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We present a general theory of leptonic decays which consistently incorporates the possibility of nonzero neutrino
masses and associated lepton mixing. We calculate the differential decay distribution d*I'/dE,d cos@ and the /,
polarization for “the” decay I, —v,,/,V,,, i.e., in general the incoherent sum of decays /,—v,1, 7, into all allowed mass ‘
eigenstates v; and v;. Expressions are also given for the average quantities <cosé > (E,), <cos6 > (integrated over
E,), <E,> (6), and <E, > for individual (/) decay modes and the observed sum. The total rate for massive-
neutrino modes is calculated for the relevant experimental cases. These results are applied to analyze what the
observable characteristics of massive neutrinos and leptor: mixing would be in leptonic /, decay. We show that
dT'/dE, would in general contain kinks at intermediate energies and carry out a search for these in existing u and 7
decay data. We further show that the conventional determination of the Lorentz structure of weak leptonic
couplings via measurement of the spectral parameters p, 77, £, and 8 is not applicable in the presence of massive
neutrinos and lepton mixing; a deviation of the observed parameters (with radiative corrections extracted) from their
conventional ¥ — A4 values could be caused either by non-(V — 4) Lorentz structure or by massive-neutrino decay
modes and lepton mixing. Thus, past measurements of the spectral parameters yield information only on the
combined effects of the underlying Lorentz structure of the couplings and on possible neutrino masses and mixing,
but not on either of these in isolation. The appropriate generalized formalism for the analysis of Lorentz structure in
leptonic decays is given, and a quantitative study is performed of the effects of neutrino masses and mixing on the
spectral parameters. We propose methods to distinguish between these effects and those due to possible non-(V — 4)
Lorentz structure; these methods can be applied in a reanalysis of old u and 7 decay data, and can serve as part of a
generalized framework for the analysis of forthcoming data. Within the context of the standard electroweak theory
we apply our results to existing data to obtain new upper bounds on the possible contributions of massive neutrino
modes. Finally, we determine the optimal ways in which, and the corresponding sensitivity with which, forthcoming
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experiments on x and 7 decay can search for massive neutrinos and lepton mixing.

I. INTRODUCTION

This is the second in a series of articles presen-
ting a general theory of weak proc/esses involving
neutrinos, which incorporates consistently the
possibility of nonzero neutrino masses and as-
sociated lepton mixing. The observations underly-
ing this theory have been stated previously2 and
discussed at length in paper I of the series.® In
this paper we shall construct a general theory of
pure leptonic decays of the form I,~v, L,V;,. As
before, we shall work within the context of the
standard SU(2), x U(1) electroweak gauge theory,*
appropriately generalized to allow for neutrino
masses and mixing,® and including » generations
of fermions. The lepton and/or Higgs sectors of
the theory are thus assumed to be expanded as
necessary to allow for Dirac and/or Majorana
neutrino masses as phenomenological possibili-
ties. In the present analysis we shall consider
massive Dirac neutrinos. Following the notation
of Refs. 1-3, we label the charged leptons as {I,}
={l,=e,l,=u,l,=7,...,1,} and the corresponding
weak-gauge-group eigenstates of the neutrinos as
{v,}. A far-reaching fact is that, in general ® in
the case of massive (nondegenerate) neutrinos,
the v, have no well-defined masses “m(v;,)”, but
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rather are linear combinations of the neutrino
mass eigenstates v;, i=1,...,n, as specified by
the unitary transformation

n
V,a=§ Uuvis (1.1)

where U is the lepton mixing matrix. For further
background and for the classification of neutrinos
according to whether they are in {ViL} or {Vi”} and
are dominantly or subdominantly coupled to a
given charged lepton /,, including the categories of
“light dominantly coupled” (LDC), “light subdomi-
nantly coupled” (LSC), and similarly for heavy
neutrinos (HDC and HSC), see Refs. 2 and 3.

The necessity of such a theory of weak processes
is obvious, since experiments can only set upper
bounds on neutrino masses but not show that any
one of them is exactly zero. To set these upper
limits, it is imperative to have a theory which
takes account of the effects of the lepton mixing
which is a general concomitant of these masses.
Indeed, existing experiments do not even rule out
a substantial mass <250 MeV, for at least one
neutrino, v,. Moreover, since the number of lep-
ton generations, #, is not known and could be
larger than 3. and since, regardless of the lower
limits that may be established on the mass of a
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fourth charged lepton, there are no such isolated
bounds (i.e., bounds which are essentially free of
mixing-angle dependence) on the mass of a v,,
> 4, there remains the very real possibility of
several neutrinos with considerable masses which
could occur, subdominantly coupled, in the de-
cays of light leptons and hadrons. The importance
of the general theory is obvious, since it shows!™3
that past direct searches for neutrino masses, via
nuclear and particle decays, were based on a tacit
assumption that the neutrino weak eigenstates
were also mass eigenstates in the massive as well
as the massless case, which assumption is in gen-
eral false. This assumption is evident in-the
standard conventional notation used in quoting
neutrino-mass limits; “m(v,)”, “m(v,)”, and
“m(v,)” are stated to be less than their respective
upper bounds, whereas in fact v,, v,, and v, have
no well-defined masses at all. The necessary re-
interpretation of these neutrino-mass limits was
given in Ref. 1. Realizing the presence and falsity
of the above tacit assumption, one sees that the
standard kinematic tests for neutrino masses rep-
resent only a fraction of the most general set of
tests and that they apply essentially only for the
dominantly coupled mass eigenstates in a given
decay. Thus, in Refs. 2 and 3 we proposed a new
class of tests for neutrino masses and mixing and
applied these to existing data to derive correlated
bounds on these quantities. Two of the most prom-
ising tests relied upon the leptonic decays of pseu-
doscalar mesons and upon nuclear 8 decays. The
former of these is especially sensitive and defini-
tive, since massive-neutrino decay modes would
yield monochromatic signals and could be enhanced
kinematically by huge factors as large as 10*-105,
From an observation of such decay modes, one
could determine individually the mass and weak
coupling coefficient of each neutrino involved.
Here we shall analyze the leptonic decay [,

-~ vy, b7y, Which in general consists of an incoher-
ent sum of the decays I,~v,;l,7; into all allowed
mass eigenstates v; and V;. Several interesting
questions arise in this analysis. What are the
energy and angular distributions for an individual
(¢,j) mode? How, then, is the total observed dif- ,
ferential distribution changed as a result of the

. presence of massive-neutrino decay modes and
concomitant lepton mixing? Which kinematic
quantities and which regions of phase space are
most sensitive to these heavy neutrino decays?
What is the comparative kinematic suppression

of different kinds of massive-neutrino modes?

In order to answer these questions, we shall cal-
culate the differential decay distribution d2I'/

dE,d cos@ for an individual (7,j) mode and for the
resulting sum over all such allowed modes.
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Further, we shall give expressions for the aver-
age quantities describing the energy and angle of
emission (relative to the polarization direction of
the parent lepton 7,) of the ,. Neutrino masses
and mixing will be shown to have little effect on
the [, polarization.

Historically, the analysis of the differential
distribution and related spectral parameters in u
and, later, 7 decay played a very important role
in establishing the V —A nature of the respective
weak couplings. However, we shall show that this
conventional determination is not applicable in a
general theory which admits neutrino masses and
mixing. Even if the relevant weak couplings '
should be precisely V —A, the observed effective
spectral parameters (after radiative corrections
are divided out) would not have their conventional
V -A values, viz., p=%, n=0, £=1, and 6=3.
Thus a deviation of the observed spectral para-
meters from the conventional V - A values could
be caused either by non-(V —A) Lorentz structure
o7 by massive-neutrino decay modes and lepton
mixing. Consequently, past measurements of the
spectral parameters yield information only on the
combined effects of the underlying Lorentz struc-
ture of the couplings and on possible neutrino mas-
ses and mixing, but not on either of these in iso-
lation. Strictly speaking, the observed agreement
of a given spectral parameter in u or T decay with
the V —A predictions (in the case of £*?, at the
20 level) cannot be taken, by itself, to imply that
the respective couplings are ¥V —A unless one has
proved that the effects of possible massive-neu-
trino decays are negligible to the requisite degree
of accuracy. We shall calculate precisely what
these effects are for each spectral parameter, as
a function of the relevant neutrino masses and
mixing coefficients. Further questions which
present themselves include the following. Given
our constraints®® on lepton mixing angles, how
important are neutrino-mass and mixing effects
for the four spectral parameters which have been
measured in g decay and for the one (p) which has
been measured in 7 decay? Are there any tests
that one can apply to past and future data to dis-
tinguish between the effects on spectral paramet-
ers due to possible non-(V —A) structure Lorentz
structure and those due to possible neutrino mas-
ses and lepton mixing? (Yes; we shall propose
such tests.) Can one analyze existing data on u
and 7 decay to derive useful correlated bounds on
the masses and coupling coefficients of heavy
neutrinos? (Yes.) Finally, how might the forth-
coming 7 and very-high-precision u-decay ex-
periments best search for the manifestations of
heavy neutrinos and, given their projected mea-
surement accuracies, how large an effect might
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they be able to detect? These questions will also
be answered as part of our general analysis.

For the aid of the reader we give below an out-
line of the remainder of this paper.

II. General theory of the decay I,~v; 7, .

A. Foundations.

B. General results on differential decay distri-
butions.

C. Total rates.

D. Characteristics of differential decay distri-
butions and average quantities.

E. Kinks in dT'/dE,.

F. Implications for effective spectral paramet-
ers and the determination of the Lorentz structure
of weak couplings.

G. The [, polarization.

II. GENERAL THEORY OF THE DECAY
Iy = v, lpvr,

A. Foundations

As was pointed out in Refs. 2 and 3, and is indi-
cated symbolically in Fig. 1, in a general theory
which admits the possibility of nonzero neutrino
masses and associated lepton mixing, a leptonic
decay of the form [,~v, [,V; really consists of
the separate and incoherent decays I,—~v;lV,,
where ¢ and j each run from 1 to n, as allowed by
phase space. The relative strength of each of
these modes is determined by a coupling coeffi-
cient |U*;U,,|? and by a kinematic factor depend-
ing on the relevant particle masses. At present
there are three known examples of this type of de-
cay, namely p-~v, ev,,” and 7~ V,lbi,b, L=e,ut
One may recall the nomenclature introduced in
paper I, Sec. II, for the classification of these
leptonic decays: for a given set of decays [,
= v 7y, the specific decay [,~v,l,v; will be
labeled as the (v;,7;) or simply (i,7)th mode.
Following a convention used before for a general
weak decay of a fermion,® we shall denote the set
of final-state masses in the decay [,~v,;l,V; as
(my,my,mg)=(m(v;),mv,),m,), where m,=m,,.
We shall refer to a mode as HSC if v; or v, is an
HSC neutrino (or if both are). More precisely, in
W decay the (i,7)th mode may be any of nine gener-
ic types, depending on whether v; is an LDC,
LSC, or HSC neutrino in this decay, and similarly
with 7,.2° These will be labeled as (LDC,LDC),

4y
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FIG. 1. General structure of “the” decay I,~v; [, 7y,.
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(LDC,HSC), and so forth for the other six types.
The defining conditions for these types are obvious
generalizations of the ones which applied to M,,
decay, where M denotes a pseudoscalar meson.
For the charge-conjugate decay I,~ 7, l,v, we
shall use the convention of labeling the I,~vy,
decay as the (7;,v,) or (,7)th mode. Given our
definition of the sets {v, }and {viy}, for leptonic

T decay there are actually 12-possible generic de-
cay types: the 9 discussed before and, in addition,
the types (HDC,LDC), (HDC,LSC), and (HDC,
HSC).'® One cannot experimentally distinguish the
spectra of the modes involving only light (anti)
neutrinos from the corresponding spectra involving
massless neutrinos. (This was the reason for in-
troducing the classification of the v, into {v i } and
{V, } sets.) Consequently, the modes which are of
primary interest as indicators of neutrino masses
and mixing are of the types (LDC,HSC), (HSC,
LDC), and, in the case of 7 decay, also (HDC,
LDC) and (HDC,HSC).

Muon decay has been well studied with very-
high-precision, high-statistics experiments. A
sizable amount of data has also been taken and
analyzed on leptonic 7 decay. Moreover, these
decays have the merit that they are free of had-
ronic complications, and hence, for example, one
can unambiguously calculate radiative corrections
to the spectrum and rate. Given these advantage-
ous features of [,~ ll,al,,ﬁ,b decays, one is naturally
led to investigate these decays to ascertain what
information they could provide on possible neutrino
masses and lepton mixing. Unfortunately, how-
ever, they do have several disadvantages in com-
parison with 7,, and K, decays. First, since the
final state consists of three particles, the spectral
distribution in the momentum and asymmetry
angle of the /; is continuous, and there is no mo-
nochromatic signal of the massive neutrinos.

The observed distribution and rate are due to all
of the modes (i,j) which are allowed by phase
space to be present, and one cannot in general
study any one of these modes in isolation, much
less determine an individual m(v;) and |U| or
m(v,) and IU,,,I . For instance, even if one ob-
served a secondary incremental addition to the
dominant light-neutrino spectrum which had an
end-point energy (in units where m,=1)

(Bl (v), m( ), my)= {1+ my? = [m(w )+ m )T},
(2.1)

it is clear from Eq. (2.1) that, strictly speaking,
this would not determine m(v;) or m(v,) separate-
ly. It is true that in u decay, if the relative
strength of the HSC mode were sufficiently large,
one could argue indirectly that this mode must be
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of the type (LDC,HSC) or (HSC,LDC), so that a
measurement of (B, )ue(m(v;), m(v;),m,) would
effectively determine m(vygo). However, this ar-
gument could only be applied over certain ranges
of m(vygc) Where one has upper limits on the rele-
vant mixing-matrix coefficients from the M,, test
and branching-ratio constraints, and it would be
indirect. Furthermore, one would still not know
whether the HSC (anti)neutrino was v; or ¥, and
hence whether the coupling coefficient was

|U % 1oc 1 Usyasc s 2 |Up,nsc 5| or |U % psc

Us,oc 512~ |Ugusc:|?- The situation is more en-
couraging in 7 decay since, given the present
mass limit on v, (see Refs. 1-3), the decay mode
with the greatest strength could be (HDC,LDC),
i.e., could already involve a neutrino of substantial
mass. Indeed,' it was precisely from an analysis
of the electron momentum distribution in 7 decay
that this limit was derived. With more extensive
7T decay data it will presumably be possible to re-
duce this upper limit on the mass of a hypothetical
HDC v;. Because of this HDC possibility, how-
ever, it will be commensurately more complicated
to try to search for any HSC contribution (due,

for example, to a hypothetical v,, etc.) in leptonic
7 decay. Moreover, one disadvantage of the [,

—= v, Ly, decays as a probe for massive neutrinos
is that, as a consequence of the three-body nature
of the final state, a mode involving neutrinos with
masses m(v; or v,)K m,, is kinematically sup-
pressed, independently of the concomitant mixing-
angle suppression which is necessarily present in
i decay and also for HSC modes in 7 decay. Thus,
for example, whereas in M,, decay an HSC v;
mode might be enhanced by a relative kinematic
rate factor p(6¥,54)~10°-10°, the opposite and
more normal situation obtains in 7,-v; [y, de-
cay. We shall make this statement more quantita-
tive shortly.

