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We report a measurement of the 8 asymmetry of the first-forbidden transition from the
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1+
2

ground state of *°Ne to the 3 level at 110 keV in 19F. Using atomic beam methods to prepare a

1+

100% polarized source of °Ne, we identify the 3 = %— decays by the detection of the subsequent
110 keV gamma emitted in coincidence with a beta. The average 8 asymmetry of the first-forbidden
transition is measured to be (A) = 17 + 12 %. We simultaneously make an improved measurement
of the branching ratio of the same transition and find I' = (1.13 & 0.09) x 10™* in good agreement
with previous results. Our measurement is used to obtain an improved calibration of the isovector
parity-mixing matrix element between the 1 + ground state of °F and the 17 level at 110 keV.
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PACS number(s): 23.40.Hc, 27.20.4+n

I. INTRODUCTION

Below about 300 MeV the effective weak interaction
between nucleons can be described by the exchange of a
single meson (7°, p, or w) between two nucleons with one
strong interaction vertex and one weak vertex. Desplan-
ques et al. [1] have calculated the weak parity-violating
nucleon-meson couplings from the standard model. Cou-
pling constants for this parity nonconserving nucleon-
nucleon (PNC-NN) interaction are denoted h::2, hJ!,
and fr; the superscript indicating the isospin change,
the subscript the meson exchanged. The pion-exchange
coupling, f., is purely isovector. The experimental de-
termination of these couplings is an important test of our
understanding of the weak interaction between quarks.

Important constraints on parity-violating couplings
have come from measurements of parity-mixed doublets
in 18F [2,3], 1°F [4,5], and 2!Ne [6]. The single positive
result of parity mixing in a light nucleus is the parity
mixing between the (J™;I = 1/2%;1/2) ground state of
19F and the (1/27;1/2) first excited state at 110 keV.
This is derived from the measured angular asymmetry of
the E1 gamma transition between these states. Parity
mixing in ®F is purely isovector, and measurements on
J

2

this nucleus set a limit on the dominant isovector cou-
pling, fr, which is an order of magnitude smaller than
the theoretical “best value.”

In order to relate parity-violating observables in light
nuclei to the weak meson-nucleon couplings it is neces-
sary to know the nuclear matrix elements of the oper-
ators in the PNC-NN potential. Nuclear shell-model
calculations have not yielded consistent evaluations of
these matrix elements. Fortunately, it is possible in the
A = 18 and 19 systems to use analog beta decays to
“calibrate” the nuclear matrix elements so that nuclear
structure uncertainties may be removed from the effec-
tive weak-coupling constants. Our measurement of the
beta asymmetry of the analog first-forbidden beta de-
cay, together with a more precise determination of the
branching ratio, provide an improved calibration of the
nuclear matrix elements in the A = 19 system.

The possibility of such a model-independent calibra-
tion was originally pointed out by Bennett, Lowry, and
Krien [7]. The isovector pion-exchange term of the PNC-
NN interaction, VPNC | is identical, apart from coupling
constants and rotation in isospin space, to the two-body
pion-exchange contribution to the axial-charge matrix el-
ement (vs) of first-forbidden B decay [8-10]:

VPNC _ ”7;9%(71 x T3)3(0'1 + or3) %,mm] , @
. 2 —
A{vs) = A(7s; one-body) + %(n X T2)+(01 + 02) - [%ﬁl&’(ﬁ"(T)J ) (2)
~
where
¢7r(7') = exp(—m.,rr)/‘lﬂ"" . (3)
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o; and 7; are Pauli spin and isospin matrices, respec-

tively, for the ith nucleon; g.nyn = 13.45 is the strong

coupling; M = 1840 is the nucleon mass in units of mec?;
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and A = 1.2605 [11] is the ratio of hadronic axial-vector
to vector weak-coupling constants. Haxton [4] has shown
for the transitions of interest that, although the magni-
tude of the (-ys) matrix element varies greatly in differ-
ent calculations, the ratio of one- to two-body contri-
butions is relatively model independent. Such analogue
first-forbidden beta transitions exist for ®F and *°F but
not for ?!Ne. Adelberger et al. [12,13] measured the
branching ratio of these first-forbidden 3 decays. Their
measured branching ratio for analogue first-forbidden 8+
transition in '°F (see Fig. 1) is I' = (1.2 £ 0.2) x 10~%.

