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The PCAC (partially conserved axial-vector current) hypothesis and the Melosh transformation are used with
the soft-pion and infinite-momentum techniques to obtain expressions for the nonleptonic weak decay of
amplitudes of the SU(6)y, 56, L = 0 baryons. The following results are obtained: (1) Modified Lee-Sugawara
relations are exact for both the parity-violating and parity-conserving amplitudes. (2) Two additional sum
rules involving Q™ decay amplitudes are derived. (3) If the parity-violating part of the weak decay
Hamiltonian transforms only as an SU(6),, 35, then A(S1) = 0 automatically. (4) Terms arising from the
Melosh transformation are necessary to bring the decay width for Q™ —E# into agreement with experiment.

(5) All known amplitudes are fitted to within 10%.

1. INTRODUCTION

SU(6) symmetry first gained importance in par-
ticle physics in the 1960’s as a classification
scheme for hadrons® in which the SU(3) quarks ¢
and antiquarks 7 carry spin % and thus form the 6
and 6 representations of SU(6). The mesons are
considered to be ¢g pairs and the baryons qqq
states, which can be classified by the correspond-
ing product representations of SU(6) and the rela-
tive orbital angular momentum L of the quark sys-
tem. The possible SU(6) representations for the
mesons and baryons are

6xB=1+35
and
8x6x6=20+56+70+70",

respectively. It is found that the known mesons
and baryons and their resonances do obey this
scheme. The mesons fall into the 1 and 35 SU(6)
multiplets with orbital angular momenta L =0, 1,
2, and possibly 3. The known baryons and baryon
resonances fall into 56, L =even and 70, L =odd
multiplets. The totally antisymmetric 20 repre-
sentation is not seen.

In order to make SU(6) relativistically invariant
along a single direction and thus suitable for the
discussion of collinear decay amplitudes, ordinary
spin was replaced by a relativistic generalization
of spin, W spin.2 W spin is defined by the gener-
ators

W,=P,_ S

int Yx

W,=P,,S

int~y ?
w,=S,,

where S is the ordinary spin and P, is the intrinsic
parity of the system. For a single quark these

can be written in terms of Dirac matrices as

W, =380, ,
W, =380, ,

=1
W,=30, .

The W -spin generators are invariant under boosts
in the z direction and the W-spin charges have
finite matrix elements among states in the limit
p. —= . An SU(6), algebra of currents is then con-
structed to apply to current-induced transitions
among the hadrons. If the hadrons belong to sim-
ple representations of this SU(6), algebra of cur-
rents, however, the theoretical predictions are in
violent disagreement with the data. The axial-
vector coupling constant g, defined by the matrix
element

5

<n 75 P>=—gA<z—Em,l.>l/zﬁ(p')y5u(p)

was predicted to be ¢ by this SU(6),, argument
rather than the known experimental value 1.25.
Although SU(6),, did strikingly predict that the ratio
of magnetic moments of the proton and the neutron
wasg®

1=i2

pr(proton) _ -3 (1)
wr(neutron) 2’

the theory also predicted that the anomalous mag-
netic moment of each individual nucleon must be
zero. It also forbade an electromagnetic transi-
tion from the nucleon to the 3-3 resonance and
decays such as w-y7. From these failures it was
concluded that the hadron states could not be sim-
ple representations of the SU(6),, of currents, and
elaborate, essentially ad hoc mixing schemes
arose in an attempt to resolve these difficulties.
Recently, the representation structure of the
hadron states has been clarified by Melosh.* Fol-
lowing the ideas of Gell-Mann, the currents are
postulated to belong to irreducible representations
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of an SU(6),, of currents, while the particle states
are classified by a different, constituent SU(6),,.
These two different SU(S)W symmetries are related
by a unitary transformation, the Melosh transfor-
mation. Melosh explicitly constructed this trans-
formation for the free quark model. The alge-
braic properties of currents transformed by the
Melosh transformation have been extracted from
this model and applied to physically relevant ma-
trix elements through the use of the Wigner-
Eckarttheorem. Thematrix element of an opera-
tor between two hadron states is the product of ap-
propriate SU(6),, and angular momentum Clebsch-
Gordan coefficients times a reduced matrix ele-
ment. This reduced matrix element is left as a
free parameter in the present applications but
would, in principle, be determined from the true
dynamical theory. This method removed the incon-
sistencies which had appeared in the old SU(6),,
calculations. The axial-vector coupling constant
g4 now has the form g, =%, where 7 is the value
of an undetermined reduced matrix element. Thus
g4 1s no longer in contradiction with experiment.
The famous ratio of magnetic moments of the nu-
cleons remains unchanged, but the anomalous
magnetic moment of each nucleon is again propor-
tional to a reduced matrix element and thus need
not be zero. Gilman, Kugler, Meshkov, and others
used partially conserved axial-vector current

V2q,<B(p), 1°(0) [HEE? | ¥ (p)>

il 2 _ g2
- =g ’{<BI[Q2,H,§“<P°’] |y

(PCAC) in addition to the algebraic properties of
the Melosh-transformed axial-vector current to
satisfactorily predict pionic emission amplitudes
for the decays of mesons and baryons.® Gilman,
Karliner, and others also found that the applica-
tion of the Melosh-transformation technique to real
photon emissions from baryons and mesons is con-
sistent with experiment.®

In the present paper the Melosh-transformation
technique and PCAC are used to calculate the par-
ity-violating (pv) and parity-conserving (pc) non-
leptonic weak decay amplitudes. In Sec. II the gen-
eral method of calculating nonleptonic weak decay
amplitudes is discussed. The results for these
amplitudes, two new sum rules, and predictions
for the processes Q™ ~Z"+7% and @~ —~ =*~+7° are
derived in Sec. III. In the conclusion the basic as-
sumptions and results of this work are again sum-
marized.

II. GENERAL CONSIDERATIONS
Consider the nonleptonic weak decay
Y-B+1°

of a baryon Y to a baryon B and a pion. The stan-
dard Lehmann-Symanzik-Zimmermann (LSZ) re-
duction and application of PCAC” to this problem
gives the following expression:

3 pv (pc) v (pc) 3
5> 53(5_51)[<BJA0(0)|1><ZIHM [¥)_(BlHS® lz><lle(0)lY>]} @.1)

for the decay matrix elements in the pion rest
frame, with p the baryon momentum, ¢ the pion
momentum, ., the pion mass, f, the 7-puv decay
constant, @3 the isospin third component of the
axial charge, A} the corresponding zeroth compo-
nent of the axial-vector current, H%) ) the parity-
violatingand parity-conservinghadronic parts, re-
spectively, of the weak Hamiltonian, and }, a sum
over all possible intermediate states. The left-
hand side of Eq. (2.1) is expressed in terms of
Lorentz-invariant amplitudes for each process.
For the baryons belonging to the spin-3 SU(3)
octet part of the 56, L =0 SU(6),, representation,
i.e., N,Z,A =%, the parity-violating s-wave ampli-
tude A and parity-conserving p-wave amplitude B
are defined by

B4l
qo*+Po —Potie

do+Po— bo — i€

r

mm’

2929

1/2
ﬁa;mﬂomwmei( )u(p'ways)u(p),

(2.2a)

where u(p) and % (p’) are plane-wave solutions of
the Dirac equation for the initial and final baryon
states, respectively. For the process Q™ - 5~ +7°
the parity-violating d-wave amplitude D and parity-

conserving p-wave amplitude B are defined by

I\L/2
VI (E-1°|H, |- E<——mm> L5
WETHIR=(3 00 )

xA(pWB+Dys)u,(p),
(2.2b)
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and
m’ 1/2
Bl 00 =(207 ) ()
X[(A+BY5)6M
—qﬁ%',‘ (D+ Fys)]u,,(p)

