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We discuss here the two-body weak decays of charmed baryons in a simple SU(3) dynamical scheme.
Considering the decays B-—~B'+ P in s, t, and u channels and assuming the dominance of nonexotic
intermediate states, several decay amplitudes are obtained. We find that the the parity-violating decays in
B(3)—B(8) + P(3*), B(3)—>D(10) + P(3*), and B(3*)— D(10) + P(8) channels are forbidden independent
of the nature of the weak current. We obtain null asymmetries for the weak decays of singlet charmed

isobar Q3* .

I. INTRODUCTION

Weak hadronic decays of charmed baryons have
been studied in the framework of SU(4) and SU(8)
symmetries.! Keeping in mind that SU(4) is badly
broken, such studies have also been made in the
framework of SU(3).%2 In the current® current
picture of weak interactions, the SU(3) weak
Hamiltonian can belong to the 3 +6* + 15 repre-
sentations, but no useful information can be ob-
tained because of too many parameters. In the
uncharmed sector, while leptonic and semileptonic
decays are described successfully,® the weak non-
leptonic decays are not well explained even at the
phenomenological level. The lack of simple under-
standing of the AI=% enhancement has made its
generalization unclear. Its simple extension to
SU(4), i.e., to the 20’' dominance in the Glashow-
Iliopoulos-Maiani (GIM) model leads to many un-
satisfactory features. Even at the SU(3) level,

6* dominance suppresses® D* —K%r*, while experi-
mentally, its branching fraction is found to be
comparable to D’ - K 7*, the GIM-allowed decay.b
Therefore, substantial contributions from other
parts of the SU(3) weak Hamiltonian, such as 3
and 1_5, seem to be present. But in the presence
of these components, the predictive power of
SU(3) is further decreased. Recently, we’ have
deduced most of the observed features of nonlep-
tonic decays of ordinary hyperons in a simple
dynamical consideration. Taking the decay
B-B’'+P as an S+ B—B’+ P scattering process,
the decay amplitudes are expressed in terms of
eigenamplitudes in different channels correspond-
ing to each intermediate state.! By assuming that
the nonexotic intermediate states? contribute
dominantly, the hypothesis of octet dominance for
the parity-violating (PV) weak Hamiltonian is
obtained. Further, the assumption of the identity
of s- and u-channel reduced matrix elements
leads to well-satisfied relations such as =} =0 for
the PV mode and the Lee-Sugawara sum rule for
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the parity-conserving (PC) mode, etc. In the
case of Q~ decays, such considerations allow a
AI=% contribution which was observed to be about
20-25% in a recent CERN experiment.'’ In this
analysis, PV decays are found to arise mainly
through the # channel and PC decays obtain domin-
ant contributions from s and # channels. These
results are in accordance with the results of
current-algebra and duality arguments. Using
duality arguments, Nussinov and Rosner!! have
shown that for s-wave decays, the low-energy
pole contribution is relatively small and the
Regge contribution dominates. In the current-
algebra framework,!? PV decays get a contribu-
tion through the equal-time commutator (ETC)
term which in our analysis corresponds to ¢-
channel contributions. For PC decays, small
t-channel contributions are understandable since,
here, unnatural-parity states appear which have
low Regge intercepts. Similar structures for
PV and PC decays have also been obtained in the
constitutent-rearrangement quark model.!?

In this paper, we employ similar dynamical
assumptions in order to study the weak Hamil-
tonian structure for charm-changing decays in the
SU(3)-symmetry framework, where the current
® current weak Hamiltonian transforms like 3
+ g* +15 representations of SU(3). Constraints
on the reduced matrix elements for the process
S+ B —~B’+ P are obtained by assuming the non-
exoticity of the intermediate states. The identity
of s- and u~channel reduced matrix elements can-
not be applied here, since the initial and the final
baryons belong to different representations. In
the GIM model H;, is suppressed as a result of the
cancellation of the adjoint representation at the
SU(4) level.

We discuss the weak hadronic decays of 3* and
2* baryons. Because of the heavy mass of the
charm quark, new channels open up for the charm-
changing decays of 3* baryons. In addition to
B(3*) = B(3*) + P(0") channels, 3* baryons can de-
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cay like B(z*) - D(3") + P(07), B(3") = B(3") + V(17),
B(3*) = D(3*) + V(17) also. We obtain decay ampli-
tudes for these channels for AC=AS as well as
the AC=-1, AS=0 mode. Of the 3* charmed iso-
bars, Q%** (C=3) is expected to decay through
weak interactions only. Weak decays of Q}** are
also discussed. Since recent data'’ on charm
mesonic decays do not favor §* dominance in the
GIM weak Hamiltonian, this may indicate the
presence of higher representations other than 20"’
at the SU(4) level. Moreover, it has been argued
by Ellis, Gaillard, and Nanopoulos'® that short-
distance enhancement for the sextet component is
not as effective for charmed-particle decays as
for ordinary decays due to the heavy charmed-
quark mass. Therefore, we start with the gen-
eral weak Hamiltonian (6* +15). In our analysis,
we do not get dominance of any of these repre-
sentations. However, we discuss the implications
of 6* dominance on weak decays.

