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We present a theory of the origin of the weak-interaction angle 6, based on a self-consistency condition
linking weak, strong, and electromagnetic symmetry-breaking effects. The value of 6 is related to the ob-
served pattern of breaking of SU(3)®SU (3), and depends upon the value of a new parameter £ which
gives the strength of the weak corrections to strong processes. A characteristic result of the theory is the
prediction of a nonelectromagnetic isospin breaking. This solves the n — 37 puzzle and accounts for the
observed deviation from the Dashen sum rule: mg*2—mg®=m*2—m,?. Although we are not able to give
a theoretical evaluation of £ in a realistic model of weak interactions, a phenomenological determination of
£ is proposed, based on the observed isospin-breaking mass splittings among pseudoscalar mesons. In this
way we get the prediction §~0.25, which is in good agreement with the experimental value.

I. INTRODUCTION AND OUTLINE

ECENTLY, we presented a theory of the weak-
interaction angle 6.! In this paper we intend to
discuss this theory in greater detail and to present some
of those aspects which were only outlined in I, as well
as further developments of our ideas.

Our theory is based on the idea that the angle 6,
which determines the relative orientation of the weak
forces and of the SU(3) breaking, should arise from a
dynamical interplay of weak, electromagnetic (e.m.),
and strong forces.

To enforce such a philosophy we assume that SU(3)
breaking arises from a theory where weak and e.m.
forces are the only explicit sources of breaking. This is
essential : Since we want to obtain the direction of the
breaking as an output, we cannot include informations
about the breaking itself as an input.

First attempts to determine  along these lines?:?
considered a SU(3)-symmetric theory of strong inter-
actions giving rise to asymmetric solutions, on which
the effects of weak and e.m. interactions were super-
imposed as small perturbations. In the absence of such
perturbations, nonsymmetric solutions of the sym-
metric theory appear in families of physically equiv-
alent solutions, formally obtainable one from the other
by SU(3) rotations. However, only a finite number
among these solutions are a good starting point for
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the actual solution in the presence of the small perturba-
tions. The first effect of the e.m. and weak corrections
thus consists in choosing the direction of the breaking.

Unfortunately, in the actual solutions, the direction
of breaking is such that §=0° or 90°, and it has been
argued? that this result follows quite generally if weak
interactions are treated as a small perturbation.

In I a new approach was proposed in which weak,
e.m., and strong breakings are treated on the same
footing, and are required to satisfy a consistency
condition which leads to a definite value of 6, in good
agreement with the observed value.

The starting point of the work in I is the consideration
that higher-order weak corrections to hadron processes
can, in principle, give rise to large effects, and cannot
be treated in a purely perturbative framework. The
existence of such large effects is suggested by the
formal appearance of divergences of increasing order
when the usual Feynman-diagram technique is applied
in the evaluation of such corrections. These divergences
should only be taken as an indication of the failure of
the usual treatment and of the fact that in a better
computational scheme large, but finite, results will be
obtained. This point has been especially stressed by
Lee,* who also showed in a particular example that the
summing up of all the cutoff perturbation series, before
letting the cutoff parameter go to infinity, leads to
sensible results.

We have based our work on a phenomenological
model of strong interactions which has been studied in
particular by Glashow and Weinberg,’ and by Gell-
Mann, Oakes, and Renner,® in which the Hamiltonian
which describes the strong interactions of hadrons has

the form
H=H+#h, (1.1)

4T. D. Lee, Nuovo Cimento 594, 579 (1969).

5 S. Glashow and S. Weinberg, Phys. Rev. Letters 20, 224 (1968).

6 M. Gell-Mann, R. J. Oakes, and B. Renner, Phys. Rev. 175,
2195 (1968).

1 707



708

where H is invariant under the chiral SU(3)®@SU(3)
group and the breaking term % transforms as a (3,3)
®(3,3) under the same group. The use of such a
Hamiltonian, which explicitly includes breaking terms,
is not in contradiction with our previous requirement,
since we shall assume that the structure of % is deter-
mined by a self-consistency condition.

In order to specify completely the symmetry breaking
contained in such a theory, one should also have some
knowledge of the symmetry and symmetry breaking in
the vacuum. According to the investigations of Refs. 5
and 6, this is a very important portion of the breaking,
and accounts in particular for the large mean masses
of baryon multiplets. In the limit # — 0, one would have
a spontaneously broken SU(3)®SU (3), with particles
organized in multiplets of SU(3), and the conservation
of axial currents would be achieved through zero-mass
pseudoscalar mesons. The finite masses of pseudo-
scalar mesons are thus directly connected with the
perturbation term 4.

If one includes effects of the weak forces, one finds
that the strongest self-energy corrections (i.e., those
corresponding to the leading divergences at each
order) amount to a modification of %, 64", which
depends upon % and belongs to the same (3,3)® (3,3)
representation.

Electromagnetic corrections can be divided in a
tadpole part 8%4°™- plus residual (nontadpole) terms.
In a theory exactly invariant under SU(3)®SU(3)
(i.e., with #=0 and symmetric vacuum), one would
expect that 64¢™ =0, since the minimal e.m. interaction
is still formally invariant under the chiral U(2)® U(2)
subgroup corresponding to U spin.” In general, one
expects 8k°™- to be different from zero both because of
the explicit breaking due to the % term, and of the
noninvariance of the vacuum under chiral transforma-
tions. Since the latter causes the largest deviations from
exact symmetry, we expect §k¢™- to be mainly deter-
mined by the breaking of the vacuum, and to be, to a
good extent, independent of 4. The arising of e.m.
tadpole contributions will be discussed in greater
detail in Secs. IT and III.

We can now introduce our main hypothesis, which
links dynamically the strong, weak, and e.m. interac-
tions. This consists in requiring that H give a complete
description of the hadron dynamics (mass spectra, etc.),
which is not further modified by inclusion of weak
and e.m. tadpole corrections. In I we interpreted this
condition, as implying the equation

ShW - ghem-=0. (1.2)

In order to enforce this condition one had to rely on

7 In a recent paper S. Adler [Institute for the Advanced Studies,
Princeton, report (unpublished)] casts some doubts on the con-
sistency of such formal manipulations, indicating that, in order to
obtain a consistent theory, one might be forced to introduce
nonminimal couplings (e.g., allowing for 7% — vy) which would
spoil the expected symmetry.
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the fact that nondiagonal terms in 847 (i.e., parity-
and strangeness-violating terms) could be discarded,
since they can be reexpressed as divergences of currents,
by the use of the equations of motion implied by Eq.
(1.1). It has since become clear to us that this pro-
cedure, although justified in second-order calculations
of the weak corrections, is generally not valid; non-
diagonal terms must be retained and properly inter-
preted. This led us to a new interpretation of the
self-consistency requirement.

