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A new approach to hyperon nonleptonic weak interactions is discussed. It is based on (i) the de-

rived asymptotic constraints on the two-body ground-state-baryon matrix elements of the weak non-

leptonic Hamiltonian which satisfy the IA—f | =% rule and its SU(3) counterpart and (ii) the new

soft-pion approximation in the infinite-momentum frame of parent particle. In the new extrapola-
tion, a part of the so-called surface term survives in addition to the usual equal-time-commutator
term. The result based on the first approximation which keeps only the ground-state-baryon contri-
bution to the surface term is presented. It is shown that the Lee-Sugawara sum rules are satisfied
reasonably well for both the S and P waves. Improvement of the approximation should be possible
with less ambiguity than the usual approach, by including the contribution of the L=1 baryon
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states to the surface term. Nowhere is the concept of exact SU(3) symmetry used.

I. INTRODUCTION AND SUMMARY

The derivation of the approximate |AT |=+ rule in
the strange-particle decays has been attempted by many
authors' for the past three decades. One of the popular
ideas is to suspect that the origin of the rule is rather
kinematical, i.e., it is related to the symmetry properties’
of the quark wave functions of hadrons. The argument,
sometimes called Minamikawa-Miura-Pati-Woo theorem,
was found to be able to impose the |AT | =+ rule and
other constraints, in a nonperturbative way, on the baryon
two-body weak vertices. However, the same idea failed to
impose any constraint on bosons. Another contrasting
idea is to ascribe the origin to some dynamical enhance-
ment of particular diagrams at the level of underlying
quarks and gluons. Historically, a similar idea was also
entertained earlier in the Sakata model.3 The recent popu-
lar proposal is the assumption of the enhancement of
penguin diagram in the QCD-corrected effective Hamil-
tonian.* A difficulty in this type of approach is related to
the confinement problem. That is, one has to translate the
information obtained at the quark-gluon level into the
language of observable hadrons. For example, for
penguins one has to rely heavily on the validity of the fac-
torization (or vacuume-insertion) approximation which was
also introduced® a long time ago. The factorization ap-
proximation was not very successful in the Cabibbo-
angle-unsuppressed D-meson decays.’ Attempts, based on
the effective Hamiltonian with QCD corrections coupled
with the conventional soft-pion technique, have also been
discussed® recently. In these theories, many meson-pole
amplitudes are added in a rather ad hoc way to the calcu-
lation, suspecting that the soft-pion extrapolation washes
away these contributions. Overall, the situation is still

29

rather confused.

In this paper, we show that the hyperon nonleptonic de-
cays, although more complicated to treat than the K-
meson decays discussed in the preceding paper’ II, can
also be approached in exactly the same way. In a recent
letter,® we have shown that in the theoretical framework
proposed, there exist certain asymptotic constraints, which
include the celebrated | AT | =+ rule, among the asymp-
totic two-body ground-state-baryon matrix elements of the
strangeness-changing nonleptonic weak Hamiltonian H.
We relate these asymptotic two-body constraints to the
physical hyperon decay amplitudes by using a soft-pion
extrapolation.” We employ a new (much milder) soft-pion
approximation [carried out in the infinite-momentum
frame (IMF)!° of the parent hyperon] developed in paper
II. In this new extrapolation a part of the so-called sur-
face term survives, in addition to the usual equal-time-
commutator (ETC) term. The surface term can be cast
into the form

SAB'|H |n;){ny |4, |B),

nL

where B and B’ are the baryons in the B—B'nw decay, 4,
is the SU(2) axial-vector charge, and n; denotes the
baryons belonging to the level L (L =0,1...). In this pa-
per, we report the sum rules obtained when we keep, in
this new approach, only the diagonal term (i.e., the L=0
ground states) in the surface term. A reasonable result is
obtained. Because of the neglect of higher-L-state contri-
butions, the result is, of course, not perfect. However, the
theoretical ambiguity involved is considerably less com-
pared with the corresponding old treatment. Nowhere is
the concept of exact SU(3) symmetry used and the sum
rules are valid in broken SU(3) symmetry. It also gives us
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a clear indication where one has to look for improvement.
The inclusion of the next L=1 (but not L >2) baryon-
state contribution to the surface term should be important
to remove the bulk of the remaining discrepancy with the
experiment. However, the meson-pole contributions,
which are often added® after carrying out the conventional
soft-meson approximation, need not be considered here,
since they are already contained in the present formula-
tion in the ETC term evaluated in IMF. This is discussed
in Appendix A.

