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Assuming isospin, the current-current form of the weak interactions of hadrons, and the most general matrix element
for the hadron current, expressions are obtained for the decay rate, the final particle energy spectra, and the final baryon—
lepton angular correlation. The results are presented in a manner that allows easier comparison between theories and
significant data. In particular, a table is given which will allow comparisons between theory and experiment for decay
widths. It also allows one to determine which of the many interactions are important in the energy spectra for the various

decay modes.

1. INTRODUCTION

With the accumulation of more and more experi-
mental data, it will become possible in the future to
determine some of the finer aspects of the hadronic
part of the semileptonic decay matrix elements. For
such phenomenological analysis, it is desirable to have
explicit formulas for the decay rates, energy spectra,
angular correlation, etc., where due consideration is
given to the total structure of the matrix elements,
and which can be easily understood by all physicists.

This work was undertaken with the hope that it
would form a bridge between experimental and theo-
retical physicists.! Some of the results have been ob-
tained earlier by Belov et al.,2 Harrington,? and others.4~7
We have reduced all the functions to only two kine-
matic scalars, and these two are the physically meaning-
ful momentum-transfer squared and one scalar involv-
ing energy or angle variables.

We are assuming the current—current form of the
hadronic weak interaction and isospin. We are not as-
suming SU(3), Cabibbo theory, or mass degeneracy.
As more experimental data becomes available, this will
allow rigorous tests of Cabibbo theory or other new
models that may be proposed. (We keep the form
factors real, which means we assume time-reversal in-
variance. However, since we assume isospin, a slight
modification allows a test of T" or CP violation. See
Sec. 2.)

We use much of the notation of Cabibbo and Velt-
man.5° The metric and form of the Dirac equation

1 Many of the results of this investigation were reported earlier.

See M. M. Nieto and H. T. Nieh, Bull. Am. Phys. Soc. 12, 595
1967).

( 2 V.) P. Belov, B. S. Mingalev, and V. M. Shekhter,

Zh. Eksperim. i Teor. Fiz. 38, 541 (1960) [English transl.: Soviet

Phys.—JETP 11, 392 (1960) ].

3D. R. Harrington, Phys. Rev. 120, 1482 (1960).

4 L. Egardt, Nuovo Cimento 27, 368 (1963).

5 W. Drechsler, Nuovo Cimento 38, 345 (1965).

6 N. Brene, L. Veje, M. Roos, and C. Cronstrém, Phys. Rev.
149, 1288 (1966).

7 C. E. Carlson, Phys. Rev. 152, 1433 (1966).

8 M. Veltman in the Proceedings of the 1964 Easter School at
Herceg—Novi, Volume III, CERN, Report 64-13, 1964 (unpub-
lished).

°N.) Cabibbo and M. Veltman, Weak Interactions, CERN,
Report 65-30, 1965 (unpublished).

10 N. Cabibbo, 1965 Brandeis University Summer Institute in
Theoretical Physics, Volume 11, Particle Symmetries, M. Chretien
and S. Deser, Eds. (Gordon and Breach Science Publishers, Inc.,
New York, 1966), p. 3.

is given in Appendix A. In Sec. 2 we set up the problem
for the decay width, and evaluate the matrix elements.
Then, in Secs. 3 and 4, we obtain the formulas for the
energy spectra and the angular correlation, respectively.
In the final section we discuss the pertinence of our re-
sults to experiments. A table is given which allows an
easy comparison between theory and experiment for
decay widths and lets one determine which spectral
terms are important for a given decay process, as shown
by an example of current interest.

2. DECAY MATRIX ELEMENT FOR
B—B'+143

We are considering the semileptonic decay of a baryon
into a final baryon, a lepton, and an antineutrino, i.e.,

B—>B'+i+5. (2.1)

(See Fig. 1.) The mass and 4-momenta of the initial
baryon, final baryon, and final lepton are (M, p),
(M', k), and (m, ¢'). The 4-momenta of the anti-
neutrino is (g). We often use the quantities Q and K

defined by
Q=Q+9I=P_k:
K=p+k. (2.2)

The weak interaction Hamiltonian is assumed to be
of the current-current type:

%(x) = (G/V2)[J*(x)g*(x) +he.],  (23)

where J and g are, respectively, the hadronic current
and the leptonic current, G is the weak coupling con-
stant!!

G=(1.0232)10"%/M 2,

G*/2=0.6755X10"2 MeV—, (2.4)
and M, is the mass of the proton.
The matrix element of the leptonic current is
Lr= (g, 7(q9) | 94(0) | 0),
= (2m)*a(q") [v*(1+7°) Jo(g)- (2.5)

The matrix element of the hadronic current between

1 This value is taken from Ref. 6. If the determination of the
coupling constant changes in the future, our numerical results can
be changed by simple multiplication. All masses used in this work
zz.rer’.]a)ken from A. H. Rosenfeld e al., Rev. Mod. Phys. 39, 1

1967).
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two baryons is given by
H=(B'(k) | J*(0) | B(p) ),

= (2m)~%a(k) [Fyy*+ (Fo/ M) o*Q +i(Fs/ M) Q¥
+Grv* S+ (Go/ M) o#v*Q +i(Gs/ M) v*Q*Ju(p), (2.6)

where the F’s and G’s are the hadronic form factors,
assumed to be functions of the momentum transfer
squared (Q?). In the terminology of Weinberg,? Fy, F,,
G, and G; are associated with “first-class” currents
(proper Lorentz vectors with G parity 41, and axial
Lorentz vectors with G parity —1). F; and G, are
associated with “second-class” currents (G parity oppo-
site that of the first-class currents).

