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The decay rates for the electromagnetic decays of vector mesons are derived within the spectrum-
generating SU(4) approach. Radiative as well as leptonic decays of vector mesons can be derived from one
theoretical assumption and given in terms of three reduced. matrix elements. The implication of the
experimental value I'(p—my) = 35410 keV for the form of the electromagnetic current operator is
discussed. Two alternatives have been considered: (1) The electromagnetic current operator in SU(3) is given
by the Gell-Mann-Nishijima formula; then the experimental value I'(p—w7y) = 35+ 10 keV cannot be
obtained. (2) The experimental value of I'(p— 7y) is taken to determine the value of the SU(3)-scalar term
in the electromagnetic current operator. The resulting ansatz for the electromagnetic current operator is
compatible with the experimental values for I'(n’—py)/T'(n’— wy).

I. INTRODUCTION
If the groups SU(2), SU(3), SU(4), etc., are
treated as symmetry groups,
[P, SU(4)]=0, (1.1)

where P, is the momentum operator in the hadron
space, then one uses the Wigner-Eckart theorem
to write the matrix elements of a regular tensor
operator 78 in the form

(a'p'|T®|pa) = D Cla, Ba’)(m ot IT [ o), ,
Y

(1.2)

where ((a, B, @), are SU(4) Clebsch-Gordan co-
efficients and (m ,.p’ [T [[pm o) , are SU(4)-invariant
reduced matrix elements. Expressions like (1.2)
may be fulfilled (i.e., (m, p'||T[[pn ), may be
invariant) only to the extent to which the mass
dependence 7 , upon the internal quantum numbers
« can be neglected. Such a neglect of the mass
differences within a multiplet is obviously un-
justified for SU(4). Already for SU(3) the variation
of the “reduced matrix element” (m .0’ || T [[pm o),
with « and @’ may be as large as the variation of
the Clebsch-Gordan coefficient C(a, B, a’) with o
and o'; for SU(4) the variation of (m ,p’ (| T [ pmi ),
may be much larger than the variation of C(a, 8,
a’).

In the spectrum-generating-group approach,’s?
the group that classifies particles with different
masses in a multiplet, which we will call SU(4) 5,
is assumed to fulfill instead of (1.1) the relation

[P,,SU(4);]=0, where P, =P, M. (1.3)

Under assumption (1.3) the natural choice for
basis vectors in the hadron space is

[Pssy; @) = |pss,) & |a) . (1.4)

This is the basis in the direct-product space

4% ®3¢5U@ where 3 is the representation space
of the velocity-Poincaré group O)Luv By charac-
terized by the invariants p,7* =1 and s, and
38U is the representation space of SU(4);. Thus
the generators of SU(4), are represented by 1
®FE,, and the generatclrs of (PLW'Z)“ are repre-
sented by L,, ®1 and P, ®1. However, the mass
operator and consequently the momentum oper-
ator, i.e., the representative of the generator of
the physical Poincaré group in the hadron space
3% ®3¢SU4) | cannot be given as a direct product
in which one of the factors is the unit operator.

In our quantum-mechanical description of the
one-hadron system the algebra of observables con-
tains in addition to the operators of the extended
Poincaré group and the generators E, of the spec-
trum-generating SU(4) ; other observables which
are defined by their algebraic relations with these
operators. Such observables are the transition
operators or “nonlocal currents” V; pu indicates
their transformation property as a Lorentz-vector
operator and the label @, which can take all the
particle labels n, K, n, D, F, X, and 0,% is con-
nected with their SU(4) transformation property.*
However, as discussed in Ref. 1, there is no rea-
son to assume that the transition operators V5
themselves are regular tensor operators. Instead,
experimental data give preference to the assump-
tion that functions of Vi and the mass operator,
e.g., VZ={Vg M }transform irreducibly under
SU(4)z. In the direct-product space for the one-
hadron system 3% ®3¢SU™) these irreducible tensor
operators are then without any further assumption
written in their most general form as a linear
combination of direct products of operators V

in 3¢% and irreducible tensor operators V,‘" in
3@50(4):

ve=2. vie vy, (1.5)
I
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where [ are some additional labels.

