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A bstract

BecauseofPaulisuppression e�ectstheN � decay m odeofthefree

� isnotofim portancein hypernucleiwith A � 10.Ratherthedecay

ofsuch hypernucleiproceedsvia thenucleon-stim ulated m ode�N !

N N ,analysis ofwhich presents a considerable theoreticalchallenge

and aboutwhich there exists only a lim ited am ountofexperim ental

inform ation.Herein weconfrontexistingdata with varioustheoretical

analyseswhich have been developed.

1 { Introduction to H ypernuclear D ecay

The properties ofthe lam bda hyperon are fam iliar to allofus. Having a
m ass of 1116 M eV,zero isospin and unit negative strangeness, it decays
nearly 100% ofthetim evia thenonleptonic m ode� ! N � and detailscan
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befound in theparticledata tables[1]

�� =
1

263ps
B.R.�!

(

p�� 64:1%
n�0 35:7%

(1)

The decay can be com pletely described in term sofan e�ective Lagrangian
with two phenom enologicalparam eters

H w = gw �N (1+ �
5)~� �~��� (2)

wheregw = 2:35� 10� 7;� = �6:7 and � isde�ned to occupy thelowerentry
ofatwocom ponentcolum n spinor.Thekinem aticsaresuch thatfordecayat
restthe�nalstatenucleon em ergeswith energy about5 M eV,which m eans
thatthecorresponding m om entum ispN =

p
2M N E N � 100 M eV.

Now,however,considerwhathappensiftheLam bdaisbound in ahyper-
nucleus.[2]In thiscase,even neglecting binding energy e�ects,the100M eV
m om entum ofthe outgoing nucleon is generally m uch less than the Ferm i
m om entum ofthe nucleus so thatthe decay willbe Pauliblocked. A very
sim ple estim ate ofthis e�ect can be generated within a sim ple Ferm igas
m odel,wherein,neglecting any e�ectsofbinding energy orofwavefunction
distortion,one�nds

1

��
�� = 1�

1

2

X

nj‘

N nj‘hnj‘jj‘(k�r)j1S 1

2

i (3)

with N nj‘ being the occupation num berforthe indicated state. The result
ofthiscalculation revealsthattheim portanceofsuch pionicdecaysrapidly
fallsasa function ofnuclearm ass|

1

��
�� �

(

A = 10 A = 25 :::

1=20 1=120 :::
(4)

However,whiletheexistenceofthenuclearm edium suppressestheN � m ode,
italso opensup a com pletely new possibility,thatofthenucleon-stim ulated
decay| �N ! N N . Assum ing that the energy is shared equally between
the outgoing pairofnucleons one hasthen E N ’ 1

2
(m � � m N )� 90M eV .

Thecorresponding m om entum ispN � 400M eV and iswellabovetheFerm i
m om entum , so that Paulisuppression is not relevant. According to the
above argum entsthe im portance ofthisnonm esonic (NM )m ode com pared
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Figure1:Calculated ratioofpionichypernucleardecay tofreelam bdadecay
rate.
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to itsm esonic counterpartshould rapidly increase with A,and this expec-
tation is fully borne out experim entally,as shown in Figure 1. A theory
ofhypernuclear weak decay then hasbasically nothing to do with the pio-
nic m ode favored by a free � and m ust dealwith the m uch m ore com plex
�N ! N N process.[3]The observableswhich can be m easured experim en-
tally and should bepredicted by theoreticalanalysisinclude

i) theoveralldecay rate�N M ;

ii) theratioofproton-stim ulated (�p! np)toneutron-stim ulated (�n !
nn)decay| �pN M =�

n
N M � �N M (p=n);

iii) theratio ofparity-violating to parity-conserving decay|

�P VN M =�
P C
N M � �N M (PV=PC)

| which ism easured,e.g.,via the proton asym m etry in polarized hy-
pernucleardecay

iv) �nalstaten,p decay spectra;

v) etc.