II. CONSTRAINTS ON THE ASYMPTOTIC
TWO-BODY GROUND-STATE-BARYON WEAK
NONLEPTONIC MATRIX ELEMENTS

We here summarize the constraints obtained® on the
asymptotic two-body ground-state-baryon (5 octet and
3+ decouplet) matrix elements of the weak Hamiltonian,
(B'|H |B(P)) with B—>o0. The weak Hamiltonian in
J

the standard model contains a sizable 27-plet. However,
the requirement of levelwise realization of asymptotic
SU(3) symmetry in the algebras involving the H and A4,’s
imposes® severe constraints on the asymptotic ground-
state baryon matrix elements of H. Namely,
(By |H |Bg(P)) and (Biy|H |Bo(B)) are required
to satisfy the strict |AT | =+ rule and also octet rules
in the limit P—c. Furthermore, (Bj|H |Bj,)
=(B/o | H | Bg) =0 is required for P— o and there arise
SU(6)-type constraints which relate (B3 |H |Bg) to
(B | H | Byp) in the same asymptotic limit. As a result,
the asymptotic matrix elements of % baryons,
(Bg |H |Bg(B)) with P— o0, can be parametrized in
terms of just one coupling constant and they are of pure f
type. In contrast, in the framework of the Minamikawa-
Miura-Pati-Woo theorem (B |H |Bg)’s are para-
metrized with the d /f ratio —1. The parametrizations of
(By |H | Bg(B))’s with P—>ow for both the parity-
conserving and parity-violating Hamiltonian H =H?FC or
H =HP"V are thus given by®

(p|HY|ZT)=—wl",
(n |H?V |20 =(1/v2WiV,

(n|HY | A% =—(3)" 2wl ,

(P |HPC| 2+>=_wll’c,
(n |HFC|Z%) =(1/V2wi"

(n [HPC|A®) = —($)"%0]C,

(E7|H™C|27)=wiC, (E|HY |3 ) =w}¥, 2.1)
(E°|HPC|20) = —(1/V2WwiC, (E°|H®Y 2% =—(1/vV2w}Y,
(2| HPC| A% =($"%wiC,  (E°|HPV|A%)=(3)"2w]Y .
III. APPLICATION OF THE NEW SOFT-PION TECHNIQUE
We consider the hyperon decay B (p;)—B’(p,)+7(q) and write the amplitude as
3.1

M (B—B'm;q)=(2qoEpEg/mgmp)’*(B'(p,)m(q) | H(0) | B(p,)) .

Using PCAC (partial conservation of axial-vector current), 9,4 ;(x)=f,m ~20.(x), and the Lehman-Symanzik-
Zimmermann reduction formula, M can be cast into the form

M(B—B'mq)=i(f,m,?)"Ng>+m,*) [qﬂTﬂ(qH- fd4x e ~%%8(x0)(B'(p,) | [A](x),H(0)]| B(p,))
X (EpEp/mgmp)'? |,

where T, is given by

T,(q)=i [ d*x e"™(EgEg/mpmp)/*(B'(p,) | T[AL(x),H(0)]|B(p,)) . 3.2)

A 2(x) is the conjugate complex of 4 (x).
We now consider a new soft-pion approximation’ §—0, instead of the more drastic extrapolation q,—0, in the IMF,

i.e., P1— o and approximate Eq. (3.1) by

M(B—»B’fr;q)~M(B—>B’7r;fi=0)i.l__m =METC L M3 | (3.3)

where
MFEC= _ f ~NEgEg/mgmg)*(B'(p,) | [45(0),H(0)] |B(p,))?1_m , (3.4)
(3.5)