Thus, if HSC neutrinos exist, a definitive proof,
via particle decays, of this fact will probably rely
upon the discovery of the resultant additional
peak(s) in the I, spectrum in M, , decay. However,
it is certainly worthwhile to analyze the character-
istics of I,~v, [,7;, decay in the general context of
massive neutrinos and lepton mixing, especially in
view of its cleanliness and the existing high-pre-
cision data on u decay (and prospects of even more
precise measurements at the meson factories
SIN, LAMPF, and TRIUMF). Moreover, although
the primary emphasis of our work has been on
tests for HSC neutrinos, it should be recalled that
one can use leptonic [, decay to search for, and
set bounds on, the masses of the HDC (anti)neu-
trinos emitted. The methods for doing this are
well known, and although they relied upon the in-
correct identification of neutrino gauge-group and
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mass eigenstates, the effects of this are only
slight for the decay modes in which both v; and 7,
are dominantly coupled.!”® One might stress that,
in contrast to the use of M, decays to set an upper
bound on “m(v,b)”, the use of leptonic I, decays to
set upper limits on DC neutrino masses is always
a two-step process. As the test has been applied
in the past, the fact has been used (implicitly)
that the existing upper limit on “m(v,,)” was much
lower than the upper limit that could be placed on
“m(v,,)”. If this had not been true, then, for ex-
ample, from the measurement of (E, )y, One
would only have obtained an upper limit on
[“m(v;,)” +“m(v,)’] but neither mass individually.
Given this fact, experimentalists have then used a
measurement of (E,),,, in 4 decay,'! and the shape
of the electron spectrum, with the Michel parame-
ter p assumed to equal § exactly in7 decay,'® 3 to set
respective upper limits on “m(v, )’ and “m(v,)”.**
As discussed in Refs. 1-3, these can be reinter-
preted to yield, with only slight mixing-angle de-
pendence, corresponding limits on m(v,) and
m(v,), respectively. For u decay this approach
gave the upper bound" “m(v,)”<2.5 MeV (no con-
fidence level cited), which is very good, although
not as stringent as the best limit obtained from
m,, decay,” “m(v,)’<0.57 MeV (90% C.L.). The
corresponding upper limit'® “m (v, )’ < 250 MeV
(90% CL) has recently been slightly improved by
another upper bound derived from an analysis of
T-v,T decay, viz., “m(v,)’ <245 MeV (20 level).**
Thus, there still remains the exciting possibility
of observing in T decay a full strength, dominantly
coupled neutrino v,, with quite substantial mass.
This would become an especially urgent task if an
experiment which applies our M,, test should dis-
cover an HSC v; peak in the spectra of one or
more of the 7, and K, decays corresponding to a
mass m(v;) which is large enough for its kinematic
effects to be observable in T decay. If there are
n=3 generations of fermions, then such an HSC
peak could only be due to the decay M* - %) so
that one is guaranteed to be able to see its effects
unsuppressed by small mixing angles in the de-
cays T—vzev, and T~y uv,. If n>3, then the hy-
pothetical HSC v; peak discovered in M,;, decay
might be due to v, or to v,;,,; in the latter case it
would again be an HSC neutrino in 7 decay. How-
ever, the HSC coupling coefficient which modulates
the strength of the decays T~v v ,, |U% Uy, |2

=~ |U,;|? might not be overly small for some i> 3,
such as i=4.

Because of the primary role of M, decay in the
search for HSC neutrinos, we treated the Lorentz
structure of the relevant amplitude in complete
generality in paper I. However, it seems pre-
mature to carry out the analogous calculations for
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l,~ v,albﬁ,b decay, and consequently, we shall as-
sume here that the charged-current couplings are
V —-A. After analyzing the theoretical aspects of
leptonic decays, we shall briefly discuss the ap-
plication of our results to existing data to derive
correlated bounds on neutrino masses and mixing.

B. General results on differential decay distributions

We proceed to state our results for [, leptonic
decays in the general context of nonzero neutrino
masses and lepton mixing. Only very massive
and/or slowly moving outgoing (anti)neutrinos
would be likely to decay within the experimental
detector. Hence, with this exception, to be dis-
cussed later, the experimentally measurable
quantities are generically the same as in the con-
ventional /, leptonic decay, although now the final-
state quantities have independent values for each
of the (¢,7) modes. These quantities are the parent
lepton polarization P ® E(E,ﬁ), the momentum of the
outgoing charged lepton B, =p;,, and hence also the
angle of emission of the [, relative to parent-lep-
ton-polarization direction P,a,

§=cos™(§,P,), (2.2)

and finally, the [, polarization 'f’,b. More speci-
fically, in u decay, especially with the advent of
meson factories at SIN, LAMPF, and TRIUMF, one
can produce a beam of highly polarized muons and
can measure all of the final-state quantities men-
tioned above with great precision and statistical
accuracy. In the case of the 7, the situation is

arr
dE,d cos@

Here

(Ea= v 5755 L= Pl )= Tolmd) [U 200, * 5oy

more difficult. Since it is produced via the reac-
tion e*e”— 77", at center-of-mass energies Vs
not »>2m,, at least for the existing data from
which 7 decay properties were inferred, and since
the 7 lifetime is quite short, ~10™*3 sec, it has not
so far been possible to observe the T track direct-
ly. Owing to the fact that in the leptonic decay un-
der consideration here one thus only observes the
outgoing e or W, it is not possible, on an event-by-
event basis, to reconstruct 5, and hence the kine-
matics of the decay. If, as is true of a substantial
amount of 7 decay data, (Vs —2m,)/(2m,)=<1, so
that the 7 is relatively slowly moving, then the
severity of this reconstruction problem is reduced
somewhat. Concerning the initial 7 polarization,
because of the time-dependent buildup of trans-
verse e* and e~ beam polarizations (relative to the
plane of the storage ring), the 7 may have a
longitudinal polarization without any violation of
parity in its production. Given a knowledge of the
beam polarization, one could predict '13,* as a
function of V's and f,. It is true that one can still
perform a search for HSC, and, more excitingly,
HDC modes in 7 decay data using appropriate
Monte Carlo simulation methods. But clearly it
is not possible at the present time to achieve the
same degree of control over the parent lepton
polarization or to reconstruct the decay kinema-
tics as accurately in 7, as in u, decay.

The general expression for P,b will be given be-
low; assuming that one does not measure the [,
polarization, the differential decay distributions
for the decay I,~v;l,V; and its charge conjugate
can be written as

2 (+)
L3 (E,,,cose; m(v;)’w_,z’r_n_b)' (2.3)
md ma ma
(2.4)
(2.5)

where g is the gauge coupling of the SU(2), factor group in the electroweak SU(2), x U(1) gauge group, as
in Eq. (4.4) of paper 1. T'; represents the total rate to lowest order, in the case where m,=0 and m(v,)
=m(v,;)=0Vi,j. As was noted in paper I, G, is not the “usual” muon decay constant, G, = G§P***™ and

the difference is not just the standard kinematic correction factor for the nonzero electron mass. This
matter will be dealt with more fully later. The reduced differential decay distribution dzf/dE,,d cos@ is
normalized such that, when integrated to yield a rate, it gives unity if all of the masses of the final-state
particles vanish. By the usual application of the theorems on homogeneous functions, it follows that
dzf‘*’/dE,,d cosé depends only on the ratios of each of the masses of the final-state particles to the parent
lepton mass. Accordingly, in our analysis of this function, we shall use units in which m,=1. The re-
duced differential distribution can conveniently be written in terms of the momentum transfer Q2 to the
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neutrino-antineutrino pair, where
Q%*=1-2E,+m,?,

dz'f(*)
dE,d cos@

where
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(2.6)

(E,,cos0; m(v,),m(v,),m,)=f(E,; mv,),m(v,),m,)+ :I'ls,a]cosefs(E,,;'m(v,-),m(v,),m,,) ,  (2.7)

t=x1 for I}, (2.8)

fl(Eb; m(yi)’m(vj)’mb)= A1/2(13Q27”nb2){2Q 2(1 + mbz _Qz)AiJ+ [(l - mb2)2 'Q4]Bu} ’ (2-9)

f,(Eb', m(Vi),m(Vj),mb)=7\(17Q2;mb2)[2QzAu -1 _mbz -QZ)B.';] ’ (2.10)
and

< 2 2

A”.:xs/z(l’ "?(5;) ,___L_mga) ) (2.11)

e, P MOy me e (me =i Y] a2
In these formulas we use the standard kinematic function

Ax,y,2)=x2+9%+22 = 2(xy +y2 +2x) . (2.13)

The functions f, and f,, and hence the full reduced differential decay distribution, dzf“’/dEbd cosf, have

the symmetry property

fl's(Eb;m17m2’mb)=f1,s(Eb;mzymlamb)’ (2.14)
dz_f(*) dzf(f)
dE,dcose(E‘”cose’ m“mz’mb)—dE,,dcose(E"’cose’ My, My, M) . (2.15)

Although in the V —A case considered here the de-
cay amplitude is symmetric under the interchange
l,~v; by a Fierz identity, this symmetry is nct

present in d2T'® /dE,d cos@, because one has picked

out the energy and angle of the [, while integrating
over the analogous quantities for v;. However,
when one finally integrates over cosf and E, to
obtain the total reduced rate for the (7,7) mode,
this symmetry is restored. Combining this result

2.0

Mq

FIG. 2. The function f{(Ey/mg: m(vy)/mg, mv;)/m,,
my/m,) for the case where m (v;)=m,=0 (or <m,), but
m(v,) is substantial. This function and all other quanti-
ties shown in these figures are symmetric under the
interchange m (v;)==m(v;). In this figure and Fig. 3 the
m, dependence is rendered explicit, but thereafter the
units are chosen such that m,=1.

"with Eq. (2.14), it follows that the total reduced
rate D(m(v;), m(v,), m,) is a completely sym-
metric function of its three arguments:

r(ml1mz’m3)=f(mf(l)’mv(2)imf(3)) ’ (2.16)

where 7 is an automorphism of Z,.

Thus, the LDC (and any LSC) modes, with
m(v;, ;)< 1 and also, given our definition of the
sets {viL} and {V,H}, m(vy,;)?< m,?, are described
to a very good approximation by the functions

""4‘\\;\ i |
-
£, mx) T I
p . My N\ i
fS fs(m_u._m.a_,o,o) N /
0 — /
S M) o Jo2 —— — "
mq 0.4 --—- T
0.6 oo
_2 1 1 1 1 _2
0 o.l 0.2 0.3 0.4 05
Ep
Mg

FIG. 3. Same as Fig.

2 but for the function f.



fi(E,;0,0,m,)=8(E,% - b)/?[-4E,2+ 3(1+ b)E, — 2b]

(2.17)
and

fo(Ey; 0,0,m,)=8(E,2 —b)(1 - 4E, + 3b), (2.18)
where

b=m,?. (2.19)

These functions are plotted as the curves labeled
(a) in Figs. 2 and 3, respectively, for the realistic
case in which m,?< 1, a condition which obtains in
both u decay and the two leptonic 7 decays. It is
useful to recall some characteristics of the be-
havior of these functions as a background for ana-
lyzing the effects of neutrinos of non-negligible
mass. Although all of these characteristics are
easily derived from the well-known formulas
(2.17) and (2.18), we record them here because
they will be useful for our later discussion. As
E, increases from m, to (1+b)/2, f, increases
from 0 to

f1max(0’0’mb)=2(1—b)3- (2.20)

The function f, increases from 0 to a maximum at
(By)s,max (0,0,72,)= 35 [1+ 3b+ (1+ 54b+ 952)*2]
~14+3p for b1, (2.21)
where it is equal to
Fomax(0,0,m,)= A[(1+3b)(1 — 1380 + 9b?)
+ (1+ 54b + 962)*2]
~2Z-2p for b<<1. (2.22)
It then decreases, passing through 0 at

_1+3b

(Eb)f3=o(0:0:mb)" 2 (2.23)

and reaching the end-point value
FLEY) paxs 0,0,m0,)=Ff i (0,0,m;)
=-2(1-b)
= = f((Ey)max; 0,0,m,) .
(2.24)

The equality in Eq. (2.24) relating f, and f, is, of
course, no accident; its implications for the
search for the effects of massive-neutrino decay
modes will be explored further below. In u decay,
for which one has the greatest amount of high-pre-
cision data, b=m,2/m,?=2.3x 1075, so that the
O(b) corrections are extremely small.

In order to display the effects of massive (anti)
neutrinos on the double-differential distribution,
we show in curves (b)—(d) of Figs. 2 and 3 the
functions f, and f, in the case of primary interest,
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where either v; or 7; has a substantial mass, the
other is light, and, independently, m,2<« 1. This
case is described to high accuracy by the func-
tions f, ((E,; m,0,0)=f, (E;; 0,m,0). In terms of
the convenient variable

a=m?, (2.25)
we have
fi(By; m,0,0)=8E,%(1 - 2E,)%(1 - 2E, —a)?
X [8E,2~2(5+a)E,+ 3(1+a)]
(2.26)
and
fo(Ey; m,0,0)=8E,*(1 - 2E,)%(1-2E, —a)®
x [8E,2-2(3+a)E,+1 —a].
(2.27)
One can observe first that as m={m(v;) or m(v,)}
increases, the physical region is commensurately
reduced in accordance with Eq. (2.1). As is evi-

dent in Fig. 2, for m(v; ,;)# 0, f, reaches a maxi-
mum at an intermediate value of the [, energy

(By)s max(m, 0,0)= (1_-2&> _

(2.28)
Although special values (E,){m(v;), m(v,),0) such
as this necessarily approach zero as m=m(v;)
+m(v;)~1, it is useful to define the ratios

(Eb)s(m(vi))m(vl)y 0)
(Eb)max(m(vi)’m(vj); 0) ’

(2.29)

E,)m@,),mv,),0)=

where s denotes a generic special value, and the
denominator is given by Eq. (2.1); these usually
have nonzero limits as m - 1. In the case at hand

= 1
(Eb)flmax(myo;o)‘ 1+m (230)
At the value of E, given in Eq. (2.28)
Frmax (1,0,0)=2(1 =m)*(1+ 4m + m?) . (2.31)

Note that for m < 1, the reduction in f, ., is actu-
ally second order in m. For f,, as m increases
from zero, the position of the maximum and zero
shift downward, and there appears a minimum at
a value of E, < (E,)nx- The position of the zero
becomes

() -o(m,0,0)=5[3+a—(1+14a+ a®)t/2] (2.32)

The analytic expressions for the positions of the
maximum and minimum are rather complicated.
Let us define the auxiliary functions
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1

w,

{(%8)[1 e

1/3
-1 =-a)(1+ 52 a+a?/?

’

(2.33a)

we= [y + 5+ ¥ a+ (at, 2, (2.330)

We= —w, + %+ 2a - (Law,™?, (2.33c)

and |

a’r
dE,dcosf

(Eb’ COSQ; lﬂ‘. V’albv’b) - Fo(ma) ; IU;kiUij IZW

wy= 3wy + 1k (1+6a+18a%w, *]'/2.  (2.33d)
Then

(Eb)fsmax(m,o, 0)=-w, —sw,+ 3 (2.33e)
and

(Bt min 750,0) =0, =3, + 75 . (2.331)

The total differential decay distribution for “the”
decay ,~ v L7y, 1.e., the set of (¢,7) decays
l,~v;1,V;, is then

a’T

(E,, cos0; 1~ v;1,7,), (2.34)

where the sum runs over all (,7) modes allowed by phase space (henceforth, this will be implicit), and

similarly for the charge-conjugate decay. Hence,

-\ sV m(vy) my
(g ~v,1,7,,) Po(ma);an*ile r(——ma ,—Lm“ ) (2.35)

Stated in words, given that one detects only the 7,
the differential distribution and total rate repre-
sent a sum of all the specific (,7) modes allowed
by phase space. The sum is, of course, incoher-
ent, since the actual final states are different, al-
though the observed particle is the same. Equa-
tions (2.34) and (2.35) also apply in the case where
a heavy v; and/or v, decay(s), if one integrates
over the additional observables describing the
(anti)neutrino decay products. This has profound
implications for the meaning of the observed u
decay constant G, and the predicted value of the
W-boson mass m,, which is calculated using this
constant as an input. These will be discussed
later.

Apart from the possible HDC decay 7—v,l,v,.,
(and, strictly speaking, also u—v,e7,),'° together
with similar decays of hypothetical 7,, a=> 4, the
massive-neutrino decay modes are constrained to
be HSC and hence yield small additions to the LDC
channels(s). Thus, in determining the effects of
the HSC modes, as part of the general theory of
weak decays involving neutrinos and as a frame-
work for a generalized analysis of the relevant
data, it is necessary to take into account the order-
a corrections to the DC mode(s), since these
may be comparab.e to the lowest-order rates for
the HSC decays. These corrections can be di-
vided into two types: (1) pure electromagnetic,
including virtual and real photons, and (2) electro-
weak, excluding (1). The pure electromagnetic
corrections to the spectrum and rate for u decay
were calculated long ago in the local V- A theory,
assuming that m(v,) =m(v,) =0 (Ref. 16); to leading

order in m,%/my?, with the same assumption con-
cerning neutrino masses, these apply again in tke
present electroweak gauge theory. One-loop
electroweak corrections to the total u decay rate
have been analyzed by a number of authors.?:19
An important simplification is that, to leading
order in m,%/m,?, the full amplitude has the same
Dirac form as the tree-level amplitude; i.e., the
correction just amounts to an overall multiplica-
tive factor in the amplitude.?® This means that it
changes the rate, but not the normalized differen-
tial distribution, in contrast to the pure electro-
magnetic correction, which changes both. With
the same assumptions and obvious changes in
masses, the calculations of Refs. 17-19 also ap-
ply to leptonic 7 decays. Hence, in our discussion
of the differential distributions, it is only neces-
sary to include the pure electromagnetic correc-
tions to the DC modes. Moreover, concerning the
order-« corrections, in u decays, terms of order
(a/m)(m,2/m,?) and («/mMm(vype ; o ;)*/m,? are
negligible relative to those of order («/7). The
analog is also true, albeit to a lesser extent, in
leptonic 7 decay. Thus, to a good approximation,
especially in u decay, one can use the order-uw
correction, evaluated dropping m,f/maz, and, we
note, also m(vypc ; o 5)%/m,* terms, except, in
the former case, for In(m,/m,) terms where this
would lead to infrared divergences. Analytically,

a a\?
B (ge)rieo((2))

where the superscript (¢) denotes “corrected”,
and f{°)=f,  can be read off from Egs. (2.6)(2.13).