If the lepton and antilepton currents are coupled to
hadron currents that are members of the same isospin
multiplet, then time-reversal violation occurs only by
means of the second-class currents.®!? Thus, with this
added assumption, we just make the form factors of
the second-class currents imaginary; and if such terms
exist, they violate time-reversal invariance. If one as-
sumes SU(3), then the result holds with the isospin
multiplet becoming an octet.’?

The terms in (2.6) are called

v vector,

Q¥ weak magnetism,

0 scalar,

yhyb axial vector,

o"y5Q”  axial magnetism,
YoQ* induced pseudoscalar.

Equation (2.6) can also be written as
= (2m)~a(k) [ fry*+i( fo/ M) K*i( fo/ M) Q*
F vy +i(ge/ M) v K +i(ge/ M) v"Q* Ju(p),

where

2.7

fi=F[14-(M'/M) ]F,
fo=PF,
fs=Fs
a=G—[1—(M'/M)]G.
g82=GCo
83=Ga. " (2.8

The (2.6) form of H* has more physical content,
since each term has a definite G parity and a definite

22 S, Weinberg, Phys. Rev. 112, 1375 (1958). Also, Reference 8
has a good discussion on this point.
13 N. Cabibbo, Phys. Letters 12, 137 (1964).
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(q',m)

(q)
(p,M)

(k,M")

F1e. 1. The semileptonic decay process B— B’+l+7. The74-
momenta and mass of the initial baryon, final baryon, and final
lepton are (p,M), (k,M’), and (¢’,m). The 4-momenta of the antie
neutrino is (g). )

unitary parity. However, using (2.7) allows great sim-
plification in computation, and the results can trivially
be converted by means of (2.8). For these reasons we
use the (2.7) form of H* to calculate functions, but
most of our numerical results are given in terms of the
more physically meaningful (2.6) form of the hadron
current.

Later in this paper we integrate over the Q? variable.
This can be done if we parameterize the form factors
by a polynomial expansion. However, one does not
expect a wide variation of the form factors because the
maximum Q? is small. Because of this and the fact that
Fy and G; have lowest-order symmetry breaking, we
keep the other form factors constant and express Fy
and G; by

Fyi=F[1—(4/M*) ],

Si=fT1— (/M%) @],

Gi=G[1—(B/M?) @],
a=g[1—(8/M2)Q*],
- (2.9)

where 4, o, B, 8 are parameter constants. This implies
that

FA=jo, GB=38. (2.10)

Any of the other form factors can be similarly expanded
and integrated.

The total decay rate (inverse lifetime) is now given
by

I'=ri= (2a)—1 / Pqdq Pk (p—h—g—q)

X -E.%( [T, (211)

where

T=(2r)*(G/N2) HeL», (2.12)

To calculate the square of the matrix element we
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combine (2.5), (2.7), and (2.12) to obtain

G — ikt M’ :
EPZN 1q Tl2)—4(2 i [( 12k0 ) (f1 i 22 K“+ziQ“+g1‘/"'75+z——K“75+ Q“ 5) ?P—:M
(fw‘+¢—f—K*+tiQ*+gvv —ziK* S—i = Q’Wﬁ)] ( ;Iq:_m v+ ——— ( -l ’(1+75))
G2 T 2
= B ok [32F(Q%p-9) 1. (2.13)

In the last line of (2.13) we use the fact that all invariants can be expressed in terms of the masses, and two
scalars, here Q% and (p+q). It is useful to note that

Q*=(p—k)2=—M*—M"—2(p+k), (2.14)
prk=—3(Q*+M>+M"), (2.15)
b =3(Q*+M"—M?) —(p-q). (2.16)

A long trace calculation (see Appendix B) leads to the result

FY (@, p-q) = (fi*+8®) 2(p-q) [M"*—M>+m*—2(p+q) I+ (f1— ) [20%(pq) —5 (Q*+m2) (Q*+M"—M?) ]
—[( f+gd) /M*][8(p+q)*—4(p-q) (M"—M*+-m?>+Q?) +5(Q*+m?) (m2—4M?2) 15 (Q*+M2+M"2)

—L( S48/ M*Jm*5 (Q*4m?) 3 (QP+M+M") — [ fofstgogs) /M T[4m2(p+ q) —m?(Q*4-m2) T (Q*+M2+-M ")
+MM'(f2—g*) (Q*+m*) — (M'/M) ( f—g) [8(p+q)*—4(p+q) (M"*—M*+m2+Q2) +3 (Q*+m2) (m?—4M?) ]
—(M'/M) ( f#—gs*) m*3 (Q+m?) — (M'/ M) ( f2 fs— goga) [4m? (p+ @) —m*(QP+m?) ]
+(M'/M) (frfot8i82) [8(p+9)2—2(p-q) 2Q*+m2+2M"*—2M7%) — 2M*(Q*+m?2) ]
+2(M'/ M) (frfstgige) m*(p+q) + (frfo—gage) [8(p+ )2 —2(p+ ) (20°+-3m*+-2M 2 — 2M?) — (Q*+m?) (2M2—m?) ]