Thepresentexperim entalsituationissom ewhatlim ited.M ostoftheearly
experim entsin the�eld em ployed bubblecham berorem ulsion techniques.It
wastherefore relatively straightforward to determ ine the ratio ofthe decay
rates ofthe two m odes,but m uch m ore di�cult to m easure the absolute
rates.Thischanged when an early Berkeley m easurem enton 16

� O yielded the
value[4]

�(16� O)

��
= 3� 1 (5)

However,this was stilla very low statistics experim ent with sizable back-
ground contam ination. Recently a CM U-BNL-UNM -Houston-Texas-Vassar
collaborationundertookaseriesofdirecttim ing| fastcounting| hypernuclear
lifetim em easurem entsyielding theresultssum m arized in table1.[5]In addi-
tion,there exista num berofolderem ulsion m easurem entsin light(A � 5)
hypernuclei,detailsofwhich can befound in a recentreview article.[6]How-
ever,the only experim entalnum bers for heavy system s are obtained from
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5
�He

11
� B

12
� C

1

��
�N M 0:41� 0:14 1:25� 0:16� 1:14� 0:20

�N M (p=n) 1:07� 0:58 0:96+ 0:8� 0:4 0:75+ 1:5� 0:35

Table1:Experim entalBNL data fornonm esonichyperon decay.�Notethat
we have scaled the experim entalnum ber to account to exclude the pionic
decay com ponent.

delayed �ssion m easurem entson hypernucleiproduced in �p-nucleuscollisons
and areoflim ited statisticalprecision[7]

�(238� U)= (1:0+ 1:0� 0:5)� 10� 10sec. �(209� Bi)= (2:5+ 2:5� 1:0)� 10� 10sec: (6)

Theproblem ofdealing with a weak two-body interaction within thenu-
cleus has been faced previously in the context ofnuclear parity violation,
and onecan build on whathasbeen learned therein.[8]Speci�cally,theweak
interaction atthequark levelisshortranged,involving W ,Z-exchange.How-
ever,because ofthe hard core repulsion the e�ective NN e�ects are m od-
elled in term s oflong-range one-m eson exchange interaction,justasin the
caseoftheconventionalstrong nucleon-nucleon interaction,[9]butnow with
one vertex being weak and parity-violating while the second is strong and
parity-conserving. The exchanged m esons are the lightestones| �� ;�;!|
associated with the longestrange. (Exchange ofneutralspinless m esonsis
forbidden by Barton’stheorem .[10])

A sim ilarpictureofhypernucleardecaycan then beconstructed,butwith
im portantdi�erences. W hile the basic m eson-exchange diagram sappearas
before,theweakverticesm ustnow includebothparity-conservingandparity-
violating com ponents,and the listofexchanged m esons m ustbe expanded
to include both neutralspinless objects (�0;�0) as wellas strange m esons
(K ;K �),as�rstpointed outby Adam s.[11]Thustheproblem isconsiderably
m orechallengingthan thecorrespondingand alreadydi�cultissueofnuclear
parity violation.

Oneofthesigni�cantproblem sin such a calculation involvestheevalua-
tion ofthevariousweak am plitudes.Indeed,theonly weak couplingswhich
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Figure2:M eson exchangepictureofnuclearparity violation.

are com pletely m odel-independentare those involving pion em ission,which
aregiven in Eqn.2.In view ofthis,a num berofcalculationshaveincluded
only this longest range com ponent. Even in this sim pli�ed case,however,
thereisconsiderablem odel-dependence,astheresultsarestrongly sensitive
to theshort-ranged correlation function assum ed forthenucleon-nucleon in-
teraction,aswillbe seen. Below we shallreview previoustheoreticalwork
in thisarea and detailourown program ,which involvesa system atic quark
m odel-(sym m etry-)based evaluation ofweak m esonic couplingsto be used
in hypernucleardecay calculations.

2 { H ypernuclear D ecay in N uclear M atter

Asdiscussed above one ofthe signi�cantproblem sin the calculation ofhy-
pernucleardecay involvestheevaluation ofthevariousweak NNM vertices.
Indeed,theonlyweak couplingswhich arecom pletelym odel-independentare
those involving pion em ission,which are given in Eqn. 2. In view ofthis,
a num berofcalculationshave included only thislongestrange com ponent.
Even here there is considerable m odel-dependence,however,as the results
are strongly sensitive to the short-ranged correlation function assum ed for
thenucleon-nucleon interaction.Asawarm -up toarealisticcalculation then
wecan begin with apion-exchange-onlycalculation in \nuclearm atter"(i.ea
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Transition Operator
1S0 !