(2.2¢)

defines the parity-violating s- and d-wave ampli-
tudes A and D, and the parity-conserving p- and
f-wave amplitudes B and F for the process
Q™ = E*"+7° The wave functions %, and %, in
Egs. (2.2b) and (2.2¢) are plane-wave solutions of
the Rarita-Schwinger equation® with %, =u{y, for
x=1,2,3 and %, =-u y, to ensure Lorentz invari-
ance. For a current-current interaction the com-
mutators of the weak Hamiltonian satisfy the rela-
tion

(@3, 5y *=[Q%,m5 ™), (2.3)

—J
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where @° is the generator of the third component
of isospin. This allows the first term on the right-
hand side of Eq. (2.1) to be simplified to

(B|[Q3,HE ™) | V)=(B|[Q,H®] | ¥)
=(1f -1)(BlHE ™| Y) (2.4)

with I3, and IY the eigenvalues of @ for the baryon
states B and Y, respectively. In order to simplify
the momentum dependence of expression (2.1) the
invariant amplitudes defined in Eqs. (2.2a)-(2.2c)
are evaluated in the infinite-momentum limit for
the baryons. This limit is taken simultaneously
with the soft-pion limit required by PCAC. Thus
Eq. (2.1) is evaluated in the limit p ~; g, —0 such
that

Hm  pog,=3(my® - mg?). (2.5)

»—>%3q9 >0

Using Eq. (2.4) and taking the above limit, Eq.
(2.1) becomes®

limv3q, (B (p), °(0) | H', ® (0)IY(1>)>=——{(13 IZXB|HE ™) Y)

g mE]

where all matrix elements on the right-hand side
are assumed to be evaluated in the limit (2.5). The
details of this limiting procedure are discussed at
the end of this section. We furthermore assume
that the sum over all intermediate states in Eq.
(2.6) may be replaced by a sum over all physical
baryon resonances. The matrix elements on the .
right-hand side of Eq. (2.6) are related by SU(6),,
and Melosh-transformation considerations.

A. Algebraic properties

The contents of any irreducible representation R
of SU(6),, can be expressed in terms of the sub-
group classifications (A, o) of SU(3)xSU(2), where
A is the SU(3) representation label and o =2W +1
is the W-spin multiplicity. The Melosh transfor-
mation commutes with the component J, of the
total angular momentum J but not with J itself so
that the algebraic properties of a Melosh-trans-
formed operator are specified by the notation

{(A ’O)W.’LR}R

with R the SU(G)W representation classification and
W, and L, the z components of W spin and orbital

<BIAo| z><z IH“ )\ y) (BIHE® |1 IAs [¥)

2 >
m m° - mpg ]p,=p}

(2.6)

—

angular momentum, respectively. Since the
Melosh transformation V is defined in terms of
light-cone variables which do not carry definite
parity, all operators will be classified according
to a generalization of parity, ®] parity, where®+*

R=e™"lyp, (2.7)

with J, the y component of angular momentum and
P the ordinary parity operator. The Melosh trans-
formation V itself is ® parity even. Before the
Melosh transformation is applied, the weak decay
Hamiltonian has J=0. Thus,

(RHl:z(pv)(R—l = e—i’n'JyPH%:(pv)P-lelﬂ'Jy

=:be-i"J¥Hl:;j (pv)ei'lr.ly

=4 HPe®V (2.8)

so that the parity-conserving part of the weak de-
cay Hamiltonian is ® parity even and the parity-
violating part is ® parity odd.

Since the component A} of the axial-vector cur-
rent is bilinear in quark fields, it belongs to the
35 representation of SU(6),,. A} transforms like
a 7° and thus has the subgroup classification
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Aj ~{ (8, 3)y, O} 55 -

The corresponding Melosh-transformed operator
VA3V~ has L,=%1 as well as L,=0 parts. Using
the fact that

et |g,d, y=(-1)"""%|J,4,) ,

the ®-parity property of any SU(3)xSU(2)x0O(2)
subgroup element is given by

®{(4,2w +1),_, L, } &
:(_1)W+WZ+LZ{(A,2W+1)_Wz, -L,}z. (2.9)

Thus the L,=+1 parts of VA3V~ transform under
® as

(R{(B’ 3),, _1}35(3_l :"{(8, 3)—1! 1}35 .

Since VA2 V™ must be R parity odd, the appropri-
ate algebraic combinations are

VARV ~{(8, 3),, 0} (2.10a)

and

{(8, 3)1’ '1}35"'{(8, 3)-1’ 1}35 . (2~10b)

We assume that the A7 =3 rule is rigorous for the
the hadronic part of the weak decay Hamiltonian.
This implies that the Hamiltonian transforms like
an SU(3) octet. The SU(3)xSU(2) contents of the
35 representation of SU(6),, are

35=(8,3),(8,1),(1,3), (2.11)

so that the simplest assumption which incorporates
the A =3 rvule is that the Hamiltonian transforms
under SU(6),, like a 35. A simple model for which
this is true, the quark-density model, is discussed
in Appendix A. The quark-density model adequate-
ly describes the parity-violating decay amplitudes,
but is inconsistent with the data for the parity-con-
serving amplitudes. A more realistic approach,
dictated by the recent work on gauge theories, is
that the Hamiltonian has a current-current form.
Each current belongs to an SU(6),, 35 representa-
tion. Thus, higher representations corresponding
to the product

35x35=1+35+35'+ 189 + 280+ 280 + 405
(2.12)

need to be considered.!® Since we assume that the
sum over all intermediate states can be replaced
by a sum over physical baryon resonances, this
requires a sum over all SU(6), 56 and 70 repre-
sentations for arbitrary orbital angular— momentum.
Besides the fact that no baryon resonances are
found to belong to the SU(6), 20 representation,

the 20 representation cannot contribute to the sum
of intermediate states in Eq. (2.6) because

does not contain 20, and thus 20 cannot couple to
56 through AJ. Thus the only representations in
(2.12) for the weak interaction Hamiltonian which
can contribute are those which are also contained
in the products

56x56=1+35+405 + 2695 (2.13)

and

(2.14)

Furthermore, the antisymmetric 280 representa-
tion is eliminated since the current-current form
implies a symmetric Hamiltonian. Thus, the weak
decay Hamiltonian can only belong to the SU(6),

35 and 405 representations. The SU(3)xSU(2) con-
tent of the 405 representation is

405 =(27,5), (27, 3), (27, 1), (10, 3), (10, 3), (8, 5),
(8,,3),(85,3),(8,1),(1,5),(1,1), (2.15)

where A and B label two different (8, 3) multiplets
defined in Ref. 11. The Al =3 rule implies that
only the (8, 3) and (8, 1) contribute from the 35
representation and the (8, 5), (8,,3), (85, 3), and
(8, 1) contribute from the 405. Before the Melosh
transformation is applied_tﬁé transformation prop-
erties of A restrict the intermediate states in Eq.
(2.6) to L,=0 states. In this case only W, =0,
L,=0 parts of the Hamiltonian given by

HE ~{(8, 3)g, 0}35,{(8.45 3)o, 0} 405> { (85, 3)0s Otaos »
(2.16a)

HY ~{(8: 1),, 0}35’ {(8’ 5), 0}405’ {(8; 1),, 0}405
(2.16b)

can contribute. After the Melosh transformation
is applied, the transformation properties of
VA3V ! given in Eqs. (2.10a) and (2.10b) again re-
strict the intermediate states to L,=0, +1 values.
Thus the Melosh-transformed weak Hamiltonian
may have in addition to (2.15a) and (2.15b) only
terms transforming like

HY ~{(8’ 3),, “1}35 +{(8, 3.1 1}35’
{(847 3)1’ _1}405 +{(8A’ 3)-17 1}405’
{(85,3);, =1}405+{(85, 3) -y, 1} 405

{(8,5);, = 1}40s = 1(8,5) 1, 1}aes>  (2.17a)
a2 ~{(8,3),, ~1}45 = {(8, 3)_y, 1}45

{(84,3)1, = 1}405 = {(8,4, 3)_y, 1}ags

{(85,8)1, ~1}s0s = {(85, 8)s, T}aoss

{(8,5),, = 1}a0s +1(8,5) 1, 1}ags - (2.17b)

