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The selection rule derived from vector-meson decay is further investigated. It is found that the selection
rule can be formulated consistently in the framework of field theory, if we work with a quark model with
three degrees of freedom. Applying this theory to evaluate the real part of the high-energy forward scattering
amplitudes, it is found that the fit with experiment is quite satisfactory.

I. INTRODUCTION

FTER the discovery of the ¢(1~) meson it was
soon recognized that the physical states of ¢ and
w are not in the pure irreducible representations of
SU (3). However, the recognition of ¢-w mixing! was
not enough to explain the fact that the ¢ meson decays
mainly into a KK pair but not into pr, and this led
Okubo? to introduce the following argument to get rid
of this difficulty.

Consider that the vector mesons form a nonet and
write them in a 3)X 3 matrix defined by Vo= Vs-+31v3wl.
Then the ¢ meson, being the V33 component of Vy, can
only decay into a KK pair if one type of interaction,
Tr (VePsPs), out of the possible SU (3)-invariant inter-
actions, is dominant and those such as Tr(Vy) Tr (PsPs)
and Tr(Vy) Tr(VsPs) do not exist.

Glashow and Socolow® applied this principle to the
decay of the 2+ meson and successfully explained the
fact that the /” meson only decays into a KK pair. It
was lizuka* who expressed this principle in terms of
the quark coupling, by requiring that Fig. 1(a) should
be dominant while Fig. 1(b) is suppressed.

Assuming that the meson decay takes place through
the decay of one of the quarks or antiquarks in the
meson, Figs. 1(a) and 1(b) are the same as Figs. 1(a")
and 1(b’). In Figs 1(a’) and 1(b’), respectively, it is
understood that é-y and §-6 form one of the decay-
produced mesons. The selection rule which forbids Fig.
1(b) while allowing Fig. 1(a) is hard to understand
field theoretically, since the antiquark in the final state
hardly knows which of the two quarks was in the ini-
tial state. This is clearly seen in the special case of y=4.

We would like to point out in this paper that this
kind of selection rule can be easily formulated in the
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framework of field theory if we work with parafermion
quarks® or three-triplet quarks.®

A quark field in these models is decomposed into #:%,
where the upper suffix denotes the @, 9T, or A and the
lower suffix represents a Green’s® component for the
parafermion quark or specifies a triplet for the three-
triplet model. The meson and baryon states are ex-
pressed in these theories® as

meson: |[a, B])= éai*a(k)bi*ﬂ(k/) | 0), 1)
baryon: | {a, {8,v}})= . Z3k:=1 a*(k)a;i*f (k')
Xa* (k") | O)finebr, (2)

where we have omitted the properly weighted integra-
tions over &, k', and k" for the sake of simplicity. The
fiin in Eq. (2) takes a nonzero value only when i#j#k.

Now let us supply the lower subscripts for quarks
participating the process of Figs. 1(a’) and 1(b’).
Since by Eq. (1) the decay-produced boson has to
be summed for quark-antiquark pairs with the same
lower subscripts, Figs. 1(a’) and 1(b’) should be ex-
pressed as Figs. 2(a) and 2(b), respectively. We can
now distinguish Fig. 2(a) from Fig. 2(b) because each
corresponds to different processes in terms of the de-
composed quark components. It is, then, not difficult
to build up a Hamiltonian model which leads to the
desired selection rule.

In Sec. III, such a Hamiltonian is actually derived
in the parafermion quark model. The equivalence of
this model to the three-triplet quark model is proved
in the Appendix. In Sec. IT we discuss a possible conse-
quence of the selection rule. It is shown that high-
energy behavior of the real part of the forward scatter-
ing amplitudes can be well understood with this selec-
tion rule.
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1 SELECTION RULE IN THE QUARK MODEL

II. REAL PART OF FORWARD SCATTERING
AMPLITUDES

Because of the crossing relation we have two types
of scattering diagrams (Fig. 3) which are obtainable
from Fig. 2(a). The characteristics of these two dia-
grams are that (a) there exist only exchange scattering
in terms of lower subscripts for quark-quark scattering,
and (b) there exist y-quark and é-antiquark scatter-
ing only when y=4. We would like to apply these
restrictions to high-energy forward scattering where no
complication’ of the quark distribution in the baryons
and mesons comes in. For this purpose we also assume
that (c) the forward scattering amplitude (FSA) is
given by a sum over the scattering amplitudes between
constituent quarks.

