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W e give general expressions for the vector asymm etry in the angular distrdbution of protons in
the nonm esonic weak decay of polarized hypemuclki. From these we derive an explicit expression
for the calculation of the asym m etry param eter, a , which is applicable to the speci c cases of*He
and *? C described w ithin the extrem e shellm odel. In contrast to the approxin ate form ula w idely
used In the literature, it nclides the e ects of threebody kinem atics in the nalstates ofthe decay
and correctly treats the contribution of transitions originating from single-proton states beyond the
s—shell. This expression is then used for the corresponding num erical com putation of a within
several one-m eson-exchange m odels. Besides the strictly local approxim ation usually adopted for
the transition potential, we also consider the addition of the rst-order nonlocality tetm s. W e nd
values ora ranging from 0:62 to 024, in qualitative agreem ent w ith other theoretical estin ates
but In contradiction w ith som e recent experin ental determm inations.

PACS numbers: 21.804 a, 13.75Ev, 21.60n
K eywords: hypemuclear decay; asym m etry param eter; one-m eson-exchange m odel

I. NTRODUCTION

W hile the hyperon, In free space, decays 99.7% of the tin e through themesonicmode, ! N, inside nucli

this is Pauliblocked, and, already for A > 5, the weak decay is gradually dom nated by the nonm esonic channel,
N ! NN, where the Jarge m om entum transfers involved ( 400 M €V /c) put the two em itted nuclkons above the

Fem isurface. T his decay m ode is Interesting since it o ers a unique opportunity to probe the strangenesschanging
weak interaction between hadrons. For a recent review of hypemuclear decay, see Ref. 'E:].

Fora long tin e, the experin entaldata orthisprocessw as restricted to the fiillnonm esonic decay rate, nn ,and, n
som e cases, also the partialones, , = (n! nn)and ,= (p! np).M ore recently, the rst resuls, cbtained
at KEK i_ﬂ, :_3, :_4], for another in portant cbservable of nonm esonic decay, nam ely, the Intrinsic asym m etry param eter,
a , are becom ing available. T his is experin entally m ore dem anding, as i requires m easuring the asym m etry in the
angular distribution of protons em itted in the decay of polarized hypemucli. O n the theoretical side, however, a
carries In portant new inform ation, since it is determ ined by the interference temm s between the parity-conserving
(P C) and the parity-violating PV ) proton-induced transitionsto nalstatesw ith di erent isospins. In opposition to
that, the decay rates depend only on the square m oduli of the separate com ponents of the transition potential, being
dom Inated by the PC ones. One expects, therefore, that the asymm etry param eter, besides being m ore sensitive
to the PV am plitudes, w ill have m ore discrin inating power to constrain the proposed m echanisn s for nonm esonic
hypemuclear decay.

M ost ofthe theoreticalw ork on this decay m ode constructs the transition potentialby m eans ofone-m eson-exchange
©OM E) m odels, the m ost com plete ones including up to the whole ground pseudoscalar and vectorm eson octets ( , ,
K, ,!,K tE'», :é :1] R ecently we have extended such m odels to take into account the kinem atical corrections due to
the di erence between the lam bda and nucleon m asses and the rst-order non]ocahty term s [{33 There arealso OM E
m odels that consider additional e ects, such as correlated-tw o-pion exchange [9 ] and direct-quark interaction l'.LO-]
In all these cases, to which we will refer below as strict OM E m odels, the weak coupling constants for the pion are
em pirically determ ined from the freem esonic decay, and those ofthe rem ainingm esonsby m eans ofunitary-sym m etry
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A 1l such m odels reproduce quite easily the total nonm esonic decay J:ate nm = n t p,butseem to strongly
underestin ate the experim entalvalues for the n=p branching ratio, ,= i];] H ow ever, there are recent indications,
based on the Intranuclear cascade m odel, that thism ight be due to contam ination of the data by secondary nucleons
unleashed by nal state interactions ' SI) whil the prin ary ones are traversing the residual nucleus t_l-]_;] Another
serious discrepancy between theory and experin ent in nonm esonic decay concems the asym m etry param eter. The
m easurem ents favor a negatJye value for 2 C and a positive value or >He. How ever, all existing calculations based
on strict OM E m odels [,%, &, 9,101 nd values fora between 073 and 0:9 i, 13]. A 1so, when results for 12 C
are available in the sam e m odel, they are very sin ilar to those for ®He, as expected, sihce the intrinsic asym m etry
param eter, a , has been de ned tl3] In such a way as to subdue is dependence on the particular hypemuclkus
considered. A recent attem pt [_12% to explain this discrepancy along sin ilar lines to those used for the n=p problem
has failed. A sm ight be expected, the FSI do have an e ect in attenuating the asym m etry, but show no tendency to
revers is sign. T he only theoretical calculations that attain som e  agreem ent w ith the experim entaldata fora are
a rst application ofe ective eld theory to nonm esonic decay [14 and a very recent extension of the direct-quark
Interaction m odel to inclide sigm a-m eson exchange [15] However, in both cases, one orm ore coupling constants are
speci cally adjisted to reproduce the experin entalvalie ofa ®r He. _