(2.36)
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In the only case where these order-« corrections
must be included, viz., that in which v; and v, are
LDC (anti)neutrinos, Eq. (2.19) can be approxi-
mated as

f(C)(Eb, m(V ) m(V ) mb) "f(o) b,m(Vi),'Wl(Vj),mb)

( )fEZ)(Eb’ 0’ 0! "y, < 1) )

(2.37)

where the funct10nf12>(Eb, 0,0,m,) and, for m,/m,
« 1, the function f3X(E,; 0, 0 m /m,z «1), were
calculated in Ref. 16. Qualitatively, fi”(Eb,O 0,m,
<« 1) is positive for E, < 0.335 and negative for
larger values of E,, so that (Eb)fic)max(o, 0,m,<<1)
is sllghtly smaller than (E,), . (0,0,m,<1). More-
over, f1 l0,0,m, <1)<f, . (0,0,m,<<1). The
correctlonf(z)(Eb,O 0,m,<< 1) is negative for

E,< 0.405 and positive for larger E,, so that

(E D5 Omar 0,0,m, << 1), Fi (0,0,m,<<1), and

(E, ) (c) -o(0,0,m, << 1) are all slightly smaller than
the1r lowest-order counterparts, which can be

d:r
dE,d cosf

")

+ CZ: IUa)zkiUw‘z(fl'*'é' I:p.xalCOSGfs)] ,
SCi,j

where the DC sum must include, but is not neces-
sarily limited to, the term i=qa, b=j, the argu-
ments of the functions f, ; are left implicit; and
the proportionality rather than equality relation
applies because, for the reason given above, we
have not included corrections of type (2). These
will be incorporated in our later discussion of
G,, my, and my.

C. Total rates

Let us next present expressions for the reduced
rates for the decays of interest and subsequently
analyze the features of the differential decay dis-
tributions. As will be obvious, unless otherwise
noted, the expressions are accurate to lowest or-
der in a. For analytical purposes it is again use-
ful to deal with these quantities individually for
given (¢,7) decay modes in order to describe the
effects of massive (anti)neutrinos. We will later
use the results in the treatment of the actual ob-
served distribution and rate which, as was stressed
above, are sums of all of the allowed modes [ex-
cept for any modes where one detects the decay(s)
of one or both of the final-state (anti)neutrinos].
If all of the final-state-lepton masses are non-

I —
zero, the reduced rate T(m(v,), m(v,),

read off from Eqs. (2.21)~(2.23). These facts will
be useful for our later analysis of the effects of
HSC decay modes. Note that there is an apparent
infrared divergence in both f{?) and f(32> at E,

=(E,) nax- This would be important for the differen-
tial distribution, were it not for the fact that when
one properly sums multiple soft-photon emission
to all orders in «, the apparently divergent term
actually exponentiates into a form which vanishes
as E,~(E,)na->> The full order-a pure electro-
magnetic correctionsf(z’(Eb, m(v;), m(v,),m,) have
not, to our knowledge, been calculated; however,
they are not of immediate interest, because (1)

as explained before, for all known [, decays, in the
case of (L or HDC modes these functions are very
well approximated by fifi(Eb; 0,0,m,<<1); and (2)
for HSC decay modes, where m(v; . ,)*/m,* might
not be «<1, the order-a corrections to the tree-
level decay rates are second order in small quan-
tities (@ and |U%U |2, HSC i or j) and hence are
negligible to this 1evel of accuracy. Thus, with
radiative corrections of type (1) included where
necessary, Eq. (2.34) can be written as

(G=v, L7, =7 Ly, ) & Fo(ma)[D:L: | UK U, | %78 +£| B, |cosor ()

(2.38)

m,) can be
expressed in terms of elliptic integrals. However,
the analytic result is not particularly enlightening,
and for the purpose of numerical evaluation it is
simpler to use the integral representation directly.
Moreover, since we are primarily interested here
in the characteristics of I, decays involving (anti)
neutrinos with masses m(v;) or m(v;) not <my,,

and since m,* <<m,* for u and both leptonic 7 de-
cays,?? it follows that for most of our discussion we
shall only need expressions for T where one of the
final-state masses is negligibly small. It is ob-
vious that, other things (such as the degree of U
suppression) being comparable, the decays with
mv; o J)§é m, are of greatest interest, because
the effects of massive neutrinos would be essen-
tially undetectable if m(v; ;) <<m,. Accordingly,
although most of our results, such as Egs. (2.7)-
(2.12) and the consequent total rate, are completely
general, we shall concentrate on this case here.

If one of the final-state masses is zero or much
smaller than the other two, then the rate takes

a reasonably simple form. Because of the symme-
try property (2.16) we can, with no loss of general-
ity, choose m;=0. The same property also implies
that T(m,, m,, 0) can be expressed as a function of
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the variables (m, +m,) and |m, —m,|. Since most
terms in the reduced rate depend only on the
squares of these masses, it is convenient to intro-
duce the variables

a;=m?, i=1,2. (2.39)
Further, we define the equivalent variables

s=a, +a, (2.40)
and

D=(a - a)* (2.41)
and the functions

r(u, s, D) =(u® - 2us + D)*/?, (2.42a)

s, D)=3(s? = D)2 =m,m,, (2.42b)

Ly(u,s,D) zln(%ﬁ) , (2.432)
and

Ly, s, D) sln(S“‘Dz‘ufZ:’zg”’s’D)>. (2.43b)

(In the present case, u =1: the functional depen-
dence on y will be used in its full generality later.)

l ~ T T e T T T T T

N (a) O

C (b) 0.2
- m(Vj) = (¢) 0.4
r (d) 0.8

[ T N B W S

(e) 0.8

T'(m(y;),m(»),0)

Lo gl

m(ui)

FIG. 4. The reduced rate f‘(m(v,), m(v;), 0)for lep-
tonic I, decay as a function of m (v;) for various values of
m(v;). This function is applicable to the case m,,2 <1
which obtains in the known [, decays.
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Then

T(my,my,0) =3[2 — 3s® = s2+(5D — 14)s — 13D]
x#(1,s,D)- 3[s*- 2(D+2)s*+D? - 4D]
XL,(1,s,D)+12sD*2L(1,s,D) . (2.44)

Alternatively, the reduced rate can, of course, be
expressed directly in terms of the variables q,
and a@,. This does not significantly shorten the
results as a whole; however, the coefficient of the
first In term takes the simpler form 12(a,*+ a,”
—2¢,%a,?). The function T(m,,m,,0) decreases
rapidly from 1 to 0 as the quantity (m, +m,) in-
creases from 0 to 1. We plot this function in Fig.
4 for the case of primary interest here, where
m,?<<1, and m, and m, represent the masses of
the heavy (anti)neutrinos emitted in 7, decay; i.e.,
we plot T(m(v;),m(v,),0). This graph shows that
leptonic [, decays involving one or two neutrinos
with masses m(ui'j)éé 1 are severely suppressed
kinematically. This is, of course, the normal
situation; the fact that massive-neutrino modes
were essentially unsuppressed until m(v;) ap-
proached m(v;),,, in 7,, decay and were enhanced
significantly in K, decay and drastically in M,
decays relied upon the very special dynamical
suppression of the corresponding decays into light
or massless neutrinos. In using the curves of
Fig. 4, one should again recall that in all cases
except'® the interesting (HDC, LDC) one in 7 de-
cay, the complete rate for the decay into massive
(anti)neutrino(s) is further suppressed by small
HSC coupling coefficient(s) via the factor IU;’;U
which multiplies the reduced rate.

There are two special cases of Eq. (2.44) which
are of interest. The first is the case where there
is only one final-state particle with nonzero (or,
for approximations, non-negligible) mass. Let us
denote this mass by m and use the variable a=m?
as in Eq. (2.25). Then Eq. (2.44) reduces to the
well-known result

il

f(myoy 0) =(1 - 8a+ 02)(1 - a2)+12a2 1n<§) .

(2.45)

This case describes [, —v;l,V, decays (and their
charge conjugates) in which v; or v, has a mass
m(v; o ;)% 1 while the other two masses are
negligibly small, m(v, ,, Ji<1, mPZ<1. Accord-
ingly, the rate (2.45) is plotted in Fig. 2 as curve
(a), with the identification m(v;) =m, m(yj)2 «1,
m,?<<1; of course, the same curve applies for the
other identification m(v,) =m, m(v,)?« 1, m2<1.
Another special case occurs when two of the final-
state masses are equal, say m, =m,, and the third
is zero or negligibly small. This situation would
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have appeared to be too artificial to have any phy-
sical interest if one were incorrectly to consider
v, and v, to be mass eigenstates, since for ex-
ample in p decay, there would have been no reason
for any masses in the set {“m(v,)”,“m(v,)”,m,} to
be equal, except, for the former two, in the trivial
case of zero mass. However, given the basic ob-
servation in Refs. 1-3, this situation is seen to be
physically relevant, as it describes the diagonal
subset of the [, decays in which ¢ =j, i.e., the set
{la=vilw;}, i=1,...,k<n, as allowed by phase
space. With the notation m, =m,=m and (2.29),

Eq. (2.44) becomes

T(m,m,0)=(1- 14a - 2d° - 124°)(1 - 40)*/

1+(1-’4a)1/2>
1-(1-4a)12/)"

(2.46)

This function is plotted as the dashed curve in
Fig. 4.

An interesting question is the following: for a
given total mass in the final state, m,, =275, m;,
what is the optimal division of this mass among
the three particles to maximize the reduced rate.
In the case where all of the masses are nonzero,
the answer is the symmetric choice m;=m,,/3,

+240(1 - @) m(

lo l‘ T T T T T T T T T A
o8l (a) .
i (0) 02 i
(b) 0.4
—~ 06 Miot = | (c) 0.6 A
e (d) 0.8
£y i
€
<
€ oaf (o) 1
=
L -
02 .
(c)
(d)
o 10 20 ®©

Iogm(m> /me)

FIG. 5. The reduced rate T(m (v), m(v,), 0) as a func-
tion of the ratio (m,/m¢) for various values of m
=my+m¢, where my=max{m (vy), m(v;)} and m =min

{mwy), mw;}.

i=1,2,3. Similarly, for the case in which one of
the m;, say mj, is zero or negligible, the reduced
rate is maximized for m, =m,=m,, /2. Figure 5
shows how the reduced rate varies for this case as
a function of the variable m,/m =max(m,, m,)/
min (m,, m,). As isevident from this graph, the
maximum at m, =m, is a rather gentle one. This
behavior is relevant in the comparison of the re-
duced rates for (HSC, HSC) modes versus (HSC,
LDC) or (LDC,HSC) modes, and, in the case of T
decay, also (HDC, HSC) type decays versus (HDC,
LDC) decays.'® In order to maximize the reduced
rate for a given m, ,, it would actually be slightly
preferable, from the point of view of the kinemat-
ics alone, to have an (HSC ¢, HSC j) or (HDC 1,
HSC j) mode with m(v;) ~m(v,) ~m,,, /2 rather than
one of the three modes listed above involving only
a single heavy neutrino, if such existed, with
m(v,) =m,,. But this slight effect is in general
completely overwhelmed by the double U suppres-
sion of the (HSC i, HSC j) mode relative to the
(HSC 7», LDC s) or (LDC s, HSC 7) modes, and, in
T decay, by the single U suppression of the (HDC
i, LDC j) mode relative to the U-allowed (HDC 7,
LDC s) mode (if an HDC v,, exists).

D. Characteristics of differential decay distributions
and average quantities

We next proceed to describe the double-differen-
tial decay distribution, especially with a view to-
ward determining in which regions of the variables
E, and 6 an HSC or HDC contribution might have
the largest rate, relative to the sum of the domin-
ant light-neutrino modes. It is thus necessary
first to recall the behavior of the differential dis-
tribution for these light-neutrino modes. The spe-
cial case of Egs. (2.6)—(2.13) for m(v;) <m,’ and
m(v,) <m,? corresponds formally to the conven-
tional distribution calculated assuming that
“m(v,a)” =“m(v,,)”=0. For comparison with the
massive-neutrino modes, it will be useful to have
a plot of the distribution, which is given for [; de-
cay, with |B, | =1 in Fig. 6. In this and all other
figures, the differential distribution for [} decay
is related to that for the I; decay shown by the re-
placement § -7 — 6. Henceforth, to avoid awkward
notation, we shall speak only of [; decay; all of
our comments will apply to I} decay with this
transformation rule. As will be clear from the
context, we shall generally consider the LDC dis-
tribution to lowest order, but will point out the ef-
fects of electromagnetic corrections where they
are important. For
O=~m,<E,

<(E,)

iso(m(yi) «<1, m(Vj) < 1; My << 1) =% )
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FIG. 6. The reduced double-differential distribution
d?T*/dEyd cos6(Ey, 6, m(vy)=0, m(v;)=0, m,=0 (or
«1)) for leptonic 7, decay as a function of 6, for various
values of E,. The dotted curve represents the value E,
= (E}p) ;s> Where f = 0; the dot-dashed curve represents
Ey=(E}p)180° max- This distribution and all of the other
quantities shown in these figures apply for 7, decay;
the corresponding quantities for I; decay are obtained by
the replacement cosf— — cosé.

the I; is emitted preferentially into the hemi-
sphere parallel to the parent lepton spin. Here
(B sdm(v;), m(v,),m,) is defined as the value of
E, at which the angular distribution is isotropic,
i.e., at which f, vanishes; at this value of E,
d*T®/dE,d cos=1. For

(Eb)iso(o’ 0,0) <Eb<(Eb)max(Or 0,0)= %’

the 7; is emitted preferentially into the hemisphere
opposite to P,;. As E, increases through this
range, the angular distribution for |6|>90° in-
creases monotonically as a function of E,. (This
is true for arbitrary m,<1.) However, for |6]
<90° (and arbitrary m,<1) a helicity effect oper-
ates to retard the increase of the distribution.

For m, <1, the angular distribution reaches a
maximum at

3+ cose)

1
(Ep)o max(0;m(v3) =0, m(v,) =0,m,=0) =g(l +cosf

(2.47)
for which energy

2.5

30
’2'0\ (a) O.1
(b) 0.2
m(y;) =0.2 5 Ep (c) 0.224 (--)
- : b"1(d) 0.3
(Ep)max=0-48 < |(e) 0.4 1
(f) 0.423(——)
-60° 1.0 60°

90

-120° '|20°

180°

FIG. 7. Same as Fig. 6 but for m (v;)=0.2. Note the
successive expansions of the radial scale in Figs. 7-9.
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FIG. 8. Same as Fig. 6 but for m (v;)=0.5.
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a:r) 2(1+ 3 cosd)®
dE d cosb (1+cosd)
For |6]|<90° and E,> (E,),a(0;0,0,0), &*T/
dE.d cosf decreases. Retaining m, now, as
E,~(Epqal0,0,m,) =(1+m?)/2,

427
dEd cosf

((Eb)emax’e;oy 0,0)= (2.48)

(E,,6=0°, m(v;) =0,m(v) =0,m,) = 0.

That is, in this limit, the /; is forbidden from
being emitted in the direction of the /; spin. This
is a consequence of the V — A nature of the coup-
lings and the constraint of angular momentum con-
servation. Although it is not stressed in the liter-
ature, this vanishing occurs for arbitrary m,<1,
as is clear from Eq. (2.24), and in no way repre-
sents an approximation of m,< 1. The order-a
radiative corrections do not alter this statement,
as can be verified by inspection of the results of
Ref. 16, taking proper account of the exponentia-
tion of the apparent logarithmic divergence at
E,=(E,)pe- The vanishing does, however, require
that m(v;) and m(v,) be strictly equal to zero.

An immediate corollary is that a potentially pro-
mising place to search for HSC (anti)neutrino
contributions might be at large I, energies, near

6 =0° for /; and 180°for I;. (Unfortunately, to
anticipate our results below, even in these regions
it would still be quite difficult to observe any pos-
sible HSC contribution modes.)

(a) 0.080 (-

m(y;) = 0.7 g.={ (b) O
(E) . =0285 = |oo |(e) 0187 (—=)
L *Eb'max™ 006 {(d) 0.2

-120°

20

-150° 150°

180°
FIG. 9. Same as Fig. 6 but for m (v;)=0.7.