The ®-parity properties of expressions (2.17a) and
(2.17b) may be verified using Eq. (2.9).
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The Wigner-E ckart theorem and the algebraic
properties of the operators A3, H® , and H® are

used to calculate the matrix elements on the right-
hand side of Eq. (2.6) in terms of the appropriate

3715

SU(6),, and angular momentum Clebsch-Gordan co-
efficients times undetermined reduced matrix ele-
ments. Thus, the matrix element of any irreduci-
ble tensor operator O,

J

(RAYII LSJJ, |OR"A"Y"I" I!'W"W!)|R'A'Y'I'I}L'S"J"J})
2 z 2z 4 t4 z

= Y (L’L!S'S!,J'J)LL,SS,,dJ,)

( R"” R’
T

R
(4”,0") (A7,0") (A,0)>
SU(6) isoscalar factor
(Refs. 11 and 12)

quark angular momentum
coupling
x( A" A’ A
y'r'ry v'r'r,, Yil,
SU(3) Clebsch-Gordan
coefficient (Ref. 13)

)z, ww N RLL 0 |R' LY L2y

reduced matrix
element

W-spin Clebsch-
Gordan
coefficients

(Ref. 14) (2.18)

where L,L,, S,S,, and J,J, are the respective orbital angular momentum, spin, and total angular momen-
tum labels for the initial and final states, and R, A, and W,W,, and 0 =2W +1 are the respective SU(6),,
SU(3), and W-spin multiplet labels. Consider the products of matrix elements which occur in Eq. (2.6).

In the SU(6),, symmetry limit the masses of states within a given representation R are degenerate. Thus,

T AR s Sl X ) @.19)
Introducing the notation

1 ~R LJ A Y I I, W W, o

B ~56 0 J" A" Y I' I ‘W' w., o

Y ~56 0 J A ¥ I I, w W, &

A} ~ 35 8 0 1 0 1 w/ 3

HYY®O ~ pm 8 YY" I" Iy wW” WY o”

the individual matrix elements in Eq. (2.19) can be written

(B|A}| 1Y=((1|A3| B))*

’
=Z(LL,WW,,Jx)(oow'wg,Jm)uwgw'wg,ww,)( 3% %6 | R > 8B4 4 >Q
- 8,3 A’,0'|A,0/ \ 010 Y'I'L, YII,

(2.20a)
and
(L HE | )= 3 (LLWW,, IN00WW,, ) (W W7, WW,)< R™ 56| R > ( 8 A 4 ) s
L, 8,0 A,G6|A,0 y"rry vil,, Y,
(2.20b)
with @ and S the respective reduced matrix elements.

Using the orthogonality condition

> (LLWW,, IN(LLWW,,J)) =08, 1,5,
PARN

for SU(2) Clebsch-Gordan coefficients, the product of equations (2.20a) and (2.20b) becomes
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2 (BIAS XL HE ® ¥)= 3 (AW W WL, WW )W "W WW ,, WW )

IER AW

35 56 | R
X
8,3 A%’|A, 0

% 8 A
Y n I 4 I;” Yiiz y Y[ Iz

The only dependence on the orbital angular mo-
mentum L in expression (2.21) lies in the reduced
matrix elements @S. It is thus possible to sum
over all possible orbital angular momentum L

for a given SU(6), representation by simply re-
placing @S by the sum },,;@,;S; of reduced matrix
elements for each L. This sum again acts as a
single undetermined parameter in this approach
so that the form of (2.21) remains unchanged.
Thus the sum over all physical baryon resonances
reduces to a sum over the SU(6)y representations
56 and 70 for each set of algebraic transformation
properties of the operators A3 and HY' ® given in
Egs. (2.10a) and (2.10b), (2.16a) and (2.16b), and
(2.17a) and (2.17b). The second product of matrix
elements in Eq. (2.6) is treated analogously to
Eq. (2.19).

R™ 56 R><3 A’ A)
8,0” A,6|A,0/ \ 010 Y'I'T,, YII,

>QS- 2.21)

B. Infinite-momentum limit

Using Table I, which lists the infinite-momentum
limit of appropriate Dirac and Rarita-Schwinger
bilinear forms, Eq. (2.6) can be evaluated in the
limit (2.5). The appropriate bilinear forms for the
left-hand side of Eq. (2.6) are given in expressions
(2.2a)-(2.2¢). The right-hand side is evaluated
using the bilinear forms

’

1/2

<p’|A31p>~(%) T (),  (2.22)
\ 1/2

(| HD p)~ (’f’;ﬁ—) (po - PO Wrav st D),

(2.22b)

TABLE I. Infinite-momentum limit of Dirac and Rarita-Schwinger bilinear forms.
k =py—p,; £=Pauli spinor; ﬁ is a unit vector in the direction of momentum.

S, =%

(ST

z

Bilinear form S,=+3
2(mymy) V2% yu
2(mymy) V% gy 4
2(mymy) 2% yys5u,
2(m,m2)“2i 2Y4YsU
20mymy) 2l \Wyu 1 0
2(m‘m2)l/2k A% Y5l 1) 1]
Z(mimz)l/zﬁ Uin (ml +m2)§§§1
2(mymy) 7% 5 vy 4 (my —my) €50 - P,
2(mymy) 2Rk g\t gy 0
2(mymy) 2k kW g\ Y5t 1y 0

(my +m2)§;§1
2lpl &3ty
(my—mp) ;0 - p &y

—2|p| &0 b,

(my +my)?
G = my = my)t30 - Bty
(my —my)?
GV 5 g +my) e
myt+my

2 +mqm
177%2 +
mqy+m

ppe (my +my) &5 &,
my? +my? —mym, S
—————— (my —my) 50 -
mym, (my DE30 P&y
m 2 —m,y2)2
— (my+m ¥

Ey— (mq +my) 3 &4

(m 2 —my)?

WiH W] WlH

2mymy (my—my) &30 - p&
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and in Appendix B. Since the reduced matrix element
~ 12 is the same throughout a given SU(6) representa-
(p'| HE |p>~<"ﬁﬂ?7> (Do = DAYy 4u(D) . tion, it is necessary to treat only the Dirac spinor
bobo case to extract the explicit mass dependence of
(2.22¢) these matrix elements in the infinite-momentum
limit. The final expressions for the Lorentz-
The effective bilinear forms (2.22b) and (2.22¢) invariant amplitudes of the helicity J,=3% state of
for the current-current Hamiltonian are derived the decaying baryon are
J
A(Y - Br®) = (my-mp) {(I;— I3 (BIHE | Y)) o + [ Z (Bl A3| 1) 1| HE| Y))eff] %, (2.23a)
. 1 -
B = BE) = my ) 03 =13 (BUAZ [ 7+ 3 € BLASIDOIHE ) o } (2.230)
1

for =, A, and = decays and

- e 0 v > 3 _ 73 ==z pe =] A3 v

D@ - =7 )=(m—f:1'n;—z_—)'{(lg—lz-) (="lgp ,Q>)eff+|: ZI ((E-|A3| 11| HY |Q>)eff]_}y (2.23¢)
- o VEmg’ 3 3 ==l eV | O == A3 C - ‘

BQ - = ﬂ)—m{(lg—fz-)«& |5 |Q ))eff+[ E; (E-|AB| X HEY |@ >)effj|_}’ (2.23d)

2 2 2
(m g +mg* +m9m'*)A(Q"-—E*"1r°)+ (ma—mz*g(mggm:;*) D(Q- - E*~1°)
momgx(m o — mz*) 2m o*m g

=s{(zz-zz*-><<z*-|mz°lm)eff+[§: <<z*'|Af;|z><z|ns:|n->>eff}_}, (2.23)

2 2 2
Mo +Mgk” — * o e Mmo—m + o e
( Q = mom= )B(Q T ﬂo)+( Q :*g (m% mz*)F(Q ~ Ex"10)
m gmax(m g +mz*) 2m o*m =