M ost calculations of the asymm etry param eter m ake use of an approxim ate formula Eqg. @j), below ) which,
however, is valid only for s-shell hypemucli. Since an essential aspect In the asymm etry puzzle presented above
concems the com parison of its values for °He and '?C, i would be of great interest to have a sin ple expression
that is applicable to both cases. This is the m ain ob fctive of the present paper, in which a general form alisn for
the asym m etry param eter iIn nonm esonic decay is derived and subsequently particularized to these two hypemuclei.
W e start by presenting, in Section IT, the m ain steps in the derivation of the general expression, Eq {é of the
vector hypemuclear asymm etry in temm s of decay strengths. This is equivalent to Eqg. 7) of Ref. [13] H owever,
we deviate considerably from that reference from this point onwards. The m ain di erence is that we do not m ake
use of spectroscopic factors, but rather rely on spectroscopic am plitudes, which can then be com puted in the nuclear
structure m odel of choice. This has, In our view , two great advantages. F irstly, the spectroscopic am plitudes can be
determ ined w ithout any am biguity as to their phases. T his is particularly in portant for the asym m etry param eter,
w here, di erently from the case of the decay rates, one is dealing w ith an interference phenom enon. Secondly, since,
due to the large value ofthem om entum transferred in the fiindam entalprocess, nonm esonic decay is not signi cantly
a ected by details of nuclear structure, one can choose to work In the extrem e shellm odel. D oing this, m uch of the
summ ation over the nalstates ofthe residualnucleus can be explicitly perform ed, kading to very sin ple expressions
for the asymm etry. (See, Oor Instance, Eq. {le‘) T he schem e for com puting the decay strengths by m eans of an
Integration over the available phase spaoe is presented In Section -]It and the sum m ations needed for the asym m etry
param eter are perform ed Jl'l Section -IV. F inally, the num erical results obtained by applying this form alisn to the
calculation ofa for, both He, and 2C, in several strict OM E m odels, are presented and discussed in Section v,
where we also sum m arize our m ain conclusions. D etails of the derivation of the nalexpression fora are given in
A ppendices A'{b,, and som e identities that have been used for this purpose are listed in A ppendix b'

II. VECTOR HYPERNUCLEAR ASYMMETRY

Single- hypemuclkiproduced n a ( * ;K *) reaction, under favorable kinem atical conditions, are known to end
up w ith considerable vector polarization along the direction nomm alto the reaction plane, f = (@ -+ Pk + )=P -+
Pk + J of which they retain a signi cant am ount, Py , even after they have cascaded down to their ground states by
electrom agnetic and strong processes f2: .3 :Lé] Thereﬁ)re, the initialm ixed state from which the hypemucleus w i1l
decay weakly can be describbed by the densﬂ:y m atrix 117 Eg.(929)]

1 3
Jr) = 1+ PyJdr B ; 1
1) 200 + 1 Jg+1 7F =

where J; is the hypemuclear spin.
T he angular distrbution of protons em ited In the proton-induced nonm esonic decay, p ! np, ofthe pure mitial
hypemuclear state 1M 11 is given by Femm s golden rule as
Z Z
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Here, p1s1 and py s, are the m om enta and soin pro fctions of the em itted neutron and proton, respectively, and we



have introduced the com pact notation h= c= 1)
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M being the nuckon m ass; M ¢ , that of ofthe residualnucleus, which is left in state jr JF M r iwhere ¢ speci esthe
ram aining quantum num bers besides those related to the nuclear spin; and | 5, , the lberated energy. (To avoid
confusion, we willbe using Rom an font M ,m ) form asses and ialic font M ) for azin uthal quantum num bers.)
A lso Indicated n Eq. @) are the isospin pro ctions t, 1=2and f, + 1=2 ofthe neutron and proton, respectively.
T he transition am plitude ncludes both the direct and the exchange contrbutions, ie.,

oisity pesety pIrM e V J1IM 1
= Eistthhpeset P IrMe VIIM 11 Ees2bpisith rIrM e JV 1M 1i; 4)

w here the round bras stand for sin ple (honantisym m etrized) product states for the em itted nuclkons and the transition
potential, V, is extracted from the Feynm an am plitude for the direct process E‘m’].

Tt is then possble to show Q3 :18 1, by taking the appropriate average ofEq. (Z that the angular distrdbution of
protons from the decay of the polarized m ixed state descrbed by Eq. (-L) has the form

d [ @n)! Pl _
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where 4 isthe fall proton-induced decay rate, and the vector hypemuclkar asymm etry, Ay , is given by

3 g M J1M 1)
Ay = A- : (6)
Jr+ 1 y, WUiMi1)

T he new quantities introduced above are the decay strengths,
Z Z X
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w here the subscript p h :f: indicates that one is dealing here w ith the transition am plitude in the proton helicity fram e,
In which the direction for angular m om entum quantization is that of the proton m om entum . E quivalently, one can
choose, for the calculation of the decay strengths, a ooord:nate system having the z-axis pointing along the proton
m om entum , and proceed as usually. T his is depicted In Fig. -].

