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We propose a simple model which parametrizes the main features of a hyperweak-type theory due to
Gell-Mann in which the source of CP nonconservation is attributed to strongly interacting X*
particles (sthenons) which, however, have no strong interactions with the normal hadrons. The model
suggests that it is not unreasonable to expect C P effects at the level of (a/7) in amplitude in muon
decay, though (contrary to earlier expectation) C P effects are negligible in neutrino production of these
X particles when they are identified with the charged intermediate vector boson of weak interactions.

I. INTRODUCTION

A few years back, Gell-Mann!® postulated that
there exists a group of strongly interacting parti-
cles, strongly interacting among themselves,
which communicate with the usual world of had-
rons and leptons only electromagnetically or
through the usual (CP-conserving) semiweak in-
teractions. The strong interactions of these so-
called X* particles conserve a quantum number
ny, basically the difference between the numbers
of X* and X~ particles; however, these X* parti-
cles have no strong interactions with the normal
hadrons. The strong interactions of X* are postu-
lated by Gell-Mann to be strongly CP-nonconserv-
ing. In modern terminology, the X particles are
a subclass of the large family of new particles
which interact strongly with each other, char-
acterized as sthenons by Appelquist and Bjorken.?

It can be shown explicitly! that in order G (the
weak coupling), where the weak interaction is es-
sentially

G Y (@), 1.1)

ac ?
no CP-nonconserving effects are present. Here
Ik =J (1) + I} () is the usual weak current with
leptonic (!) and hadronic () parts; ¢, (¢;¥) changes
ny by +1 (~1) and is like a creation (annihilation)
operator for X* particles.

To see CP violation, we must go to some higher-
order process, and the largest effects are ob-
tained via electromagnetic perturbations. A real
photon gives order Ge; a virtual photon order Ge?.
If we write the electromagnetic current as J{ + g{ ,
where J7 is the ordinary electromagnetic current
for hadrons and leptons and 3§ refers to the cur-

rent of the world of X* particles, then in order
Ge? the effective interaction is

Gix Ty IY((9%, I ), - 1.2)

Lorentz invariance allows (1.2) to have many more
terms than (1.1), and a number of these give CP
violation. Hence, in order Ge?, we obtain the
Fitch-Cronin (FC) effect via electromagnetic-
weak cooperation.! The theory thus predicts CP
effects at the level of (@/7) in weak processes,

but none in strong and electromagnetic processes
(as is common to the class of all hyperweak the-
ories of CP violation).

In order to suppress a neutron electric dipole
(E1) moment of order Ge, two additional assump-
tions are made: The strong interactions of X*
are P-conserving and the creation (annihilation)
operators for single emission (absorption) of X*
particles satisfy

8,4,=0, 3.0k=0. 1.3)

It is customary to identify X*with the W* in-
termediate boson of weak interactions, though the
Gell-Mann theory can also be discussed in terms
of just quantum numbers so that n, is an abstract
quantity. For definiteness of discussion, we
shall henceforth make the identification X=W.
The CP nonconservation in (1.2) occurs through
the presence of the electromagnetic J] current
(yWW) primitive vertex, depicted schematically
as follows:

electromagnetic T\ _ srong .
Y C-Poomring~ (W + W) Sviciating, P comerng (W + W) .
(1.4)
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Here CP violation occurs at the second stage of
(1.4) via the strong (WWWW) vertex. This sug-
gests that a useful parametrization of the effec-
tive current §) describing (1.4) can be written as

gy =)+ 'K}, (1.5)

where f and f’ are strong coupling constants as-
sociated with the (WWWW) strong vertex, while
J) and K are, respectively, the CP(and P) con-
serving and CP (and C) violating (but P conserv-
ing) conserved “electromagnetic” currents. To
wit, we require

CIyC ==Y,
CK)C™'=+K] .