We will give here a brief outline of the new formula-
tion; Sec. V contains a more detailed and formal
treatment.

We first note that the violation of parity and strange-
ness caused by 82" is only apparent. In fact, after
inclusion of weak corrections, the breaking term in the
Hamiltonian /% is changed into 7 :

h=h-+8n"W (h),

and 7 can always be rediagonalized by a change of
frame of reference which is equivalent to a SU(3)
®SU(3) transformation and to a redefinition of both
parity and strangeness. On the other hand, the vacuum
state cannot fail to be affected by the weak corrections
embodied in the transition from % to %, and, barring
pathological situations, the new vacuum will be invar-
iant under the parity and strangeness operations defined
by %. This is made plausible by the following argument.
In the absence of any explicit breaking term, if the
vacuum is not symmetric, we would have an inﬁnity of
possible degenerate vacua, corresponding to as many
different definitions of parity and, if SU(3) as well as
SU(3)®SU(3) is broken, of strangeness. When the
explicit breaking term is turned on, the degeneracy
should disappear and one solution only be chosen, most
reasonably the one which points in the same dlrectlon
as the breaking / or /. This situation has been explored
in Refs. 2 and 3 in the case of a spontaneous SU(3)
breaking.

The e.m. correction 64#°™- has then to be computed
in terms of the dynamics defined by % and the new
vacuum state, and will therefore conserve the same
parity and strangeness. We thus see that, although we
expect the strength of 6%°™- to be roughly 1ndependent
of 7, its direction via that of the vacuum state is
determined by 7.

In the light of these remarks we may formulate our
condition as the requirement that z6k°™- in the new
frame of reference be equal to % in the old frame. If
this requirement is met, the net effect of the inclusion
of weak and e.m. tadpole corrections to H simply
consists in a change of frame in the SU(3)QSU(3)
space. This condition will be seen to determine the value
of 8, both in the old and in the new frame, which will be
identified with the physical one.

The value of 6 is found to depend upon a new param-
eter £ related to the strength of the weak corrections
to /. A characteristic result of our theory is the appear-
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ance of an isospin breaking which is not of an e.m.
origin, whose strength directly depends upon £.

Although we have not been able to compute the value
of ¢ in the frame of a realistic model of weak interactions
the appearence of this new source of isospin breaking
opens the possibility of a phenomenological determina-
tion of £ In this respect, a very favorable process
appears to be the n — 3w decay which in the soft-pion
limit cannot proceed via a conventional e.m. interac-
tion.® Moreover, Dashen® has recently pointed out that
a purely e.m. interaction should give rise to the mass
formula

MEPE—MEE= M2 — M2,

We will show that the discrepancy, which is quite large,
can be explained by this new isospin breaking, leading
to an approximate evaluation of &.

We close this introduction with a brief summary of
the contents of the following sections.

Sections IT and III are devoted to the study of
symmetry breaking in the vacuum and to the emergence
and structure of e.m. tadpoles. This will be done with
the aid of a simple generalization of the ¢ model.!®
Section IV contains an analysis of the structure of 647,
We will argue, using different models, that the form of
6k W is essentially unique, apart from the scale parameter
£ In Sec. V we apply our consistency condition to
determine the value of 6.

In Sec. VI we discuss the problem of isospin breaking.
Finally, Sec. VII is devoted to a discussion both of the
present state of our program and of lines of future
development.

II. SYMMETRY BREAKING IN THE VACUUM.
GENERAL EQUATIONS

Following the authors of Refs. 5 and 6, we consider a
mode] Lagrangian of the form

L=Lo+ 1L, (2.1)

where L, is formally invariant under SU(3)®SU(3)
and L’ is a breaking term. The model will be based on
two nonets of scalar and pseudoscalar fields o; and m;
(i=0, ...,8), transforming as (3,3)®(3,3). These
fields can be put together to form a 3X3 matrix:

8 A:
M=y (oit+im;)—. (2.2)
i=0 V2
L’ will be assumed to be a linear combination of these
fields

L' ="Tr(OWh'+91E). (2.3)

A transformation of SU(3)®SU(3) can be character-
ized by a pair of unitary, unimodular matrices (U,V).

8 D. G. Sutherland, Phys. Letters 23, 384 (1966).
9 R. Dashen, Phys. Rev. 183, 1245 (1969).
10 M. Gell-Mann and M. Lévy, Nuovo Cimento 16, 705 (1960).
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The transformation law of 9T is

M— UMV, 9t — Vonrut. (2.4)

The subgroup with U=V generates the usual SU(3)
transformations; pure chiral transformations correspond
to Vi=U.

The natural definition of parity, according to Eq.
(2.2), is

PP-i=9nt, P(U,V)PI=(V,U).  (2.5)

Actually, there are infinitely many possible definitions
of parity, all equivalent up to a group conjugation.
These parity operations are defined in terms of a
unitary, unimodular matrix X, as

PXSRPX—I———XSTZTX,

Px(U,V)Px'= (XVX' X1UX). (26)

This parity operation leaves invariant the SU(3)
subgroup whose elements are (U,X'UX). Under
conjugation with an element (U,V) of the group,
we have

X —>X=UXV". (2.7)

If SUB)®SU@3) is an exact symmetry, all these
definitions are physically equivalent; we could not
tell a ¢ from a . If the symmetry is broken to a definite
SU(3), defined as above by a given X, Px is singled
out as the only possible parity operation.

We also introduce a spinor field , which for simplicity
we take to belong to the quark representation (3,1)
@ (1,3). This transforms according to

¥— (Vay+Ua )y, (2.8)

where
ay= %(1:‘:’)’5) .

To be definite, we shall occasionally use a specific model
for the invariant Lagrangian L,, constructed, for the
meson fields, out of the bilinear invariant Tr (9M91), the
trilinear forms detdC and detd1t" (which should appear
symmetrically if Lohas to be invariant under parity), the
quadrilinear forms Tr(ORAN’)? and (Tranont)z. We will
then write

Lo=yiy - 0y+g (Ma+MTa_)y
— 3 Tr(8#919,91")+» Tr(MONT) — N[ Tr (Onont) 2
—p Tr QU2 7(detdn+detont).  (2.9)

If 7=0, Lo is actually invariant under the larger group
UB)®U(3) (ie., we may drop the condition detl/
=detV'=1, and at the same time the condition detX =1
in the definition of Px). We can for the moment consider
\, 4, », and 7 as free parameters. One might wish to
impose the stability conditions
A>0, u>—N\, (2.10)

which ensure that the Hamiltonian derived from LI,
is bounded from below.
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The symmetry properties of the theory are character-
ized by the matrix % appearing in Eq. (2.3), as well as
by the symmetry properties of the vacuum, described
by a matrix 7:

7=(0|91t]0). (2.11)

Even in the limit Z=0, n can be different from zero.
This situation is usually referred to as spontaneous
breaking.