In Sec. II, we discuss the details of the method
and in Sec. III, the decay amplitudes are derived
for AC=AS as well as AC=-1, AS=0 mode. In
the last section, we discuss the results.

II. PRELIMINARIES

The GIM left-handed weak current!® belongs to
the 15 representation of SU(4) and has the follow-
ing SU(3) components:

JY =7y, (1 +vs)d cosc + 7y, (1 + y;)s sinf,, (2.1)

J3 = =Ty, (1 + v5)d sinf; + Ty, (1 + y;)s cosb .
(2.2)

The superscript denotes the SU(3) representation
and 6. is the Cabibbo angle. The weak Hamilton-
ian Hy ~{J,J '} then has the following SU(3) parts:

Hy~ [{E, g}’@.’ §*HAC=0 + {E’ Q}AC=—1 + {ﬁ, E*}ACui .
(2.3)

We are interested in the charm-changing (AC = -1)
piece of the weak Hamiltonian belonging to the
SU(3) representations present in the direct product

38=396+P15. (2.4)

Hﬁ, is suppressed as a result of cancellation of
HY in SU(4).1" Tensor structure of the Hamil-
tonian (6* + 15) corresponding to the three modes
(AS=-1, 0, +1) of charm-changing decays is
given by

HLC= ~ (T} 5+ T?5)) cos?d,, for AS=-1,
~ T}y + Tiip)) sin’6c, for AS=+1, (2.5)
~(Tf19y = T3+ Thizy = Thi) O8O sind,,

for AS=0,

where T{,.; and T¢,,, are tensors representing 6*
and 15 representations of SU(3), respectively. In
order to obtain constraints on the reduced matrix
elements, we consider the hyperon decay A—-B+ P
as S+ A - B+ P scattering process’ in all the
three s, ¢, and # channels, where the weak spurion
S has the same tensor structure as the weak Ham-
iltonian so that all the strong quantum numbers in
the above reaction are conserved. The transition
amplitudes are expressed in terms of reduced
amplitudes

(B'llPllm)m|ISIIB)
for s channel (S+B—-m—~B'+P), (2.6)

(PlISllm)m|IB I B)
for ¢ channel (B+B'~m~P+3), (2.7)

(B’|ISllm)m||P|IB)
for u channel (B+P-m~B’'+35) (2.8)

The baryon intermediate states then appear in the
s and # channels and meson states are exchanged
in the ¢ channel. We assume that the effective
contribution to the decays comes mainly from the
single-particle nonexotic intermediate states.?

It has earlier been noticed’ that this assumption
leads to most of the observed features of the non-
leptonic decays of ordinary baryons B(8) — B(8)

+ P(8) and those of . Here, we consider the
nonleptonic weak decays of B(3*) and B(3) multi-
plets only since the present mass spectroscopy!®
of hadrons allows all the particles except QJ of
the B(6) multiplet to decay to B(3*) baryons!?®
through the strong and/or the electromagnetic in-
teraction. Among 3* charmed isobars, Q¥**is
stable against strong and electromagnetic inter-
actions. In the next section, we consider the
two-body weak hadronic decays of B(3*), B(3)
multiplets, and charmed isobar Q¥**.

III. DECAY AMPLITUDES

Contributions in s, ¢, and # channels coming
from different components of weak Hamiltonians
for the various decay modes are given in the cor-
responding tables. In writing the amplitudes, we
choose positive phases for all the 3* baryons. It
has been observed’ that for the ordinary hadrons
the PV weak decays arise through ¢ channels only
and PC weak decays acquire dominant contribu-
tions from s and # channels. Assuming that the
same is true also for the charmed baryons® we
obtain the following relations.

A. AC=AS decay mode

@) B()~B&')+P(07). HE*Y leads to
(i) B(3*) —~B(8)+P(8) (Table I).
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TABLE I. AC= AS decays of B(3*).
bers times cos?6.

CHARM-CHANGING DECAYS OF 1/2*

AND 3/2* BARYONS IN... 1893

The contributions to the decay amplitudes are proportional to the tabulated num-

also that =3* and Q} decay only through the «
channel.

