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The radiative corrections to the Dalitz plot in the semileptonic decays of spin 1 neutral hyperons are

calculated by analytical means and compared with those previously obtained for the charged hyperon
semileptonic decay. The completely integrated expressions are very accurate and include all the terms of
the order a times the momentum transfer. The final results are appropriate for a model-independent ex-
perimental analysis and are suitable for high statistics decays of ordinary or heavy-quark baryons.

PACS number(s): 13.30.Ce, 13.40.Ks, 14.20.Jn

I. INTRODUCTION

Because of the progress [1] of high-energy hyperon
beams and to the improving precision of the measure-
ments in the hyperon B-decay experiments the applica-
tion of the radiative corrections in the analysis of the ex-
perimental data is indispensable in order to avoid sys-
tematic errors. At the present time, only numerical re-
sults [2] for the precise radiative corrections up to the or-
der a for some semileptonic decays of neutral unpolar-
ized baryons are available in the literature. We have ob-
tained analytic expressions for the radiative corrections
to the Dalitz plot of semileptonic decays of neutral hype-
rons (SDNH’s). Those corrections are calculated within
the approximation of considering terms of the order of
ag/mM, (with g the four-momentum transfer and M,
the mass of the decaying baryon). The radiative correc-
tions within this approximation allow for a reliable
analysis of high-precision measurements, over most of the
Dalitz plot especially when the four-momentum transfer
is large and can no longer be neglected. This is the case
of heavy-quark semileptonic decays such as in charm or
flavored quark decays.

It is the purpose of this paper to describe the condi-
tions under which we derive the new accurate analytical
formulas. The theoretical framework underlying this cal-
culation and the used techniques are set forth in Refs.
[3-5]. In Ref. [3] all the.terms of order of aq/7mM, in
the radiative corrections to the Dalitz plot of semilepton-
ic decays of charged hyperons (SDCH’s) are included.
These results [3] are taken as a basis to construct the use-
ful formulas for the SDNH case. In this way we improve
the precision of the results of Ref. [4] in which the terms
of the order of aq /mM were ignored.

For accuracy, the model dependence of the radiative
corrections has to be considered. In the virtual part we
handle the model dependence by defining effective form
factors in the uncorrected amplitude [6] (without radia-
tive corrections). A functional dependence of the
effective form factors on the energies of the emitted
baryon and electron additional to the g2 dependence of
the original form factors has to be taken into account.
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The Low theorem [7-9] allows us to determine all the
aq /mM | terms in the bremsstrahlung part. There is no
model dependence but the experimental values of the
electromagnetic static parameters of the baryons have to
be included. In the bremsstrahlung corrections we han-
dle the infrared divergence by identifying carefully all the
finite terms that come along with it and we integrate
analytically over the photon variables to obtain a closed
expression for this part of the Dalitz plot.

We organized this paper in the following way. In Sec.
II, we briefly discuss the conditions under which the vir-
tual radiative corrections up to the order of ag/7M to
the Dalitz plot of semileptonic decays of neutral baryons
with light or heavy quarks are derived. In Sec. III, we
deduce in a covariant way the bremsstrahlung integrands
for the SDNH; i.e., we consider a manifestly covariant
expression for the photon polarization sum in order to in-
corporate unambiguously some of the results given in
Ref. [10] by Ginsberg. In Sec. IV, we present the integra-
tion method and the integrated bremsstrahlung expres-
sions which will constitute the easy to handle formula for
the radiative corrections to the SDNH with contributions
up to the first order in g. Section V contains our main re-
sults and conclusions.

Finally, and for the sake of completeness, we include in
the appendixes the definitions of the effective form fac-
tors, the special form factor combinations we use, the for-
mulas for the bremsstrahlung integrals, and the several
coefficients and functions which appear in the final re-
sults.

II. VIRTUAL RADIATIVE CORRECTION
OF THE DALITZ PLOT

The uncorrected transition amplitude for the process

A(p)—>B (py)+e (D+v,(p,) (1
in the V' — A theory is
Gy, _ _
Mo=-h—‘/5 ugW,u 40,0, , (2)
where
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In Egs. (1)-3), 0,=y,(1+75) and ¢=p, —p, is the
four-momentum transfer. G, =G,V; and G, is the
muon decay coupling constant, ¥}; is the corresponding
Cabibbo-Kobayashi-Maskawa (CKM) matrix element.
We shall adhere to the notation, metric, and y-matrix
conventions of Refs. [3,4]. We shall also assume that
m,=0. p,, p,, I, and p, are the four-momenta of the
particles involved, E,, E,, E, and E S are their energies
and M, M,, m, and m, are their masses, respectively.

In the derivation of the virtual radiative corrections to
the Dalitz plot of process in Eq. (1) we decompose [11]
the order-a one-loop corrections into a model-
independent part (MIP) and into a model-dependent part
(MDP). We follow the procedure of Ref. [6] which is de-
voted to the decay of charged hyperons (Secs. I and II),
and derive new results for the decay of neutral hyperons.
These results for the SDNH case arise from the replace-
ment of

ugWi(p1,py)(2py, —k,)u 4
k2—2p,-k+ie

4)

in the amplitude M, of Eq. (3) in Ref. [6] by

up(2py, +k,IW,(p1,py)u 4
k*+2p,-k+ie

(5)

1 A imT
PR(E,E,,A)=2 |— arctanhBy—1 |In | — |+ —
N 2 Bu By m By
1 1 Ay 1
®NP(E,E,)=———(arctanhBy >+ —L | — [——
v 2 By MU By xS | Bw
M 2 M
+ 3122 _A__i_zln 72
2 m 8 (I+p,) m
- M3+(1+B3)I-
+17 121nA,— |2 BNZ P
N (I+p,)

q)Coulomb(E’Ez)zﬂ'z/ﬁN >

and

O\ (E,E,)=

1
B [1-—3%, ] —arctanhfBy M2

1.
1+ pZJ—
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This new term comes from the Feynman graph where
the photon is exchanged between the produced charged
hadron and the electron and takes into account the
Coulomb interaction between the final charged particles.