(1.6)

The charge of W is associated with J), and since
the strong interactions of W’s do not renormalize
the charge, the scale provided by charge con-
servation requires that f =1 and

Q=i f Jyddr,
(1.7)
QIW?) =zxe|WH) .
No charge is associated with K, hence
0= _ifKZd“r (1.8)

and f' is left undetermined other than it repre-
sents a “strong” coupling constant. For conveni-
ence we shall assume

freFe1. (1.9)

In an earlier work? it was pointed out that Gell-
Mann’s CP proposals can lead in principle to
rather unique predictions (uncommon to other
hyperweak CP theories) such as CP effects at the
level of 107* in amplitude in p—e +7, +v, and
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gross CP effects as well as enhanced cross sec-
tions in near-forward neutrino production of W*
mesons. The purpose of the present paper is to
construct a specific model which incorporates the
principal features of the Gell-Mann program, and
hence test through detailed calculations whether
the above-mentioned predictions are realized in
the model under consideration.

As a first step in this construction, we need to
identify the simplest form of K] (=0) which is
Hermitian and satisfies (1.6) and (1.8) and the
current-conservation condition

3,K)=0. (1.10)

Furthermore, it must lead to vanishing dipole
moment to order Ge. In general, a conserved non
vanishing K} which nevertheless satisfies (1.8)
and may lead to suppression of neutron dipole mo-
ment to order Ge [at least in the specific case of
zero four-momentum transfer (g - 0)] can be de-
rived by double differentiation from a third-rank
tensor T 44 according to*

Ku(x)=aaaﬂTuaﬂ(x)7 (1.11)
TuaB =Tuea! TuaB = 'TcxpB .
For our purposes, the current K] needs to be ex-
plicitly constructed out of the W fields® satisfying
(1.11) and the required Hermiticity and C prop-
erties. The end product is

1
K = 573(00a8,0 %05 + 0 93) 09,019, +9,93)].

1.12)

In order to eliminate rigorously the possibility of
a neutron E1 moment to order Ge (independent of
momentum transfer), we impose the Gell-Mann
dipole condition! (1.3) on (1.12). This leads to

Ky = 3 (00500008 + 048 209) = [0,@70)03 +3,8,0,70F +,0,°01)9, +9,070,°6,

+28,0,9, 2Ok +28,0%3, ;2 ¢, | }.

(1.13)

Note that in arriving at Eq. (1.13), we have not used at any stage the on-mass-shell Klein-Gordon equa-
tions, since to tackle the problem of 4 decay and neutrino production of W it is important to maintain
current conservation (1.10) for off-mass-shell amplitudes as well.

The diagrams contributing to CP violation in muon decay at level Ge? are shown in Figs. 1(a) and 1(b).
The self-energy diagram [Fig. 1(c)] will not contribute to CP since CPT invariance plus Lorentz invari-
ance will guarantee that symmetry information will not be forthcoming from this diagram. The lowest-
order diagram is shown in Fig. 2. For the neutrino production of W mesons, the relevant CP-conserving
diagrams are shown in Figs. 3(a) and 3(b), while the CP-violating diagram is shown in Fig. 3(c). Note
that in both muon decay and neutrino production of W, the CP effects enter via the (WWy) vertex, which

we describe by the effective K] current given in (1.13).

For the CP-violating WWy vertex, we take as the interaction Lagrangian

L. =eAuKz .

(1.14)
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FIG. 1. (a) Lowest-order diagram contributing to CP violation in muon decay via the (y WW) vertex. The virtual
photon is coupled to the electron line at the other end. (b) Lowest-order diagram contributing to CP violation in muon
decay via the (y WW) vertex. The virtual photon is coupled to the muon line at the other end. (c) Self-energy diagram
in muon decay for the W intermediate boson. It does not contribute to CP violation.

The vertex function for the primitive Wy vertex can then be constructed, using momentum expansions
for the ¢, fields

b = zf o eMat(petr
(1.15)

b%= Zf Byt €5 eNa(pleirx

This leads to
Lin(p, 0’ 0) =[eA,@)/My?){~ig e ™' [ pg piel (PN (p) + pabh €&’ (5" (p)]
—iemi= g2 p e X (p)e™ (p') —ple N (p)eN( O . (1.16)
The advantage of (1.16) is that it is manifestly gauge-invariant upon making the substitution Au(q)-»Au(q)
+2g, and a consistent use of the Gell-Mann dipole conditions in momentum space [cf. (1.3)]. That our

model Lagrangian is manifestly gauge-invariant means that we will preserve covariance and maintain the
Ward identity to all orders.