=5}y 12) (210 + [ 3 (214 D11 | ! @aan
- -
for @~ decays. Expressions for the helicity state J,=3 of the ™~ E*~7° decay are

A(Q‘-E*'1r°)=(m9-m::*){(I%—I?z*-) (1) o+ [ 3 =0 A3 1| 27 o | } (2.23)
, ]

and
B(Q~ =~ E*"1%) = (m g +m g+ -){ UH=1%%-) (BT |HE| Q7)) e +[Z ((Exla3] 1 l|H,g°|Q'>)eff} } (2.23h)
. 1 =
The notation ((a jOI b)) represents the product of appropriate Clebsch-Gordon coefficients times the

undetermined reduced matrix element after the mass dependence dictated by the infinite-momentum limit
has been removed and

[ (alalnin»)] = 2[5 alalnalais - 3 alaiials].
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III. RESULTS

E quations (2.23a)-(2.23h) are used to calculate

Lorentz-invariant amplitudes for the decays

Zi Tt—p 1O

=50 Z0 —n+1°,

AY: A°—n+7°

o E0—A+m, 3.1)

Qy: Q= E" +7°

Q% Q7 EX" +7°,

The more easily observed decays involving charged
pions are

ZI: ZT-n+w, (3.2)

The amplitudes in (3.2) are related to those in
(3.1) by the AI =3 rule. Our present phase con-
vention is chosen such that

z::T;——(wfz—zg—zg),
=z =7;——(J2‘zg+z;), (3.3)
A% ==V2AS,

i —0
EZ=V2 E.

The decay Q™ -~AK~ is also discussed at the end of
this section. Let the notation af, ) and Xﬁ( Alg)
denote the reduced matrix element arising from
the equal time commutation term and the product
term [25,crr (BIA|IXI|HY | YY), )., respectively,
in Egs. (2.23a), (2.23c), (2.23e), and (2.23g) where
R’ is the SU(6), representation of the intermediate
states and R, A, o, and L, specify the SU(6)y,
SU(3), W-spin, and orbital angular momentum of
the parity-violating part of the weak decay
Hamiltonian H}'. Letb{, 5 and Yﬁ:'(f;g,) be the
corresponding notations for the reduced matrix
elements appearing in equations (2.23b), (2.23d),
(2.23f), and (2.23h) for the parity-conserving am-
plitudes.

A. Parity-violating amplitudes

The parity-violating amplitudes for nonleptonic
weak decay can be expressed in a simple form by
defining new variables

1 1
¥ = afey = (X389 +2X35.(8.s) )= (Xas,(s 3) +2X;’g:(*a}3)):
6v5 452 4 2

X405 ﬁ \/7—

0,11 )

90\/—5 (s 1)~ (45)2f‘ (qus (85+3) +2X405.(83.8)) 648\/—— (X405.(83'3) +2X405.(83 ,3)7?

405 3v4 70 +1

405 .(8,8) *

5:7=5' s,5) +(45)2 X356 YaRTE 36\f_
Then the parity-violating amplitudes are

w7

A(Zg) =mz —m, )| X% +11X %= 405715 (X 3%%ea00) * ?J(«ms.(sA.a) (X 1080 (s 403) +2X405.(sA.3))
405v15 162 A

V2 A(ZY)=(my —m, )[X"5+11X“°5 16V7T

12V7

56,0

1
A =~ oz =) | Pl (X0 +2X 5, 0 o KTy +2X 0 0) |

RS S [ s aw0s_ 20V
A(E_)—ﬂ (mg —my )| 2X35 +22X ~ 205715

(3.4a)

5
405v15 (Xios,(sA.a) + ZXfo%'.*(a;. 3)) B 162 (X;’gs'?(sA.s) + ZXZ(O)S' .*(lsA.s))] s

(3.4b)

(3.4c)

: )
(Xigé?(sA.a) + zngs*(éms)) -8_1(ngé?(“'3) + 2XZ8§,*(§A.3)) ’

(3.4d)

1
A(MN%)=V3 (mA—m,,)[X35+3X4°5 T(qus Yoar®) T2X586a,9) 81(X18;‘.’<a,,_3,+2x185f<éA,3>)1

405V 15

(3.4¢)
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i 1
A(EZ)=V3 (mx —m,\){X35 X = e (X e a +2X 108 e 4090 ] . (3.4f)
Since each column, apart from the mass factor, satisfies the Lee-Sugawara relation'

V3 AZ)+AN2)=2A(ED), (3.5)

the modified Lee-Sugawara relation

V3A(Zg) , AW _ 2A(E:

(3.6)
Mg—M, My—-M, Mz—My

is satisfied exactly. This modified form of the Lee-Sugawara relation for parity-violating amplitudes is
satisfied experimentally to 10%. By use of the Gell-Mann-Okubo mass formula, however, the contribution
of X?3° itself satisfies the original form (3.5) of the Lee-Sugawara relation exactly.

Expressions for the parity-violating 2~ decay amplitudes are found using (2.23c), (2.23e), and (2.23g)
to be

- 1 ,
(m o= m=)D(Qg) =V 6m 2 [X * 205710 X 80640 = X iia0) * Toavg K otaas) =X 205 (84.3))
4T 1 )
- (45)2 (ng's?(sa.s) "X:g';(lag.:s)) ~54/15 (Xzig'so,(ag,a) ‘X:gsf(lsg.s)):‘ ’ (3.7a)

(m92+mz*z+m9mg*) (mg"mz*)(mg“'mz*)z

AQg*) + D(Q5*)

m oM z* (m Q= mz*) 2m szz*z
i 2V 1 '
=3 [" 2X%° - V3X%+ Ow/_ (251) 405\[— (2X205 (84,3) +Xigsi(lsA 3)) 10-8\/? (2X13'5(3(8A.3) +X:35f(lsA,3))
Al 1
+ @5)V3 ('7X§85°(553> - 10ngsi(laa )+ 516V 30 (7X1g’5(2(85 3) = IOXZS;(IBB 3))jl s (3.7b)

and

VT 408 2T 5621
90\/5 a(g,;) - 135\/’5‘ 405,(8A,3)

A(QO-*) = (mQ —mE*) [_\/-é-ng’ +V 2X 85 4

1 , V7 ' 1
~ 3673 X:?)si(}zA.s) (45)gr (- 3X28'5?(33,3)+zxqsg;(lag,s))"'m( 3X %5, (8p. 3)+2X 405, (85,3))]
(3.7c)
Combining expressions (3.7) with (3.4), it is easy to derive the exact sum rule:
(mg=-mz)D(Q;)  (mE+m=x>+mgmz*) =y |, (Mg —max)m o+ ma*)? %
V3m 2 * 3momex(m g —m=*) AlRe7) + 6m o2m x> D)
V6 [A(ZI) -3A(ZY) 3A(A%)
=— - . (3.8)
4 My—1My 2(mpy-my) «‘

We assume that the amplitudes are well behaved, i.e., do not become infinite, in the SU(6), symme-
try limit. This demands for consistency that the right-hand side of Eq. (3.7a) be zero. Similarly,
combining Egs. (3.7b) and (3.7c), one finds the relation

A(Q:7) (mg+m-,*)
momz* 2m m >

D@;")]

(mg—mz*)’:

56,0 70,1

=3 [—2‘/—XB'5 ~ 20575 (X 5558 0) = X405(8A,3)) 54‘/— (X405,(8A 3) ~ X405(8A3))

16V7 X x 61 Wt
(45)J—(ng:(83,3)— 40;(853))+27\/_6( 4g50(833)" ng.(tsas))J 3.9)

which must by the same argument vanish. Equations (3.7a) and (3.9) give the same constraint on the re-
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duced matrix elements which is

yaxes. 21

8\/"‘ 53 0

(45)2J_ x 405.(8p,3) ~

70,+1

20575 (X %5 6as - X 4o (sA ) F = 108\/_ (X505, (84,3) = X 205, (84,3))