(iii) B(3) - B(3*) +P(8) (Table II).
PV mode:

t channel s channel u channel
- 6% 15 6* 15 6* 15
B(3*)—B(8)+ P(8) agx Al as, ag Ag, Ag A as as Agy Al
A} —pK° 1 1 -1 -1 1 1 -2 0 0 0 0
Ar* 2/V6 —2/¥6 -2/V6 0 2/V6 0 2/V6 0 1/Vv6 0 1/V6
=470 0 0 0 -2 0 -~z  =JyZ/3 0 1V o0 1/V2
= 0 0 -2/V6 0 2/v6 0 -2/V6 -2/ 0 -2/V8  2/V6
=0+ 0 0 0 —VZ 0 vz VZ/3 0 -1/¥Z 0 -1/v2
=K 0 0 -1 1 1 -1 2 1 i 1 1
E10—AK? 1/V6  1/V6 -1/V& -3/V6 -3/V6 -1/V6 -4/3/6 0 -1/V6 0 -1/V6
K- 0 0 1 -1 1 1 ¢ 1 -3 1 3
2K° /vZ  1/4Z -1/VZ /N2 -1/N2 12 -Y2/3 0 1/V2 0 -1/v2
= O 0 0 0 -1/N2Z —1/¥Z -1/VZ -1/VZ V2/3 —1/NZ —1/2V2 0 1/¥2 -1/242
=0 0 0 -1/V6 3/v6 -1/¥6 3/V6 '2/v6 _1/V6 -3/2V6 1/V6 -5/2V6
o 1 -1 -1 -1 1 -1 2 0 0 0 0
B — K" 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 -k
B+ -1 1 0 0 0 0 0 -1 - 1 -3
PV mode: b OIHZ) Efm|ED=0, (3.9)
(= |A Afy=E 1 |A]) :{’n‘|””>——(._.'° =3, (3.10)
:(EOK’IA{»:(Z'K-'E{O) <:1I¢K0‘Q§>_ <AII+K0 '—'2 , (3.11)
20|20 =(E""|E{") =0, (3.1) PC mode:
(PKOIAI’”:(EY—(OIE;’) =\/'2‘(EOKOIE{0> ‘ Hloﬂ+]:§>+r<:/+ 0| )=—(E1"7r"|E§’>, (3.12)
=VEAK| =, B2 Ve(ain|=p +EPr =D - 201K =)
VXA AP = —E0 |2 =ET [ ED, (3.3) =E{7 =) (3.13)
PC mode: =3 and Q3 decays do not arise through the s chan-
SO AY = (30t | AT nel.
@A) == AL, (3.4) (iv) B(3)~B(6)+P(8) (Table II).
VZE | ED - ET B =& |2, (3.5) PV mode:
R |20 - (2" |2 ' K| =
=2['K |2 +V2E K| 2], (3.6) _<~1,,,| Ein® | 25 = (@K | =}
Z{* decays are forbidden in the s channel. =0, (3.14)
(ii) B(3)~B(8)+P(3% (Table II). R 0| -
PV mode: : PR =8 )=f2_<21K°|;2):¢2—<:{K°]Q§) (3.15)
(@D | =)= (3D | 23 =AD" | 5} V2 (Ein |25 = V2 Elr | 25) = (@ir* [ 2)) (3.16)
=(='D"* l =gy =(Z'F* ' =3 PC mode:
=='D*| Q3 =0, (3.7) EYR |23y =(nr | = (3.17)
PC mode: ) 2t | 25 =G| 2 - V2(EW° | 2D
(Z*D* |25 +(@*D° | Ep) +V2(Z'D* |25 =0. (3.8) =(ZiK°| %) (3.18)
Since all the decay amplitudes vanish in the PV V2= | 25 =(QK* | =3, (3.19)
mode, null asymmetries are indicated.”! Notice rgm | 2550 | s
EPE| 2y =V2(ZiK° | 23 . (3.20)

Here, also, there is null contribution to decays of
E3" and §; baryons in the s channel. 6* dominance
of the weak Hamiltonian leads to the following addi-
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TABLE TI. AC= AS decays of B(3). The contributions to the decay amplitudes are proportional to the tabulated num-

bers times cos?0..