Instead of (1.2) one uses in the spectrum-gen-
erating-group approach the Wigner-Eckart theorem
for the matrix elements of the irreducible tensor
operator 17,‘" between the generalized eigenvectors
of velocity (1.4):

(@' |Tpay = 2 Claa) (B ITIB,.  (1.6)
Y

Now the (p'||T |7, are SU(4) g-invariant reduced
matrix elements which are functions only of SU(4) z-
invariant quantities like the four-velocity 13 and

do not depend upon a. ;

In Sec. II we apply the above ideas of a rela-
tivistic quantum mechanics, using the spectrum-
generating-group assumption (1.3) and a well
specified transformation property of the VJ, to
the calculation of the radiative decays V -~ £y. The
result (2.20) differs from the conventional ex-
pression for I'( V~ Py) by a suppression factor
¢(m,, my) (Ref. 5) whose detailed form depends
upon the precise assumption of the SU(4)z proper-
ties of the electromagnetic transition operator.
The SU(4) matrix elements can be expressed in
terms of four reduced matrix elements which can
be reduced to two after the charge-conjugation
property and the group-theoretical substitute for
the Okubo-Zweig-Iizuka (OZI) rule has been used.
The number of parameters may be further reduced
to one by the requirement that for the old mesons
in SU(3) the electromagnetic current operator is
given by the Gell-Mann-~Nishijima formula. How-
ever, this assumption cannot reproduce the ex-
perimental data for I'(p— 7y), so we have also
tried dropping it. Both cases are capable of de-
scribing the general features of the experimental
situation, in particular the suppression of the
radiative decays of the new mesons ¥ -~ x(2.8)y and
D*~ Dy, The recently measured value of I'(p’

-~ py)/T(n’ - wy) is also compatible with both cases.
In Sec. III the same assumptions that were used

in Sec. II for the radiative decays are applied to
the leptonic decays of vector mesons, V-e€, and
agreement with the experimental values is ob-
tained. Therewith all electromagnetic decay rates
of vector mesons can be derived from one precise
theoretical assumption and given in terms of three
reduced matrix elements. Although this particular
form of the suppression factor is phenomenologic-
ally acceptable within this context, it is not yet
firmly established. Nevertheless, the general
idea of the spectrum-generating-group approach
appears to be the only tenable interpretation of

~ SU(4).5%2

II. RADIATIVE DECAYS

In this section we will discuss in detail the decay
of a vector meson V into a pseudoscalar meson P

and a photon y. Owing to the possible nonlocality
one can already not use the conventional expression
for the decay rate; we start with its derivation.
From the general principles of quantum mechanics
it follows that the rate for the decay of a system

V into a system Py is given by®

I(V-Py =2nXb: 8(Ep - Ey) [y PO |T| V)P,
2.1)

where |V) denotes the state vector describing the
state of the decaying system V and |bPy) denotes
(not a state vector but) an element of a basis sys-
tem of (generalized) eigenvectors which span the

space of the decay products P, y. ), means sum-
mation (or integration) over all values of b which

are detected. T is the transition operator (inter-
action Hamiltonian).

In relativistic processes one usually chooses
these generalized basis vectors to be generalized
eigenvectors of the momentum operators. If these
generalized momentum operators [k, A) are
“normalized” according to

(VR [_X) =6,/ 2E(k)8(k - &), (2.2)
then

dsk
22 [ mm- @

However, one could also choose any other basis
system. As we have remarked above, under as-
sumption (1.3) it is very advantageous to choose
for the hadron spaces not the generalized momen-
tum eigenvectors but generalized velocity eigen-
vectors [pA) which are normalized according to

WP IPA) =650 \2E(D)0* (B~ D), (2.4)

where p=p/m and £=E/m =(1+§?/m?)!/2, Then
ash
2% @.9)

Using the generalized momentum eigenvectors
(2.2) for the photon and the generalized velocity
eigenvectors (2.4) for the pseudoscalar mesons,
one has the basis system

[6Py) = |pP) ® [kay) = [pkAPy); (2.6)
so (2.1) is written as
- dh =~ [ d3p
T( V-—Py)—27rf 52 ; f—z—E—y—G(EP+E7— E,)
X KPyxep|T|V) P.
(2.7

The decaying state vector |V) may be expanded
in terms of the generalized velocity eigenvectors
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d3 b ’ 6,
V=2 [ SE BNV, (2.8)
N’ 2E
where the “velocity wave function”
normalized such that