Tt is clear that, w ith the help ofEq. (5 one can extract the value of the product Py Ay from the counting rates
parallel and opposite to the polarization direction, by taking the ratio of their di erence to their sum . A ssum ing
that Py can also be independently m easured, or calculated, this experin entally determm nes the vector hypemuclear
asymm etry, Ay .

III. DECAY STRENGTHS

To com pute the decay strengths, it is convenient to rew rite the transition am plitudes in Eq. ('j) in the total spin
(S;M 5) and isogpin (T;M 1) basis. W e start from the relation
1'3151tn>]é3252tp) Pos2opisith)
= (1=2s; 1=25,FM 5) (1=2t, 1=2t, M 1)
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w here we have also changed the representation to relative and totalm om enta, given respectively by

1
p = E(Pz P1) i
P = p1+p2: 9)



FIG .1l: Coordinate system for the calculation of decay strengths.

Sihce we are taking t, 1=2and , +1=2,we can write

1
(1=2t 1=2% M) = ?—E (11 TO) M:07 (10)

and performm ing the transform ation ('_8) n Eqg. @),we get
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w here we have de ned
P SM T pJrMp ¥V J1M 11

1 .
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dropping, for sin plicity, the M ; = 0 labels, as shall be done henceforth. Finally, introducing Eq. {11) into Eq. ),
and m aking use of the orthogonality of the C ebosch-G ordan coe cients in soin space, we are keft w ith

2
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For the integration n Eq. d_f;%'), there are 6 m om entum variables involved, nam ely, the com ponents ofp; and p;.
T hese, how ever, are not all independent. The choice of z-axis in Fjg.-'g.' elin inates two angular variables. A Iso, the



energy conservation condition n Eq. @'_3) gives one relation to be satis ed. This leaves6 3= 3 independent variables.
A convenient choice is

independent variables: Pz p, i p ¢ (14)
Sin ple trigonom etry, applied in F ig. :11', Jeads to the relations

4p* = pi+p; 2piPr COS o, ;

P® = pl+ P+ 2pip,COS p, ;
COoSs
cos p = P2 P1 P1 ;
2p
+ COoSs
cos p = 2P e p; BL @s)

which, together with the energy conservation condition, detem ine allm om entum variables In tem s of the set In
Eqg. C_lé_l) . N otice that the azimn uthalangles of the severalm om enta are related as follow s

p= pt P = p - 16)

For the transition am plitude, we expand the nalstate in tem s of the relative and center-ofm ass partialwaves of
the em itted nuckons [i, 2.5)], getting,

pP SM STXF JrMFp ¥V TM 13pn s

= @)Y  i'PMi(pip+ ) Yo(p; p)l
L J
where the valuesof and M ; are xed by the relationsM 1 = M ;+ My = + Mg + My . Due to the rotational

Invariance 0ofV , the last m atrix elem ent n Eq. I_fj‘) is independent ofM 1, and this labelhas, ’_chereﬁ)re, been om itted.
For the sam e reason, the subscript ph:f: has also been dropped. Notice that, from Eq. (_125) and the well known
behavior of the spherical ham onics under parity, one has

1
PPPL SJT pJdr;di¥V Pri= = 1 ()3T ©PL SJIT §Jp;JrV Jri: 18)
2

Upon integration on the anglke , ,EqQ. Ci:_i) gives, then,
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Tt can be shown quite generally that
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where 1 = 21+ 1 and sin ilarly for other angular m om entum labels. Therefore, upon opening the square and
perform ing the summ ationson M 5 and M ¢ ,Eq. C_l@) becom es
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Iv. ASYMMETRY PARAMETER

In order to carry out the summ ationson M 1 needed In Eq. é'_d),we rst rew rite it In the formm

r_
J J-
Ay = 3 I 1(1); 22)
Jdr+ 1 (,WJ1)

w here we have Introduced the decay m om ents

X
0 1) = JM 1) (23)
M1
1 X
101) = p——— M: @Mi1): (24)

T hen we take advantage of the particular valies

M 1009M 1) = 1;

P
(@M 109 M 1) = M= Jr(Jr+ 1); 25)
and use the orthogonality relation
X
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»
w here j n 1 3j and 3} nplk J arethe singleparticle states for the Jam bda and proton, respectively, and

. 1 HS+T oo
M @PL SJT;j3) = p—z 1 () ©EPPL SJITYV J $J): (29)



W e are working in the weak-couplingm odel W CM ), w here the hyperon is assum ed to stay in the j = 1s,_, sihgle-
partjc]e state, and the initial hypemuclkar state {11 is built by the sin ple coupling of this orbital to the core, taken
asthe? 1z ground state ¢ i, ie., 1711 J(3 Jc )JIri. Under these circum stances, the two-particle spectroscopic
am plitudes h Eq. (28) are cast as [j 2(_]]

an Je Jr 7
w L J+ Jr+ Jp c 1 J
Jrdr i () JJ; T 3 Je

hie 3 Hr Jr i (30)