The MIP is gauge invariant and free of the ultraviolet
divergence, and therefore, finite and calculable. The
MDP contains the effects of the strong and weak interac-
tions and can be absorbed into M through the definition
of the effective form factors. This was denoted by putting
a prime on M, (see Appendix A).

The virtual radiative corrections in the decay ampli-
tude are given by

M,=M,+M, , (6)
where
(04 '
Mvz?‘; MOQN(E,Ez,k)+Mp2¢N(E,E2) . 7

The functions ®y(E,E,,A) and ®y(E,E,) depend on
E, E,, and A, which are the energy of the 3 particle, the
energy of the final baryon, and the infrared divergence
cutoff, respectively, and contain terms up to the order of
aq/mM . The A-dependent terms are canceled by their
counterpart terms in the bremsstrahlung contribution.

The explicit forms of ® y(E,E,,A) and ®(E,E,) are

Oy (E,E,, M) =D NE,E,,\)+PNP(E,E,)

+¢C0ulomb(E)E2) ’ (8)
where
(I+p,)?
A2 ’
—A ME+(1+B3)1-
’; +—1——arctanhﬂN 2 A; P2
1—x2 BN (l+p2)
1 Ay M,
——In {1+ In |—— | —arctanh,
By —x3 [ m J P
9)
l- M l-
P2 gein |22 | im |14 =22 (10)
M3 M;
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Above we use the following relations and definitions:

m2M?
1-By=——"7,
(l'pz)
21-
A,,=xi*—)c2_=—————szN2 s
xE= m>+(1*By)lp,
2 (I+p,)? ’
_— M2+(1FBy)p,
— Xy = ,
2 (1+p,)?
and
—A 1—x5
V= Ly (R 2 an
1—x, 1—x, 2 I—x;

where L (x) is the Spence function, and the By is the ve-
locity of the lepton in the rest frame of the charged had-
ron. The other matrix element in Eq. (7) is given by

M =S P b @p,0 (12)

Py \/Em(l-i-pz)z BWA\P P2 U qU P UL, .

To calculate the Dalitz plot with virtual radiative
corrections in terms of independent variables which are
the energies E, and E of the emitted baryon and the elec-
tron, respectively, we use the standard trace method and
the following definitions

G} 4M,
3 M, P=— Ag
spins 2 M,mm, 0
G2 aMm (13)
1 + + 4 1 "
— MMy +M, My )=———— AN,
SPES( i P20 2 Mzmmv v
and
dE,dE dQ,dp,M,mm,, 1
V= 52 5 2 'MV|2 .
(27) 2 spins
The decay rate is given by
dT,=dQRe | 4 1+%<1>}3}
a ’
+; AN [CD%D-’_(DCoulomb]
+ Ay Py , (14)
where
G% dE,dEdQ,d
_ Ty ar,ahdtlia®, M, . 15)

2 (2m)y
Let us recall here that the uncorrected rate is given by
dILy(E,E,)=AydQ .

The explicit covariant form of the coefficients is

’ a
AO Qld0p1.1+025b0+ﬂ3b0pl.l

-1
16M?

+Q4§d0—05f0 ; (16)

the coefficient A4}y is obtained from A4, by neglecting
second-order terms in ¢ /M, and

"o I'p,

= (Qpp+0pi—Q5)d
N 16M%(l+p2)2[ 1P1°P2 QP35 —Q5)d,

+(Qp3+Qap;-py)by] - 17) .

Here we have introduced the following definitions for the
entailed invariants and their values in the p; =0 frame:

a =2P2 -l =2(EE2 - ‘pzl 'l |y0)=2mM2/( 1 —ﬂ%v)l/z ’

bo:2P1’Pv:2M1E3 >
(18)
dy=2p,p,=2M,(E,, —E),

fo=2p,-1=2EE+2[1|(|1|+|p,lyo) ,
where

E°=M,—E,—E,

E,=M?—M3+m?/2M, ,
(19)
E%o=—1+Ip,lyo) ,

e Sl
=————"F—=cos0 ,
Yo 2|p2| 1] 1B
and 6, is the angle between the electron and the baryon
B three-momenta.

It is easy to show by the conservation of energy and
momentum that

bo=dy+fo .

The Qs (i =1,...,5)in Egs. (16) and (17) are bilinear
combinations of the form factors. Previous results are
given in terms of functions Q; (i =1,...,5) which are
also bilinear combinations of the form factors with
known functions of E and E, as coefficients. They are
presented explicitly in Ref. [4] and in the interest of com-
pleteness we reproduce them here in Appendix B. The
Q;’s are very useful relations because through them one
can easily distinguish the different orders of approxima-
tion in a given expression, and readily detect the terms
which do or do not contribute to the required order of
approximation. It is not difficult to see that terms such as
EQ, and E®Q; with i =2 or 4 are one order in g higher
than Q; when i =1 or 3, and E?Q; is two orders higher
than Q; wheni =1 or 3.

In terms of the Q;’s, the Q,;’s of Egs. (16) and (17) are
given as
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0, =—8M(Q,+E,Qs),
Qz=_8M1(Q4+E2Q5) )

Q;=8(Q; +Q;+(Q, +Q,)E, +E3Qs) , (20)
Q4=8M%Q5 ’
Qs‘—‘SM%Qa ’

and the coefficients that appear in Eq. (14) are given as
A=A y—QspallIyolIpal +11po)
Ain=Q,EE}—Q,E|p,|(Ip,| +1lyo)
—Q;11lUp,lyo+ 1IN+ QLESp,lIyo

7 a
W oM2(1—2E%/M,)
X[ENQ,E,+Q,4p3)

—(P3+Ipall1lyo QL E, +05)]
The imaginary parts of ®y(E,A) and ®(E) do not
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We also kept the infrared divergent terms, though they
cancel out in the final result.