t channel s channel u channel
6* 15 6* 15 6% 15
(no nonexotic
B(3) —~ B(8) + P(3%) state) bk B} Dk by B} By
E3—~x*D* 0 0 0 0 -1 -1 1 -1
E% — AD* 0 0 ~2/v6 -3/V6 0 -2/V6 0 V6
=+D" 0 0 2 1 1 -1 -1 -1
z'p* 0 0 —Z -1/v2 0 vz 0 vz
= Ot 0 0 2 -1 0 -1 1 1
o3 —= '+ 0 0 0 0 -1 -1 -1 1
(no nonexotic
B(3)—~ B(3*) + P(8) cd c C3x for s state)
2y — Bl 1 1 0 0 2 0
=y —AYKC -1 1 2 1 0 0
AR 0 0 - V2 1/V2 -7 0
'y 0 0 2/V6 3/V6 2/V6 0
Bt -1 -1 2 -1 0 0
Qy —EfK° 1 -1 0 0 2 0
. no nonexotic
B(3)—~B(6)+ P(8) di DL, sy D state D4
2§~ PR -1 1 0 0 0 0
Ein* 1/V2 1/VZ 0 0 0 vz
E3—~21K° 0 0 1 1 0 0
23K° -1/v2 1/V2 1/V2Z 1/v2 0 0
Ein’ 0 0 - 5 0 -1
E4n 0 0 -V3/2 -1/V3 0 1/V3
B 1/V2 1/VZ -1/V2 1/V2 0 0
Q%" 0 0 -1 1 0 0
Q3 ~51K° -1/v2 1/V2 0 0 0 vz
Qdr* 1 1 0 0 0 0
tional relations: OOV ’ )
for the PV mode:
— — 750 | = 10 +._0 "\ 15
VE(AT* ALY = VIR ALY, (3.21) =2(AK°|Z{% + V3@ 10 |A{) = (S| A,  (3.26)
— + —td\ /=0 +
AR = = (2 =), (3.22)  @'DED)=E"D[a)), (3.27)
(TR |2y = (0" | E3) 5 (3.23) V3(AD* | Ep +(2'D*|Ep =0, (3.28)
for the PC mode: CErrE) =~V3(E{n| =D, (3.29)
(PR | A= (a7 |E(%, (3.24) = |25 =K |=3), (3.30)
ER* Ay ==K | 5], (3.25) Byt |25 =(EK°| Q) , (3.31)
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TABLE III. A C= AS decays (%-’—-3- *+ 0 ') The contributions to the decay amplitudes are proportional to the tabulated

numbers times cos®6..

t channel s channel u channel
6* 15 6* 15 6% 15
no nonexotic no nonexotic
B(3*)— D(10)+ P(8) state e} E; Ej) state Egy Eq
AN 0 0 -1 1 % 0 0 0
*K" 0 0 -1/V3 1/v3 2/3V3 0 0 0
eyl 0 0 1/V6 -1/v6 . 4/3V6 0 0 . 2/V6
ZH 0 0 1/¥2 -1/v2 0 0 —2v2/3 —V2/3,
=l 0 0 1/V6 -1/v6 4/3V6 0 0 2/V6
Elp+ 0 0 1/v3 -1/v3 4/3v3 0 —2/¥3 0
Er— ¥R 0 0 0 0 0 0 2/V3 2/V3
R 0 0 0 0 0 0 -2/v3 -2/V3
B ZHK - 0 0 1/V3 1/V3 —4/3V3 0 2/v3 0
=HERD 0 0 1/V6 1/V6 —4/3V6 0 0 -2/V6
£ 0 0 0 -1/v6 -1/V6 —2/3V6 0 -2/V6 —2/V6
=xln 0 0 -1/vZ -1/v2 v2/3 0 —V2/3 v2/3
Exeqt 0 0 -1/ -1/ -2/3V3 0 0 0
QK* 0 0 -1 -1 - 0 0 0
not no nonexotic not not
B(3)— D(10)+ P(3*) allowed state allowed Fy allowed Fii Fy
E4—-Z¥D* 0 0 0 0 0 2/V8 2/V3
E 3= zxp° 0 0 0 2/V3 0 —2/V3 2/V3
=x0p+ 0 0 0 2/V6 0 0 4/V6
Ok b 0 0 0 2/V3 0 -2/V3 2/v3
Q 3—~E+p+ 0 0 0 0 0 2/V3 2/
(EPET| = = ~(QUK* | 23y = -2/V3(Ein | =3 () B&)~D@&) +P(07) (Table III).
0 (i) B(3% -D(10) +P(8). Since the {-channel
=-2(Zn°| E3) . (3.32)

B(3) - B(6) + P(8) decays are forbidden in the u
channel.

contributions vanish here, we expect the PV mode

- to be forbidden, indicating vanishing asymmetries.
If 6* dominance is assumed, these decays occur

TABLE IV. A C=AS decays of %", The contributions to the decay amplitudes are proportional to the tabulated num-

bers times cos®6.

t channel s channel u channel
6* 15 6% 15 6* 15
no nonexotic not ' no nonexotic not u not
— * *
D)=~ BE*)+ PE*) state allowed state allowed hy allowed
QuH—ED* 0 0 0 0 2 0
not no nonexotic no nonexotic not u
— * I
D)= B(6)+ P(3*) allowed state not allowed state allowed 3
QuH—E D+ 0 0 0 o 0 V2
- .t t no nonexotic  no nonexotic  no nonexotic  no nonexotic
Db1)— B@)+ P®) Tax Jax state state state state
QxH—E P K 1 1 0 0 0 0
Qir* -1 1 0 0 0 0
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through the s channel only.