The general conditions to be imposed on # have been
discussed in Ref. 11. One first introduces a displaced
field

M (x)=9M(x)—n.

In terms of M, the Lagrangian will have the form

L=Lp(M )~ Line(M 1)+ Tr[ M (Go(n)+/)+H.c.]
+So()+Tr(nht+2'h), (2.12)

where Lp(M,n) is the free-field part, with masses
depending upon 7. Lin(M,n) contains terms of third
order or more in M as well as the interaction of M with
the fermion fields, with coefficients again depending
upon 7. If Lo is the one given in Eq. (2.9), fourth-order
terms will in fact be the same as in the original
Lagrangian. We have written explicitly the terms linear
in M and the c-number terms; the matrix Go(y) is
related to the ¢ number So(5) through the equation

lé]
EGO (ﬂ)]ii=a——50(ﬂ) (17.7= 17273) . (213)
Nij

From the Lagrangian (2.12), one then constructs the
complete, proper, connected vacuum-to-vacuum ampli-
tude S(n,4). In computing .S (n,%), one has not to include
contributions from graphs where an M line ends in
the vacuum because Eq. (2.11) implies that

0| M]0)=0. (2.14)

We will then have

S (n,h)=So(n)+Tr(nh’+n"h)+S'(n), (2.15)

where S’(n) arises from graphs containing loops and,

does not depend upon % (in fact, % appears only in
the term linear in M, which contributes to the graphs
that we have previously excluded).

Equation (2.14) implies the vanishing of the proper,
connected one-meson—to—vacuum amplitude, and leads
therefore to the equation!!

asS ¢]
—=[Go()Ji+hij+—S"(n)=0,  (2.16)
omij Mns;

which gives the desired condition on 7.

With the same method one can study the effect of
the introduction of minimal e.m. interactions. For the
Lagrangian equation (2.1), with L, given by Eq. (2.9),

1 J. Goldstone, A. Salam, and S. Weinberg, Phys. Rev. 127, 965
(1962).
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this can be done via the substitution
O — O — 1eA MQV/ y
aum - aﬂm_ieA#[Q;m] )
0,9 — 9, —ied ,[Q,9M],

where Q is the 3)X 3 matrix corresponding to the charge
operator. The new term in the Lagrangian is then

Lo = eA wby,Qy+3i Tr{[ Q9 Jo+on'+a*m[Q,9m" ]}
—e*d, A* Tr{[QMLQM T}, (2.17)

This term is still formally invariant under the [U(2)
®U(2)]u subgroup whose elements are pairs (U,V)

such that
EU7Q]= [V’Q] =0 )

and is invariant under a parity operation Px, provided

that
[X,0]=0.

The effect of L™ will be to add new terms to the
vacuum-vacuum amplitude S (9,%), which can be written
now as

S (n,1)=So(n)+Tr(nh’+n'h)+S’ (n)+ 5™ (9,0).

The new term (obviously of order e?) must be a function
of 7, invariant under the [U(2)® U(2) v group defined
above, i.e., it will contain terms of the kind

a Tr(m")-+b Tr(gQnt)+---.
Equation (2.16), accordingly, will be modified into

(2.18)

]

aJ
[GO(W)]ij+6—5'(ﬂ)+ Sem-(,0)+hi;=0. (2.19)
i ij

The new term will cause a shift in the value of 4, and
if we put
on= 0(32) )

n="7-+0n, (2.20)

where 7 is a solution of Eq. (2.16), the new solution 7
will be then determined to order ¢? by the equation

0

d
[Go(ﬂ)]ij‘f"a—‘"s' () +——Sem - (0,Q) g +hij=0. (2.21)
iy i

Equation (2.21) shows that the effect of electromagnet-
ism is equivalent to adding a new term &ke™: (%) to A.

III. STRUCTURE OF VACUUM BREAKING; THE
ARISING OF e.m. TADPOLES

In this section we study the structure of solutions to
Eq. (2.19). The nature of the stable solutions (i.e.,
those yielding real masses, etc.) in general will depend
upon the values of the free parameters of the model
[ie., », \, u, 7 for the model Lagrangian equations
(2.1) and (2.9)]. However, instead of attempting a
general study of all possible solutions, we will accept
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the indications given by phenomenological analyses of
the experimental situation.®

The suggestion one derives from these analyses is
that the vacuum breaking 7 is essentially a SU(3)
singlet, and accounts for the major part of SU(3)
®SU (3) breaking. This causes the appearance of large
values for hadron masses. The pseudoscalar mesons, in
the limit Z=0, would act as an octet of Goldstone
bosons. The smallness of pseudoscalar octet masses as
well as the success of the hypothesis of partially
conserved axial-vector current (PCAC) can be taken
as an indication that the effect of % is relatively small,
and can thus be treated as a perturbation. We therefore
focus our attention on solutions of Eq. (2.19) of the
form

n=n0+0,
where 79 is a SU(3) singlet solution (po=m0l1) of the

equation
Go(n) i+ (3/9n:5)S" (1) =0. G.1)

Equation (3.1) admits, in general, nonzero solutions,
which appear in degenerate families because of the
underlying SU (3)®.SU (3) symmetry: Given a solution
10, UnoV1 will also satisfy Eq. (3.1). This degeneracy
will be removed at least partially in the solutions of the
complete Eq. (2.19).

The removal will be complete, i.e., we will have only
isolated solutions (possibly only a single one), if the
addition of the e.m. perturbation and of the % term
reduces the symmetry of the Lagrangian to that of the
solution, i.e., for the physically interesting solutions, to
the combined gauge groups of charge and hypercharge.

In exploring the structure of the solutions to Egs.
(2.19) and (3.1), one can use the model Lagrangian
(2.9) in the phenomenological approximation,’? which
consists in neglecting the loop term S’(»). This can be
justified by noting that the Lagrangian (2.9) already
has enough complexity for the phenomenological
approximation to cover the range of solutions one
might have to deal with in the exact treatment. In
fact, many properties of the solutions we shall prove in
this context can be shown to hold in general, as will be
discussed elsewhere. Equation (3.1) then becomes!?

Go(n)=vn— 2\ Tr (") — 2um™y
+ ("' +3(Trn")?—n' Trg'—3Tr(n")*]=0. (3.2)

Equation (3.2) is covariant under SU (3)®@SU (3) trans-
formations of 9, so that we may, without loss of general-
ity, assume % to be diagonal.’* Furthermore, upon

2S. Coleman, J. Wess, and B. Zumino, Phys. Rev. 177, 2239
1969).