+(f1fs—ggs) m[2(p+q) —(Q*+m)]. (2.17)
Inserting (2.16) into (2.17) yields
F(Q2, poq') = (fit+g’) (P+M" = M>=2p-q) (m*—Q*+2p+q)
+3(fi—g) QN+ M2 — M2 —m2—4p-q') +m?(M2—M") ]
+L(fo* g2 /M I2(Q*+ M2 —M2=2p-q') (m*+2p-q') +5(Q*+m?) (4M?—m?) T5 (Q*+M>+M")
=3[ (f+g?) /M*Im*(Q*+m?) 3 (Q*+M*+M™)
—[(fefstgegs) /M*Im?(Q*+2M "2 —2M2—m2—4p+¢') 5 (Q*+M>+M"?)
+ MM (fe—g?) (Q*+m2) +(M'/M) ( f2—g*) [2(Q*+M"*—M2—=2p+¢') (m*+2p+q") +3(Q*+m2) (AM2—m?) ]
—3(M'/M) ( f—gs) m*(Q*+m?) — (M'/M) ( fa fs— gogs) m*(Q*+2M "2 —2M>—m?—4p+q')
—(M'/M) (frfortguge) L(Q*H+M2—M2—2p-¢) (mP+4p+¢) +2M*(Q*+m?) ]
+(M'/M) ( fi fstg1gs) m*(Q*+M"*—M?—2p-¢')
— (i fo—gg) [(Q*+M2—M2=2p-¢") B3m?+4p-q') + (2M2—m?) (Q*+m?) ]
—(frfs—guge) MM —M"*+m?+2p-¢'].  (2.18)
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3. ENERGY SPECTRA

To obtain the energy spectra we use the method described in Appendix C of Ref. 9.
Combining (2.13) and (2.11) yields

G [ gk
r= f S (p—k—q—q') FX(Q2, p-q). 3.1
w2 i (? q—q¢ ) F1(Q% p+q) (3.1)

We work in the center-of-mass system, so that po=M, (p+q) = —Mqo, (pq’) =—Mgqy, and
Q?=—M2—M"+2Mk,. (3.2)

FT! and F™! are then independent of angle.
For calculating the baryon spectrum the ¢’ integration is done immediately, so that the integral part of (3.1) is

= [ 2[99 50— ho— o) F(Q2, -
2= o [ st ama) (@ 0. (33)

Changing the k and q integrations to polar coordinates yields

Z=8’r2/|kl2dlk|fmzd[ql M —k—go— (| q [+ | K P20 | g || K )T FUQ, pog),  (34)
ko QOQO' —1

where z is the cosine of the angle between q and k. We now use

[ Li&1=1/ 17 |, (35)
where 2, is defined by f(z) =0, i.e.,
a=[(M—k—g)*— | q|*— |k [2]/2 [k ]| q]. (3.6)
For our case »
111 (@) | =¢'(2)/ |kl ql, (3.7)
so that
, (1EldIk] rlaldlal ;0 . L,
z=te [ [ S P@ prg0(1—), (38)

where the 8 step function insures that —1<2,<1.
By realizing that
|k |d|k| =kodk, (3.9)

we can change the momentum spectrum to an energy spectrum,* so that
Z=8 / Fodko f gl P (Q?, prq)0(1—22). (3.10)

The condition that 22<1 means that

a_<q<lay,

(MM w2 —m—2M ko) (M —ko) & |k | R
o= (MM —2Mky) ’

R=[(M24M"2—m2—m2—2Mhe)2—Am, mE ]2, . (3.11)

14 By making use of (3.9), our results can be converted at once to momentum spectra, if the reader so desires. Where it will
cause no confusion, we shall henceforth use the word neutrino instead of antineutrino.
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where we have temporarily left in a neutrino mass. The necessity for the factor in the square root to be positive
implies that

ao=(2M) ' [M>+M"— (m+m,)*]> k. (3.12)
Now setting 7, =0 gives
e (M24-M"—m2—2Mky)
= 2(M2M"—2Mk)

*(M =kt | Kk|),

Q2+m2 [M2_ M'?,__ Q2 ]
= + k]| | .
o | =l (3.13)
This finally yields the decay width I' in terms of the baryon energy-spectrum function, Sg:
G? a

I's———[ dkoSe(ky), 3.14

Qu)yMhi o 5(k) (314)

Sa(k)= [ dgoF(Qt, —Ma). (3.15)

An explicit integration gives )
Sp(ko) = (f2+g?) [2(M"*—M>*+m?) As—4 A3+ ( fr—g) 202 42— 3 (Q*+m?) (Q*+M"2—M?) A,1]

[ fi+2) /MEI8 As— (M= M2+ Qi) st} (i) (m—4M) AT QP M)
—iL(f2+g®) /M2 Im* (Q*+-m?) (Q*+M2+M") A1 —[( foftgogs) /M Im[ 242 —3(Q*+m?) A1 J(Q*+M*+M"%)
+MM'( ft—g) (QP+m*) Ai— (M'/M)  f#—g2?) [8As—4(M 2= M+ Q*+-m?) Ax+5(Q*+m?) (m>—4M?) Aq]

=3 (M'/M) (f8—gs") m*(Q*+m?) A1— (M'/ M)  fofs— gags) m*[4As— (Q*+m?*) A1]
=2(M'/M) ( ffotgage) [—4 45+ (2Q+2M "2 —2M2+m?) As+M2(Q*+m?) A1]
+2(M'/M) ( frfstg1gs) m* As— (1 fo—182) [—845+2(20°+2M " —2M*+-3m?) As+ (Q*+m?) (2M*—m?) A;]
+(frfs—g1gs) M2 42— (Q*+m?) A4], (3.16)
A.=[(—=M)/n)(a;"—a), n=1,2,3:--. (3.17)

Use of (3.13) shows that the ( fi—g)? term is identically zero, so that there is no f1g; interference in the baryon
spectrum. However, this is not true for the other spectra as is commonly thought. We come back to this point
later.