(ii) B(3)~D(10) +P(3*) (Table II). Due to the
vanishing #-channel contributions, the PV mode is
suppressed. Therefore, null asymmetries are
indicated. Notice that these decays can occur }
through the H,é"’ component only. Therefore, sex-
tet dominance forbids these decays totally.??

(iii) B(3)-D(6) +P(8). These decays can be ob-
tained from the corresponding decays B(3) - B(6)
+ P(8) in Table (II) simply by replacing d and D
by g and G, respectively.

(c) D&)~BEF) +P(07.

(i) D(1)~B@&') +P(0) (Table IV). Q¥** can de-
cay to B(3*) and B(6) baryons through 6* and 15
spurions, respectively. Our analysis allows the
only possible decays Q¥** - E{*D*/EiD" to occur
through the # channel. The PV mode is suppres-
sed. Sextet dominance forbids Q¥** - E{D* decay
in the PC mode too.

(ii) D(1)~B(3) +P(8) (Table IV). This mode is
allowed in the ¢ channel alone thus indicating
vanishing asymmetries.

(d) D) ~-D@E) +P(07). The decay amplitudes
for the channels D(1) -~ D(6) + P(3*) and D(1) - D(3)
+ P(8) can be obtained from corresponding decay
amplitudes in D(1) - B(6) + P(3*) and D(1) - B(3)

+ P(8). Thus the results obtained for D(3*) - B(3*)
+ P(07) are regained.

B. AC=-1, AS=0 decay mode

(@ B&')-BE')+P(07).

(z) B(3%)-B(8)+P(8) (Table V). Here the PV
decays A{* - 2°K°|2°K*, E{* - pK®, E{°
~Z*17| pK™|nK°| 2°K° are forbidden.

(éi) B(3)~B(8) +P(3* (Table VI). The {-chan-
nel contributions vanish and so the asymmetries
are zero.

(iii) B(3) ~B(3*%) /B(6) +P(S8) (Table VI). E3*
decays are forbidden in the s channel. 6* dom-
inance forbids PC decays of %" in the B(3) — B(6)
+ P(8) mode.

®) B4)~DE) +P(07

(i) B(3*)-D(10) +P(@8) (Table VII). Similar to
the AC=AS mode, here also, vanishing #-channel
contributions forbid the decays in the PV mode.
Sextet dominance allows the decays to occur
through the s channel only.

(ii) B(3)-D(10) +P(3% (Table VII[). PV decays
do not occur due to null #-channel contribution.
Sextet dominance forbids these decays totally.%!

(iit) B(3)~D(6)+P(8). Decay amplitudes for
this mode can be obtained from B(3) — B(6) + P(8)
(Table II) by using appropriate reduced matrix
elements and =, - =¥, =, ~ =¥, and @, - QF.

(c) D&')~BE") +P(07).
(i) D(1) ~B(3*) /B(6) +P(3% (Table IX). QX*

decays arise only through the » channel. 6*
dominance forbids all the decays in the D(1)
- B(6) + P(3*) mode.

(ii) D(1)~B(3) +P(8) (Table IX). PC decays
of Q¥** in this mode are suppressed as the decays
in this mode are allowed only through the ¢ chan-
nel.

(@) D&')-DE') +P(07). Decay amplitudes for
this channel are obtainable from those in D(3*)
- B(3*) + P(0") (Table IX) by using the appropriate
reduced matrix elements. The results remain
unchanged.

Finally, we summarize that all the PV decays
of B(3) and B(3*) multiplets in the modes B(3)
— B(8) + P(3*), B(3) — D(10) + P(3*), and B(3%*)
- D(10) + P(8) are forbidden in our considerations.
We obtain null asymmetries for all the Q¥** de-
cays since D(1) - B(3*) + P(3*), D(1) -~ B(6) + P(3%),
and D(1) -~ D(6) + P(3*) are forbidden in the PV
mode and D(1) - B(3) + P(8) and D(1) - D(3) + P(8)
are forbidden in the PC mode. We have not dis-
cussed the weak decays of D(3) and D(6) charmed
multiplets as these are expected to be swamped by
stronger interactions. However, decay amplitudes
for the D(3) multiplet can be obtained from those
of B(3) baryons straightforwardly. Similarly,
vector-meson channels B(3*) -~ B(3*) + V(17),
B(z") - D(3") + V(17), D) - D(3*) + V(17), D(}")
—~B(3") + V(1") can be obtained from the corres-
ponding pseudoscalar-meson channels by follow-
ing the replacement P—V as

T~p,K~K*, D=D* F—~F* 1=V, and '~ V; .