MSEif;l[qu#(a_’o)]i’l—»w .
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In Eq. (3.4) 4;(0) is the axial-vector charge defined by 4.(0)=—i f d3x A 7(%,0). METC has the same form as the usual
equal-time-commutator (ETC) term in the conventional soft-pion extrapolation, except for one important difference that
the term should now be evaluated in the IMF, i.e., B;=P,— . This is, in principle, important, since this permits us to
compute the ETC term without using exact flavor symmetry. M3 denotes the so-called surface term. In the convention-
al soft-pion extrapolation,’ T, is known to involve terms (baryon pole terms) which become singular for g,—0. To
avoid this difficulty one usually subtracts the Born amplitudes corresponding to the process B— B'm from both sides of
Eq. (3.1) and then applies the g,—0 limit to the resulting expressions. Even after this subtraction, some doubts still
remain as to whether the extrapolation is as smooth as one wishes and whether the terms which are formally dropped are
not producing a significant contribution. As a possible correction, Gronau,!! for example, took the K *-pole contribu-
tion. As mentioned in Sec. I, several recent works® also propose to add various meson-pole (scalar-meson, etc.) contribu-
tions as a possible remedy for the extrapolation involved. In the present soft-pion procedure which involves a much
milder extrapolation, as shown in Appendix A of Ref. 7, the situation is less ambiguous.
We decompose 7,(q) as T\, = T,(f)(q)—l— T;f)(q),

TS (@) =i [d*x e ~%60(xEgEg/mpmp)/*(B'(p,) | AL(x)H(0) | B(p,)) , (3.6)
T (g)=i [d*x e ~%0(—x0)NEpEp /mgmy)*(B'(py) | H(OAL(x) | B(p;)) . 3.7)

We now insert a complete set of single-particle on-mass-shell baryon intermediate states (which, in our theoretical frame-
work, should be the ggq baryon states with level excitations) between the factors 4;(x) and H (0) in Egs. (3.6) and (3.7).
As in Ref. 7, we decompose the intermediate states in terms of levels ¥, |n.){n. | (L =0,1,...), in the same way as
we do in the level realization of the algebras discussed in I. In this paper we keep only the ‘“diagonal” term, i.e., the
L =0 ground-state baryons (i.e., %+ octet and 5+ * decuplet), which gives the leading (though not completely dominant)
contribution. After the integration over d*x and the momenta involved and the spin summation over intermediate
states, n and /, we obtain,

- (—iypy+m,) 1
() i ) n n! pcpv,
T, (q)—guB'(pz){Au}B,, EE, _Ey) ¢ (B—n) |, Nup(p) |5 _5 + , 3.8)
(=) () S 7 PC,PV 1| Siyptm) o
Tﬂ (q)——?uy,(pz)g (I—B) s 2E1(E1—EB') {AI‘ }IBuB(pl) l T”]=—31+ . (3.9)

Here PC and PV refers to the parity-conserving and -violating Hamiltonian, respectively, and the 1 (ys) refers to the PC
(PV) case. n and I denote the ground-state 3+ hyperons. As shown in Sec. II, (B, |H |Bg) and (Bg |H | By) are
constrained to vanish in the asymptotic limit. In anticipation of taking the asymptotic limit P;=pP,— « later, we have
omitted the ground-state =+ decuplet from the intermediate states n and I. The dots denote the nondiagonal higher-
level (L =1,2,...) contribution. {Az } s is defined, for example, as follows and is expressed in terms of the well-known
axial-vector form factors G (g?) and F(g?) as

g (P2){ A} ) prntin(pn)=(EgEp/mpmp)'*(B'(py) | 4;(0) | n(p,))
ZEB’(PZ){iYMYSGE’n(qn2)+(qn )yVSFB’n(an)}un (Pn)s (gn=pn—pP2) . (3.10)

The on-mass-shell weak couplings g are defined by

(n(p,) | HYSV(0) | B(p,)) =(m,mg /E,Eg)""*¢*“*V(B—n)iz,(p,) ug(py) . (3.11)

1
Vs
To compute Eq. (3.5) we now evaluate the invariant quantity ifﬂ"‘zuqu T,(f)(q), etc., in the IMF (P;— ) and make
the soft-pion approximation ¢—0. We then obtain [upper (lower) form refers to PC (PV) case]

[T G0 =fr N mptmp) S S B G Ohitgipyys | L |upo) |5 4o+ (Bu12)
T Ko p P1—® T - - m, Fmp n Vs P1=P,—®
PC,PV ’
oo —1 (—)(= . o —1 g " (I—>B’') g 1 .
[lf-rr qqu (q—’o)]gl__,w"f‘rr (mBimB’)g m1¢m——3' "GIB(O)IMB'(pz) Vs ’}’5“3([)1)[—51=?2_>w+ . (3.13)

In deriving Eq. (3.12) we have used g¢,>—O0(1/|B1|%, (¢,-9)—O0(1/|P1|?, 2E,(E,—Ep)—(m,>—mz?
+0(1/|B11%, iy pn—iy-p1+0(1/|B1|), etc., in the limit 1— co.

