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We analyze available experimental data on three-body decays of ¢/J—u°pp, npp, and 7'pp, as
well as wpp. The ratio I'(¢—n'pp) /T’ (Y—npp) can be understood model-independently and is con-
sistent with the validity of the quark-line rule. With respect to ¢/J—m’pp decay, the soft-pion
theorem suggests the dominance of the proton-pole diagram near the low-pion energy region. The
present experimental data are consistent with the soft-pion theorem. The same method may be ap-
plicable for ¢/J —m2X and 7EZ decays to extract direct informations on coupling parameters g_s=

and g__=. Although we can qualitatively explain the energy spectrum of 1 /J —7°pp decay, we have

TEE

some difficulty in explaining the observed energy spectrum of ¥ /J —npp decay.

I. INTRODUCTION AND SUMMARY
OF MAIN RESULTS

Since its discovery in 1974, the charmonium /J(3100
MeV) (hereafter referred to as 3 for simplicity) is now
known! to decay into more than 50 different channels. Its
narrow width of 63 keV together with leptonic decays of
1h—eZ and ufi can be well understood?? in terms of quan-
tum chromodynamics (QCD). However, the individual
exclusive decay rates are more difficult, in general, to
analyze quantitatively by QCD, although radiative decay
)—¥X, has been successfully explained* by a potential
model inspired by QCD. Also, the radiative decays
Y—y7° y7, and yn’ have been studied by many au-
thors,> with some reasonable agreements with experi-
ments. With respect to purely hadronic decays, the situa-
tion becomes more difficult. So far, the only reasonable
‘way to deal with the problem appears to be limited to uses
of purely phenomenological methods. Even so, only two-
body decay modes such as )—BgBg or Py ¥V, have been
studied with some success on the basis of effective two-
point quark currents® or by the vector-dominance model,’
or by some other method.®—1° Here, Bg, Py, and Vy refer
to the baryon octet, the pseudoscalar nonet, and the vector
nonet, respectively, in terms of the conventional (flavor)
SU(3) classification.

The purpose of this note is to analyze the three-body
decay mode 1)— PyBgBs. Apart from the obvious desira-
bility of explaining available experimental data, this pro-
cess turns out to be of some intrinsic theoretical interest,
which will be shortly explained. First, let us briefly
sketch the following experimental facts!""!? for the three-
body decays: (i) The energy spectrum of the pion in
»—7°pp is now known.

(ii) D(p—7°pp):T(Y—npp):T (h—1'Dp)

~1.05+0.14:2.32+0.38:0.63+0.39 , (1.1)

(iii) T(¢—7%pp) /T (Y—>pp)=0.5010.06 , (1.2)

(iv) D(p—7°pp) /T (p—7np)=0.52+0.07 . (1.3)

We note that the ratios of relativistic phase volume Q for

the decays are calculated to be

QPp—7pp):Qp—1pp): U p—>1'pp)
=1.050:0.252:0.039 . (1.4

From Egs. (1.1) and (1.4), we can estimate the correspond-
ing ratio of averaged matrix element M, to be

M, '0B)
Mo W@=m2P) | 4 351056, (1.5)
M, (Yy—npp) '
M,, '
—“—MO‘DL) ~4.0241.27 . (1.6)
M, (Yp—m pp)

We first study the theoretical implication of Eq. (1.5). To
this end, we consider a general 7-1' mixing theory where
physical 7 and 7’ may be expressed as’>

n==S(cosdmg—sindno)+S1§ ,
(1.7)
7' =8,(sinBymg+cosO,my) +S5 &’ .

Here, ng and 7, are octet and singlet components of 0~
nonet Py, respectively, while & and &’ stand for any other
field which could mix with ng and 7. For example, &
may be gluonium, or ¢¢ pair, or radially excited states of
n and 7', or their linear combinations. All other symbols
Si, S1, S3, S5, 01, and 6, are some constants. The sim-
plest standard mass-mixing theory predicts

5’1=52=1, S’l =Sé =0, 91=9259 (1.8)
with 6~—11° for quadratic mixing and —24° for linear
mixing. Some more complicated choices for these con-
stants can be found in Refs. 13—15. It may be instructive

to rewrite Eq. (1.7) in terms of quark components for 7,
and 7 as
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. 1 _
=S, s1n(00—61)7_2— | uit +dd )

—cos(0p—0,) | s5) | +S1&,

(1.9)

1

’l]'=Sz COS(QO——QZ)\/E IulT—!—dJ)

+Sil’l(90—62) ‘SS_) +SI2§ ’

where 6, is the canonical mixing angle;

Op=arctan —}2—235" . (1.10)

Now, let us consider a reaction

A +B—+C1+C2+ <o +Cy+m (or y') (1.11)
and define the ratio of their matrix elements by
M(A+B—C;+Cy+ -+ +C,+7")

T M(A+B—>C +Co+ - +Cptn)

(1.12)

Now, suppose that the quark-line rule!® (or Okubo-
Zweig-lizuka rule) is exact, and that effects of the un-
known field £ as well as mass-difference between 1 and 7’
are negligible for matrix elements concerned. If all quark
constituents of A4,B,C,,C,,...,C, in the reaction Eq.
(1.11) do not contain any strange quark s and 5, then only
uil +dd quark content in the right side of Eq. (1.9) can
contribute to the reaction. Therefore, we must have!3

Szcos(60—92)

_ 22008t —0%) 1
0 Slsin(eo—el) ’ (1 3

which is independent of any reaction mode as well as of
energy. Similarly, we find

_ M(A44B—C+Cy+ - +Cu+n+7')
7 M(A+B—C+Co+ -+ +Cp+n+1)

b

(1.14a)

M(A+B—C,+Cy+ - +Co+7'+7')
M(A+B—C;+Cy+ "+ +Cp+n+7)

(1.14b)

’

(Ro)zz

under the same conditions with the same universal con-
stant R, given by Eq. (1.13).