1S0(I = 1) 1

4
a(q2)(1� ~�� � ~�N )

1S0 !
3P0(I = 1) 1

8
b(q2)(~�� � ~�N )� q̂(1� ~�� � ~�N )

3S1 !
3S1(I = 0) 1

4
c(q2)(3+ ~� � ~�N )

3S1 !
3D 1(I = 0) 3

2
p
2
d(q2)(~�� � q̂~�N � q̂�1

3
~�� � ~�N )

3S1 !
1P1(I = 0)

p
3

8
e(q2)(~�� � ~�N )� q̂(3+ ~�� � ~�N )

3S1 !
3P1(I = 1)

p
6

4
f(q2)(~�� + ~�N )� q̂

Table2:Transition operatorsofallowed �N ! N N transitionsfrom relative
S-states. Here ~q speci�es the relative m om entum ofthe outgoing nucleons
while~��;~�N operateon the�N ;N N verticesrespectively.

sim pleFerm igasm odelwith N n = N p and Pf � 270M eV)with and without
nucleon-nucleon correlation e�ects. Here the �� N relative m om entum is
very softso thatonly 1S0 and 3S1 initialstatesareassum ed to beinvolved.
Then

�N M =
1

(2�)5

Z

d
3
k1

Z

d
3
k2

Z
kF

0

d
3
ki�

4(pi� pf)

�
1

2

X

spin

jhfjH wjiij
2 =

X

��

�N M (�  �) (7)

W e can break thisdown furtherby identifying e�ective transition oper-
ators for the various partialwave channels which contribute to the decay
process| cf. Table 2| in term sofwhich we �nd forthe totalnonm esonic
hypernucleardecay rate

�N M =
3

8��3�N

Z �� N kF

0

p
2
dpqm N

�

jaj
2 + jbj

2 + jcj
2 + jdj

2 + jej
2 + 3jfj2

�

(8)

where ��N = m �

m � + m N

arisesfrom the switch from the nuclearrestfram e to
the�N centerofm assfram eand p,q arerelated by

q
2 = m N (m � � m N )+

p2

2��N
(9)

Theresultsobtained by variousgroupsaredisplayed in Table3.
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Adam s[11] M cK-Gib[12] Oset-Sal[13] UM ass[14]
1

��
�N M (no corr.) 0.51 4.13 4.3 3.84
1

��
�N M (corr.) 0.06 2.31 2.1 1.82

Table3:Non-m esonichypernucleardecay ratescalculated by variousgroups
using pion-exchangeonly in \nuclearm atter."

Adam s[11] M cK-Gib[12] Oset-Sal[13] UM ass[14]

�N M (p=n)(no corr.) 19.4 - - 11.2
�N M (p=n)(corr.) 2.8 - - 16.6

Table 4: Proton to neutron stim ulated decay ratiosforpion-only exchange
in \nuclearm atter."

Obviously there isbasic agreem entexceptforthe pioneering calculation
ofAdam s.[11]Theproblem swith hiscalculation weretwo| Adam sused an
incorrectvalueoftheweakcouplingconstantgw aswellastoo-strongatensor
correlation,both ofwhich tended to reducethecalculated rate.W hen these
arecorrected thecorrespondingnum bersarefound tobe3.5(nocorrelations)
and 1.7(with correlations)and arein basicagreem entwith otherpredictions.
From thisinitialcalculation then we learn thatthebasic nonm esonic decay
rateisindeed anticipated to beofthesam eorderasthatforthefree� and
theim portantroleplayed by correlations.