To continue, we w ill adopt the extrem e shellm odel (ESM ) and restrict our attention to cases where the single-
proton states are com plktely lled In {Jc i. This is so, w thin the ESM , for the cores of, both SHe (Jr = 1=2;Jc = 0),
and ' C (J; = 1;Jc = 3=2). In such cases, the nalnuckar states take the orm j¢ Jri  j(} 'Jc )Jr i, and we can
associate the extra label r with the occupied singleproton states, }. Consequently, on one hand, only one tem
contrbutes to the sum In Eqg. (28), and, on the other, the corresponding singleproton spectroscopic am plitude in
Eq. (30) is given by

e o) e Jri= ()7 TR S 61)
Notice also that, within this description, the lberated energies are independent of Jr , ie., cdr | - This
suggests rew riting Eq. ('g) as
z ;] x 2 X
dF i = —— dr, I 32
c )y 3 (32)
Jr
w here
Z Z Z
2 2 . :
B . P, PitpF
drFy ::: = % d 7 d —_—+ =+ — S 33
b Py, dez2 P aP1 oM oM M b (33)
Putting all this together and perform ing the summ ation on Jr , we nally get
Z Z
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From Egs. {_2-21!) and (:_3-4_;), it can be seen that all the dependence on J; is contained in the factor

. 1=2 Jr Jc
331 Jy 1=2 1 1 for Jr = Jc + 1=2;
Jg+1 1= J Jo T for Jr=Jdc 1=2: ©3)
Jr 1=2 0

Thus, w thin the fram ework ofthe W CM , one frequently introduces the intrinsic asym m etry param eter, a g: :i;i]
de ned as

. Ay for Jr = Jc + 122; 36
& = Zitip, for Jr=Je  1=2; 6)

w hich does not depend on the hypemuclear spin, as we have just shown w ithin the ESM and for core states having
no open proton subshells. For such cases, we get

a =—; @7



wih, for = 0Oand 1,

o_x % z X )
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It can be shown Il-8'] that !y = (. Therefore, the new nformm ation carried by a comes from the num erator in

Eq. &31),1.6 from !q.
The orbitalangularm om enta in Eq. @8) obey the restrictions:

( )1+1° k _ +1;
( )L+L° K = 41;
(YK = +1: (39)

The rsttwo llow from well known properties of C bsch-G ordan coe cients w ith vanishing azin uthal quantum
num bers. T he last one can be obtained by rst deriving the general relation

[Yk(p; p) Yk (p7 p)] = ( )k+K " I.Yk(p; p) Yk (p; p)] : (40)
T hen, recalling that any sphericalham onic w ith azim uthal angle equalto, either 0, or , is real, one gets,
Me(pi ) Yx (27001 0= ( )F Mk (pi ) Yk (2;0)] 07 41)

from which the third one ofEgs. 39) ©low s inm ediately. T he presence of the phase factor i P1° 11 4 gq. 139)
may seam disquieting at rst sight. However, by taking the com plex conjigate of that equation, interchanging the
dummy varisbles I JT $ IL° %J°T° and making use of Egs. (39) and of the symm etry properties of angular—
m om entum coupling and recoupling coe cients, one easily gets the relation ! = ! , show Ing that these quantities
are real, as they should be by de nition. _ _

To com pute the twobody m atrix elem ents de ned n Eq. 629' we resort to a M oshinsky transform ation fZ]J'] of
the iniial state, and phenom eno]og:ca]]y add Initial and nal short-range correlations. For m ore detailon this and
related points, see Refs. 57] and [é] For He, the sole contribution to Eq. 68) com es from the 1s,_, proton state,
and one can put L = L%= K = 0. On the other hand, ©r'?C, also the 1p;_, state contributes, n which case L. and
L% can each take the values 0 and 1. C onsequently one could, In principle, have K = 0;1 and 2 n Eq. {38 Butwe
prove In A ppendix :AI that the contribution w ith K = 2 vanishes identically, both or = 0, and for = 1. Sim ilarly,
we prove In Appendix :B' that the contrbution wih K = 1 vanishes for = 0. W e do not have an analytical proof
that the contrbution wih K = = 1 vanishes, but we show In A ppendix | 'C' that it is, In any case, negligbly an all.
T herefore, only the tet with K = 0 survives n Eq. (38), and it reduces to the follow Ing expression, that can be used
for the tw o hypemuclei:

8 X Z Z
b= <>1e>2:Al deos p,  dF} Y o(p;0)
3

X X X X , , o

( )T+T 41 ( )+ +S+L+Jt 3
TTO LS 1J 10030
i~ 2 5 101%4 0)

1=2 1=2 J% g Y1
b J J° S 0 0L

M PL SJT;j3M ©PL %S3°T%5 1); 42)



wih L = 0 forthe 1s,_, state, and L = 0 and 1 for the 1ps_, state. _

Tt is Interesting to cbserve that the presence of the C bsch-G ordan coe cient In Eq. (4_2_;, for = 1,ensuresthatl
and 1° have opposite parities. Since the initialstate in the two m atrix elem ents has a de nite parity, this in plies that
all contrbutions to !; com e from Interference term s between the parity-conserving and the parity-violating parts of
the transition potential. Furthem ore, the antisym m etrization factor in Eqg. {_2-9') show s that the two nalstates have
T 6 T°. These are general properties of the asym m etry param eter, as m entioned in the introduction.