The Coulomb part of the final-state interaction is im-
portant when one of the charged particles is moving
slowly relative to the other, corresponding to Sy —0 in

2
m /ZBN'

III. BREMSSTRAHLUNG CORRECTION
OF THE DALITZ PLOT

The emission of real photons must be added to Eq. (1).
Hence we have to consider the process

A(p)—B (py)+e (D+7,(p,)+y(k) 22)

to obtain a complete expression for the Dalitz plot with
radiative corrections, which includes all the ag/wM,
terms. The amplitude for this process is obtained in a
model-independent fashion from the Low theorem [7-9],
and is given by

Mpy=My+M,y+Myy ,

contribute to this physical process (to this order in o). with
J
el €D
M y=eMy |——
v = eMo |\ T pyk
eGV _ _ Y
=75 Culls WkuAul_ZI#_k O,v, , (23)
—Gy _ _ | ev kW, pitM, b+ M,
M;y= V—Euzoxvveyus {Z;ﬁ Ky AW%vkv—Kzo,wvapz‘_—k— W
. p2,‘kp . fat827s + f3t+8s7s
Pk we M, Trp T Frp M, Ua -
f
This amplitude depends on «; and k, which are the  pose we write the differential decay rate of Eq. (22) as
anomalous magnetic moments of 4 and B, on the photon R | - -
polarization four-vector g,, and on the photon four- dlpy=dTpy+dTpy+dTpy +dTpy , 25)

momentum K ; k is its energy.
The differential decay rate of Eq. (22) is obtained from
S Mpyl?= 3 IMy*+ 3 QM yM,y+M3y)

spins spins spins

+ 3 2AM \yM3y+MyMsy) .

spins

(24)

In Eq. (24) we neglected the term |M,y|? which con-
tributes to the order of ag?/mM3. We will also con-
sistently neglect the terms of the same order and higher
order in further analysis.

In order to correctly handle the infrared divergent
terms which arise from the first summand in Eq. (24) we
separate them from the convergent ones. For this pur-
|

. 1
Iy E,E,)=1lim —
0 (B, E3) b 4

Xlgnax
L2 ax 20 1 (Lpy) = m Lo o(Lpy) = M3Lo5(Lpy)]

dTIR, and dT'}, contain the infrared divergent and con-
vergent terms of Espins\M 1% respectively. dT'Yy and
dTL contain the contributions from the second and
third summands in Eq. (24).

We shall follow the approach of Ref. [10] and adapt
some of their results to our case. According to this,

Ty = - dTo(E,E,)I(E,E,) , 26)
with
dT|(E,E,)= A\ dQ @7
where A is given in Eq. (21), and
(28)



48

where k2=A2, A being the infrared cutoff. The x¥ is the
invariant mass of the undetected particles and is given by

x8=(p,+k)?
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We decompose the result of Eq. (28) into two terms to
separate the infrared-divergent terms from the conver-
gent ones:

with IY(E,E,)=IR(\E,E,)+IYP(E,E,) , (30)
%8 =(ES—Ip,| +IINES+|p,| —11])
as defined in Ref. [10], and the invariant integrals 2nd obtain
I, ,,(l,p,) are defined by
M
_1 4P d%k, IROEE) =21l n2ta "2 31
I"’"'”’Pz)_igf E, kos(Pz‘Pz‘l*Pv—k) R N el 7.V A PR GD
X L "———1——;"— . (29) and
(I-k)" (py-k)
]
max +A wmax_+_2'A (wmz‘n(%_zA)A (a+A) Wo a—A
IYP(E,E,)="2 |21 n2I2 — — =
0 ( 2) A nwmin n2mM2 In 2A In —Tys In 2mM, ln2mM2 +2L, 7A
Wmax a—A 1 a+A 1 a—A
—2L;, | — —2L, |—————————— |+—L;, |— ——=L;, |—
2| T gra | THe W +24A G w, Lo wo
(H*—M3)(g*—m?) a+A+w,
+In A In ax S (32)
(xlgnax ) 2mM2 2mM2
where
wmaxzxxgnax-A+[(a+xfgnax )2—4m2M22,]1/2 »
wmin=A_3/2(a+A)[a(H2—M% )(q2__m2)__M%(q2__m2)2__m2(H2__M% )2]1/2 ,
aM}(g>—m??+am* H>— M5\ —4m’M3(H*—M3)(g>*—m?)
wy,= ’
1 a(H2—M§)(qz-—m2)—M§(q2—m2)2—m2(H2—-M§)2
(33)

wo=w, +(w?—4a4mM3)'? , a=M?—H?’—4*,
A=(a*—4m>M3%)'? , A=aBy, and H*=(p,—1)?,

42=(P1_P2)2-

The relation between the function L;,(x) given in Ref.
[10] and the Spence function is L;,(x)=—L(x).

The a given in Eq. (33) is equal to the invariant a
defined in Eq. (18). In the rest frame of the decaying had-
ron the infrared-divergent function Eq. (31) takes the
form

arctanhf3y
IR EE,)=2In |2 | | ————% —1
0 2 A BN
arctanhfy m? M,
- In —In|[—|.
By aBy m

(31a)

The evaluation of the other nondivergent inner-
bremsstrahlung contributions by analytic means is ob-
J

Ip

1 7
1 [ 0

4D* M?,

dI‘},N=%dQ

tained following the procedure of Refs. [3,4]. Let us re-
call here that the integrations for the nondivergent terms
(A—0) in Refs. [3,4] are taken over the azimuthal angle
of the photon ¢;, the cosine of the angle between the
electron and final baryon y, and over the cosine of the an-
gle between the electron and photon x.

The relation between the variables x& and y is
x&8=F(y), where F(y) is given in Eq. (45) of Ref. [4],

Fy)=2Ip,llll(yo—y), —1=p=y,, (34)

g
and x§ .,

F(—1)=2|p,|I|(yo+1) .

in Eq. (28) corresponds to

Let us consider now the contributions of the second
summand in Eq. (24). The trace calculation yields

1 1
(I-k)" (py-k)™

2
S Com , (35)

0
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where the nonvanishing coefficients C,},m are .
Q= P 1@+ Q)+ (04 Q) |