In a similar manner, one can obtain the lepton and neutrino spectra. For the lepton spectrum the result is

G2 4o / U
1“=me dgo’ Sr(q), (3.18)
Ay
Sula)= [ dkeFU(Q, —Ma), (3.19)
A-
d4
= [ agrn(e, - ), (3.20)
d—
Ag= (M24-m2—M")/2M, (3.21)
(M—g/) AP+ M m—2Mg)) % | ¢ | (M*—M"+m*—2Mgy)
A= - 5 (3.22)
2(M2-m2—2Mgy)

_—MPm+M(—g'£ | Q' |) (M*—M"+m*—2M¢)
B (M2+-m2—2Mg,') :

The integration of the spectral functions to obtain the lepton and neutrino spectra requires use of the form

ds (3.23)
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factor expansions (2.9). Using them in (3.20) yields
2M S1(q) = (J*+8) [—Ds+(—4M g’ — M "*+ M +m?) Dyt (M "*— M?+2M ') (m*—2M¢") Dy]
=20 (Pat3?8) /M*][— Det(—4M g’ — M"*+M?+m?) Dy+ (M2 —M?*+2Mqy') (m*—2Mqo') Dz]
+L( Pa2 42268 /M I[— D5+ (—4M g — M "*+M2~+-m?) Dyt (M"*— M?+2M ¢') (m?—2M ¢") Ds ]
+ (=23 Ds—[—2Mq)'+3 (M?>—M"*+m?) I1Dp+5m?(M?—M") Dy}
—2(F=8) [(fa—2B8) /M*1{3Ds—[ —2M g’ +5 (M2 —M"+m?) 1Ds-+m? (M?—M") Dy}
+L(Ja—38)Y/ M*J3 Ds—[—2M s+ (M2~ M+ IDuck-hm (M2~ M) Dy}
+L( 2 /MY (—2M gy +M2+-4m?) Dy
+D,[ —4M?q2—2M g’ 2M "2 —m?) +2m2 M 2+ (M2 — im?) (M2+M"2+m?) ]
+D; $(M2H-M")[—8M2%2—4AM qo' (M2 — M2 —m?) +2m? (M2 — M?) +3m2 (4M2—m?) ]}
— 1L ( fi+82) /MY Dt (MM ) Dt (M2 M) Dy
—[(fa fork-g1gs) /M3 Dsct (2M g +3M— 3 M2 —yoit) Dot (M2 M%) (2M gy + M2~ M2~ i) D]
+MUM (Jo—g) [Dart- D]~ 2M ML Pa—8) /ML Dot-me D H MM Jra2— )/ M D m?Dy]
—(M'/ M) ( f2—g2*) [(4M gy’ —§m? — 2M*) Do+ {8M?qo*+-4M g/ (M2 — M* —m?) —m*(2M "2 —5m?*) } Dy ]
— (M'/M) (f¢—g5*) (Gm?) [Dot-m?Dy ] — (M'/M) ( fo fs— gogs) m*[ Dot (+4M g’ +2M "> — 2M*—m?) D1 ]

—(M'/M) (ffat-gge) {(—4M gy +m*+2M?) Do-[ —8M?qy" —2M g’ (2M 2 — 202 —m?) +m (M *+M?) 1 D1}

+(M'/M) [ ffert-8:B) /M1 (—AM g’ +m?+2M?) Dy
[ — 82,2 —2M g’ (2M"*— 2M> —ma?) +m (M "+ M2) ]Ds}
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+(M'/ M) ( Jfstgs) m{ Dot (M2 —M?+2M ') Dy]— (M'/ M) [ (offs+B8gs) / M Im Dot (M " — M*+2M ") D ]

— (Jfa=32) { (—4M g/ +2m2>--2M?) Dy [ —8M2qy*— 2M gi/ (2M"*— 2M?— 3m?) +-m2(3M 2 — M? —m?) 1Dy}

+[(offa—Bigs) /M2]{ (—4M gy -+ 2m2++2M?) Dy-[ — 8 Mgy —2M g/ (2M2—2M? — 3m?) +-m?(3M " — M?—m?) 1Dy}
— ({fs—5gs) m*(—2M g’ — M"*+M?~+m?) Di+[ (offs—BEgs) / M*Im* (—2M g’ — M "*+M>+m?) D,,  (3.24)
Da=(dy"—d_") /n,  n=1,2,3--. (3.25)

Lastly, we give the result for the neutrino spectrum S,(go) :

G
T ol /0 S (), (3.26)

S = [ amF(@, —Mgo),

(8
- (ZM)“‘f dQ2F1(Q%, —Mgqy), (3.27)

b
o= (2M)~[M*— (m~+M")%], (3.28)

