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W e give generalexpressions for the vector asym m etry in the angular distribution ofprotons in

the nonm esonic weak decay ofpolarized hypernuclei. From these we derive an explicit expression

forthecalculation oftheasym m etry param eter,a� ,which isapplicable to thespeci�ccasesof
5

�
He

and 12

�
C described within the extrem e shellm odel. In contrastto the approxim ate form ula widely

used in theliterature,itincludesthee�ectsofthree-body kinem aticsin the�nalstatesofthedecay

and correctly treatsthecontribution oftransitionsoriginating from single-proton statesbeyond the

s-shell. This expression is then used for the corresponding num ericalcom putation ofa� within

severalone-m eson-exchange m odels. Besides the strictly localapproxim ation usually adopted for

the transition potential,we also considerthe addition ofthe �rst-ordernonlocality term s.W e �nd

valuesfora� ranging from � 0:62 to � 0:24,in qualitativeagreem entwith othertheoreticalestim ates

butin contradiction with som e recentexperim entaldeterm inations.

PACS num bers:21.80.+ a,13.75.Ev,21.60.-n

K eywords:hypernuclear decay;asym m etry param eter;one-m eson-exchange m odel

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

W hile the � hyperon,in free space,decays99.7% ofthe tim e through the m esonic m ode,� ! �N ,inside nuclei

this is Pauli-blocked,and,already for A >
� 5,the weak decay is gradually dom inated by the nonm esonic channel,

�N ! N N ,where the large m om entum transfersinvolved (� 400 M eV/c)putthe two em itted nucleonsabove the

Ferm isurface.Thisdecay m ode isinteresting since ito�ersa unique opportunity to probethe strangeness-changing

weak interaction between hadrons.Fora recentreview ofhypernucleardecay,seeRef.[1].

Foralongtim e,theexperim entaldataforthisprocesswasrestricted tothefullnonm esonicdecayrate,�nm ,and,in

som ecases,also the partialones,�n = �(�n ! nn)and � p = �(�p ! np).M orerecently,the �rstresults,obtained

atK EK [2,3,4],foranotherim portantobservableofnonm esonicdecay,nam ely,theintrinsicasym m etry param eter,

a�,are becom ing available. Thisisexperim entally m ore dem anding,asitrequiresm easuring the asym m etry in the

angulardistribution ofprotonsem itted in the decay ofpolarized hypernuclei. O n the theoreticalside,however,a�
carries im portant new inform ation,since it is determ ined by the interference term s between the parity-conserving

(PC)and theparity-violating (PV)proton-induced transitionsto �nalstateswith di�erentisospins.In opposition to

that,thedecay ratesdepend only on thesquarem odulioftheseparatecom ponentsofthetransition potential,being

dom inated by the PC ones. O ne expects,therefore,that the asym m etry param eter,besides being m ore sensitive

to the PV am plitudes,willhave m ore discrim inating power to constrain the proposed m echanism s for nonm esonic

hypernucleardecay.

M ostofthetheoreticalworkon thisdecaym odeconstructsthetransition potentialbym eansofone-m eson-exchange

(O M E)m odels,them ostcom pleteonesincluding up to thewholeground pseudoscalarand vectorm eson octets(�,�,

K ,�,!,K �)[5,6,7].Recently wehaveextended such m odelsto takeinto accountthekinem aticalcorrectionsdueto

thedi�erencebetween thelam bda and nucleon m assesand the�rst-ordernonlocality term s[8].Therearealso O M E

m odels that consider additionale�ects,such as correlated-two-pion exchange [9]and direct-quark interaction [10].

In allthese cases,to which we willreferbelow asstrictO M E m odels,the weak coupling constantsforthe pion are

em pirically determ ined from thefreem esonicdecay,and thoseoftherem ainingm esonsby m eansofunitary-sym m etry
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argum ents[5,6].

Allsuch m odels reproduce quite easily the totalnonm esonic decay rate,�nm = �n + �p,but seem to strongly

underestim atethe experim entalvaluesforthen=p branching ratio,�n=�p [1].However,therearerecentindications,

based on theintranuclearcascadem odel,thatthism ightbedueto contam ination ofthedata by secondary nucleons

unleashed by �nalstate interactions(FSI)while the prim ary onesare traversing the residualnucleus[11]. Another

serious discrepancy between theory and experim entin nonm esonic decay concerns the asym m etry param eter. The

m easurem entsfavora negative value for 12
�C and a positive value for 5

�He. However,allexisting calculationsbased

on strictO M E m odels[5,6,8,9,10]�nd valuesfora� between � 0:73 and � 0:19 [1,12].Also,when resultsfor12
�C

are available in the sam e m odel,they are very sim ilarto those for 5
� He,asexpected,since the intrinsic asym m etry

param eter,a�,has been de�ned [13]in such a way as to subdue its dependence on the particular hypernucleus

considered. A recentattem pt[12]to explain thisdiscrepancy along sim ilarlinesto those used forthe n=p problem

hasfailed.Asm ightbe expected,the FSIdo havean e�ectin attenuating the asym m etry,butshow no tendency to

reverseitssign.The only theoreticalcalculationsthatattain som e agreem entwith the experim entaldata fora� are

a �rstapplication ofe�ective �eld theory to nonm esonic decay [14]and a very recentextension ofthe direct-quark

interaction m odelto includesigm a-m eson exchange[15].However,in both cases,oneorm orecoupling constantsare

speci�cally adjusted to reproducethe experim entalvalue ofa� for5
� He.

M ost calculations of the asym m etry param eter m ake use ofan approxim ate form ula (Eq.(43), below) which,

however,is valid only for s-shellhypernuclei. Since an essentialaspect in the asym m etry puzzle presented above

concerns the com parison ofits values for 5
� He and

12
� C,it would be ofgreat interest to have a sim ple expression

that is applicable to both cases. This is the m ain objective ofthe presentpaper,in which a generalform alism for

the asym m etry param eterin nonm esonic decay isderived and subsequently particularized to these two hypernuclei.

