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HE present paper deals with various aspects of
the theory of muon capture with emphasis on the
relation between theory and experiment. The theory is
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based on an effective Hamiltonian, H.;®, which
describes muon capture with subsequent neutrino
emission by an aggregate of 4 dressed nucleons:

Z—1 protons
l — v+ { .
A—Z+1 neutrons

The treatment is subdivided as follows:

Z protons
+ {

A —Z neutrons

1. Effective Hamiltonian.

2. Total Muon Capture Rate in Closure Approxi-
mation—*‘Isotope” Effect.

3. Comparison of Closure Approximation Expression
for Total Muon Capture Rate with Experiment.

4. Muon Capture to Particular Final States of
Daughter Nucleus.

S. “Hyperfine” Effect in Muon Capture Rate—
Muon Capture in Hydrogen.

6. Radiative Muon Capture: Total Rate and Photon-
Neutrino Angular Correlation.

7. Parity Non-conservation Effects:

(a) Angular Distribution of Recoil Nuclei in Capture
of Polarized Muons.

(b) Angular Distribution of Photons in Radiative
Capture of Polarized Muons.

(c) Polarization of Recoil Nuclei in Muon Capture.

(d) Polarization of Photons in Radiative Muon
Capture.

1. EFFECTIVE HAMILTONIAN
The appropriate expression for He™, as discussed
in some detail by Fujii and Primakoff,! is, in a con-
figuration space representation,
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This Heit™ corresponds,! in a nonrelativistic approxi-
mation for the muon and for the nucleons, to the most
general Lorentz covariant transition matrix element for
the reaction py=+p—v+n in a theory where the
lepton-bare nucleon coupling is V' and A4, where the
neutrinos are emitted with unit negative helicity, where
time reversal invariance holds, and where any bare
hyperon, bare kayon ‘“currents” which interact with
the lepton current, have the same transformation
property under the charge symmetry operation as the
bare nucleon, bare pion currents.?* However we neglect
in Eq. (1) “many body” terms in He;® arising from
the possibility of exchange of virtual pions, kayons, etc.,
among the nucleons. Such many body terms depend on
the relative space coordinates of pairs, triplets, . . ., of
nucleons and are believed, on the basis of a rough
analysis of the corresponding beta decay situation, to
be relatively small.!

In Egs. (1a) to (1c), gv™®, g4®, and gp® are vector,
axial vector and “induced” pseudoscalar muon-dressed
nucleon coupling constants effective in muon capture
while gv® and g, ® are electron-dressed nucleon vector
and axial vector coupling constants effective in beta
decay. The numerical relations in Eq. (1c) between
gv®, gv®; g4® g,® arise from the assumption of
“universality”” between the V, 4 muon-bare nucleon
and electron-bare nucleon coupling constants which
implies that gy®, g,® differ from gy®, g4® only
because of the differing nucleon four-momentum trans-
fers in the muon capture and in the beta decay. The
numerical relation in Eq. (1c) between gp® and g, ™,
due to Goldberger and Treiman® and to Wolfenstein,*
is based on the assumption that a reaction such as:
p~+w+ — v takes place predominantly via the sequence
of “steps”: y~4n+t— u~+p+7 — » which implies the
possibility of muon capture via the “four-step process”:
w+p— p+at+n— u=+ p+7i+n— v+n. The quan-
tities u,=1.793, u,=—1.913 are the proton, neutron
(static) anomalous magnetic moments (in units of
¢/2m,, with e, m, proton charge, mass and =1, ¢c=1);
these appear in the interaction effective in muon
capture [Eq. (1b)] as a consequence of the Gell-Mann-

2S. Weinberg, Phys. Rev. 112, 1375 (1958).
(1;?2/3[). L. Goldberger and S. B. Treiman, Phys. Rev. 111, 355
4L. Wolfenstein, Nuovo cimento 8, 882 (1958).
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Feynman assumption of a “conserved vector current”
which necessitates the existence, for example, of the
reaction: y—+a+t — y+7° and hence implies the possi-
bility of muon capture via the “three-step process”:
y+p — p+at+n — v+1°4n — v+n. Also in Egs.
(1a) and (1b), v=wv; is the neutrino momentum; 1, 1;
and ¢, ¢; are 2X2 matrix unit operators and spin
angular momentum operators for the lepton and the
ith nucleon; r and r; are space coordinates of the lepton
and the 4th nucleon; 7, 7,0 are isobaric-spin
operators which transform a lepton muon state into a
lepton neutrino state and an ¢th nucleon proton state
into an sth nucleon neutron state; the factor 1/v2
arises from the normalization of the neutrino rela-
tivistic wave function; the factor (1—o-v1)/V2 is a
consequence of the assumption of a maximum parity
nonconserving two-component neutrino type muon-
neutrino-nucleon coupling (~ (¥, (1+7s)/V2 Jysvads)
X (Yatvevs), etc.). Though the muon and the nucleons
are treated nonrelativistically in the derivation of
H .+ all first-order nucleon recoil corrections, i.e., all
terms in Hes® ~v/m,, are nevertheless included.

2. TOTAL MUON CAPTURE RATE IN CLOSURE
APPROXIMATION—“ISOTOPE” EFFECT

With the He® of Egs. (1a) to (1c) we can obtain
the square of the muon capture transition matrix ele-
ment, (| M.E.®|2) summed over all spin orientations
of the neutrino and averaged over all spin orientations
of the muon. A straightforward calculation gives

omen=g i (5 ]
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(2a)

where m,’=m,/[ 14+ (m./Am,)] is the muon reduced
mass in the parent mu-mesic atom and the nuclear
matrix element is expressed as
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+[(GP(M))2_.ZGA(M)GP(M)]
X (B2 i 757 exp(—ivea- 1) o(7:) @i v1] ad|2.  (2b)

In Egs. (2a) and (2b), |a), |b) represent wave
functions of the two nuclear states involved in the
capture process; the quantity ¢(r;) is the muon space
orbital wave function normalized in such a way that
e(r)—1asZ—0, ie., for small Z,

o(r)=exp(—Zm,'r;/137).
SR. P. Feynman and M. Gell-Mann, Phys. Rev. 109, 193

(1958); M. Gell-Mann, Phys. Rev. 111, 362 (1958); J. Bernstein
and R. R. Lewis, Phys. Rev. 112, 232 (1958).
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The emitted neutrino momentum, v, is obtained from
the energy and momentum conservation laws as

€a (Ez,—Ea) Mmy
Vba—m"(l—m,. my, )(I—Z(m,.-l—Amp))’ ()

where ¢, is the binding energy of the muon in the
lowest Bohr orbit of the mu-mesic atom and E,, E,
are the energies of the nuclear states a, b. Thus, taking
proper account of the density of final states available
to the emitted neutrino, the total muon capture rate
of the parent nucleus in the state a|), A® (a), is
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b 4
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so that using Egs. (2a) to (2¢)
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The approximate expression for (m.)? in Eq. (3d),
involving neglect of the corrections for daughter
nucleus recoil and parent mu-mesic atom reduced mass,
holds to better than 59, for 4> 12.

The sum over b in Egs. (3a) and (3b) runs over all
energetically accessible states of the daughter nucleus,
i.e., over all states b for which Ey < E,+ (m,— ¢,). Such
energetically accessible states are very numerous since
my—€,~100 Mev and (Es)ground state— Fa is normally
~2-3 Mev and never exceeds 15 Mev; in addition, the
matrix elements

B i 77 exp(—ivpa- 1) 0(r:) | @),
(B2 77 exp(—ivea 1) ¢(r:) 0:| @),
(b 2: 75 exp(—ivoa- 1) o(7:)0:v1| @)
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are largest for low lying states . Thus one may have and which replaces the explicitly Es-dependent quan-
confidence in the accuracy of a closure approximation tities, vea, 70a, by suitable averages (v)a, (n)s, which do
which extends the sum over all energetically accessible not depend explicitly on E,. Such a closure approxi-
states b to a sum over all states b without restriction, mation applied to Eq. (3b) yields
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The approximate equality in Eq. (4a) refers to the replacement of
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a replacement which is justified since the d wave, g wave, --- parts of exp(i(»)av1-7:;) make a relatively small
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The quantity (Zes)%, introduced by Wheeler in his original estimates of muon capture rates,® describes the vari-
ation of the muon space orbital wave function over the extent of the nucleus the quantity D.(r) being the (direc-
tionally-averaged-over) density function of the protons in the parent nucleus—the electrostatic potential appro-
priate to D,(r) enters into the muon energy eigenfunction-eigenvalue Dirac equation which determines e and
o(r). It is clear that ((Z.)*/2%) <1, and > 1 as Z—0.