Since the current K} (and Jz) is conserved for off-mass-shell behavior as well, it is legitimate to take
advantage of the simplicity which obtains by imposing the Lorentz condition ®

g, A,q)=0. 1.17)
Thus, the first term in the interaction Lagrangian (1.16) will yield zero when contracted. We are left with
Lin = (€A, /My?)a? (=ie = %) p, e}’ (p)eN (p7) = preX (0" )M (p)]. (1.18)

It is seen at once that as the photon goes on the mass shell (2=0), L;, vanishes.” Hence, our constructed

model for K} is entirely consistent with the Gell-Mann theory! that the dipole moment vanishes to order
Ge.

The vertex function for internal lines is from (1.18)

Aaeu=<1‘:4:%>(pﬂéap"f’&65u)qz (1.19)

and forms the basis of a detailed calculation of CP effects in our model. Also, since strongly interacting
W’s (sthenons) are involved, we need not concern ourselves with subtleties such as the unitarity limit
problem, nor with renormalization, in our calculations.

In Sec. II, the two Feynman diagrams [Figs. 1(a) and 1(b)], with CP-nonconserving Wi vertex given

by (1.19) for muon decay, are calculated. The result suggests that CP effects can be present in the muon-
decay amplitude at the level of

(a/m)@ (A?). (1.20)

Here @ (A?) is formally a quadratically divergent constant. Hence, depending on the value we assign to the
cutoff A, (1.20) can be consistent with the known violation ~2X10-3 in K 9 decay.

Contrary to earlier expectations,® CP effects are negligible in neutrino production of W’s. Indeed, the
cross section 0, due to CP-violating diagram Fig. 3(c) is much smaller than the cross section O, due
to the usual CP-conserving diagrams [Fig. 3(a) plus Fig. 3(b)]. This is true for the entire range of pos-
sible W masses between 5 and 15 GeV and for incident neutrino energy from threshold to 400 GeV. Since
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the ratio
() Oan))'? (1.21)

gives a rough measure of the CP-violating to CP-conserving amplitudes, while the dominant contribution
to both cross sections will come from small g2 (because of nucleon form factor suppression at large ¢2),
CP effects in the near-forward production of W’s are small (<1% in amplitude) in our model. The cross-
section calculations for Fig. 3(c) are presented in Sec. III. In Fig. 4, 0., versus incident neutrino energy
is plotted for typical W masses between 5 and 15 GeV.

Finally, in Sec. IV, we discuss the implications to be drawn from our model representation of the Gell-
Mann hyperweak theory.!

II. MUON DECAY

There are two Feynman diagrams involving the (WWy) CP-violating vertex which can contribute to muon
decay in order Ge?, as illustrated by Figs. 1(a) and 1(b).
The contribution to the matrix element from Fig. 1@) is

M(la)= ?—Wziy_z[lmuﬁ(.bl)(l +7’5)V (kl)ﬁ(pz)zl(l +75)V(k2) _17(?1)7’(1(1 +7’5)V 0?1)17(P2)Ya211 1 +75)V @2)]s @.1)
W

where Z; and Z;; are 4X4 matrices given by

5, = j(d“q {vg[ =iy - (pz—q)+m]wj+y k=) =iv* (p,=q) + m)y* (k =q)/M, 2}

o )3 [(ps=a)P +m, ][ (& —q)* + M?]
> diq {[=iv (pz—q)+m]'r (e =q)[1+( —q)/My]}
=) @)t [(py =q) + m, ][ (B = q)? +M,?]