V. NUMERICALRESULTSAND CONCLUSIONS

TABLE I:Resuls forthe asym m etry param eter, a , based on the nonm esonic decay of°He. See text for detailed explanation.

M odel/C alculations 1o (Isi=y) 11 (Is123) a
Strictly local 0:5176 02254 0:4354 ( 0:4351)
P lus corrections 06492 02913 0:4487 ( 0:4456)
(7 iK)
Strictly local 0:3322 0:1878 05652 ( 0:5852)
P lus corrections 0:3920 02412 06153 ( 0:6384)
+
Strictly local 0:55011 0:1227 02449 ( 0:2665)
P lus corrections 0:5937 0:1776 02991 ( 0:3155)
(7 K)+ (1K)
Strictly local 0:5352 02739 0:5117 ( 0:5131)
P lus corrections 0:5526 02974 0:5382 ( 0:5388)
E xperin ent KEK PS E278 [ 024 022
a =2y CHe) KEKPS E462 ] (prelin nary) 011 008 0:04

Shown In Tab]es::[ and :_f‘[ are the results obtained in the calculation of the asym m etry param eter, a , based on the

expressions of the previous section applied to ®He and 2 C, respectively. The values of | ; and !; are in units ofthe

free decay constant, @ = 250 10 eV, and, in the case of 12 C , we give in separate colum ns the contributions of

the 1s,_, and 1ps;_, proton states. A 1so lncluded are them easured values fora obtained from som e recent experin ents
on the nonm esonic decay ofthese two hypemucki. The valie ra in 2 C extracted from experin ent KEK P S E 508
and given in Tabk |[[ was taken from the preprint version ofRef. §], sihce only a weighted average fr 12C and *' B
is explicitly reported in the published version, its value being 020 026 0:04.

W e consider several OM E m odels, and for each one we give the results of two di erent calculations. First, are
those corresponding to the strictly localapproxin ation for the transition potential, usually adopted In the literature.
Secondly, are the ones obtained when we add the corrections due to the kinem atical e ects related to the lam bda-
nuclon m ass di erence and the rst-order nonlocality term s that we have discussed in Ref. [i'§:] The rst thing to
notice is that these corrections act system atically in the direction of increasing the absolute values of all the tabulated
quantities. The e ect is typically in the range 0£20{30% for ! butonly 5{10% fora , tending to be larger in the

+ model and an aller n the com plete m odel. To put it shortly, if one wants precise values for the asym m etry
param eter, the correction tem s should be included in the transition potential, but, In view of the present level of
Indetermm inacy in the m easurem ents, they can be dispensed w ith for the m om ent.

In the case of >He, we have also included, betw een parentheses, In Tabk :_i, the values for a obtained w ith the
approxin ate form ula usually adopted in the literature @], nam ely,

P— P pP- pP-
2< 3ae b 2d )+ 3f( 2c +4d)
BF+ PF+3(F+ JF+ RF+ E£F)

Ay CHe) ; 43)
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TABLE II:Resuls for the asym m etry param eter, a , based on the nonm esonic decay of*? C . See text oor detaild explanation.

M odel/C alculations 1o (Is1=5) 1o (Ip3=2) 11 (Is1=2) U1 (Ips-=2) a
Strictly local 04111 0:4724 0:1830 0:1990 0:4324
P lus corrections 05206 05954 02400 02596 0:4477
(i iK)
Strictly local 02788 03161 0:1580 0:1707 05526
P lus corrections 0:3336 0:3817 02057 02217 05975
+
Strictly local 0:4138 0:4607 0:0984 0:1096 02379
P lus corrections 0:4922 05514 0:461 0:596 02930
(7 K)+ (1K)
Strictly local 0:4391 0:4803 02300 02378 0:5088
P lus corrections 04619 0:5083 02546 02599 0:5303
T
E xperin ent KEK-PS E160 @] 09 03
a = 2ay (20C) KEK-PS E508 @] (prelin nary) 044 032°
2T his result corresponds to an In proved w eighted average am ong several p—shell hypermuclei ﬁl;, p.95].
PSee text.
w here
= L L ~el ' . - 4 3 L ~el ' . — 3 L e 3 ' .
a=mp;Se¥V jp; Soi; b= 1mp;/Poy jp; Sol; c=mp;S1YV Jjpi Si1i;
d= mp/D1¥ jpi’Sii; e= imp/'P1 ¥ jp;i®Sii; f= dmp/P.y jpi’Sii: (44)

