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Schwinger’s comparative kinematical transformations are generalized to include semilocal transforma-
tions. By identifying the 2* mesons as bound states of two fundamental Dirac fields y through ku.,~¥v.9.,
we obtain various trilinear meson-meson interactions among 2* mesons and 0~ and 1~ mesons. The agree-
ment between the theoretical predictions and the experimental measurements for various decay widths is

satisfactory.

1. INTRODUCTION

SINCE the proposal of the nonrelativistic SU(6)
theory by Sakita, and by Giirsey and Radicati,!
there have been various attempts to construct a
generalized relativistic theory. It has now been recog-
nized that these theories have grave difficulties.? The
explanation of the successful results of SU (6), therefore,
has to be sought on grounds other than SU(6). Some
time ago, Schwinger proposed a model in which the
physical 0~ and 1~ mesons are repersented as the low-
lying bound states of pairs of a more fundamental
triplet of fermion fields.? In his model, 0~ and 1~ mesons
are local objects. The relativistic dynamics of these
mesons in the idealization of U (3) symmetry is derived
from the hypothesis that a compact group of trans-
formations on fundamental fields induces a predomi-
nantly local and linear transformation on the phenom-
enological fields that are associated with particles. It is
verified that the meson-interaction term derived is
invariant under the parity-conserving group U(6)
XU (6). In this paper, these local kinematical trans-
formations are generalized to arbitrary semilocal trans-
formations. Making use of the technique of comparative
kinematical transformations, and assuming that the 2+
(and the 1*) mesons can be represented by some
semilocal y-combinations, we can determine the dy-
namics of 2+ (and 1) mesons easily.

* This work is based on part of a dissertation submitted to
Harvard University in partial fulfillment of the requirements for
the degree of Doctor of Philosophy. Publication of this paper is
supported in part by the National Science Foundation.
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2. GENERALIZED KINEMATICAL
TRANSFORMATIONS

Infinitesimal semilocal kinematical transformations
on Yu () and Y.af (x) at a fixed time «° are given by

= [ e,
(1
9= [~ R,
where ¢ and « are the unitary and the Dirac indices,

respectively, and \gy.orer(X,y) is a 12X 12 semilocal
matrix which is Hermitian in the general sense

5>\a'n' ,aa (Y9X)* = 6)\aa.a’a’ (x,y) .

The meaning of semilocal is that 6\ (x,y) is nonvanishing
only in a small neighborhood around x=7y. These
transformations are generated by the generators

/ N, y)m(x,y)Pxd®y.
The parity-preserving generators are
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where 4, for example, is a sextuple-valued index that
combines @ and the double-valued spin label; and the
parity-changing generators are
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In Egs. (2)-(4), all x and y are assumed to be at
equal time. For simplicity, we denote the generator
m(2,9) | z0=y0 by m(x,y). These generators have the
following equal-time commutator structure:

[mas™ (x,9),mep ) (2',y")]=0, ©®)

[mas® (2,9),mcp® (2, y')] =5(x'—y)dpcmap® (x,y)
—8(x—y")oupmcr® (2',y), (6)

[mAB (x:y) yMceD ) (x,:yl)] =0 (X,—- y)aB cMAD (x:y,) ) (7)

[mA B (x)y) yMeD &) (x’;yl)]
=—08(x—y")dapmca(®,y), (8)

[mA Bt (x:y) yMeD ) (x’yy,)]
=—8(x—y)oapmcs'(«',y), (9)

[mA B‘r (x’y) yMceD i (x';)”)]

=06(x'—y)dpeman'(x,5"), (10)
and
['MA B (x,y) ym et (x’,y’)] =8(x'— Y)8pcmap™ (x,y')
—8(x—y)oapmes® (2yy). (11)

In this paper, all the generators of the generalized
kinematical group are undertsood to be semilocal, i.e.,
x=~7y and x’=y’, etc. After the identification

MmaB (x) = mAB(x,x) )

we reproduce the local U (6)X U (6) kinematical group
structure considered by Schwinger.?