( 8 We have made use of the following identity, valid for any
3X3 matrix: detN=NF—N2 TrI+3M[ (Tro)2—Tr (ON2) ],
which can be easily derived from the characteristic equation of
M [see S. Coleman, in Hadrons and their Interactions, edited by
A. Zichichi (Academic Press Inc., New York, 1968)7].

14 This follows from the fact that any matrix » can be written
as n=W 1 KW e'¢, where K is real and diagonal, W, and W, are
unitary, unimodular matrices, and 3p=arg det 5. A proof of this
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multiplying Eq. (3.2), by #' one sees'® that dety is a real
number, so that % can be chosen as a real diagonal
matrix.!* This means that any solution of Eq. (3.2)
allows for a definition of parity, i.e., the theory will be
parity-conserving. Moreover, from Eq. (3.2) one sees
that the eigenvalues of 7 satisfy a quadratic equation,
with coefficients which are functions of Try, Try?, and
detn.’ It follows, then, that we cannot have three
different eigenvalues, i.e., either 5 is a multiple of the
unit matrix corresponding to exact SU(3), or it pre-
serves an SU(2) symmetry.16

As stated above, we shall discuss briefly only the
case where 7 is SU(3)-invariant.

We then put

No="no" 1 y Mo real.
We have only two possibilities:

(1) 10=0, i.e., no spontaneous breakdown. All the
mesons have degenerate masses, equal to (—2»)¥2, and
the quarks remain massless. This solution requires »<0.

(2) 70#£0. Equation (3.2) then implies that

Tk [724-4v (6N +2u) ]H/2
2002

In this case, the pseudoscalar octet becomes massless,
i.e., these mesons act as Goldstone bosons.!? The scalar
and pseudoscalar singlets and the scalar octet acquire
different masses and the quarks acquire a common
mass —gno. The parameters A, u, 7, and » are restricted

by the requirement that all the boson masses are real.
One finds

70

> 27/ (6M-2u)

which implies that » is positive by virtue of Eq. (2.10),
consistently with real 7.
Moreover,

1707-20 )

which, for a given sign of 7, chooses one of the two
possible solutions for 7. If <0, one must also require
that

NoT> — 2uno®.

We note, in conclusion, that for any given set of values
for », \, u, and 7, there exists at most one solution.

theorem, which is certainly burjed in the mathematical literature,
can be easily obtained following the arguments in N. Cabibbo,
R. Gatto, and C. Zemach, Nuovo Cimento 16, 168 (1960).
Transforming # with the SU@)®SU (3) element (W.',W5), we
can then put » into a diagonal form.

18 To obtain this result, one has to reduce the »* term in Eq.
(3.2) with the aid of the identity reported in Ref. 13.

16 This is a particular case of the general rule that spontaneous
breaking of SU(3) tends to preserve a SU(2) subgroup. See
R. E. Cutkosky, in Particle Symmetries, edited by M. Chrétien and
?.96)%§ser (Gordon and Breach Science Publishers, Inc., New York,

17Y. Nambu and G. Jona-Lasinio, Phys. Rev. 122, 345 (1961);
124, 246 (1961) ; see also J. Goldstone, A. Salam, and S. Weinberg,
quoted in Ref. 11,
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(a)

oo

Fic. 1. Electromagnetic contributions to mass splitting: (a) tadpole; (b) nontadpole.

We consider now the effect of the introduction of
e.am. interactions as well as of the explicit breaking
term 4. We shall impose the conditions

[A,Q]=0.

The first condition ensures'* that, by a suitable
SU(3)®SU (3) transformation, % can be diagonalized to
a real matrix, so that the Lagrangian conserves parity.
The second condition guarantees charge conservation.

The effect of e.m. interactions is displayed in Egs.
(2.19) and (2.21), and consists in adding a new term
Shem-(n,Q) to h:

a
8he ™ (1,Q)s5=—=S°" (1,0) -
I

deth is real,

(3.3)

If we treat both % and 64°™ as perturbations, i.e.,
neglect terms of order e, ek, k% etc., then 6k°™ will
be uniquely determined by 5o and will have the form
[see Eq. (2.18)]

shem-= A+BQ, (3.4)

A and B being real functions of no. We see then that
ohem- is in this approximation U-spin-invariant. The
new solution 7 can be now easily computed to first
order in ¢? and %, in terms of 7o, 4, B, and %, and will
turn out to be of the form

n=mno+on°™+t,
where 6z¢-™- and 87" will have the form
opem-=A'+B'Q, omt=C"+D'h.

Let us now discuss the e.m. corrections to the masses
of the various particles.

The e.m. shift to n, dne™ will cause e.m. mass
differences among both fermions and bosons. This
shift corresponds exactly to the contribution of tadpole
graphs, as shown in Fig. 1(a).

Further contributions come from other kind of
graphs, e.g., those represented in Fig. 1(b), and will be
referred to as the nontadpole e.m. contributions. In the
case of scalar and pseudoscalar mesons, both tadpole
and nontadpole contributions can be derived from the
vacuum-vacuum amplitude (in the soft-meson limit).

In fact, the inverse propagator for these mesons at
zero four-momentum, i.e., the mass-squared matrix
extrapolated at zero four-momentum, is given by second
derivatives'! of the total vacuum-vacuum amplitude

S (n). Symbolically, we have

M?=0%5/dn0y. (3.5)

The e.m. corrections thus have two effects.

First, they introduce a new term in S(y), i.e.,
Sem-(n,0); secondly, the presence of this new term
causes a shift dne-™-. The net effect can be symbolically
written as

938 (no))¢625e'“"(no,Q)

T . (3.6)
Indndyn

(6M2)e.m. =67]e.m.(
oy

The first term on the right-hand side is the tadpole
contribution [in fact, the third derivative of S(y) is
connected!! to the vertex function], and the second
term is the effect of nontadpole graphs.

Note that since the total vacuum-vacuum amplitude
including the e.m. contributions is formally invariant
under chiral U-spin transformations, the neutral
pseudoscalar mesons would still act, were it not for the
presence of %, as Goldstone bosons, so that their e.m.
mass shifts vanish. One can check explicitly that the
two terms in Eq. (3.6) cancel for #° 7% K° and K°.
Moreover, due to the same symmetry, the e.m. shifts
to ot and K+, which lie in the same U-spin multiplet,
must be the same. One then expects the following
relation among the e.m. contributions to isospin-
breaking mass shifts to hold:

(mr?—mg?)em. = (Mat2—Mz02)g.m. .