In deriving these formulas, we have neglected possible
contributions from uif 4dd components contained in radi-
ally excited states. Here, we consider the effect of only

© the first radially excited state %3 and 7, although our’

analysis can be easily generalized for inclusion of higher
radially excited states. We rewrite S1£ and S3¢€’ in Eq.
(1.7) now as

Si§=§1(COS§1ﬁ8—Sin§17]O)+ s
S5 €' =8,(sinB,7jg+cosBy7o) + * * *
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for some constants S 1 §2, 51 and 52, where terms omitted
in right sides refer to all other possible excited states as
well as gluonium and so on. Since both 73 and 7, contain
uil +dd components, these can contribute to the ratio R,
defined by Eq. (1.12). However, contributions from 7jg
and 7, for the matrix element of the reaction
A+B—Ci+ -+ +C,+n (or ') will give, in general,
different forms of dependence upon both energy and
channels in comparison to those from 7y and 7y. There-
fore, the universal relation Eq. (1.13) will not be in general
valid, once we take into account contributions from radi-
ally excited states. Since we expect to have |S; | << | S| |
and |S,| << |S,| as in the calculation by Frank and
O’Donnell,'* this may account for the experimentally ob-
served small fluctuation of | Ry | from a constant, depen-
dent upon different energy and channel. However, when
we have a universal mixing relation

§2003(00~62) SzCOS(eo—OZ)
§isin(6—8y)  Sisin(Go—61)

(1.15)

then Eq. (1.13) still remains valid. It is interesting to note
that such a relation is approximately valid up to the
second radially excited states in a model investigated by
Frank and O’Donnell.’* If coefficients involving the
gluonium component contained in 7 and 7’ satisfied a
similar relation to Eq. (1.15), then the relation Eq. (1.13)
would be again valid even when we consider the contribu-
tion from gluonium. Alternatively, let N and N be
uil +dd components contained in 7g (or 719 and 73 (or
o), respectively. If the ratio A defined by

_ M(4+B—Ci+ - +C,+N)
"~ M(A+B—Ci+ -+ +C,+N)

A (1.16)

is a constant independent of energy and channel, then Eq.
(1.13) is now replaced by
S2COS(00— 92) + }»§ch$(60—§2)
0= ~ poar
Slsin(90—01)+7»S15in(00—01)

(1.17)

Note that Ry is still a constant independent of specific en-
ergy and channels. Moreover; if Eq. (1.15) is valid, then
this reduces to Eq. (1.13). The constancy of A defined by
Eq. (1.16) is plausible in the quark-model, since we can
roughly expect A to be equal to the ratio of wave func-
tions evaluated at origin for radially excited state and the
ground state. Because of these considerations, the validity
of Eq. (1.13) or (1.17) appears to be reasonable. Hereafter,
we assume this to be so. Systematic study of the validity
of Eq. (1.13) has been undertaken in Ref. 17 and summa-
rized in Ref. 13 for various experimental results before
1976. From several experimental data on m¥p— N7 (or
n’), and An (or ') as well as other reactions such as
pp—mtm~m (or 7’) in various energy ranges of 1—200
GeV, it has been found in Ref. 13 that the absolute values
|Ro| defined by Eq. (1.12) are indeed concentrated in a
relatively narrow range of

| Ro| =0.5 t0 0.9 (1.18)

for all channels and for all energies studied so far. The



rather large variations of | Ry | quoted above reflect part-
ly large experimental errors. Some deviation of | Ry |
from the constancy may be attributable to contributions
from radially excited states 7jg and 7y as we have already
discussed. Or it could be due to genuine violation of the
quark-line rule especially for low-energy reactions where
the mass difference between 1 and 7' for matrix elements
may not be negligible. Note that the quark-line rule ig-
nores contributions from s5 as well as gluonium com-
ponents contained in physical  and 7’. We cannot settle
the question at the present since it requires a large collec-
tion of accurate experimental data for various reactions.
Hereafter we assume the exact validity of Eq. (1.13) or
(1.17). Then, the best value for |R,| can be perhaps in-
ferred from more recent high-energy precision experimen-

tal studies of the reaction w " p—mn and 7n'n. Apel
et al."® find
| Ro | =~0.80+0.05 (1.19a)

from data on 15- and 40-GeV/c pion momenta, while
Stanton et al.'® give essentially the same value

| Ro | ~0.82+0.02 (1.19b)

from 8.45-GeV/c data. . Also, these values are consistent
with earlier values!® determined from pg—m+7~7 (or 7")
at rest. Similarly, we note the validity'® of

3

L= 5 o 2| K
(1.20)
3
kl

’ F(ZZ'—)COZ) _ 2
Tlw—n7) =3|Ry|

under the same condition as before, where k and k' are
magnitudes of the final photon momentum in the decay
modes concerned, and where we have assumed the exact
ideal mixing for the w-¢ complex. If we use new values
for two-photon decay rates?® of 5 and 7' given by
I'(n—yy)=0.34410.044 keV and I'(n'—yy)=5.3+0.6
keV, then Eq. (1.20) is now consistent with values of
|Ro| given by Eq. (1.19), rather than the previous small-
er values' for | Ry |. Various theoretical estimates of R,
have been given in Ref. 13. Here, we simply note that the
recent model of Ref. 14 will give a small value of
R;~0.43, neglecting contributions from radially excited
states. Also, the model of Rosenzweig, Salamone, and
Schechter'® leads to R,=0.66, while that by Gault and
Rimmer!® gives Ry=1.56.

We cannot experimentally determine values of S;, S5,
01, 6,, etc., separately from | R, |. However, there are re-
actions from which we can obtain information on other
combinations of these constants. Here, we only mention
one of them,!?