W e start by presenting,in Section II,the m ain steps in the derivation ofthe generalexpression,Eq.(6),ofthe

vector hypernuclear asym m etry in term s ofdecay strengths. This is equivalent to Eq.(27) ofRef.[13]. However,

we deviate considerably from that reference from this point onwards. The m ain di�erence is that we do not m ake

useofspectroscopicfactors,butratherrely on spectroscopicam plitudes,which can then becom puted in thenuclear

structure m odelofchoice.Thishas,in ourview,two greatadvantages.Firstly,the spectroscopicam plitudescan be

determ ined withoutany am biguity asto theirphases. Thisisparticularly im portantforthe asym m etry param eter,

where,di�erently from the caseofthe decay rates,one isdealing with an interference phenom enon.Secondly,since,

dueto thelargevalueofthem om entum transferred in thefundam entalprocess,nonm esonicdecay isnotsigni�cantly

a�ected by detailsofnuclearstructure,one can choose to work in the extrem e shellm odel.Doing this,m uch ofthe

sum m ation overthe�nalstatesoftheresidualnucleuscan beexplicitly perform ed,leading to very sim pleexpressions

for the asym m etry. (See,for instance,Eq.(42).) The schem e for com puting the decay strengths by m eans ofan

integration overthe availablephasespaceispresented in Section III,and the sum m ationsneeded fortheasym m etry

param eter are perform ed in Section IV. Finally,the num ericalresults obtained by applying this form alism to the

calculation ofa� for,both 5
� He,and

12
�C,in severalstrictO M E m odels,are presented and discussed in Section V,

where we also sum m arize ourm ain conclusions. Detailsofthe derivation ofthe �nalexpression fora� are given in

AppendicesA{C,and som eidentitiesthathavebeen used forthispurposearelisted in Appendix D.

II. V EC T O R H Y P ER N U C LEA R A SY M M ET R Y

Single-� hypernucleiproduced in a (� + ;K + )reaction,underfavorable kinem aticalconditions,are known to end

up with considerablevectorpolarization along the direction norm alto the reaction plane,n̂ = (p�+ � pK + )=jp�+ �

pK + j,ofwhich they retain a signi�cantam ount,PV ,even afterthey have cascaded down to theirground statesby

electrom agnetic and strong processes[2,3,16]. Therefore,the initialm ixed state from which the hypernucleuswill

decay weakly can be described by the density m atrix [17,Eq.(9.29)]

�(JI)=
1

2JI + 1

�

1+
3

JI + 1
PV JI �n̂

�

; (1)

whereJI isthe hypernuclearspin.

Theangulardistribution ofprotonsem itted in theproton-induced nonm esonicdecay,�p ! np,ofthepure initial

hypernuclearstatejJIM Iiisgiven by Ferm i’sgolden ruleas

d�(JIM I ! p̂2tp)

d
p2

=

Z

d
p1

Z

dF
X

s1s2M F

jhp1s1tn p2s2tp �F JF M F jV jJIM Iij
2
: (2)

Here,p1s1 and p2s2 are the m om enta and spin projectionsofthe em itted neutron and proton,respectively,and we
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haveintroduced the com pactnotation (�h = c= 1)

Z

dF ::: = 2�
X

�F JF

Z
p22 dp2

(2�)3

Z
p21 dp1

(2�)3
�

�
p21

2M
+

p22

2M
+
jp1 + p2j

2

2M F

� � �F JF

�

:::; (3)

M being thenucleon m ass;M F ,thatofoftheresidualnucleus,which isleftin statej�F JF M F iwhere�F speci�esthe

rem aining quantum num bersbesidesthose related to the nuclearspin;and � �F JF ,the liberated energy. (To avoid

confusion,we willbe using Rom an font(M ,m ) form assesand italic font(M ,m )forazim uthalquantum num bers.)

Also indicated in Eq.(2)aretheisospin projectionstn � � 1=2and tp � + 1=2oftheneutron and proton,respectively.

The transition am plitude includesboth the directand the exchangecontributions,i.e.,

hp1s1tn p2s2tp �F JF M F jV jJIM Ii

= (p1s1tn p2s2tp �F JF M F jV jJIM Ii� (p2s2tp p1s1tn �F JF M F jV jJIM Ii; (4)

wheretheround brasstand forsim ple(nonantisym m etrized)productstatesfortheem itted nucleonsand thetransition

potential,V ,isextracted from the Feynm an am plitude forthe directprocess[8].

Itisthen possible to show [13,18],by taking the appropriate averageofEq.(2),thatthe angulardistribution of

protonsfrom the decay ofthe polarized m ixed state described by Eq.(1)hasthe form

d�[�(JI)! p̂2tp]

d
p2

=
�p

4�
(1+ PV A V p̂2 �n̂); (5)

where�p isthe fullproton-induced decay rate,and the vector hypernuclear asym m etry,A V ,isgiven by

A V =
3

JI + 1

P

M I
M I�(JIM I)

P

M I
�(JIM I)

: (6)

The new quantitiesintroduced abovearethe decay strengths,

�(JIM I) =

Z

d
p1

Z

dF
X

s1s2M F

jhp1s1tn p2s2tp �F JF M F jV jJIM Iip:h:f:j
2
; (7)

wherethesubscriptp:h:f:indicatesthatoneisdealingherewith thetransition am plitudein theproton helicity fram e,

in which the direction forangularm om entum quantization isthatofthe proton m om entum . Equivalently,one can

choose,forthe calculation ofthe decay strengths,a coordinate system having the z-axispointing along the proton

m om entum ,and proceed asusually.Thisisdepicted in Fig.1.

Itisclearthat,with the help ofEq.(5),one can extractthe value ofthe productPV A V from the counting rates

paralleland opposite to the polarization direction,by taking the ratio oftheir di�erence to their sum . Assum ing

thatPV can also be independently m easured,orcalculated,thisexperim entally determ inesthe vectorhypernuclear

asym m etry,A V .

III. D EC A Y ST R EN G T H S

To com pute the decay strengths,itisconvenientto rewrite the transition am plitudesin Eq.(7)in the totalspin

(S;M S)and isospin (T;M T )basis.W e startfrom the relation

jp1s1tn p2s2tp)� jp2s2tp p1s1tn)

=
X

SM S T M T

(1=2s1 1=2s2jSM S)(1=2tn 1=2tpjTM T )

�
�
jpP SM STM T )� (� )S+ T j� pP SM STM T )

�
; (8)

wherewehavealso changed the representation to relativeand totalm om enta,given respectively by

p =
1

2
(p2 � p1);

P = p1 + p2 : (9)
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FIG .1:Coordinate system forthe calculation ofdecay strengths.