In the case of the first parity-forbidden 3 decay of *°Ne
with J; = J§ = 1/2 there are five nuclear matrix elements
involved—two rank-0 and three rank-1 (see, for example,
Konopinski [14]). The shape factor C(W) is defined by
the following equation for the rate:

2

dﬁ% = g’%(w0 — W)?pWF(Z,W)C(W) , (4)
where p, W are the electron momentum and energy; Wy
is the end-point energy; F'(Z,W) is the ratio of elec-
tron density at the nuclear radius for a charged over an
uncharged nucleus. In the simplest approximation, the
shape factor for this first-forbidden transition is energy
independent, and is the sum of the squared total rank-0
and rank-1 matrix elements:

C=g+, (5)

where, for 31 decay,

o = -Mw) = Nio -8 (32 - T2B) g
G = () = Ao x ) (5 + T2F)
~(i#) (% - W;’R) . (7)

The timelike axial-vector matrix element (-ys) is the dom-
inant term and is rank 0. In order to determine (vys)
from the rate, one must evaluate the contributions of
the other four matrix elements. Assuming a system with
good isospin, two of the three rank-1 matrix elements

1/2*
19
b= (R.22+.21) Ne

5 15|1655 3/2* x107°

ﬁ+
89 nsH87 5/2%[(1.13+.09)
- -4
059 nsl101/2 X107

1/27  0.9999
19F

FIG. 1. '*Ne beta-decay level diagram. (From Refs. [4,24].)
The branching ratio for the decay to the 1/27 state is from
this work.

can be evaluated from analogue gamma transitions using
the conserved vector current (CVC) hypothesis. Their
contribution to the rate is small. However, the matrix
elements (o X £) and (io - ) may contribute signifi-
cantly to the rate. In their analysis of the branching
ratio Adelberger and Haxton have relied on shell-model
calculations for these matrix elements. They find the to-
tal rank-1 contribution to the rate to be negligible [4].
The contribution of the remaining rank-0 term, (io - £),
in the same analysis is about 10% of the total rate and
adds constructively to (y5). While the relative contribu-
tion of (o -F) remains reasonably constant in a number of
different models, none of these models predict the experi-
mental rate within a factor of 3. Calculations by Millener
and Warburton [15] using Woods-Saxon rather than har-
monic oscillator wave functions differ significantly from
those of Adelberger and Haxton. They find a significant
(~ 20%) contribution to the rate from rank-1 terms and
also a destructive rather than a constructive contribu-
tion from (io - £) of about 6% of (vs). These matrix
elements predict a rate approximately 50% higher than
the experimental value, without including the expected
40% enhancement in (-ys) from pion-exchange currents.

The B-asymmetry A, the parity-violating angular cor-
relation between the nuclear spin and the 8 direction, is
defined by

dX o< [1 + A(v/c) cosf] d2, (8)

where 6 is the angle between the nuclear spin and the 3
direction. In simplest approximation the B-asymmetry
parameter is also energy independent and depends on a
different combination of total rank-0 and rank-1 matrix
elements. For a 100% polarized source and J; = Jy = 1/2
the asymmetry is

A= ng + 72—5(0(1] /C : ©)

With a measurement of the 8 asymmetry it is possi-
ble to separate the rank-0 from the rank-1 matrix ele-
ments. This removes the uncertainty in the contribution
of rank-1 matrix elements to the rate. In addition, since
two rank-1 terms are known through CVC, this effec-
tively determines the third. It is not possible, with the
present data, to separate the contribution of (vs) from
the remaining rank-0 term; a shell-model calculation is
required. The additional information provided by the
measurement of the rank-1 matrix elements will help in
testing and improving shell-model calculations of (io - F)
in order to better determine (ys).