_ (M —m—2Mq) (M —go) £ || R

Cx= z(Mz__ZMqO) ’ (3-29>
R =[ (M2 —M"—m2—2M o) —4M"*m?], (3.30)
3, = 2P (M= M) — M MR (3:31)

(MZ—ZMQ())
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Again using (2.9), this explicitly yields
2M S, (qo) = —2M qo[M"*— M*+m*+2M ]{ (F+8*) BiL —2(Pat58) / M*1Bo+[ (FPar+56%) / M*1Bs}
+(J=2)11=2(J=) [(Ja—28) /M*JJo+[( Ja—28) /M*} ],
+L(fHg2) /MY N1 [8M?q?+-4M go (M2 — M>~+m?) +5m? (m? —4M?) 1+No[ 4Mgo+5 (m*—4M?) ]}
+L(f2+gs*) /M2 sm?(m*N1+Ne) —[( f2 fs+gogs) /M*Im?[ (4M qo+m*) N1+N2]
+MM' (2~ (m*Bi+By) — (2M'/M) ( fa—g6) (m*BatBs) + (M'/M?) ( fa2—g6%) (m*By+Bs)
—(M'/M) ( f2—g) { BIL8M?q>+4M go(M "> — M>+m?) +3m* (m>—4M?) ]+ Bo[ 4M qo+3 (m>—4M?) T}
—(M'/M) ( f—gs) 3m*[m*Bi+By ]+ (M'/ M) ( f> fs— gogs) m*[ (4M go+m?) B1+B;]
—2(M'/M) { By( Jfa+8g2) — BoL (Jfoat-88:8) / MP T} [ — AMqi*+M qo(2M? —2M 2 —mi?) +m>M?]
—2(M"/M) { Bo( Jfat%g2) — BsL ( [fot-5gB) /M*]} (M2 —2M go) — 2M 'mqo{ By( Jfs+8gs) — Bal ( [fsat2gs8) /M*]}
—2{B1( Jfa—gge) —BoL (Jfoa—4g:8) /M T} [ —4M2q*+M g0 (2M> —2M "2 —3m?) +5m? (2M2—m?) ]
—2{Ba( Jf2—ge) —BsL (Jfor—52:8) / MP Y [M>—2M qo—m¥] —  Jfs—gs) m*[ (2M go+m?) By+ B, ]
+L(Tfra—5eB) /M= Im?[ (2M go+m?) Bo+B5],  (3.32)

where
B.= (b+n__b_n) /n)

Jn=—1Buat L (M2—M"—m2—4M qo)*Bupr +im2(M2—M") B,,
Ny=—1Buy—3(M*+M")B,, n=1,2,3, -+ (3.33)

4. ANGULAR CORRELATION

The derivation of the angular correlation between the final baryon and lepton is more complicated than that
of the energy spectra, but is done in a similar manner. Starting from (3.4) and changing to energy integrations,
we have

Z= 87r2f dx/dk fd : ”q VRS 5y g — o) FI(Q2, — M), (4.1)

g=(|q I2+Ikl2+2x|q [[& )
=M—ko—£70', (4.2)

where « is the cosine of the angle between q’ and k.
Integrating with respect to the go’ variable yields a factor, as in (3.7), of

101N Qolq|
D = | T T (g e Tk T | (43
g’ must be such that the quantity in the 6 function of (4.1) is zero. The solution of this is
(M —ko) (M24+M""~4m2—2kM) —x | & | (W)12
(M —ke)'—2 (k= M) ] :
W= (M*+M"—m2—2kM)2—4m? | Kk [2(1—2?). (44)

In obtaining (4.4) there is an ambiguity of sign in front of the square root. The listed (—) sign can be seen to
be correct by taking the limit

Yo=qo'=

g'~]q |>]|k]|>m~0 (4.5)

and expanding (4.2) and (4.4) in powers of .
We also need the quantity in the square root of (4.4) to be positive. The solution of this condition is
W= (k—K) (ke—K_) 20, : (4.6)

M (MM —m2) £ m(Ko) 12
LM —m(1—a)]
Ko= (1—22) [(M2+M"+m?)* — 4 (m? M4 MM *4-m2 M 7). (4.7)

K:I:=
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The meaning of (4.6) is that the &y energy domain is restricted for certain values of x—specifically, between

K_ and K. This introduces the factor

e(ko, .’)C) =1 —O(ko—K_) +0(ko—K+) .

(4.8)

Combining these results and using the kinematic limits for the %o integration, we have for the angular corre-

lation ¥ (x)

GZ 1
MM j2M dke |k || g’ |2
= k FIL(Q2, —Mqy),
vw=], T T (o) agy T ] O 7@ =00
qo'=7o. (4.10)
Remembering that
Q?=—M?2—M"+2Mk,,
we can write
- dQ* | k| g2 ) ,
= -1 x) FIL Q% — M 4.11
¥(x)=(2) /—(M~Mr)2 Q| (M—ko)+xq | K || P, ) P, @), ( )
(02 x) =1—0(Q*—M2—M"+2MK_)+6(Q*—M*—M"*+2MK.,). (4.12)

5. DISCUSSION

The results obtained in the last two sections in
principle allow a comparison between theory and ex-
periment. However, at first glance the lines of equations
seem too complex to be understood. Fortunately, this
is not the case.

The first quantity sought is the decay width. From
Sec. 3 we see that, given the masses of the particles
involved in any particular decay mode, we can inte-
grate the various terms of, say, the neutrino spectrum.
Then by multiplying the results by the appropriate
form factor constants for a given theoretical model,
one could add the terms and have a predicted decay
width.