Although these integrals are formally divergent, we can introduce a (large) cutoff in momentum transfer,
A, and obtain an explicit result, as discussed in Appendix A.
We have

M(la)= %E'i[mem,,A A2 & (py) (A +ys)v (k) u (p) (L +v5)v (ey) + BA) & (b, )ve(l +¥5)v (o)) (p,) Vel + v v (k,)

+m,C(A2)u (p, )iy * p, (L +¥5)v (k)i (p,) (1 +75) (k;) +O(m, %)), 2.2)

where we have neglected a term which is small compared to the rest. By inspection of Eq. (2.2), we can
readily see that only the last term explicitly violates CP, and only that term can contribute to CP violation
in u decay.

The CP-violating part of the matrix element which is obtained from Fig. 1(@@) is thus

—e2r 2
MCPY(13) = %‘L m,CA2)A (b )iy p,(1 + ¥, v (k)T (p,) (1 + 75 (k,), 2.3)
where
17725 /4A%\ 233 2A?
C0) =g 5 n (377 -5 + 303 @4

We obtain a similar contribution from Fig. 1(b). Denoting the CP-conserving part of the matrix element
by M P and the CP-violating part by M°PY, we have

M(la)+ M (1b) = MGP + MSPY, (2.5)
where
g
MSFY= A;”W" CARm, @ (py)iv py(L+ W )T (0) L+ 7,0 (k) + T (p) (L + v ()T (BYiv by (1 + 79w ()],

(2.6)

and we have the interesting result that (as far as those terms which violate CP are concerned) Fig. 1(b)
dominates the matrix element, since it is proportional to the muon mass while Fig. 1(@) is proportional to

m, .
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Now the largest amount of CP violation will arise from the interference of the CP-violating terms of
order « with the usual first-order CP-conserving amplitude, whose matrix element is obtained from Fig.
2.

If we calculate the differential rate from the interference of these two terms, we will obtain the magni-
tude of CP violation we expect to be present in u decay.

The differential rate obtained from the interference of Fig. 2 with the CP-violating part of Fig. 1 is (see
Appendix B)

2

aw =‘(*_2"U‘_):ﬁz am,p, dE, d(cosc’)){(W -E,) -’—m”:T (W -E,) +%£¢ cost [z(w -E,) -% 4w _Ee)]}, @.7)

where P, and E, are the three-momentum and energy, respectively, of the electron; W =§mu is the maxi-
mum electron energy; and

o2&
M2
The differential rate for the first-order process (Fig. 2) is the familiar expression
_G?*m,P,E,dE, d(cosb) | (4 1M, 2) 3M,
aw = o5 3h(W -E,)+2p 3E9—W—3—¢—Ee T n(W -E,)
P 4 1 m 2)] (2.8)
- -— — - - —b
E, cosfé& [(W E‘,)+26<3 E,-W 3 m, ,

where the V-A theory plus the assumption of the two-component neutrino predicts
p=56=%, n=0, &=1, h=1.

Adding the two contributions, we obtain the differential rate for 1 +2:

_M,G?P, dE, d (cosb) [ 3G(A2)a} <:1_ 1 M82> 3M, [ M, Eea.(i(Az)}
aw = o 3(W=-E,) |h+ y +2p 3E‘!--W-—3 E.? +Ee (W -E,) __€—41I'Mu2
P, ag (Az)} [ a@ (AZ)] <4 1M, 2>
B cose{(W-Ee)[g— S | +20|& - —5_ 3Ee—W—3—¢——Mu
2a nEg 1
- an )Mu (1 +2Ee)5 , (2.9)
L
where 2
h-.h+—3“‘jnm )
M, [25 4A%\ 233 2A?
2)- ZH |22 == ) a2 e
@A) M2 |12 (M,,2> 72 +MWZJ - @10 p=-p,
Although @ (A?) is a formally divergent constant, aM,E_Q (A?)
. Zleze 2t
experience leads us to expect the electromagnetic M=N=—2mr2 ) @.11)
corrections to occur at the level a/m~k5 . :
We see that the p-decay parameters are changed Ry - a@ (A?) ,
in the following way: an
6-0