56,%1

X4os(sa3)) 27f— (X405.(BB,3) ngsf(lsas)) 0. (3.10)

A sufficient, but not necessary, condition for Eq. (3.10) to be satisfied is that the parity-violating part
of the weak decay Hamiltonian transforms only like a SU(6), 35 representation. Under this simple agsump-

tion, one automatically obtains

A(Z?)=0 (3.11)

as well as the Lee-Sugawara relation (3.5). The
sum rule given in Eq. (3.8) reduces to the simple
form

A@@s*) _ VBA(ZI) 3A(A2)
(mn—mz*) 4(m2'mN) - 2(mA _mn) )

(3.12)

The parity-violating amplitudes are all expressed
in terms of a single parameter X°° in the follow-
ing way:

A(E:)-r(mz—mN)2X35 (3.13a)
AEZ¢)=m gy —-mp)X3®, (3.13b)
A(A2)=V3(m ) —m,)X®, (3.13¢c)
A(ED) =V3(m=z—-m,) X3, (3.13d)
AQ5*) ==V3(mq - m=*)X. (3.13e)

The results of a x® fit to the amplitudes (3.13a)-
(3.13d) expressed in units of Gu 2, where G=107°
m,~% and p, is the mass of the charged pion,* is
given in Table II and determines the parameter

X35 to be

%5=5,281 GeV™.

The fit is good to 10%. This again indicates that
405 contributions, if any, must be small. Using
the above value of X3° gives the prediction

AQg*)=-1.253. (3.14)

We notice that the results (3.11) and (3.13a)—(3.13d)
are of the same form as those from a current al-
gebra calculation, except for the appearance of
mass factors which significantly improve the
agreement with experiment. The same mass fac-
tors also occur in the K* dominance calculation,'®
If corrections to expressions (3.7a) and (3.9) are

of at least second order in the mass differences,
one may also conclude that

D(Q)=0 (3.152)

and

—2mgom =*

D(Qs*) = ——(m o +'m"_z*')2"

A(Q;%)=0.625, (3.15b)
Since there is, however, no a priori reason why
first-order corrections may not occur, Eqgs.

(3.15a) and (3.15b) need not be true.

B. Parity-conserving amplitudes

The parity-conserving amplitudes for nonleptonic weak decay can be simplified by defining new variables

1 35 ﬁ 405 1 56,0

Yy == A 1
= b 4y - Y 1
171875 U@ " 50715 U85 T 3573 L 50 T 7573

56,&1 7“

70,0 9‘/— 56 0

Yas(s) + (45)2‘/— 405,(3,1)

70,%1

72\/—-— 405,(8.1) +45‘/—- 35,(83) T (45)2J— Yig's.(aﬂa) 81\/_ Y«ms (8p.3) » (3-169-)
-2V7 6T ' 1
Y,= 25715 b‘(lgiz.s) (45)2r (Y 8285 +‘/_Y235f(;,5))+ 10875 (Y one.5) +‘/_Y4gsi(ls 5)
1297 2V 1
+ 2 2850(8 ot ngg(a 1)~ Y 40, (84,3) ~ 708 Y;lgsi(laA,a) ’ (3.16b)
(456 54J1_0 135V15 108
2V 56,41 o 8V
Y,= Y505 +V3Y t o (V820650 +V3Y fos(e Y30
3 (45)2r ( 405(5 5) 405,(8, 5)) 324\/— ( 405,(8,5) T Yqos,(s,s)) (45)2‘/— Y 405,(8.1)
70,1
Y1900 — Yse(u) YZS (iglgl 27 v ¢(1 - Y405.(8A.3)
81\/'_ fosta 135F (09" T30y T 405715 | v (oa? 324
6‘/—— 56,+1 70,1
(45)21/—- Y405(533) 36f_ Y405(333) ’ (3.16¢)
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\/_7 405

56,1 1 70,1

Yy

1 70,1 m 56,11 5

*108 Y 405,(8.4,3) "'m Y 405(859) T 216v10 Yaos,s.9 -

Notice that the variable Y,, defined in Eq. (3.16d)
depends solely on terms which appear only as the
result of the Melosh transformation. Expressed
in terms of the above parameters (3.16a)-(3.16d)
the parity-conserving amplitudes have the forms:

VZ B(Z) =(my+m,)6Y,), (3.17a)
V2 B(ZI)=(myg+my)(-2Y, +2Y, +4Y,), (3.1Tb)
B(Z ) =(mg+m)(-Y, +Y, - 1), (3.17¢)
B(AY) =v3 (my +m,)3Y, -, + 1), (3.17d)
B(E2)=V3 (mz +m (). (3.17€)

Apart from the mass factors, it is easy to see that

J

6m 2

B(2;)= (mg+mz)

(-2, +Y, - 2%, +Y)),

BQ;*)=3V3 (mq +mzx)(-Y, - 1),

(m o2 + mzx® — momz*)

(mg = mzx)?(mg +mzx*)

56,1

2
= 4576 b(s ) +45\/—2- Yss(a9) — 2473 Y 35(83) +135»/1_5' Y 405.(8,4,3)

(3.16d)

T

each contribution to (3.17c)-(3.17e) satisfies the
Lee-Sugawara relation for B amplitudes!®

V3 B(Z})+B(A%)=2B(=D). (3.18)
Thus a modified Lee-Sugawara relation

3B(Zg) | _B(AY) _ 2B(ED)
(mg+m,) " (mp+m,) mzo+m,

(3.19)

is an exact relation for B amplitudes. This modi-
fied Lee-Sugawara relation is experimentally good
to 71%.

Expressions for the parity-conserving Q- decay
amplitudes are

(3.20a)

(3.20p)

B(Qg*)+

momz* 2m Pmgs®

Comparing Eqgs. (3.20b) with (3.17a) and (3.17e)
one obtains the additional exact sum rule

B(Qz %) B(&: N B(ZY)

30mg +mzx) | mz+m, V6 (myi+my)

0.

(3.21)

By combining Eqs. (3.20b) and (3.20c) one obtains
a possible constraint equation analogous to Eq.
(3.9) which has the form

BQ*)
momzx(m g +mzx)

(mg—mzx)? [

m = -
i) F@g) 0. (.22)

TABLE II. Parity-violating amplitudes with H}" in
SU®)y 35.

Experiment Deviation
Amplitude Theory (Ref. 14) (%)
A=) 1.33 1.48+0.05 10
A(ZD) 1.87 1.93+0.01 3
AAY) 1.61 1.48x0.01 9
A(ED) 1.87 2.04+0.02 8

FQ3*)=3V3(mg+mzx)(-Y, - ;). (3.20¢)

This equation vanishes identically for ©;* ampli-
tudes.

Table III shows the results of a x? fit to the
amplitudes given in Eqs. (3.17b)-(3.17e). The fit
is good to 10% with the parameters

Y, =-1.536 GeV™*, (3.232)
Y, =-5.549 GeV™!, (3.23b)
Y,=1.899 GeV™. (3.23¢)

Deviations from the experimental values reflect
the experimental deviations from the AT =% rule
and the modified Lee-Sugawara relation given in
Eq. (3.19). The fit is consistent with the vanishing

TABLE III. Parity-conserving nonleptonic weak de-
cay amplitudes.

Experiment Deviation
Amplitude Theory Ref. 14) (%
B(Z]) 17.18 19.05+0.16 10
B(Z2D) -0.65 -0.65+0.08
B(Zf) -12.58 —-12.04+0.59 4
B(AY) 10.11 10.17+0.24 1
B(20) —6.46 —6.73+0.41 4
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of B(ZZ), but the present approach does not pre-
dict this automatically. Some higher symmetry or
other dynamical constraint on the reduced matrix
elements is still needed to prove that result.