In addition we wish to know which terms are sig-
nificant for the spectra or angular correlation. To plot
the curves of all the terms for all the decay modes
would quickly get out of hand and leave one with an
unintelligible mass of graphs. However, integrating the
absolute value of the spectral terms would give a “feel-
ing” for the term’s possible importance in a given
process. It is necessary to integrate the absolute value
of the spectral terms because some terms might almost
integrate to zero, (meaning that they gave negligible
contribution to the decay width) but yet still be im-
portant in determining the shape of the spectra or
angular correlation. (We see an example of this later.)

Indeed, some important terms integrate exactly to
zero for the decay width, but are significant in deter-
mining the spectral shapes. An especially important
example of this is the vector-axial vector interference
term, (F—G@)2?, which comes from (F, () cross terms
with (1++°). As was shown in Sec. 3, this term is zero

6r
(F,®) g (F,-6)
(F,G,Fa)

.5k

(F,8,Fe~-F2) (F, G,F,=0)
Aar

Su
3f
21+
A
L 1 1 1
0] 50 100 150 200
) '
9,

F1c. 2. This shows a graph of the lepton energy spectrum in
absolute units of 105 (MeV-sec)™ as a function of the lepton
energy in MeV for the process T~ ¢~ ¥ with vector, axial vector,
and weak magnetism couplings given by Cabibbo theory [see Eq.
(5.4)]. The vertical line indicates the spectrum maximum. The
positions of the maxima for spectra with only vector and axial
vector couplings, and for vector and negative axial vector cou-
plings are also indicated. A second curve shows the spectrum that
would exist if the weak magnetism form factor had the same value
as the axial vector form factor. The maxima (123.5 MeV) would
be in between the two maxima from the pure vector and axial
vector couplings. A third curve shows the spectra if the weak
magnetism form factor changes sign, (Fa—>—Fz).
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Tasie I. This table gives information on the decay widths and spectra of the processes listing each column. For rows 1-18, the top
one number the two are the same) gives the integral of the absolute value of the neutrino spectrum for that form factor term. The same

in Eq. (2.4).
(1) n—pe v (2) A—peT (3) A—puP (4) Z——ne v
1) 0.18891073 0.1514 X108 0.2435x107 0.8997X108
(2) F24 0.3684X107° 0.2189x10¢ 0.8450X10° 0.2393X107
(3) 242 0.2029X1071 0.1231X10* 0.7647X10? 0.2472X10°
(4) FF, —0.5453X10°8 0.3544X108 0.4067X10° 0.3971 107
0.2650X10°¢ 0.2998 X107 0.2773 X108 0.2407 X108
(5) FF4 —0.6277 X101 0.3978 X10¢ 0.6961X10? 0.8180X10°
0.3157X10712 0.3782X10° 0.5209 %104 0.556710°
(6) FF, F0.1344X10°¢ F0.9911 X102 F0.3730X108 F0.3747X10%
(7) FFA F0.1539X10712 F0.100010* F0.6906X10* F0.6927 X 10t
(8) Fa? —0.1126X1077 0.2178 X108 0.2502x10° 0.2370107
0.2660 10 0.2751X107 0.2565X108 0.2135X108
(9) Fg 0.5589 1010 0.3146X10t 0.2172X10° 0.1608 X102
(10) G* 0.5668 1072 0.4502x108 0.7270X107 0.2655X10°
(11) @B 0.1325X10°8 0.1082X107 0.2703X10¢ 0.1169X108
(12) G=B? 0.8550X10°16 0.849410* 0.2607X10¢ 0.1684X10°
(13) GG: ¥F0.1175X1078 +0.9532 X107 +0.1913 107 F0.7607 X108
(14) GG;B F0.147210™1 +0.1375X108 F0.3649X10° ¥F0.2012X107
(15) GGs 0.3667X10710 0.5151X10! 0.8647X10¢ 0.2731X10?
(16) GG:B 0.3528 X107 0.3718x1071 0.1436X10? 0.3616
0.3534X1071 0.3742101 0.3632
17) G 0.7133X10* 0.6492X10° 0.1396 108 0.7018X107
(18) G 0.8231 X107 0.1010Xx10? 0.3901X10? 0.1013
19) (F—9)* 0.6600X10~7 0.8101X108 0.7370X108 0.6679X107
(20) (F—g)(FA—GB) 0.1573 X101 0.2046X10° 0.2781X10* 0.3094 X108
(21) (FA—GB)? 0.1006< 1018 0.1550X10? 0.2703X10? 0.4302X10¢
(22) F,F; 0.2000X10718 0.1700 0.6611X10% 0.1216X10
(23) G:G;s 0.2035X10°18 0.1700 0.6611X10% 0.1216X10*

for the final baryon spectra as all leptonic variables
have been integrated out. In the static limit ( |k | =
m?2=0) the interference term is also zero for the neutrino
and lepton spectra [see (2.17)7]. However, although
the static approximation is justified for beta decay,!®
it is not universally valid for hadronic semileptonic
decays. Thus, for large enough Q2 the interference term

8 J. D. Jackson, Elementary Particle Physics and Field Theory,
1962 Brandeis Lectures, K. W. Ford, Ed. (W. A. Benjamin, Inc.,
New York. 1963), Vol. I, p. 263.

can be non-negligible and be seen,’® and should be
taken into account.