Since wearetaking tn � � 1=2 and tp � + 1=2,wecan write

(1=2tn 1=2tpjTM T )=
1
p
2
(�T 1 � �T 0)�M T 0 ; (10)

and perform ing the transform ation (8)in Eq.(4),weget

hp1s1tn p2s2tp �F JF M F jV jJIM Ii

= �
X

SM S

(1=2s1 1=2s2jSM S)
X

T

(� )T hpP SM ST �F JF M F jV jJIM Ii; (11)

wherewehavede�ned

hpP SM ST �F JF M F jV jJIM Ii

=
1
p
2

�
(pP SM ST �F JF M F jV jJIM Ii� (� )S+ T (� pP SM ST �F JF M F jV jJIM Ii

�
; (12)

dropping,forsim plicity,the M T = 0 labels,asshallbe done henceforth. Finally,introducing Eq.(11)into Eq.(7),

and m aking use ofthe orthogonality ofthe Clebsch-G ordan coe�cientsin spin space,weareleftwith

�(JIM I)=

Z

d
p1

Z

dF
X

SM S M F

�
�
�
�
�

X

T

(� )T hpP SM ST �F JF M F jV jJIM Iip:h:f:

�
�
�
�
�

2

: (13)

Forthe integration in Eq.(13),there are 6 m om entum variablesinvolved,nam ely,the com ponentsofp1 and p2.

These,however,are notallindependent. The choice ofz-axisin Fig.1 elim inatestwo angularvariables. Also,the
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energy conservation condition in Eq.(3)givesonerelation to besatis�ed.Thisleaves6� 3= 3 independentvariables.

A convenientchoiceis

independentvariables: p2 ;�p1 ;�p1 : (14)

Sim ple trigonom etry,applied in Fig.1,leadsto the relations

4p2 = p
2
1 + p

2
2 � 2p1p2 cos�p1 ;

P
2 = p

2
1 + p

2
2 + 2p1p2 cos�p1 ;

cos�p =
p2 � p1 cos�p1

2p
;

cos�P =
p2 + p1 cos�p1

P
; (15)

which,together with the energy conservation condition,determ ine allm om entum variables in term s ofthe set in

Eq.(14).Noticethatthe azim uthalanglesofthe severalm om enta arerelated asfollows

�p = �p1 + � ; �P = �p1 : (16)

Forthetransition am plitude,weexpand the�nalstatein term softhe relativeand center-of-m asspartialwavesof

the em itted nucleons[7,(2.5)],getting,

hpP SM ST �F JF M F jV jJIM Iip:h:f:

= (4�)2
X

lL �J

i
� l� L [Yl(�p;�p1 + �)
 YL (�P ;�p1)]��

� (��SM SjJM J)(JM JJF M F jJIM I)hplP L�SJT�F JF ;JIjV jJIi; (17)

where the valuesof� and M J are �xed by the relationsM I = M J + M F = � + M S + M F . Due to the rotational

invarianceofV ,thelastm atrix elem entin Eq.(17)isindependentofM I,and thislabelhas,therefore,been om itted.

For the sam e reason,the subscript p:h:f:has also been dropped. Notice that,from Eq.(12) and the wellknown

behaviorofthe sphericalharm onicsunderparity,onehas

hplP L�SJT�F JF ;JIjV jJIi =
1
p
2

�
1� (� )l+ S+ T

�
(plP L�SJT�F JF ;JIjV jJIi: (18)

Upon integration on the angle�p1,Eq.(13)gives,then,

�(JIM I) =
1

2
(4�)5

Z

dcos�p1

Z

dF
X

SM S M F

�
�
�
�

X

lL �JT

(� )T i� l� L [Yl(�p;�)
 YL (�P ;0)]��

� (��SM SjJM J)(JM JJF M F jJIM I)hplP L�SJT�F JF ;JIjV jJIi

�
�
�
�

2

: (19)

Itcan be shown quite generally that

[Yl(�p;�p)
 YL (�P ;�P )]�� [Yl0(�p;�p)
 YL 0(�P ;�P )]
�
�0�

= (4�)� 1 (� )l
0
+ L

0

l̂̂l0L̂L̂0�̂0

�
X

kK �

�̂(l0l00jk0)(L0L00jK 0)(�0��0j��)

�

8
<

:

l l0 k

L L0 K

� �0 �

9
=

;
[Yk(�p;�p)
 YK (�P ;�P )]�0 ; (20)

where l̂ =
p
2l+ 1 and sim ilarly for other angular m om entum labels. Therefore, upon opening the square and

perform ing the sum m ationson M S and M F ,Eq.(19)becom es

�(JIM I) =
1

2
(4�)4

Z

dcos�p1

Z

dF
X

ST T 0

(� )T + T
0
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�
X

lL �J

X

l0L 0�0J0

i
� l

0
� L

0
� l� L (� )�+ S+ J+ J

0
+ JI+ JF l̂̂l

0
L̂L̂ 0̂��̂0ĴĴ0

�
X

kK �

�̂ĴI (JIM I�0jJIM I)(l0l
00jk0)(L0L00jK 0)[Yk(�p;�)
 YK (�P ;0)]�0

�

�
JI � JI
J JF J0

� �
� J0 J

S � �0

�
8
<

:

l l0 k

L L0 K

� �0 �

9
=

;

� hplP L�SJT�F JF ;JIjV jJIihpl
0
P L

0
�
0
SJ

0
T
0
�F JF ;JIjV jJIi

�
: (21)

IV . A SY M M ET R Y PA R A M ET ER

In orderto carry outthe sum m ationson M I needed in Eq.(6),we�rstrewriteitin the form

A V = 3

r
JI

JI + 1

�1(JI)

�0(JI)
; (22)

wherewehaveintroduced the decay m om ents

�0(JI) =
X

M I

�(JIM I); (23)

�1(JI) =
1

p
JI(JI + 1)

X

M I

M I�(JIM I): (24)

Then wetakeadvantageofthe particularvalues

(JIM I00jJIM I) = 1;

(JIM I10jJIM I) = M I=
p
JI(JI + 1); (25)

and use the orthogonality relation

X

M I

(JIM I�0jJIM I)(JIM I�
00jJIM I)= ���0Ĵ

2
I �̂

� 2 (26)

to get,for� = 0 and 1,

��(JI) =
1

2
(4�)4 Ĵ3I �̂

� 1

Z

dcos�p1

Z

dF
X

ST T 0

(� )T + T
0

�
X

lL �J

X

l0L 0�0J0

i
� l

0
� L

0
� l� L (� )�+ S+ J+ J

0
+ JI+ JF l̂̂l

0
L̂L̂ 0̂��̂0ĴĴ0

�
X

kK

(l0l00jk0)(L0L00jK 0)[Yk(�p;�)
 YK (�P ;0)]�0

�

�
JI � JI
J JF J0

� �
� J0 J

S � �0

�
8
<

:

l l0 k

L L0 K

� �0 �

9
=

;