If heavy-neutrino modes are present at all, the
types that are most likely to be observed in [, de-
cay are (HSC, LDC), (LDC,HSC), and for [,=l,=T
also possibly (HDC, LDC). We shall therefore con-
centrate on these types of decay modes. For the
reduced rate we may without loss of generality
take m(v;) to be the non-negligible mass, with
m(v,)?< 1 and m,*<«< 1. The double-differential
distribution for this case is formed from the func-
tions f,(E,; m, 0, 0) and f(E,; m, 0,0) given in Egs.
(2.26) and (2.27); it is plotted for |P, | =1 and the
representative values m(v;)=0.2, 0.5, and 0.7 in
Figs. 7, 8, and 9, respectively. Note the succes-
sive expansions of the radial scale. As in the fig-
ures, we shall assume here that |§,a| =1; it is
straightforward to extend our comments to the case
of a parent lepton which is not completely polar-
ized. The value of E, at which the distribution is
isotropic is (E,)g{m(vy),0,0) =(E,), (m(v;),0,0),
as given in Eq. (2.32). In contrast to the behavior
for m(v;) =m(v,) =0 with arbitrary m,<1, not only
in the range |8|<90°, but rather for any 6, there
exists a value of E,, namely E, =(E ) ..(6; m(v)),
0, 0) such that at this point

d dZT"\(-) O
cl?,,(d_Ebd cos9> o

and

dz dZ—f(-)
£ aT
dE,*\dE d cosf

i.e., the angular distribution reaches a maximum.
In general, (E,)g.{0;m(v;),0,0) is the solution

to a cubic equation and the analytic result is some-
what cumbersome. For a given m(v;), the mini-
mum value of (E,),..{8;m(v;),0,0) occurs at
6=0

(Eb)o ma.x(e = 00; m(Vi); 0;‘0)

=7+ 4 +(9§;41)v;1  (2.49)
where
r,=%{3lar, - (F+a+9a) |} (2.50)
and ‘
7,=(1+14a+ Siaz)l/z, (2.51)

Again, for fixed m(v;), the maximum value of
(E}) o mad 03m(v;),0,0) occurs at 6=180°:

(Eb)omax(e; m(v;), 0, 0) =73 +%a+%“ 155“27'3—1 ’

(2.52)

7= 3@l - Gar 9. (2:53)
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The expression for (E,),,., iS particularly simple
at §=90°, where it is equal to (Ey); n,{(m(v),0,0),
as given in Eq. (2.28). Since some of our results
for special values of E, are rather complicated,
it is appropriate to provide graphical representa-
tions of (E,),,, and, for special values of 6,

(E}) gmax» as functions of m(v;). Inasmuch as

(E}) smax 18 @ monotonically increasing function of
6 in the physical range 0° < |9] <180°, it suffices
to plot this quantity for § =0°, 90°, and 180°.
These curves are plotted together with the maxi-
mum allowed energy (E,) g,.{(m(v;),0,0) in Fig.
10(a). One can see in this graph how as m(v;) -0,
(E}) 50 2PProaches 3 and (E,)go nae— 3, While the
other curves approach 3. Furthermore, one may
note that

(Eb)iso(m(Vi),O, 0)<(Eb)9ma_x(m(yi)901 0)
Vo and vm(v;)<1l. (2.54)

Figure 10(b) shows the corresponding ratios, as

0.5 T T T T T T T T
04_ (a) ]
L (o (dN\e (&) ]
0.3r b
a (b) 1
oot .
O.1F (a) .

1 1 1 ! L

o] 02 04 06 08 1.0

m(vi)

FIG. 10. (a) Special values of E, for leptonic I, decay
for the case involving one (anti)neutrino of non-negli-
gible mass, taken here to be v;. The curves represent
@) (Episor O)ED0° max> €©) (Ep)goe max> () (Ep)1g0° maxs
and (e) (Ep)ynx- The same curves apply to I; decay with
the replacement § —7— 6. (b) Special values of the
reduced energy E, =E,/(E ) for I decay, for the case
in Fi_g. (a). The curves represent (a) (E,,)m,
®) (Ep)oomaxs (C) (Ep)90omax> and (d) (Eb)180°max-
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defined in Eq. (2.29). As m(v;) =1, (E) 0~ %,
while (E,) gy — 2 for all 6.

Let us next examine the feasibility of trying to
search for massive-neutrino modes at large E,,
near 9 =0°, where, for perfect initial polarization,
i.e., ]§14| =1, the light-neutrino modes are highly
suppressed. In fact, even in the case where one
has the greatest control over the ], polarization,
namely u decay, it is not precisely unity. For ex-

‘ample, in the experiment of Plano,? in which the

asymmetry parameter £ was measured, |_§u|
=0.87. Moreover, one must take careful account
of the processes responsible for the depolarization
of p*’s in absorbers.?* In the case of T decay,

137 depends on the details of the machine physics
of the e*e” storage ring through its dependence on
the e* polarization transverse to-the plane of the
ring. It also depends on the center-of-mass ener-
gy Vs and the direction in which the 7 was pro-
duced. However, we will show that, even in the
ideal case of |§,al =1, it would be a demanding
task to detect the presence of massive-neutrino
modes by this method. We will concentrate on
HSC rather than HDC modes here because, owing
to the better control that one has over the parent
lepton polarization in u, as opposed to 7 decay,
the test to be evaluated here is presumably more
feasible in the former decay.!® The problem with
the method of searching for HSC decays in this
region of phase space is that in order to avoid
the helicity suppression, max{m(v;), m(v,)} cannot
be small compared with unity. But precisely be-
cause of this, (E,) (m(v;),m(v,),0) is signifi-
cantly smaller than the maximum of + for the light-
neutrino modes. (Again, the corrections to these
formulas due to finite m, are negligible for u de-
cay and small for 7 decay in the case where the
neutrino masses are sufficiently large that one
has a reasonable chance of observing their ef-
fects.) Thus, one is forced to search for an

(4,7) HSC mode in the range E, <(E,) .{m(v,),
m(uj),O) and indeed cannot approach too close

to this maximum without suffering a prohibitive
reduction in the decay rate for the (¢, ;) mode.

It is then a quantitative question whether or not
the differential decay distribution for the light-
neutrino modes rises rapidly enough to remain
larger than that for a massive-neutrino mode as
E, decreases from 3 to the range where the latter
decay can occur. From our analysis we find, un-
fortunately, that for all m(v; , j) this light-neu-
trino dominance does obtain. Two typical com-
parisons are shown in Fig. 11. In the first set
one considers selecting /,’s with E,=0.49.2°> Then
it is only possible to search for HSC modes with

m(v;) +m(vj) <0.141. Neglecting double HSC modes
because of their double U suppression, we con-



[

0.8
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FIG. 11. Comparison of the reduced double-differential
decay distributions for leptonic I, decay involving light
or massless (anti)neutrinos with that for the decay in-
volving one (anti)neutrino of non-negligible mass, taken
here to be v;. The curves represent (a) d’T “)/dE,d cos
(Ep=0.49, 6; m(vy)=0, m(v;)=0, my=0 (or <1)), (a’)
same as (a) but for m(v;)=0.1, (b) same as (a) but for
E,=0.47, (o) same as (b) but for m (v;)=0.2.

sider a decay with m(v;)=0.1 and m(vj) «<1, m,
<« 1, for which (E,),,,=0.495." The reduced double-
differential decay distribution

4T

dE.d cose(E"= 0.49, 6; m(v;) =0.1,m(v,) =0,m,=0)
b
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for this mode is plotted as the dashed curved
labeled (a’) in Fig. 11, The corresponding light-
neutrino reduced differential decay distribution
d*T")/dE,d c0s6(0.49, 6;0,0,0) is represented by
the solid curved labeled (a). As is clear from the
figure, even for 6 near 0°, and, a fortiori, for
neighboring values of 8, the light-neutrino dis-
tribution is much larger than that for the massive-
neutrino mode. Moreover, the full differential dis-
tribution for the HSC decay mode will be further
suppressed by the small coupling coefficient
|U&U,,|?, HSC i or j, relative to the full LDC
differential distribution. The curves labeled (b)
and (b’) present a similar comparison for E,=0.47.
Here {m(v;) + m(v)},,, =0.245, and accordingly we
choose m(v;) =0.2, m(v) <1, and m,< 1, for which
case (E,),.,=0.48. Again, the dashed curve repre-
sents the HSC reduced differential decay distribu-
tion d*T-)/dEd c0s6(0.417,6;0.2,0,0) while the
solid curve represents d?T(")/dE, cos6(0.47, 6; 0,
0,0). The same conclusion follows from this
comparison as from the one above.

The properties of the differential distribution
are described in a compact way by certain average
quantities. These include, first, the average [,
emission angle, relative to the I, spin, (6), or equi-
valently, (cos@), as a function of energy. This is
given, for [;— u,al;z_/,b and [; -»T/,ul;u,b decays
(¢£=%1), respectively, by

%§|§1a[ Z\/ IU:iUbjIzfs(Eb;m(Vi)sm(V/)smb)[C]G((Eb)max(m(ui)im(V,):mb)_E()

(%) - isd s o
(cos)™(E,) 23 NURU N Ey; m(v,),m(vy),my) (o E ) ol m(v,), m(vy),m,) - E,) (2.55)

7,8

where the subscript [c¢] indicates that for DC modes the function is understood to contain the order-a« elec-
troweak correction [of which only the pure electromagnetic part or type (1) part survives in ratios such as
£q. (2.55), as explained before], while for SC modes the function represents the lowest-order result. The
E,-dependent phase-space restrictions are rendered explicit in Eq. (2.55) by the appropriate ©-function
factors, where ©(x)=1 if x>0 and 0 if x<0. As before, we shall concentrate on [; decay and accordingly
make the convention that if the superscript (¥) is omitted from a given quantity, that quantity is understood
to refer to I; decay. An average quantity equivalent to (cosé) is the asymmetry

@(g) _(d2T'? /dE,d cosb)(E,, 6) = (d*T'®)/dE d cos§)(E,, 7 - 6)
@Y = (@ TS JdE d cos)(E,, 0) +(d T /dE,d cos6)(E,, 1 - 0)

=3(cos) *AE,) . (2.56)
The value of (cos6) or the asymmetry averaged over all [, energies is also of interest:

$E1B | 5 NUKU 1 2F m(vy),m(v ), my) 1

0 () = Ly N(z) = inf 2.57
<COS ) 3<a> Z; | U:rUbsI 2F1; o(m(Vr)’m(Vs);mb) o) ( )
7S
where
(Eb)ma.x(’"("i)""("j)'mb)
F . fm(v)),m(v,),m,) = f dEbE;f,(Eb;m(Vi),m(uj),mQ , z=lors. (2.58)

™y

Thus, in particular,

Fyjolmy, mgy my) =3T(my, my, my) - (2.59)
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From the symmetry property (2.14), it follows that

F, \my,myymy) =F,, (my,my,m,) .

(2.60)

The higher symmetry of F, q(m,,m,, m,) was stated in Eq. (2.16).
One can also measure the mean /, energy as a function of emission angle; this quantity is given by

( Z) | UKU,, VPLE (v, m(v ) ym )+ 1 B, | c0sOF  y(m(vy), m(v,), m )]s
F)
(E,)c0S0) = ST a0, )y i) + E1 B[ GOS0F (5,0, (o, bl (2.61)
7,8
The mean value of E,, averaged over all 8, is then
20 | UKU, 12 Fy y(m(v) ,m(v,),m)) 1
(Eb>(-)=<Eb>(+)_:_<Eb>_uz (2.62)

EIU

ssl “Fro(m(v,),m(vy),my) oy

Equation (2.14) implies, a fortiori, that a generic average quantity, denoted as &<*)({w}; m(v;), m(v,),m,)
(where {w} represents a set of one or zero additional kinematic variables) satisfies the symmetry property

G(*)({w};ml, Mg, M) = @(*)({w}; Mgy My, M) -

We proceed to state our results for the integral functions appearing in Egs. (2.57)-(2.61).

(2.63)

In contrast

to Fy ,(m(vy), m(v,),m,), which involves elliptic integrals if all of its arguments are nonzero, F olm(vy),
m(V ),m,) can be expressed in terms of elementary functions. The expression is most simply wrltten in
terms of the variables s and D defined in Eqs. (2.40) and (2.41) and

uE(l -mb)z .

(2.64)

[The latter variable enters as the upper limit of the integration over @®=(1+m,? —‘2Eb); it was this inte-
gration variable that was actually used for the calculations, as before in Eqgs. (4.40)-(4.45) of Ref. 9.] |

We find

Fyfmy=m(v;),my=m(v)),m,) =(3u° - " -

+20su' 2 +8Dy*?+ 8Dyt —

+3[(s®+D)(uz -

+6.DM2(sy?

Zsu?+Z2u? +20su3” — 42 - s -

4372 + 6y — dut’?) — §s*+ 2s% +5Ds? — 2Ds - P

— 4532 + 6sy — 4sut’? -

oy —LDu
3s%+2s%+3Ds - 2 D)r(u, s, D)
1L,(u, s, D)

2D)Ly(u,s, D). (2.65)

For the F,, integrals we will concentrate on the case of primary interest, where m(v,) and/or m(V!)§é 1.

We obtain

Fy o(m(v;), m(v,), 0) = 45[45s* = 30s° — (75D + 69)s® + (54D - 136)s + 24D% -

307D +14)1(1, s, D)

+ 5 [s®=s*-2(D+2)s®+2(D +2)s?+D(D+4)s+D(4-D)]L,(1,s,D)

+$D'Y2[s +3D]L,(1,s, D)

and

(2.66)

Fy o (m(vy),m(v,),0) = g5[45s* - 120s° +(141 - 75D)s®+ (204D +84)s +24D*+423D - 6]1(1, s, D)

+ -1%[35— 3s*+(4-2D)s®*+(6D - 4)s*+D(D - 12)s - 3D? - 4D]L,(1,s, D)

- $D'?[s + D]Ly(1,s, D) .

As before, in studying the effects of massive-
neutrino modes on these average quantities, the
first step is to describe their behavior for the
(LDC, LDC) mode(s). For analytical purposes, let
us pretend that U =1 exactly, in order to isolate
such mode(s). The form that {(cose)*(E)) = 3a'"(E,)
would then take is obvious from Egs. (2.55), (2.17),
and (2.18). The function (cos6)-X(T,;0,0,m,) where
T,=E,—m,, is plotted as curve (a) in Fig. 12 for

(2.67)

'the realistic case in which 5« 1. Following our
practice in the graphs dealing with 4 2 (- )/dE d cosé,
we shall again take ]P, | =1 for the figures per-
taining to the average quantltles it is stralght-
forward to modify these for the case ]P, |<1.
Curves (b)—(e) are included to show the effects

of m, %1, and for these the variable T, is a more
convenient one to use than E,. As T, decreases
from (1= m,)?/2, {(cos6)")(T,;0,0,m,) increases
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- (0,0,m) (@ O 4
(b) 0.2

B m={(c) 0.4 7
L (d) 0.6 E
(e) 0.8

(a)

o
1

(cos8) (Tb)

re) () (c) (b) .
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Tp=Ep-mp

FIG. 12. The average value (cos 6)"’(T,,) in the decay
1,—~v1,7; for the case (m(vy), m(v;), my)=(0,0,m). In
this and all of the other figures, the curves obviously
also apply for the cases where any of the (mass)=0
entries are replaced by (mass) <1. For brevity the
superscript (=) is omitted in Figs. 12—14 and 16-19.

from a minimum of -3 - O(a/7). As is evident
from the graph, the tree-level value of —3 is true
for arbitrary m,< 1. Theaverage value (cose)(')(Tb)
passes through zero at T,=(T,),,(0,0,m,)
=(1-m,)(1=3m,)/4 and, for m,< 1, approaches
% as T, decreases further. However, as T,-0,
(cose)(')(Tb;0,0,mb << 1) finally drops sharply to
zero. The resulting overall average is

o

0.5 —

- (m,0,0) or (O,m,0) 1

<cos 8 >

L (0,0,m) (m/2,m/2,0) i

-0.5F .

1005204 o6 08 10

m
FIG. 13. The overall average value (cos6) in the
decay I, —~v,;1;7; for the cases (m(vy), m(v;), mp)
=(0,0,m), (m,0,0), or (0,m,0), and (m/2,m/2,0).

<COSG>(;)(09 0, mb) = %a(*)(oy o, mb)

_+51Py 1 F(0,0,m))
F ;0(0’ 0, mb)

, (2.68)

where F_,(0,0,m,) can be extracted from Eq.
(2.65):

Fyo(0,0,m,) =—4[1 - 320°/%(1 +3)
+90b%+406° - 36%].  (2.69)

The quantity (cos)(-)(0,0,m,) is plotted as the
(0,0,m) curve in Fig. 13, together with certain
other curves to be discussed later. In passing,
we note that the precise value of the end point of
this curve is (cos6)(-)(0,0,1) =—-%. For u decay,
the kinematically exact tree-level result is
(cos)*)(0,0,m,/m,) =% % (1.000183 5); the radia-
tive correction, computed!® assuming that the
maximum E, observed in 0.99(mu/2), changes this
result by the factor 1.0003.

For the energy averages in the (LDC, LDC)
mode(s) Eq. (2.60) reduces to

(Ep(P(6;0,0,m,)

_F,,(0,0,m,) + 1 Pyl cos8F, (0, 0,m,)
F, (0,0,m,) £ P, | cosfF,(0,0,m,)’

(2.70)
where

Fpo(0,0,m,) = 45(1 = b)(T - 18b + 14202 — 18b%+ Tb?)