A remark should be added, however, before applying
the selection rule to the FSA, namely, that the restric-
tions (a) and (b) cannot be imposed on the theory in
general since the imaginary part of the FSA of the
nonexchanged process v:8;—v:0; has to exist, owing to
the unitarity of the S matrix when there exist elastic
and inelastic processes of the exchanged type v.6,—;0:.
In other words, the restrictions (a) and (b) are masked
in the imaginary part of the FSA and the result derived
from only the assumption (c) was already discussed
by Lipkin and Scheck.® For the real part of the FSA,
on the other hand, the restrictions may survive.

Since only y=46 processes in both (a) v:8;—;0; and
(b) v#¥;—98:6; can contribute to the elastic scattering,?
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Fic. 1. Diagrams for a meson decay. In (a) each decay-
produced meson contains one of the quarks of the parent meson.
In (b) the created quark-antiquark pair forms one of the daughter
mesons. One of the quark lines is omitted from (a’) and (b’)
according to the assumption of the additivity of the quark model.
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F1c. 2. Same as Figs. 1(a’) and (b’) but here the participating
quarks have lower indices. In (a) 2;v;6; and in (b) Z;8;6; form
the mesons.

the real part of the FSA can be expressed with the aid
of two amplitudes 4 and A defined by

ReT (vy—vyv)=4,

N7 3)

ReT (y7—v7)=4,
where we have assumed SU(3) invariance and spin
independence of the amplitude at high energy. The
real parts of the FSA for processes in which we are
interested are explicitly expressed as

Re(ntp)=24+A, Re(K—p)=24,
Re(rp)=24A+A, Re(pp)=54,
Re(K+p)=24, Re(pp)=5A.

We wish to note here that the rearrangement model
proposed by Rubinstein and Stern'® corresponds to our
model with A=0 except for Re(pp). The Re(pp) is
given in the rearrangement model spin dependently by

Re(pp)r== (31/9)24,
Re(pp)o=o= (2/9)24.

The ratio of the real part to the imaginary part of
the FSA is given from the optical theorem by

a= ReT/ZMPLO'tOt, (5)

where M is the nucleon mass of the target and Py is
the momentum of the incoming particle in the labora-
tory system. The values of o calculated from Eq. (4),
using experimental values of a(w*p) as inputs,* are
given in Table I. There we also show the theoretical
values calculated in the rearrangement model (agz).
For ar(pp) we took the spin-averaged value

[% Re(pp)rmti Re(pp)i=ol/2M 110401

It may be seen from Table I that the rearrangement
model is clearly in disagreement with experiment.

We may also consider a model which has no restric-
tion like (a) and (b). This is the kind of model con-

(4)
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TasLe I. Ratios () of the real part to the imaginary part of the FSA at Pz =8, 14, and 20 GeV/c. For experimental values of oot
and aespt see Ref. 11, All qps contain systematic errors of £0.02 besides errors given in the Table. aexpts(K~p) is consistent with 0. The

dispersion calculation gives (app) ~—0.06 at 10 GeV/c.

Rearrangement
Experimental Our values model Experimental
Py, (GeV/e) a0t (Mb) a aR Qexpt
P 8 27.6 input input —0.15+0.02
14 25.9 —0.13+0.02
20 25.1 —0.124:0.02
T 8 25.5 input —0.32 —0.234-0.02
14 24.2 —0.28 —0.1940.02
20 23.7 —0.25 —0.144-0.02
K*p 8 17.3 —0.30 —0.47 | |~0.31£0.21 at 3 GeV/c
14 17.4 —0.22 —0.38 ~0.454-0.14 at 5 GeV/c
20 17.2 —-0.16 —0.35
K=p 8 23.6 —0.06 0 |e]<0.2
14 21.5 —0.07
20 21.0 —0.08
bp 8 40.3 —0.32 —0.72 —0.33+0.01
14 39.4 —0.25 —0.62 —0.2740.01
20 39.0 —0.18 —0.58 —0.20+0.01
D 8 56.4 —0.06 0 —0.006-£0.03+0.06 at 10 GeV/¢c
14 50.7 —0.07
20 50.3 —0.08

sidered by Lipkin and Scheck,? but unlike the imaginary
part of the FSA, the real part is by no means positive
definite. Therefore we have to introduce six parameters
defined by

Re(®®)=Re(PN)="P,
Re(ON)=P,
Re(0®)=Re (@) =P, (6)
Re(®P\)=Re(\)=P'— S,
Re(®X)=Re(\®)=Re(9X)=Re(dM)=P'—S.
We have thus, instead of Eq. (4),
Re(rtp)=3P4+2P'+P,
Re(rp)=3P+P'+2P,
Re(K+p)=3P+3P'—35,
Re(K—p)=2P+3P+P'—3S,
TRe(pp)=9P,
Re(pS)=5P+4P".