T he extra factors in the transition am plitudes n Egs. IM are due to di erences In phase conventions, as explained
In Ref. ['g]. Tt is in portant to em phasize that Eq. {_5:_{ is only an approx:m ation, that can be adapted from the
corresponding expression for the twobody reaction pn ! p in free space R2-] A s such, i ignores the fact that the

nal state of nonm esonic decay is a threebody one and the ensuing kinem atical com plications should be properly
dealt wih, which requnres a direct integration over the available phase space as done In the expressions used here.
M ore in portantly, Eqg. 643) does not include the full contribution ofthe transitions com ing from proton statesbeyond
the s-shell, being therefore of only lin ited validity, and should not be used for p-shell hypemuclki such as 2 C, or,
even worse, orheavier ones. Thisbeing said, com parison ofthe corresponding values fora in Tab]e:_i show s that the
omula workswellw ithin its range of validity. This conclusion is in agreem ent w ith our prelin inary resul reported
elsew here [_23], which was restricted to onepion-exchange only.

Com ing now to '?C, it isevident in Table i[that the pshell contrbutionsto ! and !; areby no m eans negligble,
being In fact of the sam e order as those of the s—shell. However, they are also in approxin ately the sam e ratio,
so that the e ect on a , given by Eqg. {_5:}), ismuch analler. This corroborates the theoretical expectation that
the intrinsic asym m etry param eter, a , should have only a m oderate dependence on the particular hypemuclkus
considered. P resently we are investigating to which degree this rem ains true for m ore general cases, such as that of
B P4]. Notice that in the previous section we have explicitly proven that a is independent of the hypemuclear
soin. However this does not, by iself, exclude the possibility that it m ight degpend on other aspects of hypemuclear
structure.

In closing, ket us rem ark that we have derived sin ple form ulas for the evaluation of the asymm etry param eter,
w hich exactly include the e ects of threebody kinem atics in the nal states of nonm esonic hypemuclear decay and
correctly treat the contribution of transitions originating from proton states beyond the s-shell. A s to our num erical
results, ket us st of all observe that the calculated valuesofa in the our OM E m odels considered here vary from

062to 024. Thisbroad spectrum ofvalues indicates that the asym m etry param eter can indeed be a pow erfiiltool
to discrin inate between di erent theoreticalm echanisn s for nonm esonic decay, requiring for this purpose, how ever, a
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m ore precise experin entaldeterm ination ofthis observable than those presently available. Secondly, the fact that, for
each of these OM E m odels, the results Hr >He and 2 C are very sin ilar is com patible w ith the general expectation
that a should depend little on the hypemuclkus. F nhally, the negative value system atically obtained fora for the
tw o hypemuclki indicates, once again, that it w ill be hard to get a positive or zero value for i in the rst case, at
least within strict OM E m odels. T he puzzle posed by the experim ental results for a in s—and p-shell hypemuclki
rem ains unexplained.

APPENDIX A:K =2CONTRIBUTIONS TO !oAND !,

A sm entioned in Section -';L\-[:, to com pute the u?ns:irjon m atrix elem ents M appearing In Eq. C_S-_'), we perform a
M oshinsky transfom ation ofthe Iniial p state [i§-, Eq.@ 1)],

8 9
X AA%l 1=2 3 2
J :/}/} S _ .
D39 =3 % O
S : s J'
X
nINL jn 1 nyk nINL SJ
nlN L
X
CmINL S;33%J) nINL SJ ; @al1)
nlNL S

where nINL jn 1 ngl are the M oshinsky brackets with their phases adapted so as to conform wih our
convention for the relative coordinate as discussed in Appendix A of Ref. E%_'j’]. W e have put barsover 1, and S
to distinguish them from the analogous angular m om enta in the partial waves of the nalNN state. This is not
necessary ©r L and J, since all transitions are diagonal in these two quantum num bers. Introducing Eq. C_Pi_i') into
Eq. £9), one gets

X
M @EPL SJT;j})= CmOINL S;j3J)M @PL SJT;nlN S); @a2)
nlN S
w here
1
M (PL SJT;nIN S) = p—z 1 ()W¥S*'T EIPL SJTH nINL SJ : @3)

T he transition potential can be decom posed as

X
Vv = vio) Ly i; (A 4)

i

w here the isospin factor I; isequalto 1l or 1 ,, for isoscalar or isovector interactions, respectively, and the ; are
rotationally invariant operators having de nite soin and spatial ranks, ie., operators of the form

i= By (17 2) Biiir)ly, : @5)

D ue to the algebraic properties of the Paulim atrices, the rank ; can be atm ost equalto 2. Forthe OM E m odelswe
consider, ncliding eventual kinem atical and nonlocality corrections, the severalpossbilities are:

8
§ ;=0 forcentraland r r forces
2
(spin—independent or spin-spin) ;
% ;=1 for linear spin-orbit forces;
o= 2 for tensor forces;
PV tem s ;=1 frallkinds: @ 6)