The latest values for the u-decay parameters are °

nip) e(py)
h=1.00£0.13,
oWk p=0.752+0.003,
y =-0.12+0.21, @.12)
Y £=0.972+0.013,

6=0.755+0.009.
FIG. 2. The lowest-order CP-conserving diagram in

muon decay. With reference to Eq. (2.11), we, of course,
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FIG. 3. (a) CP-conserving Feynman diagram for production of W by neutrinosvia exchange of a virtual photon coupled
to the nucleon source and the muon line. (b) CP-conserving Feynman diagram for neutrino production of W via ex-
change of a virtual photon coupled to the nucleon source and the CP-conserving part of the (yW W) vertex. (c) CP- vio-
lating Feynman diagram for neutrino production of W via exchange of a virtual photon coupled to the nucleon source

and the CP- violating part of the (yW W) vertex.

recognize that the CP-conserving second-order
electromagnetic corrections to muon decay will
also contribute (a/r)-type terms to the decay pa-
rameters. However, assuming CPT invariance,
CP violation implies T violation. Hence, we ex-
pect T violation to be present also at the level of
(a/7) for the muon-decay parameters.

If we allow the constant @ (A%) to be of the order
of unity, then the corrections to the n-decay pa-
rameters are

3a
Ah ~%4
a

A§~-2—"_' ,

An~ aME,

4nM,*

~ oM,

8rM, ’
and we see that the correction to n is suppressed

-40

by the additional factor of M, /Mu . This does not
mean, however, that CP-violating effects are
similarly suppressed. This is easy to demon-
strate.

The more familiar parametrization of CP viola-
tion (T violation) in weak interactions is via the
V —€A prescription,!® where € is complex. The
connection between the two equivalent paramet-
rizations is

£= 2 Ree
TT1AER
le[*~1

77=2(1+ €l?)

If we write

2.13)

(2.14)

E=1-AT)’
n=-=4an,

then we are able to solve Eqs.
exactly for ¢; i.e.,

(2.13) and (2.14)

O e T T T T T T 7

INTERMEDIATE BOSON PRODUCTION

w CROSS SECTION

10

TOTAL CROSS SECTION IN cm?

T

11T
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JIIIII.I] Il Lllll.l.l

120

160

200 240 280 320

INCIDENT NEUTRINO ENERGY IN GeV

FIG. 4. Plot of the total cross section for production of an intermediate boson W in v +p—~u+p+ W for the CP-vio-
lating diagram [Fig. 3 (c)] versus incident neutrino energy from threshold to 400 GeV.
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Ree =-(1 -A¢),
(Ime ) =2[Aat — (an)?],
lel2=1-2(@n).

Thus, even though A7 is suppressed by the ad-
ditional M, /M, factor, € is not, since evenif 7
were exactly zero we would have

Ree =-(1 -A¥),
Ime = (2A&)?

and CP violation (T violation) would still occur at
the level a/7.

III. W PRODUCTION

So far we have considered only the low-energy
1 decay. We now examine the W-boson produc -
tion process in high-energy v-p collisions as a
possible test of gross CP violation due to the
presence of the virtually strong (WWWW) CP-

J

M
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violating interaction. The W-production reaction
is

V+p=u+p+W. @8.1)

The traditional diagrams?® for electromagnetic
W production from this reaction are shown in Figs.
3(a) and 3(b). The total cross section for process
(3.1) is quite small (e.g., O,)~1073% cm? for
E,=40 GeV and My =5 GeV). The reason for this,
as pointed out by several authors,®! is the large
cancellation between Figs. 3(@) and 3 (b) for small
q? due to gauge invariance. The Gell-Mann the-
ory,® however, changes the situation considerably
because now Fig. 3(c) is maximally CP-violating
relative to Figs. 3(a) and 3(b) due to the CP-viola-
ting (yWW) vertex,!? and hence does not participate
in the cancellation between Figs. 3(a) and 3(b).
We might, therefore, expect Fig. 3(c) to result in
a cross section which is considerably enhanced
over the traditional estimates.