The extrapolation involved is from the physical point g2= —m,? to g>=0. Therefore, if the hyperon decay amplitude
is a smooth function of g2, we obtain, for the surface term M in Eq. (3.5)
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PC,PV —
MS=f,~" |(mptmp)S E——B2M G (0) 4 (mptmy)S &

" (m,Fmpg)

PC,PV ’
=B 600 |ipp)ys |} uston+ -

T (myFmpg)

(3.14)

Here the upper (lower) form refers to the case of H =HFC (HYV), and the dots denote the neglected nondiagonal (L
=1,2,... intermediate states) terms. Using the remarkable relation [4,(0), H?¢FV]=[V(0),HFV'?C], the ETC term in

Eq. (3.4) then becomes

METC=f1r_‘1(EBlEB /mB'mB)1/2<B'(p2) | [V,T,.,HPC’PV] |B(P1)> .

We evaluate Eqgs. (3.14) and (3.15) in the next section. Be-
fore doing this we add here several important comments.
(1) In the present calculation, the intermediate states n
and [ are on the mass shell. Gp,(0)’s are the axial-vector
couplings at zero-four-momentum-transfer-squared limit
of hyperon semileptonic decays, n—B'+e +7v. By using
the Goldberger-Treiman relation,'? obtained by inserting
the PCAC relation between the states (B’(p,)| and
|n(p,)), see Eq. (3.10), one can replace Gg5(0) in Eq.
(3.14) by the slightly off-shell (m,2—0) B-B’-m coupling.
Then the (explicitly given) diagonal term in MS, Eq.
(3.14), reproduces the baryon-pole amplitudes in the con-
ventional theory of hyperon decays based on current alge-
bras and the soft-pion technique. There, these amplitudes
were subtracted from the hyperon-decay matrix elements
before the application of soft-pion approximation, in order
to avoid the appearance of awkward singularity in the
q,—0 limit. On the contrary, in the present approach,
they are automatically contained in the diagonal term of
]

(B',a| 4, | B,a)(2m)*8* (K, —Ky)=(Eg-Eg /mpmp)"/*(B'(p,,a) | A, | B(py,a) ) —

(B',a|H | B,a)=(EpEp/mpmp)/*(B'(py,a) | H | B(py,a))

The off-shell (m,?>=0) hyperon-pion B—B’rm coupling
constant G (B—B'n) is related to (B',a |4, | B,a) as fol-
lows:

G(B—B'm)=—f, Y mg+mp)B',a|A,|Ba),
(3.18)

where a=5. One can also work out the relation between
(B',a|H |B,a) and the weak coupling constant g (at
zero four-momentum transfer squared) defined in (3.11) as

follows:

g*(B—B')=2(mp+mp)~(B',a | H*|B,a) ,

a=1, (.19
g™(B—B")=2(mp—mp)~ B’ ,a |H?Y |B,a) ,
a=5. (3.20)

The appearance of various masses in Eqgs. (3.18)—(3.20)

(3.15)

I

MS. A subtle but potentially important difference is that
in the present approach all the quantities appearing in M'S
are on the mass shell (except for the extrapolation
g?’=—m,* —0), whereas in the conventional approach
the (added) pole terms have to be treated as the Feynman
diagrams.

(2) MS contains nondiagonal (L =1,2,...) terms. The
diagonal term (L =0) considered give the leading contri-
bution. However, the next L =1 intermediate states in
MS will be fairly important. The higher level contribution
(L =2,3,...) can be neglected. This statement is in line
with the usual expectation that the pole contributions
from the higher resonances (L =2,3,...) become small
from the argument of wave function overlapping at the
vertex. One can give a more instructive argument as fol-
lows. We define the asymptotic matrix elements of the
axial-vector charge 4,, (B’,a |4, |B,a) (a is the helici-

ty), and the invariant matrix element of H,
(B',a|H |B,a), in the IMF by

B Fyw (3.16)

(3.17)

- .
1= P>

[

are the explicit manifestation of the application of asymp-
totic  SU(3) symmetry. In this formulation,
(B',a|A,|B,a) can be parametrized according to the
usual SU(3) parametrization, i.e., exact SU(3) plus mixing.
However, the SU(3) parametrization of G (B— B’'w) exhib-
its explicit deviation from exact SU(3) according to Eq.
(3.18). In the same way, although the asymptotic two-
body hyperon weak matrix elements, {(B',a|H |B,a),
satisfy the | AT | =+ rule and octet rule, etc., as discussed
in I, g(B—B’')’s satisfy more complicated relations ac-
cording to Egs. (3.19) and (3.20). Equation (3.20) also ex-
plicitly demonstrates that in the SU(3)-symmetry limit