1 by
c! =—m2l2p kQuu+F | Qy lprk—— | —Q
207 5 1 14 24 |P1 2 5 =(0,40,) 37)
+10_94] , Q,5=(aQy+2p,-10;—2Q;5) .
2 The D can be written as
b
Cl,=—=F 914—95—70924+£2°—Q4 (a+F) D=p,k/k . (38)
The following relations have been also used:
a  F
+F|—+= (Qy|, —A2
2 2| p, k= E 27‘
1 k=p ok —]-k— EHA
C}M:EM% 1-k(Qys+FQ,) pyk=py-k—Il-k N
fo b ¥ pal=Ha+F),
0 0
TE T AT 0T Ty O ] ’ PP =3bo—F=A)=pyk—I'k , (39
(do _F)
(36) Pz‘Pvz_'i”“”_Pz'k >
) - 2 a+F 1
C1,0_~ (Cl+F)QI4+m 05+ 2 Q4+p1'lﬂl pv~l=7(f0———F—21.k) s
F ko=F/2D ,
2 SlatFQy 1, where a, b, d, and f, are given in Eq. (18).
The complete expressions for the squared matrix ele-
cl = \m20..— | @ +F Q ments in Eq. (24) are rather long. In Refs. [3,4] we have
0,17 28514 2 25 already developed part of this calculation and evaluated
some of the terms that will appear here. Let us take ad-
F_ vantage of this and consider only the additional contribu-
+ E[M 1y —(a+ ]|, tions to the ones already obtained.
The new contributions for the second summand in Eq.
and (24) will come from the matrix element
[AM|?= > M M,mm TITTWA(I’1+M1)WP(I’2+M2)
parl pyl
p;_k —p:.k TrOuﬁvOpk-Fl—kkTrO;ij p—-L kk Tr0,$,0,06, | - (40)

For consistency we evaluate these complementary results in terms of the same form factors as used in Ref. [3] and we
obtain

|Pz||l| %0 1 (274 19 L 1
Ad FII = l dx d C}{Im ’ “D
BN o f f f 4D2 4M1nm20 LK) (pyR)™

where the nonvanishing coefficients C,,, (/,p,) are

F 1. Pk
RN AMQ,—5—= ,
1,1 19> M2 7 '3 Mf l

CHI ZM%sz‘l

Dy
_ 1
Cclo=M3} R+

(pa-l—pyD)

+Q4)”‘N3]]

+2F

51 L pyel M,0,b
M0 +M1Q4 7 ok le“#” ]
1 1
(42)
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So by | N, pik
Co =M3{Rg+pyl [2M,Q, t—= |5 —2MQ, [—N;
' M} Mi |2 M3
2l
+20-k(2Q;+2E,Q, —piy ) +F 21‘41Q2 > — PO ]’
M3
SoM Q, M ,Q,I'k  pi-l by
Cilo=4M?% |R{,+ E,—M + - - M
1|Ro0 2 1)Q>] 2,k Pk Pk 2M2 194 | »
and
N, by f
RY, = T—M‘QZ]M +M Qz —2Q;,
by | N, 2foM,Q,
Riy=—7% |5 —2M(Q,+Q,) |+ ———,
1,0 M2 { 2 1@, +0Q, M2
R =bops1—2fo(Q3+E,Q,) (43)
n 12N 1
Ro,o— MZ 1(Q2+Q4 _5P01_[Q1+(E2 M, )Qz] s
2
N3 pyp
2 3 P1°P2
P01 =203 +2E;,Q, +2 MQy—— 5 >
2 Mj
[
with portional to f; and g; with i =2,3 in the W, given in Eq.
_ (3). These are the same form factors as used in Ref. [3]
N3 =4(Q, T Q3 +(Q, +Q,E, ] . and we can therefore directly compare the respective re-
Then the dT"Y, that appears in Eq. (25) is sults. The only source of additional terms that contribute

riy=drii+adry, ,

where dT'J is given in Ref. [3], Eq. (29).

Finally, the dT'YL in Eq. (25) contains the contribu-
tions from M5y given in Eq. (23). This amplitude is one
order of magnitude higher in ¢ /M, than My and M,y
and it is clear that it will yield terms of order of aq /7mM |,
which means that we can neglect terms which are pro-
J

par = |p2||1f

S ax[Cay [Tag,

where the nonvanishing coefficients are

CM™=—[p,-lp,-kl-p,—py-lk-p,)+m?p-p,p-kIRT,

ci=3p,-lp;-p,R*—M M,p kR~ , (46)
Cos=—rilpypl-k+plk-p, )R,
and
R*Y=|f1>+Ig,I?,
47)

=|f1|2_|81|2 .
Then the dT'YY to be substituted in Eq. (25) is

Ipy=dT3'+AdTgy ,

402 M1 n

to the required order in the third summand in Eq. (24) is
the combination of

— il yyle W}ukYy

AM3N———Wu,O;Lv g, ige 205k .k Uy
(44)

with the M,y and the M,y given in Eq. (23). We also
have
z 1 1

i1

nm , (45)
m2 o (LK) (py-k)™
[
where dT'§! is given in Ref. [3], Eq. (30). In the

simplification procedure previous to the integration and
evaluation of A dT"[[} the following relations are used:

p2'p,= — IpalIpa| +111yo)+ E(Eﬁx +E?)

=—III(|I|+|p2|y0)+€——)—”—’5

I'pv 2D

F,

F

kp,=ES——>—D,

1 F
p2~l=E2E—5(a +F)= “|IP2|.V0—? ’

prk=D—E}—Epx
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where ﬁ=k/ko and E,=E%—k, is the energy of the
neutrino in Eq. (22).

We wish to remark that despite its apparent length, the
bremsstrahlung decay probability is organized in a rather
easy to handle compact expression through Eq. (25). As
it stands now it is ready for numerical or analytical in-
tegration.

Let us emphasize that the infrared divergence is com-
pletely extracted. The coefficient of this divergence is op-
posite to that of the virtual part, as required for the can-
cellation of such a divergence. This fact is evident when
the divergent term in Eq. (31a) is substituted in Eq. (30),
then Eq. (30) and Eq. (27) are substituted in Eq. (26), and
this expression is compared with the real part of the vir-
tual divergent term ¢& in Eq. (8) substituted in Eq. (14).
The finite terms that accompany the divergent ones can
be integrated without infrared-divergence ambiguities.