Introducing the expression for the neutron decay rate,

In2 1
! meafneul:(gV(ﬂ))z‘*_s(gA(B))zj; fneu(TQneu: (1180:‘}:35) SeC,7 (5)
(TDnew  (2m)°

we have, from Egs. (4a) to (4¢) and (5),
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The quantity 9.(9,>0), which would vanish if the nucleus had Z=4 [in such a case: (z:'%;)|a)=a);
7:i®7;®|a)=|a)] and also if (v)s were >{(7:;)n} '~ mean nucleon momentum within nucleus, describes, within
the context of the closure approximation, the inhibitory effect of the Pauli exclusion principle on the muon capture
process. This inhibition may be visualized as arising from the fact that the neutron created in the y=+p — n+v
process cannot be produced in states already occupied by pre-existing neutrons of the parent nucleus, and the
corresponding 9, may be expressed in terms of appropriate nucleon-nucleon correlation functions in the parent
nucleus. We have
)
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¢ J. A. Wheeler, Revs. Modern Phys. 21, 133 (1949); J. Tiomno and J. A. Wheeler, Revs. Modern Phys. 21, 153 (1949).
7 Sosnovskii, Spivak, Prokofiev, Kutikov, and Dobrinin, J. Exptl. Theoret. Phys. (U.S.S.R.) 35, 1059 (1958).
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with
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The F,“(r,r') are nucleon-nucleon correlation density functions associated with a space symmetric, space
antisymmetric relative motion of the two nucleons since for |@) antisymmetric in 1y, 1;; 0, 0;®; 7,®, 7,®;
P;;|a)= (exchange operator for r;, 1;) |a); it is to be noted that F.(r,r)=0. One has further
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as may be verified by using relations of the type:
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Equations (7a) to (7e) and (6a) to (6¢) yield
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Equation (8) for A(e ™ is essentially exact within the limitations of the closure approximation.
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We proceed to evaluate A® (a) for the heavier nuclei, Z>6, A>12. Dropping terms ~1/Z in Eq. (8) yields

/I SIZD ) L ) 0 i
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Then, adopting physically reasonable functional forms for F,®) (r,1’), Da(r) such as,
1:|r—1'|=d
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’ ’ 1/[(4"/3)703A]:f§1’01‘1}.
(C,,i)—1=ff;Da(r)iDa(r)(I:tf.,(lr—r D)drdr'; Da(r)= . gt

remembering that [sin((»)a| t—r'|) 1/ ((»)a| r—1"|) and fu(|r—1’|) are both short ranged functions with comparable
ranges ((v)s) '=d=r(<Krid}, and again neglecting terms ~1/Z, we have

AW (@)= (Zet1)*((1)a)2(272 sec )R
[ A—7
- ( 24 )

|
= (Zott)*((n)a)2(272 sec“)(Rl 1- (%E)aa}. (11a)

Further, using once more the skort ranged character of f,(|r—r'|), we obtain

5,24 (@;—A) [1e0 0.0 [ S—i%%;i)fa(p)do / [1e0 .0

a\? 1 dy\? d\? d\?
B (—) [1——((1/),,1’0)2(—) +-- -]z(—) [1-0.024(—) +-- ]

7o 10 ) 7o 7o
where we have taken (»),=0.75m, (see below), 7¢=21.25X 10~ cm=0.67/m,. Thus, within the present approxi-
mation, the “nucleon-nucleon correlation” parameter 8, and the exclusion principle inhibition factor d,, propor-
tional to the fraction of nucleons which are neutrons and to 8,: 9,22((4—Z)/24)s, [Eqgs. (6a), (6¢), (11a), and
(11b)], are both essentially determined by the parameter d/7o, i.e., by the ratio of the characteristic lengths entering
into fa(|r—r'|) and Du(r). The characteristic length d is the radius of the Pauli-Fermi “correlation region of
influence,” e.g., the Pauli-Fermi “correlation hole” surrounding each nucleon, and is determined by the interplay
of the nucleon-nucleon forces and the exclusion principle. It is to be noted that up to terms ~1/Z, 9, vanishes
with vanishing d, i.e., with vanishing nucleon-nucleon correlation.

To obtain the numerical value of d/7 and so of 8, we consider the expression for the Coulomb energy of the

parent nucleus. We have
11470\ 71470\ /e
e e [
Wi 2 2 2 73

in((»)e] r—1'|
Af Sl_n«L:_)‘p*(,)¢(,’)3)a(r)g)a(r')fa(|r— r'|)drdy’

(el r=1])

f | o(r) |2Da(r)dr

(11b)
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and using a procedure analogous to that employed in the evaluation of 9, [Egs. (6¢) to (7e)] we obtain a formula
first given by Feenberg and Goertzel,?

62
Econ=3Z(Z—1) f f \ 1(GaP(1,r)+3G. (xr,r))drdr’

lr—1r

(32— (a] (Sw)*|a)) f f ‘ G () =G e e, (130)

lr—r
<a 121,[( 1+2ﬂ(3>) (1+;’j(3) ) ][B(r— r)o(r'— r,)](1+2Pij) a>

G, ()= (13b)

CEC)EIIE)

is the proton-proton correlation density function associated with a space symmetric, space antisymmetric
relative motion of the two protons. Comparing Eq. (13b) for G.*(r,r’) with Eq. (7b) for F,&)(r,r') we see that,
in each case, the same spin and isobaric-spin operators occur in the integrals in the numerator and in the de-
nominator so that the influence of these spin and isobaric-spin operators may be expected roughly to cancel.

where

(This is almost rigorously true for nuclei in the 1s shell, e.g., Hes*, where |a) factorizes into ®4(ry,- - -,r4)
XXa(01®, -+, 04®; 7,® -+ 74®) to a good approximation.) It thus appears reasonable to identity G, ¥ (r,r’)
with F,® (r,r') so that from Eqs. (13a) and (10),
6 e (d/r0)? 6 e (d/ry)?
o= (32(Z—1 (——(1— ))+(ﬁz— al (8,02 a))(———— ) (130)
cou= (3Z(Z—1)) s 0 $Z—(a| (Spx)?| TR

A “best fit” of Eq. (13c) to the experimentally determined Coulomb energy differences of various light and
medium-heavy mirror nuclei yields

d

—=147; §,=3.0 [from Eq. (11b)]. (14)

7o
In this “best fit” the value of 7o used is consistent with the electron-nucleus elastic scattering data’®—the d/r,
values of the individual nuclei naturally fluctuate somewhat about the aforementioned ‘“best fit” value so that
an assignment of, say, 109, uncertainty to the resultant value of 3.0 for 8, appears quite reasonable. Equations
(11a) and (14) yield values of the total muon capture rate, A (a), which can be compared with experiment—
it is to be noted that the effect of the exclusion principle inhibition is very important numerically since

A-Z A-Z 1
-G-GO
24 24 4
for Cag®; =% for Cax'®; =5/32 for Mos*®; =19/208 for Pbgs?8, etc. The associated isofope effect in the total
muon capture rate is thus expected to be quite large, e.g., A® (Cag'8)/A® (Cag®®)=2%, and would be interesting
to verify experimentally using separated isotope targets.

Alternatively, one need not appeal to any relation between F,& (r,r') and G, (r,r’') with Go® (r,r') found
from Ecoul in order to determine é4, but adopt instead the less ambitious procedure of fitting Eq. (11a) for A® (a)
to the available data for the total muon capture rates, with use of a single Z, A-independent adjustable parameter
da. A successful fit of this type would also determine ((n)s)’®, i.e., with a reliable estimate of (n).=X»)s/m, [Eq.
(3d)] would determine ®& = ((Gy®)*4+3(T4®)?)/((gr®)*+3(ga®)?) [Eq. (6b)]. A more rigorous trea tment
would involve use of Eq. (8) for A (a), without neglect of terms ~1/Z, with S| ¢(7)|2Da(r)dr=(Z.11)*/Z*
appropriately expressed via a proton density function D,(r) obtained from electron-nucleus elastic scattering
data,® and with the nucleon-nucleon correlation density functions F,® (r,1’), again identified with G,*(r,r') as
deduced from an analysis of inelastic electron-nucleus scattering.® Such a more rigorous treatment must await
the performance and the interpretation of the appropriate inelastic electron-nucleus scattering experiments.!

8 E. Feenberg and G. Goertzel, Phys. Rev. 70, 597 (1946).

 R. Hofstadter, Ann. Rev. Nuclear Sci. 7, 231 (1957).

1 H. A. Tolhoek, in a preprint received after this manuscript was completed, has applied the closure approximation to the
calculation of A®(g) in a manner which, in effect, involves the expansion of exp(i(v)a¥:-1:;) or of sin((v)ari;)/ ((»)ari;) [as in Eq. (4a)
or (6¢) or (8)] in powers of (v)arij=(v)areAl. Tolhoek keeps terms only up to ((»)er:;)? in this expansion. It is however to be empha-
sized that such an expansion converges rather slowly for the heavier nuclei (Z>6, A>12) and the results obtained by means of
it are quite unreliable. It is to be noted that, contrary to the impression given by Tolhoek, no such expansion is used in the present
procedure in the crucial passage from Eq. (8) to Eq. (11a).

{1—9.)=
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TasBLE 1.
(v)a/mp ((n)a)? (a] (T)2—(T®)2|a) (@] (YD) +(Y®)?]|a) (@] (Spr)2+ (Sneu)? — (Spr +Sneu)?| @)
H;! 0.94 0.58 1/2 3/2 0
H,? 0.90 0.65 0 2 —1/2
He,? 0.95 0.78 1/2 3/2 0
He,* 0.75 0.50 0 0 0

In concluding this section we apply Eq. (8) for A® (a) to the light nuclei Hy!, Hi?, Hes*, Hes*. We have from
Table I and Eq. (8),

A®(HyY)=14X0.58X272 sec! X ®R X1,

(Gy @24 (T 4 W)? sin((v)e| r—r'|) } 3
M 2\~14 —1 _— F +) A d d / , 1
AW (H2)=14X0.65X 272 sec' X R X { 1 [(GV(“))Z 3(r,,<u>)2J[ff =) (r,r')dr r] (15)

A (He2?)=<24X0.78 X272 sec ' X ® X ——[ff Sl?( <;>|a|r_,r|)l) (+)(r,r’)drdr’“,
V)o|r—r1

sin((v)a| 1= ¥])
A® (Heat)=224X0.50X 272 sec X R X [ff - F (+)(r,r’)drdr’“,
((#)alr—r'])

which exhibits forms for the corresponding exclusion principle inhibition factors, 9, [Eqgs. (15) and (6a) to (6c)].
With regard to the first two columns of Table I for (v)s [Eq. (2c)] and (n)s [Eq. (3c)] reasonable estimates have
been made for (FE,—E,)={(excitation energy of daughter nucleus b)4 ((Es)ground state—FEa); also ()
~exp(—Zm,'r/137) has been approximated by 1 within the integrals. Further, from Eq. (7b), the r; being here
coordinates relative to the nucleus’ center of mass,