3A -~
2 [ 5E 10E-1

The label V in [pAV) stands for the internal quan-
tum numbers a of the vector mesons, and

|¢A(D) |? describes the probability density that

the momentum of the decaying system is p=m,p
and the polarization is A. For the case that the
decaying particles have the momentum p,(=0) and
completely undetermined polarization

¢ (Dy) is

J

ds3k asp

F(V—-P'y)=21rf T T XZ S(Ep+E = By)0%(p+k = py)

Ay

where _z)- Aydy means summing over the photon
polarizations and averaging over the vector-meson
polarization. '

Equation (2.11) is still completely general. For
the T matrix of the radiative decays we assume,
in analogy to (3.15) of Ref. 1 and in concord with
the lowest-order perturbation theory expression,
that the T matrix can be written as the product of
a photonic part €*(%, A) and a hadronic part:

CYPBIT Dy VA, Y = €*(ky NKPDIHS By VA, ),
(2.12)

where H{ is the transition operator (nonlocal
current) in the electromagnetic transitions of
hadrons.

The hadronic matrix element P3| H [p, V) is
obtained from the theory that describes the hadron
structure, which is assumed to be a relativistic
quantum mechanics. For the model which de-
scribes the vector mesons and pseudoscalar mes-
ons it is given by an algebra of operators, which
in addition to the generators of the extended Poin-
care group and the group SU(4); [or the suitably
defined group SU(8)] contains a sixteenplet of
Lorentz-vector operators V@, a=0,m n,K, D, F,

(In addition to the Lorentz- vector operators
there are also Lorentz-axial-vector operators
Ag and perhaps others which, however, do not
concern us for electromagnetic transitions.) These
vector operators are very reminiscent of, but not
identical with, the local currents. Their proper-
ties are just specified by their relations to the
other operators of the algebra (algebraic rela-
tions), e.g., that they are Lorentz-vector operators
with a certain charge-conjugation and time-in-
version transformation property and have a par-
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bar(BVOXAD) =56 v 1 2E5(D’ - by)

=30 i\ 22ES(p’ = py) (2.9)

as there are three polarizations A,
As a consequence of momentum conservation (or
the Wigner-Eckart theorem for the scalar operator

T of the translation group) one can write the T
matrix

(PYARDITIP' Ay V) =0%(k +p = p){¥PIT| VY,
(2.10)
where the reduced matrix element depends only
upon two of the momenta %, p, p’.
Using (2.8) with (2.9) and (2.10) in (2.7) one ob-
tains after some calculations:

KX, PBIT By VA) P (2.11)

2mzZE

LJ

ticular transformation property under SU(4)z. In
analogy to the property of the local current op-
erators, one would want to assume that the V
are scalar (for @=0) and regular tensor operators.
However, as SU(4) is not considered to be a sym-
metry group, one may want to admit a more gen-
eral transformation property of the V,‘:" which in
the symmetry limit goes over into the old assump-
tion. Various possibilities for these new assump-
tions have been discussed in Ref. 1 for the weak
leptonic decays.

We choose here in analogy

HY =M, {ue, Vil q (2.13)

where M is the mass operator and where V"l
for SU(4) according to (23) of I is given by

L
V3

1 3
q=32, 1,2

ve=vTs Vi-(32vie Ve, (2.14)

As in Ref. 1:
{Vvg, M~} =SU(4) g-regular-tensor operator
(2.15)

for a=mK,..., and an SU(4)E-sca1ar operator
for a=o0,

The strength constant G is dimensionless for
g =1. However, as there is no theoretical deriva-
tion of basic assumptions like (2.13) (2.15) and
their only justification can be given by agreement
with experiment, we include in the fits of Table I
also the values ¢ =3 and 3.