Using the CP-violating model Lagrangian, (1.18),
the matrix element for Fig. 3(c) is

MPK +q ) + M) M,?

where €4 (K) is the W-polarization vector and
(P'|J)(0)|P) is the electromagnetic current of the
target nucleon. For production from a free pro-
ton, we take

(P'|JYO)|Py=iu(P')[F{@®y,+F}@*o,,qluP),
(3.3)

where F?(g?) and F £ (¢?) are the proton form fac-

tors which we take from the Stanford experiments.!?
The differential cross section for reaction (3.1)

is easily shown to be

do = (321%)"Y|M|2d%’ d%’ d°K

XO(E,+Ey+Ep —E, = p) - (3.4)

The calculation was made with an IBM 360/65
computer. Following the technique presented by
Brown and Smith,® we were able to perform two
integrations by hand, leaving two numerical in-
tegrations to be done by machine. Since we were
interested only in the magnitude of the total cross
section, we summed over the various spins and
did not calculate energy spectra.

In Fig. 4, we present the surprising results ob-
tained for the total cross section, o,,, for the
production process on free protons as a function
of the W mass.

Quite contrary to our original expectations, the
total cross section in our model is considerably

_=egyes KL ')y, (1 +v,)v () [5m+(K +gh K +4)q

|l sou-ka}E Ly 01 By, 3.2)

r

smaller than the traditional estimates for o,,.?
The physical reason for this is not clear, but
the technical reasons are quite simple. First, in

contrast to the “usual” production cross section,
our cross section is proportional to the muon
mass (squared); whether this is a general property
of all CP-nonconserving interactions is not known,
but it is quite likely. Secondly, due to the “non-
minimal” nature of our model interaction Lagran-
gian (1.18) (it contains many powers of ¢, the mo-
mentum transfer), we must divide the Lagrangian
by M,? to ensure correct dimensionality. This
(large) constant factor is not compensated for by
the integration over phase space, and a further
reduction in the cross section occurs.

Typically, the most favorable situation in terms
of the largest production cross section, 0, for
a given M, occurs at the highest incident neutrino
energy. For M, =5, 10, and 15 GeV and incident
E,=400 GeV, we have

) S’l .4x107% (M, =5 GeV)
1/2
<Uﬂ°->> = /1.1x107% (M, =10 GeV) (3.5)
ab)
‘ 2.45%x10* (M, =15 GeV).

Hence, unless f'>1 [cf. Eq. (1.5)], the CP-non-
conserving effects in near-forward production of
W are likely to be smaller than 1% for the entire
gamut of W masses from 5 to 15 GeV.
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IV. DISCUSSIONS

Our specific model Lagrangian (1.18) makes it
not unreasonable to expect CP (and T) effects at
the level of (@/m) in muon decay. It does not,
however, support the earlier suggestion? that
gross CP effects and enhanced cross sections for
near -forward production of W’s in neutrino-ini-
tiated processes can be realized in the Gell-Mann
theory.! Hence, to the extent that our model is
representative of the theory, the latter is indeed
not easy to differentiate from other hyperweak
CP theories, though accurate measurements in
muon decay to one part in 102 in amplitude can be
a meaningful test.

A word of caution is appropriate, however. The
Lagrangian which we have used is only a model
Lagrangian which appears to give the simplest
concrete representation to the underlying theory.!
There is no guarantee that our Lagrangian effec-
tively describes the complex dynamics, since we
are essentially parametrizing something very
complicated (e.g., the strong interactions of
sthenon W’s) by something very simple. Given a
better understanding of the dynamics, there may
be a more appropriate CP-violating Lagrangian
that leads to a completely different 0. for W pro-
duction.
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APPENDIX A

We handle the divergent integrals in the follow-

ing way: Consider, for example, the integral
diq (@ +k)?
(217)4 q% +s —ie

’

q 13|° g5’ +2kaqo+ k2
(21r)4 Iqlz—qo +8 —i€

Now, the integral

k.[(21r)4q +85 = =0’

since it is an odd function of ¢, and the integration
is over all values of [q| and ¢,. Therefore,