M@p—n'd) S,cos(6y—6,)
M(p—nd) ~  S;sin(6—6;) ’

where we have assumed exact ideal mixing for the w-¢
complex and neglected contributions from possible radial-
ly excited states. If we assume the simple mass-mixing
scheme Eq. (1.8), then we can give more definite state-
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ments. First, Eq. (1.13) reduces to
Ro-':COt (60—6) . (1.13')
The value of |Rq| given by Eq. (1.19a) implies then
6~—16°+2° (1.21)

which is intermediate between linear-mass-mixing and
quadratic-mass-mixing values. Note that another solution
6=286" is excluded from other considerations (see Ref. 13).
2! analyzes experimental data for pp—n’7°, 7%,
7°n', 7m, etc., at rest with the quark-line rule in a more

generalized sense, and finds
O0~—(13°to 16°)+6°.

Also, the decay rates for new values of I'(n—yy) and
I'(ny'—y7y) are consistent?>?? with

6~—18°15°.

On the theoretical side, a QCD-inspired calculation??® indi-
cates

O~—(17° to 20°)

while a study based upon the two-gluon-exchange diagram
gives??

0~—13°.

Summarizing, we suggest that the -7’ mixing theory
together with the quark-line rule is experimentally well
satisfied. Returning to our original relation Eq. (1.13) or
(1.17), it must also be valid for decays y¥—ppmn and pp7n'.
It is gratifying to see that the experimental ratio of Eq.
(1.5) is consistent with |R,|~~0.80£0.05 given by Eq.
(1.19a). The same conclusion based upon the more re-
stricted mass-mixing scheme Eq. (1.8) has been noted also

-in Ref. 21. In this connection, the branching ratio of

1.(3000 MeV) decaying into p7t7~ channel has been
measured®* to be '
(g, —nata™)

~(3.0+1. 1072,
T, —all) = 0F1TIX

B, (ne—nmtrT)=

Then, using the value of | R, | ~0.8, we predict
L(n.—y'mta™)
I'(n,—>all)

B,(n.—n'mtnT)=

~(2.17+1.23)x 1072 .

Next, we consider the pion energy (or essentially
equivalent to the square of invariant pp mass) spectrum in
Y—ppn° decay. In view of the soft-pion theorem,?’ the

(a) (b)
FIG. 1. Proton-pole Feynman diagrams for ¢— ppn° decay.
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FIG. 2. p-meson-pole Feynman diagrams for ¢— ppr° decay.

matrix element for ¢——>p177r° will vanish, in general, in the
soft-pion limit E,—0. The exception for this statement
is for proton-pole diagrams of Fig. 1, where the proton
propagator also vanishes in the soft-pion limit so as to
give a finite answer in the limit.

We expect that for small values of the pion energy E,
or equivalently for large values of invariant pp mass, the
dominant - contribution would come from these proton-
pole diagrams. In this connection, we note that p and p'
pole diagrams depicted in Fig. 2 will give zero contribu-
tion for the zero-pion-momentum limit but also for
nonzero pion mass, because of the selection rule due to
conservation of parity .and angular momentum for
¢r—>1r°p° decay. In any case, the pion energy spectrum
should be essentially model-independent for small values
of the pion energy E,, since decay matrix elements for
y—pp as well as the pion-nucleus coupling constant g,z
are experimentally reasonably well established. Indeed,
the present experimental value is consistent with this ob-
servation as we will see from Fig. 3, and we conclude that
the soft-pion theorem is applicable for ¥—m°pp decay.
We remark that the same method may also be applicable
to y—72Z and 7EE decays for us to extract values of

==, and gss,, directly from the pion-energy spectrum of
these decays. Finally, the presence of the Adler’s zero has
been previously established?® for the decay ¢'— 7.

So far, our analysis has been largely model-independent.
‘However, the rest of our discussion is very model-
dependent with many uncertainties. First, let us consider
the pion energy spectrum for large values of E,. As we
see from Fig. 3, the proton-pole diagrams of Fig. 1 give

T T T T T T T T T T

3.6 Fo/ Fyl=1.0

»

OLB * 2.0 2.2 2.4 2.6
p-P INVARIANT MASS (GeV)

FIG. 3. Plot of [dF(¢—>pﬁw°)]/deﬁ/F(¢—>pﬁ), where
M, stands for the invariant mass of the pp system. The calcu-
lated value takes into account only the proton-pole diagram of
Fig. 1. The experimental values are taken from Ref. 11. The
soft-pion limit corresponds to large M g

RAHUL SINHA AND SUSUMU OKUBO 30

(b)

FIG. 4. N*-pole diagrams for y—ppn° decay, where N*
refers to any nucleon isobar.

nearly twice as large a value in comparison to experimen-
tal data for large-E, regions. This implies that other
types of Feynman diagrams must contribute for the mode
with negative interference. Since the production of nu-
cleon isobars N* in the mass range 1400—1600 MeV ap-
pears to be present in the experimental data, we have to
take into account the N*-pole diagrams of Fig. 4. In the
next section, we will demonstrate that the inclusion of
Fig. 4 together with the proton-pole diagram can explain
the experimental energy S})ectrum, provided that both
N*(1440 MeV) with J°==" and N*(1535 MeV) with
JP=2" are both present with comparable rates in
¥—N*p mode.

In the above discussion, we have neglected the contribu-
tion from p and p’ pole diagrams of Fig. 2. First, the con-
tribution from the p pole can be shown to be small with
negligible interference terms with baryon pole diagrams.
The same remark applies also for that from the p’ pole,
provided that p’ couples with the nucleon with the same
coupling constant as the p-nucleon interaction. Moreover,
the inclusion of p and p’ pole terms may give double
counting of the same quark graphs. The reason is as fol-
lows. The proton-pole diagram of Fig. 1(a) is realized as
quark graphs of Fig. 5. Note that in Fig. 5(c), three
gluons interact with three different quark lines inside the
nucleon. On the other hand, the p-pole diagram may be
represented as the quark diagrams of Fig. 6. We see that
Figs. 6(a) and 6(b) are topologically equivalent to Figs.
5(a) and 5(b), respectively. However, Fig. 6 does not con-
tain an analog of Fig. 5(c). This fact may suggest that the
baryon-pole diagrams are perhaps more representative of
underlying quark diagrams. Note that the duality princi-
ple?’ indicates the importance of quark graphs rather than
ordinary Feynman diagrams. Nevertheless, the calcula-
tion for p-p’ pole diagrams will be discussed in Sec. III.