(B',a|H*Y |B,a)=0. (3.21)

With the help of Egs. (3.18)—(3.20) and the correspond-
ing relations involving higher (L =1,2,...) states, one can
always cast M S into the more instructive form, in terms of
the asymptotic matrix elements of the axial-vector charges
and H, i.e.,
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S _ 2 (mB+mB') B'lA Hpc B
M(PC)=——= lz e —mp ) s gy (B 1A n)n [HTE|B)
(mB+mB') PC Jyu
! . 3.22
+§ (ml_mBl)(mI+mB)<B |H Il)(lIA,,.|B> zuB(pz)VsuB(p1)+ N ( )
s _ 2 | (mp—mp) B'lA H*Y | B
MV == |2 T my gy 2 1Al [HET1E)
+3 (mp—mp) )(B’]Hpvll)(l|A,r|B) ig(py)up(p)+ -+ (3.23)

7 (my—mpg)(m;+mp

The nondiagonal term denoted by the dots in Eqgs. (3.22)
and (3.23) also takes the same form as the diagonal term
explicitly written. The forms of Egs. (3.22) and (3.23) are
instructive for the estimate of the nondiagonal contribu-
tion. They explicitly show that as the masses of inter-
mediate states (n and ]) increases their contributions to M5
decreases like 1/m,? and 1/m;% Also the asymptotic ma-
trix elements, (L'|A4,|L), will assume appreciable
values only for the case of L'=L and L'=L +1. There-
fore, the most important nondiagonal contribution should
come from the L =1 states.'?

(3) As long as we keep only the diagonal term in MS,
present calculation in its appearance does not look very
different from the old current-algebra calculation with
soft-pion approximation. Of course, on the asymptotic
two-body baryon weak vertices we use the new constraints
rather than the Minamikawa-Miura-Pati-Woo constraints.
In the conventional soft-pion extrapolation, many authors
add many boson- and baryon-pole amplitudes with the
purpose of compensating the possible effect of extrapola-
tion. In the present milder extrapolation, one needs to
evaluate the nondiagonal term in MS to increase the accu-
racy of the computation. However, only the excited
baryon states give the contributions there. Therefore, the
effect of meson pole terms, such as the popular K*-meson
term,!! etc., should already be contained in the ETC term,
MPETC evaluated in IMF. We give an argument that this
is indeed the case in the present extrapolation in Appendix
A. In the old pole model of hyperon decays, the S-wave
amplitudes are known'* to be described well by the K*-
pole model. On the other hand, it is known!# that in the
current-algebra calculation, the S-wave amplitudes are
also well described in terms of a pure ETC term with
predominantly pure f-type coupling (d,,/f,~ —0.3) in
SU(3) symmetry. The fact that the ETC term in the
present theory is a pure f coupling (in contrast with the
dy/fw=—1 in the Minamikawa-Miura-Pati-Woo
theorem) is, therefore, compatible with the claim that the
K*-pole effect is already included in the ETC term and
need not be added by hand. Instead one has to worry
about the L =1 baryon contribution to M.

IV. SUM RULES FOR HYPERON NONLEPTONIC
DECAYS

In Sec. III, we have expressed the hyperon nonleptonic
decay amplitudes, M® and METC, in terms of g¥C and g

r

and the axial-vector semileptonic coupling constants as in
Egs. (3.14) and (3.15), or equivalently in terms of the
asymptotic two-body hyperon weak matrix elements
(B'|H |B) and the asymptotic axial-vector matrix ele-
ments (B'|4,|B) as in Egs. (3.22), (3.23), and (3.15).
The purpose of this section is to study, by using the
asymptotic constraints on (B'|H |B) summarized® in
Sec. II, how well these constraints can produce the sum
rules (for example, the Lee-Sugawara sum rules)!> which
explain phenomenologically the experiment well.

However, we have to be aware of the following two lim-
itations imposed by the approximation adopted in this pa-
per, although the same method with the same approxima-
tion seems to produce a more successful result for the
K —27 decays (see paper II).