IV. NONDIVERGENT-BREMSSTRAHLUNG
ANALYTICAL INTEGRATION

Since we are interested in the radiative corrections to
the process in Eq. (1) and not in the process in Eq. (22),
we restrict ourselves to the three-body region of the Dal-
itz plot defined by

min < < prmax

and
m=<EZ<E, ,
with
1 %
E;‘"“-:E(Ml —E+D+ 2M—E*D)
and

E,=M}—M3+m?)/2M, .

We use a coordinate frame in the rest system of 4 with
the z axis along the electron three-momentum and the x
axis oriented so that the final baryon three-momentum is
in the first or fourth quadrant of the x-y plane.

J

de;
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The order of integration which is followed for the non-
divergent terms is, first, over the azimuth angle of the
photon ¢, , second, over the cosine of the polar angle of
the final baryon y, and, third, over the cosine of the polar
angle of the photon x.

There are five integrals over ¢, which were evaluated
previously and are given by Egs. (64)-(67) of Ref. [4].
These are

21
K0=f0 do, =2,

27 doy
K = Yk
l(y,X) fO D(x,y,tpk) ’
(48)
_ 2 4y
Kz(,v,X)—fO m )
dey

2w
K;(y,x)= fO m .

In addition to those integrals, and due to the term
1/(p,-k)™ in Egs. (35) and (41), where

1 2D

(pyk)  F(r—D) 4
and

r—D=E,—p,k (50)
with

r=M;—E(1—Bx),
we obtain new integrals defined by

K, x)=[" [r_D‘j:’;’% T (51)

and

dey
r—D(x,y,9)1"D™(x,p, @)

K,',m(y,x)=f02"[

The expressions which involve K| are given in Appen-
dix C. The other integrals can be approximated in the
following way:

1

K (y,x)=

When we carry out the integration with respect to the
variable y, we get five integrals; three of them are given in
Ref. [4], Egs. (68)—(70), and the other two are in Ref. [3],
Egs. (33)-(34); the procedure of integration is described
in detail in Ref. [4].

The long part of the analytical calculation presents it-
self with the integration over x, partly because of the
number of integrals, and partly because of the splitting of
the range of x explained in Ref. [4]. These integrals,
which appear in the final result, are 6; (i=0,...,17)
and 6,y. Nine 0,’s are given by Egs. (87) and (80)—(83) in
Ref. [4], and the other seven are given in Ref. [3], by Egs.

1 27
(M, —E(1—Bx)]" IO [1=D(x,y,@)/r]"D™(x,p,9) M}

=—UK, (y,x) .

-
(37)—-(41), while the 0, and 0,; are given in this paper by

91N=ION(E’E2) >
0,,=(1+yy I, , (52)

I,= % arctanhf3 .

Once we have identified all the different integrals, we
have to put them in the corresponding places.

In order to simplify this laborious task, and to avoid
cumbersome calculations, we have constructed a new
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table, given in Appendix C, in which the results for
several double integrals are shown. Therefore, by con-
sulting this table one can obtain the final integrated ex-
pression in just one step.

After some straightforward but long algebraic calcula-
tions, we obtain the following expressions for the non-
divergent elements of the Dalitz plot complementary to
those given in Ref. [3].

The second term of Eq. (25) becomes

drly=drL+Adry, , (53)

where

dri=2 dQ [H000+ S H,6,

i=2

and

AdT%y ——dQ, 2 Nle; .

i=0
The H;’s (i=0, , 13) are given in Ref. [3].
that contribute to the required order are

The NPs

=‘|P2HI| (Q1+Q3 ‘HPzH” 1|05,

2
pzl
N, =

Ql +Q3 ’

le
Niz=——-0;,
13 M, =3

i el ‘

17 2

fl—zl—ll+ [1—y0] Ii;'f

Let us emphasize here that terms of order of agq?/M %
contribute beyond our approximation and therefore have
been neglected all along our calculation.

The third term of Eq. (25) becomes

drl,=dri+Adry, , (54)
where dT'Y is given in Ref. [3], Eq. (44),

drn—_—dﬂ EH,+149

i=2

and

17
a
A dI‘EN:; dQ 3 NYe, ,
i=0
with
NII _NH __NH __NII _NH _NII — I[ —

Ng:_;p2|111——(1—32><E+E2><Q1+Qs> ,
1

N=- I?H (im0, +01)+ 0u(ER +EEY —p))],
Noi=_1 [p, 1117 (E+2E%)(Q,+Q3)+E°
5 2 M1 [ v Ql Q3 VQ3] ’
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m— IP2|| l 0
NI= an, ———(E+E)+|p,|Byo)(Q;+Q3) ,
le“”
Ny == E_l (Q,+05)
1 IpllIP
M= 3, (@1+203),
1 Ipal?l21B
N{12=5—MI—~(E—ES)(Q,+Q3) ,
21712
n_ 11l
Nis 2*_1‘41 O,
IPz“ 2
Ni = (Q,+03),
|P2||I|
IIItS:_ 8M1E(Q1+Q3) >
|P2“l| E, IPz'B
I 21—
N17 2 1 M2 (1 y()) 2M2 3
E
vl (2Ra
And, finally, the fourth term of Eq. (25) becomes
dTpy=dT3'+AdTqy , (55)

where d T is given in Eq. (45) of Ref. [3],

dI“},H——dQ 2 H;  3,0;
i=0
and
14
Adl"III = dﬂz N,.mG,- ,
N i=0
with

NI = I — NI T T
Ip, |11 E
I R*,
N:I;II — _E?,( 1 _BZ)N{)II ,

w_ lealll]

b M, —2|p,||1lyoR ~+2E(E°—B’E)R*

E°
I — 2 v
N =|p,||1] M,

-y,

(1-p%
23 NI

N{'=—Ny' /2,

NI =

N =|p,|[I|*RT—R™)/M, ,

NI =~ IpalBNE"
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N =—Snp.

One can easily notice that
AdTpy=AdTLy+AdTY,+AdTY,

contains only terms of order of aq/mM,; it is therefore
sufficient to consider the Q’s up to the zeroth-order form
factors combinations. This simplifies the final result in
which Q,, Q4, and Qs no longer appear, and the follow-
ing approximations have to be taken:

Q,—2R"—R~
Q;,—R ",

(56)

where R * are given in Egs. (47).