< 3
(b) w°
C_
c P
v _
< P

(c)

FIG. 5. Quark diagrams corresponding to proton-pole graph
of Fig. 1. Three curly lines refer to three gluons.
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FIG. 6. Quark diagrams corresponding to p-meson-pole
graph of Fig. 2.

Finally, we will turn our attention to decays ¥—ppn
and ppn’. We have already noted that their decay ratio of
Eq. (1.5) agrees well with the general principle based upon
the quark-line rule without recourse to dynamical detail.
However, the large ratio given in Eq. (1.6) is more diffi-
cult to explain. We have already remarked that the
proton-pole diagram of Fig. 1 gives the dominant contri-
bution for ¥—ppr® decay. But the same mechanism can-
not be correct for ¥—>ppn and ppn’ decays because of the
following reason. Consider the proton-pole diagram of
Fig. 7. Assuming the general mixing model, Eq. (1.7), to-
gether with the exact validity of the quark-line rule as
well as the flavor SU(3) group, the coupling constants of
7 and 1’ with the nucleon are expressed as

gﬂNﬁ=Slsin(00—91)(3f—d)g,,N1v >

, (1.22)
8ynw="S2008(00—0,)(3f —d)g .y - :
Here, f and d are the standard f and d coefficients with
normalization f+d=1. Note that the ratio Ry
=8, NN/ & 4NN satisfies the general universal equations
(1.13). From the known value of the coupling constants
g.nv and gy .y, it is, in general, believed?® that the d/f
ratio is approximately 2.7. Assuming the mass-mixing re-
sult Eq. (1.8) with 6, =6,=60~—16"° in conformity to Eq.
(1.19), we then calculate

0.05 if d/f=2.7

8yNN/8aNE= 1021 if d/f=2.0, (1.23)

which are too small in comparison to the value given in
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FIG. 7. Proton-pole Feynman diagrams for ¢¥—ppn and
pbm’ decays.

Eq. (1.6). Therefore, we have to consider N*-pole dia-
grams which are analogs of Fig. 4. Since the experimental
decay rates of I'(N*—7N) are rather large for both
N*(1440 MeV) and N*(1535 MeV), these are indeed now
the dominant diagrams. Although we can roughly ac-
count for total experimental decay rates I'(¥— ppn) and
I'(y—pp7n’) in terms of these diagrams, it gives unfor-
tunately an incorrect spectrum for the decay especially for
7mp mass plot in comparison to the experimental data.
However, in view of many uncertainties both experimen-
tally and theoretically, this fact may not be serious. In
this connection, we have also computed the contribution
from the proton-pole diagram for ¥—ppw. The total de-
cay rate so computed amounts only to one-tenth of the ex-
perimental value, and we conclude that the baryon-isobar
pole diagrams must be also important for ¥—ppw decay.

Last, we would like to comment on the ratio of Eq.
(1.3). If the charge independence based upon SU(2) sym-
metry is exact, then the ratio should be precisely —;— which
is consistent with Eq. (1.3). Moreover, the SU(2) requires
the identical energy spectrum for 7° and 7+ mesons in de-
cays ¥—7°pp and 7w np, respectively. The present exper-
iment appears to be consistent with it. This fact may im-
ply that the SU(2)-violating one-photon intermediate dia-
gram should give negligible contribution for ¥— 7NN de-
cays. An example for such a SU(2)-violating process is
two-steps mode Y—7t7~ followed by virtual decay
m~—>np. Note that the corresponding mode ¢— 7%7° fol-
lowed by 7°—pp is forbidden by charge-conjugation in-
variance. The validity of the SU(2) invariance is also con-
sistent with near experimental equality of I'(¥—pp) and
I'(—nm). However, the one-photon-exchange diagram
may give®’ a sizeable contribution for ¥— VP, decays
through its interference with the normal SU(2)-preserving
three-gluon-exchange diagram.

II. CONTRIBUTION FROM BARYON-POLE DIAGRAMS

Before we analyze ¥—7°pp, we will first discuss the ¥— pp mode since it is relevant for our evaluation of the proton-

pole diagram Fig. 1. The S-matrix element is written as

2
S(Y—pp)=—Q2m)i8“qg—p+p") | — 5
290p0 [P0 |V

172
a@(p)

with py >0 but pg <0, where m is the mass of the proton and €*(q) is the polarization vector of ¥ with four momentum
g. The dimensionless real decay constants Fy, and F, are defined by

2 172
m 7(p)

(pp | (O+MH)Y,(x)|0) = | ———
a W] polpo | V?

FM?’;L""‘

1 . '
_._Fo(p_'_pr)u U(P:)et(p—p )x , 2.2)

2m
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in terms of the interpolating field operator v,(x) for ¢/J
with mass M. It is sometimes more convenient to use the
electric and magnetic coupling parameters, Fr and Fj, in
whose terms F is expressed as

2

Fo=—2m (Fy—Fg) . 2.3)

T M’ —4m
The total decay rate for ¥—pp is now calculated to be

T(Y—pp) = —— | | Far | 2+ 2m’ | Fp |2 |(M2—am®)1/2
127 M2

(2.4)

In reality, ¥—>pp is experimentally observed in the reac-
tion e4+2—1y—pp. If 0 is the angle between the incom-
ing electron and the final proton, then the angular depen-
dence of the production cross section is

14acos’d,
where a is given by
| Fyg | 2—(4m?/M?) | Fg | *

a= . (2.5)
| Fag |2+ (4m?>/M?) | Fg | ?
The numerical value of a has been determined to be
1.45+0.56 (Ref.11), (2.6a)
®=10.61+0.23 (Ref.12) . (2.6b)

