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We present an analytical expression for the shape factor for the 8 decay of 2B with the
Coulomb corrections to order aZRW,, including the correction through the induced weak
magnetism term and examine effects of this induced Coulomb correction.

[RADIOACTIVITY 12B; calculated o(E,), Coulomb corrections.]

Analysis of f-decay electron spectra for the pur-
pose of testing the validity of general properties
of the weak interactions [ such as the hypothesis
of the conserved vector current (CVC) and the
existence of second-class currents] generally re-
quires a precise knowledge of the Coulomb correc-
tions to the spectra. For example, in the experi-
mental determination of the weak magnetism term
Fy (for the test of CVC) from the measured elec-
tron shape factor for the B decay ?2B—1?C +e” +V,,
the Coulomb correction could change the value of
Fy by as much as 15%.

In the past, several authors!™ have calculated
the electron shape factors including the Coulomb
corrections of order (aZ)(RW,) where R is the nu-
clear radius and W, the maximum energy available
in B decay. However, they have neglected the con-
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tribution of the part of the Coulomb corrections
due to the presence of various induced terms, i.e.,
the Coulomb correction through the induced terms
such as the weak magnetism term in the above ex-
ample. In this article we present an analytical ex-
pression for the shape factor for the B decay of
12B with the Coulomb corrections to order aZRW,
including the correction through the induced term
F), and examine effects of this induced Coulomb
correction.

In order to explain precisely what we mean by
the Coulomb correction through the induced terms,
let us consider nuclear B decay in the elementary-
particle treatment of nuclei.

In the absence of Coulomb corrections, the tran-
sition matrix element for the decay i~ f+e” +7, is
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where G =1.02x107%/m,?, cosf,=0.98, and J&’(x) and l,(x) are, respectively, the hadron and lepton weak
currents. The rest of the notation is self-evident. In the presence of the final-state Coulomb interaction,

Eq. (1) is modified to”
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where 3,(f,p,) is the'Coulomb-distorted electron
wave function. As can be seen from Eq. (2), the
hadron part is modified in three ways:

(1) Nuclear form factors which characterize the
hadron matrix element are now functions of g’
=[(ps + po — p) - p;] instead of g =(p; - p;) (later av-
eraged over D).

(2) There appear additional kinematic terms due

to the replacement of g by ¢’ in the matrix element,

in particular for every induced term.

(3) Final nuclear sptnors (generalized) which de-=
scribe nuclei with nonzero spins are modified.
The last modification can easily be neglected
since the nuclei involved are extremely nonrela-
tivistic. In all the previous calculations of the
Coulomb correction the modification (2) has algo
been neglected based either on the argument that
this contribution is small since this is a correc-
tion through already small induced terms or on the
mathematical simplicity. Therefore, the correc-
tion due to the modification (1) has been considered
dominant.

As mentioned already, the modification (2)
amounts to introducing new terms associated with
the induced terms in the matrix element. For ex-
ample, the weak magnetism term [ Fy(q%)/2m,]

X0 4pqp Will be replaced, symbolically, by
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thus introducing a new term
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which clearly reduces to zero when the Coulomb
correction is absent [i.e., when §,(F, B,) = %,(D,)
xe~it" Pe]_

We discuss the contribution of the term given in
Eq. (4) using the B decay ?B(1*)~2C(0*) +e~ + 7,
as an example. The hadron matrix element for
this transition is given by
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where Fy(q?), F,(q?), and Fp(q?) are, respectively,
the weak magnetism, axial-vector, and induced
pseudoscalar nuclear form factors and £, is the
polarization four-vector of the initial nucleus of
spin one. Also, m is the nuclear mass (m =m;
=my;). One can calculate the spectrum factor from
Eq. (2) together with Eq. (5) but this procedure is
very tedious.” On the other hand, as demonstrated
in Ref. (8), using a perturbative expansion of the
distorted electron wave function and the low-ener-
gy approximation of nuclear form factors of the
single-pole form, one can calculate the effect of
the Coulomb correction to order aZ in the finite
size contribution. The final result can be given,

in this approach, in an analytic form. The result
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where Fo(q?) is the charge form factor (normal-
ized to one) of the final nucleus. In Eq. (6) the Fp
term has been neglected (which is always justified

1
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in B decay) and we have also used the relation®
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Following the method described in Ref. 8, we rep-
resent F.(q? and F,(q? by

Fe(g?) = “=7f15'<”2)"2=0~976 fm,

1
T+a%?’

Fy(0)

Fu(qz)=——1+b2qz, b=1.16 fm, (8)

where the last equation is obtained from inelastic
electron scattering experiment e~ +12C -~ 12C*(15.1
MeV)+e~. Keeping terms up to order of p,a and
Deb in Eq. (6), we finally obtain
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The last term in Eq. (9) (in braces) is the Coulomb
correction through the induced weak magnetism
term. Note that this is of the form

e~ (me) (7). o

where the first factor (W,/m,) represents the mag-
nitude of the contribution of the induced term, im-
plying that for the induced terms the Coulomb cor-
rection factor is (aZ/W,R) instead of (aZ)(W,R)
(remember W,R <« 1 for B decay). Since, for prac-
tical purpose, a=b, we set in Eq. (10) for simpli-

city

a=b=—L(§->l/2R=-£-. (12)
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Equation (10) becomes then
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We make the following remarks concerning the

effect of the Coulomb correction through the in-

duced term, Fy,(0)aZ, in Eq. (9):

(1) The F,(0)aZ term is of the same order of mag-

nitude as the remaining Coulomb correction terms,
since we have

RW,~(m,R)™.

This term, therefore, introduces an additional cor-
rection of about one percent in the ft value (the
same direction for all decays).

(2) The F,(0)aZ term remains with the same sign
for B* and B~ decays while the F,(0)and aZ terms in
Eq. (9) change their signs for B* decay. Hence,
this term does not contribute to the ratio (/2),/(ft)-
which has been used for the test of the second-
class currents.

(3) The Fy(0)aZ term has no energy dependence

so that it does not affect the determination of the
numerical value of the weak magnetism term from
the observed spectrum shape.

(4) The numerical value of the Fy(0)aZ term is
more sensitive to the type of the form factors used
than the usual finite-size correction term [ third
term in Eq. (9)]. This term changes, for example,
by about 15% if dipole form factors instead of sin-
gle-pole form factors are used, while the usual
finite-size correction term changes by only a few
percent.

(5) For the 0*— 0* transition such as Q- N* +e*
+V,, the Coulomb correction through induced terms
is absent since there is no induced term due to
CVC. For forbidden transitions, in particular, for
the 0™ - 0* transition, the correction becomes rela-
tively more important. Further discussions on
these transitions will be given in a forthcoming
paper.
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