II. EXPERIMENT
A. Apparatus

®Ne is produced and polarized using the Princeton
rare gas atomic beam machine (Fig. 2). We will give only
a brief description of this apparatus here as a more com-
plete discussion has appeared previously [16,17]. °Ne
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FIG. 2. Schematic of the experimental setup.

is produced via the °F(p,n) reaction by bombarding
SF¢ gas with a 12 MeV proton beam from the Prince-
ton cyclotron. The bombarded gas flows continuously to
a liquid-nitrogen cold trap where the SFg is condensed.
19Ne is pumped by a series of oil diffusion pumps to a
cryogenic cell which is the atomic beam source. Nuclear
polarization is achieved by deflecting the thermal-velocity
atomic beam in a “Stern-Gerlach” magnet, the “4 mag-
net.” A beam with 100% nuclear polarization in either
direction may be obtained by adjusting the position of a
selector slit at the center of the A magnet. The atomic
beam is captured in a holding cell at the center of a
solenoid magnet. At this point 2.2 m from the source,
the atomic beam is highly collimated and enters the cell
through a long, narrow entrance channel. The cell is a
cylinder 8.9 cm x 4.8 cm diameter made of Mylar (wall
thickness = 10.3 mg/cm?). The sitting time for 1°Ne in
the cell was 6.5 + 0.1 s. Nuclear depolarization during
this time is negligible. With 45 uA of 12 MeV protons
on target, the polarized °Ne decay rate in the cell is
about 15 kHz.

At each end of the solenoid magnet is a plastic scin-
tillator B detector of a special design described later in
this section. Above the cell is a planar intrinsic germa-
nium (HPGe) detector (1000 mm? x 10 mm). Energy
and timing signals are derived from all three detectors.
First-forbidden decays are identified by a coincidence be-
tween a beta and a 110 keV gamma from the decay of
the final state. The 8 asymmetry is determined from
the difference in rate between the forward and backward
3 detectors. After calibration of the germanium detec-
tor efficiency, the branching ratio of the first-forbidden
transition may be obtained from the ratio of 3-y coin-
cidences in the 110 keV peak to the total 3’s. Gamma
energy resolution achieved in the experiment was 980 eV
at 110 keV; timing resolution for 3-v coincidences was
32 ns (FWHM).

The solenoid magnet provides a uniform 4.1 kG field
which allows the 3 detectors to be separated by about 1 m
while still maintaining 47 acceptance for 8’s emitted from
the cell. This is important for 3 backscatter reconstruc-
tion and for reducing the -y coincidence background
due to annihilation radiation from the plastic scintilla-
tors which reaches the HPGe detector. Lead shielding is
placed around the HPGe detector to block annihilation
radiation from the detectors. The walls of the cham-
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ber are lined with lead to reduce the background due to
Compton scattered 511’s.

The B detectors were designed to minimize backscat-
ter. They are in the shape of a 2 in. X 2 in. cross, 10 in.
long, made of 1/4 in. Bicron BC400 scintillator. The
cross is twisted 90° over its length so that all positron or-
bits will intersect with the vanes. Backscatters are kept
to a minimum because 3’s tend to intersect the vanes at
close to normal incidence. The orbit of a backscattered 8
is also likely to reintersect with the same detector some-
where along its length. Backscatters which escape one
detector will orbit in the solenoid field to the other de-
tector. Timing resolution of the plastic is sufficient to
allow us to determine which detector was hit first. En-
ergy resolution for the 3 detectors was 34% FWHM for
1 MeV positrons.

A small BGO crystal was positioned and collimated
to detect annihilation radiation from the atomic beam
source to be used as a monitor of the atomic beam inten-
sity.

B. Electronics

About 97% of the total 15 kHz trigger rate in this
experiment is due to 3 “singles” events—decays with-
out a coincident gamma which do not backscatter. The
remaining 3% “coincidence” events are primarily -3 co-
incidences generated by B backscatters, along with (-v
coincidences. In order to accommodate high data rates
in this experiment and still perform essential reconstruc-
tion and sorting of the coincidence events, there were
two alternative paths for the energy signals. One set of
(- and ~-energy signals was converted by self-triggering
LeCroy 3512 ADC’s which were read by a LeCroy 3588
histogramming memory. Histograms were transferred to
the main computer at the end of an acquisition cycle.
This system was used for the “singles” events and had a
dead time of about 5% at 15 kHz. A coincidence between
the timing signals from two or more detectors (8 or v)
triggered a second set of ADC’s and TDC’s which were
read and sorted on line by the acquisition computer. The
“singles” ADC’s were vetoed by this trigger so that they
recorded only the complimentary data set.