Since Eq. (2.5) implies |a| <1, Eq. (2.6a) can be con-
sistent only if Fr~0. More precisely, we find

| Fg |2<0.14 | Fp | %,
| Fg |2=(0.45£0.27) | Fpr | %,

respectively, for Egs. (2.6a) and (2.6b). Together with the
total rate given by Eq. (2.4), then we estimate |Fg| and
| Fyy |. However, for evaluation of I'(—7°pp), we have
to know the values of | Fy| and | Fy, | instead, as we will
see shortly. This will introduce another unknown phase
factor 8 defined by

Fo/Fy=|Fo|/|Fale®. (2.8)
Together with Eq. (2.3), Egs. (2.6) and (2.8) then require

|8] <22°, |Fy|/|Fp|=(0.34 to 0.82) (2.9a)

|8] <58, |Fo|/|Fy|~(0.09 to 1.07) (2.9b)

(2.7a)
(2.7b)

for two values of a given by Egs. (2.6a) and (2.6b), respec-
tively.

We will now turn to ¥—7°pp decay. First, we discuss
the proton-pole diagram of Fig. 1. The pion-nucleon in-

teraction can be chosen either as pseudoscalar-
pseudoscalar (PS-PS) form:

H] =igN1v1rN}/5—7?N’1? (2.103)
or pseudoscalar-pseudovector (PS-PV) form:

Hi == gy, Nysy PN-7 (2.10b)

2m

where gyy, is the standard pion-nucleon coupling con-

stant with

(gyg,)/4m=~14.8 . (2.10c)

In accordance with the equivalence theorem? on PS-PS
and PS-PV couplings in the lowest order, both interac-
tions H, and H' give exactly the same final result for the
present problem, if we add both diagrams Figs. 1(a) and
1(b). Especially, the soft-pion theorem is manifest for
PS-PV form Eq. (2.10b). The S-matrix element for the
proton-pole diagram of Fig. 1 is now calculated to be

S, (p—7pp)=(2m)*8Y (g —p +p'—k)

m? 172
X |[———— | M;, .11
4q0kopo | po | V* :
_ (k-y)ey) | (ey)k-y)
M, =g~ ) F,
1 gNN,,,.u(p Vs 2p'k+k2 2p’k——k2 M
L |—pe ___ pe
2p-k+k* 2p'k—k?
e 22 {oip) 2.12)
X Y m vip, .

where k, is the four-momentum of the outgoing pion
with k?=m,2 Note that for the soft-pion limit k,—0,
M, remains finite because of the vanishing denominator.
Strictly speaking, Fy; and F; here depend upon values of
pk and p'k since the intermediate proton state is virtual.
However, for the soft-pion limit, the off-shell effect is ex-
pected to be very small, although we must be careful
about its effect for large-pion-energy regions.

As we explained in the previous section, the soft-pion
theorem implies that M; will give the dominant contribu-
tion for small values of E,. Therefore, we suppose for a
while that it will give the whole contribution without any
correction. Then, as we will show in the Appendix, the
interference term proportional to Re(FyFj;) contains a
factor k?=m 2 which is very small and can be negligible.
This implies that the differential decay rate contains
essentially only two terms proportional to |Fy |? and
| Fo |2, but not to interference effect Re(FoFyr). In Fig.
3, we have plotted our calculation of the pp-mass distribu-
tion R(M,;) defined by

__ 1 4
I'(y—pp) dM,;

for three choices of |Fy|/|Fy | =0, 0.5, and 1.0, and
compared them to the experimental data of Ref. 11.
Here, M,; refers to the invariant mass of the pp system.
Note that the high (or low) values of M, correspond to

low (or high) values of the pion energy E, since

M 2=(M*+M, ) —2MyE, .

R(M, (2.13)

) T (y—ppr”)

(2.14)

We see that our calculations reproduce fairly well the
high-mass distribution of the pp system in both shape and

" magnitude especially for F;=0. However, the values of

| Fo| /| Fy | =0.5 and 1.0 are still consistent with data,
especially when we compare them with the experimental
data of Ref. 12. This confirms the validity of the soft-



pion theorem. However, for smaller values of M 5> our
calculation tends to give almost twice as large values in
comparison to the data. Indeed, the total decay rates
I'(— pp7°) are calculated to be

. |089 for |Fo|/|Fux| =0,
LW—ppm) _ 11.08 for |Fo|/|Fu|=0.5,

I'(Yy—pp
W=PP) |1 51 for |Fy|/|Fy|=1.0,

(2.15)

which should be compared to 0.50+£0.06 of Eq. (1.2).
This fact may be partly due to the off-shell effect of the
virtual (instead of real) proton intermediate state as we
remarked already. This implies that we have to replace
Fy, for example, as

1 2)
FF A2 FM¢(A

for A’=2p-k+k? or 2p'-k—k?, where the form factor
#(A?) is normalized to #(0)=1. Since we expect
| $(A?) | <1, this will certainly lower the total decay rate

J

(2.16)
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as well as the partial rates for high pion energy E,. How-
ever, since we have no reliable way of calculating ¢(A2),
we consider other Feynman diagrams which can destruc-
tively interfere with the proton-pole contribution and
hence will lower total decay rate. We take into account
the isospin-- N*-pole diagram of Fig. 4, since N*-
resonance production in the mass region 1400—1550 MeV
has been experimentally observed!? for y—N*p. In pass-
ing, we note that there is no evidence for production of
A(1232 MeV) with I=3 in ¥—Ap. This is consistent
with our theoretical expectation, since the exact SU(2) in-
variance will forbid ¥—Ap in absence of the SU(2)-
violating one-photon-exchange process. For mass ranges
1400—1600 MeV, there are three known baryon isobars;
1440 MeV (JP=17), 1520 MeV (JP=2), and 1535
MeV (JP=+"). We neglect here the contribution from
the JP= %_ isobar, partly for simplicity and partly from
expectation that its effect will be small due to centrifugal
barriers. We now define analogs of magnetic and electric
form factors by