IV. DISCUSSION

At present, the structure of the charm-changing
weak Hamiltonian is not clear. The conventional
GIM model fails to describe the weak hadronic
decays successfully. Even at the SU(3) level,
sextet dominance does not seem to be a good
assumption. Since SU(4) is expected to be badly
broken, we here employ SU(3) symmetry to study
the weak nonleptonic decays of charmed baryons
and isobars. In SU(3), the general Hamiltonian
belonging to 6* + 15 representations does not
yield useful information, due to a large number
of parameters. In order to obtain constraints
on the reduced matrix elements, we work in a
dynamical model where we consider the weak de-
cay B—~B’'+ P arising as an S+ B ~B’+ P scat-
tering process which is assumed to be dominated
by the nonexotic single-particle intermediate
states. The weak nonleptonic decays of baryons
including Q~ have been explained successfully in
such considerations.” In particular, this model
simultaneously explains octet dominance for
' ~3"+0 and AI=3 violation (25%) for @ - =7
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TABLE VI. AC=-<1, AS=0 decays of B(3). The contributions to the decay amplitudes are proportional to the tabu-
lated numbers times sinfcosf.. ’

t channel
6% 15 s channel u channel
no nonexotic no nonexotic 6% 1:;; 6% 15
B(3)— B(8)+ P(3%) state state bk By A bg B By
B pb * 0 0 0 0 1 1 -1 1
ZrR* 0 0 0 0 1 1 -1 1
Ey —pD 0 0 -2 -1 -1 1 1 1
nD* 0 0 -2 1 ! 0 2 0 -2
AF* 0 0 —4/V6 0 3/V6  -1/V6 3/v6  =3/V6
=0F*+ 0 0 0 vZ ~1/VZ  =1/V2 =1/V2 =3/V2
Qi —~AD* 0. 0 -2/6 3/ -3/V6 -1/6 -3/6 =3/V6
z+D° 0 0 -2 -1 -1 1 1 1
0D+ 0 0 vZ 1/V2 +1NZ -1/VZ 1/v2 -2
2R 0 0 -2 1 0 2 0 -2
no nonexotic
B(3)— B(3*)+ P(8) ciy Cly Cx G cs state
B At -1 -1 0 0 -2 0
EVK* -1 -1 0 0 -2 0
=3 Ay’ 1/V2 -1/vZ 0 -2 vz 0
Alfn -3/V6 3/V6 4/V6 0 -2/V& 0
E’1.+ 0 . 0 -2 -1 -2 0
EYK* 1 1 -2 1 0 0
Q3 —APE 0 0 -2 -1 -1 0
AP -1/V2 1/V2 V2 -1/V2 0 0
AL 3/V6 -3/V6 —-2/V6 -3/V6 4/V6 0
Bt 1 1 -2 1 0 0
1
no nonexotic
B(3)— B(6)+ P(8) dds Dy ds D state D
E— Tyl /42 -1/v2 0 0 0 0
= -3/V6 3/V6 0 0 0 0
Sint 1/V2 1/V2 0 0 0 vz
EiK* -1/V2 -1/vZ 0 0 0 V3
Ey =T 0 0 1 1 0 0
Sin® 3 - -1 0 0 -1
Zin —V3/2 Vv3/2 0 1/V3 0 1/48
=t 1 1 -1 1 0 0
By 0 0 1/v2 1/V2 0 —V2
2K -1/V2 -1/V2 -1/VZ 1/V2 0 0
1
Q3 ~ZYK- 0 0 -1 -1 0 0
K -0 0 -1/V2 -1/vZ 0 V2
= 0 1 1 1 1 0 0
By 2 -2 2 -2
Ein —/3/2 -V3/2 V3/2 0 0 2/V3
=t 1/v2 1/V2 1/v2 -1/v2 0 0
QK+ -1 -1 1 -1 0 0
decays. On extending these considerations to the B(3) -~ D(10) + P(3*), and B(3*) - D(10) + P(8) chan-
charm sector, we notice that the sextet domin- nels in the PV mode independent of the nature of
ance of the weak Hamiltonian does not follow as the weak current. Corresponding channel emit-
might be expected in the GIM model. The most ting vector mesons are also forbidden. For Q¥**

general Hamiltonian forbids B(3) - B(8) + P(3*), decays we obtain null asymmetry parameters for
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TABLE VIII. AC=-1, AS=0decays (& *--% *+07). The contributions to the decay amplitudes are proportional to the

tabulated numbers times sinfgcosfc.