C. Data acquisition

Data are acquired in 50-min cycles; each cycle con-
sisting of four phases or subcycles. In the first phase,
polarized data are acquired for 20 min. In the second, a
flag is inserted to block the atomic beam before it enters
the cell and background data are taken for 5 min. The
direction of polarization is then reversed by moving the
selector slit in the A-magnet and another set of polar-
ized data and background is acquired. The asymmetry
calculation is performed as follows:

A = A(v/c){cosb) , (10)

where
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N refers to a sum over the 3 spectrum after background
subtraction; the numerical index indicates the detector
number, the arrow nuclear polarization. The ratio R is
insensitive to differences in efficiency between the two de-
tectors and to differences in rate between the two polar-
ization subcycles. The average (cos @) is nominally 1/2;
(v/c) must be determined from the energy calibration of
the (3 detectors.

The 3 detectors are calibrated based on a fit to the
19Ne 3 spectrum acquired during the run. Equally
weighted spectra from both polarization subcycles were
combined to produce an “unpolarized” B spectrum for
each detector. In constructing the fitting function, we
begin the B-spectrum statistical shape including a Fermi
function and order-a radiative correction [18]. The ef-
fects of bremsstrahlung, annihilation-in-flight, and + ab-
sorption are calculated by EGS4 Monte Carlo simulations
[19,20]. The spectrum is then fit for energy gain, offset,
and a Gaussian resolution width which increases as the
square root of the energy. Satisfactory agreement with a
calibration using a 2°"Bi conversion-line source was ob-
tained (see Fig. 3).

Before calculating the ([ asymmetry of the first-
forbidden branch, data from all acquisition cycles are
summed. Cuts are placed on the gamma timing and en-
ergy and background is subtracted based on sidebands
(see Fig. 4). The asymmetry parameter of the first-
forbidden transition is then calculated from Eqgs. (10)-
(12).

Because all 8 decays from the dominant superallowed

(12)
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FIG. 3. Beta spectrum of the superallowed branch with
energy-calibration fit. The effects of bremsstrahlung, anni-
hilation-in-flight, and -y absorption were calculated by EGS4
Monte Carlo simulation [19,20]; the spectrum was then fit
for energy gain, offset, and resolution width. Only the data
between the dashed lines were used for the fit.

T
-

I

2000 =00

-.lllyll\l_

LA B~ B B B

Counts

1000

i

il I

0 100 200 300 400 500 600
Gamma Energy [keV]

FIG. 4. Gamma energy spectrum of 8-y coincidences. The
inset shows the cuts and sidebands for the branching-ratio
analysis.

decay are also recorded during each polarization sub-
cycle, we are able to compute a measured asymmetry
parameter for the superallowed transition as well. This
quantity has been carefully measured previously [21] in
a very similar experiment. For a number of reasons we
expect systematic error in the present measurement to be
worse than that in the previous. The present experiment
uses a larger holding cell with much thicker walls. This
allows us to achieve the high decay rates necessary to
measure the very weak first-forbidden branch. The rela-
tively thick walls of our cell cause significant scattering
and energy loss of the 3’s. In order to accommodate the
gamma detector, the solenoid magnet used in the previ-
ous measurement was modified resulting in a weaker and
less uniform magnetic field. This, along with the larger
cell radius, means that 3’s are not as well confined near
the axis of the solenoid where the detectors are. This re-
sults in greater distortions in the 3-spectrum shape and
in the measured asymmetry.

These experimental distortions to the measured asym-
metry can be accurately corrected by an energy-
dependent factor which is independent of the size of the
asymmetry. Since the end-point energies for the super-
allowed and first-forbidden transitions differ by only 5%,
the correction factor for the two transitions is very sim-
ilar. We therefore accept the previous measurement of
the asymmetry parameter of the superallowed transition
as accurate and use our measurement of that transition
as a gauge of the systematic error in our measurement of
the first-forbidden decay. This systematic error accounts
for an 11% relative correction to the average asymmetry
of the first-forbidden decay—a quantity with a relative
statistical uncertainty of 74%.