By summing Eqgs. (26) and (53)—(55), the full analytic
result for the bremsstrahlung part of the Dalitz plot of
the semileptonic decay of neutral hyperons which is mod-
el independent and contains all the aq /7mM contributions
is obtained and given by

dTlgy(A—>BYe ™ %,)=dTz(A—Bte ™ %,)
+AdTgn(A—BTe ™ %,), (57

e

where

16
Hy0,+ S HJ0,

dTy(A—>Bte 5,)=%
T =2

dQ (58)

and

AN, +AN, 6,y

AdT (A —Bte v,)=2da
o

17
+3 (AN)6, | . (59)
=2

The H; (i=0,2,...,16), are explicitly given in Ap-
pendix D and implicitly in Ref. [3] [Eq. (48)]. They are
quadratic functions of the Dirac form factors, the
k;(i=1,2) and of the kinematical variables E, and E.

The AN, are

Ip, 1] E, E
=—" —1|R™—2—/R%"|,
0 2 M, M,
AN1=A'1N N

ANZZAN6=AN9=AN“=AN15=0 N
J

dT(A—B*e w,)=|4y+<
o

e

where the, ®y, Py, Ay, A\n, Ay, and dQ are given in
Egs. (9), (10), (21), and (15), respectively. The H’s are
given in an explicit form in Appendix D, and the in-
tegrated functions 6, are given in Refs. [3,4], and also in

17 16
AN Dy +0,4)+ A NPy +(Hy+ANyO+ 3 AN;0,+ 3 H/6;
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2
m
AN3=|p2||I|—M1R+,

—Ip,ll1|E
AN4=——I%%IM— 20E—E%)R™
1
Ip,l 217
ANg=— p22M {2(E+E3)R++3E?,R_] ,
1
Ip,|
ANF%B [2m2+EE3(1—BxO) ]R+ : (60)
1
Ip,|11]
8=——12’;I7—(E?,+2E)R+ ,
1
3 IpllIl?
AN,y=—>—"—R",
10 2 M,
Ip, 2111
AN12=p2T!B(2E—E3)R+ )
1
Ip, 2111
AN13=———p;74———(2R+—R‘),
1
Ip,l 1112
ANy=— p;l RY,
1
|P2|.3
AN ¢=— RY,
o aM,
|p,|11] lpalB  _  2E
Y _y°)2M2R +M1R

Let us remark here that the term H0, is excluded in
Eq. (58); instead the corresponding term AN,;0,y is in-
cluded in Eq. (59). This is due to the fact that the 6,
given in Eq. (88) of Ref. [4] contains essentially the in-
frared contribution for the SDCH case while the 6,y
given in Eq. (52) corresponds to the infrared contribution
for the SDNH case.

V. FINAL RESULTS AND CONCLUSIONS

Let us now present the Dalitz plot of process in Eq. (1)
with radiative corrections up to order of ag/mM,. Our

result for the complete radiatively corrected Dalitz plot
for the SDNH which arises from the sum of Egs. (14) and
(25) is compactly summarized in the expression

dQ , (61)

i=2 i=2 l

'Appendix E. The 6, 6,, and 0; (i =2,...,9), are given
in Egs. (95), (96), and (99) of Ref. [4] and 0, . . . , 0,4 are
given in Eq. (46) of Ref. [3]. The 0,y and 6,, which are
appropriate for the SDNH are given in Eq. (52).
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To present the results for both cases, i.e., the neutral
and charged semileptonic decays let us also reproduce
here the result for the charged semileptonic decay given
in Eq. (48) of Ref. [3]:

dT(A~ —Be w,)= | A)+Z |H|(®+6,)
o

+B®'+H}6,

1

(=)

+ 3 H/6,

ivi
2

dQ ., (62)

Il

i

where the ®, ®', 4, B}, and dQ are given in Ref. [3],
Egs. (6), (7), (10), (12), and (13), respectively, 6, is given in
Ref. [4], Eq. (96), and H is equal to 4}y in Eq. (21). For
the sake of completeness, all the coefficients and func-
tions that appear in Eq. (62) are presented in the appen-
dixes.

Even though we have limited our calculations of the
bremsstrahlung part to the Dalitz plot of the nonradia-
tive semileptonic decay, our results can be used safely on
the boundary of the Dalitz plot. It is at this boundary
that the infrared divergence appears [13]. A detailed dis-
cussion of this fact can be found in the Appendix of Ref.
3]

Equations (61) and (62) are derived under the same as-
sumptions since all the terms of the order of agq/mM,
were included in both of them. These equations have the
property that they have no infrared divergences; they do
not contain an ultraviolet cutoff and are not comprom-
ised by any model dependence of radiative corrections.
They are also applicable for the processes where the
momentun transfer is large and where it cannot be
neglected. To the first order in g this leads to terms of or-
der of ag /M, in the radiative corrections. The expect-
ed error by the omission of higher-order terms is of the
order of ag?/mM?~0.0006 in charm decay. If the ac-
companying factors amount to one order of magnitude
increase, then we can estimate an upper bound to the
theoretical uncertainty of 0.6%. This is acceptable even
with an experimental precision of 2—3 %. This precision
will not be attained experimentally in the immediate fu-
ture in the case of heavy-quark baryon decays. We may
then expect our result to be useful for the forthcoming
experiments.
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APPENDIX A

As it was pointed our before, if we consider contribu-
tions up to first order in g, the model dependence can be
handled by defining [6] effective form factors in M.
Only the effective form factors f] and g are functions of
p+1=(py;+p,)-l. These quantities are the only energy-
dependent contributions of the model dependence to the
virtual radiative corrections. In the rest frame of 4, p -/
takes the form

pi-l=(M,+E,)E—|p,l||ly, ,

which shows the direct dependence on E, and E, and an
indirect dependence through y,. The primes in Eq. (6)
will remind us that the above primed form factors are the
ones that appear in it:

fll(qz’P+'l)=f1(q2)+%a(p+'l) ,
g’l(qz,m-l>=gl(q2)+%a'(p+-l) ,
£3(q%p s D=Frg)+ b,
g'z(qz,P+'l)=g2(q2)+%b’ ,
figpy 'l)=f3(q2)+%c ,
g’s(qz,p+-l)=gs(q2)+%c' .