172
mm -
(N7 | (O+M*1,(x)|0) = [ TVZ i0,(p") |Fif v u+ ﬁFé)a)(P +p)u+Gp—p'), [v(p)e’P’ =PI (2.17a)
12
(NP | (O+M),(x)]0) = l | o2 | s Fz‘&f}?’,‘—i— FP 0 +p")u+GPp—p'), |v(ple’® 2%
(2.17b)
I
where N, and Ng stand for N*(I:MO MeV) with J¥=+ . | Fi& |2 + | Fleo)2
and N* (1535 MeV) with JP=1", respectively. G'® (or
G'®) in Eq. (2.17) can be expressed in terms of Fi¢’ (or 1
F{£ and FY (or F)) by the constraint *#,(x)=0. =(0.55+0.28) | | Fy, |2+ > | % |2 5
The total decay rate for y—N'*'p with N 7+ — =N, and M l+a
N'=)=Nyg is calculated to be (2.19a)
K3
(+) 1
Ty—N )_ 3 M*—(m+m*)? Ry + ! F|?
(+) (£) ) a’
Fyp Fg 1 =(1.57+0.81 R
| |2 + M2 | |2 (2.182) M? 1+a?
2 * (2.19b)
(+) _ 4m MmEm” o4)  pt)
Fo _M2—-(m+m*)2 m Fyi —Fg |, (218D)  ghere we have set
I( Ngp)
k*=——[M>—(m*—mP][M*>—(m*+m)’]. (2.18c) TW=Nep) ﬁl_’_ (2.20)
4M C(Yy—Nyp)
Fj;’, and FG*) stand for m,, Fjf, and F§® or mpg,  Next, we have to compute matrix elements of Fig. 4. To

F 3, and Ff)ﬁ, depending upon identification N+ =N,
and N'7)= =Ng. Our formula reproduces, of course, Eq.
(2.4) for the special case of N,=p with m*=m. Note
also that Eqgs. (2.18) are formally invariant under
m*——m* and a<p.

The experimental data are not sufficiently accurate
enough at the present so as to distinguish N, and Ng con-
tributions, separately. Then, we estimate

this end, we define N* N interactions by

1 s e o
Ho=+5—g ' Naysy, 7N-3,7+H.c. ,

2m
(2.21)
1 - =
Hp=-—g Ny, 7N-3,7 +H.c. ,
which are compatible with the soft-pion theorem. Then,
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the decay rate for N*— N7 with N*=N, or N is calcu-
lated as

3 (g7

F £ 3 —_ 2 *+ 2

(N*—N) SmAm* ) 4m (m*tm)
X[(m*Fm)*—mk , (2.22a)

1
kKi=——[(m*—m)P?—m 2 [(m*+m)—m ],
4(m* )2 [ T ][ + ]

(2.22b)
where m* and g}, refer to m, or mg and gi, or gﬁfn,

respectively, and where the plus and minus signs corre- .

spond to two cases of N*=N, (plus) and N*=Ng
(minus), respectively. From these formulas, we estimate

(g“”)2 1.30+0.68 ,

2.23)
L (g'#)?=0.40+0.19 .
41

Now, we are in a position to compute contributions from
Figs. 1 and 4. However, since we do not know values of
ratios Fo/Fy for N*=N, and Ng, we assume for simpli-
city Fo=FY W_FP =0 as well as real relative phases
among Fy;, Fyy ‘2 and F{f (B) In Table I, we give contribu-
tions for ratios

[(¢y—pp7°) /T (p—>pp)
and

C(—ppn)/T(Y—pP)

from various pole terms.

We should remark that absolute signs for contributions
from interference terms between p, N,, and Ng are un-
determined in Table 1. However, since only interference
between p and N, is numerically significant in view of
the different parity of Ng, this affects mostly the former.
If we choose now a?=0.3 [see Eq. (2.20) for the defini-
tion of a] with destructive interference between p and N,
then we find

TABLE 1. The ratios of I'(¢y—pp7°) and I'(y—pp7n) to
I'(¢— pp), computed on the basis of baryon-pole diagrams Figs.
1 and 4. See the text for details.

L(¢y—ppr°) C(y—ppn)

T(y—pp) T(Yy—pP)
p 0.89 0.0007

0.2940.21 0.4010.32
No BT BRI

14a 14a?
Np ' (0.09+0.06) ] (0.44:0.32) %
Nop  (0.5240.44)(1+a2)~'2  (0.03%0. 03)(1+a2) 172
Ngp (0.0003+0. 0002)—(——-2*)7/—2' —(0.015+0. 012)(——W
NgN, —(0.07+0.07 —(0.41£0.48
«p ( : 1+a2 ( " a2
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FIG. 8. Plot for [dT(— ppm°)/dM,,)/T(p—> pp), where the

calculated value takes account of proton as well as N*-pole con-
tributions. See the text for details.

T(p—ppr°) /T (h—pp)=~0.65+0.24 (2.24)

in agreement with the present experimental value of
0.5£0.064. Also, in Figs. 8 and 9, we have plotted mass
spectra of the decay with respect to variable M,; and
Mp .0 We see that the agreement of our calculations with

experiments is satisfactory. Also the interference term be-
tween p and N, does not seriously affect the low-pion-
energy spectrum corresponding to the soft-pion theorem.
In conclusion, we may say that we can explain the experi-
mental data for 1/1—>1r°pﬁ decay satisfactorily.