Since the physical mesons and baryons are local
bound states of the fundamental ¢ fields, a semilocal
and linear transformation on y will induce predomi-
nantly a corresponding semilocal transformation on the
phenomenological meson and baryon fields M (x) and
B(x), through

oM ()= f Ton(xy)M (),
(12)
sB(x)=i / Tox(xy)BG)dy,

where
ToN=)" T4pd\ap.

The associated transformation matrices Ta obey the
corresponding group commutation relations. One should
notice that the parity-preserving subgroup, which has
the group structure of U(6)XU(6), is of special
physical interest.? This subgroup leads to linear kine-
matical transformations among the independent com-
ponents of the 0~ and 1~ meson fields. This property
ensures that the corresponding transformations on the
meson fields can be generated by alternative generators
in terms of the phenomenological 0— and 1~ fields alone.
In other words, we are led to the conjecture that the
independent components of the meson variables form
a separate basis for this generalized kinematical group.
Following Schwinger, we can compile these 72 inde-
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pendent components of the 0~ and 1~ meson variables
into the following matrix forms:

M 45(x)= 3m)*??/ (—g) (das*+047Uras") , (13)
M 458" (x)= (M pa)t= (Gm)**/(—g)
X (pat+0:TUras™), (14)
where
¢t= (3m)/*pFi(2m)1/%¢"
and

U= 2m)~12U i (Gm) 12U

are non-Hermitian combinations of the independent
components of 0~ and 1~ mesons, 7 is the mass of the
1~ mesons, and gis a universal coupling constant. These
M’s satisfy the equal-time commutator relations

[M (x),M (") ]=[M"(x),M" (x')]=0,
[M 45(x),M cpt (2') )= (m3/4g?)épcdapd (x—X').

The required generators can be expressed in terms of
these special combinations as

map ™ (x,y)~(4g%/m*)[ M (x) M (y) ]as,
map™ (x,y)~— (4g%/m*)[ M (x) M (y) ] a5,

which possess all the commutator properties required
by the generalized U(6)XU(6) generators. In these
expressions and hereafter, we denote the generator on
the fundamental level by m, and the corresponding
generator linear in the phenomenological field variables
by M.

(15)

(16)

3. 0+, 1+, AND 2+ MESONS

In contrast to the 0~ and 1~ mesons, the physical
2+ mesons can not be identified with the simple bilinear
¥ combinations,

/ FUEDP -+ DT (— 3D,

with T' being some Dirac matrices, because the latter
can not carry an extra unit of angular momentum. It is
very natural to identify them with the next simplest
expression where only one gradient is involved:

M52 2 by (%) Jap

- / 0,1 (| E| Walx-H3 Erpas (x— 3 ORE,
)

mb /2m‘—1 /2[)\¢Iﬂ (x) ]a b

/ 101 (| E])a(xt-3 Dowths (x— 2 H)PE.

* Under the local approximation f(¥)=f5(¥), these meson fields
can be identified as ¢, ~Yv,i0W, rdu~F0o,i0\y. The original
concept for representing spin-2 mesons by these expressions was
invented by J. Schwinger. See Note added in proof of Ref. 3.
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In Eq. (17), m, is a mass scaling factor, and f(| €]) is
a spherically symmetric scalar function related to the
internal wave function of the 2+ mesons. It should be
noted that the field variables ¢,,, \@,, describe more
than a single 2+ meson. They actually describe the
superpositions of a 0t, a 1+, and a 2* meson field®
whose neutral members all have the same spatial
parity 41 and C parity +1. The mass factors, m,’s,

w0y

1( 3,0
buw="—"—\ g~
" 3 B I

)q, 4

2 2m1

1 920, 1 9y
Duy= _<ng— —)@p ©— —(g)‘“—-

mo“’