Fa("")(l',l")-—-fj\|‘I"a(1‘1,1’2)|2§(r1—l-1’2)6(r—-11)6(1"—-1’2)drldrg=|<I>a(r,r')|2¢$(r—}—r’):H12

Fa<+)(r,r’)=fff|<I>a(r1,r2,r3)|26(r1+r2+r3)6(r~ 1)8(r' — ro)dridrudr;=|®,[ 1, v, — (r+1')]|2: Hes? (16)

Fa<+)(r,r’)=ffff|<I>,,(r1,r2,r3,r4)|25(r1+r2+r3+r4)6(r—rl)é(r’—rz)drldrgdrgdn

=f|<l>a[r,r',r3, — (r41'+13)]|%dr;: Heyt,

where the ®, are space wave functions in the corresponding H% He,*, He,! space, spin, isobaric-spin wave functions
| @)=, (r1,1s, - )Xa(01D,00@, -+ -5 71 7,@ - - -) with ®a(ry,re- - ) =P4(r12, - - )= Pi;Pa(r1,I2,- - ). The appro-
priate spin, isobaric-spin wave functions, X,, have been used together with Eq. (7¢) in order to obtain the entries
in the last three columns of Table I. Use of simple variational trial forms for ®, enables evaluation of the F,‘* (r,r’)
in Eq. (16) which, together with the (»), estimates of the first column, give the integrals in Eq. (15). Employing
also numerical values of & quoted below [Eq. (19)] and a value of (I's®/Gy®)?=1.53 calculated from Egs.
(1b), (1c), and (4b) with (g.®/gy®)=—1.21,"! we obtain

AW (H)=14X0.58X272 sec I X ®RX1=158 sec !X R=169 sec},
(Gy@)2+ (T, )2 J ]
(Gy®)243(T , )2

A®(H2)=214X0.65X 272 sec I X R X [ 1— [

1+ (FA(“)/GV(“))2

143(T4® /Gy )2
A® (He,®)==224%0.78 X272 sec !X ®RX (1—3%X0.66) = 23X 102 sec 1 X ® = 25X 102 sec™!
A®W (He,®)==224X0.50X 272 sec X R X (1—0.80) =4.4X 102 sec 1 X R = 4.7 X 10% sec..

1 C. S. Wu, Revs. Modern Phys. 30, 783 (1959), this issue; V. L. Telegdi, Conference on Weak Interactions, Gatlinburg,
Tennessee (1958).

=177 sec I X R X { 1—[ ]XO.64}=135 sec! (17)
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The dependence of A® (H,?) on the ratio (I'y /Gy ®)?
is especially to be noted"? as is the enormous isotope
effect—factor =25—between A® (Hez*) and A® (He,?).
Both of these are essentially manifestations of the
inhibitions of the exclusion principle on the total muon
capture rate. Thus in p=+H? — v+n-+n the dineutron
must be produced in the *P; state if I'4 =0 while for
[T4®|>Gy™ production in the dineutron S, state
is possible. Since the dineutron 1S, state spatially
overlaps far better with the deuteron ground 3S; state
than does the dineutron 3P, state, dineutron production
in the 1S, state when |T4®|>Gy® is indeed pre-
dominant, and one expects A®(Hy®) to be greater
when (T'4®/Gy®)Z3>1 than when (T'4®/Gy®)?«K1
just as predicted by Eq. (17). In a similar way the factor
of 5 difference between the rates of u=+He? — v+H;?
and u—+He*— v+H,* may be viewed as largely
arising from the fact that the H;® may be formed in 25;
states (bound or unbound) which spatially overlap
well with the 2S; ground state of He,® while the Hy* is
formed in (unbound) 3Py, 1,0, 1P states which all have
a poor spatial overlap with the 1S, ground state of He,*.

3. COMPARISON OF CLOSURE APPROXIMATION
EXPRESSION FOR THE TOTAL MUON
CAPTURE RATE WITH EXPERIMENT

Equation (11a) for A (a) has been compared by
Telegdi, Sens, Swanson, and Yovanovitch®® with their
definitive measurements of the total muon capture rates
in 29 elements from Cg'2 to Uys®8. These investigators
first calculated values of (Zes;)* [according to Eq. (4c)]
for the various elements studied and then found that a
plot of their [A™ (@) Jexper/ (Zets)* values versus the cor-
responding (4—Z)/2A4 values gave a nice straight line
in agreement with Eq. (11a); the values of §, and
[({1a)a)?(272 sec)®R], determined by a weighted least
squares fit of their individual experimental points to
this straight line, were

8,=3.15 [vs6,=3.0inEq. (14)]  (18a)

and

((m)a)?(272 sec™!)® =188 sec™! (experimental). (18b)

On the other hand, Egs. (1b), (1c), (4b), (6b), and
(3d), and (g4®/gy®)=—1.21" yield:

1.06: (n)a=(Ya/m,220.75
(B'_.

= (19)
1.07: {n)e=2(v)a/m,=0.85—0.95,

2 H. Primakoff, Phys. Rev. 91, 480 (A) (1953), and Proceedings
of the Fifth Annual Rochester Conference on High Energy Physics,
New York (1955), p. 174; A. Rudik, Doklady Akad. Nauk. 92,
739 (1953); H. Uberall and L. Wolfenstein, Nuovo cimento 10,
136 (1958).

18'V. Telegdi (private communication) ; Sens, Swanson, Telegdi,
and Yovanovitcg, Phys. Rev. 107, 1464 (1957); J. Sens, Ph.D.
12}11555133 University of Chicago (1958) and Phys. Rev. 113, 679
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while the best @ priori estimate for

<ﬂ>ag<”>a/m#g—{ 1- (fa/mu
— (excitation energy of daughter nucleus 8)/m,
- I:(Eb)ground state ™ a:l/mp} ,

[Eq. (3d)] supposed valid in the mean for all the various
pairs of nuclei (b,e) involved, is (7)o=Z(v)s/m,20.75= 80
Mev/m, with an uncertainty of, say, 109,. This value
of (v)s/m, corresponds to an (excitation energy of
daughter nucleus 5)=215 Mev which is of the order of
those empirically observed. The value of ({1),)%(272
sec )R for (n)e=2(v)o/m,20.75=80 Mev/m, is, using
Eq. (19);

(()a)?(272 sec))®=161 sec™? (theoretical) (20)

which, in view of the uncertainty in the value of
((n)s)?, must be considered in essential agreement with
the experimental value of 188 sec™! [Eq. (18b) J—thus,
for example, the not unreasonable choice of (v)./m,
=20.80=85 Mev/m, yields ({n).)2(272 sec!)R=185
sec™® (theoretical). In this way one finds support for the
combination of basic assumptions on which our effective
Hamiltonian He;® [Egs. (1a) to (1c)] rests, wiz.:
(a) ‘“‘universality” between muon-bare nucleon and
electron-bare nucleon coupling constants which implies
the numerical relations of Eq. (1c) between the effective
muon-dressed nucleon and electron-dressed nucleon
coupling constants; (b) the presence of an “induced”
pseudoscalar interaction®* with an effective muon-
dressed nucleon coupling constant gr®=8g¢,® [Eq.
(1¢)]; and (c) the presence of anomalous nucleon mag-
netic moment contributions in the effective muon-
dressed nucleon interaction associated with the as-
sumption of a “conserved vector current.” 5 In par-
ticular, if this assumption of the conserved vector
current is abandoned and the anomalous nucleon
magnetic moment contributions ~ (u,—u,) to the
effective muon-dressed coupling constants G4®, G,®
omitted from Egs. (1b), (4b), and (6b), the quantity
® of Eq. (6b) is 0.90 rather than 1.06 and

((m)a)?(272 sec™))® =137 sec! (theoretical).  (20)

It thus appears that somewhat better agreement is
reached between theoretical and experimental values
of the total muon capture rates if the assumption of a
conserved vector current is retained.

4. MUON CAPTURE TO PARTICULAR FINAL
STATES OF DAUGHTER NUCLEUS

The first investigation in which a partial muon
capture rate was determined is due to Godfrey.:
Godfrey studied experimentally the rate of that muon
capture reaction

=+ Cl2 — y4-By®

#T. N. K. Godfrey, Ph.D. thesis, Princeton University (1954),
and Phys. Rev. 92, 512 (1953).
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which was followed by the beta decay of Bs? and
accordingly obtained the partial rate of muon capture
to all the bound states of B2 He further gave a
qualitative argument in favor of the view that most of
the muon capture transitions to the bound states of
B;!? actually go to the ground state of Bs'%. As a result
he identified his observed partial muon capture rate with
the rate from Cg" to the B;'? ground state. Godfrey then
established an approximate theoretical relation between
the nuclear matrix elements for muon capture and for
beta decay between the ground states of Cg'? and B2
By using this relation and comparing his observed muon
capture rate with the known Bg? decay rate he con-
cluded that the Gamow-Teller coupling constants in
muon capture and in beta decay are approximately
equal.

Fujii and Primakoff' recently re-examined and
refined the relation between the nuclear matrix elements
for muon capture and for beta decay between the
ground states of C¢* and Bs!?, and also extended the
argument to the calculation of the ground state to
ground-state partial muon capture rates in the reac-
tions,

u~+Lis® — v+He,S,

[l._+ He23 - V+H13.

Using the expressions for the muon capture transition
matrix elements, M.E.®/ given in Egs. (2a) and (2b)
and the analogous expressions for the corresponding
beta-decay transition matrix elements, M.E.®,

IM.E.®|2

1
=——Fya(Z,E.) | M.E.4ua® (b — a) |2,

PRY (21a)
IM.E.nua® (b — a) |?
= (gv®)?[(a]| X: 7:P|b)|?
+(ga®@)*[{a| Zi :Poy[b)[%  (21b)

Fujii and Primakoff obtained an expression for the
ratio of transition rates of muon capture from |a) to
|8) and beta decay from |b) to |a), A® (a—b)/AP(b—a),

A®W(a— b) Zm,® 1 27, +1
e L ()
A® (b—> g) (137)% frad” \ 27,41

dVl -
f~ S M. Eoua®(a— b)|?