(3.7)

This result has been first obtained by Dashen® and
should hold if one neglects terms of order e%;. We note
that terms of this order have been neglected in deriving
the very successful Coleman-Glashow relation for
baryon mass differences. The failure of Eq. (3.7) to
match the experimental mass differences could then
only be understood by introducing a non-e.m. isospin
breaking in /.

As we shall see in Sec. V, such a term arises naturally
in our theory; in Sec. VI we shall refer again to Eq.
3.7).

In the next section we conjecture that the main effect
of weak corrections to hadron physics, as described by
the Lagrangian equations (2.1) and (2.3), consists in a
modification of the explicit breaking term, % — /.

The effect of this change will reflect on the vacuum
breaking n through Eq. (2.19). As we shall see, if we
start from a diagonal /, % will in general not be diagonal,
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i.e., will not conserve the same parity and strangeness
operations as i We will find, however, that % conserves
charge and has a real determinant, if % has these
properties. /# can then be diagonalized through a
[U(2)QU(2)]u transformation. The previous analysis
for the solutions of Eq. (2.19) applies unchanged in
this new frame. The new starting solution 7o has to be
chosen diagonal and SU (3)-symmetric in the new frame,
and as a consequence 8k°™, a function of 7,, will also
be diagonal. In other words, if /p is the diagonal form
of /2 in the new frame, all the arguments of this section
apply unchanged, replacing % with %p. This change of
frame will be studied explicitly in Sec. V.

IV. WEAK CORRECTIONS TO SYMMETRY
BREAKING; THE PARAMETER ¢

This section is devoted to the study of the weak
self-energy corrections. We assume a Lagrangian of the
form (2.1), where the breaking L’ will be specified with
respect to its transformation properties under SU(3)
®SU(3), i.e., we shall assume L’ to belong to a (3,3)
@ (3,3) representation. We can again formally write L’
as in Eq. (2.3), without necessarily associating with
physical particles the local fields contained in 91t. For
example, in a pure quark model, one would identify
o; and w; with the usual scalar and pseudoscalar
densities. The matrix # will be parametrized by its
eigenvalues o, 8, and v. In a pure quark model o, 8, and
v would correspond to the masses of p, #, and A quarks.
This picture, mnemonically very useful, can, however,
be completely misleading if taken literally.

For example, in the more realistic model previously
discussed, quark masses are directly related to the
vacuum breaking », and only indirectly to %.

Let us consider the weak corrections to an hadronic
process. At each order in perturbation theory, one meets
with different kinds of divergent terms. The most
divergent ones are proportional to (GA?)* and are
followed by terms the G(GA?)™ !, G(GA?)*!InA, etc.
According to the philosophy proposed by Lee,* one
should sum all the divergent terms of the same kind,
before letting the cutoff go to infinity.

In this way the sum of the most divergent terms
should give a definite function f(GA?) which, if the
procedure is consistent, has a finite limit as A— . In
this limit, the sum is independent of the weak coupling
constant G. On the other hand, the next divergent terms
should add up to something like GM?g(GA?%), M being
some finite mass, and when A — o, tend to GM?g().
Logarithmic divergences should be treated separately
and resemble the divergences found in electrodynamics.
We thus see that only the leading divergences appear
to give corrections competitive with strong-interaction
effects, and are precisely those which will enter our
self-consistency requirement, as discussed in the Intro-
duction. We will present different arguments suggesting
the general validity of a conjecture advanced in I,
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Conjecture: If the hadron Lagrangian has the form
(2.1), the effect of the leading weak corrections to strong
processes consists in adding a further breaking term
8hW, represented, as in Eq. (2.3), by a matrix of the
form

« 0 0
ShW=—£|0 Bcos?y 36sin26,] ,
0 3vysin26, 1y sin%,

“.1)

where £ is a real parameter, related to the value of the
limit of f(GA?%) as A— .

Equation (4.1) is valid in a frame where % is diagonal,
and 6, is the weak-interaction angle in this frame. As
discussed in the Introduction, 6y is not the observed
weak-interaction angle, which is instead the angle of
the weak currents in the frame where A=h+ok" is
diagonal. An immediate consequence of this conjecture
is that % is a real matrix, i.e., an SU(3)®SU (3) frame
can be chosen, such that % is a real and diagonal matrix.
This result means that, at the strong level, weak
interactions do not cause breakdown of parity and
strangeness.

This conjecture will be proved to be true for the
following cases:

(i) second-order calculation,

(ii) self-masses of weak interacting free quarks (to
all orders),

(iii) models with weak interactions mediated by a
neutral vector boson.

The first case has already been considered in I and
in Ref. 18, and gives £=GA?2 In this case, when A — o
one would have §= . As we have stated before, the
second order by itself does not give a meaningful result.
However, until now we have not been able to go beyond
a second-order computation in a realistic theory, i.e., a
theory which allows for strong interactions and where
weak interactions are mediated by charged vector
bosons.

The conjecture can be proved!® for the case of the
weak self-energy corrections to free quarks. The
argument runs as follows.

We start from a Lagrangian L defined as

L=yliv-9— (ha+h'a_) W
+2g[INtyagWr+He. ]
This Lagrangian has the structure of Eq. (2.1), with

the breaking appearing as a quark mass term. At is a
3X 3 matrix of the form

(4.2)

0 cosfp sinfy
A= 10 0 0 . (4.3)
0 0 0
18R, Gatto, G. Sartori, and M. Tonin, Phys. Letters 28B, 128

(1968).

19 This argument has been presented by one of us (N. C.) in a
seminar given at CERN on October 23, 1968. We would like to
thank B. Touschek for an enlightening discussion on this subject.
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Fic. 2. Weak contributions to the proper self-energy part =(p).

We consider the amplitude —:2(p), defined as the sum
of all the proper and connected self-energy graphs of
the kind shown in Fig. 2, where the bubble indicates a
set of connections of boson lines, possibly including
closed fermion loops. Because of the triplet structure of
the quark multiplet, the charges of the boson lines must
alternate along the quark line.

Since we are interested in the most divergent part of
this amplitude, we can write down immediately the
most general form of Z(p):

Z(p)=%v-pasZ, (4.4)
where { is a (cutoff-dependent) number, and
Z={tXx"}, X =Dt (4.5)

The SU (3) structure of Eq. (4.4) follows from the fact
that each diagram with » positive and # negative boson
lines leaving the main quark line contributes a term
proportional to (A*A7)"+ (\"AH)»={At \~}. The v- pay
term arises from the structure of the interaction, and
¢ depends only upon GA? since we are considering only
the most divergent contributions.