#)

Reducing P, P, and P’ from the experiments of a (rp)
and a(pp), then at 8 GeV/c we get P/2MPr~—1.47
mb, P’/2MPr~—1.1 mb, and P/2MP;~0.73 mb.
These values indicate that Re(®®)=Re(®I) and
Re(®I) are of almost the same magnitude, whereas

Re(®®) has the opposite sign. This seems hard to
understand, because for the real part of the FSA only
the Born term is supposed to contribute, and there is
no reason for a difference in sign between Re(®IT)
and Re(®®) at high energy, which would be in con-
trast with the result Re(®®)=Re(®) that follows
from the assumption that there is no selection rule in
this model.

Besides this problem, if we proceed to evaluate
a(K*p), we have to assume again the value of the
parameter S in Eq. (4') and at the SU (3)-invariant
limit, that is, in the case S=0, we get «(K*p) and
a(K~p) at 8 GeV/c as —0.45 and —0.18, respectively.
In order to get values as small as our values of a (K*p),
we have to take S/P=S/P’'=709%, which means very
large SU (3) breaking. In this regard it is highly de-
sirable to have accurate measurements of a(K*p) at
high energy.
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Fic. 3. Diagrams for quark-quark and quark-antiquark scatter-
ing obtained by the crossing relation from Fig. 2(a).
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III. FORMULATION OF SELECTION RULE

We would like to construct in this section a Hamil-
tonian which leads to the selection rules (a) and (b).
For definiteness we shall assume that the #*’s are
Green’s components and satisfy Green’s commutation
relations, that is, fields with the same lower indices
anticommute, and those with different lower indices
commute. The coefficient in the baryon state in Eq.
(2), fi*#7, is in this case completely symmetric among
a, B, v and 1, §, k, respectively.

The baryon and meson operators commute with
each other, and operators in a baryon operator also
commute with each other, because of Egs. (1) and (2).
Therefore, the order of field operators in a baryon oper-
ator may be chosen arbitrarily, and we may write the
scattering amplitude between a meson and a baryon as

v, &Jw's" | —ifHdt | [y, €]en). (7

Since we also assume by (c) that only one of the quarks
in each particle participates in the scattering and the
others go through without interaction, Eq. (7) can be
reduced to a sum over possible combinations of three
noninteracting quarks or antiquarks. For example, a
matrix element corresponding to a process, say, é—€,
£, ¢t is given by

5 5 (@’ | —ifHat | 6790, (foni)*,

lmmn <
(8)

where use has been made of the property of fi.. that
Jirn720 only if I5£m>%n and thus m has to be fixed
when / and # are fixed.

We shall study two types of Hamiltonian:
H,= Gf E Z : (Zl“l“tl“) (fmﬂPtmﬂ) :dsx, (9)
Im aff
Ho=G[ > >« (0eTtn®) GfT1LE) 1 dPx. (10)
Im of
A typical matrix element under the sum over I, m, #
in Eq. (8) is calculated, except for the common pro-

portionality factor — (2w )*V—2G8* (ky+ks—ky—ksr), as
follows:

22 8/ | Hy| vid;)~60518yy

X (U (ks )TU (ks))(U (b )TU (k)

— 2685y (U (ky )TU (k) )(U (ks )TU (ky)),  (11)
2 v | Ha | vidi)~2058y
X (U (ko )TU (ks)Y(U (ky )TU ()
— 684583y (U (e )TU (ks)) (U (ks )TU (k). (12)
Therefore if we take such a combination as
H=H,—1H,, (13)

the terms containing 8s5:0,, drop out and we are left

2699

with only the term with 6,5:0,,5, which leads to the
process vi0;—v;0:. In the same way, the quark-antiquark
scattering >; (8;0; | —4fHdt| ¥+v;/) contains only a
term proportional to 8,,:8s5, which gives F:v;—8:6;.

The Hamiltonian we obtained in Eq. (13) can be
written in a form

8
H=3G X (ITIAi) (ITIA),,  E (14)
k=1

where [ is the 3X3 unit matrix operating in the space
spanned by upper indices, and A;- « « Ag are 3X3 SU (3)
matrices for the lower indices of ;% If we take here the
vector coupling for T, the Hamiltonian (14) is the
same as the one proposed by Hori.* The potentials
among quarks and antiquarks are given, from Eq.