4 My, Mg

Y IMEa®@b—a)|2

My M,
2J+1
(e
2J.+1

(22a)

811

where

(Ee)max
fbazf =Fba(Z,Ee)((E6)m3x—Ee)2
1

X E.((E,)*—1)ME, (22b)

Ft4(Z,E)=TFermi function.

Fujii and Primakoff then calculated, employing appro-
priate approximations for |a), |b), the ratio of the
nuclear matrix elements for muon capture and for beta
decay—X in Eq. (22a)—as:

X (Hes* < Hy?) =0.791
X (Lis® < Hey®) =0.619
X (Ce® < Byl2) =0.612

(23)

and, using also known values for s [Eq. (3¢c)] and
A®(b— a)/ foa=In2/[ frat3(b — a)], found, from Eqs.
(23) and (22a),

AW (He — H)=1.46X10% sec™,

A®(Lis® — He ) =1.79X 10% sec™, (24)

A® (Cg2 — Bgl2) =7.86 X 10° sec,

with an over-all uncertainty of some 10 to 159%,. A
calculation by Wolfenstein,'® based on general assump-
tions entirely similar to those of Fujii and Primakoff,
yields A® (Cg2 — Bs'2) =7.4X 103 sec™.

As regards experimental values of A (a — b), data
are at present available only in the Cg2 — Bs? case
and are:

(9.0540.95) X 103 sec™1,16
(9.18+£0.5) X 10% sec,17

[A® (Cg — Bs2) Jexper= (6.6£1.1) X 103 sec™},18  (25)

(6.8£1.5) X 103 sec™1,»
(5.9£1.5)X10% sec1.14

15 L. Wolfenstein, Conference on Weak Interactions, Gatlinburg,
Tennessee (1958, to be published).

16 Argo, Harrison, Kruse, and McGuire, Conference on Weak
Interactions, Gatlinburg, Tennessee (1958), and preprint (to be
published).

17 Burgman, Fischer, Leontic, Lundby, Meunier, Stroot, and
Teja, Phys. Rev. Letters 1, 469 (1958).

18 Fetkovich, Fields, and McIlwain, Conference on Weak Inter-
actions, Gatlinburg, Tennessee (1958).

¥ Love, Marder, Nadelhaft, Siegel, and Taylor, Conference on
Weak Interactions, Gatlinburg, Tennessee (1958, to be pub-
lished), R. Siegel (private communication).
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TasLE II.

A (Ce2—Bg2)

in sec™ X1073 Terms ~(up —un) gpM)/ga®
7.86 included +8
6.34 omitted +8
11.80 included -8
10.25 omitted -8

It is thus clear, from Eqs. (24) and (25), that the
theoretical value of A® (Cg'? — B;'?) agrees, within the
over-all theoretical and experimental uncertainties, with
the corresponding experimental value. This agreement
offers further support for the validity of our effective
Hamiltonian He;® [Egs. (1a) to (1c)].

It may be of interest in concluding this section to
append a table—Table II—giving the theoretical values
of A®(Cg2— Bs'?) with the assumption of the con-
served vector current abandoned, i.e., with anomalous
magnetic moment contributions [~ (up—p.)] to G4 ™,
Gp™ [Eq. (1b)] omitted and with gp® {within Gp™
[Eq. (1c)]} taken as —8g4® as well as +8g4®. Such
an ambiguity in the sign of gp®/g4® may be con-
templated since, without a sufficiently detailed theory
of the 7+t — u*+v process,® one can fix, on the basis of
the known 7+ lifetime, only the square of the effective
coupling constant for the y=4=+— » “step” 34 in the
pwtp—pu+rt4+n—v+n “two-step” process. We
find from Egs. (2a), (2b), (21a) to (22b), (1b), and
(1c), the numerical results given in Table II. These
results, together with the values of [A ) (Cs2—B5"2) Jex per
in Eq. (25), indicate that (1) assumption of gp®)/g,®
= —8, which is inconsistent with the usually accepted
detailed theory of the #*— u*t+» process which
involves the dominance of the p47 “intermediate
state”? yields values of A (Cg2— Bj!?) which fit ex-
periment less well than values of A®(Cg?— Bj?)
calculated with the assumption of gp® /g ®=+8;
(2) if future observations uphold the first pair of experi-
mental values in Eq. (25), use of gp® /g4 ®=+8 will,
for agreement between experiment and theory of
A® (Cg'? — Bg'?), require inclusion of the anomalous
magnetic moment contributions to G4®, Gp™® and so
support the assumption of a conserved vector current.
This last conclusion agrees with that reached at the
end of Sec. 3 on the basis of a comparison of experiment
and theory for the total muon capture rate, A® (a).

5. “HYPERFINE” EFFECT IN MUON CAPTURE
RATE—MUON CAPTURE IN HYDROGEN

The total muon capture rate, A® (a), calculated in
Sec. 2 or the partial muon capture rate, A (a — b),
calculated in Sec. 4 are actually appropriate averages of
the total or partial muon capture rates from the two
individual hyperfine states of the parent mu-mesic

PRIMAKOFF

atom, AW (J,+1;a) or AW(J,x3;6—b), eg.,

2J.+2 27,
AW (Juth; )+ ———AW (J,—}; a).
47,42 4] ,+2

A (a) =
(26)

Equation (26) represents such an appropriate average
for A®(q) in terms of AW (J,=43;a); this average is
“incoherent” and is weighted only according to the
degeneracies of the two hyperfine states involved since
(1) the energy difference, deq, between these two hyper-
fine states is much greater than their width, i.e.,

3D A decay WHAW (Jo+5; @) ];
6€a>>h[Adecay(“)+A(“) (Ja_% 5 a)] 5

and (2) the rate of conversion from one of these states
to the other is (with the exception of hydrogen and deu-
terium) sufficiently smaller than A gecay ¥+ AW (J,=£%; a)
for the various mu-mesic atoms of interest.? The phys-
ical reason for the difference between A® (J,+1%; ¢) and
AW (J,—%; a) arises, as discussed by Bernstein, Lee,
Yang, and Primakoff* (B.L.Y. and P.), from the
combined action of the following three effects (1) the
correlation between the spin of the muon, e, and the
spin of the parent nucleus J, is different in the two
hyperfine states Fo¥) =J,=4%; (2) there is, in general,
a correlation between the spin e; of the proton that
captures the muon and J,; (3) the capture rate of the
muon by the proton depends on their relative spin
orientation via the terms G4®e-e; and Gp*We- v10;- v;
in the effective Hamiltonian H.s* of Egs. (1a) to (1c).

The total muon capture rates from the two indi-
vidual hyperfine states F,'®)=J,+3, A®(J,%3;a),
can be calculated on the basis of the He;™ of Egs.
(1a) to (1c) by the closure approximation method de-
scribed in Sec. 2. By using a procedure similar to that
involved in the derivation of Egs. (3a) to (8) we find
that

2 Conversion from the energetically higher to the energetically
lower of the two hyperfine mu-mesic atom states occurs (1) via
collisions with atoms of the muon moderating medium—this is
important only for the electrically neutral and hence mobile
hydrogen and deuterium mu-mesic atoms—see below; (2) via
spontaneous magnetic dipole radiation; (3) via Auger electron
ejection. The rates of (2) and (3) may be readily estimated and
are, respectively :

1\8 mu\3 muc?
~ 9 By Tu%
Ri»=10 (137) (Zetr) ( p) 7

Ri=10 (1-;7)82 % ) M,
so that for example, R»=~1X103 sec™!, R=~4X105 sec! for
AlL5*; on the other hand, the value of
{Adecay(")'{‘"A(“) (]u:!:%; a) }
for Al is ~1.2X 108 sec™.

! Bernstein, Lee, Yang, and Primakoff, Phys. Rev. 111, 313
(1958).

and
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A® (T, 1, b® (a|2J-Spe| @)
_(_.2_‘1_) (i) —
A(“)((l) a® Z
1 14w (g|2]- Snw[a) 1 (a|2)-K]|a) o A— Z Z d® {(a]|2J-Speu| @)
s o :

I
2" 26 (a]2)-Spla) 2 (a|2-S,la) 2 259 (a|23-Spl0)
A P A—7 7O
1—|— ]a.,‘”—-[———— ]aa‘_’
2Z Za® 2 Za®w
where

b(“)EZ(GV(“)GA(“)— :};GV(u)GP(u))_Z[(GA(#))Z_ %GA(M)GP(J‘)]’

, (272)

dW= 2(GV(u)GA(»)_ %GV(“)GP<“))+2[(_GA(“))2— %GA(M)GPW)],
aW= (GV(#))2+3(I‘A(M))2= (GV(H))2+3(GAM)2+ (Gp(u))2._2GA (u)GP(u),
b)) —gw

K=(YOTO4Y®T®)— ( )(Y(”T“)-l—Y‘”T‘”—i-Y‘”XY“"))

sas( [1ewrsima( /([ o) u0)dr ),

sin((»)a|r—1'}) [ ] (27b)
/ * y1 ’ ’ I (— ’ V) 2 a, d ,
o= [f f onlr—ep © eeRED LS >(r,r))drdr] / f | o(r) 1204 (1)dx