� hplP L�SJT�F JF ;JIjV jJIihpl
0
P L

0
�
0
SJ

0
T
0
�F JF ;JIjV jJIi

�
: (27)

From [7,(2.13)](see also [19]):

hplP L�SJT�F JF ;JIjV jJIi

= (� )JF + J� JI Ĵ
� 1

I

X

jp

hJIjj

�

a
y

j�
a
y

jp

�

J
jj�F JF iM (plP L�SJT;j�jp); (28)

wherej� � n� l� j� and jp � np lp jp arethe single-particlestatesforthe lam bda and proton,respectively,and

M (plP L�SJT;j�jp) =
1
p
2

�
1� (� )l+ S+ T

�
(plP L�SJTjV jj� jpJ): (29)
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W e areworking in the weak-coupling m odel(W CM ),wherethe hyperon isassum ed to stay in the j� = 1s1=2 single-

particlestate,and the initialhypernuclearstate jJIiisbuiltby the sim ple coupling ofthisorbitalto the core,taken

as the A � 1Z ground state jJC i,i.e.,jJIi � j(j� JC )JIi. Under these circum stances,the two-particle spectroscopic

am plitudesin Eq.(28)arecastas[7,20]

hJIjj

�

a
y

j�
a
y

jp

�

J
jj�F JF i = (� )J+ JI+ JF ĴĴI

�
JC JI j�
J jp JF

�

hJC jja
y

jp
jj�F JF i: (30)

To continue,we willadopt the extrem e shellm odel(ESM ) and restrict our attention to cases where the single-

proton statesarecom pletely �lled in jJC i.Thisisso,within theESM ,forthecoresof,both 5
�He(JI = 1=2;JC = 0),

and 12
� C (JI = 1;JC = 3=2).In such cases,the �nalnuclearstatestakethe form j�F JF i� j(j� 1p JC )JF i,and we can

associate the extra label�F with the occupied single-proton states,jp. Consequently,on one hand,only one term

contributes to the sum in Eq.(28),and,on the other,the corresponding single-proton spectroscopic am plitude in

Eq.(30)isgiven by

hJC jja
y

jp
jj�F JF i= (� )JF + JC + jp ĴF : (31)

Notice also that,within this description,the liberated energies are independent ofJF ,i.e.,� �F JF ! � jp . This

suggestsrewriting Eq.(3)as

Z

dF ::: =
1

(2�)5

X

jp

Z

dFjp

X

JF

:::; (32)

where

Z

dFjp ::: =

Z

p
2
2 dp2

Z

p
2
1 dp1 �

�
p21

2M
+

p22

2M
+
jp1 + p2j

2

2M F

� � jp

�

:::: (33)

Putting allthistogetherand perform ing the sum m ation on JF ,we �nally get

��(JI) =
4

�
Ĵ
3
I �̂

� 1
X

jp

Z

dcos�p1

Z

dFjp

X

ST T 0

(� )T + T
0

�
X

lL �J

X

l0L 0�0J0

i
� l

0
� L

0
� l� L (� )�+ S+ JI+ JC � jp+ � l̂̂l0L̂L̂ 0̂��̂0Ĵ

2
Ĵ0

2

�
X

kK

(l0l00jk0)(L0L00jK 0)[Yk(�p;�)
 YK (�P ;0)]�0

�

�
j� JI JC

JI j� �

� �
� j� j�

jp J J0

� �
� J0 J

S � �0

�
8
<

:

l l0 k

L L0 K

� �0 �

9
=

;

� M (plP L�SJT;j�jp)M
�(pl0P L0

�
0
SJ

0
T
0;j� jp): (34)

From Eqs.(22)and (34),itcan be seen thatallthe dependence on JI iscontained in the factor

�

r
3JI

JI + 1

�
1=2 JI JC
JI 1=2 1

�

�
1=2 JI JC

JI 1=2 0

� =

�
1 for JI = JC + 1=2;

� JI
JI+ 1

for JI = JC � 1=2:
(35)

Thus,within thefram ework oftheW CM ,onefrequently introducestheintrinsic� asym m etry param eter,a� ,[1,13]

de�ned as

a� =

�
A V for JI = JC + 1=2;

� JI+ 1

JI
A V for JI = JC � 1=2;

(36)

which doesnotdepend on the hypernuclearspin,aswe have justshown within the ESM and forcore stateshaving

no open proton subshells.Forsuch cases,weget

a� =
!1

!0
; (37)
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with,for� = 0 and 1,

!� = 8
p
2
X

jp

Z

dcos�p1

Z

dFjp

X

ST T 0

(� )T + T
0

�
X

lL �J

X

l0L 0�0J0

i
� l

0
� L

0
� l� L (� )�+ S+ jp+

1

2 l̂̂l
0
L̂L̂ 0̂��̂0Ĵ

2
Ĵ0

2

�
X

kK

(l0l00jk0)(L0L00jK 0)[Yk(�p;�)
 YK (�P ;0)]�0

�

�
� 1=2 1=2

jp J J0

� �
� J0 J

S � �0

�
8
<

:

l l0 k

L L0 K

� �0 �

9
=

;

� M (plP L�SJT;j�jp)M
�(pl0P L0

�
0
SJ

0
T
0;j� jp): (38)

It can be shown [18]that !0 = �p. Therefore,the new inform ation carried by a� com es from the num erator in

Eq.(37),i.e.,from !1.

The orbitalangularm om enta in Eq.(38)obey the restrictions:

(� )l+ l
0
� k = + 1;

(� )L + L
0
� K = + 1;

(� )k+ K � � = + 1: (39)

The �rst two follow from wellknown properties ofClebsch-G ordan coe�cients with vanishing azim uthalquantum

num bers.The lastone can be obtained by �rstderiving the generalrelation

[Yk(�p;�p)
 YK (�P ;�P )]
�
�� = (� )k+ K � �+ � [Yk(�p;�p)
 YK (�P ;�P )]� �� : (40)

Then,recalling thatany sphericalharm onicwith azim uthalangleequalto,either0,or�,isreal,one gets,

[Yk(�p;�)
 YK (�P ;0)]� 0 = (� )k+ K � � [Yk(�p;�)
 YK (�P ;0)]� 0 ; (41)

from which the third one ofEqs.(39)followsim m ediately.The presence ofthe phase factori� l
0
� L

0
� l� L in Eq.(38)

m ay seem disquieting at�rstsight. However,by taking the com plex conjugate ofthatequation,interchanging the

dum m y variables lL�JT $ l0L0�0J0T 0,and m aking use ofEqs.(39) and ofthe sym m etry properties ofangular-

m om entum coupling and recoupling coe�cients,one easily getsthe relation ! �
� = !�,showing thatthese quantities

arereal,asthey should be by de�nition.