Ascan be seen In Egs. @A 3) to @A 15) ofRef. 551, the di erent term s have m atrix elem ents of the general form

EPL SITH L ; nINL SJ = G;(IL SJT;1S) LN L) (Elj: (0)d; )l ; @
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where PLN L) are the overlaps of the cm . radial wave functions and the c?i (r) are, either unity, or one of the
e ective di erential operatorsde ned In Eq. @A 16) ofthat reference. T he In portant point is that the G ; are purely
geom etrical factors, nvolving, at m ost, 3j and 67j sym bols. Scrutinizing these equationsm ore closely, one notices that
the dependence on , and J can be isolated as ollow s

( )| )

Gi(L sJT;18)= ()" : ! g (ILST;IS) : @8)
1L 1 S J S

This result is com pletely generaland depends only on the appJJcatJon ofthe W ignerE ckart theorem to operators of
the ©om given n Eq. {AE{ (See, ©r instance, Chapter 7 ofRef. l25], or Section 1A -5 ofRef 26
Taking these ideas Into account In Eq. (38 it is clear that the summ ation over , J, °and JO can be perform ed
rst, leading to a ram aining sum m and that is proportional to

X X
() FIrIt 2 " F2 57

Jg g0 8 9
1=2 1=2 SC .
J 70 s 0 % L LK >
jP . 0 ’
8 9
21 1=2 5 2 ( ) )
1=2 1 1
y P - 3"; 1L 1 s Js
s 2 ( )« )
1l 1=2 3 2 o ., 0 o ., 0
=2 A * * : 9
0 g0 07

Actually, the isalwaysin the 1s,_, state, and one can m ake use ofEq. (6.4.14) ofRef. Q-!j] to replace the above
expression by

X £ ()t r2F g2 g0
J g0 3 9
1=2 1=2 J% g 0
0 o 5 L LK >

jP Jd Jd S 0 ’

( ) | ) )

S 1=2 1=2 1 kb i1k

b J 1L 1 S J S
. ) . ) . )
TR 0 ah eat 10
b b J ' LV T S J’ S

w here we have dropped an irrelevant factor.

Fora proton in the s shell, the M oshinsky transform ation requiresthat L = L°= 0, and the 93 symboli Eq. @xld
selects K = 0 as the only possbility. For a proton in the p shell, there are two altematives for the relative and
cm . angularm om enta, nam ely,

(
p shell altemativel: 1= landL = 0;

@11)
altemative 2: 1= 0and L = 1;

and sin ilarly for the prim ed quantities. In principle, therefore, there are three possbilities orK , namely, K = 0;1
and 2.

t j_s_c]ear from this discussion that a contribution with K = 2 in Eq. C38) can only com e from the altemative 2 In
Eq. A11). Therefre, setting L = L= 1and 1= °= 0 ;n Eq. @ 10), and m aking use ofEq. (632) ofRef. 5], w
get

X (p=1py; L =1"=1)
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( )l+lo X X 0 0 A 2 ro AL
_ ﬁo R () +J+J 27 J2J0
3 J 070 3 9
( ) ( ) > 1 lO k >
1=2 1=2 Jo <
0 o 1 1K
b J J S 0 2
( ) ( )
S 1=2 1=2 11
b 1 J S J S
( ) ( )
S0 1=2 1=2 SR a12)
b 1 J° s?Jg%s

To proceed, it w illbe unavoidable to perform som e m anipulations w ith 123 sym bols, and the needed identities are
collected In A ppendix :]_3: for convenience. W ih the help of well known symm etry properties of 6 and 97 sym bols
[‘_23], one can m ake us_;e_c_JfE gs. 0_5_2), 0_5_3) and @:4), in succession, to perform , rst the summ ation over , and then
that over % in Eq. @132), getting

X (p=1py; L=1"= 1)

( )K+1°+SO k g g©
I - |
8
X X 2k s s%2
R AOZ 0
() J J
g9 K 1 1°'
( ) )
1=2 1=2 S 1=2 1=2
b J J° b 1 g
( )
S0 1=2 1=2
0 A13)
P 1 J
R epeating the sam e procedure, we can now perform, rstthe summ ation over J, and then that over J° to get
X (p=1p;y;L=L"= 1)
( )K+k+1°+s° (k S SO)
= _— 0
34 oot g P
8 9
2K 1=2 1=22 (K - 1_2)
1=2 1=2 . : A14)
b 1 1

k s 80

The 93, aswellasthe last 63, in Eq. @ 14) restrictsK to 0 and 1, and we conclude that the contrioution withK = 2
n Eqg. &_3@) vanishes identically, both for = 0, and for = 1. Notice that this result holds, not only for } = 1p;-,,
which is of direct interest for 2 C, but also for } = 1p;_,, which m ay be relevant for other p-shell hypemuclei.