- 3b%(1+b) ln(%) (2.71)

and

F1(0,0,m,) = g5 (—9+25b + 1500 — 51252

+4500° - 125p* +21b°) . (2.72)
Thus
()(g- _T[1=3 I'P'x,,lcose]
<Eb) (9,0,0,mb<< 1) 20[1;%| ,alcosg
+O(b;%>. (2.73)

The quantity (E,))(6; 0,0,m,) is plotted for the
full range of m, (and |P, | =1) in Fig. 14. The
mean energy averaged over all 6 is

_F,..(0,0,m

(E(0,0,m,) _ﬁm%, (2.74)
which is manifestly the same for [; and [} decays
and independent of ]P,a|. The averages (E,), (T}),
and the corresponding ratios (Eb) and (7‘,,) are
shown in Figs. 15(a) and 15(b) for the (0, 0, m,)
case. The only nonobvious end-point value is
T,0,0,1)=4. For p decay the kinematically ex-
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FIG. 14. The average energy (E,)")(6) in the decay
1, —v;l,7; for the case (0,0,m).

act tree-level average is (E,)(0,0,m,/m,)
= 45(1.000104).

To determine the effects of the modes involving
(anti)neutrinos of non-negligible masses, we con-
sider the values of the average quantities for in-
dividual (7,7) decay modes. It is true that unless
one could identify a specific mode [,-v;l,V;, e.g.,
by observing the decays of both the v; and v,, such
averages for individual modes are not directly
measureable. However, they yield valuable in-
sights into the changes in the observed averages
due to all allowed modes, (2.25)-(2.57) and (2.61)
and (2.62), and therefore merit careful analysis.
We shall concentrate on the single H(D or S)C
case m(v; o )41, mv, . ) <1, m,<«1, which
can be well approximated by the sets (m,0,0) or
(0,7,0). We shall also comment on the diagonal
case i =4, which at best could be (HDC, HSC) and
would otherwise by (HSC, HSC). The analogs of
Egs. (2.55)—(2.57) and (2.61) and (2.62) for indi-

‘O T T T DL T L T T
- (0,0,m)
0.8 E
i (£) (a) |
E
0.6} o> -
i i
0.4} .
0.2t .
/<Tb> .
L 1 B — | 1 1 I
0 02 04 06 08 10
m

0.4} (Tb)qu ]
L i
0.2 . (0,0,m) 1
A 1 A 1 1 L i 1 1
o 02 04 06 08 10
m

FIG. 15. (a) The overall average energies (E,) and
(T}) in leptonic I% decay for the case (0,0,m). (b) Same
as_ Fig. (a), but for the reduced overall average energies
(Eb>‘=‘ (Eb>/(Eb)max and (Tb> = <Tb>/(Tb)max‘

vidual decay modes are obvious and will not be
written out. For the reader’s convenience we list
the special cases of the relevant integral functions
below [recall also Eq. (2.59) together with the re-
sults (2.45) and (2.46)]:

Jd
Fyo(m,0,0)==3(1 = )(1 - 11a~ 472 - 3a) - 24%(3 +20) 1n<(ll ), (2.75)
Foy(m,0,0) = (1 - a)(7— 68a— 1882 + 124" - 3a") + § (3 + a) “‘G)’ (2.76)
Fyy(m,0,00= = (1= a)(1 - 14a - 94¢° - 14a*+a*) - 2 (1 +a) m(%), (2.77)

F,,m,m,0) == %(1 - 22a ~ 424* +362°)(1 - 4a)** — 4a*(3 - 4a+34°) ln(

1+(1—4a)”2) (2.78)

1-(1-4a)3%)
1+(1 - 4a)'’2 )

F,,,(m,m,0)=% (7 - 136a — 138a® — 120a° + 360a*)(1 — 4a)'2+3a%(3 - 2a - 3a%+6a°) In (——/—

1-(1-4a)'"
(2.79)

1+ (1 - 4a)'/2

F,, ,(m,m,0)=-% (1 - 28a — 94a”+160a® - 120a*)(1 - 4a)'2 ~9a2(1 —a)(1 —a +2a?) ln(———————ﬂg) . (2.80)

1-(1-4a)
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FIG. 16. The average value (cos6)”(E,) in the decay
1, —~v;137; for the cases (m,0,0) or (0,m,0).

We plot {cos8))(E,;m,0,0) in Fig. 16 for various
values of m. As one can see from the graph, for
a fixed E,, (cos6)(E,;m, 0, 0) decreases mono-
tonically as a function of m. However, the physi-
cal region moves to progressively lower E, values
as m increases, and the rate at which this hap-
pens is sufficiently rapid that

(cos8)) (E,;m, 0, 0),,,=(cos8) )((E,),..x; ™, 0, 0)

in max ¥

actually increases monotonically as a function of
m. For fixed m, (cos8)’(E,;m, 0, 0) decreases
from

(cos) ) (E,;m, 0, 0)py =(cos) (E, = 0;m, 0, 0)
=1 EL'Z
“\1l+a
{cos) ) (E,;m, 0, 0),,, =(cosf)(E,=(1-a)/2;m,0, 0)

--4(155)-

(2.81)

to

-

(2.82)

|
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e @ {
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FIG.17. Same as Fig.16butfor the case (m/2,m/2, 0).
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The quantity (cos6)’(E,; m/2,m /2, 0) is plotted
in Fig. 17. The same qualitative features are
evident; however,

2 fp.mm - ) (g o.M M
{cosb) <Eb, 519 O)max {cosb) (Ea 0; 3,2 0)

(2.83)
whil e

- m m
(cosb)¢ ’<E,,;§‘,—2“, 0) '

: l-a m m l1-a
= (=) = .mom -_1
(cosb) ) (E, i3 ,0> 3<1+a )

(2.84)

One easily proves that for fixed m, for all physi-
cal E,,
m m
{cos8)? (Eb;—z— o 0) > (cos8) ) (E,; m, 0, 0),
(2.85)
where the inequality is satisfied as an equality

only if m=0, or, for m# 0, if E, = (E,)n, =1 -a)/
2.
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FIG. 18. (a) The average energy (E,,)"’(e) in the de-
cay l,—~v;1,7; for the cases (m,0,0) or (0,m,0). ()
Same as Fig. (a) but for the reduced average energy
(Ep)00).
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Fig. (a) but for the reduced average energy (E,,)(')(B).

The overall averages (cos)"(m (v,), m(v,), m,)
are shown together in Fig. 13 for the (m, 0, 0) or
(0,m, 0) and (m/2,m/2,0) cases. For both of these
(cos)’ increases monotonically from -1 i.e.,
=96.4°) to 0 as m increases from 0 to 1. We in-
terpret this physically as a result of the decreased
helicity suppression of d°T' - /dE,d cos8(E, < (E,) ,
6~ 0°) as one or both (anti) neutrino masses in-
crease(s) from zero. It is interesting that an in-
crease in m, has the opposite effect on {cos@)).
From the analytic expressions which we have
given, it is straightforward to prove that

(cos8)(m, 0, 0) > (cosB)"’(%,% , 0)

= (cos6)?(0,0,m), (2.86)

where the first part of the inequality is realized
as an equality only at the points m =0 and m =1,
and the second part only at m =0. The two inequal-
ities are apparent in Fig. 13.

Next, in Figs. 18(a) and 18(b) we plot the aver-
age energy as a function of 8, (E)(6;m, 0, 0)
=(E,)(6; 0,m, 0) and the corresponding ratio

(E))’(8;m,0,0). Figures 19(a) and 19(b) show

the analogous quantities for the diagonal (m/2,m/2,
0) modes. For both of the (m, 0, 0) or (0,m, 0) and
(m/2,m/2,0) cases, at a fixed value of m, (E,)*’
(8) decreases monotonically with increasing cosé;
we interpret this behavior-as a consequence of the
helicity suppression of the §~0°, E, < (E,) ,, part
of the decay distribution d°T" ) /dE,d cosé, which
preferentially weights lower values of E, das cosf
increases from -1 to +1. This also aids in under-
standing the fact that as m increases, the curves
become flatter, since with increasing m, there is
commensurately less helicity suppression of d*T'(-)/
dE,d cosf for 8 < 0° relative to other values of 6,
for fixed E,. Analytically, one can show that

limZ2e gm0, 0)=1imZee (2.7 0)-0 @.87)
F ’ ’

me1 4150 me1 F130 \ 2 2_,

and
lim Zsi1 (m, 0, 0) = 1im Toei2 (%,%,O)w (2.88)
m-1 L 151 m1 151

from which it follows that

lim

me1
for both of the two cases (m, 0, 0) and (m/2,m/2,0).
It is interesting that also

5oosd (Ew TO;mW),mv,),00=0  (2.89)

9
lim 52 (B 630,0,m)=0, (2.90)
as was evident in Fig. 14, but the reason is differ-
ent than in the massive-neutrino cases. In the lat-
ter, as a consequence of Eqs. (2.87) and (2.88),
both the numerator and denominator of ( E,)‘®
x@;m(v,),m(v,),0) become independent of cosf
as m—1. In contrast, in the (0,0,m) case

. F_.,0,0,m) .. F_.(0,0,m) 5
lim CHUANE e ) = lim s:1V7 vy -
m—1 Fl;u(O; 0,m) m—1 F1;1(O’ 0,m) 8

(2.91)

[recall that for the first ratio this yielded the end-
point value (cos6)®(0,0,m)=%£ in Fig. 13].
Hence, rather than losing their dependence on coséf
as m =1, the numerator and denominator of
(c0s6)®(6; 0, 0,m) approach the same function of
cosé, viz., [1?(%)|P,a|cos6], multiplied by
F,,(0,0,m) and F, 40, 0,m), respectively. This
then implies the result (2.91). The flat lines
which are approached in the limit m—1 are
(Ep)™6;0,0,1)=1, (E)™(6;1,0,0)=3, and
(Eb>(ﬂ (9; %9 %’ 0)=%'

Finally, in Figs. 20(a) and 20(b) we show the
overall average energies (E,) and (E,) for the
(m,0,0) or (0,m,0) and (m/2,m/2,0) modes. As
with the angular averages, one can prove inequal-
ities relating the energy averages for the various
modes. These apply for the 6-dependent average
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energies and, a fortiori, for the overall averages.

We shall denote this fact by the use of the symbol
{6} in the respective argument lists. Then

(Ep) @ 6};m,0,0) s (‘E:)m({ 6}; 7;’ _721’ 0)

<(E,)"({6},0,0,m), (2.92)

where in the first case the equality holds only at
m=0 and 1, and in the second case only at m =0.
Further,

(Ep@{6};m,0,0)<(E,)™ ({ o}; % ’%, 0)

<(E»™"{6}0,0,m) (2.93)

and here the equalities hold only at m =0.

E. Kinks in dT'/dE,

We next proceed to analyze further observable
effects of massive-neutrino modes in leptonic ,
decay and to apply our results to existing data on
p and 7 decay. Let us begin with the isotropic
part of the I, momentum or energy spectrum. In
the conventional view of neutrino-mass effects in
lepton decays, which neglected the important role

of lepton mixing, implicitly considered v,, v ,,
etc. to be mass eigenstates and thus considered a
decay such as p =y, ev, to remain a single decay
in this massive-neutrino case, it was thought that
the only observable effect on dT'/dE, would be, as
in the Kurie plot in B decay, an early falloff of the
spectrum before the end point. As we have shown
previously,*® however, contrary to this past view,
the general I, spectrum d?T/dE,d cosf consists of
an incoherent sum of the spectra due to the subset
of the n® modes I,~v,l,v,; i,j=1,...,n, which is
allowed by phase space. Hence, in particular,
dT'/dE, will show kinklike behavior at each of the
various end points E, = (E}),,,(m (v,),m(v,),m,) of
the respective (¢,j) modes. K a dominantly cou-
pled (anti)neutrino had a non-negligible mass, then
there would be an observable early end-point fall-
off in dT'/dE,, but this is not a necessary charac-
teristic of the I, spectrum, even'in the presence
of neutrinos of substantial mass. For example, if
the DC (anti)neutrinos are sufficiently light, but
there is a heavy (anti)neutrino occurring in one of
the decay modes, then the [/, spectrum would show
no early end-point falloff but would have a kink at
an intermediate value of E, given by the appropri-
ate special case of Eq. (2.1) for the heavy (anti)-
neutrino decay mode. In Fig. 21 we present a
schematic illustration of the general E, spectrum
in p decay, for the case v,=vy;; (see Ref. 2 for
notation), |U, .., |2<|U, ,.,|% n=3, m, >m,
+m(v)+m (v, )Vi,j=1,2,3, and one heavy neu-
trino, i.e., {i;}={1,2} and {i,}={3}. The different
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FIG. 20. (a) The overall average energy (E,) in the
leptonic I% decay, for the cases (m, 0, 0) or (0,m,0) and
(m/2,m/2,0). (b) Same as in Fig. (a) but for the re-
duced average energy (E,).

m(vk) =04

(my,) dI7dE
N

I

1 "
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FIG. 21. Schematic illustration of the isotropic spec-
trum T'3!(m,)dT/dE, in p decay, for the case n=3, v,
=vgy, figt={1,2}, and {i }={3}, with m(v3)=0.4, in units
of m,. The end-point energy of the set of decay modes
U —V3eVy o 3 and p—vy o g€V oceurs at E,=0.42, while
that of the mode p—v3ev; occurs at E,=0.18, as indi-
cated on the graph. The contributions of both the single
HSC and the double HSC modes are exaggerated for
visual clarity. See Table I for a classification of the
decay modes involved in this example.
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types of decay modes are listed in approximate
order of decreasing strength, due to phase space
and/or mixing-angle suppression.

We have carried out a search for such kinks in
existing data on dl"/dEb in p and leptonic 7 decay.
The ¢* momentum spectrum in u* decay has been
measured in a number of studies, including the
Columbia-Nevis experiments of Plano®® and Peo-
ples®® and the Chicago experiments of Sherwood,?’
Fryberger,® and Derenzo.? The experiment of
Ref. 28 measured the whole spectrum, while those
of Refs. 26-28 measured the high-energy part
from ~20-25 MeV to ~53 MeV (since this part is
most sensitive to the p parameter which they
sought to determine). The experiment of Derenzo?
concentrated on a high-precision study of the low-
energy part but also included a measurement of
the whole spectrum. (The low-energy part had
been found to be important not just for the deter-
mination of the spectral parameter 7 but also, in-
directly, for the parameter p.) To set a definitive
limit on possible kinks it would be necessary to
carry out X® fits to the data from each of these ex-
periments, with the parameters of the fitting curve
being the values of the (anti)neutrino masses and
coupling coefficients |U%U,,|? for the set of (4,7)
modes included. A first approach would be to de-
termine the X2 for the hypothesis of one mode in-
volving a %’ of non-negligible mass, together with
the usual set of (LDC, LDC), (LDC, LSC), and
(LSC, LDC) modes, which latter set would yield
the same momentum dependence for the e spec-

TABLE I. Muon decay modes for the case n=3, vy;
=vpys {igt={1,2}, and {iz}={3} schematically illustrated
in Fig. 21. For a given (i,§) mode, myy=m, +mv;)
+m(Vj). See text for further comments.