D. Branching ratio

Since all 3 decays in the holding cell are recorded, the
branching ratio for the first-forbidden transition may be



determined once the efficiency of the gamma detector
over the cell volume is known. We surveyed the efficiency
at 30 points within the volume of the holding cell using a
mixed radionuclide point source [22]. At each point the
efficiency at 110 keV was determined from a cubic spline
interpolation of the efficiency for the four nearest y-ray
energies. The efficiency at 110 keV was then interpolated
and averaged over the volume of the cell. Final uncer-
tainty in the detector efficiency is 1.6% and is dominated
by 1.1% uncertainty in the calibration source intensity.

Because the branching ratio is calculated from a ratio
of counts in the “coincidence” ADC’s to counts in the
“singles” ADC'’s, there is a 5% correction for different
dead times in the two systems. The dead-time correction
is based on the average count rate during each acquisition
subcycle. Another small adjustment is made for the fact
that, since the end point of the first-forbidden branch is
lower (by 110 keV) than the end point of the superal-
lowed transition, a greater fraction of the first-forbidden
decays fall below the software 3-energy threshold. This
correction was calculated from the fitted 3-detector re-
sponse function and is approximately 2%.

The 110 keV level is also populated by a v transition
following a 3 decay to the 3/2% state at 1555 keV. The
branching ratio for this transition is (2.22 +0.21) x 1075
and the subsequent branch to the 110 keV state is
5.1% [23,24]. Because of the low (3-decay end point of
661 keV only 20% of 3’s from this branch will be above
the software (3-energy threshold. The contribution from
this cascade to the measured branching ratio is then
(2.2 x 107%) (0.051) (0.2) ~ 0.002 x 10™*.

During the asymmetry run the average trigger rate in
the v detector was 130 Hz; pulse width was 20 us. This
implies a loss in efficiency due to a pileup of ~ 0.3%.
Similarly pileup loss during calibration was ~ 0.9%. A
relative correction of ~ 0.6% might therefore be applied
toward decreasing the measured branching ratio. We ne-
glect this small correction. Our measured branching ratio
is then

[ = (1.13+£0.09) x 107

This agrees well with a previous measurement by Adel-
berger et al. [12,13] of T' = (1.2 £ 0.2) x 10™* and with
another unpublished measurement performed at Prince-
ton [25] of I' = (1.13 £ 0.17) x 10™*.

III. DISCUSSION

For the analysis of our measurement in terms of nu-
clear matrix elements we adopt the formalism of Behrens
and Biihring [18] in which a multipole expansion is made
of the nuclear current. The coefficients of this expansion
are denoted “Fkrs(q?) and ¥ Fxrs(q?) where q is the
momentum transfer, K is the tensor rank, L the multi-
polarity, and S = 0,1 is the spin of the spherical ten-
sor operator; S = 0 terms arise from the time compo-
nent of the current, S = 1 from the space components.
V and A refer to vector and azial-vector currents. For
first-forbidden transitions only the zeroth-order coeffi-
cients of an expansion in powers of (gR) are retained,
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FKLS(qZ) ~ FI({E’I)JS. These so-called form-factor coeffi-
cients, AFI((OI)JS and VF;(fis are the only quantities which
can be determined from a B-decay experiment. The form-
factor coefficients relevant to first-forbidden nonunique 3
decay are given in Table I along with their equivalent
in Schopper Cartesian notation and in another common
notation. The rank-2 form-factor AFZ(;)% is not allowed in
the case J; = Jy = 1/2.

The expansion of the electron radial wave function in
powers of (aZ), (m.R), and (W R) introduces additional
form-factor coefficients, Fj(g},s(ka m,n, p), in which an ad-
ditional radial dependence arising from the lepton wave
function is included in the integral over the nuclear space
coordinates. For our purposes these can be taken to be
equal to a constant factor times the corresponding form
factor without the additional radial dependence. For ex-
ample, 4F)(1,1,1,1) = PAFELY) | where we take the ra-
tio P = 1.095 in all cases following calculations by Mil-
lener and Warburton [26,27]. Experimental observables
are best expressed in terms of the following combinations
of form-factor coefficients ([18], pp. 541-542):