(1) In this paper, we keep only the diagonal term in
MS. In the case of K— 27 amplitudes, M ETC turned out’
to be more important than MS and METC consists of only
the diagonal matrix elements of H. However, for the P-
wave hyperon decay amplitudes, ME™C is small and MS
thus has to play a more prominant role. Therefore, the
importance of the role of the neglected nondiagonal term,
especially the (L =1|H |L =0) term, in MS is enhanced
for the hyperon decays. Therefore, one has to expect a not
completely satisfactory result under the present approxi-
mation, especially for the P-wave decays.

(2) Although we use the concept of asymptotic SU(3)
symmetry, the treatment of broken SU(3) symmetry made
in this paper is known to have some deficiency, if we con-
fine our attention only to the ground-state baryons. There
is a leakage due to symmetry breaking. As was noted a
long time ago,'¢ the presence of the exotic charge commu-
tators such as [VKO, VK0]=O [which are valid, if the
SU(3)-breaking interaction belongs to an octet] requires,
with asymptotic SU(3) symmetry, the presence of quadrat-
ic Gell-Mann—Okubo mass formula, such as

(4.1)
However, if we consider further the presence of exotic

commutator such as [V,o,4, _]=0 (which should also

hold in the usual model of flavor symmetry breaking) we
encounter the 2-A degeneracy, i.e.,

3mpal+msi=2(m,’4+mz?) .

4.2)

Note that Y is not the I =1 decouplet. It only describes
the fictitious degenerate mass of the A and I inherent in

mA=m25(my) .
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the present approximation. In the treatment of hyperon
decays, especially the P-wave amplitudes which become
singular [see Eq. (3.22)] in the SU(3) degenerate mass lim-
it, the presence of internal inconsistency due to the ap-
proximation such as Eq. (4.2) will be keenly felt, since the
masses of baryons play a crucial role in the sum rules, re-
flecting broken SU(3) symmetry. In view of Eq. (4.2), the
more realistic hyperon mass relation in the present approx-
imation is
(my+my)A;=(mzg+my)A,

(A1=my~mN and A2=m_=_—my) N (43)

The above mass degeneracy can only be removed,’ if we
consider the SU(3) mixings between the ground-state
baryons and their radially excited states, for example.
These mixings should exist in principle and it has already
been shown!” that an inclusion, for example, of the ninth
I1=0J"= %+ baryon A’ not only removes the =-A degen-

eracy in Eq. (4.2) improving the agreement of the Gell-
Mann—Okubo mass formula with experiment, but also re-
moves the sometimes rather considerable discrepancy be-
tween the experimentally known values of the hyperon
axial-vector semileptonic coupling constants and their
theoretical values given in Eq. (4.12). Therefore, we have
to include, eventually, the effect of the mixings discussed
above in the treatment of hyperon decays. For the boson
cases, we do not have the analog of =-A degeneracy as
long as we treat the gq nonet mesons properly.

We define the invariant physical amplitudes of the
hyperon decays by
M(B—B'w)

=ug(py)a(B—B'w)+b(B—B'w)yslug(p,), (4.4)

where a and b denote the S- and P-wave amplitudes,
respectively. From Egs. (3.14) and (3.15) we have for the
S-wave (parity-violating) decays, denoting G (0) by G,