To com pute the two-body m atrix elem ents de�ned in Eq.(29),we resort to a M oshinsky transform ation [21]of

the initialstate,and phenom enologically add initialand �nalshort-rangecorrelations.(Form ore detailon thisand

related points,see Refs. [7]and [8].) For 5
�He,the sole contribution to Eq.(38)com esfrom the 1s1=2 proton state,

and onecan putL = L0= K = 0.O n the otherhand,for 12
�C,also the 1p3=2 state contributes,in which caseL and

L0 can each take the values0 and 1.Consequently one could,in principle,have K = 0;1 and 2 in Eq.(38).Butwe

provein Appendix A thatthe contribution with K = 2 vanishesidentically,both for� = 0,and for� = 1.Sim ilarly,

we prove in Appendix B thatthe contribution with K = 1 vanishesfor� = 0. W e do nothave an analyticalproof

thatthe contribution with K = � = 1 vanishes,butwe show in Appendix C thatitis,in any case,negligibly sm all.

Therefore,only theterm with K = 0 survivesin Eq.(38),and itreducesto thefollowing expression,thatcan beused

forthe two hypernuclei:

!� = (� )�
8

p
2�

�̂
� 1

X

jp

Z

dcos�p1

Z

dFjp Y�0(�p;0)

�
X

T T 0

(� )T + T
0
X

L S

X

l�J

X

l0�0J0

i
l� l

0

(� )�+ �
0
+ S+ L + jp+

1

2

� l̂̂l
0̂
��̂0Ĵ

2
Ĵ0

2

(l0l00j�0)

�

�
� 1=2 1=2

jp J J0

� �
� J0 J

S � �0

� �
l0 l �

� �0 L

�

� M (plP L�SJT;j�jp)M
�(pl0P L�0SJ0T 0;j� jp); (42)
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with L = 0 forthe 1s1=2 state,and L = 0 and 1 forthe 1p3=2 state.

Itisinteresting to observethatthepresenceoftheClebsch-G ordan coe�cientin Eq.(42),for� = 1,ensuresthatl

and l0haveoppositeparities.Sincetheinitialstatein thetwo m atrix elem entshasa de�niteparity,thisim pliesthat

allcontributionsto !1 com e from interference term sbetween the parity-conserving and the parity-violating partsof

thetransition potential.Furtherm ore,theantisym m etrization factorin Eq.(29)showsthatthetwo �nalstateshave

T 6= T 0.Thesearegeneralpropertiesofthe asym m etry param eter,asm entioned in the introduction.

V . N U M ER IC A L R ESU LT S A N D C O N C LU SIO N S

TABLE I:Resultsfortheasym m etry param eter,a� ,based on thenonm esonicdecay of
5

� He.Seetextfordetailed explanation.

M odel/Calculations !0(1s1=2) !1(1s1=2) a�

�

Strictly local 0:5176 � 0:2254 � 0:4354 (� 0:4351)

Pluscorrections 0:6492 � 0:2913 � 0:4487 (� 0:4456)

(�;�;K )

Strictly local 0:3322 � 0:1878 � 0:5652 (� 0:5852)

Pluscorrections 0:3920 � 0:2412 � 0:6153 (� 0:6384)

� + �

Strictly local 0:5011 � 0:1227 � 0:2449 (� 0:2665)

Pluscorrections 0:5937 � 0:1776 � 0:2991 (� 0:3155)

(�;�;K )+ (�;!;K �)

Strictly local 0:5352 � 0:2739 � 0:5117 (� 0:5131)

Pluscorrections 0:5526 � 0:2974 � 0:5382 (� 0:5388)

Experim ent K EK -PS E278 [3] 0:24� 0:22

a� = A V (
5

� He) K EK -PS E462 [4](prelim inary) 0:11� 0:08� 0:04

Shown in TablesIand IIaretheresultsobtained in thecalculation oftheasym m etry param eter,a� ,based on the

expressionsofthe previoussection applied to 5
� Heand

12
�C,respectively.Thevaluesof!0 and !1 arein unitsofthe

free� decay constant,�
(0)

�
= 2:50� 10� 6 eV,and,in thecaseof12� C,wegivein separatecolum nsthecontributionsof

the1s1=2 and 1p3=2 proton states.Alsoincluded arethem easured valuesfora� obtained from som erecentexperim ents

on thenonm esonicdecay ofthesetwo hypernuclei.Thevaluefora� in 12
� C extracted from experim entK EK -PS E508

and given in Table IIwastaken from the preprintversion ofRef.[4],since only a weighted averagefor12
� C and 11

�B

isexplicitly reported in the published version,itsvaluebeing � 0:20� 0:26� 0:04.

W e consider severalO M E m odels,and for each one we give the results oftwo di�erent calculations. First,are

thosecorresponding to thestrictly localapproxim ation forthetransition potential,usually adopted in theliterature.

Secondly,are the onesobtained when we add the correctionsdue to the kinem aticale�ects related to the lam bda-

nucleon m ass di�erence and the �rst-ordernonlocality term s that we have discussed in Ref.[8]. The �rst thing to

noticeisthatthesecorrectionsactsystem atically in thedirection ofincreasingtheabsolutevaluesofallthetabulated

quantities. The e�ectistypically in the range of20{30% for!� butonly 5{10% fora�,tending to be largerin the

� + � m odeland sm aller in the com plete m odel. To put it shortly,ifone wants precise values for the asym m etry

param eter,the correction term s should be included in the transition potential,but,in view ofthe present levelof

indeterm inacy in the m easurem ents,they can be dispensed with forthe m om ent.

In the case of5
�He,we have also included,between parentheses,in Table I,the values for a� obtained with the

approxim ateform ula usually adopted in the literature[1],nam ely,

A V (
5
�He)�

2<
�p

3ae� � b(c� �
p
2d�)+

p
3f(

p
2c� + d�)

�

jaj2 + jbj2 + 3(jcj2 + jdj2 + jej2 + jfj2)
; (43)
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TABLE II:Resultsfortheasym m etry param eter,a� ,based on thenonm esonicdecay of
12

� C.Seetextfordetailed explanation.