We next turn our attention to the decay ¥—mpp, since
the discussion for ¥—7'pp can be done exactly in the
same way. As we have emphasized in the previous sec-
tion, the proton-pole diagram now gives negligible contri-
bution. Indeed, now contributions from N, and Ng are
dominant for the present case. We note that N,(1440
MeV) can decay into p7 because of its large width of
~200 MeV. Therefore, in calculating the coupling pa-
rameter gﬁ,“) and g%ﬁ) of 7-N-N, and 7-N-Ng interac-
tions, we must consider the large widths of these isobars.
The procedure is rather model dependent. However, we
estimate

1 @y
~9.10+5.58 ,
= (g5 ) ~9

(2.25)
%(gif’ )?~7.0743.46
T

» 1.4}

b=

L L L L L PR 1
1.0 1.2 1.4 1.6 1.8 2.0 2.2
p-7 INVARIANT MASS (GeV)

FIG. 9. Plot of [dr(1/}—>pp_7T°)/de"0]/I’(¢—>pﬁ), where
MMO stands for the invariant mass of the p7° system. The cal-

culated values take into account the proton and N*-pole contri-
butions. See the text for details.
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from experimental known decay rates I'(N,—p7) and
I'(Ng—pn). As for 8,y We use the value of
84N~/ 8-ny=0.05 corresponding to d/f=2.7 in Eq.
(1.22). Then, under the same assumption as in the calcu-
lation of TI(y— ppn®)/T(¢Yp—pp), we can compute
I'(¢— ppn)/T'(—pp ) and have tabulated various contri-
butions in the second column of Table I. To our surprise,
the interference between N, and Ng is now found to be
large in spite of the opposite parity. This is perhaps due
to the fact that the phase volume for ¥—pp7 is small and
hence the expected cancellation due to the opposite parity
for the interference is imperfectly realized in contrast to
the case of ¥—7°pp. Regardless, if we choose a suitable
constructive interference between N, and Ng with
a?~0.3 as before, we calculate

T(—pp) /T (Y—p5)~0.6410.52 (2.26)

in comparison to the experimental ratio of 1.01+0.20. In
view of the large uncertainties in both experimental and
theoretical information, this agreement is not unreason-
able. However, if we compute the mass spectrum with
respect to M,,, then we encounter a serious problem as
we see from Fig. 10. The flat nature of the calculated
spectrum is mainly due to the large interference between
N, and Ng. One possibility is to postulate the existence
of a new baryon isobar N* which couples strongly with
N7 and N7n'-but very weakly with N system: Then, the
existence of such a-new resonance even in the mass range
of 1400—1600 MeV will not affect the discussion of
Y—ppr° decay but with a possibly sizeable effect to
Y—ppn and pp7n’ modes. Note that it will be very diffi-
cult to prove or disprove the existence of such a resonance
from the standard phase-shift analysis of pion-nucleon
scattering data. However, we must be cautious about any
such conjecture. First, we made many assumptions in our
calculations such as Fo=F® =F§ =0. Second, the peak
in the 7-p mass plot does not appear!? to experimentally
reflect any particular resonance at all. Therefore, the situ-
ation is perhaps less definite both experimentally and
theoretically for analysis of the ¥-—»ppn mode at the
present time.

We have also computed the contribution from the
proton-pole diagram for ¥—ppw decay. However, the
calculated value amounts only to one-tenth of the experi-

1.4 l.IS 1.6 1.7 1.8 1.9 2.0
p-7 INVARIANT MASS (GeV)

FIG. 10. Plot for [dT(y—ppn)/dM,,]/T(p—pp), where
M, refers to the invariant mass of the p7 system. For details,
see the text.

2.2 2.4

2341

mental value, suggesting again the importance of the
baryon-isobar poles. We will reconsider this problem in
the next section.

III. MESON-POLE DIAGRAMS

In Sec. I, it has been remarked that we perhaps should
not take into account contributions from meson-pole dia-
grams in addition to those from baryon-pole diagrams be-
cause of possible double-counting of the same quark
graph. However, we calculate here their contributions for
the resulting completeness and comparison. In order to
estimate matrix elements due to two step processes
Y—VyPy—ppPy with Py=1,, 17, and 7’ (see Fig. 2) we
introduce the following effective local interactions.

H yyp=8 yvp€""*P3,1,(x)3,Vg(x)P(x) , 3.1)

Honny=8onnN(X)y 2N (x)-pH(x)
+irlnjgpNNN'(x)[y,‘,yv]zN(x)-al‘gv(x) , (3.2)

Hony=8onn N (X)7 2N (x)o*(x)
B N7 IN XM x) . (3.3)

4m

Note that we need not consider Hyyy since it should be
zero!® for the ideal w-¢ mixing because of the quark-line
rule. Then, the decay matrix elements for y— Pypp are
given by

Sy(Y—Popp)=—(2m)*i8¥g—p+p'—k)

) 12
—1 | M, (4a)
4koqopo |Po | V
gyvp v
My= my*—(qg—k)? e “Bq#kaev(q)
X#@(p)(gyvnn+8vwn)Vp
—(1/2m)gynn(p +p')glv(p’) . (3.4b)
Since any of p, p', p”... and 0, @', @”,... intermediate

states could contribute to ¥—7pp and Yv—n(n’')pp de-
cays, respectively, the total decay matrix element should
be

MP=My+My+My+, - . 3.5)

Before going into further detail, we note the following.
Take the rest frame q“=(6,M ) of ¥, and consider the
zero-momentum limit K—0 (but ko— m+#0) for the
pion. From Eq. (3.4), we see M¥—0 in this limit, in ac-
cordance with a stronger version of the soft-pion theorem
as we have already emphasized in Sec. L.

The value of gyyp can be easily determined as follows.
Consider first the Y—mp decay. We then calculate

1.
D(Y—mp)=7—(gypn)k’ ,

where k is the magnitude of the pion momentum in the
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rest frame of ¥. From the known decay rate of I'(¢p—mp)
we estimate

| gpr | =1.78X107%(GeV) ™" . (3.6)

For gy,y and gy.,, we assume the exact validity of both
SU(3) and the quark-line rule to find

8 yon =S|sin(90—91)g¢p1r ’
(3.7
8o’ =SZCOS( 60—‘ 62)g|//p17 .