V3 V3

MQ2

where mo and m; are the physical masses of 0+ and 1+
mesons, and will be denoted collectively as 91T hereafter.
The independent components of the O+, 1+, and 2+
mesons are associated with ¢x; and ¢, and their
corresponding equal-time commutator relations can be
derived from Eq. (17) through the anticommutator
relations among the fundamental fields. These com-
mutators should be identical to those derived from the
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and the internal wave functions are in general different
for mesons with different spins. We express them
collectively only for the purpose of simplicity, and we
should always keep in mind that they actually represent
different factors. ¢,, and \¢,, are related to the phenom-
enological 0, 1*, and 2+ meson fields, ®©, ®®, and
@ through

6“,)\,@)‘”(1)+q’“,(2) )

(18)

phenomenological fields. This is a consistency test for
our dynamical assumption of representing composite
systems by phenomenological fields. Under the local
approximation, we can replace f(|£|) by f&#*(¥). We
will keep f(|¥|) explicitly for computational conve-
nience, and equate it to f&*(£) only in the final expres-
sions. The equal-time commutator relations derived
from the fundamental level are

(L@ad)kr(x), (¥ea) pa(xX') 1) = [k (@as)01(X), 5 (Bcados(x) ])=0,

<z‘[(m)u<x>,p<¢cd>0«<x'>1>=# / / BEPE 0,1 (D)0, 1(8) ([Fa (- 3DV s (=3 DB (X + 3 E) o gha(x'—3E)])

Okq ]
=;;5 // d3$d3£’alf(z)apf(ff)[_—abca(x—-x'_%(z_l_ z’))<¢a(x+%f)¢d(x'—%,£’)>

Hoaa@e (X' +3E W (x—38))0(x—x"+3(E+ E)],  (19)

where use is made of
P@revd(x))=—du@ (X} (x)).

Since (Y (x)¢(x’)) is an even function of x—x/, our expression can be reduced to
Okq ,_
suabn @) [ [ dedr0f00,(€ )30 xHH B+ D +ox—x—3 (£ ED]

Okg _ Jd 9
= —_—<¢ (2X)¢ (2X') >—' _____f(2) (X—' x,)aadgbc )
2mb dx? 9xP

where f®(x) is the convolution of f(x) with itself.
Under the approximation f(x)= f§(x), we have

consequently, our commutator can be reduced to

x0=2a":

O )= f%(x);

® The introduction of 0 and 1* mesons here is purely formal.
Our final results do 7ot depend on the existence of these mesons.
The essential point is that the 2+ mesons can be described by the
traceless and symmetric part of ¢,,~¥y,id. .

(L (Pad)ir(x),?(@ca)* (") )

kg _
=—T4 PGV )68 (x—x')
2mb
+ 2 ()9,0:0(X—X') 10aadie.
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These are indeed identical to the results obtained from
the canonical commutators taken between the phenom-
enological fields,

2=a": [($ab) (%), (Bca) pa(2’)]
= [ (@ap)o1(2),5(Bca)og(x')]=0,
i (pad) 11(2),7 ($ca)(x") ] (20)
kal
= 6ad5bcakq<6pl_ ?——'>5 (X"" X/) s
m2

provided that

P01 wemw

2mb e 3mb

The agreement between the canonical commutators on
both levels confirms our identification of ¢,, and ¢, as
the superposition of 0*, 1+, and 2+ mesons. Under the
assumption that the vacuum expectation value of ¥4,
ie., W)W (x'))sme, takes the same numerical value
for the system describing the 0~ and 1~ mesons, we
obtain a relation between the coupling constant f
defined here and the coupling constant g defined in

Ref. 3:

O

47r_ dr/\ow/
In deriving Eq. (22), we have made use of® 2g{yy)=
—m?. As we shall see, relation (22) is satisfied experi-
mentally. Another important consequence is that the
nonuplet of 2+ mesons are degenerate under the limit

of unitary symmetry—a result which is also realized
experimentally.

