziano, Phys. Rev. Letters 18,
411 (1967); see also J. Pasupathy and R. E. Marshak, sbid. 17,
888, (1966).
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where in Eq. (1b) the right-hand side is essentially the
matrix elements for the n — 7%y decay. We can then
write

(e[ n)=(3/6)F (2m)~9/%(8¢ug2g.)/*(gs— o) u
X eavaM ca**(Pry(qatgv)1,qc)
-+ symmetric terms,

where M denotes the n— w%2y invariant matrix ele-
ment. If we now use w dominance for 5 — 7%2y decay,
then we can write down the following expression for
M cd”P:

Burvgne (8¢—pep?/m.*)
Mcd”": -Jizacdfﬂva%ga—l-qb)”gca—“‘_‘——““”_
#2 (p2_mw2)
€?9Prp, okf+symmetric terms, (3.2)
where
p= (Pn_k) .
We thus obtain finally
Gury8nw
3y | 1= 3F *(2m) = (8qquqe) M eun———
"
(56‘#_1’5?4’/7”«’2)
X EMVU(Qa#gbvchmf‘#aﬁpPﬂakﬁEp . (3.3)

(P2 - mwz)

In writing Eq. (3.2) we have used the Lagrangian Eq.
(2.1).

In the w-dominance model for » — 37y, we have sup-
pressed the normalization factor, using the Lagrangian,
Eq. (2.1):

Gusrgno {67 —pep’/m?}
(3my | )= ’ v[exypaevxpnpkvv
" (p—k)>—m.’
X euwreganq bcha] .

The vector-domiance and the current-algebra results
are identical if

Los3r= 3(#2/F1r2)gw1r'y ’ (3.4)

which is the Karawabayashi-Suzuki relation. This re-
lation was obtained from a direct application of the
current commutation techniques to the w — 37 decay
process in Ref. 9.

Having established the connection between the vector
dominance and CCR results, we now compute the
branching ratio for the n— 3wy and 7 — #%2y decay
processes. Using the vector-meson dominant result,
Egs. (2.7) and (2.8), for n — 3wy and n — 72y and the
Kawarabayashi-Suzuki relation (3.4), we find'?

R'=T(n— 3mv)/T(n— myy)~~0.2%.
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Fic. 1. The calculated photon energy spectrum in the decay
n— wtr~n% in the 7 rest frame, using the w-dominance model.
(ko is given in MeV.)

4. CONCLUSION

It remains now to discuss the inner bremsstrahlung
contribution to the 7 — 37y decay. As pointed out in
Ref. 5, the direct emission term is 5 times as large as
the inner bremsstrahlung contribution, so we have not
considered the bremsstrahlung contribution for M1
photon emission. It was also pointed out in Ref. 5 that
Singer’s p-dominance calculation agrees with!? that ob-
tained by current algebra, a result demonstrating the
equivalence of the two calculations for 5 — 3wy decay
when a photon is emitted in the E1 state. The present
calculation shows similarly that for M1 photon emis-
sion both methods again give identical* results if we
assume the Kawarabayashi-Suzuki (K-S) relation [Eq.
(3.4)] and further that the neglect of o termsis justified.s
Here we would like to remark that Sakurai'é has pointed
out the equivalence of current algebra and p-pole-
dominance calculations, through the use of the K-S
relation g,2=2m,*F,?. From the very small observed
rate n — 3wy, it is unlikely that the ¢ meson contributes
significantly. However, this point needs further
investigation.

13 We do not give details of the phase-space calculation as it
is given in great detail in Ref. 5.

14 See, however, Ref. 6.

1 We must emphasize here that the w-dominance 5 — 3wy
amplitude agrees with the current-algebra result if we calculate
n— 792y decay via the w meson again which seems to be quite
reasonable [see Alles ef al., Nuovo Cimento 45, 272 (1966)7].

16 J, J. Sakurai, Phys. Rev. 156, 1508 (1967).
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In the above calculation we have also not used the
mixing between n° and X°. As has been pointed out in
Ref. 4, its inclusion reduces the rate by a factor of
0.68 or enhances it to double its value depending on the
sign of the mixing angle, and it is also easy to predict
a similar branching ratio for the decays. We find that
R’'~0.20 for the M1 transition case, to be compared to
the rate ~0.42 when E1 is predominant (see Ref. 6).

PHYSICAL REVIEW
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In any case the experimental limit is < 0.99, or 0.6%,
which is quite large. Hence the M1 transition can also
contribute appreciably. In Fig. 1 we have plotted the
photon spectrum in the w-dominance model.
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We present the details of a calculation of the sixth-order contribution to § (g,—g.) from the proper fourth-
order vacuum polarization. As a byproduct of this calculation, we have also obtained the finite part of the

fourth-order contribution to the charge-renormalization constant Z;.

I. INTRODUCTION

NE of the classical successes of quantum electro-
dynamics has been the prediction of radiative
corrections to the Dirac value of the gyromagnetic ratio
of the electron and of the muon. To first order in the
fine structure constant a, these corrections! are pre-
dicted to be the same for the electron and the muon:

3(ge—2)P=3(,—2) P =a/2r. (1)

This is, however, no longer true at higher orders.
Already at fourth order in the electric charge constant
e (¢*/4r=a), the Feynman diagram shown in Fig. 1(a)
gives a sizable contribution to 3(g,—2), while the
corresponding diagram obtained by interchanging the
muon and electron lines [see Fig. 1(b)] gives a very
small contribution to 3(g,—2). All other diagrams in-
volve only one kind of lepton, and therefore their
contributions do not depend on the masses.

The total contribution to the electron g factor in
fourth order is given by

a\? (197
3(g—2)W= <—) {m"ri%vrz-*-%i'@)—%r? In2

™

1 Me 2 Me 4 My
)

45\m, um Mo
= —0.3284784(a/7)?, @)

* Work performed under the auspices of the U. S. Atomic
Energy Commission.

 Present address: CERN Theory Division, CERN, Geneva 23,
Switzerland.

! J. Schwinger, Phys. Rev. 75, 1912 (1949).

where {(3) is the Riemann zeta function of argument 3,
defined in the Appendix. The terms independent of the
ratio m./m, were calculated by Karplus and Kroll,?
Sommerfield,® and Petermann* using standard quantum
electrodynamics, and by Terent’ev® using dispersion
techniques. We have calculated the term (1/45)
X(me/m,)?, which comes from the diagram shown
in Fig. 1(b).%

The corresponding contribution to the muon g factor
in fourth order is

a\?(97
3(g—2)W= (‘) {14—44‘%#2'{"%?(3)—%72 In2
/|

my Me Me 2 my
+3In—+ i7r2—————4(—> In—

Me my m, Me

() + ()]
= (+0.76577947X10-5) (o/m)2. (3

This includes the contribution from the diagram shown
in Fig. 1(a), which was first estimated by Suura and

2 R. Karplus and N. M. Kroll, Phys. Rev. 77, 536 (1950). Their
calculation, however, contained an error which was corrected by
Sommerfield (Ref. 3) and Petermann (Ref. 4).

3 C. M. Sommerfield, Phys. Rev. 107, 328 (1957); Ann. Phys.
(N.Y.)5,26 (1958).

* A. Petermann, Helv. Phys. Acta 30, 407 (1957).

®M. V. Terent’ev, Zh. Eksperim. i Teor. Fiz. 43, 619 (1962)
[English transl.: Soviet Phys.—JETP 16, 444 (1963)].

;'l‘o our knowledge, this term has not been taken into account
before.