From this assumption (for ¢ =1), from the trans-
formation properties with respect to the homo-
geneous Lorentz group, space reflection and time
inversion, and from CVC (conservation of vector
current) in the form
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[P, HY=0, [P*, V]=0, (2.16)

where P, is the momentum operator in hadron
space, it follows that the matrix element describ-
ing the hadronic structure can be written as

CPBIHEa V) = Glmp +my X PI V™ | V)
X €ypo 0’ 4°e%(q,).  (2.17)

Here ¢°(4, A) is the polarization vector of the
vector meson, ¢” =m,§" is its momentum, p”
is the momentum of the pseudoscalar meson and
(P|V™2|V) is the SU(4) matrix element. V™* ig
one or a linear combination of the operators V§
in 3¢SV occurring in (1.5), mag standing for the
index L

Inserting (2.17) into (2.12) gives

yPBIT|G VAy ) = Gimp +my,)(P| V™| V)
X €u ye opqueo(q )\) Eu(k’ )‘) )
(2.18)

which is identical with the usual matrix element
for magnetic dipole transitions, except that here,
due to the use of generalized velocity eigenvectors,
the magnetic moments depend not upon the internal
quantum numbers through (P| V"‘“I V) or the
Clebsch-Gordan coefficients, but also upon the
masses (mp +My).

To obtain the decay rate one inserts the T ma-
trix (2.18) into (2.11)

I(V-P)=2r

Mp +My G(Pl Y mag lv> 2
mpmy

S [ &k Py, 1
% pzl: J 28, 3, I~ P-Pag;

X Ieu,,oop"q”eo(q)\v)e“(k, A2,

(2.19)
which after integration becomes
I(V~ Py) =27 | 222y o (ply™e | ) ’
' mpmy
2.3
x E%m,,s [1 - (7-%”-‘%) ] ) (2.20)

This expression differs from the usual expression
for the V — Py decay rate, by the appearance of

a mass-dependent suppression factor
Mp +m
Ty, = Ome, My) . (2.21)

As mentioned above, different assumptions than
(2.13) with ¢ =1 and (2.15) will give different sup-

pression factors. From the general form of (2.13)
suppression factors of the form

q q
mp tmy_

oy , 453,1,3  (2.22)

(p(q)(ml’, mV) =
would follow. However, basic assumptions like
(2.13) or (2.15) have only an empirical justification.
Other forms of the suppression factors are also
possible and should be tested.

The SU(4) matrix element is expressed in terms
of reduced matrix elements a,) (Ref. 7) and the
SU(4) Clebsch-Gordan coefficients C(V, el, P):

(PlV™2|V)= 3 C(V,el, P),a,. (2.23)
Y

As a consequence of (2.14) these electromagnetic
components of the Clebsch-Gordan coefficients
are given by

1
av,el, P),=C(V,n°, P)ﬂ~—\/—_3—C(V, 1, P,

-()V2av, x, £),+QV,0, P),
’ (2.24)

where y stands for the additional label F (anti-
symmetric) or D (symmetric) and V and P for the
internal quantum numbers of the mesons.

For the four reduced matrix elements a(,, we
use the following notation:

acpy =015}V {15117 = F,
a(py =0~ {15} V) [{15}17) , = D= V3 d,
agay =40~ {15} V) [f1}17)

I S 15 ) =
== 7z Ve 1507 =4,

ags =€07{15}| Vo [{15}17) =S

From Eq. (36) of I it follows that F=0. In order
to obtain the SU(4) matrix elements (P|V™¢|V)
the vector mesons |V) and pseudoscalar mesons
|P) have to be assigned to vectors with definite
SU(4) properties. As described in I (Sec. IV) we
shall choose for the pseudoscalar mesons the
basis vectors of the reduction chain (37) of I and
for the vector mesons the basis vectors of the
reduction chain (38) of I. The /=0 vector mesons
are then described by (42) of I and the =0 pseudo-
scalar mesons are described by the unmixed SU(4)
basis vectors. We shall call this particle assign-
ment the ideal mixing limit. This limit ignores
not only deviation from ideal mixing for vector
mesons, but also 7-7"-x mixing and isospin mix-
ing. Deviation from ideal mixing should not be
considered separately without considering isospin
mixing (p°-w, 7°-n) because they are of the same

(2.25)
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magnitude and perhaps of the same origin.®

The Clebsch-Gordan coefficients C(V, el, P),
i.e., the coefficients appearing in the matrix ele-
ments (P|V™%|V,) where |V,;) stands for the
basis vector in the SU(4) basis [Eq. (41) of I] are
given in Table VI of I, and the coefficient appear-
ing in the matrix element {£|V™®|0) in front of A
is given by C(0, B, P) =6 4,.° Using for the ideally
mixed vector mesons the expressiohs (42) of 1
one then obtains immediately the SU(4) matrix
elements (P|V ™[V ) in terms of the three pa-
rameters d, A, and S. These are listed in Table
I, except for:

(mo| V™ ) = — (m0| V™)
V3 (n| V™ol

- -2—-3,-_2——d+§A. (2.26)
The reduced matrix elements d, A, and S are
free parameters which can be determined by a fit
to the experimentally known decay rates of the old

vector mesons (see Table II). The experimental
rate I'(¢ -~ 7°)) =4.9+1.6 keV is orders of magni-
tude smaller than expected from its phase-space
value, so one may conclude that [z°|V™#|p)|=0.
From (2.26) it then follows that the decay rates of
- 7% and ¥ -~ ny must also be small. The re-
quirement

A=—d/ff (2.27)

TABLE 1. SU{@) matrix elements of the transition
operator between pseudoscalar and vector mesons.

General With (2.27)
(rl V™l li =4 a
2772
1
(nlv ™€) §NV2a-gzar s () Pa+s)
{m|v™%|p) S S
(KOvme|g ™)  a+s d+s
(K*|vmelg**) S N
(nlvmaglw> ___l-_d__._l_A_._]'_s _._Ls
2V3 " V6 V3 3
(n] V™| p) —=d =g
3 3
1 1 V3 V3
<Xleagl¢> —ﬁ‘d*’ﬁA*'—z—S —2-(—d+S)
(DY) v™E|D™) _d+S —d+S
(D*|lv™®E[p**) S S

(F*lvma|p**) § S

will make the amplitude for these transitions zero
if one uses, as done here, the ideal mixing limit.
We postulate relation (2.27) (and corresponding
relations for other decays), which then explains
the smallness of the decay rates of ¥ into the old
mesons as well as the smallness of ¢ ~ 7y as slight
deviations from ideal mixing. In the quark model
the consequences of (2.27) are explained by the
OZI rule.'®!

There is another possible theoretical require-
ment that would further reduce the number of pa-
rameters and relate d to S. This requirement
would be that the SU(3)-scalar part of V™ would
not contribute to the matrix elements of V™ be-
tween the old mesons. That is,

O, P'[[- (32 v+ villv/, 17) =0, (2.28)

where P’ and V' are any of the old pseudoscalar
and vector mesons, respectively. This leads to
the following relation between the reduced matrix
elements:

S=-—§d. (2.29)

In the symmetry limit, (2.29) leads to the same
predictions as the naive quark model.’* It is well
known that the prediction I'(p - 7)/I(w—my) =&
of that model is in disagreement with the experi-
mental value I'**®(p - 7y) /TP (w—~1)) = &.
Furthermore, as the p and w masses are so close
to each other, any suppression factor will fulfill
o(m,,m,) =p(m,, m,). Thus it is highly unlikely
that this disagreement could be explained by a
symmetry-breaking effect. Therefore, if I'**?(p
- 7y), which was obtained in only one experiment,!3
is correct, (2.28) cannot hold and the Gell-Mann-
Nishijima formula for the current must be aug-
mented by an SU(3) scalar term V25, so that in
SU(3) the electromagnetic current is given by

ye -y, 713_— Vi Vs, (2.30)
This still leads to the old Gell-Mann-Nishijima
formula for the meson charges, since

M|V =0 (2.31)

according to (29) of I. It should be remarked that
V5 cannot contribute to the baryon charges but
might contribute to the baryon magnetic mo-
ments, 1415

From the experimental value of I'(p— my)/
I(w- 7y) one obtains |S/d|~5. The experimental
value for I'(¢ ~ ny)/I(w— my) favors a positive
sign, so

S=3 (2.32)

is the empirically determined relation between S
and d. A detailed comparison of the predictions of
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TABLE II. Calculated values of the decay rates, in keV. In the first three fits [these fits
have already been published in A. Bohm and R. B. Teese, Phys. Rev. Lett. 38, 629 (1977)]
the ratio d/$ is fixed empirically [Eq. (2.32)], using the suppression factor (2.22) depending
on g. In the last two fits, the relation (2.29) is used with the suppression factor (2.33) de-
pending on p. The parameter d is fixed by the w — 7y rate.