t channel s.channel # channel
6* 15 6% 15 6* 15
not no nonexotic not not
B(3)— D(10)+ P(3%) allowed state allowed Fy allowed Fiy Fy
EH—~A+DO 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
A*D* 0 0 0 0 0 2/V3 —2/V3
SHHF* 0 0 0 0 0 -2/V3 —2/V3
Ey—~A*DO 0 0 0 2/V3 0 -2/V3 2/V3
A'D* 0 0 0 2/V3 0 0 4/V3
K+ 0 0 0 2/V6 0 -4/V6 0
Q *— Z¥*p0 0 0 0 -2/V3 0 2/V3 —2/V3
=Kp+ 0 0 0 —2/V6 0 4/V6 0
EHF+ 0 0 0 -2/V3 0 0 -4/

all the decays emitting pseudoscalar mesons or
vector mesons.

In an earlier work,?® two of us studied the struc-
ture of the SU(4) weak Hamiltonian. Using simi-
lar dynamical assumptions, GIM contributions are
shown to vanish?! for PV weak decays of baryons.
These decays could occur through 15, 45, 45%
representations.” At the SU(3) level, 45*, 45
reduce to 6* and 15 representations, respectively,
but 15 gives rise to the Hj, piece of the weak
Hamiltonian. In the presence of these admixtures,
decay amplitudes acquire additional terms. We

notice that the Cabibbo-enhanced mode (AC = AS)
does not get disturbed except that in addition to
coszec, other factors will be present. Therefore,
decay amplitude relations remain unaffected. For
the AC=-1, AS=0 mode, the PV decays forbid-
den in the GIM model remain forbidden. (This is
a consequence of the fact that these decays re-
quire exotic mesons to be exchanged in the ¢ chan-
nel.) Parity-conserving decays of Q¥** -~ B(3)

+ P(8) and Q¥** - D(3) + P(8), forbidden in the GIM
model, are allowed to appear in the s channel
through the H}, part of the weak Hamiltonian.

TABLE IX. AC=-1, AS=0 decays of &%™. The contributions to the decay amplitudes are
proportional to the tabulated numbers times sinfccosé.

t channel s channel u channel
6% 15 6% 15 6% 15
no nonexotic not no nonexotic not not
D(1)— B(3*)+ P(3%*) state allowed state allowed hg allowed
QuH— AD* 0 0 0 0 -2 0
EYF* 0 0 0 0 -2 0
not no nonexotic not no nonexotic not
D(1)— B(6)+ P(3) allowed state allowed state allowed I ;
Q¥— 2P0 0 0 0 0 0 0
ziD* 0 0 0 0 0 vz
E{F* 0 0 0 0 0 -2
. no nonexotic no nonexotic nononexotic no nonexotic
D)= B@B)+P@B)  jyx Jyx state state state state
Qer—EYrl  _1/V3 —1/V2 0 0 0 0
3 3/V6 3/ 0 0 0. 0
Eym?® -1 1 0 0 0 0
QiK* 1 -1 0 0 0 0
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APPENDIX

Reduced matrix elements for different modes are
defined as

@) B&)~BEF)+P(07)

(¢) B(3*)-~B(8) +P(8)

as =(8|8|my(m [6%|3%), m=8,,8,, 10%
A3 =(8|8|m)m |15 3%, m=8,,8,,10,27
al =(8[6|mym |8|3%), m=3*6,15%

At =(8|15%|m)(m [8(3%), m=3*6,155, 15
a* =(8|6|m)(m|8|3%), m=3%86,15%

A =(8|15*%|my(m |8]|3*%), m=3%6,15%,15%.
(it) B(3)-B(8)+P (3%

b =(8|3%|m)(m |6%|3), m=3% 15%

BS =(8|3*|m)m |15]3), m=6,15*

b =(3*|6|mym |83y, m=3,15

B! =(3*|15%|m)(m |8|3), m=6%,15

bh =(86|m){m|3|3), m=3%6

B =(8|15% |m){m |3]3), m=3%,6.

(iii) B(3)~B(3%) +P(8)

e =(3%|8|m)(m |6%]3), m=3%, 15

Cs =(3*|8|m)m|15|3), m=6,15*

ct =(8]6|m)m|3]3), m=3%6

Ct =(8|15*|m)(m|3|3), m=3*6

ct =(3*[6|m)m |8|3), m=3,15

C¥ =(3*|15%|m)m |8]3), m=6*15.
(iv) B(3)~B(6) +P(8)

ds =(68|mym |6%|3), m=3*%15%

DS =(6|8|m)m|15|3), m=6,15%,24

dt =(8|6|m)(m |6%|3), m=3% 15*

D} =(8|15% |m)(m |6*|3), m=3% 15¥, 15%
d% =(6|6|m)(m |8[3), m=6%,15
D;=(6}15*|m><m|8|3>, m=3,6%15.