(22)

4. DYNAMICS OF 2+ (and 1¥) MESONS

To compute the interaction between the 2+ (and 1%)
mesons and the 0~, 1~ mesons, we express the dependent
fields of the 2+ (and 1*) meson variables in terms of the
independent fields of the 2+ (and 1%) meson variables
through the field equations

= —%ak%‘”‘-l—further structure associated with

other systems. (23)
1Dim= 01@Pmr— Imd1—+further structure associated with
other systems. (24)

The further structures in Egs. (23) and (24) can be
determined through the correspondence of the gener-

¢ This relation can be obtained by commuting ¢ with ¢° or
Uy with Uy in the fundamental level.
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ators expressed in Eq. (16). With the help of Egs. (2),
(13), and (14), Eq. (16) can be expressed explicitly as

waf(x>-;—(1+7°>%( tron oukio

01— 109

)% ()

1—03
Lo @)+’ Uk (@) (¢ () +a Uit (9))as,

1403
mf(@%a—w)%(ﬁ

a1tioy

>ll’b ()«

1— 102 1"‘0’3

—3[@* @) +a"Ust ())&~ W) +a" U (9))]as,

which leads to, in particular,

Ya (%)Y (y) <> [ (x)* () — ¢ (x)p~(3)
FUr @)Ut ()= Ut @ Ui () Jas,
Va(@)oups(y) « {6~ (@)Ut () +Urt(x)¢~(y)
+ Ui ()¢ (5)+oH (%) Ui (y)
—tepm Ui () Unt (y) —Unt(x) Ul—(y)]}ab .

Then, making use of
(¢ab)0p (x) =— ifm_5/2m'—1/2

X [ 0001010,
#(Pav)im (%) =1 fr52m 112

X [ 33 (D9 5+ Dom(a— 3 DPE,

and after including the derivative terms, we have

(¢a b)oP == E)’n—2a k » (¢a b)0k+ fm—ﬁ /2m‘—1 12

X [¢Oap¢_¢ap¢0+ UomapUm_ UmapUOmJab ) (25)
k (¢a b) m]1= €nniOn (¢a b) tk+1:fm.”2m“5’2
X[Un31¢+¢0:U% — Undid®—¢°01Um
- ie,,.,,z(m—‘U",,akU“z—f-mU,,akUz)]ab . (26)

Through the machinery of relativistic field theory,
Egs. (25) and (26) are sufficient to determine the inter-
action of 2* mesons with 0~ and 1~ mesons. Comparing
Eqgs. (25) and (26) with?

N (Bas)®* = — 31* ($ab)" — I Lint/ 3 ($5a)**,
k (d’ab) im= al(¢ab)mk_ am(¢ab) 1 zaLint/ak (¢ba) Im

7 These two expressions should be understood as
MOV = — 3 k@I L. /56 (20k
¢(l)lm = al¢(l)m - am¢(l)l - ZaLint/a¢(l)lm1 etc.
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and after relativistic completion, we have?

Line= fOCm=52m,; 112 Tre,,[ ¢*0°p— p0*¢*+ Urro* U™
—U»0"Ur- (possible g,, term)]
- %Uf Mt *m =512 Tr"¢""{ eaﬁuv[% U9z
+%¢6)‘U“5—- Uﬁa)‘tﬁa—(ﬁ“a)‘Uﬂj
+i(mU, U, —mU,\Uu—m U, 0,U°,

+mUa0\U%) Y. (27)

The possible existence of the g,, terms in the interaction
Lagrangian indicates that the interactions of the 0%
meson with 0~ and 1~ mesons can not be fully deter-
mined. We would also like to point out that, in Eq. (27),
the ,,@ is coupled to the stress tensor of the system.
This is in striking analogy with the well-known 1~
mesons. The dynamical couplings of 2+ mesons should,
therefore, have a universal character similar to those
of 1~ mesons, since the former provided a basis for the
representation of gravitational interactions analogous
to the electromagnetic use of vector meson.?