The effect of Z(p) is equivalent to modifying the free
term of L to

Liree=9[iv-0(1—¢Zay)— (hay+hla) . (4.6)

At the same time, we have to consider the higher-order
corrections to the weak vertex. The most divergent
part of the proper vertex will be written as

Tyt=2vua N +A,T,
A= 2y,a N,

@7
(4.8)

and X is again a cutoff-dependent number. We then get

Liny=2g(14+X) @\ ty,apWr+Hee).  (4.9)
If we transform the field ¢ as?
¥=(Rayta )y, (4.10)
where
R=(1-¢£2), &=1-1/1-0"2,  (411)

" the Lagrangian L=ILtreet+Lins is brought into the form

L=y'Tiv-0— (hay+Tta) W'+ 2e[ (1+%)/(1—5)]

X (KEI)\+'YMa+\[/IWM+H‘C~) )
where B
h=hR=h—¢thZ.

% N. Cabibbo, R. Gatto and C. Zemach, quoted in Ref. 14.
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If we start from a diagonal %,

a 0 0
h:[ogo,
0 0 v

we get the result of Eq. (4.1).

It is interesting to remark that if Z(p) diverges, i.e.,
{—> o, we get £=1.

The exact calculation of even the most divergent part
of weak corrections looks a formidable task in the
realistic case of weak interactions mediated by charged
W’s. The main difficulty consists in the non-Abelian
character of the algebra generated by the corresponding
currents. Even in the very simple case of free quarks,
we have not been able to evaluate &.

Furthermore, we observe that apart from the mass
renormalization  — %, there is also a renormalization
of the weak vertex by a factor

A+x)/(1=5),

which also cannot be computed in this model.
The situation is completely different in a model of
weak interactions transmitted by a neutral vector boson.
In I we have considered a situation of this kind, with
the neutral W coupled to a current J %, corresponding to
the third component of weak isospin. In quark notation,

TA=Py.A+vs Ny, M=), (4.13)

This interaction, in the context of a free-quark
model treated along the lines indicated above, leads to
the relation X=—¢, which implies no renormalization
for the weak vertex. In fact, the most divergent parts
of the proper vertex A,® and of the self-energy part
2(p) are related by a Ward identity of the form

(' =p)AP () =—[Z(p)—Z(p) 12N,

This identity arises from the fact that, in this model,
the neutral weak current is conserved to all orders
apart from mass terms, which are, however, irrelevant
for the most divergent contributions.

In a model of nonleptonic weak interactions mediated
by a neutral vector boson,fthe explicit summation of
the most divergent terms can be carried out. This result
can be done with current-algebra techniques without
any reference to the detailed structure of the strong-
interaction Hamiltonian, except the requirement that
it has the forms (2.1) and (2.3). For the sake of brevity
we will not report here this general proof (to be con-
tained in a further communication) and will restrict
ourselves to strong interactions described by the
generalized ¢ model introduced in Sec. II. We will
choose the Lagrangian

L= Lo+ L'+ gWH[P2\oy,ay
2 Tr(OA%9, 9T — a9, 9mn39mT) ]
—2g2W W+ Tr[M(A3) 20 ]+ Lireo”
= Lo+ L'+ Lins(W)~+ Lireo”

(4.12)

(4.14)
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where Lo and L’ are the same as in Egs. (2.9) and (2.3).
Using the Stiickelberg formalism,*2! it is possible to
express the weak-interaction part in terms of two
fields T, and 6 such that the propagator of W, is simply

—igw/ (@*—mw?),
and that of 6 is

L/ (¢ —mw®) 1(qugs/mw?) .

This corresponds to writing
W,=W,+(1/mw)d.0

in the interaction term in Eq. (4.14) and to a suitable
modification of Lge.". The most divergent contribu-
tions to weak corrections arising from 6 exchange can
be formally extracted by means of a Dyson transforma-
tion? on the fields 91 and ¢. If we let

N = m’e(2iﬂ/mw)97\3, ‘//= e(2l'c7/7rl'W)a+0)\3 ! , (415)
then L goes into
LO('I/I;E)’R/)-I_Lint(W,\V,m,)_}_Lfree (W)+Lfree(0)
+TrOWe@iolmmONE 4+ H.c). (4.16)

The dangerous field 4 is now only present in the explicit
breaking term.

Following the analysis of Ref. 4, the effect of the most
divergent 8 corrections is obtained by the substitution

i — h{e=@olmwOdy — it (= 1)E(\F)2.  (4.17)

This takes care of all insertions in Feynman graphs of
0 loops starting and ending at the same point. In the
limit A— o, Eq. (4.17) reduces to Eq. (4.1) with
£=1, since (\3)2=Z

It is interesting to compare this result with the
previous analysis of the free-quark model. The Dyson
transformation carries with it a wave-function renormal-
ization. In fact, we can read Eq. (4.15), in the limit
AZ— o, as

y=[1—- ()% W/

4 (e~ iolmw)ON _ (g=iolmp)ON) Ny (4,18)

and we see that the first term is equivalent to the
wave-function renormalization (4.10), with ¢=1.

It must be observed that the models (4.14) and (4.16)
contain (apart from the leading divergences because of
0 loops, which we have discussed) quadratic divergences
due to W exchange. The latter are in fact similar to
those which appear in the electrodynamics of spinless
bosons and their origin is connected with the failure of
the Bjorken limit. The model therefore does not satisfy
all the requirements we impose on the theory, which
include the validity of the Bjorken limit. The use of
this model here is only intended as an illustration of the
treatment of leading divergences due to 6 exchange.

2 E. C. G. Stiickelberg, Helv. Phys. Acta 11, 225 (1938); 11,
299 (1938).
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V. EFFECT OF WEAK INTERACTIONS
AS A CHANGE OF FRAME;
DETERMINATION OF 6

In Sec. IV we have seen how the weak corrections
induce on a Lagrangian, which includes a breaking
term characterized by a matrix %, a modification 4 — #:

h=hR=h—thZ. (5.1)

The physical content of the modified Lagrangian is
best described in a frame where 7% is diagonal. The new
frame can be obtained from the old one through an
SU(3)®SU (3) rotation, which transforms % into /p:

hip=URVT. (5.2)

In the new frame the weak current is described by a
matrix At:

Ar=VATVT. (5.3)

This transformation will cause a change of the weak-
interaction angle, from 6, to a new value 8, which we
will identify with the angle measured in semileptonic

processes. 5
The explicit form of % is
_ [a(1=9) 0 0
h= 0 B(1—¢&cos?y)  3B% sin26, (5.4)
0 %’yf Sin20() Y (1 —‘E Sin200>

This matrix can obviously be diagonalized with matrices
U and V with the same block structure. We can then
restrict ourselves to the relevant 2X2 submatrix H
of %, which we can rewrite in terms of Pauli matrices
g as

=21[8(2— &)+ £e cos20y J+i02 1 £e sin26,
—03 He(2— )+ £8 0200 ]—01 2£6 sin28y, (5.5)
where

o=v+8, (5.6)

By the transformation (5.2), A can be put in its
diagonal form

e=y—p.