Decay Experiment q=% q=1 q= % p=1 p= %
w— 7Y 870 +612 870 870 870 870 870
o— Yy 66 +9P 51 76 98 77 60
p—TY 35 +10° 35 35 . 35 95 96
KE%—~gy 75 4352 66 87 98 89 79
K**—K*'y <802 1.9 2.6 3.0 23 ) 20
W=y 3.0%%:5¢ 0.18 0.22 0.23 2.2 2.1
p—1v 50 +1349 3.9 4.8 5.0 18 17
P—xy <3.5¢ 0.30 1.6 7.3 18 4.0
D™*—pl e 0.10 0.35 1.0 3.9 1.3
D**— D%y o 0.006 0.022 0.07 0.24 0.08
F**—F*y 0.006 0.022 0.07 0.24 0.08

2 Particle Data Group, Rev. Mod. Phys. 48, 81 (1976).
®See Ref. 16. The Orsay results are I'(¢— 7Y)=107 + 29 keV [D. Benaksas et al., Phys.
Lett. 42B, 511 (1972)] and T'(¢ — 7Y)=62 £ 16 keV [G. Cosme et al., Phys. Lett. 63B, 352

(1976)].
¢See Ref. 13.
dSee Ref. 17.

B. H. Wiik and G. Wolf, DESY Report No. 77/01 (unpublished).

(2.32) using (2.22) with the experimental data'® is
given in columns 3, 4, and 5 of Table II; except
for the 30 deviation from the value for I'(p—ny)
(Ref. 17) the agreement is good.

If we assume the absence of any SU(3)-scalar
contribution to the old decays, as expressed by
(2.28), then the suppression factor is chosen to be

1

W . (2.33)

d(mp, my) =

Fits of this hypothesis are shown in columns 7
and 8 of Table II. Except for the value of I'(p
- 7y) these fits are good. One may think that the
value for I'(p—1ny) is still off but, taking n -’
mixing into account, this can be brought into per-
fect agreement with the experimental data.

To conclude this section we want to discuss
whether the recently obtained experimental value!®

I(n'~py)/T(n'~ wy) =9.9+2.0 (2.34)

can discriminate between (2.29) and (2.32). Taking
for the ‘physical 75':

[ng? =sing ) +cos¢ o, ),

one calculates for this ratio

2

D(ngn =) _|V2d - dtang (2.35)
(g ~wy) |v25-Stang :

Here d and S are the reduced matrix elements
given in (2.25) which can be expressed in terms of
the SU(3) reduced matrix elements

s =(0~{8}voif8}t1),

(2.386)
a=(3)/%0~ {8} vl [{1}1°)
by
d=-—3—-a, S=s - —l—a. (2.37)
V2 V2
And d and S are given by
d= —3—d, §=§-%id=5- —La,
V2 V2
where

a=(/x-8 v it {tjo-)*,
§=(0-{uH|vs[{t}1).

I d=d and S=3, i.e., if a=a and s =§, then one
obtains from (2.35)

. 2

D(ab~py) _|d |

_\dph " FF) | % 2.38
T(ngn~wy) IS ( )

and the experimental value (2.34) clearly excludes
(2.32) and is in agreement with(2.29). But for this
assumption there exists no more justification than
for the assumption V§=0. And for the general
case (2.35), (2.34) does not determine |d/S|.
Concluding, we have found that if the experi-
mental value for I'(p— 7)) (Ref. 13) is correct then
there must exist an SU(3)-scalar term V] (or
higher multiplet terms) in the electromagnetic
current operator. The experimental value (2.34)
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for the radiative decay of 1’ does not disagree
with this assumption but the experimental value!’
for p—ny and w—nx are then hard to explain with
the symmetry breaking suggested here. If the
experimental value®® for I'(p—~ my) is ignored, then
all other experimental data can be fitted without
an additional term in the Gell-Mann-Nishijima
formula for the electromagnetic current.

HOI. LEPTONIC DECAY OF VECTOR MESONS

It may be instructive to compare our calculations
for the radiative decays with the calculations for
the leptonic decays V —ee of vector mesons.®

The decay rate for V —ee is derived by the same
arguments given in the derivation of (2.11)

dsp, d?
nv-en <202 [ s G0y bt
pol * -

Xt (e |T|V)]?.