In our approximations b, b’, ¢, and ¢’ are constant. Only
a and a’ are functions of p , -1.

APPENDIX B

The coefficients Q; (i=1,...,5) depend on the form factor [12] as

2E,—M, 1 M,+E, 2 2 2 E,
=F? | —= |+ —F} | ——= F ——F |+F 1 _——
Ql 1 M1 ] 2 2 Ml 1F2 Ml 1F3 +M‘ 1 M1
M,+E, E, 2E,+M, 1 M,—E, M,—E,
+F,F, | —— | [1—— [+G? ——G? G,G
2 3‘ M, i M, 1 M, ;U2 M, 102 M,
2
M, E, »—E, 2 1~ E, 1 q2
+G ——1||1-= |- 1——= |+M} ———=,
1G5 M, ] [ M, G,G; l M, M, 195 M, 2 M2
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F? F,F, F,F M F,F, | M,+E G? GG
o TRl St et S it R Pl | PRl i Ny i M T Pl WP b
M, M, M, M, M, M, M, M,
GG, [M G,G, |M,—E 2F,G M, —E
1Y3 __2___ _ 2Y3 2 2 + 1 1+M1Q5 # ,
Ml Ml Ml Ml Ml Ml
2
EZ—MZ E2+M2 E2 2
—n F2—2 2__ag2 2 9
0;=0,—2 M, 1 ‘ M, Gi—MiQs | |1 M, M|’
4F G1
0,=0, M,
F? | M,+E, G? [M,—E, F|F, 2G1G3
5 M% 1‘41 M2 1‘41 MZ M% ’
where

=fi+ 8, G,=—2g,, Gy=g,+g;.

M,
1+“A}_]f2, Fy==2f,, Fy=f,+f;, G, =g\— [1_“‘“‘

APPENDIX C

In this appendix we give the results for the double integrals that appear in the real inner bremsstrahlung contribu-
tions to the radiative corrections to the neutral and charged semileptonic decays.

The limits of integration in all the integrals are —1=<x <1 and —1=<y <y,. The arguments of the functions F(y)
and K;(x,y) are suppressed in the integrands:

[ [ Kody dx=4n(1+y,), [ [FKodydx= 47T(1+y0 *Ipalll,

[ [(1=Bx)Kody dx =4n(1+y,) ff
ff xKO
fff‘l—_%)—zdy dx=2mlp,|[1[(1+y, 2L, , [ [Kidydx=2m0,,

[ [xK dy dx=2m65 , ffFKldydx=41r|ll(|p2ly004+E9,95+|1|010—|p2|013),
[ [x*K,dy dx =276,y , ff
—x )Kl

dyd _—_-2 ff dy dx—?[(32—1)93+94+395],

dy dx =2m(1+yy)I, ,

— dy dx—— ff /3 5 dy dx=2n(1+y0)4

dy dx =2m0, ,

ff dydx -‘—IE [—(E+E%)0;—6,)+11165s+|p,1B6,,] ,
P2

=
JI+=

ffu 7 dy dx =270, , ffmdydx 7(62 0,

FK
ff(l Bl 7 dy dx =47E[(pa|Byo T E+E)0,— (2B +E)0: + E6,~ Ip, 18011 ,

dydx =47E[|p,|Byo05+(E+E})60;—6,)— 1165~ p,186,,]

xFl

1
dy dx =4wE B(Ipzlﬁyc+E +E9)60;—60,)—(E+E%)05— 11619+ p,(6,,—6),)

J [FK,dy dx=2m(—2[1165+6;) , [ [xFK,dy dx=2m(6,,—2[116,,) ,
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xFK
ff —dy dx =27 [~2E(6,-6,) +e,] J =2 2;’ —2E(0,—6,)+21|6,+6,— 6, | ,
xFK2 )
ff dy dx -? —2E(0;—0,—BOs—B%0,5)+0,—03—B0,,] ,
—X )FK2
ff y dx ———[—2E B2—1)(0;—0,)—2[1105s—2E B0,y + (B> —1)0;+ 65+ 80141 ,

) fi’;

i dy dx =2 [016+4E2 [E33293+(94—93)[3E2+(3—32)E +2|p,|Byo 1+ 3B(E+E2)0;+3EB%,, ] } ,

xFK
2 gy dx="2T[—2E(6,—20,+0,)+0,—6,] ,

FK
ff 2 dydx=277[—2E(92*93)+96] ff “Bx )2 B

—Bx)?

[ [ FKdy dx =20 —2|11(6,—36,0)+ 6,51, ff dydx =27[2EX3—B*)0,—6E(0,+B0s)+6,] ,

xFK3 — <7 27 @2 OV (2 CER2@20  —
ff dy dx B[ZE (3—B%)(0;,—6,)— 6E*BOs+0,— 6E2B*0,,—0,5] ,
277'(1+y0 FKI 2m(1+y),
— ff x=——""——1Inllll,
2

I,=arctanhB/B, 6y=(1+yo)I,—2), I,=2/(1—p%) .

APPENDIX D

In this appendix we summarize in a compact form the H; and B that appear in the results for the real inner brems-
strahlung contributions to the radiative corrections to the SDNH and SDCH and in the final results, Egs. (58), (61), and
(62):

+ +
B +A

%(Q3—Q4Eg)_E

=Q1EE3—Q2E!P2{(|P2|+“|}’o)_Q3|l|(|Pz|J’o+|I|)+Q4E8|P2||”J’o ’

Hé;I_p?l_’fl(zl__B_z) [_ [Q1+Q3 ]E3+Q4 [E3+E]2+(Q2+Q4)|pzl|1|yo+sz§] ,

1
H3=|p—22||—l— l— [2(Q1 —Q,ES+Q,E)+(3—B))[Q; —0,E —Q,(ES+2E)] ]E+(Q1+Q3> (

1—-p
2

—Q;E%(1—Bx)—Q,

( iy
+0, [—E(E‘3+E)+ IpZIBEByO—%E(SE3+7E)