Ao =4FQ ¥ %aZAFgf}(L 1,1,1) — %WORAFgf} ,

(13)

1
Bo = —-AF{%) | (14)

1 1y .0 1 Ly o
:FgaZ\/;VFfu))(la 1,1,1) - EWOR\/;VF&()J

1 2 1 2
;gaz\@wﬁ’m, 1,1,1) + §WoR\/;AF1‘?i :

(15)

2 2.4 0
C, = _g\/;AF{I} , (16)

1 1 0 2 4 (0
D=1 [ @y 2ar9| (17
2 v 0 1 A 1]
Bo=[2VEG+ /SR, (19)
TABLE 1. Form-factor coefficients for first-forbidden
nonunique 3-decay (from Refs. [28,38]).

Form factor Schopper Cartesian ¢y, €', u,
coefficient notation * w, T, ...
A Faop £ (vs) g'v

AR +A(io - 7) ~w/R
AP FAY/ (o x #) —V/3u/R
Y Fig) —(e) £y
VFEQ) V3(if) —v3z/R

2For B¥ decay.
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2 1
Ro= 2R -\ [ (19

where Wy is the end-point total energy in units of m.c?.

The shape factor is then given by ([18], p. 548)
C(W.) = k(14 aW, +b/W, + cW?2) ,
where for a first-forbidden transition with J; = Jy = 1/2

(20a)

1
k, = A2+ C3 — 2u; 71 R*C1 Do + §(WOR)2E§

+R? [Bg + D% — 1\931«},2] , (20b)
kna =R |:2CoCl — -g—(WoR)Eoz] ) (2OC)
knb = —2[1.1’)/1R(AQB(] + C()D()) 5 (20(1)
1
kn,c = R? [012 + §(E§ + Ang)] , (20e)
and
7 = V{1 - (aZ)?}. (20f)

The (-asymmetry parameter is given by ([18], pp. 548-
549)

A =+£[a? + oM (W.R) + aP (W.R)? (21a)
with
n 1 V2
ai” = {\/;bfﬁ’(n) - )] (21b)
where

. 2v2
65)11)(0) = 2A1(A0Co — R*BoDy) + n1szRzBoFo ,

(21c)
bY (1) = 241 44C1 — %‘/51712A0F0 ) (21d)
b (2) =0, (21e)
) (0) = V2A,(C? — R2DZ) — gﬁmRzDoFo

‘/§R2A1W3Eg , (21f)

T 18

2 2
bﬁ)(l) = 2V2A,CoC1 + gﬂlzCOFo + %(WOR)AlEg ,

(21g)

2 V2
bﬁ)(2) = \/iA].Clz -+ 57712C'1F0 — 1—8(A1E§ - /\2A2F02) .

(21h)

The special Coulomb functions—pu1, A2, A;, Az, 712,
fliz—-all close to unity, are taken from a tabulation by
Behrens and Jénecke [28]. For R, the radius of a uni-
formly charged sphere with the equivalent rms charge
radius of the nucleus, we adopt the value R = 9.453 x
1072 i/m.c based on the expression given by Wilkinson
([29], p- 923). The end-point kinetic energy of the transi-
tion to the ground state is 2216.4 keV and the excitation
energy of the 1/27 level is 109.894 keV [30]. This gives
end-point total energies of Wy = 5.1223 for the first-
forbidden transition, and Wy = 5.3374 for the ground-

state transition in units of m.c2.

The vector current form-factor coefficients, VFI(% and
VF 1(83, can be determined from known rates of analogue
gamma transitions in the parent and daughter nuclei us-
ing conserved vector current (CVC) theory and assuming
good isospin symmetry. This leads to the following equa-

tions [26,31,32] for the case T; = Ty = 1/2:

VEG = - i v mEt) @)
VER = /T {0 BN aBEDY L e

where ¢, f indicate values from the parent and daugh-
ter nucleus, and g is the gamma transition energy. The
relevant transitions are shown in Fig. 5; energies and
lifetimes are given in Table II. B(FE1) is defined by

mon = (12) (%57) (i) () o0

and is dimensionless. We then have for the vector form-
factor coefficients

VES) = —0.04425,
VFE) = —0.00008978 .