Miot™ Mg

U favored p— vev; (LDC, LDC)

w— vyev, (LDC,LSC)
u—vievy (LSC,LDC)

singly U suppressed

doubly U suppressed p— viev, (LSC,LSC)

Myor™ mg+m(vs)
u—v3e7y (HSC, LDC)
pi— mev; (LDC, HSC)

singly U suppressed

doubly U suppressed p—p3e¥, (HSC,LSC)

p—viev3 (LSC, HSC)

Myor = my+ 2m(v3)

(doubly U suppressed) p— p3ev3 (HSC,HSC)

SHROCK 24
trum. This fit would require folding in the (differ-
ent) spectrometer acceptance, momentum resolu-
tion, and e* energy loss functions for each of the
experiments considered. The importance of these
factors is obvious from the observed e* momentum
spectra, which all have early end-point falloffs
that one would incorrectly attribute to a nonzero
m (v,) if one failed to incorporate the effects of e*
energy loss and imperfect momentum resolution.
Accordingly, such a detailed X? fit to u decay data
seems to be more appropriately the task of the ex-
perimentalists. However, from our own analysis
of the momentum spectra presented in Refs. 23
and 26-29 we find no compelling evidence for such
a kink and can set a rough upper limit of order 1%
on the incremental addition that a heavy (anti)neu-
trino mode could contribute to these spectra. As
has been discussed before,*? leptonic I, decay does
not have the sensitivity to heavy subdominantly
coupled neutrinos that leptonic pseudoscalar-me-
son decay does. Thus, if one establishes the upper
limit € on the contribution of an HSC (i,j) mode,
the resultant upper limit on the coupling coeffi-
cient for this mode is |UXU,,|*<e/T(m(v,)/m,,
m(v,)/m,,m,/m,). Now, the reduced rate in the
denominator is always less than unity and, as was
evident in Fig. 4, falls rapidly with increasing
[m(v,)+m(v,)]. Consequently, the upper bound on
FU:;U,,JIZ is never as good as that on the relative
rate and is usually substantially worse. This is,
of course, the opposite of the situation in M*(=7",
K*)—~1I'v, decay, where the analogous reduced
kinematic rate function (0} = (m, /my)P, 6{;’{
= [m(v,)/my]?) either remained near unity for
m(v,) nearly up to the phase-space limit or in-
creased significantly, in K*—~ p*y, decay, and
drastically in (r,K)*— e'v, decay, so that, for ex-
ample, a modest upper bound of ~25% on the rela-
tive rate for an HSC mode in K,, decay over the
mass range m(v,;) € (82 MeV, 163 MeV) actually
yielded the extremely stringent upper limits 107°-
107 on |U,,]? [see Ref. 2 or Eq. (2.28) in Ref. 3].
Recall, moreover, that for fixed relative rate,
this and similar bounds on |U,, |2 from (r,K),, de-
cay improved with increasing m(v,) since over
most of the physical region p(3},0}!) was an in-
creasing function of m (v;). In the present case
the rough upper limit of ~1% on the contribution of
an HSC (4,7) mode in p decay yields the bound
|U%U,,|2< 0.01/TOn(v)/m,,m(v))/m,,m,/m,)
which deteriorates rapidly with increasing neu-
trino masses and, for example, in the case of a
single HSC mode, ceases to be a nontrivial bound
for m(v, o ,) 278 MeV [with m (v, ;) ~0]. Unfor-
tunately, the region of large lﬁel where one might
search for kinks representing the end points of
massive-neutrino modes which involve (anti)neu-



24 GENERAL THEORY OF WEAK PROCESSES INVOLVING.... II.... 1297

trinos of small mass and hence suffer little kine-
matic suppression, is also a region where the ob-
served e* momentum spectrum deviates consider-
ably from the theoretical one because of the ex-
perimental factors noted above. The bound ob-
tained from our kink search in p decay is clearly
not as stringent as similar ones which we have de-
rived from our study of (r,K),, decays. We have
included it here to show what kind of a limit can be
extracted from existing data on this decay. Fur-
thermore; in view of future experiments on u de-
cay at LAMPF (Ref. 30) and TRIUMF,*-% and on 7
decay at SPEAR,* which will improve on the ac-
curacy of previous work, we feel that it is worth-
while to present the correct general method of
studying the e¢* momentum spectrum in order that
it might be adopted in future data analyses.

A search for kinks can also be carried out with
7 decay data. It may be recalled that data on the
decays'*'® 7~ y,l v, , I,=e, b and** 7~ v, has been
analyzed to set upper limits on “m(v,)” [in partic-
ular, m(v,)]. The ability to set these limits relied
upon the fact that v, is a dominantly coupled mass
eigenstate in 7 decay whereas, if allowed by phase
space, it is subdominantly coupled in 8, u, 7, and
K decays. However, as was the case with u decay,
no search for kinks in leptonic decay data has been
reported. 7 decay might have an important advant-
age in the search for heavy, subdominantly coupled
neutrinos: if lepton mixing is hierarchical, as
quark mixing is, at least for the first three gener-
ations,®® then a T decay mode involving an HSC %,
i>4, suchas 7~y v, , a=1,2, might suffer sub-
stantially less mixing-angle suppression than the
analogous decay p—v;ev;. Of course, independent-
ly of this, there would be less kinematic phase-
space suppression of the heavy-v, mode in T decay
than in u decay. The analysis of I=e¢ or u spectra
in leptonic 7 decay is complicated by the fact that
the 7’s do not decay at rest, and the observed mo-
menta involve Lorentz boosts depending on the
angle of emission of the I relative to the direction
of motion of the 7. Moreover, certain experiments
did not have high detection efficiency for low-ener-
gy electrons. We have analyzed the actual or re-
duced e or p momentum distributions reported by
the pioneering SLAC-LBL experiments of Perl et
al.*®3" and the DASP (Ref. 38) and DELCO (Ref.
13) collaborations. It should be noted that such an
analysis depends on the Lorentz structure taken
for the Ty, vertex. The SLAC-LBL experiment®
showed that a V — A form for this vertex was fav-
ored over a V+A form, and, more recently, the
DELCO experiment'® has established that, assum-
ing “m(v,)” =0 (and extracting radiative correc-
tions), and p parameter in 7~ v,ev, decay is equal
to 0.72+0.15, consistent with V —A but not with

V+A or pure V or A. The latter experiment then
assumed an exact V-A Ty, coupling in deriving its
limit “m (v,)” <250 MeV (90% C.L.). We have made
the same assumption in our search for kinks.
However, even if one were to use the weighted mean
of the measured values of p, the conclusions of our
kink search would not be significantly altered.
Since the spectra presently available do not extend
to very low E;~m , experiments have not directly
determined the parameter 7 for 7 decay and, for
the same reason, the value of 7 assumed has no
significant effect on the conclusions of our kink
search. Dips such as might result from kinks in
the 7 rest-frame spectra can be observed in these
distributions, e.g., at »=0.3 in Figs. 2(b) and 2(c)
of Ref. 37, at 2~0.62 in Fig. 3 of Ref. 13, and at
|p,]~1.1 GeV in Fig. 3 of Ref. 38. However, as is
obvious from the values just given, the dips do not
in general occur at the same positions in the spec-
tra from different experiments. Furthermore, it
is difficult to assess the significance of these dips
in view of the sizable statistical fluctuations ex-
pected in such small data samples. A full analysis
would entail a X2 likelihood test of the hypothesis
of one or more HSC neutrino modes in addition to
the dominantly coupled mode(s). We believe that
this would be a very worthwhile task for the re-.
spective experimental groups to perform on exist-
ing and forthcoming leptonic 7 decay data.®

F. Implications for effective spectral parameters
and the determination of the Lorentz structure
of weak couplings

Our generalized theory of weak decays involving
neutrinos has very important implications for the
meaning of the spectral parameters* measured in
i and leptonic 7 decays. As a corollary of the
basic point? that the observed decay distribution is
an (incoherent) sum of all of the individual modes
allowed by phase space, it follows that, just as
with the averages (cos8)™ (E,), (cos6)™®, (E,(6))®,
and (E,) discussed above, the measured spectral
parameters p, 1, £, and 0 represent effective
quantities due to all of these modes that are pres-
ent. Thus, since the presence and strength of the
massive-neutrino modes are E, dependent, in con-
trast to the conventional view, in the general the-
ory the measurement of leptonic I, decay yields a
family of different values for each spectral param-
eter, depending on the ranges of E, used in the de-
termination of these parameters. We shall now
analyze the effects of neutrino masses and mixing
on the experimentally measured spectral param-
eters. Our analysis has three applications. First,
it is a necessary, and hitherto missing, foundation
for the determination of the Lorentz structure of
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the relevant weak leptonic weak couplings from the
spectral parameters in 4 and 7 decay. Second, it
can be used to obtain correlated bounds on neutrino
masses and mixing angles analogous to those given
in Refs. 2 and 3. Third, given the expected sensi-
tivity of forthcoming experiments on u and 7 de-
cay,*>* our analysis shows to what extent, and
how best they can search for the signatures of neu-
trino- masses and mixing via their measurements
of the spectral parameters. We shall suggest con-
crete new methods for extracting these parameters
from the raw data which are designed to optimize
the sensitivity of the above search.

Let us elaborate on the first application. Con-
trary to the conventional view, the measurement
of the spectral parameters (with radiative correc-
tions taken into account to the requisite level of
accuracy) does not test the Lorentz structure of
the relevant weak couplings in isolation. Rather,
these parameters depend not just on the Lorentz
structure of these couplings, but also on the mass-
es and mixing angles of the (anti)neutrinos that
occur in the various decay modes. The measure-
ment of p, 1, £, and 6 would provide a direct test
of the Lorentz structure of the weak couplings only
if m(v,) =0 for all i, so that U=1. Operationally,
of course, one can never verify this condition ex-
actly, so that, in practice, in order to use the
measured values of these spectral parameters to
determine the Lorentz structure of the relevant
weak couplings to a given degree of precision, one
must prove that the effects of possible neutrino
masses and mixing are negligible to this order of
accuracy. No such proof has previously been giv-
en, and indeed, at present, deviations of the spec-
tral parameters from their V — A values (after ra-
diative corrections have been divided out) cannot
be attributed alone to a difference in the Lorentz
structure from V - A, but must be regarded as
possibly being due in part to massive neutrinos
and lepton mixing. Thus, specifically, even if the
relevant weak couplings should be exactly of the
V -~ A type (in charge-changing order, and hence
also, for this special case, in charge-retention
form), the observed values of the spectral param-
eters, after radiative corrections are extracted,
would not in general have their conventional V- A
values, p=%, n=0, £=1, and 6=3. This result is
similar to our earlier demonstration in paper I
that even if the la”za coupling should be precisely
V- A, the measured value of R, =B(M*—~ e*“ue”)/
B(M*—-p*v,”),* where M =7 or K, would not in
general be equal to the value predicted by the
V — A theory with radiative corrections incorpor-
ated (as well as they can be), again because of the
effects of neutrino masses and mixing. Further-
more, in the conventional view, although one op-
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timally would use different ranges of E, to deter-
mine different spectral parameters (e.g., mainly
high E, for p and low E, for i, notwithstanding the
correlation between them), this was only for the
purpose of maximizing the sensitivity of the de-
termination. Thus, for example, if (with a given
input for n) one p-decay experiment used the e*
energy range from 30 to <53 MeV to measure p,
while another with equal statistics used the range
from 20 to <53 MeV, then although the former
might have somewhat greater sensitivity, if the
experimental acceptances and resolution and
radiative corrections were taken into account
properly, both experiments would yield the same
value of p, to within their errors. However, this
is not true in the general theory of leptonic u or 7
decay, because the admixture of massive-neutrino
modes is E, dependent. An experiment which
sampled the energy range from (E,), ... to (E}) ..
S (B max)o = (ma/2)(1 = m,2/m,?) would measure val-
ues of the spectral parameters due to the subset
of all the modes occurring in the l;-»T/,al;u, decay
which satisfied (E,) . (m(vi), m(v,),m) >(E,) oyer-
Hence two experiments with different values of
(E}) 1ower. Would observe diffevent values of the spec-
tral parameters. In general, in the forthcoming
high-precision u-decay experiments®*-3% and the
MARK III experiment on 7 decay at SPEAR (Ref.
42) even if, after the necessary radiative correc-
tions are extracted, a deviation from the V- A
values of one or more of the spectral parameters
should be established, this deviation could, in a
number of cases, be due either to a difference in
the Lorentz structure of the weak couplings from
the V- A form or to neutrino masses and mixing,
and consequently one could not a priori attribute
it to either cause alone. Indeed, one of the pur-
poses of the present analysis is to ascertain the
distinctive features of the latter cause and to de-
termine to what extent it can be distinguished from
the former.

The experimental extraction of the spectral
parameters is complicated by the fact that the
value obtained for a given parameter depends
on whether one assumes the V- A values for cer-
tain other parameter(s). Specifically, for the iso-
tropic spectrum, p and 7 are significantly cor-
related, and many experiments which measured
the high-energy end of the ¢* spectrum to deter-
mine p assumed that n=0. (This was necessary
since their spectrometer acceptance and resultant
lower cut on E, did not allow them to reach the
small energy region where they could measure 7.)
In a later experiment Derenzo carried out a pre-
cise measurement of the low-energy part of the
e* spectrum and then combined his own data with
that from earlier experiments in a two-parameter
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fit to p and 7, thereby obtaining the values p
=0.7518 +0.0026 and n=-0.12+0.21. These values
of p and n are, respectively, essentially and ex-
actly the values taken by the Particle Data Group.*
Similarly, the parameters £ and 6 describing the
size and momentum dependence of the term pro-
portional to |P, | cos in the decay distribution
are extracted from a fit to the asymmetry, a(E).
In the analytic form used for this fit, one must
make some choice as to the values of p and 7 to be
used in the denominator unless one has indepen-
dently determined these parameters in the same
experiment. In practice, most previous experi-
ments on £ and 6 in u decay assumed the V- A
values of p and 7.%3'** In the work of Fryberger,
however, it was noted that if one used the central
values of p and n obtained in that experiment rather
than the V - A values, it would cause a negligible
shift in 6 (£ was not measured).2®2 For reference,
the weighted means of the values of £ and 6 from
all relevant experiments are £=0.972+0.013 and
6=0.7551+0.0085.% :

Let us state the form of the definition of the
theoretical and observed spectral parameters in
our general theory of weak processes. We shall
follow the standard practice of extracting the
radiative corrections to these parameters.*®* To
begin, one must realize that the very terms
“Lorentz structure of the weak couplings” have
to be reinterpreted in the general theory. Recall
1

[d)zb kd)l ][

5(:'\/%0';](]:;‘[]”!2 Z

=S,P,V,A,T

k(g(a 1b3i,4) +g(“"’"'j)’y )Y, ]+H c.

that in the conventional theory one writes the ef-
fective local Hamiltonian for the decay 7,—v le
in the form™ *

(a,d)
KTk . ; LR R (T
g’gu b)/.ys)lpwb]+H.C.,
(2.94)
where
Tg=1, Tp=7;, Ty=7,,
(2.95)

T4=7,7s rT=:/i'_é-'—* ,
and the dimensionless coupling constants {g(" ”)}
and {a(“ '0) '} are supposed to specify the Lorentz
structure of the effective interaction completely.
We include the superscript labels (a, b) to indicate
that, although it was not stressed in the past liter-
ature, the Lorentz structure of the relevant weak
couplings could differ for different sets (a, b) in
the conventional theory as well as the general one.
(Parenthetically, we note that the Hamiltonian is
listed here in the charge-retention form; one can
easily obtain the charge-changing form by the use
of a Fierz transformation.) However, in the gen-
eral theory it is not true that the Lorentz struc-
ture of the interaction is fully specified by these
coupling constants. Rather, the true effective
local Hamiltonian describing “the” decay

l,—~ u,albﬁlb is (again, in charge-retention form)

(2.96)

In particular, the Lorentz structure of one mode I, —~v;l,v; would not necessarily be the same as that for

another, I,~v, V..

This is analogous to the discussion given in paper I concerning the possible different

Lorentz structures in different M* - }v; decays (see Sec. IIE and footnote 26 of Ref. 3 for elaboration and

examples).

It follows that in general there are diffevent spectral parameters for each (7,j) decay mode.

However, in contrast to the situation in M,, decays where one might feasibly study each M* —[;v; mode
individually and determine the coefficients c(‘) Z=S, P, V, and A (c(') does not contribute), the analogous
study of individual (¢,j) modes in 7, -~ v, l i, decay is not feasible, as has been discussed above. Conven-
tionally, the expression for the d1fferent1al distribution in the case of arbitrary Lorentz structure can be

written as

dzréﬂ G zmus A .
(Ey, 0513~ V l* z) === [fl(GL)(Eb;mb;p(a'b) L))

dE,d cosb o 1927

+& | Pla l COSBfS(GL)(Eb; My g(a,b)’ 5(¢,b))] ,

’

(2.97)

where the subscript (GL) denotes “general Lorentz structure” and we have explicitly indicated the depen-
dence of the spectral parameters on the type of decay. The functions f, (s, and fs.) can be read off from

standard treatments in the literature*:?; however,
we will refer to details of their form later.

fl(GL)(Eb; my; p(a,b) , n(a, b)) = 32(Eb2 —b)? /2{3Eb[(E

+3n(“"’)b1/2[(E

b max)o -

it will be useful to list them here in our notation since

E,]+2p @ [4E2 -~ (E E,-3b]

bmax)o

»maxo = EpJ} (2.98)
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and

Fstar(Eps M43 g(a » é(a'b)) 32¢@n) (EZ-0){[(E

where

(Ebmax)OE(Eb)ma.x(o’ 0,m,)

bmaxo

E,]+28@P[4E, — (E, nado— 301}, (2.99)

(2.100)

in the notation of Eq. (2.1) and 5, when used as an algebraic symbol, rather than a superscript or sub-

script, is given by m,?/m,2, as defined in Eq. (2.19).

fl(GL)(Eo; My p(a'b) = %: n(a'b)

and

Fstar)(E p My} glaw = 1,5l =3) =f{Ey; 0,0,m,)

=0) =£,(E,;0,0,m,)

Observe that with our normalization

(2.101)

(2.102)

with the functions on the right-hand sides of Egs. (2.101) and (2.102) being given in Eqgs. (2.17) and (2.18).
The constant A and the spectral parameters p'@?, n(&® ¢£(a0) and 5% are functions of the {gi*"»’} and
{g(“ 10) }; again, they are given in the literature®:” and will not be repeated here.