The results of the type of numerical calculations
described above for seventeen semileptonic decay

16 The possibility of the lepton spectrum having an interference
term was brought to the attention of the author by P. Franzini and
J. Cole. P. Franzini and N. Yeh had performed calculations for the
lepton spectrum which showed that the terms existed, contrary to
what is often believed. J. Cole had performed a Monte-Carlo
integration for the process = —n-¢~+7, with imaginary data
taken from a Dalitz plot. His result gave a shift of a few MeV in the
lepton spectrum when one changed the sign of F/G.
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number times the form factors labeling the row is the contribution to the decay width in sec™!. The bottom number (if there is only
is true of rows 19-23, which integrate to zero for the decay width contribution. The value of the weak coupling constant used is given

(5) Z—nuv (6) Z——>AeT (7) E=—>Ae7 (8) E-—Au7 9) B0—Zte D (10) =—-Ztu v
0.3985X108 0.3655X10¢8 0.3190x108 0.8615X107 0.2938x107 0.2387x10°
0.1946X107 0.9767X10? 0.4423 X108 0.2571X10¢ 0.1525%108 0.3848 X108
0.266010° 0.1015x10! 0.2383 X104 0.2053X10¢ 0.3075X%10? 0.1558X10!
0.1566<107 0.1515%10¢ 0.7148 X108 0.1547108 0.2396X108 0.6429102
0.8373107 0.3122X10° 0.6187 X107 0.1127X107 0.3495X108 0.6728%x103
0.410110° 0.3146 10t 0.769210¢ 0.234010* 0.9659x102 0.5041
0.2467 %108 0.7293 X102 0.7482X108 0.1898 108 0.1585%10¢ 0.5481 X101
F0.4637x107 F0.4858 10" F0.1522X108 7F0.1036X107 F0.2323 X102 F0.3609<10¢
F0.1318 X108 F0.9086X10~2 F0.1472 10 F0.1705% 108 ¥0.8430x10? F0.2934 102
0.9353X108 0.9752108 0.4402X108 0.9533 X108 0.1522 X108 0.4085102
0.7471 1107 0.3013X10¢ 0.5689<107 0.1043X107 0.3325x108 0.6452X10?
0.305910¢ 0.6646X1071 0.4729 10t 0.5477X10° 0.4425 0.1540<10°
0.1181X10° 0.1095x107 0.9492 X108 0.2571 X108 0.8790X107 0.7155X10°
0.6830<107 0.4873x10* 0.2186X107 0.8533X108 0.7592x108 0.1164x10¢
0.1084108 0.7084 %10t 0.1646X10° 0.750110¢ 0.2142X10* 0.4752x10
F0.3848 X108 F0.9979X10° F0.1968 X108 F0.6367 X107 F0.1116 X107 F0.1270X10°
F0.1188107 F0.2665x10? F0.2721 X108 7F0.1100X108 F0.5784 X104 +0.1036 X 10
0.2185X10¢ 0.1031 » 0.7728 X101 0.2812X 108 0.6976 0.188010%
0.5245X10¢ 0.13791073 0.5347X1071 0.4048X10? 0.1809X102 0.1469
0.1393 X103 0.5382X10 0.1826X102
0.3682X10? 0.2924x10¢ 0.1312 X107 0.4481 108 0.4555X108 0.5843x10?
0.1470x10¢ 0.3570%x10™ 0.1450X101 0.1097X10° 0.4750X107 0.3857X1071
0.2292X107 0.8073x10* 0.1669X107 0.3003 <108 0.9158 108 0.1737X10?
0.1360X108 0.3773 X102 0.4041X10° 0.1016X10° 0.8308 X108 0.2833 %10t
0.2157x10¢ 0.5290X107* 0.2935X108 0.8962X102 0.226110* 0.1161X107?
0.1784X10° 0.1470%X102 0.2497 0.1921X104 0.1384x10! 0.1122 10!
0.1784X108 0.14701072 0.2497 0.1921X10¢ 0.1384x101 0.112210t

processes are listed in Table I. The numbers were ob-
tained by integrating the neutrino spectrum (3.32),
using the formula for the decay width (3.26). Before
integration the spectra were converted to the F and
G form factors by means of (2.8)-(2.10), and the
similar form factor terms were combined. The weak
coupling constant of (2.4) was used, the integrals
were done to one part in 104 and the results are in
units of sec™..

For rows 1-18, there are two numbers in each column
(one number is printed if the two numbers are the

same) . The top number is the decay width figure. This
figure times the value of the form factors that label
the row will give that term’s contribution to the decay
width.

Take, for example, beta decay using only the form
factors F=1 and G=1.18. From column 1 we then
have

T'=(1.0)2(0.1889 10~3%) + (1.18)2(0.5668 10~%),
=(0.98) 10~ sec?,

7= (1.02) 10° sec. (5.1)
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TasiE II. Using the form factors of Eq. (5.4) with the labeled sign changes, in the table we give the coordinates
of the lepton energy spectrum maxima for the decay Z~—ne 7.