The relative contribution of the vector form-factor co-
efficients to the total rate and asymmetry is negligible.

275 1/2°
1/2*
+ lgNe

110 1/2°
L3
1/2%
IQF

FIG. 5. Analogue gamma decays used to determine the
vector form-factor coefficients for the first-forbidden 3 decay

to the 1/27 level in '°F.
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TABLE II. Analogue gamma transitions for the first-forbidden 3 decay of '°Ne (from Ref. [39]).

Quantity R *Ne Units
q 109.894 275.09 keV
T 853 + 10 61.4+3 ps
B(E1) (3.70 £ 0.03) x 10™° (3.274+0.15) x 107° h=m.=c=1
T'/Tw (1.20 £ 0.01) x 1073 (1.07 £ 0.05) x 1073 W.u.

With the final best-fit matrix elements their contribution
to the total rank-1 term Cy is about 2.5% [see Eq. (15)].

We now apply our experimental results to constrain
the remaining three matrix elements. In this analysis we
calculate x2 for the experimental asymmetry and shape
factor data over a region of the space of matrix elements
AFég()) and AFl(f%. The data for the shape factor are the 8
spectrum for the first-forbidden transition. This is com-
pared to a theoretical spectrum convolved with the fitted
detector response function as follows:

Wo
Ie(W) = 54 [ RW,W") Ca(W')
g.s.

<F(W',2) g(W")dWw' ,  (25)

where g(W) = (Wo — W)W (W2 —-1)Y/2 and F(W, Z) is
the Fermi function taken from a tabulation by Behrens
and Janecke [28]. R(W, W') represents the response func-
tion derived from the fit to the ground-state spectrum;
A is the amplitude factor from the fit to the spectrum of
the superallowed branch; €, is the calibrated efficiency of
the HPGe « detector for 110 keV ~ rays originating in
the holding cell. Cy . is the shape factor of the ground-
state decay. We evaluate Cg . from the half-life of 19Ne
and the integrated phase space. We have

= (57) () () - 0

We use the values fz(Wy) = 99.59 from a parametriza-
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FIG. 6. Beta spectrum for the first-forbidden transition.
The histogram is the convolved theoretical spectrum with the
lowest x* when AFéfi is fixed.

tion for allowed decays by Wilkinson and Macefield [33],
and %}“2 = 6173 s ([18], p. 446). With t,/, =

17.22 + 0.02 s for the half-life of '9Ne [30,34], we have
Cg.s. = 3.600 & 0.003. Figure 6 shows the measured 8
spectrum for the first-forbidden transition along with
that calculated for the best-fit matrix elements. Figure
7 shows the measured and calculated 8 asymmetry.

The fit makes a model-independent determination of
the single undetermined rank-1 form-factor coefficient
AFl((l)i. However, because the dominant rank-0 term Ay is
a combination of the two rank-0 form-factor coefficients
AFO(())O and AFéf{, it is not possible to constrain the time-
like axial-vector term AFég()) if AFéfi is allowed to vary.
It is possible, in principle, to isolate the contribution of
AF(S)% using the energy dependence of the shape factor.
The coefficient k,b [Eq. (20d)] is dominated by the term
AoBy; the total rank-0 term Ao is nearly fixed by the
branching ratio. By fitting to model data, we estimate
that we would require 10 000 counts in a background-free
B spectrum of the first-forbidden transition in order to
determine AFéﬂ and AFéSZ, to within 10% of the total
rank-0 matrix element. With our present signal-to-noise
we would require 50000 counts. Of course there is no
need to have polarized °Ne for the shape-factor mea-
surement.

In order to fit for the timelike axial-vector form-factor
coeflicient, we adopt the value AFéfi = —0.186 from a
recent shell-model calculation by Warburton et al. [35].