M odel/Calculations !0(1s1=2) !0(1p3=2) !1(1s1=2) !1(1p3=2) a�

�

Strictly local 0:4111 0:4724 � 0:1830 � 0:1990 � 0:4324

Pluscorrections 0:5206 0:5954 � 0:2400 � 0:2596 � 0:4477

(�;�;K )

Strictly local 0:2788 0:3161 � 0:1580 � 0:1707 � 0:5526

Pluscorrections 0:3336 0:3817 � 0:2057 � 0:2217 � 0:5975

� + �

Strictly local 0:4138 0:4607 � 0:0984 � 0:1096 � 0:2379

Pluscorrections 0:4922 0:5514 � 0:1461 � 0:1596 � 0:2930

(�;�;K )+ (�;!;K
�
)

Strictly local 0:4391 0:4803 � 0:2300 � 0:2378 � 0:5088

Pluscorrections 0:4619 0:5083 � 0:2546 � 0:2599 � 0:5303

Experim ent K EK -PS E160 [2] � 0:9� 0:3
a

a� = � 2A V (
12

�
C) K EK -PS E508 [4](prelim inary) � 0:44� 0:32

b

aThisresultcorresponds to an im proved weighted average am ong severalp-shellhypernuclei[1,p.95].
bSee text.

where

a = hnp;1S0jV j�p;
1S0i; b= ihnp;3P0jV j�p;

1S0i; c= hnp;3S1jV j�p;
3S1i;

d = � hnp;3D 1jV j�p;
3S1i; e= ihnp;1P1jV j�p;

3S1i; f = � ihnp;3P1jV j�p;
3S1i: (44)

The extra factorsin the transition am plitudesin Eqs.(44)are due to di�erencesin phase conventions,asexplained

in Ref.[8]. It is im portant to em phasize that Eq.(43) is only an approxim ation,that can be adapted from the

corresponding expression forthe two-body reaction pn ! p� in free space [22].Assuch,itignoresthe factthatthe

�nalstate ofnonm esonic decay is a three-body one and the ensuing kinem aticalcom plications should be properly

dealtwith,which requiresa directintegration overthe available phase space as done in the expressionsused here.

M oreim portantly,Eq.(43)doesnotincludethefullcontribution ofthetransitionscom ing from proton statesbeyond

the s-shell,being therefore ofonly lim ited validity,and should notbe used for p-shellhypernucleisuch as 12
� C,or,

even worse,forheavierones.Thisbeing said,com parison ofthecorresponding valuesfora� in TableIshowsthatthe

form ula workswellwithin itsrangeofvalidity.Thisconclusion isin agreem entwith ourprelim inary resultreported

elsewhere[23],which wasrestricted to one-pion-exchangeonly.

Com ing now to 12
� C,itisevidentin TableIIthatthep-shellcontributionsto !0 and !1 areby no m eansnegligible,

being in fact ofthe sam e order as those ofthe s-shell. However,they are also in approxim ately the sam e ratio,

so that the e�ect on a�,given by Eq.(37),is m uch sm aller. This corroborates the theoreticalexpectation that

the intrinsic asym m etry param eter,a�,should have only a m oderate dependence on the particular hypernucleus

considered. Presently we are investigating to which degree thisrem ainstrue form ore generalcases,such asthatof
11
� B [24]. Notice thatin the previoussection we have explicitly proven thata� is independent ofthe hypernuclear

spin.Howeverthisdoesnot,by itself,exclude the possibility thatitm ightdepend on otheraspectsofhypernuclear

structure.

In closing,let us rem ark that we have derived sim ple form ulas for the evaluation ofthe asym m etry param eter,

which exactly include the e�ectsofthree-body kinem aticsin the �nalstatesofnonm esonic hypernucleardecay and

correctly treatthe contribution oftransitionsoriginating from proton statesbeyond the s-shell.Asto ournum erical

results,letus�rstofallobservethatthe calculated valuesofa� in the fourO M E m odelsconsidered herevary from

� 0:62to � 0:24.Thisbroad spectrum ofvaluesindicatesthattheasym m etry param etercan indeed beapowerfultool

to discrim inatebetween di�erenttheoreticalm echanism sfornonm esonicdecay,requiring forthispurpose,however,a
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m orepreciseexperim entaldeterm ination ofthisobservablethan thosepresently available.Secondly,thefactthat,for

each ofthese O M E m odels,the resultsfor 5
�He and

12
�C are very sim ilariscom patible with the generalexpectation

thata� should depend little on the hypernucleus. Finally,the negative value system atically obtained fora� forthe

two hypernucleiindicates,once again,thatitwillbe hard to geta positive orzero value for itin the �rstcase,at

leastwithin strictO M E m odels. The puzzle posed by the experim entalresultsfora� in s-and p-shellhypernuclei

rem ainsunexplained.

A P P EN D IX A :K = 2 C O N T R IB U T IO N S T O !0 A N D !1

As m entioned in Section IV,to com pute the transition m atrix elem ents M appearing in Eq.(38),we perform a

M oshinsky transform ation ofthe initial�p state [8,Eq.(A.1)],

jj� jpJ) = ĵ� ĵp

X

�� �S

�̂� �̂S

8
><

>:

l� 1=2 j�

lp 1=2 jp
�� �S J

9
>=

>;

�
X

n�lN L

�
n�lN L ��jn�l� nplp ��

� �
�n�lN L ���SJ

�

�
X

n�lN L �� �S

C (n�lN L ���S;j� jpJ)
�
�n�lN L ���SJ

�
; (A1)

where
�
n�lN L ��jn�l� nplp ��

�
are the M oshinsky brackets with their phases adapted so as to conform with our

convention for the relative coordinate as discussed in Appendix A ofRef.[8]. W e have put bars over �l,�� and �S

to distinguish them from the analogous angular m om enta in the partialwaves ofthe �nalNN state. This is not

necessary forL and J,since alltransitionsare diagonalin these two quantum num bers. Introducing Eq.(A1)into

Eq.(29),one gets

M (plP L�SJT;j�jp)=
X

n�lN �� �S

C (n�lN L ���S;j� jpJ)M (plP L�SJT;n�lN ���S); (A2)

where

M (plP L�SJT;n�lN ���S) =
1
p
2

�
1� (� )l+ S+ T

�
(plP L�SJTjV

�
�n�lN L ���SJ

�
: (A3)