A second quantity ofinterest which em erges from such a calculation is
thep/n stim ulated decay ratio,given by

�N M (p=n)=

R�� N kF
0 p2dpq(jaj2 + jbj2 + 3jcj2 + 3jdj2 + 3jej2 + 3jfj2)

R�� kF
0 p2dpq(2jaj2 + 2jbj2 + 6jfj2)

(10)

and which has been calculated by two ofthe groups,yielding the results
shown in Table 4. An interesting feature here is that the num bers com e
outso large| proton stim ulated decay ispredicted to predom inate overits
neutron stim ulated counterpartby nearly an orderofm agnitude.Thereason
forthis iseasy to see. In a pion-exchange-only scenario the e�ective weak
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interaction isoftheform

H w � g �N ~�N ��N ~�� (11)

Then �n ! nn � gbut�p! np� (�1� (
p
2)2)g = �3gsinceboth charged

and neutralpion exchange are involved. In thisnaive picture then we have
�N M (p=n)� 9,in rough agreem entwith thenum bersgiven in Table4.

Arm ed now with theoreticalexpectations,we can ask whatdoesexperi-
m entsay? Theonlyreasonably preciseresultsobtained fornucleiwith A > 4
are those m easured atBNL on 5

�He;
12
� C and 11

� B,which are sum m arized
in Table1.W eobservethatthem easured nonm esonicdecay rateisabouta
factoroftwo lowerthan thatpredicted in Table3 whilethep/n stim ulation
ratio di�ers by atleast an orderofm agnitude from thatgiven in Table 4.
The problem m ay be,ofcourse,associated with the di�erence between the
nuclearm atterwithin which the calculationswere perform ed and the �nite
nuclearsystem swhich wereexam ined experim entally.Oritcould bedueto
theom ission ofthem any shorterrangeexchanged m esonsin thetheoretical
estim ate.(Orboth!)

Before undertaking thedi�cultproblem of�nite nuclearcalculations,it
isusefulto�rstexam inetheinclusion ofadditionalexchanged m esonsin our
calculations. As m entioned above,a prim ary di�culty in this approach is
thatnone ofthe required weak couplings can be m easured experim entally.
Thusthe use ofsom e sortofm odelisrequired,and the signi�cance ofany
theoreticalpredictionswillbeno betterthan thevalidity ofthem odel.One
early attem ptby M cKellarand Gibson,forexam ple,included only the rho
and evaluated therhocouplingsusingboth SU(6)sym m etry m ethodsaswell
asthe wellknown but
awed factorization approach.[12]W ellaware ofthe
lim itationsofthism ethod,they allowed an arbitrary phasebetween therho
and piam plitudes and they renorm alized the factorization calculation by
a factorof1=sin�ccos�c in orderto accountforthe �I = 1

2
enhancem ent.

Obviouslythisisonlyaroughestim atethen andthisisonlyfortherhom eson
exchange contribution!A sim ilarapproach wasattem pted by Nardulli,who
calculated the parity conserving rho am plitude in a sim ple pole m odeland
the parity violating piece in a sim ple quark picture.[15]Results of these
calculationsareshown in Table5

To m y knowledge,the only com prehensive calculation which has been
undertaken to dateisthatofourgroup atUM ass.In thecaseoftheparity

9



M cK-Gib[12]� + � M cK-Gib[12]� � � Nard.[15]
1

��
�N M 3.52 0.72 0.7

Table 5:Nonm esonic decay ratesin nuclearm atterin piplusrho exchange
m odels

violating interaction weem ployed a variantofthe(broken)SU(6)w sym m e-
trycalculationswhich wereem ployed successfully byDesplanques,Donoghue
and Holstein to calculatethevariousweak NNM couplingsin thecaseofnu-
clearparity violation.[8]In thisapproach there existthree (in principle un-
known)reduced m atrix elem entswhich,when m ultiplied by therelevantgen-
eralized \Clebsch-Gordan" coe�cients,relate allsuch parity-violating am -
plitudes. Two ofthese are determ ined em pirically in term sofexperim ental
hyperon decay data,while the third isgiven by a factorization calculation.
W hilethesuccessofthisapproach inthecaseofnuclearparityviolationisnot
withoutquestion,[16]thisprocedure providesa plausible and unam biguous
approach to theproblem .