) . .. . .
Because AFéli occurs in combination with a small kine-
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FIG. 7. Beta asymmetry of the first-forbidden transition.
The line is the calculated asymmetry with the lowest x? when
AR s fixed
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matic factor its contribution to the dominant rank-0 term
Ag is only 6% of the total. The best-fit values and 1o
limits from the fit are

AF{®) = 0.0238 +0.0009 ,
AR = 014 1558
It is usual to quote first-forbidden (-decay rates in

terms of the integrated Fermi function f which satisfies
the equation

ft=6173s, (27)

where t is the partial half-life of the transition and
Wo

f= : Cr(W.)F(Z,W,) g(W.)dW, , (28)

where Cgr(W,) is the shape factor including the order-
o radiative correction [36]. Matrix elements of different
rank do not interfere in the shape factor; the total f may
therefore be separated according to rank:

F=O+5®. (29)
Our 10 limits correspond to
f=0.0404 13553,
7 = 0.0307 £03831
£O = 0.0007 +55%%
the total rank-1 contribution to the rate being 2 + 2%
(1o limits).

Finally we calculate the isovector pion-exchange ma-
trix element of VFNC. From Egs. (1) and (2) we obtain

(VENO) ( AM )

I grNN
«a

If we adopt Haxton’s value [37]

(1/2,1/21,0;1/2,1/2)
(1/2,1/2]1,1;1/2,-1/2)

0
o= F oo(two-body) _ 0.53 + 0.05
AF{® (one-body)

for the ratio of two- to one-body contributions to the
timelike axial-vector matrix element, we obtain

<VWPNC>
I

This compares with Adelberger and Haxton’s value of

= 0.51 MeV.

<VWPNC>

™

= 0.49 MeV.

The difference is partly due to differing estimates of the
contribution of the matrix element AF(Q{. In Haxton’s
calculation AFO(fi contributes about 3.5% of the total

rank-0 matrix element and adds constructively. In our
case, the contribution of AFé(lli is equal to about 6% of
the total rank-0 matrix element and adds destructively.
The difference in sign arises from the fact that the mul-
tipole expansion used by Haxton does not take account
of the Coulomb field of the nucleus, except through the
Fermi function F(Z,W). l/ﬁAFéfi then occurs with a
coefficient of

—WZ‘;R = —0.016 ,

whereas in Behrens and Biihring’s treatment the corre-
sponding coefficient is

WoR
(%'p_ 0

3 ) = 0.024 — 0.016 = 4-0.008 .

IV. SUMMARY

The original calibration [4] of the isovector pion-
exchange matrix element of V¥NC is confirmed and has
been improved in several ways.

We have obtained an improved measurement of the
branching ratio of I' = (1.13 £ 0.09) x 10~* for the first-
forbidden B3+ decay of 1%Ne to the 1/2~ state at 110 keV
in 19F. This is in good agreement with previous measure-
ments and the uncertainty has been reduced by a factor
of 2.

The measured § asymmetry of (4) = 17 £+ 12 % limits
the contribution of rank-1 matrix elements to the branch-
ing ratio to be 2 & 2%. This is in agreement with the
calculations in the original analysis, but this contribution
had been estimated to be as much as ~ 20% in other nu-
clear structure calculations.

The measurement of the 3 asymmetry in combination
with the branching ratio determines the total rank-0 and
rank-1 matrix elements. Because two of the three rank-1
terms are known from CVC and the rates of analogue
gamma transitions, this measurement effectively deter-
mines the third. A nuclear structure calculation is still
required to separate the contribution of the two rank-
0 terms in order to determine the timelike axial-vector
matrix element. The additional constraint provided by
the measurement of the 8 asymmetry should improve
this calculation. Another benefit of an improved nuclear
structure calculation will be a better determination of the
ratio of two- to one-body contributions to the timelike
axial-vector matrix element, a in Eq. (30) (also referred
t0 as €mec — 1 in some literature [38]). For this work we
have used the value from the original analysis.

Finally, we point out that the parity mixing in °F is
the result of isoscalar as well as isovector contributions.
This calibration therefore does not place a definite limit
on fr, as it does in the case of 8F. Since the 8F re-
sults indicate a value of f; which is almost an order of



magnitude smaller than the calculated “best value” of
Desplanques et al. [1], it is important that another in-
dependent measurement be obtained. The '°F result is
the only other case of a “calibrated” measurement. It
is an important component to be combined with other
parity-violation measurements in order to determine the
couplings of the PNC-N N interaction.

48 BETA ASYMMETRY OF THE FIRST FORBIDDEN %J”—»%" .
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