The transition potentialcan be decom posed as

V =
X

i

vi(r)Ii
i; (A4)

where the isospin factorIi isequalto 1 or�1 � �2,forisoscalarorisovectorinteractions,respectively,and the 
i are

rotationally invariantoperatorshaving de�nite spin and spatialranks,i.e.,operatorsofthe form


i = [A
�i
i (�1;�2)
 B

�i
i (r;r )]00 : (A5)

Dueto thealgebraicpropertiesofthePaulim atrices,therank �i can beatm ostequalto 2.FortheO M E m odelswe

consider,including eventualkinem aticaland nonlocality corrections,the severalpossibilitiesare:

PC term s

8
>>><

>>>:

�i = 0 forcentraland r � r forces

(spin-independentorspin-spin);

�i = 1 forlinearspin-orbitforces;

�i = 2 fortensorforces;

PV term s

n

�i = 1 forallkinds: (A6)

Ascan be seen in Eqs.(A.3)to (A.15)ofRef.[8],the di�erentterm shavem atrix elem entsofthe generalform

(plP L�SJTjviIi
i

�
�n�lN L ���SJ

�
= G i(lL�SJT;�l���S)(P LjN L)(pljvi(r)d̂i(r)jn�l); (A7)
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where (P LjN L) are the overlaps ofthe c.m .radialwave functions and the d̂i(r) are,either unity,or one ofthe

e�ective di�erentialoperatorsde�ned in Eq.(A.16)ofthatreference.The im portantpointisthatthe G i arepurely

geom etricalfactors,involving,atm ost,3jand 6jsym bols.Scrutinizing theseequationsm oreclosely,onenoticesthat

the dependence on �,�� and J can be isolated asfollows

G i(lL�SJT;�l���S)= (� )J �̂�̂�

(

� �i
��

�l L l

) (

� �i
��

�S J S

)

gi(lLST;�l�S): (A8)

Thisresultiscom pletely generaland dependsonly on the application ofthe W igner-Eckarttheorem to operatorsof

the form given in Eq.(A5).(See,forinstance,Chapter7 ofRef.[25],orSection 1A-5 ofRef.[26].)

Taking these ideasinto accountin Eq.(38),itisclearthatthe sum m ation over�,J,�0 and J0 can be perform ed

�rst,leading to a rem aining sum m and thatisproportionalto

X

�J

X

�0J0

(� )�+ J+ J
0

�̂
2
�̂0

2

Ĵ
2
Ĵ0

2

�

(

� 1=2 1=2

jp J J0

) (

� J0 J

S � �0

)
8
><

>:

l l0 k

L L0 K

� �0 �

9
>=

>;

�

8
><

>:

l� 1=2 j�

lp 1=2 jp
�� �S J

9
>=

>;

(

� �i
��

�l L l

) (

� �i
��

�S J S

)

�

8
><

>:

l� 1=2 j�

lp 1=2 jp
��0 �S0 J0

9
>=

>;

(

�0 �i0
��0

�l0 L0 l0

) (

�0 �i0
��0

�S0 J0 S

)

: (A9)

Actually,the � isalwaysin the 1s1=2 state,and one can m ake use ofEq.(6.4.14)ofRef.[25]to replace the above

expression by

X �
X

�J

X

�0J0

(� )�+ J+ J
0

�̂
2
�̂0

2

Ĵ
2
Ĵ0

2

�

(

� 1=2 1=2

jp J J0

) (

� J0 J

S � �0

)
8
><

>:

l l0 k

L L0 K

� �0 �

9
>=

>;

�

(
�S 1=2 1=2

jp lp J

) (

� �i lp
�l L l

) (

� �i lp
�S J S

)

�

(
�S0 1=2 1=2

jp lp J0

) (

�0 �i0 lp
�l0 L0 l0

) (

�0 �i0 lp
�S0 J0 S

)

; (A10)

wherewehavedropped an irrelevantfactor.

Fora proton in thesshell,theM oshinsky transform ation requiresthatL = L0= 0,and the9jsym bolin Eq.(A10)

selects K = 0 as the only possibility. For a proton in the p shell,there are two alternatives for the relative and

c.m .angularm om enta,nam ely,

p shell

(

alternative1: �l= 1 and L = 0;

alternative2: �l= 0 and L = 1;
(A11)

and sim ilarly forthe prim ed quantities. In principle,therefore,there are three possibilitiesforK ,nam ely,K = 0;1

and 2.

Itisclearfrom thisdiscussion thata contribution with K = 2 in Eq.(38)can only com efrom the alternative2 in

Eq.(A11).Therefore,setting L = L0= 1 and �l= �l0= 0 in Eq.(A10),and m aking use ofEq.(6.3.2)ofRef.[25],we

get

X (jp = 1pjp;L = L
0= 1)
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=
(� )l+ l

0

3̂l̂l0
��il��i0l0

X

�J

X

�0J0

(� )�
0
+ J+ J

0

�̂
2
�̂0

2

Ĵ
2
Ĵ0

2

�

(

� 1=2 1=2

jp J J0

) (

� J0 J

S � �0

)
8
><

>:

l l0 k

1 1 K

� �0 �

9
>=

>;

�

(
�S 1=2 1=2

jp 1 J

) (

� l 1

�S J S

)

�

(
�S0 1=2 1=2

jp 1 J0

) (

�0 l0 1

�S0 J0 S

)

: (A12)

To proceed,itwillbe unavoidableto perform som em anipulationswith 12j sym bols,and theneeded identitiesare

collected in Appendix D for convenience. W ith the help ofwellknown sym m etry properties of6j and 9j sym bols

[25],one can m akeuse ofEqs.(D2),(D3)and (D4),in succession,to perform ,�rstthe sum m ation over�,and then

thatover�0,in Eq.(A12),getting

X (jp = 1pjp;L = L
0= 1)

=
(� )K + l

0
+ �S

0

3̂l̂l0
��il��i0l0

(

k �S �S0

S l0 l

)

�
X

J

X

J0

(� )J
0

Ĵ
2
Ĵ0

2

8
><

>:

k �S �S0

� J J0

K 1 1

9
>=

>;

�

(

� 1=2 1=2

jp J J0

) (
�S 1=2 1=2

jp 1 J

)

�

(
�S0 1=2 1=2

jp 1 J0

)

: (A13)

Repeating thesam e procedure,wecan now perform ,�rstthe sum m ation overJ,and then thatoverJ0,to get

X (jp = 1pjp;L = L
0= 1)

= �
(� )K + k+ l

0
+ �S

0

3̂l̂l0
��il��i0l0

(

k �S �S0

S l0 l

)

�

8
><

>:

K 1=2 1=2

� 1=2 1=2

k �S �S0

9
>=

>;

(

K 1=2 1=2

jp 1 1

)

: (A14)

The9j,aswellasthelast6j,in Eq.(A14)restrictsK to0and 1,and weconcludethatthecontribution with K = 2

in Eq.(38)vanishesidentically,both for� = 0,and for� = 1.Notice thatthisresultholds,notonly forjp = 1p3=2,

which isofdirectinterestfor12
� C,butalso forjp = 1p1=2,which m ay be relevantforotherp-shellhypernuclei.