In the general theory the expression for the differential decay distribution in the case of arbitrary Lor-

entz structure is

4T (&) on) ) ) 15 0)
By cosh v Bl Vil v,

=Ty(m,) Z aniUbjl [fiter, GN)(Eb’m(V) m(v,) mb’{g(a b"j)}’{gi(ta'm'”'};

iyd

+ 218, | €050 /ytgr, amEyi ), mlv ) mys (g0 40, glevisnd )

(2.103)

where the subscript (GN) denotes “general neutrino masses” and the functions f, (g1, 20d fy(gL,an) are
the appropriate generalizations of Eqs. (2.98) and (2.99) for this case. However, since one cannot study
each (,7) mode individually, the spectral parameters for each mode are not directly useful objects to
consider. Operationally, as noted before, in the general theory the effective spectral parameters that
would be measured experimentally (after radiative corrections are extracted) depend on the interval
((E}) 1owers (E3) ypper) Used to perform the fit to the data. For the isotropic part of the spectrum they are

given by the equation

a,0) @) = ;\Zj”
1y

Siay(Eyymy; pel

bj] Fiar,an (B m(v, m(v,), mb,{g“ b'”)}’{g‘(*a'b”'n'})-

(2.104)

Here and elsewhere we recall that there are implicit © functions of the form ©(m, — m, - m(v,) —m(v,) in
f, and f,. The normalization factor X is given analytically by*’ '

(Ey)
f ool dEbfl(GL)(Eb’mbip

, 1Y)

A= (Eb)low er

) .
E IUawa\z f Eb u"er dEafl(GL,GN)(Eb5W(Vi)sm(’/ mb’{g<a & "j)}v {gia'b”'l)’})

1 wer

. (2.105)

Simllarly, the spectral parameters £%% and 6{%? would be determined via the equation

fq(GL)(Em Mps g(e‘;fb) 5(" b)

]Ua;Ubj| fs(GL GN)(Ewm(V m(V ) m(,y {g(a b'hj)}’{gl(ia'b;i'j)/})

fl(GL)(Eb, Mys peﬂ“b), ne“ﬂ) E IU;’;U,,S| f1(GL,GN)(Eb9m(V ), ’WL(V ), My {g(u b,r's)}’{g’ga.b;r.s)l}) P

where p!%®) and (%) would have been extracted
from a fit to the isotropic part of the spectrum in
a complete experiment, or, alternatively, taken
from other work in an experiment devoted speci-
fically to a study of the asymmetry. Equations
(2.105) and (2.106) provide the foundation, in the
general theory, for an analysis of the Lorentz
structure of the relevant weak couplings in leptonic
1, decay based on a measurement of the spectral

(2.106)

|;k)arameters.

In our study of the effects of neutrino masses and
mixing on the spectral parameters, it is necessary
to make some assumption concerning the Lorentz
structure of the interaction. As before, in view
of the fact that all measurements on u and leptonic
7 decay are consistent with the V- A form (in the
case of 5(”'9), at the 20 level), we shall assume
this form. However, at appropriate points, we



24 GENERAL THEORY OF WEAK PROCESSES INVOLVING.... II.... 1301

shall comment on the effects of non-(V - A) coup-
lings. Let us begin with the isotropic part of the
spectrum. Our treatment will be primarily or-
iented toward u decay, since the most accurate
measurements of the spectral parameters, and
the only reported measurements of n, £, and 5,
are available for this case. Accordingly, we shall
make the notational convention that in the appro-
priate experimental context, unlabeled spectral
parameters refer to u decay. To reproduce the
conditions of u decay experiments, we have car-
ried out two types of x2 fits. In the first, we set
Moty =0 and (E,), e =25 MeV, and (E,),p,,, =53
MeV, corresponding to the work of Refs. 26-28.
In the second, we fit both p and 7, and use the
whole spectrum, corresponding to the combined
fit by Derenzo.?® For simplicity we assume that
there is only one set of non-negligible heavy 13)
modes, viz., I,— VHSCile/,b, with U dependence

n
2 |URU, |200m,, =y, = m() = mlv ) = | Uy
j=1

and [,~v, l,Vysc; With U dependence

ElU*Ub: 26("”1 —-my, =

m(v,) =m(v,)) ~ ]Ubjl2 .

It is straightforward to extend our analysis to deal
with the case of several d1fff\rent types of HSC
modes. We label the heavy v as v, and the rele-
vant coupling coefficients as IUrhlz, v=1or 2 and
k=i orj.

Before presenting our results, it is necessary to
recall briefly what limits are placed on the |U,,|?
(HSC k) by our previous work.?® In the case
r=1, i.e., the ey, coupling, the R and Ry branch-
ing-ratio constraints, together with the bounds
from the HSC peak search in K, decay, imply
that for the relevant range of m(vs), |U,,|? is suf-
ficiently small that it would probably not be pos-
sible to detect directly the effects of an HSC v, in
the spectral parameters describing the u decay
distribution [see Egs. (2.28) and (3.12) and Fig. 22
of Ref. 3]. Regarding an HSC v, coupled to e {or p)
in 7 decay, the range of m(v;) extends far above
that covered by the bounds discussed inRefs. 2 and
3, so that commensurately larger |U,‘,,[2 are al-
lowed. There are, of course, also constraints on
the couplings of such a massive v, from data on
possible neutrino oscillations. The positive effect
reported recently by one experiment®® would in-
volve much lighter neutrinos than those which are
significant here. Moreover, apart from possible
decays of such heavy neutrinos,*® they would have
an approximately spatially uniform effect in an
accelerator neutrino scattering experiment, a
manifestation of the underlying incoherence in the
original M*—[# 171 decays (where M =7 or K and

l,=e or p). Stated in other terms, the quasico-
herent formalism which is conventionally used®
to describe the propagation of massive neutrinos
and gives rise to the label ‘neutrino oscillation”
is, according to the general rules of quantum
mechanics, applicable to neutrinos with sufficiently
small (or nearly degenerate) masses but is not in
general applicable to the heavy neutrinos of inter-
est here. Furthermore, an obvious fact which is
of relevance to 7 decay is that if m(v,) >m, or mx,
then the accelerator neutrino data provides much
weaker constraints on the corresponding lUrklz.
Proceeding to the case »=2, i.e., the uv, coup-
ling, the upper bounds on R,,~ |U,,|? resulting
from the application of the spectral test proposed
in Ref. 2 to existing 7, and K, data were given in
Ref. 3, in particular, Fig. 17 of that work. Sub-
sequently, the peak search proposed in Ref. 2 was
carried out in a preliminary new 7,, experiment
by the Swiss Institute for Nuclear Research (SIN)
group, which obtained the slightly better bounds
R,,<0.03 for m(v,) € (4 MeV, 9 MeV) and R,,<0.02
for m(vy) € (6 MeV, 14 MeV).®! The branching-
ratio constraint analyzed in Ref. 3 does not yield
a very strong bound on |U,,|2. Since the situation

0.760

0.755 h

0.750
Pets
0.745
-3
i _[(a)10_ )
i lUrkl 102
i e) s7240.5 ]
0.7401 Pexp 3
° 02 0,-4v 06 08 10 m () /m,
0 20 40 60 80 100 m(y,) [~](Mev)
O PR S S . | 1 A1

05 10 1.5 m(l/k)[ ] (6ev)
FIG. 22. Plot of p.y determined from a two-param-~
eter x? fit to dT/dE, in terms of p,; and 7y for leptonic

1, decay involving one (anti)neutrino, denoted ‘ﬁ’k, of
non-negligible mass. Results are shown for two values
of the weak coupling coefficient |U,,|%. See text for fur-
ther details.
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concerning possible neutrino oscillations is un-
settled at the present time, we shall only comment
that the data is consistent with |U2,HSCk|2~ 102,
Thus, the largest ]Uzj,]2 values of relevance to u
decay are allowed for m(vy) < 14 MeV and m(vy)
€ (34 MeV, 82 MeV). As will be shown, for fixed
| Uy |?, a mass m(vs) in the second interval would
yield a greater effect on the spectral parameters
in u decay. Accordingly, given the above con-
straints on |U,,|?, the analysis of these spectral
parameters (in particular, p) is probably most
valuable as a probe of the effects of neutrino mas-
ses and mixing in the second region of m(vy).

In Fig. 22 we present curves of the effective
p parameter, as a function of m(v,), as deter-
mined by the two-parameter fit to dT'/dE,, using
the V- A version of Eqs. (2.104) and (2.105) with
(Eb) lower ~ My <«1 and (Eb)unner =(Eb max)O' The cor-
responding values of 7, are given in Fig. 25 and
will be discussed later. The curves are plotted
for two values of |U,,|?, viz., 102 and 107°. As
should be clear from the preceding discussion
concerning other constraints on |U7,,|2 as a func-
tion of m(vs), we certainly do not mean to imply
that values this large are allowed for all m(v,) in
u and 7 decay. The reader is referred to Refs. 2
and 3 for an analysis of precisely how large |U,,|?
is allowed to be, as a function of m(v,), by other
relevant constraints. The horizontal axis gives
the dimensionless values of m(v,) /m, together with
the actual corresponding #(v,) values in p and 7
decay. (In the latter case the curve applies to the
decay 7-v.ev,, which was the mode studied in the
DELCO experiment.?®) Using Eqgs. (2.94)-(2.96),
one can generate the curves for the decay
T-v,uV, in an analogous manner; these are
omitted for brevity. The central experimental
value of p{#:¢ is indicated by the horizontal dashed
line, with the +10 errors being represented by the
accompanying dot-dashed lines. For any value
of m(vy), the effect of the presence of a massive
%, mode is to decrease the observed value of
Pege from its V — A value of 0.75 where m(v;) =0
for all . This general feature can be easily un-
derstood because as p,,, decreases below 0.75, the
(area-normalized) function f, 1) (Ey; 72,5 Pege’ Megs)
becomes larger for E, < £ [1+b+(1+35+0b%)/2]
~ 3 +%33b+0(b?), and smaller for E, above this
value. Thus, a value of p,,, less than 0.75 yields
a function f; (5, which provides a better approxi-
mate fit to dl"/dEb than would be the case if p,
>0.75, since the function being fitted has the ap-
pearance indicated in Fig. 21. For fixed |U,,|?,
and small m(v,), there is commensurately little
change in p,,, since the kinematics is not very dif-
ferent than in the case of zero-mass neutrinos.
For very large m(v,) there is again little change in

SHROCK 24

Pess» but for the different reason that the massive

(13; mode is kinematically very heavily suppressed.
Thus, it could be anticipated before any calcula-
tion that the maximum decrease in p,,, would occur
at an intermediate value of m(v,); our results show
that this value is ~40 MeV. The deviation of p,,,
from 0.75 is roughly proportional to IUm[2 for the
small values of this coupling coefficient of rele-
vance here. The values of p,, obtained in the
one-parameter fit with 7, assumed to be equal to
zero are quite close to those obtained in the two-
parameter fit.

Thus, for the p parameter our conclusion con-
cerning the first application is that, indeed, given
present constraints on HSC v, coupling coeffi-
cients, possible massive v, modes could signi-
ficantly alter the observed value of p,,, and con-
sequently, contrary to the conventional practice,
one cannot use past data on p to constrain the
Lorentz structure of the u decay couplings in iso-
lation.. Rather, without further analysis (see be-
low), one must consider these past measurements
of p,., to yield a correlated bound on deviations
from V- A weak couplings and the effects of mas-
sive neutrinos and lepton mixing. Note that this is
true regardless of the bounds on the masses of the
LDC (anti)neutrinos v, and 7, in u* decay. It also
does not require that one assume that there are
n >3 generations of leptons, inasmuch as the cur-
rent upper limit on m(v,) allows it to be anywhere
in the range (0,2,). An analogous statement ap-
plies in principle to the use of the p(""b) value
measured in 7 decay to constraint the 7v, coupling,
although the accuracy of the most sensitive de-
termination, p{7:¥=0.72+0.15,' is not great
enough for the effects of massive-neutrino modes
to be important. As is well known, a deviation in
the Lorentz structure of the relevant weak coup-
lings from the V - A form could cause p either to
increase above 0.75 or decrease below this point.
However, even if p,,, were measured to be greater
than 0.75, one could still not g priori attribute the
the effect entirely to non-(V — A) couplings, since
this increase might actually represent a larger
increase due to a deviation in the Lorentz struc-
ture combined with a slight decrease due to mas-
sive-neutrino modes. Nevertheless, we have
found a test which can reduce or eliminate this
ambiguity. This test exploits the fact that the

effects of massive-neutrino modes involve thresh-
olds in E,, whereas those due to deviations in the

Lorentz structure of the weak couplings do not.

It consists of using different ranges of E, in the
determination of the spectral parameters and then
investigating whether or not the resulting values
are significantly different. The underlying idea
is illustrated in Fig. 23, for the measurement of
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FIG. 23. Schematic illustration of the test using dif-
ferent energy intervals to distinguish the effects on the
spectral parameters of possible non V—~A Lorentz
structure and those due to possible neutrino masses and
mixing. The graph shows I'j!(m)dI/dE, for a leptonic
1, decay involving one (anti)neutrino ‘%, of non-negligible
mass, taken here to be m (vy)=0.5. In regions (a), (),
and (c) the single HSC %, modes would be fully present,
partially present, and absent, respectively. One would
compare the values of p;, for example, obtained from
fits over these three different regions. See text for
further discussion.

Pes; in the case of one non-negligible set of HSC

vy mode. For this example we take m(v,) =m,./2
so that the end point for the corresponding mas-
sive v, mode is 0.375m,. The size of this mode is
exaggerated for visual clarity. In region (a) the
v, mode is fully present, while in region (b) it is
present in the lower end of the range but is phase-
space forbidden in the upper range, and in region
(c) it is absent entirely. Each of these three re-
gions would thus clearly yield different values of
Pess [and only in region (c) would the measured val-
ue provide a direct probe of the Lorentz structure
in the amplitude]. Thus, in principle, if (after
appropriate radiative corrections are extracted),
a spectral parameter such as p,,, is established
to be different from its ¥V — A value and the test
proposed above is performed, then (1) if the test
yields the same non-(V - A) value of the spectral
parameter for all of the ranges of E, that were
used, then one can conclude that the effect is due
to non-(V — A) couplings and not to massive neu-
trinos, to the requisite level of accuracy; (2) if
different ranges do yield different results, then
one can conclude that at least part of the effect is
due to massive neutrinos; and (3) if the deviation
disappears as one used progressively higher
ranges of E, (given an appropriate definition of the
area-normalized fitting function), then one can con-
clude that the effect is due to massive neutrinos
rather than non-(V - A) Lorentz structure, again
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to the requisite level of precision. We propose
that this test be applied to past data on u and lep-
tonic 7 decay, since even in the cases where spec-
tral parameters obtained were consistent with
V - A couplings, the application of the test would
yield new and valuable correlated bounds on neu-
trino masses and mixing. For the same reason
we also strongly suggest that it be applied in the
forthcoming high-precision y and 7 decay experi-
ments.30-3¢

The second application of our study of the effects
of neutrino masses and mixing on p,, concerns
the correlated bounds on these quantities that re-
sult from the measured values p,. . In view of our
first conclusion, we must make some assumption
regarding possible deviations of the Lorentz
structure of the relevant weak couplings, and we
make the natural and simplest assumption that
such deviations are zero or negligibly small. The
10 limit based on the measured value pi;‘x;e) Epi,‘:p),

|plt) = )| <0,=0.0026, (2.107)

yields the upper bound shown in Fig. 24 on |U,,|?
as a function of m(v,). As was mentioned before,
this bound is generally considerably weaker than
the ones obtained in Refs. 2 and 3; however, in
the case =2 and the region m(v,) (~38 MeV,
~82 MeV) it is useful.

Finally, for the third application, we indicate
the statistical accuracy in the measurement of
Pexp €Xpected in the future LAMPF experiment of
Anderson, et al.,* viz. ¢{***)=0.00023, by the
horizontal short-dashed lines in Fig. 22. For p
and each of the other three spectral 'parameters,

10" e —————————
[ UPPER BOUND ON |u,k‘2 FROM
Py THE p(e’;'f) CONSTRAINT

Lo i 11

2 p
u
I rk | max
IOA2 -]
|o'3 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
[0} 20 40 60 80 100
m(v,) (MeV)

FIG. 24. Upper bound, at the 1¢ level, on the coupling
coefficient |U,,|? from the p{¥ constraint, for the case
described in the caption to Fig. 22.