APPENDIX B:K =1CONTRIBUTION TO !y

Recalling Eq. C_§§%), it is clear that the K = 1 contribution to !¢ In Eq. C_3-§'), from the singleproton state 3, has
the fom

lo (3K = 1)
O}Z Z

2 2 .
p p P11+ p2F
= doos p, pPidpr Pidp  —— 4+ -+

oM 2M oM ¢ E
fEPIN1(p; ) Yi(p;i0)hoi B1)
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where f (0;P ) represents the rest of the integrand In Eq. C_B-Q‘), the im portant point being that it depends on the
mom enta only through pand P .
From the explicit expressions of the sphericalham onics, we nd
iE
Yi(pi ) Yi(piOlo= 4—OOS(p+ p)i B2)

and, m aking use of the last two equations in C_l-ﬁ), this becom es

3p; Pt
; Y ;0 = — 3
Y1 (pi ) 1 (2 ;0) o 2 20p B 3)
Introducing this result in Eq. @:L'),we are left wih
'o(3;K = 1)
pP-2z Z Z
3 2 2 p% P% Pt pzf
= — dcos fo! d —+ =+ ——= ;
4 poo P2z PPt o T oy 2M ¢ *
2 2
b, Pi
f ;P : 4
©:P) 0P B4)

Let us now perform the interchange of dumm y‘varjab]es P S p hEq. {_é_&), keeping cos , xed. Then, noticing
that, according to the st two equations In C_l§), p and P are nvariant under this transfom ation, we arrive at the
result

lo(@3i/K =1)= lo@3iK = 1); B5)

from which i ©llow s that the contrbution with K = 1 in Eq. {38) vanishes or = 0.

APPENDIX C:K =1CONTRIBUTION TO !;

TABLE ITT:Resuls for the K = 1 contrbution to !; in the nonm esonic decay of 12 C . See text or detailed explanation.

M odel/C alculations 11 (Ap3—2;K = 1) ja =a j &)
Strictly local 0:0007 0:18
P lus corrections 00010 020
(i iK)
Strictly local 00005 0:15
P lus corrections 0:0007 0:16
+
Strictly local 0:0007 0:334
P lus corrections 00008 026
(7 3K)+ (1K)
Strictly local 0:0003 0:06
P lus corrections 0:0006 0:12

W e have not been able to nd an analytical proofthat the K = 1 contrbution in Eq. (:_3-@) vanishes also for = 1.
H ow ever, for the cases we are dealing w ith, this contribution can only arise from the j = 1lps;., proton state .n 2 C,
and we have num erically com puted is valies in the severalOM E m odels we are considering. They are given, in
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units of © ,In Table EII:I T he nonzero values m ay be due to truncation and roundo errors. For instance, we have
com puted, w ith the sam e routine, the analogous contrbution wih = 0 in the case of the complte OM E m odel
plus kinem atical and nonlocality tem s. Even though it hasbeen proved in A ppendix :13: that this is exactly zero, the
num erical resul cam e out as 0.0004, which is com parable to the value obtained for !'; (lps—»; K = 1) In the same
m odel.

C om parison ofTab]es-]:[ and ﬂIt nm edJateJy show s that the K = 1 contrbution to !; is, in any case, very an all.
Furthem ore, in the last oo]um n of Table -]It we give the relative e ect that its inclision would have on a , and it
always staysbelow 0:4% . W e conclude that, even if this contribution is not exactly zero, it can be safely neglected.

APPENDIX D:SOME PROPERTIES OF 123 SYM BOLS

The 123 symbols arise in the recoupling of ve angular m om enta Q-]‘ 2-_] They are not unique, but here we shall
need only those ofthe rst kind,

8
2 h > I W 2 oy
— Rs x 22
S L L e L 5 ()
" ky ks, k3 kg ! %
( ) ( ) ( )« )
hoki ox 2 ke x b ks x ke x| O1)
ke 2 & ks 1 L ke B hoki L

asde ned in Eq. (19.1) ofRef. LZ-@'], whose notation for the 127 symbolswe follow . In Eq. (1:3_]: R4 stands for the
sum ofallthe angularm om entum labels in the 123 sym bol
T hese sym bols obey the recursion relation f_2§, Egq.@ 6.13)]

8
2 0 % I Ja 2
— o+ kot Jat ke
> L L i} J4> ()
Tk ko k3 kg 7
8 9
" 2k, Jo ox 2 ( . ) . )
(=22 3 3 % ky 3 x ky 1 x . 02)
> P k ; !
N T L ke L L ok L L o
and have several sym m etry properties, am ong which ﬂ_2-§' Eg.174)]
8 9 8 9
2 % b B2 3% b J kp 2
S L L L J4> = L L L ]1> : ©3)
Tk ko k3 kg 7 T ke k3 kq h
T here are also reduction form ulas, such as i_Z-_g, Egq.® 639)]
8 9 ( )
2 G ) 3 B 2
s R A T
2 2 Lk
x T x k2 k3 k4 !
8 9
29 ke k2 O )
S OEEEE gk g ) ]Z‘ oo D 4)
"L ks ky T
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