A PC
G(Aﬁpﬂ_)zm[—gpv(A—)n)Gpn +gPV(2+——>p)G2+A]—g_—%1—) s (4.5a)
m n m
V2A PC
@A) = [ An)Gi +g P (20— Gg, ]+ ) (4.63)
T n Y T
A
a(2+—>n17+)=m[—gPV(2+—>p)G,,P+gPV(A—>n)GA2++gPV(E°——>n)G202+]
m n
—fi[g"c(2+—>p>+‘/§g"c<2°—>n)] , 4.7a)
w
V2A PC( v+
a(2+—>p17'0)=m[—gpv(2+—+p)Gpp+gPV(2+—>p)G2+2+]+ %f" ) (4.82)
T n k
A PV V2g*¢(3°—n)
- ~)= 30>n)Gyo5- +8"V(A—>n)G 5 _ , (4.92)
a(Z~—nw") T (mn - my) [77(2°—>n)Gyos- +& (A—n)G 5 ]+ A
A PC(=0
a(E AT )= [ g (ET 316, g Ay 1 B (4.10a)
T Y = T
V2A PC( 50
a(s"_)AwO):W—Jrzm—)[—gPV(s°_>z°)GAEO+gPV(E°_>A)GEOE_]+§—(7_2—;’—M (4.11a)
T Y E T
The last term of each equation corresponds to the ETC term.
For P-wave (parity-conserving) decays, we obtain similarly,
(my+m,) PV
b(A_>p7r—)=—”’;—A—'ﬁ'—[—gPC(A_>n)GP,,+gPC(>:+_>p)Gz+A]+§—iJ’,‘——L'Q : (4.5b)
=1 T
V2 ) PV
b(A_mv°>=—;1++m"[—g*’C(A_>n)Gm, +gPC(2°——>n)GzoA]—g——(‘/g—f—LQ : (4.6b)
=1 T
(my+my)
b(2+—>nﬂ+)=£fy-xnb—[—gPC(2+—>p)G,,p+gPC(20—>n‘)Gzo}:+‘-l-gPC(A~—>n)GA2+]
7=l
A A R B (4.70)
ks
V2 ) PV s+
b(>:+_>p7r°)=-(—mii'f"—[—gPC(2+_>p)GPP+g"C(z+_>p)Gz+z+]—g (27 —p) (4.8b)

’ f‘n’AI

Vofe
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( n) PV(s0_
b(S+sna—)= X 1 PC(S0_ 006y 48P A—n)G gy — ] — LK Z ) (4.90)
farAl f1r
—_ _ (mz+my) _ _ —_ gPV(E'O_>A)
b(E-—Am )=——m2—[—gf’c(= —3 )GA2_+gPC(:°-—>A)GEoE_]+—f;—, (4.10b)
(mz+my) PV(E%—n)
=0 0y __ _oPC(=0_, 50 PC(30_, _ & 11
b(EP AT =T [~ "B =206 50 +8 (20> A)G x0] Va7, (4.11b)

Here gP“(B—B’) and gPV(B—B’) are related to the asymptotic two-body weak baryon matrix elements,
(B'|H®C|B) and (B’ | H®Y | B) by Egs. (3.19) and (3.20), respectively, and the relations among (B’ | H | B)’s are sum-
marized in Sec. II. For the axial-vector semileptonic coupling constant G 3(0) defined in Eq. (3.10), the following sum
rules have been obtained a long time ago'® by realizing the algebra, [Aﬂ+ ,Aﬂ_]=2V3, among the ground-state %* and
2+ baryons. k denotes the fractional contribution of the ground-state baryons to the algebra (k~0.6). Writing Gg5(0)

as GB'B’
Gpn=Gp=5Vk, Gp=—G,=3Vk ,
G G —G —Gy_so=—3V2Vk ,

3+30 = Y305+ = 05— =

2
Gps+ =G5, =G5 =G)5-= \/T‘/F’ G p50=G 305

The above parametrization of G’s corresponds to the d /f
ratio %, same as the SU(6) result. However, the value of
84(0)=G,, is not § but ($)Vk.

We now discuss the sum rules of hyperon decays. From
Eqs. (4.52)—(4.11b), the | AT | = is always satisfied ex-
actly, as long as we keep only the diagonal term in MS.
The most prominent feature of the S-wave decays is that
a(Z"'—m'rr'*)expt is very small compared with other am-
plitudes, i.e., a(£+—n7* )y ~0. This can be understood
easily. From Egs. (4.7a), (2.1), and (4.12), we see immedi-
ately that our sum rules yield

a(Zt—>nmrt)=0, (4.13)

without referring to special symmetry limit, etc. Another
feature of the S-wave decays is that experimentally they

satisfy the Lee-Sugawara (LS) sum rules!® very well. We

define 85 (LS) by
S(LS)=a(A—pr~)+2a(E~—Anm™)
—V3a(Zt 5pr0) . (4.14)

8% (LS)=0, if the LS relation is satisfied. Experimentally,
it is known that

| 85(1LS)/a(A®—pm™) | expt=0.03 . (4.15)

By using Egs. (2.1) and (4.12) in Eqgs. (4.5a), (4.8a), and
(4.10a), we obtain

85(LS) _ (Aj+A4y)
a(A—pm™) (my+mz)

2VEkwtY +6wlc
3WEkwlY +3wh€

(4.16)

In the SU(3) limit A;=A,=0, Eq. (4.16) implies that our
S-wave amplitudes satisfy the LS sum rules in the SU(3)
degenerate mass limit. If weset |w}’ | << |wtC| [in the

4.12)
-Lvr,

SU(3) limit w}’ =0] in Eq. (4.16), we then obtain from
Eq. (4.3)

| 85(LS)/a (A—pm~)| ~0.3 . 4.17)

This shows that the present sum rules reproduce the LS
sum rule fairly well for the S waves. It is known that a
good agreement is realized for the value of
dw/fw~—(0.3—0.4) for the ETC term, whereas our
ETC term is pure f type. We may note that in any theory
the S-wave amplitudes (rather than the P wave) should
first be accounted for' by the basic approximation pro-
cedure.