7a F, -G F,G, F, 7@, —F -G F.  F,—G —F
Energy of spectrum 120 128 129% 1113 118% 137
maxima (MeV)
Flux of spectrum maxima 0.556 0.555 0.550 0.592 0.551 0.591

[10°(MeV-sec) 1]

The second numbers of each column for rows 1-18
are the integrals of the absolute values of the spectral
terms. Rows 19-23 are terms that integrate to zero
and so just the absolute value integrals of these terms
are given. (These rows are partially labeled by f and %
to save unnecessary, essentially equivalent lines.) Note
the almost complete equality of rows 22 and 23.

An example of the worth of integrating the absolute
value terms is seen in column 4, the process"”

Z—n-+te 7. (5.2)

Now weak magnetism is known to exist. We see from
row 8, column 4 that, although the weak magnetism
terms are not important for this decya width, the large
Q? of this process should make them important for the
spectra.

Fs is given by'®-2

Fo=+V (up—pna) (M/2M,) =+V (3.70) (M /2M ;)
=+42.36V, (5.3)

where u, and p, are the magnetic moments of the neu-
tron and proton and V is a constant. If one accepts
Cabibbo theory, then for process (5.2) we haves20
V' =0.116,
F 2= +0.274,
F=—0.211,
G'=0.103. (5.4)

In Fig. 2 we have plotted the electron spectra for
process (5.2) using the form factors of (5.4). The posi-

tion of the maxima (129.25 MeV) is indicated by a
vertical line. The positions of the maxima of the curves
obtained by using (F, G) or (F, —@) are indicated, as
are the curves for Fo=0G=0.103, and Fy——F,.

The results are significant. If just vector and axial
vector couplings exist (and we can ignore the Q? de-
pendence of the form factors), then a determination
of the electron spectrum to 8 MeV would allow_an
unambiguous test of Cabibbo theory. The sign of F/G
could be determined in addition to the magnitude. Un-
fortunately, we see that if weak magnetism exists here,
then a test requires greater accuracy. Switching form
factor signs moves the spectral maxima (see Table II);
there is even more uncertainty if the magnitude of Fy
changes (see Fig. 2).

The above examples should show how a judicious
combination of Table I and the results of Secs. 3 and 4
can facilitate a phenomenological understanding of ex-
perimental results and their relationship to theoretical
models.
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APPENDIX A

This appendix gives the conventions used in the paper. Two dotted 4-vectors are written as a-b, with the space
part of a 4-vector in boldface a. The Majorana gauge is used for the y matrices, meaning that they have the

simple properties
{7"7 'Y)‘} = 6“}‘7

o= (yryr—yMyH) [ 2,

M=,

yP =iyt =5,

u,\=1,2,3, 4,

(A1)

7 An investigation of this process is being done by a Columbia—Rutgers-Stony Brook collaboration. Preliminary results were re-
ported earlier. See C. Baltay et al., Bull. Am. Phys. Soc. 12, 568 (1967).

18 C. S. Wu, Rev. Mod. Phys. 36, 618 (1964).

9 H. F. Schopper, Weak Interactions and Nuclear Beta Decay (North-Holland Publ. Co., Amsterdam, 1966).
2 In Ref. 6, the notation of N. Brene, B. Hellesen, and M. Roos [Phys. Letters 11, 344 (1964) ] has been used. The ¢ in that paper
is equal to —Q in our notation, so an extra minus sign is needed in the weak magnetism term.
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The 4-vectors have an imaginary fourth component, so that

pa=—pa*=ipo=i( | p [*+M?)" (A2)
The Dirac equation is
(2p+M)u(p) =0, (A3)
a(p) Gp+M) =u'(p)v*(ip+M) =0, (A4)
where
D=pyr (AS)
The spin summations for particles and antiparticles are
2
z.:, g* (D) e’ (D) = (200) (—ip+M) gay (A6)
2 .
_21 6°(D)0a*(D) = (2p0) 7 (—ip— M) o (A7)
APPENDIX B

For those who-want to follow the trace calculation in detail, an outline is given here. By taking the traces in
(2.13), FT can be written as
32FN(Q%, prq) = (T + T+ Te"+ Te) Ty, (B1)

where the 77s in (B1) are given by
T = —AL(fi-+82) (BP-HIp— - p3%) = 2fsgue™obep T[4k ) /ML FRPHA:0%) (iEMH70)
+(gK*+g:0") (KON ], (B2)

TP =AMM'[0( f2—g2) — (1/M?) (foKE4-£:0%) (LRM0 + (1/M2) (8K 4-g50¥) (8K g0V ], (B3)
Ty = (4M'/ M) AL ( LB +£:00) + M foKE+£00) T+ (M7 /M) gu[ p# (8K -850V 41 (9K# 4504 ], (B4)
T =4[ JoROH0N) N for+509) T— gL (oK +gi0) +M (Ko +-g:0%) ], (BS)
Tor=— 8[q’"q"—|— g —8*(q' - q) —erBg'ogf]. (B6)

T is the lepton trace. The baryon spin sums give factors of (—ik+M') and (—ip+M). Ty, T, Ts, and T,
come from the traces involving kp, MM', M'p, and kM.
In the contraction in (B1), many terms cancel because of the complete antisymmetry of ¢, By then using

> edaihao = (ganghr— gogpr) (B7)
ns

the contraction can be completed. The result is in the form of dot products of p, %, ¢/, ¢, K, and Q. By using
Eqs. (2.14)-(2.16), all the dot products can be expressed in terms of (2, (p-q), and the masses of the particles.
When this is done, equation (2.17) for FI(Q? p+q) is obtained.