Under the assumption that the independent compo-
nents of the 0, 1+, and 2+ mesons form a separate basis
for the generalized U(6)XU(6) kinematical group,
we are able to compute the interaction between one 0~
or 1~ meson and two 2+ (and/or 1*) mesons through
the technique of comparative kinematical transforma-
tions. We shall omit the detailed calculations here,
and only copy down their final results:

Lint= 1’g Tr )‘¢I‘"[U“’¢)‘,]—— (g/m) Tr¢)‘{q5‘",,‘¢5\'}
+ (igm,/ m) TrU WM\ — (7'3/ mm,) TrU, ur ApE \po”

with

~_1
WYX =2 €nap u@°”.

5. COMPARISON WITH EXPERIMENTS

It is now well established that the 2+ mesons form
an octet, plus a singlet with approximately equal masses
of about 1300 MeV. They are identified experimentally
as A,(1300 MeV, T=1), K*(1420 MeV, T=1),
f(1260 MeV, T=0), and f’(1514 MeV, T=0), which
have the C parity +1 and J?=2+37 The f and f’ are
linear combinations of the unitary singlet and the octet
singlet. Under the assumption that the symmetry-
breaking interaction transforms like a component of an
octet, it is sufficient to determine the mixing angle
between f (and f’) and the unitary singlet from the
masses of these 8+1 mesons. The f and f’ are then
found predominantly as

f~(1+{22)2,  f'~|33),

8 The possible existence of terms like
Tri¢#*¢,0rp, and Treng,d*Ur,

which can not be determined by means of these comparative
km(einllatical transformations, is suppressed in this simplified
model.

?S. U. Chung ef al., Phys. Rev. Letters 15, 325 (1965); S. L.
Glashow and R. H. Socolow, 7bid. 15, 329 (1965).
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which is analogous to » and ¢ in the 1~ mesons. It has
been shown by Nieh! that this special mixing pattern
for vector mesons is a consequence of the vector-
current conservation, if the symmetry-breaking effect
is dominated by .33, the vacuon. This argument can
be applied to the 2+ mesons, where the tensor currents
coupled to the 2+ mesons are also approximately con-
served. The 2+ mesons can then be displayed in the
square array as

(—AL+f)NV2 Agt K+
(H)= —As AL+ f)/V2 K|,
K**" K**o f’

Since the present situation about the 1+ mesons are not
yet clear, and the available data are not sufficient to
give a crucial test on our proposed interactions; we will
not discuss the interactions relating the 1+ mesons
hereafter. Tests of the prediction that He¢, HpU, and
HUU are all governed by a single coupling constant
are avilable only for the first two, which are involved in
various 2+ meson decays. After the spin indices are
suppressed, the interaction Lagrangians have the follow-
ing protoforms:

TrH¢¢p and TrH(U¢—¢U),

where ¢ and U are nonuplets of 0~ and 1~ mesons
displayed in the matrix forms!

— N2+ (1+9) w* K¥
o= -7 70/V2+3 (n+6) K° )
K- Ko (—n+8)/V2
(a2t K

U= —p~ ("+w)/V2 K|,

) K*o ¢
The unitary structures can be written out explicitly as

TrH¢dp=Ar(n+8) —VIAKIK+ (1/V2) frr
+35 (f'+ f/V2) (m+88+4-2K K)
— (f'~ /N D6 —Ir (R** 1K+ RiK**)
+ (RE**+K*K)[§ (5+n)+ (1/v2) (6—n)]
and
TrH(Up—o¢U)
=V2Apir+V2A (R*tK—KtK*)
+(/V2— f)(EK*~K*K)
+V2m (B**K* - R*K**)+[} (n4-6)+ (7 —8)/v2]
X (B*K** — B**K*)+-V2p(R1K** — R**(K)
+ (¢—w/V2)(RK**—K**K),
where { represents the appropriate isotopic spin matrices

and
= —e"itr=(—7~, — 7+, ),

0 H. T. Nieh, Phys. Rev. Letters 15, 902 (1965); Phys. Rev.
146, 1012 (1966).
1t J. Schwinger, Phys. Rev. 135, B816 (1964).
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etc. The coefficients in these expansions describe the
intrinsic strength of various couplings, and are denoted
by g