Using the parameters given in Eqs. (3.23a)-(3.23c),

the prediction for the B(Qj *) amplitude, in units
of Guz is

B(Q;*)=-6.049. (3.24)

If corrections to Eq. (3.21) begin in third or higher
order in the mass difference, one may also con-
clude that

—2m Gmz*

P2 Gng rmasF

B(;*)=3.019.  (3.25)

The B(Q;) amplitude given in Eq. (3.20a) provides
an interesting test of the importance of the Melosh
transformation in nonleptonic weak decay. If the
Melosh transformation is not present, the term

Y,, will not appear in Eq. (3.20a). Thus without the
Melosh transformation, one obtains the prediction

B(Q5)=—19.21. (3.26)

Significant deviations from this value would indi-
cate that terms arising from the Melosh trans-

formation must be present.
J

2m 3

spin

C. Partial decay width for 2~

i

The effective Lagrangian for Q~ - =~ 7° decay is

— 9
Lor =G\ (B +D75)¢‘7‘2—(§ , (3.27a)

where the dimensionless constant

2
(—Ggf;f- =1,9488%10°15

is used to conform with the conventions in the
April 1974 Review of Particle Properties, and
¥, ¥, and ¢ are Rarita-Schwinger, Dirac, and
pion fields, respectively. B and D are the p- and
d-wave Lorentz-invariant amplitudes for this de-
cay. The corresponding effective Lagrangian for
Q™ - Z*1° decay is

"Beff = ’LG[.ch[ix(A +BY5)¢>\¢

—%(mm)«ou—*’—ﬁ&],

g (3.27b)

where A, B, D, and F are the s-, p-, d-, and f-
wave amplitudes, respectively. Using the projec-
tion operators

_ —iy*k kyk 1
Zux(k)uv(k)= Lty k+m [6,\,,+ 7);12”———-<6Ap+

—y_ =iy R+m
;;u(k)u(k)— A (3.282)
for Dirac spinors and
1N kR
7;2”><6u0+ 7;2")7/")/"] (3.28b)

for Rarita-Schwinger spinors® with the above effective Lagrangians, decay widths for these processes can

be derived. They are

. e @

241 my?

for Q~ - E"7° and

ro(Gn2y g 1 [5 L ngsmas® = 2y
81 mg® 9 mPm g+
for Q™ - E*1°, where 1 is the mass of the pion and

{[(mj. +my)? — “2][(7”1 - m,) - U’Z]} 1
2m,

q= (3.30a)
is the center-of-mass momentum of the decay
products. For Q~ — Z* 7° the center-of-mass
momentum available to the decay products is

q =0.0229 GeV/c, (3.30b)

which is small. Since the d- and f-wave ampli-
tudes always appear with higher powers of g, their
contribution to Eq. (3.29b) has been neglected.
Similarly the g value for Q= - E~7° is

q =0.290 GeV/c. (3.30¢)

{ lBlz[(mQ +mzg)? — HZ] +|D12 [(mg -mz)f - HZ]}

(3.292)

Jetarstom g s = 21+ Bl g = e = ] -} (3.290)

-
Since for consistency (mg - mz)D =0 in the sym-
metry limit, the D amplitude can be neglected in
Eq. (3.292). The partial decay width for Q~ - =~ 7°
is calculated to be

I'(2;)=6.681x107'° GeV =10.15x10° sec™*
(3.31)

when the Melosh term Y, is neglected. The total
mean life for @~ is, however, 1.3X107° s which
implies a total decay width of only'*

T, =(7.7£1.8)X10° 572, (3.32)

Thus, Eq. (3.31) is in clear disagreement with
experiment. This indicates that the term Y, aris-
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ing from the Melosh transformation is essential in
a consistent treatment of nonleptonic weak decay.
Since the principal decay modes of Q™ are Zx and
KA and since the g value for these decays are
nearly equal, it is reasonable to guess'” that the
branching ratio of each should be about 50%. The
Al =% rule indicates that the contribution of =%z~
to the decay width is twice that of =™ #° so that the
decay width to all =7 modes should be

e, =3T(Q7). (3.33)

Using Egs. (3.33) and (3.32), a 50% branching
ratio into =7 would require

B(Q,)~-6.83
which indicates a value

Y,~2.21 GeVl, (3.34)

The estimate of Y,, in Eq. (3.34) is of the same
order of magnitude as the other parameters in this
approach, and therefore is not unreasonable.

The partial decay width T'(Q; *) for the process
Q™ - E* 7% is predicted to be

I'(Q;*)=2.57x10"16 GeV =0.391X10° 57!
(3.35)

which gives a 5% branching ratio of Q™ - =*~7°,
The A =% rule again indicates that the branching
ratio to all Z*r modes is then

J

Ty _3T@GY g

3.36
F!otal rwtal ( )

In the present treatment E* is treated as though

it is a stable particle. In fact, it has a width of
10 MeV. Since the Z*7 system is close in mass
to the @7, only roughly half of the resonance is
allowed kinematically to participate in the decay.
Clearly Eq. (3.36) can only be considered an upper
bound on the branching ratio of Q= -~ =*7. If one
naively assumed that the actual width is propor- .
tional to the kinematically allowed area of the
resonance, a branching ratio of 7-8% might be
expected for these decay modes. The experimental
situation itself is unclear concerning Z*r7 decay
modes. A more detailed theoretical treatment
which fully takes into account the resonant nature
of Z* is necessary before any definite conclusion
can be reached concerning Q~ - Z*7 decays.

D. Q=K A decay

Using the method described in Sec. II with kaon
rather than pion PCAC, it is possible to calculate
explicit expressions for the Lorentz-invariant
amplitudes of Q~ - K~A decay. Since, however, the
kaon mass is no longer small, these expressions
can be expected to give at best an order-of-magni-
tude estimate for the amplitudes. Following the
notation of Sec. II, the appropriate matrix element
in the infinite-momentum limit (2.5) is

1imv2q, (A(p), K~ (O)|HE' ®2|Q~(p )>=—Jf— {— (A|[GI2Q1s, HE 9] |Q7)
K

1\1/2 A4 +i5 pv (pc)
+(mnz_mAz)z<<A|(2) AL HE 9]2)
1

The equal-time-commutator term can be simplified
for a current-current interaction by using the fact
that

()o@ s, Hy ™ =[()Q 4o, Hpe ).
Thus
(A[[G)2QE+s, Hp ®)|Q) = (A[[G)2Q* s, HE ®] )
=3V3 (=" |mE )
- VE(ALEE P =)
(3.39)

(3.38)

This term vanishes identically for each algebraic
classification of the Hamiltonian given in (2.16a)
and (2.16b). The infinite momentum limit of Eq.
(3.37) is then taken analogously to that for Q-

2 2
my? —my

_ (AlHulzv(pc>|l><ll(%)llZAﬁﬂslSZ))* *} . (3.37)

2 2
my" =y p,=p

— =" 7° decays, yielding the expressions

. Vem2 f,
- - Vomg” Jx
D@~ ~K"A) rg=my) I

[T waleragenaiazion.)