1 <Ea,Ja,Mal J- Zi [(1-{—1','(3))/2]055(1’— l'.') [ an-’a,Ma>

D/ (r)=
(r) 2Ju+1 Ma (an-]ayMal J 'Zi [(1+T4‘(3))/2]ﬂ{| Eth]a’Mﬂ>
(a|J- X' [i(ri 2= mi®7,®) (0@ +dW) (0:+ 0)) — § (£:X 7)) @ (bW —d W) (0:X @) ]
X[3(r—r)s(r'—1;)J(1+Pij)/2|a)
F/@®(rr)=

b

(@l J- X' [ (ri2i— 707, 0W+d®) (04 0,;) — 1 (7: X 2,) @ (bW —d® (0, X 0,) ]
X(14P:;)/2|a

(i)—[ff sm((f;)lll-r_—rl' ) *(r)‘p(r’)%(F,,<+>(r,r’):tFa(“)(r,r’))drdr']/[fl¢(")|250a(')df]’

1o =2 (@) (T (TOP)+ )T O)+ (Y O)2)]a),
'Ya(_) = ((GV(“))2_ (PA(“))2)<(Z[ (Spr)2+ (Sneu)2— (Spr+sneu)2[ a>'

We now apply Eq. (27a) to the case of an odd Z, odd 4 nucleus so that (a|2J-S,e.|a)=0. Considering also
the heavier nuclei, Z>6, 4> 12, and hence dropping terms ~1/Z within the curly bracket of Eq. (27a), we have:

[1 1{(a|2J- Kla)]a [A Z] e
AW (Juk};a) 5® (a]23-Spe| a) =3 2 (a|2)-Spe| @) 2 1 (28a)
i (S b D)
AW (a) w  Z 1—[A4/22 Jaa™® —[(A— 2)/2]0a™
so that
[1 1 (a]|2]- K|a)] o [A~Z] o
AD (urt 35 =AW (Ja—};0) _ 2ubl b9 (223 Spula) " 12 2(a23-Spla) | 2 1L
AW (a) Tt aw 2z 1—[A4/22Jaa® —[(A— Z)/2]aa™

(28b)
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The quantity in the curly brackets in Eq. (28a) or
(28b) is the ratio of the exclusion principle inhibition
factors for A®W(J,+%;a)—A®@(J,—%;a) and for
A®(a) and should be close to unity. Assuming in addi-
tion that for the purpose of calculating {(a|2J-S;:|a)
one can visualize the odd Z, odd 4 nucleus as con-
sisting of an ‘‘outside” proton with orbital angular
momentum L, moving about a spinless “core,” one has

(@]2)-Sprla)y=To(Jo+1)—La(Lo+1)+1
Jot1:Jo=Lo+3

= (29)
—Jo :Joe=L,—%
so that, substituting into Eq. (28b),
AW (Jut}; ) =AW (o=} )
AW (a)
bW 1 r(2J.4+1)/J, Jo=Lo+3
& ] (30)
a® Z —QJ,+1)/(J+1) ) Te=L,—%

in essential agreement with the result for
(AP (Tt} 0) =AW (Jo~}; 0))/A® (a)

obtained in another way by B.L.Y. and P.** The com-
bination of coupling constants in Eq. (30), 6®)/a®,
has the numerical value, using Egs. (27b), (1b), (1c),
and (3d), and (g.®/gy®)=—1.211

bW

—=—0.945.

a(l‘) (31)

As an example of the magnitude of the hyperfine
effect we calculate the quantity
AW (Ja+3;8)—AW(J—3; a))/A® (a) from Egs.

(30) and (31) for Alis*". Here, Z=13, J,=$, L,=2, so
that we have

AWt} =AW~} 0)
~—0.17,
A(u)(a)

(32)

which appears sufficiently large to be observed with
available experimental techniques.

We now apply Egs. (27a) and (27b) to the case of
muon capture in hydrogen. Here
(@]2J-Sneu]@)=0; {(a]2J-S,:|a)=2-3;
(@|2)-K|ay=2-2; (a]|(T)— (T®)2|a)=1;
(ol (YO (Y0)e] )=
(@] (Spr)*+ (Snea)?— (Sprt-Snen)?| a)=0;
bW /g =—0.922

[from Egs. (27b), (1b), (ic), (2c), and (84®/gv®)
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=—1.2117 A®W(H) =169 sec? [Eq. (17)], so that

bW
AWG+HE; HY)=A®HY) (1+—(—)) =13sec!, (33a)
a'‘*
3pw
A®G—3; H)=AWHY) (1— ” ) =636 sec™.
a'k

(33b)
Thus the hyperfine effect is enormous—

(A® (3—3; H)/A® (3-+3; HY)2S0.

Muon capture in hydrogen is also unique in that within
a time = [ pu~] mu-mesic atom mean life 7%

(5= {Adecay W +A® (3=£3; H)} ' = 1/Adecay ™
=2.21X 10 sec)

there is, under certain circumstances, a high prob-
ability of conversion from the energetically higher
triplet state with F,®)=2%+43 to the energetically lower
singlet state with F,=3}—3. This is a consequence of
the fact that, as pointed out by Gershtein and
Zeldovich,?? the [pu—] mu-mesic is electrically neutral
and so wanders through the hydrogen gas or liquid
making collisions with the (Hi!)» molecules—these
collisions occasionally result in “exchange” between the
proton in the incident [ pu—] mu-mesic atom with one
direction of spin and a proton in the target (Hy')s mole-
cule with the opposite direction of spin, with the net
result that the [ pu—] is converted from the triplet state
to the singlet state. The rate of such a collisional con-
version process is estimated by Gershtein to be
~5X10° sec™?! at an (H;!); molecule number density,
N/V, of 2X10%/cm3—thus at 9/V less than, say,
2X10'/cm? there is no appreciable collisional triplet
to singlet conversion and the muon capture rate is,
from Egs. (33a), (33b), and (26),

AW (- H) + 1A (3—; H) =A% (Hy)
=169 sec™L.

With increasing 91/V the collisional triplet to singlet
conversion becomes progressively more important and
at 9U/V=10%/cm?® practically all the [pu—] mu-mesic
atoms are in the singlet state at the instant of muon
decay or capture—the corresponding muon capture rate
is, from Eq. (33b), A®(3—1%; H')=636 sec™!. At still
higher 3t/V, e.g., at 3/V of the order of those in liquid
hydrogen, formation of mu-mesic hydrogen molecule
ions, [pu—p], becomes dominant?® and it is expected
that most of the muons will be found at the instant of
their decay or capture in the lowest Bohr orbit of a

2 8. S. Gershtein, J. Exptl. Theoret. Phys. U.S.S.R.) 34, 463
(1958) ; ibid. 34, 993 (1958).

BY. B. Zeldovich, Doklady Akad. Nauk (S.S.S.R.) 95, 493
(1954), and J. Exptl. Theoret. Phys. (U.S.S.R.) 33, 310 (1957);
J. D. Jackson, Phys. Rev. 106, 330 (1957); T. H. R. Skyrme,
Phil. Mag. 2, 910 (1957); Y. B. Zeldovich and S. S. Gershtein,
J. Exptl. Theoret. Phys. (U.S.S.R.) 35, 649 (1958); Cohen, Judd,
and Riddell, Phys. Rev. 110, 1471 (1958).



THEORY OF MUON CAPTURE

[pu—p]. Any such [ pp—p] must have a total spin angular
momentum of 3 (since one of its parents is a singlet
[pr~]) and so possesses a muon spin ¢—proton spin
@1, o, configuration intermediate between that in a
triplet and that in a singlet [ pu_]—in fact

(FPa= =0+ (Go1+3202) Pa
=3+H((Go1+302)%at2(30) - Gorti02))a
so that

(6-01)a=(0"02)s=—((301F302)%).=0, —2

in para, ortho [pu—p] while (¢-0)a=1, —3 in triplet,
singlet [ pu—. Further, since from Eqgs. (33a) and (33b),

bw

-(+(L)<5)

the muon capture rate in para [pu=p, ortho [pu—p]
will, in an analogous fashion, be
bW
a(u))

bW
~(1+<0‘01>a;para, ortho ) ( +( )

It follows that at high 91/V the muon capture rate has

the form
3pw
a(l‘) )]

AW (3]s Hf)~(1+<« "

reEe

xz(%)[(Zv)A‘”(Hll)]

o) ann(1-22)]

- [xl(%)[636]+x2(%)[(27)(169)]

+x3(%)[<27><4so>1}sec—l, (34)

where x1(91/V), 22(9/V), x3(3N/V), are the fractions of
muons found in singlet [pu—], para [pu—p] and ortho
[pu—p] at the N/V in question—x1(9/V)+xo(N/V)
+x3(91/V)=1—and v is the ratio of the absolute
square of the muon orbital wave function at the proton
position in [pu=p] and in [pu—]. Equations (33a),
(33b), and (34) show that the muon capture rate in
hydrogen, considered as a function of 91/V, exhibits a
maximum, 22636 sec!, at an intermediate value of
9/ V; if in addition 29221 and (x2(91/V)/x3(91/V))>1
this rate falls to values 22169 sec! at high 91/V as well
as at very low 9¢/V.
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It is necessary for the physical relevance of the whole
above discussion that the isotopically natural hydrogen
in which the muons stop be purified of deuterium to an
extent—factor ~25-50 in relative abundance—suf-
ficient to prevent any frequent occurrence of the
“exchange” reaction [pu~]+d— [du~]+p. Any ap-
preciable rate for such an exchange reaction with the
subsequent formation of [du=p] and the resultant
“muon catalysis” of d+p— He,*++v complicates the
situation very considerably. On the other hand, a
similar analysis may be given for muons stopping in
pure deuterium with the major difference that at high
9/ V the sequence of reactions:

/He23+n+u“
[dp~1+d — [du—d]; [du‘d]\
Hié+p+u~

is anticipated with most of the muons eventually being
trapped in Bohr orbits about the He,® nuclei.® Thus
most muons stopping in pure liquid deuterium which
are eventually captured by nuclei, are captured by
nuclei of Hey?, a circumstance which permits study of
muon capture in He,® without any anterior possession
of a He,?® target.