AND S. F. TUAN

|3

a*lq| 2 zf ._.___!‘._____
I= f(Z (af +#% dqolqlz qZ+s —ie

j- d3| f q 2
~J) @n)t 9o 1q]2 =g, +s —ie °

We can handle these integrals over dq, by the
usual contour method. We obtain the result

ro 1 =) (* Al

@n)? ([@r+s)y7= >
where we have introduced the (large) cutoff A
since the integral is formally divergent. We can
do this integral by elementary means, with the
result

d'q (g +k)
@2n)? ¢ +s —ie

- "éﬂ;f’ [ A?-is ln(%ﬂ :

Now, letting ¢ ~q -k, s—~s —k?, we find that

2

dq 4"
@m)* @*-2q*k+s—ie)
i@k -s){,, . [ 2A ]‘{
= XTI {A - (s =%2%)In (S—_——k—z)m $
Now differentiate both sides with respect to k&:

d%q 99"
@r)Y @>-2q-k+s —ie)?

(217)2 {(3k -2s)In [GTZ;_XZFE +RZ2+ A% = %S}} .

This is one of many integrals which we shall re-
quire to evaluate £,and Z;;. The others are ob-
tained in a similar manner, with the following re-
sults:

2 2
%, = I’—M-%[som(‘m )%%41]

z__e__zMWp[ (347 _233  2A°
1= qerz |12 Y A PR T

T [ZAZ M, m(‘mz)}ow 2,

where we have made the approximation k%< M,?
and neglected those terms containing M, 2.

APPENDIX B: DIFFERENTIAL RATE

The amplitude corresponding to the interference
of Fig. 1(b) and Fig. 2 is

=3 QG (A2)[T (ky)y, (1 +75)u(p,)V y)yy (1 +4)
Xu(p) Mu(py)(A +ys)v (k,)
XA(py )iy py(L +v5v (k,)] .
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Summing over final spins and considering the
incident muon to be polarized, we have

2 2 10
lAlz___aG &(A) EA(”BOLB’
2 i=1
where
Bog =k1aksg

and
A(l) =Mu2P2°LPIB ,
A(z) Mu2P1aP235ae ,
A(s) =_Mu2P1 «P3s >
A® =M,(P, P,)P,sS.,
A8 =-2M,P," P,)P,.S;s ,
AR=M2 Py aSasdos »
AL =-MP,.S;,
A8 = My&,sP1 oS\ Poy Py
A(B ==M, €xuv8P1aP2xP1p§u ’
Agg) = Mu(P1 ‘ Pz)eauuepmsu )

where § is the (unit) polarization four-vector of
the muon.

Integrating over the two neutrino momenta, we
obtain

A%, d%, 5% (b, —k, —
f BaB

q)
@, @, =%"(q26ae +zqaqe) ’

where
w1=|E1}, O)2=|k2|,
We obtain

q=P,-P,.

a2 =2CE O s 2(p, - P - Py 0)

—%TI'MH(-PI'Pz)(Pl .q)(‘§ .q)
+5mM,3 (P, 8)a? = (P, q)S - )]}

using
s,- S
M

5-5, BB
2M,
where § is the unit polarization vector in the frame

in which the muon is at rest, and evaluating the
expression in the c.m. frame of the muon we have

|A|2=3G%@ \?)M,*{3E,M,(M, - 2E,)
+3P, cosb[M,(M, -2E,)
+E,(E, -2M)]},

where P, is the electron three-momentum and E,
is its energy. The angle 6 is the angle between
the muon polarization vector and the electron mo-
mentum. Letting W =3M, be the electron energy,
we can form the differential rate

a@ (A®)G*M, P E, dE,d (cosb)

aw = or)’

{(W E )_ (W E,)
1P E,
+§ Ef cosé [Z(W _Ee) —Mﬁ (4W —Ee)jl} ’

which is Eq. (2.7) of the text.
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