3.40a)
and (

Emf,
(mg +mA)fK
%[22 (al@raag el HEl ).
1 -
(3.40b)

for the parity-violating d-wave and parity-con-
serving p-wave amplitudes. The reduced matrix

B(Q~ -KA)=
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elements associated with

[ 2 Cal@raag sl mg @120

are the same as those for decays involving pions and f, is the K-uv decay constant. The explicit forms

of the amplitudes are

- - f 8v21 ) 2 '
(mg_mA)D(Q -K A)=W/—6_m92f—;|: (45)2 (ngs,,(ﬂB,a) ngsf(lsb,3))+_2—_7‘/—5— (ngS?(SB.S) 405.(83.3))
(3.41)
and
Em*fy T4 1 12421 1
= “A)= ——7Q JT | T
B(Q ~K A)_ (mQ+mA)1}K I: 5 55356:?8'1) 12 Yggt?8)1)+ (45)2 Y:gs?(8.1)+ 12\[_ 405,(8.1)
2vid 6v42
* 45715 Yigg,*(‘%.s) (45)2 (V38265 + V3 Y& i e0s)
16v21
* @5y 20818 gum * 27‘/._ Zgi:,i(lsaﬁ)jl' (3.41b)

The combination of reduced matrix elements on the

right-hand side of Eq. (3.41b) is linearly indepen-
dent of ¥}, Y¥,, Y,, and Y,,. Thus no numerical pre-
diction can be made for the amplitude B(Q~ —K~A)
without further information. As in Eq. (3.7a) for
Q~ - =" 7° decay consistency demands that in the
symmetry limit

(mg-my\)D@ ~K A)-0,

Thus the right-hand side of Eq. (3.41a) must vanish

giving the constraint equation

421
(45)2 (ngs'?(sB.a) 'ngs:.itlss.s)

+ ﬁlﬁ (ngr;?(sa,a) —X405'j:(].83.3)) =0. (3.42)
This equation is linearly independent of Eq. (3.10)
and is again consistent with the assumption that
the 405 representation does not contribute to ma-
trix elements of the parity-violating part of the
weak decay Hamiltonian,

E. Additional consistency constraints

Equations (3.10) for the process ~ - Z"#°, Eqs.
(3.10) and (3.22) for the process Q- -~ E* 7°, and
Eq. (3.42) for the process @~ —K~A are examples
of constraint equations which occur because the
Lorentz-invariant nonleptonic weak decay ampli-
tudes are required to remain finite in the SU(8),
symmetric limit. Additional consistency con-
straints of this type must also exist for the other
unobservable, but theoretically possible, non-

]

405 56
C1a5%5 +Co X35, 8,00+

70 56 70 56 70
+Cs X35, 08,3 + CaXios 84,90 +Cs Xdos, (s 1) +CeXios,(8 5,00+ CrXd05, 8

leptonic weak decays of baryons in the 56, L =0
decuplet (10, 4). Decays of the form

Y(10,4)-B(8,2)r, (3.43a)
such as
*opm® or AY-Z00,
and
Y(10,4)-B(8,2)K, (3.43b)
such as

*~K™n or A°~K"p,

Il

provide 28 processes which must satisfy the con-
straint condition

(B@B,2)7 or K|HY|Y(10,4) =0((my-mp)P)
(3.44)
For the W-spin 1 part of H', the product of W-
spin Clebsch-Gordan coefficients C(L,=0) in Eq.
(2.21) for the L,=0 contribution to the matrix ele-
ments is just
C(L,=0)=-C(L,=41),

where C(L,=+1) is the corresponding W-spin fac-
tor for the L, =+1 contributions, so that the L, =0
and L, =+l terms will always appear in the com-
bination

Xﬁ:’&.s) 'Xg’(le.s) —Xg,(s.s) 4
Thus the contraint Eqs. (3.44) have the general
form

B3

+C XZos.(e.s) +C, X405,(a,5) =0, (3-45)
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For all of the decays (3.43a) and (3.43b), the 35 contribution to the constraint (3.45) vanishes identically,

i.e., ¢,=c;=0. The nine decays of the forms
Y(10,4)-B(10,4)n,

such as
VAREVNE

and

Y(10,4)~ B(10, 4)K ,

s

such as
Q - Y*K~ |

must satisfy the condition

(3.46a)

(3.46b)

(B(10,4) 7 or K|HP|Y(10,4)d,=3) - (B(10,4) 7 or K|HY|Y(10,4)J,=2)=0(my—-myP). (3.47)

All of the decays (3.46a) give the same constraint equation (3.10). The decays (3.46b) involving kaons give
a single additional constraint of the form (3.45) which is

-8v3 V3 4T 1
13572 X et WX;g,(s.s) + WXZSS.(sA.s) + Wngs.(sA.s)

414 7

+ '(45_)2ng5.(83.3) - mngs.(as.s) =0. (3.48)

Thus the unobservable nonleptonic weak decays provide rather weak theoretical constraints on the reduced
matrix elements of H)'. The constraints are consistent with the assumption that the parity-violating part
of the weak decay Hamiltonian transforms only as an SU(6),, 35, but are not alone sufficient to prove this
assumption. The decays of the forms (3.46a) and (3.46b) also must satisfy the constraint condition

(B(10,4) 7 or K|H?|Y(10,4)J,=3) - 3(B(10,4) 7 or K|H|Y(10,4)J,=3) =0((m y — m)?) (3.49)

for the parity-conserving part of the weak decay Hamiltonian. All of the decays (3.46a) satisfy Eq. (3.49)

identically. The decays (3.46b) involving kaons give one additional constraint which is

V21 2 L
-24—5)5 <Y4585,?(8 5) '73=_ YZ(‘;&?(‘B ,5)) - 108\/—5_— (Y70 K

405.(8.5) -

‘/’3—' 405 ,(845)

2y ):0. (3.50)

Again this is a very weak constraint which has no effect on the present results.

IV. CONCLUSION

In this paper the standard LSZ reduction tech-
nique and PCAC are used to obtain expressions
for the nonleptonic weak decay amplitudes for
baryons belonging to the SU(6 )W 56, L =0 repre-
sentation. These expressions are simplified by
determining the Lorentz-invariant amplitudes in

the infinite-momentum limit p -« for the baryons.

This infinite-momentum limit and the soft-pion
limit g,—~ 0 required by PCAC are taken simul-
taneously such that

i 1 2 2
lim  p,q,=3(my%—mg?),
$ >3¢50

where Y and B are the initial and final baryons,
respectively, We make the following general
assumptions:

r

(a) The sum over all intermediate states in the
expressions for the amplitudes may be replaced
by a sum over the physical baryon resonances.
Algebraically, this requires a sum over all
SU(6), 56 and 70 representations with arbitrary
orbitalzﬁgular momentum L,

(b) The hadronic weak decay interaction Hamil-
tonian is of the current-current type consistent
with recent gauge models. This implies that the
interaction Hamiltonian for these processes trans-
forms like the SU(@),, 35 and 405 representations.

(c) The AI =% rule is rigorous for this Hamil-
tonian. Thus, the Hamiltonian must transform as
an SU(3) octet.

(d) The Melosh transformation is applicable to
the axial-vector current and Hamiltonian operators
appearing in these expressions. The general al-
gebraic properties expected for such Melosh-
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transformed operators are used with the Wigner-
Eckart theorem to express the decay amplitudes
in terms of Clebsch-Gordan coefficients times
undetermined reduced matrix elements.

For the parity-violating decay amplitudes, we
obtain a Lee-Sugawara-type relation which is
satisfied experimentally to 10% and an additional
sum rule involving the parity-violating ™ decay
amplitudes. If we further assume that

(e) the parity-violating part of the Hamiltonian
H}' transforms only as an SU(6), 35, we obtain

1) AEI)=0.

(2) The Lee-Sugawara relation is exact in its
original form

VEA(S!)+A(A%) - 24(52)=0.
(3) The sum rule for Q amplitudes reduces to

AQe*) __VBAEI) _3A(A?)
(mg-mzx) ~ dmg—my) 2(my-m,) "

(4) A single-parameter fit to the parity-violating
amplitudes A(Z;), A(A%), A(ZZ), and A(EZ) is
good to 10%.

(5) Constraint conditions on the reduced matrix
elements which arise from the requirement that
the amplitudes remain finite in the SU(6), sym-
metry limit are consistent with, but not sufficient
to prove assumption (e).

The 405 contribution to the parity-conserving
Hamiltonian is important. Thus under assumptions
(a)-(d) we obtain the following results:

(1) A modified Lee-Sugawara relation

V3 B(Zy) _ B(A?) _ 2B(EC
my+m, * (my+m,)  mz+m,

is exact. This is experimentally good to 7%.
(2) An exact sum rule involving Q decay

B@;Y , BE) | BED

3mg+mzx)  mz+m, V6 (mg+my)

is obtained.

(3) A three-parameter fit to the known octet
amplitudes is good to 10%.

(4) Terms arising from the Melosh transforma-
tion are necessary to bring the decay width for
Q™ - E7 into agreement with experiment. This
indicates that the Melosh transformation is im-
portant in nonleptonic weak decay.