In concluding this section we remark again that the
study of muon capture in hydrogen will not only ulti-
mately yield the most reliable values of the effective
muon—dressed nucleon coupling constants, Gy®),
G4® Gp®W, ie., values free of “nuclear physics” uncer-
tainties, but will also shed light on several other inter-
esting effects such as the collisional conversion in
[pu~] and the formation of para [pu—p] and ortho
Cow—p].

6. RADIATIVE MUON CAPTURE—TOTAL
RATE AND PHOTON-NEUTRINO
ANGULAR CORRELATION

We now discuss the process of radiative muon capture.
Here calculations of the total rate and of the shape of
the corresponding internal bremsstrahlung (I.B.)
momentum spectrum have been made by Cantwell?
for capture by light and medium-heavy nuclei (Z/137
«1). Cantwell uses the effective Hamiltonian of Egs.
(1a) and (1b) but with all nucleon recoil corrections,
Le. all terms ~w/m, omitted so that Gy®W=gy®;
Ga®W=g,®; GpW=0. The radiative capture is visu-
alized as predominantly due to the “two-step process”

wtp—=yt+w) +p—ytvtn (35)

and a second-order perturbation calculation, using an
appropriate (free particle) Green’s function to describe
the virtual intermediate u— states, is carried out. In
this way Cantwell obtains a relation for the relative

2 J. D. Jackson, reference 23.
% R. M. Cantwell, Ph.D. thesis, Washington University (1956).
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probability of radiative to nonradiative muon capture
26 Araa® (@ = b5 ¥8a)d (Voa/Y5a™)d 1
SsA®(a—b)

PRIMAKOFF

Yba

=G ) (=

2 Yba
=) o)A
nld‘ ;Yba"lax

)]
Yo"

X[f 4—1{ (gv@)2(1+vi- 1) | (blexp’[a) |2+ (g4 @)2(1—v1-41) | (B (exp)o|a)[*

+(g4®)?2 Re(v1-(b] (exp’)o|a)*y1-(b| (exp)o| a>)]

b
where

exp’=2; 7:) exp[—i(vea'+ea) - 1i ] (r) ;
exp=2_; 7:7) exp(—ivea- 1) ¢(r:)

In Eq. (36a) the sum over b runs over all the ener-
getically accessible states of the daughter nucleus;
Yba' = Vba' V1, Yoa="YsaY1 are the momenta of the neutrino
and I.B. photon emitted in the radiative capture; the

energy, momentum conservation laws yield, analogously
to Egs. (2c) and (3d),

Vbal+7b£m,.|:1 —e—a———az]—vba (36¢)

my my

The first square bracket in the numerator represents an
I.B. momentum spectrum of the same shape as that
found by Morrison and Schiff in allowed K-electron
orbital capture?®; the second square bracket describes
the dependence of the I.B. momentum spectrum on the
wave functions |a), [b) of the parent and daughter

Ara®(a; (T)a)dxale
A® (a)

, (36)

d\‘1
Z[ f ;{ (gv®@)?|(b|exp|a) |+ (ga®)2| (b| (exp)c|a>12}]

(exp)o=3; 7.7 exp[—i(vea'+150) ‘1] (ri) e,

(36b)

(exp)o=3_; 7:7) exp(—ivea-1:) o(r:)0s.

nuclei—this second square bracket is however such for
Yba/Vba™** = Yba/ 520 and =1 that the I.B. momentum
spectrum has the allowed K-capture shape both near
its low-energy end and its high-energy end. Thus a
careful study of the shape of I.B. momentum spectrum
near its high-energy end will yield (y)s™**, the average
value of v5™* over the states b; since (y)s™**=(v), one
will in this way find empirically the average value of
the neutrino energy involved in nonradiative muon
capture by a particular parent nucleus and so remove
the major uncertainty associated with the evaluation
of the coupling constant ratio ® [Eq. (6b)] from the
experimental data [see Sec. 3, Eqs. (19), (20), et seq.].

We now apply the closure approximation for the
evaluation of the sums over b in Eq. (36a). By using
the techniques of Egs. (3b) to (6¢), we obtain

<'Y> max \ 2
1—- a ad ad 1
o) () sy

((gv(“))2+3(8A(“’)2)f 1(1—9a'(V1,‘Y1))'1‘((gv(‘”)z—(g:i(“))z)f @91'71(1—9«:"("1 1)
X 4 4r ’

, (37a)

((gv®)*+3(ga®)?) (1—94)

where 4, is the nonradiative capture exclusion principle inhibition factor given in Eq. (6¢) and 9. (vi,v1),
94" (v1,v1) are the corresponding radiative capture inhibition factors

(@ ZTh(sir 2= mi®7,) (v @)+ (8404 0,) [expli (0 Yavit (Vav1) 15} *(r) 0(r,) ]| @)

9 (vi,y1)=—

zc<ng)2+s<gmﬂ[ [re0 l2®a(r)dr]

b

(37b)

<alZ[ (zi =1 7;) ((gv @)= §(g4¥) %01 @) JLexp{i((#)avit(¥V)ar) - 1:5} ¢*(ri) (r3) ]| @)

ga”(V],Yl) =

2igrr— g [ 160 .01

26 P. Morrison and L. I. Schiff, Phys. Rev. 58, 24 (1940).

(37¢)
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with
€ (excitation energy of daughter nucleus &) [(Ej)ground state— Eq ]
(V’>a+<7>agmu 1— }
™y my, m,
(37d)
s V)a
K= = .
<70>m3x <">a

As a rough first approximation to evaluate Eq. (37a),
we take 9./ (vi,y1)=29,"(v1,¥1)=29,; in this case the
I.B. momentum spectrum has the allowed K-capture
shape ~ (1—x,)%x; and the I.B. photon-neutrino an-
gular correlation function is

(gv®)*—(ga™)?
((gv(“))2+3(ga(“))2) me O9

Equation (38) is rigorous for radiative muon capture
by protons and has been derived directly for this case
by Huang, Yang, and Lee?” (H.Y. and L.). As a second
approximation, we can use the techniques of Egs. (7a)
to (11b) and obtain for the heavier nuclei, Z>6, 4>12

92 (vi,y1)=9." (""Yl)—_( )( )

X[l—i« o (7) >2(id—)2+ ] (39)
10 V )al0V1 Y JaT0Y1 " a

entirely analogous to the result [Egs. (6a), (11a), and
(11b)]

=5 )=(50)()
x[1—%<uaro)2(§)2+ . ] (39b)

Equations (37a), (39a), and (39b) yield
Arad w (d, <Y>a)dxad71
A(M)(a)

1 1 (,y>amax 2
=[ — -——) ( Q1 —x,,)“’x.,dxad‘yl]
472 137 my

(gA(M)) — (gV(#))2 I
150 gy )3 (a1

(A_zji_z)a“ dy? |
X\ — [(;) ((‘Y)a"“"‘f‘))z]
1_(%/1—2)5" J

2" Huang, Yang, and Lee, Phys. Rev. 108, 1348 (1957).

X [1—(1— xa)xall

——

(40)

which shows that the correction factor to the allowed
K-capture shape for the I.B. momentum spectrum
involves [as does the I.B. photon-neutrino angular
correlation, Eq. (38)] the quantity (g.®/gy®)2
Taking

(84%/gv 2= (g4 /gy ®)?= (1.21)21;
(d/r0)?= (1.47)%22(5,)3,
8.=3.0 [Egs. (11b) and (14)7;
(V)a™x= (v} im,,

0.67

[Eq. (11b) et seq.]

My

and (A—Z)/24=2}, Eq. (40) gives

Araad® (a5 (¥)a)d%a [(,, 137)( )(1 ) xadxa]

A(n)(a)
X[1-0.35(1—x)x.] (41)

so that the ratio of the total radiative capture rate,

1
Araa® (a) = f Araa® (a,(7)2)de,
0

to the total nonradiative capture rate is

Arﬂd<“) (a)

A®(a) E[ 127 137)( )][1_9f] 1107

(42)

Equations (40), (41), and (42) hold also for radiative
muon capture by a proton upon omission of the term
(v)a™/m,)*=(3)? and of the term ~ (1—x,)x,,
—0.35/5—this has been shown directly in the case of
Eq. (42) by H.Y. and L.*" and may be seen from Eq.
(37a) since for a proton {(y),™*/m,=0.942¢1 and
94/ (vi,¥1) =0, 45" (v1,y1)=0 (as Z=4).

Cantwell® has given, on the basis of the evaluation
of Egs. (37a) to (37d) with a simple variational trial
form for

a] )= (11,1, - ) Xa(01@,05®), 5 7y ®) £, L)

[Egs. (16) et seq.], an expression for

Araa ® (a, <'Y>a)dxa
A® (a)
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in the case u—+Hes*— yv+v+H;*. This expression
corresponds to a correction factor to the allowed
K-capture shape =2[1—1.8(1—x,)x.] (for (g4 ®/gy®)?
(g4 ®/gy®)2=(1.21)? 1) rather than

~[1—-0.35(1— )%, ]

as predicted by Eq. (41) for the heavier nuclei. We
should also mention that all of the results in Egs. (36a)
to (42) refer, in the case J,70, to the appropriate
averages [as in Eq. (26)] of the various radiative and
nonradiative muon capture rates over the two (J,+3,
J.—%) hyperfine states of the parent mu-mesic atom.

The I.B. momentum spectrum of Eqgs. (40) or (41),
is susceptible to observational test—a plot of experi-
mental values of Ana™(a; (v)a)/[(1—24)%x.] vs the
corresponding (1—x,)x, should, if our approximations
are sufficiently accurate, lie on a straight line with a
slope whose value yields (ga®/gv®)? (subject to the
uncertainty in the numerical value of §,). This IB.
spectrum peaks at x,22% or (y),=227 Mev and still has
very appreciable values at (y),=55 Mev, i.e., at 1.B.
photon energies high compared to the energies of any
numerous background photons. This fact should permit
detection of the muon radiative capture in spite of the
relative rarity of the phenomenon.