The P-wave amplitudes involve terms proportional to
A;~ ! and A,~! which are singular in the degenerate mass
limit. They are thus much more sensitive to SU(3)-
symmetry breaking. Corresponding to Eq. (4.14), we de-
fine

SPLS)=b(A—pr~ )+ 2b(E~—Am")

—V3b(Zt—pa°) . (4.18)
In place of Eq. (4.16), we then obtain
8ALS) (A=A [2vVEwiC+6wlY @19
b(A—prT) A | 3VEw]C43w}Y '

Therefore, if A,=A; [equal mass spacing but not the
SU(3)-symmetry limit], the P-wave amplitudes also satisfy
the LS sum rules. Since, from Eq. 4.3)
[(Ay—AN /Ay | =(mzg—m,)/(my+m,)~0.18, we ob-
tain again assuming w}V <<w¥C,87°(LS)/b(A—pr~ )=~
0.12. This value should be compared with the experimen-
tal value |87(LS)/b(A—pm~) | expt =0.3, which shows
that the P-wave amplitudes do not satisfy the LS sum
rules so well. However, the agreement is not as disastrous
either. It can even be said that in the approximation in-
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volved, the result obtained is rather a reasonable one. It is
in fact interesting to notice that the discrepancies between
the theory and experiments for both the S- and P-wave de-
cays are of the same order of magnitude. As mentioned
before, to remedy the situation we have to improve not
only our soft-meson approximation by including the L =1
baryons in the nondiagonal term of MS but also our
asymptotic-SU(3)-symmetry calculation by removing the
inherent =-A degeneracy. The drawback of the approxi-
mations used appears most prominently in the fact that
the sum rules lead to b(=*—n#7+)=0 in the contradic-
tion with experiment. The inclusion of L =1 baryons,
especially the 3 baryons, will remove this difficulty.
The SU(3)-singlet baryons such as Y*%(1405) may play an
interesting role there. To obtain a definitive handle of this
problem, we have to first solve the level-realization con-
straints including the L =1 baryon states.
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|

MK*(B——»B’ﬂ';q)?l -

=Ppy—>o

The only difference between Egs. (A2) and (A3) is that for
the vertices in (A2) g>= —m %, whereas for the same ver-
tices in (A3) the extrapolation ¢g2—0 is involved. This
shows that under the new milder soft-pion approximation,

~(mB—mB:)fW(I?*—nr)G(B—»B'I‘(-*)il’[B,(pz)uB(p1)3

APPENDIX A: MESON POLE AMPLITUDES
IN THE NEW SOFT-PION APPROXIMATION

For illustration, we take up the K*-meson pole ampli-
tudes in the hyperon decays in the light of new soft-pion
approximation introduced.

The invariant K*-pole matrix elements are written as

MX*(B—>B'mq)=fy(K*—m)G(B—B'K*)

Xq,up(p2)Yuup(p1) , (A1)

where fy denotes the K *—m vertex and g, =(p;—p,),.
In the conventional soft-pion approximation g, —0, (A1)
is dropped because it involves g,. However, (A1) can also
be written, if the pion is on the mass shell, as

MX*(B—>B'mq)=(mp—mp)fw(K*—>7)G(B—B'K*)

XilTB'(pz)uB(pl) . (A2)

In the new soft-pion approximation G—0 in the
P1=7P2— » frame, we never take g,—0 limit. Therefore,
one can still use the energy-momentum conservation. The
only extrapolation involved is g¢?>—0 instead of
g?= —m % Therefore, the (extrapolated) invariant ampli-
tude can still be written in the same form as Eq. (A2), i.e.,

(A3)

- .
{=Py—>®

f
the K*-pole amplitudes will not receive a drastic change.
The same argument also holds for the other meson-pole
amplitudes.
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