(14), by
8
qu: E Ak(l).Ak(Z)V’
k=1
(15)
8
Va=— 2 A0 AV,
k—1

The negative sign in V,; appears to be due to the
vector coupling of the Hamiltonian. Since

8
> AW A®=—8/3 for g—gq in the 3* representation
k=1

—4/3
=16/3 for ¢—gin thel
=—2/3 for ¢—q in the 8,

for g—¢q in the 6
(16)

it is predicted by Hori that pairs of g—¢ and ¢—¢ bind
only when the former is in the 3* representation and
the latter is in the singlet representation of the SU (3)
for lower suffices; namely, these are just cases given
by Egs. (2) and (1), respectively.

The Hamiltonian (14) also leads to the nonet-type
meson-quark interactions, since a calculation similar
to Egs. (11) and (12) shows that

<6jl, I II I Z 6i’7i7i’>N6jj'555'6’Y7"

where Y ; 6:7: is considered as a representative of the
meson.

IV. DISCUSSION

We have shown that the strange selection rule de-
rived from meson decay can, indeed, be formulated
consistently if we work with the paraquark or the three-
triplet quark model instead of the usual quark. The
rather good fit to the experiments of our @, which is
derived under the selection rule, seems to give evidence
for the necessity of three degrees of extra freedom of
the quark, as in the case of both models.

We are aware in these calculations that the selection

12 S. Hori, Progr. Theoret. Phys. (Kyoto) 36, 131 (1966).
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rule and the nonet character of the Hamiltonian are
only true for the lowest-order calculation, so that we
can only apply our restrictions to phenomena where
the renormalization effects are supposed to be small.

The vector coupling in the Hamiltonian (14) is
equivalent to

Hy= (iG/VN2) by AW}, .0, 17)
mediated by vector mesons W ,°, which is in the singlet
of the ordinary SU(3) group and in the octet repre-
sentation of the SU (3) group for lower indices. Since
here we have no mixing of the representations in the
same SU (3) group, and also we have no renormaliza-
tion for the vector-meson coupling except for a common
Zs3 factor in the limit of zero momentum transfer, the
form (17) remains unchanged in this limit even if we
take account of renormalization effects.

Therefore it may be reasonable to apply our restric-
tions to phenomena where the transferred momentum
is small and the contribution from the diagram with
one intermediate vector-boson exchange is dominant,
namely, to phenomena such as low-energy scattering
without nearby resonances, pj annihilations, and the
forward or backward peak of the quasielastic scatter-
ings. These will be discussed in forthcoming papers.
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APPENDIX

In this appendix we shall show that the selection
rules (a) and (b) follow from the same Hamiltonian
(13) in the case of the three-triplet model,® too.

Let a;/* and a;** be an annihilation and a creation
operator of a three-triplet quark model, and assume
that they satisfy the Fermi commutation relation. Then
the a,%’s defined by

@/ =n05°, @' =n30,%, as*=ma* (A1)
satisfy Green’s® commutation relation of the para-
statistics, where %, is an operator which anticommutes
with a; and commutes with q; if i5%;. The explicit form
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of #; is given by
ni= (—1)N,, (A2)
Ni= % 2 La* (k)a (k)—b* (k)b (k)], (A3)

and thus we have
(n:)*=1. (A4)

Now, in general, the Hamiltonian in the paraquark
model must be made up of products of the form

Z ff‘I‘tiﬁ, (AS)
in order to satisfy the causality’® requirement. Indeed
our Hamiltonian (9) is of this form, and (10) is also
reducible to products of the type (AS) by the Fierz
transformation, because {# commutes with >, £,%6xP.
Since from (A1) and (A4), we have

2Tt = 3 1T/, (A6)

we see that the Hamiltonians (9) and (10) are trans-

formed form-invariantly by the replacement ¢;2—#;'.
Because of the equality (A1), we have also

Z a; b ¥ = Z a;*eb;/*8 (A7)
i i
for the meson operator, and
> aitea M Ba it = 3 al*a B ay ¥ rymansg it
13k 17k
(A8)

for the baryon operator, where g% has the same
absolute value as fiz and has a negative sign when
(ijk) is an odd permutation of (123). Using Eqgs. (A6)-
(A8) and also the relation mmans | 0)= | 0), we are now
ready to see that

Eq. 8)= 2 > {(a,/"a/" | —ifH'dl| a/* an'*")g1mnt™

Imn <
X (gma®")*,  (A9)

where H' is the Hamiltonian obtained from (13) by
replacing i—#'.

The right-hand side of Eq. (A9) is nothing but the
matrix element for meson-baryon scattering calculated
in the three-triplet model, and this proves the equiva-
lence of the two models.
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