In concluding the present section it is important to
emphasize the interest of a calculation of radiative
muon capture using an effective Hamiltonian which
includes all nucleon recoil corrections (terms ~w/m,)
and in particular contains the “induced” pseudoscalar
and the “conserved vector current” anomalous mag-
netic moment contributions. Such a calculation is now
being carried out by Bernstein?® and is expected to
exhibit additional terms in the correction factor to the
allowed K-capture shape for the I.B. momentum
spectrum.

7. PARITY NONCONSERVATION EFFECTS

The anticipated presence of parity nonconservation
effects in maximum amounts in the muon capture
process is incorporated into the effective Hamiltonian
of Eq. (1a) through the assumption that the emitted
neutrino carries unit negative helicity—this is expressed
mathematically by the (two-component neutrino
coupling type) spin projection operator (1—e-vi)/V2
in the He:® of Eq. (1a). No direct experimental test

H. PRIMAKOFF

of this assumption is as yet available for muon capture
but it has now been established that neutrinos emitted
in the analogous processes of electron orbital capture
and positron beta decay do possess a helicity =—1.1
It would clearly be of great interest to observe parity
nonconservation effects in muon capture and the
present section is devoted to a discussion of four phe-
nomena in which pseudoscalar quantities are to be
measured—cf. Eqs. (44), (53), (57), and (59).

(a) Angular Distribution of Recoil Nuclei in
Capture of Polarized Muons

Experimental evidence is now available that negative
muons still retain an appreciable fraction of their spin
polarization at the instant of decay or capture from
the lowest Bohr orbit of the parent mu-mesic atom.
This evidence is based on the observation of an aniso-
tropic angular distribution of the decay electrons rela-
tive to a unit vector, s,.1, in the direction of the muon
spin,

(43a)
(43b)

l_PM%(Su;l' Pei;1),
(sl-l:l' Pneg. muon; 1) = +1,29

and corresponds to a residual muon polarization at the
instant of decay or capture, P,, of about 15 to 209,
for the case of various spin zero parent nuclei.® The
angular distribution of recoil daughter nuclei in a par-
ticular state, the recoils being formed in muon capture
by spin zero parent nuclei, is then also expected to
exhibit an anisotropy relative to s,;1, vi2.,

l—l-P,,a(a - b)(su;l' Prec; 1))

where prec;1 1S a unit vector in the direction of the re-
coiling nucleus and the anisotropy coefficient, a(a—b),
is a quantity involving the muon capture nuclear
matrix elements of Eq. (2b). To avoid complications
associated with the “hyperfine” effect (Sec. 5) we
confine our discussion until further notice to the case
of zero spin parent nuclei—this case is in addition dis-
tinguished by a lack of hyperfine-structure induced
muon depolarization which, for example if J,=%, cuts
down the otherwise effective value of P, by a factor of
at least 2 [see Egs. (52b) to (52d)].

Calculation of a(e — b) on the basis of the Hes® of
Eq. (1a) yields

(44)

2 {(Gv@)|(blexp|a)|*+5(— (Ga®)*+ (GrW)*— 2G4 WGP ®) | (b| (exp)e|a)|?}

My, Ma

a(e— b)=

(45)

2 {(Gv@)*| (blexp|a)|*+3(3(GaW)*+(Gp®)*—2G4WGp®) | (b| (exp)o|a)|?}

My, Ma

28 J. Bernstein (to be published).

# Culligan, Frank, and Holt, Conference on Weak Interactions, Gatlinburg, Tennessee (1958, to be published) ; Macq, Crowe,

and Haddock, Phys. Rev. 112, 2061 (1958).

® Garwin, Lederman, and Weinrich, Phys. Rev. 105, 1415 (1957); Ignatenko, Yegorov, Khalupa, and Chulthem, J. Exptl.

Theoret. Phys. (U.S.S.R.) 35, 5 (1958).
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subject to the assumption that the wave functions |a; Jo=0%), |b; J;) are such that

> [l (exp)e-wi|a)|*=F X [(b](exp)ofa)

My, Ms Mp, M,

21

Formulas equivalent to that in Eq. (45), but without inclusion of the anomalous magnetic moment terms in the
corresponding He™® and sometimes without the term in G»*), have been given by Ioffe,” H. Y. and L.,*” Shapiro,
Dolinsky, and Blokhintsev,? Wolfenstein,* Uberall,? Treiman,* and Fulton.?®

In a case such as the ground state (J,=0%) to ground state (J,=1%) transition in u=+C¢'* — »+Bs'"* (Sec. 4)
the spin independent nuclear matrix element (b|exp|a) [Eq. (36b)] vanishes' and Eq. (45) becomes [using also
Egs. (1b) and (1c) with v,,=0.86 m, [Eq. (2c)], and (g4®/gv®)=—1.211)

— (Ga®)24(GpW)2—2G 4 WGp®
3(Ga®) 2 (Gp®)2—2G , WG p®

ala—b)= =—0.73. (46)

Thus an accurate measurement of the angular distribution of the ground state Bg? recoils, P, being determined
by a parallel measurement of the muon decay electron angular distribution [Eq. (43a)], would yield information
about the ratio Gp®/G 4™ and hence about the ratio gp®/g.® [Eq. (1c) et seq.]. The corresponding a(a — b)
[Eq. (46)] is, fortunately, quite sensitive to the exact value of gr/g4# and to the omission or inclusion of the

terms ~ (up—pn) being, for example, —0.33 if gp®/g4® =0 and if the terms ~ (u,—pun) are absent.
We now apply the closure approximation to find the anisotropy coefficient, a(a),

ol (Gv®)?| (b|exp| @) |+ 3(— (Ga®)*+ (Gp®)*— 2G4 W GpW) | (b| (exp)o|a)|*}

Zof (Gv®)?| (Blexp|a) [*+3B(Ga®)*+ (Gr®)?— 2G4 W Gp®) | (b| (exp)ea)|*}

_ (Gy®)Xa|[explitfexpla| a)+3(— (G4*)+ (Gr®)*—2G4“Gp»)(a| [(exp)o st -[(explola| a),

 (Gv®)¥a| LexplitTexplel )+ 3 (3(Ga®)*+ (Gp®)?— 2G4 ¥Gp®) (a| [exp)olt [ (exp)oT|a)

where
Lexpla=2_: 7: exp(—i(v)avi-1:) (1) ;

which enters into the recoil nucleus angular distribution,
14+ P,a(a) (Su;1° Prec:1), appropriate to the total muon
capture rate by the parent nucleus. Employing the
techniques of Egs. (4a) to (11b) then gives, for the
heavier nuclei, Z>6, A>12 {using also Egs. (1b) and
(1c) with (#).,=0.75m, [Eq. (3d)] and g ®/gy®
=—12114}

(GV(uJ)2_ (G,1<"'))2+ (GP(#))Z_ 2G A WGp®
=(GV(u))2+3(GA(u))2+ (Gp®)2—2G ,WGp®
=—0.39.

a(a)

(48)

Further, if the daughter nucleus is unbound even in its
ground state, e.g.,

p~+Mg® — v+ {Nan® — Nan®+ni'},  (49)

it is not unreasonable to suppose that in the great

(1;15173). L. Ioffe, J. Exptl. Theoret. Phys. (U.S.S.R.) 33, 308
(lﬂ $7§{apiro, Dolinsky, and Blokhintsev, Nuclear Phys. 4, 273
957).
3 1.. Wolfenstein, Nuovo cimento 7, 706 (1958).
3 H. Uberall, Nuovo cimento 6, 533 (1957).
3 S. B. Treiman, Phys. Rev. 110, 448 (1958).
3 T. Fulton, Nuclear Phys. 6, 319 (1958).

[(exp)ola=2": 7.7 exp(—i(v)av1-1:) p(r))0;

(47a)

(47b)

majority of energetically accessible final states a single
neutron carries off most of the available recoil mo-
mentum. Under such circumstances the angular dis-
tribution of the recoiling neutrons is, approximately,

1+ Pua(a) (Sy;1° Preus1), (SO)

where a(a) is as in Eq. (48) and ppew::1 is a unit vector
in the recoil neutron direction. Uberall® has considered,
on the basis of a Fermi gas model, the effective inter-
action of the recoiling neutron with the remaining
nucleons and has concluded that this effective inter-
action is probably not sufficiently strong to distort
appreciably the angular distribution in Eq. (50).

We now consider recoil anisotropy for the case of
muon capture by parent nuclei with nonzero spin.
Here the anisotropy coefhicients are different in the two
different hyperfine states of the parent mu-mesic atom,
i.e., one must distinguish between «(J,+3%;a) and
a(Jo—3%;a). As a general rule it is obvious that
a(Ja—1%; a)=0 for J,=3% since the corresponding parent
atom hyperfine state is then a singlet and so is spatially
spherical. As a particular illustration we may give the
formulas for the case of the hydrogen mu-mesic atom
[pp~]. Here, by the remark just made,

a(3—%; Hi')=0, (51a)
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and, as shown in a calculation by Bernstein and Primakoff,?’