(5) An upper limit on the branching ratio of the
decay mode Q~ — =*7 is 15%. The treatment of
this decay mode is somewhat ambiguous due to the
width of Z* and the closeness in mass of the Z*7
system to the 7. An estimate of this effect re-
duces the branching ratio by about half. The pres-
ent work provides a consistent algebraic treatment
of nonleptonic weak decay. It allows for the small-

ness of B(ZZ) and the apparent 35 dominance of
HY', but it cannot predict them automatically.
Some higher symmetry or dynamical mechanism
which is outside of the scope of the present work
is needed to completely explain these two points.

APPENDIX A: QUARK-DENSITY MODEL

A simple model from which the AI =% rule fol-
lows automatically is the quark-density model.
In the quark-density model the Hamiltonian is bi-
linear in the quark fields and thus belongs only
to the SU(6), 35 representation with

HY ~Pysh®y (Ala)
and
HE~ ATy (A1b)

The matrices A® and A7 are 3X3 matrix represen-
tations of the sixth and seventh SU(3) generators.
The algebraic classification of the Melosh-trans-
formed Hamiltonian is then

Hy'~ {(8, 3)o) 0}35, {(8, 3, _1}35 + {(8, 3)-1, 1}35

(A2a)
and
H~{(8,1),,0},,,{(8, 3),, —1}s5 - {8, 3)-y, 1hss .
(A2Db)

Using (A2a) and (A2b) to evaluate Clebsch-Gordan
coefficients and the forms (Ala) and (Alb) to eval-
uate the infinite-momentum limit in Eq. (2.6),
expressions are obtained for the Lorentz-invariant
weak decay amplitudes. The parity-violating am-
plitudes can be written

1
A(E;)=6—\[_5__ a§5_1+(m2+—m,)X’, (A3a)
VEA(D)= 5y oy + o= m)X", (A3b)

AWM=V [y @stmy-m)x'], (a%c)

AED) =3 [6—35: a3, 4 (mx - mA)X'] (A3d)
with
1 56,1 70,0 70,1
X'=- X:;:'z‘ - %%Lf%m' X24f2‘ ‘zf?fzi&
Using the phase conventions (3.3), it is clear that
A(ZY)=0 (A4)

automatically. Similarly, using the Gell-Mann-
Okubo mass formula, one can see that the Lee-
Sugawara relation

V3 A(Z5) +A(A2)-2B(E2)=0 (A5)
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is satisfied exactly. In this model, the parity-conserving amplitudes are
35 (m):+ m ) a35 ,
B(Z, )_——LS_IS«/— ———l—(mz ) A———B-'1—30‘/—— +(mg+m,)5Y -Y'], (A6a)
\/_2__B(E+)= g a3’ [5 (mE+ mN) (m2+m[,) _ (m2+mN)]_10(m +m )Y (A6b)
* 30;;5 (mg—my) ~ (my-m,) (my —m,) R
TBE)- s L a® [5 (mg+my)  (mzp+m,) (m2+mN):|_2(m m,)Y’ (A6c)
9\/'—_ 30V5 (mgp—-my)  (my—m,) (my —m,) TINS5
o g0 (mp+m,) , (my+m,) _ ,
B(A2)= ‘[_{J‘Lsf ——L‘&J‘30\/— [5 ) E— +(my +m)(=5Y +3Y")5, (A6d)
B(E2)=V3 { —a Mﬂ[z (my+ma) | (nas M) 0 (28 +Y7) (A6e)
= 18f_ 30V5 (mz—-—myz)  (mz—m,) =7

where g,=1.25 is the axial-vector coupling con-

stant. The reduced matrix elements for L>0
intermediate states are combined into the param-
eters Y and Y’, where
2Y 56,40 Y'I0.0
Y = _ 135.8.1)
135:/(2 2V2
and
Y'= Yss,o Y7o.o . zyse.n . Y7o.i1
135v2 36v2 135v2 36v2

The vanishing of B(ZZ) is not explicit in the form
(A6c), a Lee-Sugawara-type relation for the B
amplitudes does not follow automatically, and a
combined fit shown in Table IV to minimize the
percentage error in the A and B amplitudes using
this parametrization is good to only 40%. Thus,
although the model works very well for the parity-
violating amplitudes, the addition of the Melosh
transformation is not sufficient to bring the B
amplitudes into agreement with experiment.

TABLE IV. Quark-density model fit to A and B am-
plitudes.

Experiment Deviation
Amplitude Theory (Ref. 14) (%)
A(ZD) 1.75 1.93+0.01 12
A(ED) 1.70 2.04+0.02 8
AAY) 1.87 1.48+0.01 18
B(=?) 14.61 19.05+0.16 22
B(2D) 0.54 —0.65+0.08
B(ED) -5.11 —6.73+0.41 31
B(AY) 13.98 10.17£0.24 38

—
APPENDIX B: EFFECTIVE BILINEAR FORM FOR
CURRENT-CURRENT HAMILTONIAN

If, as indicated by recent work on gauge theo-
ries, the weak interaction is mediated by heavy
vector bosons, the nonleptonic weak decay of a
baryon is a second-order process in the weak in-
teraction for which the S matrix is given by

(=90

so=-3 [ [atay TEWEG), (@D
where H(x) is the interaction Hamiltonian in gauge
field models. Pictorially, the matrix element of
the S matrix between two quarks ¢ and ¢’ is given
in Fig. 1 where the shaded area represents a con-
traction over the vector boson and all strong in-
teraction corrections. More explicitly,

& | [ atxaty 5, (1 47,)
7 0(9)

Y=

X (B2)

where ¢ is the quark field and G, (x, y) is a general
function representing the contractions and strong
interaction corrections indicated schematically in
Fig. 1. The SU(3) indices have been suppressed
for simplicity. Defining new variables

=5 (x+y)
and
r=x-=y,

Eq. (B2) is rewritten as

FIG. 1. The diagram for the second-order S-matrix
element of the weak interaction between two quarks.
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- o2
s@=—£ f f A7 X T+ 577, +%)G (X, )y, (1 + 75) Y(X = 37)

2
=~ i [ @ Halr) (B3)
which defines an effective interaction Hamiltonian density. H:(0) then has the form
Hl0)=E [ BXT07,0 + 16X, 07,(1+ 75) Y0, (84
In terms of Lorentz invariants, G, (X, 0) has the general form |
GulX, o>=o,wy,,3-§;p G, (X?) + n% G,(X?) + yya—;; Gy(X?), (B5)

where terms which are not linear in y matrices are dropped since they vanish in the expression
Yy +75)G (X, 0y, (1 + 7).

Using Eq. (B5) one obtains
Yu +¥5)G (X, 0y, (1+75) =27,G,, (X, 0y, (1 +7,)

=4y, 22 - G, (X?)+26,(X?) +26,(x3)](1 + ) (86)
P
so that H;(0) becomes
Here(0) = 2i8° f d*X PX)v,(1+ ys)zp(X)%[ - G,(X?) +2G,(X?) +2G,(X?)]. (B
m

Assuming that the quark field operators act on quarks within the baryons, the weak decay matrix element
of interest between baryon states Y and B becomes

1/2
(B HalON (0)) =21 "(5E2) " al ), (1 7))

9
x [ dt x g=i(Pa-)%
f € EX

[ - G,(X?) +2G,(X?) +2G,4(X?)]. (BY)
u
Integrating (B8) by parts gives the result

1/
(B( 2| Hor O] ¥(5,)) = - zg(lg%a) (b=, )7, (1 )l p)F (03 = 5, (89)

where F((p, —p,)?) is the Fourier transform of the function
[ = G(X?)+2G,(X?) +2G,(X?)].

Thus the effective bilinear form for a matrix element between two baryon states arising from a current-
current weak interaction is

1/2
(B(1,) | Hat O (p,)) ~ ( 1";%) (22 =2, 7 )7, (1 + vshul(py). (B10)
152
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