Here, we assumed ideal mixing for the w-¢ complex.
Note that the ratio gy, /8ywy i €qual to R, as in Egs.
(1.12) and (1.13). Values of gyyy and gyyy can be
evaluated from the Sakurai’s universal p-coupling hy-
pothesis® together with the p/w dominance model for
electric-magnetic form factors of the nucleon. Then, we
find

=7(2.8x4m)'/2,

8pop =1 prr (3.82)

Zopp=1p —14n )8 ppp (3.8b)
as well as

8opp=38ppp » (3.9a)

Zuopp=1p +1n)8upp » (3.9b)

where p, and u, are anomalous magnetic moments of the
proton and neutron, respectively. The introduction of
higher radial excited states p’,p"”,... and @', ®",. .., etc.,,
requires knowledge of additional coupling parameters
8pp5 8urpp €tc. Here, we simply assume that the effect of
V',V",... may be approximated by replacing the V prop-

agator in Eq. (3.4b) as
1 — 1 4 A
myt—(qg—k)?  (mp)—(qg—k)?
)\’II
+ +...
(my)*—(g—k)?

my*—(qg—k)?

(3.10)

for suitable parameters A',A",. . ., etc.

In what follows, we neglect contributions from higher-
order radial states p”’ and w”, etc., and assume O <A’ < 1.
The calculated ratios of

T(p—7°pp) /T ($—pp)
and
T(Yy—npp) /T (Yp—all)

are tabulated in Table II for three values A'=0, 0.5, and
1.0. From Table II, we see that the contributions from
vector poles are smaller by a factor of 10 in comparison to
those from baryon-pole diagrams. Moreover, we find also
that interferences between vector-pole and baryon-pole di-
agrams are, in general, very small in magnitude. There-
fore; the main results of Sec. II will remain unchanged,
even if we have to include vector-meson pole diagrams.
Of course, there are exceptions. First of all, the value of
A’ may be very large. Second, there may exist p’’ and ©"’
whose masses are very near twice the proton mass, so that
their contributions will be significant because of small
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TABLE II. Branching ratios for I(¢—pp7® and
T'(¢—ppmn) calculated on the basis of vector-meson pole dia-
grams (see Fig. 2).

INY—ppm°)/T(p—all) T(P—ppn)/T(p—>all)

A'=0 0.93x 1074 0.27x10~*
A'=0.5 1.57x10~* 0.44x10~*
A'=1.0 2.22x10~* 0.62x10~*
Experimental ~ (1.1£0.1)X 1073 (2.3+£0.4)x 1073

propagators. However, for the latter case, we expect a
large peak for large pion energy E, in the spectrum,
which does not appear to exist in the present experimental
data.

So far, we did not consider the 0*-meson-pole dia-
grams. The two-step decay ¢—mmn’ followed by 7 (or
n")—pp is forbidden by the charge-conjugation invariance.
Similarly, the normal 2+ mesons f and f’ will not con-
tribute for Y—npp decay since Yy—1f and 1" are forbid-
den again by charge-conjugation invariance. If an abnor-
mal scalar meson 7, with negative charge-conjugation
parity exists, then two-step mechanics ¥— 7,7 (or ') fol-
lowed by 717, —pp may contribute to ¥— ppn (or i’). Since
there is no experimental evidence for such a scalar meson
75, we have nothing to say about such a possibility.

Concluding this section, we have also calculated the
contribution for ¥—ppw from the proton-pole diagram
where we replace 7° by o in Fig. 1. Since the coupling
constants g, and g, are known from Egs. (3.8) and
(3.9), the calculation is straightforward. Assuming Fy=0
again, we find then

M ~0.061
L(¢—pp)
in comparison to the experimental ratio of

I'(¢Yy—ppw)
I(¢—pp)

~0.73 .

experimental

This suggests that the main contribution for ¥—wpp
must result from other Feynman diagrams, such as N*-
pole diagrams. However, since there is no information
available for the N*-N-o interaction, we cannot make any
definite conclusion. We note that ¥—«w7 (or 1) followed
by n (or n")—pp will give negligibly small contribution
because of the same reason as in ¥—7pp decay. One pos-
sibly important diagram may be the 2% tensor pole dia-
gram where we have Yy—wf—wpp. Since many unknown
coupling parameters are involved in the calculation, we
will not, however, pursue the issue here.
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APPENDIX

Here, we give explicit expression for the decay rate for »—7°pp due to the proton-pole diagram of Fig. 1. Summing
over possible spin states of final baryons and changing the sign of p’ into —p’' (so that py >0 now), we then find

gNN1r
2 )y 4M

I'\(I)( 1/'—>7T0Pp_)
kopopo

3
[ [ [ &R a 500 pr ) | Fy |24, + | Fo | 24, +Re (FsFy)d51,

(A1)
where we have set o
A =(m*+pp (a2 —b2)(e k) +b%*k?*]—2ab(ek)[(p-€)p'k)—(p"€)p-k)]
b eXp-k)(p'k)—(ek)(p-k )(p’-e)+(p-e)(p’-k)]+k2(p~e)(p"e)} , (A2)
2
1 , , p'€ ). X3
Ay=—5[(m?*—p-p)k*+2(p-k)p"k) - , (A3)
2 mz[ p'p +2(p p ] 2p'k+k2 2p"k+k2
2
Ay—di> |2 PE (A4)
2p-k+k 2p"-k+k
r
In Eq. (A2), we have set for simplicity, Since k*=m,? all terms involving k? are numerically
1 1 small, and may be omitted. Especially, we may set 4;=0
= 2k +k? C2plk+k? so that the interference between F, and F), is practically
(A5)  zero for y—>7"pp decay. We can further integrate Eq.
_ 1 + 1 . (A1) in terms of two variables 5, and s, given by
2pk+k*  2pk+k? :

The spin average over the polarization vector €,(q) can be
obtained by substituting, for example,

e=—1,
(A6)
(epNep—t | LEILLT_(pp)

Cs1=(p+p'V=(g—k)*,
(A7)
s;=(p'+k)=(g—p)

as is given in Ref. 31.
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