Gy @ +Ga®)2+ (Gp®)2—2(Gy @ +G 4 ®)Gp® ]

(51b)

a(}+4; Hi) =

3[(Gy W +G 4 ®)2+ (Gp®)2— 2 (Gy W+G 4 @)Gp® ]

Thus at low (Hi!); molecule number densities, where there is no appreciable collisional hyperfine triplet to singlet
conversion (Sec. 5), the angular distribution of the recoil neutrons is:

%A(") (%'I'% ’ Hll)[l‘*‘Pua(%'*'% N Hll)(sp:l * Preu; l):H'i'A(“) (%"’% H Hll)

(52a)

AW (HyY)

or {using also Egs. (33a), (33b), (27b), (1b), and (1c) (with (»)e=0.94 m, [Eq. (2c)], and (g4 ®/gv®)=—1.2111)},

P, [(Gy®+Ga®) 2+ (Gp®)2—=2(Gy W +G4®)Gp® ]

(52b)

Su;1° Preu; 1)

2 [(Gy®)43(Ga®)2+ (GpW)2—2G 4, WGp®w]

while the corresponding muon decay electron angular
distribution becomes

M

1—7 3(Su1- Per; ). (52d)

P, must be interpreted in Egs. (52a) to (52d) as what
the residual muon polarization would be, at the instant
of decay or capture, if the parent proton did not create
any hyperfine-structure induced depolarization in the
muon 1s; orbit—it is seen that the numerical values of
Gv®, G4, Gp™® are such that the recoil neutron dis-
tribution is practically isotropic; this is expected since
(AW (4L Hyt) /AW (3—%; HiY) ]<1 [Egs. (33a) and
(33b)]. At higher (H,'), molecule densities all the [ pu—]
are collisionally converted into the hyperfine singlet
state (Sec. 5), so that as already noted above and as
first pointed out by Gershtein and Zeldovich,? the recoil
neutron distribution is here certainly expected to be
isotropic.

(b) Angular Distribution of Photons in Radiative
Capture of Polarized Muons

The internal bremsstrahlung (I.B.) photons emitted
in the radiative capture of polarized muons are also
expected to be characterized by an anisotropic angular
distribution relative to s,;:; this distribution is, for the
case of zero spin parent nuclei with the daughter nuclei

formed in a particular state:
14+P,B(a— b; vsa) (Su:1- 1), (83)

where y¥sa="7sa¥1 is the I.B. photon momentum vector,
B(a— b; vea) the corresponding anisotropy coefficient,
and, for the reasons mentioned in Sec. 7(a), the dis-

37 J. Bernstein and H. Primakoff (to be published).

P,
= 1+?[0.01](S“;1pneu: 1)7 (52(:)

cussion is again confined to the case of zero spin parent
nuclei.

The anisotropy coefficient 8(a — b; vs,) of Eq. (53)
may be directly calculated or may be obtained on the
basis of a theorem of Cutkosky?®® which shows that this
B(a— b; vea) is numerically equal to the helicity of a
massless positron emitted in the beta-decay process:
la; Z,A)— |b; Z—1,A)+et+v (Z/137K1; beta-decay
process allowed or forbidden). Now in a beta-decay
theory described by an effective Hamiltonian of the
type of Eq (la) with Gy® —*gy(‘e), GA(“) — gA(ﬁ),
Gp® — 0 the helicity of such a massless positron is 41
—thus in a muon radiative capture theory with an
He ™ characterized by GyW=gy®, G,W=g,w,
GpW=0, i.e., with an H.® in which all nucleon recoil
effects (terms ~v/m,) are omitted, one has

B(a—b;y)=1. (54)

Thus, summing over all the energetically accessible
states of the daughter nucleus, we obtain

Zb ﬁ((l—) b) Yba)Arnd(")(a‘—’ b, Yba

ﬁ ) >a =
(a5 (¥)a) S A (@ b 7o)

=1, (55)

which last pair of equations have also been explicitly
derived by H.Y. and L.?” and by Bernstein.?8

There is now very considerable interest in a calcu-
lation of B(a— b; vua), B(a; {¥)s), Where one includes
nucleon recoil terms ~»/m,, into the appropriate effec-
tive Hamiltonian, ie., includes in particular the
induced pseudoscalar and the conserved vector cur-
rent anomalous magnetic moment contributions—such
a calculation is being carried out by Bernstein.?® The
effect of the pseudoscalar term can be foreseen quali-

# R. E. Cutkosky, Phys. Rev. 107, 330 (1957).
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tatively on the basis of Cutkosky’s theorem?®® since
it is known that with an effective V, A4, P beta-decay
interaction the helicity of a massless positron is less
than unity; hence in a theory with gp® 0 the cal-
culated values of B(a — b; vsa), B(a; {y)s) Will also be
less than unity. Thus any measurement of the I.B.
photon angular distribution sufficiently accurate to fix
a reliable value for (1—8(a; (%)) will, upon comparison
with Bernstein’s theoretical expression?® for 8(a; {v)d),
yield an “experimental” value of gr® which can be
compared with the Goldberger-Treiman3-Wolfenstein®
theoretical value of 8g4® [Eq. (1c)].

(c) Polarization of Recoil Nuclei in
Muon Capture

The recoil daughter nuclei formed in muon capture
are in general polarized even when the polarization of
the muon itself at the instant of capture is negligible.
This effect has been discussed in a fairly general way
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by Treiman®® and by Fulton,* and for the particular
case of the hydrogen mu-mesic atom by Gershtein and
Zeldovich?? and by Bernstein and Primakoff.’” For
[pu—] in the hyperfine singlet state Gershtein and
Zeldovich?? point out that conservation of angular
momentum and the assumption that the neutrino has
unit negative helicity ensures, independent of the
magnitudes of the various coupling constants in Heg ),
that the helicity of the recil neutron is = — 1. For [ pu—]
in the hyperfine triplet state an explicit calculation by
Bernstein and Primakoff?” shows that the recoil neutron
helicity is

1 (GV(“)‘f‘GA (M))2+ (GP(M))2_6(GV(#)+GA(M))GP(M)
3 (Gr®+Ga®)2+ (Gp®@)2—2(Gy®W 4G4 @)Gp®

6a)

so that at low (H;!); molecule number densities the
over-all recoil neutron helicity is {using also Egs. (33a),
(33b), (27b), (1b), and (1c) (with (»),=0.94 m, [Eq.
(2c)] 'and (g4 ® /gy ®)=—1.21 1)}

3AW(L %;Hll)[l (Gv(u)+GA(u))2+(GP(M))Z_6(Gv(n>+GA(u))GP(u)] IA(“)(%_%;Hll)r
4 AWHY L3 (Gy®+Ga®)24 (Gp®)2— 2(Gy W +G ,®)Gp®

=2

4 A®WHY

Gy WG4 — (G4 ®)2—Gy®Gp®

=—0.99. (56b)

(Gy®)24-3(G4®)24 (Gp®)2— 2G , WGp®

This is very close to —1 as is indeed expected from the
fact that [A®W(34%; Hy)/AWGE—3; Hy)]K1 [Egs.
(33a) and (33b)].

In the calculation given by Treiman?® and by Fulton3®
the Het:® of Eq. (la) with Gy®W =gy W G, W =g, @),
Gp® =0, has been used ; also, for the reasons mentioned
in Sec. 7a, the discussion should be confined to the case
of zero spin parent nuclei. Making the additional
assumption that the wave functions |a; Jo=0%), |b;J3)
of the parent and daughter nuclei are such that the
s-wave part of exp(—ivs-r;) predominates over the
d wave, g wave, --- parts in the nuclear matrix ele-
ments,! so that J,=1%, one may calculate the polariza-
tion of the recoil daughter nuclei formed in a particular
state with J,=1%. Since in a J,=0*— J,=17 transi-
tion, as for example u=+ Ce?=v~+ (Bs?)ground state, the
spin independent nuclear matrix element (b|exp|a)
[Eq. (36b)] vanishes,! the spin dependent nuclear
matrix element (b|(exp)e|a) [Eq. (36b)] necessarily
cancels out of the expression for the recoil polarization
and this becomes

2 _prec;l+P Su:1
Toit(Procin)y== ——————

31—1Ps 57)
3L uSu; 1Prec; 1

Thus the recoil polarization is (anti) parallel to Prec1
only if the muon polarization at the instant of capture,
P,, vanishes. One can also obtain the recoil polarization
averaged over all possible directions of recoil : {(Js;1)}a

—this turns out to be (Jackson, Treiman, and Wyld#®)
{Jo)}n=3Pusu1 (58)

and is just what (Jp;1(Pre;1)) would be in a theory with
a parity conserving Hei. The quantity {(Js1)}a has
recently been measured by Love, Marder, Nadelhaft,
Siegel, and Taylor’ on the basis of the observation of
the angular anisotropy, relative to s,1, of the decay
electrons of the daughter nucleus: (Bs2)ground state-
{(Ju;1)}» was found to be positive if one identified the
directions 8,1 and Pneg. muon; 1 [EQ. (43b)] while its
magnitude was appropriate to a reasonable amount of
depolarization of the Bs2 by hyperfine interaction with
its atomic electrons.

(d) Polarization of Photons in
Radiative Muon Capture

The internal bremsstrahlung (I.B.) photons emitted
in radiative muon capture are circularly polarized
independent of any residual polarization of the muon
itself. Cutkosky,*® H.Y. and L.?” and Bernstein?® have
shown that the degree of circular polarization,
B'(a¢— b; vsa) of any IB. photon with momentum ype—
B'(a— b; vea) = =1 for complete right-hand, left-hand

® Jackson, Treiman, and Wyld, Phys. Rev. 107, 327 (1957).

“ Love, Marder, Nadelhaft, Siegel, and Taylor, Phys. Rev.
Letters 2, 107 (1959).
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circular polarization—is numerically equal to the
parameter B(¢— b;vs) which is the corresponding
anisotropy coefficient of the I.B. photon momentum
directional distribution [Eq. (53)]. The conclusions
drawn in Sec. (7b) about B(a— b;vs), B(a;{Y))
therefore can be applied to the corresponding quantities
B'(a— b; o),

268" (@—b; Ysa)Araa® (@ — b; Ysa)
2o Araa® (e — b; Yba)

B'(a; ()a)= (59)

PRIMAKOFF

so that in particular one expects deviations from
complete right circular polarization of the I.B. photons
only to the extent that the induced pseudoscalar inter-
action is present.
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