1304 ROBERT E.

all of which are to be measured in this experiment,
the systematic errors are expected to be comp-
arable to, or perhaps somewhat less than, the
statistical errors. Although we have chosen the
canonical V- A, m(v;) =0, U=1 value of p,,,
around which to draw the +1o ©**Y "errors, this ob-
viously should not be taken to imply that the value
of p,, that will eventually be measured will be
precisely 0.75. As is evident from Fig. 22, given
the projected accuracy of the new LAMPF u decay
. experiment, it will be sensitive to the effects of
neutrino masses and mixing on the parameter p,,,
for a reasonable range of intermediate values of
m(vy), down to rather small |U,,|2. With this
capability and the use of our proposed method of
sampling different ranges of E_, this experiment
will be in a reasonable position to carry out a
search for massive-neutrino effects.
In Fig. 25 we present our results for 7n,,, ob-
tained from the two-parameter fit to p., and 7.,
assuming V- A weak couplings. We interpret the

o1} .
0.05} ]
I (b) 1
L N

(p) b
Tett | i
0 \/ -

-3
I 2 _ [(a) IO y

i |Urk| =1 1072
-0.05 } ]
-0t ]

(#)
i Nep = ~01220.21 |
%ﬁ 1 1 1 1 L 1 1 1 1 I:f
0O 20 40 60 80 100
m(v,) (MeV)

FIG. 25. Plot of 1, determined from the two-param-
eter fit to dT/dE, in terms of p,; and 7.s for p decay,
in the case described for Fig. 22. The results shown in
Figs. 24-26 also apply to T decay with an obvious scale
change in the m (v,) axis.
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behavior of n,, as follows. For relatively small
m(ve), the net effect of the massive-neutrino mode
is to decrease dI'/dE,, most markedly in the inter-
mediate energy region, and hence yield a negative
Nees- AS m(vp) increases, however, the bump which
appears in the total dl"/dEe at the maximum of the
HSC v, contribution moves down from high to in-
termediate E,. The fitting curve thus favors posi-
tive n,,, since, as can be seen from Eq. (2.98),
this increases the middle part of the dI‘/dEe while
leaving the ends invariant. With our results as
given in Fig. 25, we can address the three appli-
cations. First, it is clear that, in contrast to the
situation with p,,, the errors in the present ex-
perimental measurement of n are sufficiently
large that massive-neutrino effects are not im-
portant for the past use of 7, to constrain the
Lorentz structure of the weak couplings in u de-
cay. Of course, for the same reason, this con-
straint from 7, was not very restrictive. Fur-
thermore, one cannot use 7,,, to obtain useful up-
per bounds on |U,,|?. More exciting is the third
application. There are two future experiments
which plan to measure 7 in u decay: that of An-
derson et al., at LAMPF (ref. 30), and that of
Crowe et gl. at TRIUMF.?! The expected total er-
ror in the latter experiment is +0.1, while the ex-
pected statistical error in the former is +0.006.
The second error is shown as the short-dashed

|O| T T T T T T T T T T
() | ]
et j
] e e—
(a)"(b) -3 1
- l Iz _Jta)y 10 .
- rk (b) 10° ,
0.99 -
098 .5 97510013 .
exp i

1 1 1L 1 1 1 1 1 1

1
0] 20 40 60 80 100
m () (MeV)

FIG. 26. Plot of £, determined from a one-param-
eter fit to the integrated asymmetry in y decay, for the
case described in the caption to Fig. 22. In this fit, to
reproduce the procedure of past py~decay experiments,
the other spectral parameters p.g, Nog, and Serr were
taken to have their conventional V ~A values.
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lines centered, according to the convention ex-
plained before, around the V- A, m(vy) =0, U=1
value of 7,,,. The LAMPF experiment may have
sufficient precision to detect possible massive
neutrino effects in the parameter 7.

Let us next proceed to analyze the effects of
neutrino masses and mixing on the spectral pa-
rameters &, and ., which determine f ;). In
Fig. 26 we present curves of £, obtained from a
fit to the integrated asymmetry, assuming V- A
couplings. This reproduces the conditions of the
experiments of Ref. 44 (which dominate the present
weighted world mean for gm), since these experi-
ments determined £ from a fit to the function
N(g)=1+a™ cosé, i.e., from an integration over
all energies, subject to standard cuts. Analytical-
ly, for a fit to the asymmetry integrated over the
entire spectrum,

- 3 {Z,j) ]U,,*iUwI?‘Fs;o(m(ui),m(vj),mb)

) =
ot I}x‘x:egrated 2 ' U:rUbs|2F1 ;o(m(Vr); m(Vs) ,Amb)
7,8

(2.108)

As with the n,,, and J,, plots, one can obtain the
behavior for the decay 7* ~v e'v, by an obvious
scale change of the m(v,) axis; however, we are
well aware of the difficulties inherent in trying

to measure any of the three spectral parameters
other than p in leptonic 7 decay. As is evident
from Fig. 26, the effect of the massive-neutrino
mode is to reduce £, for all m(v,), the maximum
reduction occurring in the region 30-40 MeV.

This behavior can be understood directly from our
earlier calculation of the integrated asymmetry
a'®, or equivalently, (cosf)‘®, presented, for

I; decay, in Fig. 13. It may be recalled from well-
known formulas for the theoretical £ in terms
of the {g(""’)} and {g(“'b)'} in the conventional theory
that a deviation in Lorentz structure from the V- A
form can cause this parameter to increase above,
or decrease below, unity. Indeed, in the conven-
tional theory, with zero neutrino masses for each
of the four spectral parameters, denoted generical-
ly by p,, the difference p,— p, (V ~ A) can be posi-
tive or negative. The curve shown in Fig. 26 is for
|U,,|2=10"2; a small dot indicates roughly the
maximum decrease for |U,,|2=10"%. With this
integral method of extracting £,,,, the massive-
neutrino mode has little effect. The present ex-
perimental measurement of £ is approximately 2o
below unity. We conclude that, given the con-
straints on |U,,|2, a massive-neutrino mode would
have had a very small effect on past measure-
ments of £ in u decay. There are two future ex-
periments which will measure this parameter.
The expected statistical accuracy for the measure-

ment of ¢ in the LAMPF experiment® is +0.000 99,
while the expected total error in the TRIUMF ex-
periment of Strovink et al.,*® which is specifically
devoted to a high-precision measurement of this
parameter, is +£0.001 (where in the latter experi-
ment the fit is made assuming the conventional
V- Avalues p=3, 7=0, and 6=3). This error is
depicted in Fig. 26 as the short-dashed lines around
the conventional value of unity. Our conclusion is
that if one chooses to extract £, by a fit to the
integrated asymmetry alone, it may be difficult

to detect any massive-neutrino effects. Further-
more, one would lose the capability of applying
our suggested method of using different energy
intervals to distinguish between deviations due to
possible non-(V — A) Lorentz structure and those
due to massive neutrinos. Earlier in this work
we proposed a different method of searching for the
signatures of massive-neutrino modes in the
angular distribution by exploiting the exact helicity
zero of dT''¥/dE,d cosé for § =0° or 180°, in u~ or
u* decay, respectively, and E,=(E, .Jo, if [i”,al
=1 and neutrinos are massless. In contrast, a
massive-neutrino mode would not have a zero at
these respective values of 6, although it would, of
course, vanish beyond its energy end point, (2.1).
Our study indicated that the effect was small;
however, we suggest that it would be worthwhile
to try this search in the forthcoming u decay ex-
periments which will study the angular distribu-
tion.332 The method will benefit from the ability
of these experiments to achieve a |P,| which is
(a) extremely close to unity, and (b) known to very
high precision, both of which features improve
considerably upon past u decay experiments. It is
true that the behavior of @°I''*/dE d cosg in the

6 =180°, high-E, region is sensitive to deviations
from V - A Lorentz structure as well as massive
neutrinos. Indeed, this sensitivity has been
stressed in Ref. 32, although no consideration was
given there to the effects of massive neutrinos

and lepton mixing. The method of different energy
intervals can be applied to some extent here, but,
as was discussed before, if one goes too far be-
low (E, ,.)o the helicity suppression of the LDC
mode(s) largely disappears.

In addition to altering the magnitude of the effec-
tive asymmetry, massive-neutrino modes also
change its momentum dependence. Figure 27
shows our results for 6., as calculated in a two-
parameter fit to £, and 6, in u decay, using
Eq. (2.106) with V~ A couplings and, to reproduce
typical experimental conditions (see, e.g., Ref.
28), assuming p,, =% and n,,=0. The energy in-
terval taken for this fit is the full range of E,. One
observes that for all values of m(v,), the effect
of the massive-neutrino mode is to reduce 5,.
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FIG. 27. Plot of ¢ determined from a two-param-
eter x? fit to the asymmetry in terms of Eerr and ey,
for p decay, in the case described for Fig. 22. In this
fit, to reproduce the usual procedure of past y-decay
experiments, the other spectral parameters p.; and
g Were taken to have their conventional V—A values.

Although the maximum decrease is small com-
pared to the errors in the present experimental
measurement, it is not completely negligible.

The expected statistical error in the forthcoming
measurement of & by the LAMPF experiment®

is +0.000 64, as indicated in Fig. 27. Again, it

is clear that this experiment has the potential to
detect the effect of massive neutrinos on the spec-
tral parameter 6,,. For brevity we shall not show
the values of £, obtained via this two-parameter
fit, we note, however, that they do differ some-
what from those computed from the one-parameter
fit to the integrated asymmetry. This concludes
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our presentation of the general theory of the spec-
tral parameters in leptonic [, decay.

G. The I, polarization

Up to this point we have analyzed the effects
of neutrino masses and mixing on leptonic [, decay
assuming that one only measures E, or |p,| and 6.
We now consider the effects on the [, polari-
zation P b_ﬁ For this purpose, let us define
an orthonormal coordinate system by eL pb,
eTxp—(iS B, pbpb)/lP B, ' byb,|, and eqp
=(B,xp, /|P XP,|, where the subscripts L and
T(I,0)P mean “longitudinal” and “transverse (in,
out of) the P,, p, plane”. The components of
the [, polarization are then denoted by (P,),
=P, ¢, for c=L, TIP, and TOP. For a given
decay mode [, -v,l,V, or its charge conjugate we

g
find, assuming V - A couplings,

(PP (E,, 6;m(v), m(v,), m})

RENE,, 6, m(vy), m(v,),m,)
“(@TP/aE,d cosb)(E,, 8;m(v,), m(v,),my)’

(2.109)

where the denominator was given in Egs. (2.7)-
(2.13) and

h(;)(Eb, g;m(Vi))m(Vj)fmb)
=¢h1(Eb;m(Vi)’ m(Vj)7mb)
+|B,| costn(E,;m(v,),m(v,)), my)

with (2.110)
h(E,;m(v),m(v),m) =8(E,?-b)[A,(1-2E,+b)
+B,[(1-E,)]
(2.111)
and

h(E,;m(v,),m(v)),m) =8(E2-b)**[-A,,E,
X(1-2E,+b)+B,(E2-b)].
(2.112)

For the actual experimental situation where one
observes only the [,, its longitudinal polarization
is then

2V UL, | " HE, 63m(v,),m(v)),m)

(PYPUE,,0) =

7S

SIUx Ubs |%PT® /dE,d cosO)(E,, 6; m(v,),m(vy),m,)

(2.113)

The expressions for the longitudinal polarization integrated over 6 and over both 6 and E, are, respective-

ly,

F N UKU, 1By m(v,), m(v,),m)

(P PNE,) =t

2N UEU P A(E,; m(v,), m(vy),m))

(2.114)
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and

F 2\ UKU, 1 2Hy om(v), m(v ), m})

() = _ird
(B L NUL U2 Fy i m(v,),m(vy),m)
7,8

where, in analogy to Eq. (2.58),

(Eb)max(m(ui?,m(vj),mb)

H_”,‘m(l/’.), m(vj), mb) = f

b
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In the conventional V - A theory with m(v;) =0 for all 7, the general expression (2.113) reduces to

FB(3—4E,+b) — | P, I cosd[1 - 2(1+B,2)E, - b]

(Pb)(;,)conv.(Eb’ 9) =

=¢[1+O(b',E£)] for b<1.
b

For the integrated polarization one has

«Pb)(;))conv - T‘(O, 0, D)

(Parenthetically, we note that the order-o radiative
corrections to these conventional V- A formulas
have been calculated.’®) Our results (2.7)-(2.13)
and (2.111)—(2.113) show that, in fact, the same
approximate equalities hold in the general V- A
theory with massive neutrinos and lepton mixing:

P)SUE,,0)=%| 1+0(b; 2
(P) (B, 6) ¢[ * ( E,,)]
and

(PYF) =%[1+0(d)] .

For the other components we find that (assuming
V — A couplings) in the general theory with mas-
sive neutrinos and lepton mixing, just in the con-
ventional V - A theory with massless neutrinos,

(2.119)

(2.120)

- _ B
(Pb)(n)r(Eme) "0¢0<;:), (2.121)
(P =0F 06", (2.122)
and
(PY2p(E,,0)=0. (2.123)

It is worth commenting upon the latter result. In
the conventional theory with massless neutrinos
there is no CP violation in the lepton sector. A
very important property of the general theory is
that, for the case of » >3 lepton generations, which
is known to be the physically relevant one, the
mixing matrix U contains complex phases which
cannot be eliminated by redefinitions of the fields
and which give rise to leptonic CP violation. The
analog of this phenomenon in the quark sector was
discussed by Kobayashi and Maskawa.® Never-
theless, basically because the [,~v [V, decays

_F(1—25+326%/2 - 300%+ b2~ 5b%)

(8-4E,+3b- 2b/E,) + B, P, cosf(1 ~ 4E, +3b)

(2.115)

dE ESh(E,;m(v),m(v,),my), z=1ors. (2.116)
(2.117)

(1-18p) for b<<1. (2.118)

'are incoherent, this CP violation does not direct-
ly manifest itself in leptonic [, decay. Experi-
mentally, in y decay several measurements have
yielded the result that (P{*),=1.00+0.13.% A
recent SIN experiment has measured (P{¥); p
and (P{") . and found them both to be consistent
with zero.%® (These indicated average polariza-
tions do involve cuts which are specified in Refs.
54 and 55.) At the present time there are, to our
knowledge, no reported measurements of -ﬁe or
P, in leptonic 7 decay.

Thus, our analysis shows that the effects of
neutrino masses and mixing on the /, polarization
are extremely small and, especially in view of
the accuracy of existing and forseeable experi-
ments, are not likely to provide useful signatures.

As the last part of this section we consider
another manifestation of neutrino masses and mix-
ing which appears in leptonic [, decay for ¢=3.
This is generically similar to the effect on the
observed ratio R, =B(M*' —e*v,)/B(M" - p*v,) -
(where M= or K) discussed in Ref. 3, in that
it involves (a) integral quantities, and (b) a ratio
of branching ratios, in contrast to the differential
spectral effects in M, or leptonic [, decay. The
quantity of interest here is the ratio

B(l - vyl -1-/-1 )
R, 4 =0 >3, 2.124
a—>p/a—~>c B(la" Vlalcvlc ’ ( )
In the conventional theory (with n2,=1) (R,ey/aes o) conv.

=T(0,0,m,)/T(0,0,m,). Note that the order-«
radiative corrections do not affect this equality,
since they are mass independent.'® For the one
case of experimental interest, (R, ., .) conv.
=1.0280. However, in the general theory
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TABLE II. The ratio R,.,/,. . as a function of m (y3) in
the case in which the only significant massive-neutrino
modes in T decay are those involving vs.

_Blr—vev)

m(v3) (MeV) Rree/mu="Tp(r 2 V)

0 1.0280

50 1.0281

100 1.0284
150 1.0290
200 1.0297
240 1.0304

experiment (Ref. 43) 0.95+0.10

N Z; ’U:iUbjlzf(m(Vi)’m(”]);mb)
=l7 —
Besiae™ S T0Z 0, P Tn(v,), m( ), m))

78 N
(2.125)

which usually would differ from (R, ,,n0)eony- A
question which then arises is the following: as

with the spectral parameters, given the present
bounds on neutrino masses [in particular, m(v,)]
and lepton-mixing angles, how large could their
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effecton R, ,,, be? Furthermore, could one
use the measured value of this ratio to obtain
useful direct bounds on m(v,) or correlated bounds
on the contributions of HSC (4,7) modes? Let
us first consider the effects of DC modes on
R_, ... Inthis case, to a good approximation,
one can neglect SC modes, sothatR _, . .,

=~ T(m(vg)/m,, 0, m,/m)/T(m(vy)/m,, 0,m ./ m.,).

As m(v,) increases from zero to its currently
allowed maximum'* (at the 20 level), 245 MeV,
this ratio increases, but only slightly, as our
results in Table II show. It is straightforward to
calculate the changes in the ratio which would be
caused by possible HSC modes; these are smaller
than the HDC effect just analyzed. Thus, the ques-
tions posed above are answered; even with a sub-
stantial improvement in the accuracy of the mea-
surements, the effects of neutrino masses and

mixing on R, ,._,, are unlikely to be detectable.
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