(6) BE)~D($) +P(07)
(i) B(3%)-D(10) +P(8)

e5,=(10(8|m)(m|6*[3%, m =8

E3 =(10|8|m)(m |15|3%), m=8,10,27

e! =(8]6|m)(m|10*|3%), m=15%

E =(8[15*|m)(m [10%|3%), m =15¥, 15, T5’

e =(10|6|my(m |8|3%), m=15*%

E* =(10]15% |m)(m |8 |3%), m =3*6,15*.

(i) B(3)-D(10) +P(3%)

75, =(10|3%|m){m |6*|3), no intermediate state
F$=(10|3*|m)(m [15|3), m=6,24
Ft=(3%|6|m)(m|10*|3), no intermediate state
F! =(3%|15%|m)(m |10% |3), m =6%24*
f%=(10]6|m)m |3|3), no intermediate state
F¥ =(10|15* | m)(m |3|3), m=3%,6.

(¢ii) B(3)-D(6) +P(8). Reduced amplitudes for
this channel can be obtained from the corresponding
channel B(3) ~B(6) +P(8) by replacing d by g and
D by G.

(c) D& )~ B(G*) +P(07)

(1) D(1)~B(3*) +P(3%

hfn=<3*’3*[m)(m|6*(1>, m=6%*

HS =(3%|3*|m){m [15|1), no intermediate state
Rt =(3%|6|m)m|3|1), m=3

H! =(3*|15%|m)(m |3|1), no intermediate state
R =(3*[6|m)(m [3]|1), m=3

H" =(3*|15*|m)(m |3|1), no intermediate state.
(ii) D(1)~B(6) +P(3*)

i$=(6]3*|m)(m [6*|1), no intermediate state
I3 =(6|3*|m)(m [15 1), m=15

it =(3%|6|m)(m |6*|1), no intermediate state
It =(3%| 15% |m)(m | 6*| 1), m=6%

i* =(6|6|m)(m |3|1), no intermediate state

I =(68|15%|m)m |3|1), m=3.

(iii) D(1) -B(3) +P(8)

75 =(3|8[m)(m |6* 1), m=6*

JS =(3|8|m)ym |[15]1), m=15
jh=(8|68|m)m|3*|1), m=3*

JE =8 [15%|m)(m |3*|1), m=3*

j% =(3]6|m)m|8]1), m=8
JU=(3|15%|my(m [8]1), m=8.

@ D& }~D@*)+P(07). Reduced amplitudes for
this mode can be obtained from the corresponding
mode D(3*) ~B(3*) + P(07) by the following replace-
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ment:
(i) for D(1)-D(6) +P(3*), i—k, I~K and
(ii) for D(1)-D(3)+P(@8), j—1, J~L.

A superscript denotes the channel.

Nonexoticity of the intermediate states gives the
following constraints on the reduced matrix ele-
ments.

@+ 3" +0

(t) B(3*)~B(8) +P(8)

S gt —t —q¥ . =
ajox =ag=a’ x=aj;x=0,
=0
S _At_At L — At L A% . —AY .
A =Al=Al. =Al, =Al 4 =AY,
1 2

277476 15%
1 2

(ii) B(3)~B(8) +P(3%)
b3 =bh=bj, =0,
B =Bi*=B! =0.

(¢4i) B(3)~B(3%) +P(8)
cf5*=cé=c'1‘5=0 ’
C3,x=Cil=Cly=C% =0,

(¢v) B(3)~B(6)*+P(8)

Sox=disx=dgs=d} =0,

Df5*=D§4=Df5=r =D§5; =Dgx=D%=0.

®) %~ +0*
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(&) B(3*) - D(10) +P(8)
eisx=ef;=0, B =Elx=E}x=Ef,
=E%*=0.
(i7) B(3)~D(10) + P(3*%)
F§,=Fix=Ff 4=0.
(i33) B(3)~D(6) +P(8)
835x =815k =ge*=g15=0,
Gfs*zcgq:cisf:Gisz*:cs*zc';azo .
(©)F - +0
(1) D(1)-B(3*) + P(3%)
hix=ht{=0.
(ii) D(1)~B(6) + P(3%)
I3=15x=0.
(iii) D(1)~B(3) + P(8)
Jgx=Js=0, J35=J5=0.
(@)% ~%+0"
(1) D(1)~D(6) +P(3%)
K‘;5=Ké*=0.
(i) D(I1)~D(3)+P(8)
sx=1§=0, L$=L%=0.
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