Hp=1(¢—%0y), (5.7)
where
§=23{[6(2— &)+ £e cosy P+ £2¢2 sin220,) 12, (5.8)
e=3{[e(2—£)+ £ cos26, P+ £%° sin220,} 2. (5.9)
To achieve this, it is sufficient to choose
1 0
14 =< ) =M (5.10)
0 eizpn
U=¢ier, (5.11)

The angle ¢, which is relevant to the evaluation of 6,
can be easily computed by noticing that 4% is diagonal-
ized by the unitary transformation:

Wh— ViRV, (5.12)
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as a consequence of Eq. (5.2). One finds

Y=1 tan™!

( E(2—£) (5> €2)sin20,+ £20€ sindf, )

Se(2—£)24-£E(2—£) (82 €2) cos20y+dek cosdby
(5.13)

and from Eq. (5.3) one sees that the physical value
of 6 is

0=0,—y. (5.14)
For £=1, one obtains ¢y =6y, 1.e.,6=0.2 We have already
seen for the free-quark case that £=1 implies that the
weak self-energy term =(p) diverges. The result §=0
is then not surprising; weak interactions become
infinitely strong in the limit £=1, so as to drive the
breaking completely along their own direction.

In fact £=1 is a limiting case. It is possible to prove
that the substitution £— 2—¢ leaves unchanged the
physical content of the theory, so that we may always
choose £<1. This circumstance is suggested by Eq.
(4.11), which shows that in the free-quark model, the
substitution £ — 2—¢ amounts only to choosing the
opposite sign for (1—§g)12

To prove this symmetry in general, we note, looking
at the block form (5.4), that under this substitution,

a(l—§)— —a(l—§), HE—->H2-Y),
and
detH(§)=—detH(2—¢),

T (HH(§)=TiH(2-§)'H(2-§).

These equations imply that, by a suitable SU(3)
®SU(3) transformation, %(2—¢) can be brought into
the same diagonal matrix %p as %(£). Furthermore, the
final value of 6 obtained after this transformation can
be proved (with some tedious algebra) to coincide
with the one obtained in the diagonalization of #(£). In
the following we shall then be able to assume £<1,
without loss of generality.

As discussed in Sec. III, 8k°™- is expected to be
diagonal in the same frame as /% and, furthermore, to a
good extent, to be U-spin-invariant. We shall then

write
ae.m. 0 0
ohem. = 0 6e.m. 0 .

0 O Be.m.

(5.15)

Our self-consistency condition requires the combined
effects of weak and tadpole e.m. corrections on hadron
dynamics to cancel—i.e., we shall require

hp+ohem-=h. (5.16)

2 This is true with the exception of the cases §=¢, §=90° or
8= —¢,00=0°. Both of these situations correspond to the patholog-
ical cases =0, where ¥ and ¢ are completely undetermined.
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Equation (5.16) is equivalent to the equations

af=a®™ (5.17)
54-280m =3, (5.18)
é=e. (5.19)

From Egs. (5.18) and (5.19) and (5.8) and (5.9), one
easily gets
d—eld-E(6—e)/4e
sin%0p= —_—
2% 1-1f

rm =3o(1—[1—£(0'—e)/5]).

We shall consider a, §, and ¢, i.e., a, 8, and v as input
parameters to be obtained from the hadron mass
spectra. As explained in I, to this purpose we have used
the analysis of Ref. 6 (which in this respect gives results
in substantial agreement with those of Ref. 5), as well
as the tadpole analysis for “electromagnetic” mass
splitting of hadrons.? This analysis indicates that « and
B are actually much smaller than v (this will be discussed
in more detail in Sec. VI). We note that Eq. (5.20)
is consistent only for values of ¢ such that

£2—2(v—B)/8.

On the other hand, Eq. (5.21) states that g™ is a
monotonically increasing function of |%|, which for
small values of |£],i.e., |£|<K2(y—B)/8, gives

66m~£6

and suggests | £| to be small. We shall restrict ourselves
to this situation, where, neglecting terms of order
(B/v)?, we can write

(5.20)

(5.21)

(5.22)

(5.23)

y=£0o, (5.24)
0= (B/v)"*(A=E(1—38)71". (5.25)

While Egs. (5.17) and (5.23) essentially coincide with
the corresponding ones given in I, Eq. (5.25) gives 6 as
a function of §.
We shall show in Sec. VI that & can be obtained from
a phenomenological analysis of isospin-breaking effects.
We simply note here that for small values of |¢],

Eq. (5.25) gives the result
0= (B/v)2=0.22, (5.26)

which is in good agreement with the observed value.

VI. NONELECTROMAGNETIC
ISOSPIN BREAKING

In this section we discuss the nature of isospin-break-
ing effects in our theory.

2 S, Coleman and S. L. Glashow, Phys. Rev. 134, B671 (1964);
R. Socolow, ibid. 148, B1221 (1963).
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The key parameters, from the point of view of hadron
dynamics, are the eigenvalues of the breaking matrix /:

a 0 0\ 1
h=<0 B O)E*(a+[3+v)>\o
00 v/ 6

a+B—2y
F———Ns+3(@—B)Ns,
2V3

where No= (v/2)1. This corresponds [see Eq. (2.3)] to
a breaking Hamiltonian

h=(1/V3) (a+B+v)oot[(a+B—27)/v/6]os
+[(a—8)/V2]os.

If as#%B, & includes a breaking of isospin. From the
arguments presented in Sec. III, as well as in Refs. 2,
3, and 16, one would not expect this term to arise from
a purely symmetric strong-interaction bootstrap.
However, this term is needed in order to satisfy our
consistency condition, and, in particular, Egs. (5.17)
and (5.21). In the following we shall assume [£| to be
small with respect to 2(y—gB)/B8 (which, according to
the phenomenological analysis we are going to present,
is about 40), so that Eq. (5.23) can be used instead of
Eq. (5.21), allowing us to write

(6.1)

(6.2)

This equation shows how the isospin breaking in /%
arises from a combined effect of e.m. and weak interac-
tions. For £=1, the effect is actually of a purely e.m.
origin.

However, this value of £ would lead to an incorrect
prediction for 6, i.e., #=0. On the other hand, if |¢|<1,
then Eq. (6.2) indicates that a substantial portion of
the experimentally observed isospin breaking is not of
e.m. origin.