In order to compare our results with experiment, we
have to know the SU(3) symmetry-breaking effect.
We make the simple physical assumption that the
actual interaction takes the same form even in the
presence of symmetry-breaking interaction. All the
symmetry-breaking effects can be taken care of by the
proper mass terms. Then, the theoretical prediction
for various decay widths are

Fra NP\ M2
P”‘*"'*"'F;(izg‘z)(;) ;;’

f? 7\°
Ttart1n = Z‘(%ﬁ ) <—*> Ma,

™ m.

where T'(a*.0-40) denotes the partial width of a 2+
meson decaying into two 0~ mesons, etc., m, and M,
are the scaling masses and the physical masses of 2+
mesons, respectively, and p is the magnitude of the
spatial momentum of the decay products in the center-
of-mass system. In these calculations, only the lowest-
order perturbation theory has been used.'*? Now we

TABLE I. Various decay modes of 2+ mesons.

Decaying Iecal Texpe®
particles  Products p (MeV) (MeV) (MeV) Remarks
A2(1300) p 410 85 85 +2.2 input
KK 424 4.4 4.0%1.1
nr 526 13 10.9+2.1
o 275 0.5 <10 §=n'
total 90 =10
K**(1420) K 615 50 51 =3 input
K*r 413 33 33 =3
oK 320 9.2 12 +3 S=15
Ko 304 2.4 2.4+1
Ky 482 0.4 2.1+
total 89.145.1
f(1260) T 616 80 large
KK 388 2.7 <2.5 seen
4 <4
total 141 +13 §$=2.3
f(1514) KK 570 52 72 =12
K*K K*K 292 16 10 %10
T 744 ob <14
m 522 8.4 <40
total 73 23 S=18
a See Ref. 13.

b Based on the assumption f’~ <33|.

12 We follow the spirit that the renormalization effects have
already been taken care of in the phenomenological Lagrange
function. One only needs to compute the tree diagrams for any
given physical process.
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have a two-parameter fit for all the 2+ decay modes.
We take the experimental widths of A;— pr and
K** — K7 as our input, then the coupling constant
fand the mass factor m, are determined as

f/4An=% and my=2542 MeV,
while the coupling constant computed from Eq. (22) is
flAm=~3.

The agreement between these two values of f is fair.
Making use of the f2/4r and m, determined above, we
can compute all decay rates easily. The comparisons
between the calculated and the observed partial widths
are listed in Table I. The agreement is, in general, very
good.
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Note added in manuscript. After submission of this
paper, we became aware of the recent dramatic change
of the A, data,* which indicates that 4, is composed
of two peaks. There are several possible explanations:
(1) One obvious explanation is that the observed A4,
resonance is indeed composed of two kinds of meson and
both kinds of meson have the spin-parity assignment of
2+, This will make the good agreement of this paper,
which is based on a theory of an octet plus a singlet of
2+ mesons, quite accidental unless all 8+1 2+ mesons
are doublets. It is certainly of great physical interest to
verify experimentally whether all these nine 2+ mesons
are doublets. The same conclusion can be reached if the
A, resonance belongs to a double pole. (2) Since the
splitting of 4, resonance so far observed is based on the
data involving processes of large momentum transfer, it
may happen that the splitting of 4, actually depends
on its creation process and that the A, resonance re-
mains a single peak for creation processes involving
only small momentum transfer. If this is indeed the
case, the splitting of 4, at large momentum transfer
should be merely an interference effect (interference
between A, and its background or some other nearby
resonances). Then, the conclusion obtained in this
paper is not affected.

The author wishes to thank Professor R. Dashen for
a very helpful discussion on this point.

13 A. H. Rosenfeld et al., Rev. Mod. Phys. 40, 77 (1968).
1 For a summary of recent experiments on the 4, resonance, see
Barash-Schmidt ef al., Rev. Mod. Phys. 41, 109 (1969).