2E,my,?
(3.1)

The T matrix is written in analogy to (2.12)
<<e‘e‘ITIV»:a‘(pr“v(p_)-qé«olHZ’IV)), (3.2)

where the leptonic part is chosen in complete
analogy to the usual perturbation-theory expression
with the one-photon exchange term (¢ being the
momentum transfer) and where the hadronic part
o |H® |V ) is to come from our relativistic quan-
tum mechanics of the one-hadron system. [0) here
denotes the vector with the hadron quantum num-
bers of the vacuum, i.e., it is according to (1.4)
the direct product of the trivial representation of
the velocity-Poincaré group ¢, p, and of the
trivial representation of the spectrum-generating
SU(4)z. With (2.15) and (2.13), i.e., the same
assumptions that were used for the radiative de-
cays (and also the leptonic and semileptonic decays
of pseudoscalar mesons') one obtains

ColHY [V = Gmym, (ol VL V)
and '

Col{ve, M} VY =@ |V V)|V, |V, By, 17).
Consequently,

CIVIIVY =my@ |V [V)e,(by, A),
and therewith

ColHF|VY =Gmy2* |V V)e(byry).  (3.3)
Here (0| V®|V) is the SU(4), matrix element
which in analogy to (2.23) is given by

@[Vve|V)= 2 AV, el,0)a,,. (3.4)
Y

However, here the reduced matrix elements &)
are different from those given in (2.25), and the
ones different from zero are denoted

acay =0 {1}V 0 [ {15}17) =a,
' (3.5)
acs) =0 {1} [ve {1} =s.

Whereas the transitions in V - Py were magnetic-
type transitions, the transitions here are electric-
type transitions. We therefore use the notation

Vel for this V¢ of the direct-product decomposi-
tion (1.5). ‘

Using for the vector mesons the vectors (41) and
(42) of I (ideal mixing limit) and inserting the
Clebsch-Gordan coefficients into (3.4), one obtains
for these matrix elements

el S 1
(@|veip = Ver b
(| Ve |w) == ——l——s,

vz (3.6)
1

yel = _% s
v 755 0

el - 1 1
(o|Ve )= ma+zs.

The decay rate is calculated by inserting (3.3)
into (3.2) and (3.2) into (3.1). The result is?®

I(V~ee)=2n|Gm, Ko |V |V)|2Lmm, . (3.7)

In Ref. 19 a detailed comparison of (3.7) with
the experimental decay rates of the old vector
mesons was made, and it was found that for ¢
=0, 1 reasonable fits were obtained and that ¢ =3
gave an excellent fit. The case ¢ =0 will not be
considered further as it does not work for the
radiative decays. For the case of ¢=1and ¢=3%
one can calculate the two parameters Gs and Ga
from the decay rates of the old vector mesons and
then calculate the rate for y ~¢e, The prediction
for ¢ =1 is then I'(y — e€) =23.3 keV +30%, which
is certainly too large compared to the experimental
value I'***( - e€) =4.85 £0.55 keV. For ¢ =3 the
prediction is I'(y — e€) =5.63 +1,08 keV [or I'(y
—ee)=5,48+0.38 keV if one uses only the Orsay
data for the decay rates of the old vector mesons],
which is in excellent agreement with the experi-
mental value.

The values of the reduced matrix elements that
one obtains for the case ¢ =3 from the experimental
decay rates of the old vector mesons are

|Gs|=0.96 keV!/2+11%, for g=%, (3.8)
[Ga]=1.46 keV'/2£6%, forq=%, (3.9)

and
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tor mesons in SU(3) are given by (o|[ V™ +(1/
V3)V"[V’). Inserting the values of the Clebsch-
Gordan coefficients into (4.12) leads to

a/s =-8.22, (3.13)

signa = - signs . (3.10)

The ratio of a/s that one obtains from these
empirical values is

a/s=-"1.16+14%. (3.11)

The empirical value (3.11) is interesting because
there is a theoretical argument that will allow

one to calculate this ratio: Unlike for the operator
V™% in the SU(4) space describing the magnetic-
type transitions V - Py, the operator V* in the
SU(4) space describing the electric-type transi-
tions should obey the same restrictions that lead
to the Gell-Mann-Nishijima formula when SU(4)

is restricted to SU(3). Therefore, it is tempting
to postulate

0*,0|[=(®V2V*+ V]|V, 17) =0 (3.12)

This is in perfect agreement with the empirical
value (3.11).
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