A P P EN D IX B :K = 1 C O N T R IB U T IO N T O !0

Recalling Eq.(33),itisclearthatthe K = 1 contribution to !0 in Eq.(38),from the single-proton state jp,has

the form

!0(jp;K = 1)

=

Z

dcos�p1

Z

p
2
2 dp2

Z

p
2
1 dp1 �

�
p21

2M
+

p22

2M
+
jp1 + p2j

2

2M F

� � jp

�

� f(p;P )[Y1(�p;�)
 Y1(�P ;0)]00 ; (B1)
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where f(p;P ) represents the rest ofthe integrand in Eq.(38),the im portant point being that it depends on the

m om enta only through p and P .

From the explicitexpressionsofthe sphericalharm onics,we �nd

[Y1(�p;�)
 Y1(�P ;0)]00 = �

p
3

4�
cos(�p + �P ); (B2)

and,m aking use ofthe lasttwo equationsin (15),thisbecom es

[Y1(�p;�)
 Y1(�P ;0)]00 = �

p
3

4�

p22 � p21

2pP
: (B3)

Introducing thisresultin Eq.(B1),weareleftwith

!0(jp;K = 1)

= �

p
3

4�

Z

dcos�p1

Z

p
2
2 dp2

Z

p
2
1 dp1 �

�
p21

2M
+

p22

2M
+
jp1 + p2j

2

2M F

� � jp

�

� f(p;P )
p22 � p21

2pP
: (B4)

Letusnow perform the interchange ofdum m y variablesp1 $ p2 in Eq.(B4),keeping cos�p1 �xed. Then,noticing

that,according to the �rsttwo equationsin (15),p and P are invariantunderthistransform ation,we arrive atthe

result

!0(jp;K = 1)= � !0(jp;K = 1); (B5)

from which itfollowsthatthe contribution with K = 1 in Eq.(38)vanishesfor� = 0.

A P P EN D IX C :K = 1 C O N T R IB U T IO N T O !1

TABLE III:Resultsforthe K = 1 contribution to !1 in the nonm esonic decay of
12

�
C.See textfordetailed explanation.

M odel/Calculations !1(1p3=2;K = 1) j�a � =a� j(% )

�

Strictly local 0:0007 0:18

Pluscorrections 0:0010 0:20

(�;�;K )

Strictly local 0:0005 0:15

Pluscorrections 0:0007 0:16

� + �

Strictly local 0:0007 0:34

Pluscorrections 0:0008 0:26

(�;�;K )+ (�;!;K
�
)

Strictly local 0:0003 0:06

Pluscorrections 0:0006 0:12

W e havenotbeen ableto �nd an analyticalproofthatthe K = 1 contribution in Eq.(38)vanishesalso for� = 1.

However,forthe caseswe aredealing with,thiscontribution can only arisefrom the jp = 1p3=2 proton state in
12
�C,

and we have num erically com puted its values in the severalO M E m odels we are considering. They are given,in
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unitsof�
(0)

�
,in Table III. The nonzero valuesm ay be due to truncation and roundo� errors.Forinstance,we have

com puted,with the sam e routine,the analogouscontribution with � = 0 in the case ofthe com plete O M E m odel

pluskinem aticaland nonlocality term s.Even though ithasbeen proved in Appendix B thatthisisexactly zero,the

num ericalresult cam e out as 0.0004,which is com parable to the value obtained for !1(1p3=2;K = 1) in the sam e

m odel.

Com parison ofTablesIIand IIIim m ediately showsthatthe K = 1 contribution to !1 is,in any case,very sm all.

Furtherm ore,in the lastcolum n ofTable III,we give the relative e�ectthatitsinclusion would have on a�,and it

alwaysstaysbelow 0:4% .W e concludethat,even ifthiscontribution isnotexactly zero,itcan be safely neglected.

A P P EN D IX D :SO M E P R O P ER T IES O F 12j SY M B O LS

The 12j sym bolsarise in the recoupling of�ve angularm om enta [27,28].They are notunique,buthere we shall

need only thoseofthe �rstkind,

8
><

>:

j1 j2 j3 j4

l1 l2 l3 l4

k1 k2 k3 k4

9
>=

>;
=
X

x

(� )R 4� x x̂
2

�

(

j1 k1 x

k2 j2 l1

) (

j2 k2 x

k3 j3 l2

) (

j3 k3 x

k4 j4 l3

) (

j4 k4 x

j1 k1 l4

)

; (D1)

asde�ned in Eq.(19.1)ofRef.[28],whose notation forthe 12j sym bolswe follow. In Eq.(D1),R 4 standsforthe

sum ofallthe angularm om entum labelsin the 12j sym bol.

Thesesym bolsobey the recursion relation [28,Eq.(A.6.13)]

8
><

>:

j1 j2 j3 j4

l1 l2 l3 l4

k1 k2 k3 k4

9
>=

>;
= (� )j2+ k2+ j4+ k4

�
X

x

(� )2x x̂2

8
><

>:

k2 j4 x

l2 j3 j2

k3 l3 k4

9
>=

>;

(

k2 j4 x

l4 l1 k1

) (

k4 j2 x

l1 l4 j1

)

; (D2)

and haveseveralsym m etry properties,am ong which [28,Eq.(17.4)]

8
><

>:

j1 j2 j3 j4

l1 l2 l3 l4

k1 k2 k3 k4

9
>=

>;
=

8
><

>:

j2 j3 j4 k1

l2 l3 l4 l1

k2 k3 k4 j1

9
>=

>;
: (D3)

Therearealso reduction form ulas,such as[28,Eq.(A.6.39)]

X

x

x̂
2

8
><

>:

j1 j2 j3 j4

l1 l2 l3 l4

x k2 k3 k4

9
>=

>;

(

l1 k2 x

j4 l4 k1

)

= (� )l2+ l3+ j3+ k3� k1

8
><

>:

j2 k4 k1

j3 l3 j4

l2 k3 k2

9
>=

>;

(

j2 k4 k1

l4 l1 j1

)

: (D4)
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