The computational scheme in any given situation of
isospin breaking which emerges from this picture
consists in adding to the effect contained in 7%, the
contribution of the nontadpole e.m. effects, i.e., those
effects not contained in §4°™ 2

An alternative procedure to compute isospin breaking
is to add the complete contribution of the purely e.m.
correction to that part of isospin-breaking term in 4
which cannot be ascribed to electromagnetism. The
two procedures can be described by the following
symbolical equations:

isospin breaking=[ (1/v2) (a—p)o3 ]+ (nontadpole

e.m. corrections), (6.3)
isospin breaking=[(1/v2)(a—B8) (1—§)os]
-+ (total e.m. corrections). (6.4)

2 In this connection, we note that if one were able to compute
separately (a°m-—pgem.) one could obtain, via Eqgs. (5.16) and
(5.22), an estimate of the very important parameter &.
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The first procedure closely corresponds to the tadpole
picture of Coleman and Glashow.? The first term of the
right-hand side corresponds to their tadpole contribu-
tion.”® The same authors gave a successful fitting of
baryon mass differences. From this fit, one can obtain a
measure of the ratio:

a—p 1 E —2%)taa
Tatp-2y 2 E-N
1LE—E)+(p—n) Jna
2 >—A
1L(—p)+(E°—E") Jiaa
T2 EtN—2= '

R,

(6.5)

The first two determinations give for this ratio, respec-
tively, (i) 0.0091, (ii) 0.010. The third determination
gives a much larger value, i.e., 0.045. However, this
discrepancy can be ascribed to a near cancellation in
the denominator, which makes this determination less
reliable than the others. We will therefore choose

Ri= (a—B)/ (a+B—2v)~0.010. (6.6)

It is clear that this determination is subject to an error,
which might be quite large, especially due to the
uncertainties in the separation of nontadpole contribu-
tions. We shall also use the analysis of Ref. 6, which
determines the independent ratio:

1 a+B8—2v

- . ©6.7)
"2 atBty

Finally, we can combine these two ratios to obtain up
to an arbitrary normalization (to be reabsorbed in the
arbitrary normalization of the operators ¢,):

a~0087, B~0.140, ~v=~2.77. (6.8)

Coleman and Glashow and Socolow also made an
analysis of pseudoscalar mass differences which could
be used [according to the picture outlined in Eq. (6.3)]
as an alternative way of determining the parameter R;.
A better scheme for using these data is suggested by
the result obtained by Dashen,® which we have discussed
in Sec: I1I, Eq. (3.7).

In view of this results, using Eq. (6.4) we find the
following equation for masses squared:

(K= K) = (=)
2(K—)

=R(1-%). (6.9)

Using the experimental data, we find
Ri(1—§)=1.2X1072,
which, compared with Eq. (6.6), gives & the value
£=~—0.2.
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In view of the uncertainties in the determination of
R;, this can only be taken as an indication that |£| is
small compared to 1, which leads to a good prediction for
the angle 0. In particular, the value of ¢ given above
leads to

0~0.25.

An interesting case that can be treated by the same
procedure is the 5 — 3n decay. Sutherland has shown?®
that, in the soft-pion limit, the e.m. contribution to
such decay vanishes because of current-algebra com-
mutators. This has been considered as a baffling result,
in view of the fact that similar hypotheses give excellent
results for nonleptonic K-meson decays, and prompted
various authors® to propose the possibility of non-
electromagnetic isospin-breaking interactions as the
source of the n — 37 decay.

As we have seen, such an additional SU(2) breaking
is provided quite naturally by our theory. In the light
of Sutherland’s theorem, Eq. (6.4) states that

@r|T|n)=[la—p)/NV2](1— )3 |5 (0) |n).

When treated with standard soft-pion techniques,
Eq. (6.10) is known to reproduce the correct slope of
the Dalitz-plot distribution?® as well as the correct
order of magnitude for the rate. We shall give a more
complete analysis of 7 — 37 decay in our theory
elsewhere.

It is interesting to note that the o3 interaction,
which was introduced before as an ad koc assumption,
is here derived directly from our self-consistency
requirement.

(6.10)

VII. CONCLUSION AND FINAL REMARKS

In this paper we have presented the state of our
theory of the angle 8 of which an outline was given in I.
In many ways the ideas discussed here represent an
evolution in respect to those contained in I. The first
difference consists in a more thorough treatment of the
large violations of both parity and strangeness induced
by weak corrections, which we have shown to be only
apparent. In fact, the main effect of the corresponding
terms consists in a redefinition, via an SU(3)®.SU (3)
rotation, of both parity and strangeness. The necessity

% See D. G. Sutherland, Nucl. Phys. B2, 433 (1967), and
references contained therein.
( 266 37(') T. Chiu, I. Schechter, and Y. Ueda, Phys. Rev. 161, 1612
1967).
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of such a rotation is now at the core of our theory.
The amount of rotation necessary to reinstate parity
and strangeness conservation depends upon the impor-
tant parameter £, whose introduction is the second new
aspect of this paper.

This rotation modifies the actual value of the weak-
interaction angle 6. In particular, if £=1, the physically
observed value of @ would be zero. This result is
independent of our consistency requirement. In fact,
£=1 was shown to result from any theory where weak
interactions are mediated by a neutral vector boson
coupled to the current corresponding to the third
component of weak isospin. It is unfortunate that we
are not able to compute the correct value of £ in a
realistic theory, with charged (or with both charged
and neutral) bosons, so that & has, at least at this
stage, to remain a phenomenological parameter. In this
respect, however, a happy circumstance is the emer-
gence, in our theory, of nonelectromagnetic isospin
breaking, which strongly depends upon the value of £,
and allows a phenomenological determination of this
parameter. As we have discussed in Sec. VI, an estimate
for £ can be obtained through an analysis of isospin-
breaking mass differences for pseudoscalar mesons. In
this respect, it is encouraging that in this way we have
found a value for £ in substantial agreement with the
experimental value of 6.

This nonelectromagnetic isospin breaking can provide
also the basis for an understanding of the n — 37 puzzle.

A very delicate point for the enforcement of our
program is the knowledge of the structure of 64°™-.
As we have indicated in I, we expect 6k°-™- to have the
SU (3) structure dictated by U-spin invariance, apart
from the relatively small effects of the SU(3) break-
ing. In Sec. III we discussed how a large vacuum
breaking, suggested by the phenomenological analyses
of symmetry breaking, plays a crucial role in enforcing
this condition, and actually allows such a situation to
apply in reality. In any case, a reliable computation of
dhe-m- and the evaluation of £ remain a main challenge
for the future development of our program.
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