Ip,I||yo+p2+E(ES+E)+ 23 E(E%+3E) ]

E(1—
M,

+ -—

2
B) l[(E3+E>B——EB+]+2 E% A~ +g,(f,—g,)]—2Eg,(f,+g&,)

I

Rt o
+M17(E,,+2E)
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1
Hy= lp22” | (01420, —(Q;+20,(E+2E)+Q,E(1+F)]E—Q, 2+ 0, |ES— 2
E(E°+E) —B)E? E(ES+E) (4—3B*)E?
Q, 2 +(2 [23)E +0, _|P2H”J’o+ 2 +( B) —E?/Z
+-E [—(E2+E)B—+EB++|p2|ByOC“ ]
Ml
2E Rt o 2 o 0
1
+E[(1=B*)f1f2+48:182—81f2)—f1f2181(3f,—28,)] }
, |P2|12 0 0 0
Hy=—— —2[Q,E—Q3+QEJ+2E)]+[Q, +03+Q,(E—E7)+QuE—~5E)]
+—3—[(E3—E)B—+EB++ESC—]
M,
+ p—
1
[p,llIl(1—pB%)
=210 (@ QEYHEN]
, ol —E? o X
H;=—— 11tQ3) +(Q,+ Q) Ip,1Byo—2(ES+E)—E(1—5%)]
0,p> (E°+E)? | E N
+ z +Q, z +M1(1 B°)B
2 hY 0 0 2\ 4 —
‘_M Ml-e_(Ev+B E+|p2|By0)_EV(1_BxO)gl(gz_fz)—E(l'“B )A ,
1
Ip,l 1] 0 o (E—2ES)B~
Hy= 2 Q1103 Q) EY+2E)+ QuE} —E)+ ——— ———
1
EO
2 v -_— + 0 —
vl b M,(2h~—hT)—ES[2f,f,—g,(f,+g,)]+EA ,
1
Ip,|B
Hy=——[—01=0;+(Q, +QNE+E)],
. IpallI)? 2 o B h™
Hio=—"—1=(Q;+5Q,)+ 7~ |2B”+C ™ +2 —2M1—e——3M17+3f1f2+4g1g2—3g1f2 ,
1
H'11=0,
, Q 1 1 ht
H12=|p2i2|l|2 —T4+-2713++‘AZ‘1’ Ml—e—+A+~g1(g2—f2)H ,
. pollP)? c- 2 Bt
13= 22 _4_E_M' : M1‘e—+f2(fz+gl) ’
. IpallI? B~ | A~
Hu== 972, "y ||
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1

’

’ 1 1 _ -
H15:'P2||l|[—§(Q2+Q4)+HI_IB + '_M1h7+f2(f1—81)

2M,
, |p,| ht
Hlszml‘ﬁ “M17+81(82—f2) .
We have used the definitions APPENDIX E

For completeness and handiness, we reproduce here all

+_ . Y H 1%

AT=11/27818:%28.f5 of the 6; functions that appear in the final results Egs.
(61) and (62), which are scattered in several references:

hi="‘ 2 + x - ’
gl tiy)Ef181(ky—Ky) arctanhf8

B 1

90=2(1+y0)

’

BE=( 1i81)2+2f1(f3_f2) ’

M1(1+y0)
0=l |———— |[+C+Cy,
C=f1—gi+2f1(fi—f2),
and
and e,:L [T,*+T,f], i=2,...,16,
'le
BY =Q,EE%—Q,E|p,|(|p,| +l|yo) . with
]
— 4 — 1+x-)In(1+ + +a5)In(+x,tat
Tf=+_ 17¢ o | AFE | (ExonlExe) | ixa® s (oeta dnGhreta )
(1£B8)(1+Ba™) 1—PBxq (1£BX1—PBxy) ~ (1FB)(1+Ba™) (1+Ba™)1—Bxy)
ri— L | | 1=B 1=Bxo | _ |1+Ba” 1+Ba_
Y] 1—Bx, 1+ 1+Bx, 1+8
1—PBxq 1-8 1—Bx, 1+Ba™
+L|—— |-L I '
1+Ba* 1+Ba* 1-8 || 1+B

TF =(xo+Din(1%x,)+(1+a H)n(1+a®)—(xg+aH)n(+x,+a?)

T;—r—% l(l—x%)ln(lixo)-f—(xo:Fl)a++1—(1——a+2)1n(1:':a+)+(x(2)—ai2)ln[i(x0+a+)]] ,
_ BE®(xy+a™) BE%(xy+a™) BE%(xy+a™)
T = |—|1l+p,l+ — ot L+ B0y,
1+Ba (14+Ba™) 1+Ba
BES(xy+a™) +E$(x0+a¢) . Edxpta®)
(1+Ba™2 "' (14+BaT) 2 (1+Ba*)y? "2’
. _BES(xo+a®) | _ ESxeta™) | s BES(xo+a™) ES(xp+a®)
T7 = _‘I|+p2|+ * 1+ + 2 v + 1 T 2 >
1+Ba 1+Ba 1+ Ba 1+Ba
T§=—2(|11=|p,| +E%x¢) FES(xg+a®)IF —ES(xo+a™)J; ,
Ts _ 3E 3(111=1Ip,)) | 3ESIp,
— === Ip,| +Ex¢)+ +BG* |1
412 212 I [ |P2i +vX0 4[))[” 412 B 1
E¥(xo+a®? | E¥(xo+a®? | 3E°  3E%E%H+|1lx,) . e e
5 —I7—— —Ji+ = + > +BG*T |J,=GTIf +G*IS
41%(1+Ba™) 41%(1+Ba™) 4p|1| 41
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THh=1
+11—x3Na T +1)—Lx,xD(1—aT?),

1

+

1= 30p,08
1

j::

T2 = 30,08
1

TH=— E%1—x2),

2|p,l

TL=E%1+x3+2a*(xo F Ntat(xo+aHI7+IF)],

S. R. JUAREZ W.
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The 6, in Eq. (62) is given in terms of

X (arctanhB/B—1)
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Finally the model-independent functions ®(E) and ®'(E) containing terms up to order aq /mM are explicitly given
by
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