M ore di�cult is the determ ination ofthe parity-conserving weak cou-
plings. In this case we em ploy a pole m odelusing the diagram s shown in
Figure3.W hatisneeded herearetheweak parity-conserving am plitudesfor
�� N and �� N transitions,which we determ ine via the currentalgebra
(chiralsym m etry)relations

lim
q�! 0

h�
0
njH

(� )
w j�i =

�i

F�
hnj[F 5

�0;H
(� )
w ]j�i=

i

2F�
hnjH

(= )
w j�i

lim
q� ! 0

h�
0
pjH

(� )
w j�+

i =
�i

F�
hpj[F 5

�0;H
(� )
w j�+

i=
i

2F�
hpjH

(� )

w j�+
i (12)

and theweak K � � coupling which issim ilarly given in term softheexper-
im entalK �� decay am plitude

A K � = �iF�
k� q

m 2
K � m 2

�

h�
0
�
0
jH wjK

0
iphysical (13)

Again thisprocedurehaswelldocum ented 
aws.[17]However,in thepresent
contextitisreasonable successfuland fora �rstgeneration calculation,we
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Figure3:Polediagram sused in evaluation ofweak parity-conserving �N !

N N couplings.

consideritto provide a reasonable estim ate forthe parity conserving weak
couplings.

Com biningwiththevariousstrongm esoncouplingswecannow substitute
into the diagram s shown in Figure 3 to generate the m any e�ective parity
conservingtwo-bodyoperatorswhich can beused toevaluatethenonm esonic
decay am plitudes.Detailsoftheseproceduresaregiven in ref.10.Using the
resultanttwo-body operatorsone can then generate the variouspredictions
fornonm esonicdecay in nuclearm atter.Resultsaresum m arized in table6,
wherewespeci�cally identify thecontributionsfrom variouschannels.

The resultsare very intriguing. The overalldecay rate isreduced som e-
whatfrom itspion-exchange-only value,in agreem entwith theexperim ental
results.M orestriking isthem odi�cation ofthep/n ratio and in theratio of
parity violating to parity conserving decay,de�ned as

�N M (PV=PC)=

R�� N
0 p2dpq(jbj2 + jej2 + jfj2)

R
�� N
0 p2dpq(jaj2 + jcj2 + 3jdj2)

(14)

valuesofwhich areshown in Table7.W eobservethatinclusion ofadditonal
exchanges plays a m ajorrole in reducing the p/n ratio from its pion-only-
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� � �;�;�

(no corr.) (corr.) � + � !;K ;K �

1S0 !
1S0 .010 .000 .001 .001

1S0 !
3P0 .156 .037 .052 .018

3S1 !
3P1 .312 .117 .113 .456

3S1 !
1P1 .468 .128 .100 .110

3S1 !
3S1 .010 .789 .589 .202

3S1 !
3D 1 2.93 .751 .693 .444

Total 3.89 1.82 1.55 1.23

Table6:Decay ratesforvariouscom binationsofm eson exchangein nuclear
m atter.

�N M (PV=PC) �N M (p=n)

� (no corr.) 0.14 11.2
� (with corr.) 0.18 16.6

� + � 0.21 13.1
�;�;!;�;K ;K� 0.90 2.9

Table 7: The parity violating to parity conserving and p to n ratios for
hypernucleardecay in \nuclearm atter."
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exchange value.The resulting value of2.9 isstillsom ewhatlargerthan the
experim entalvalues shown in Table 1 but clearly indicate the presence of
non-pion exhangecom ponents.

The reason thatkaon exchange in particularcan play such a m ajorrole
can beseen from a sim pleargum entdueto Gibson[18]who pointed outthat
since the �nalNN system can have either I=0 or I=1,the e�ective kaon
exchangeinteraction can bewritten as

Leff = A 0(�pp+ �nn)�n�+ A 1(2�np�p�� (�pp� �nn)�n�)

� (A 0 � 3A 1)�pp�n�+ (A 0 + A 1)�nn�n� (15)

wherethesecond lineisobtained viaaFierztransform ation.Sinceforparity
violating kaon exchangewehaveA 0 � 6A 1 we�nd[18]

�N M (p=n)=
�
A 0 � 3A 1

A 0 + A 1

� 2

� 1=5 (16)

which clearly indicates the im portance of inclusion of non-pion-exchange
com ponentsin predicting thep/n ratio.

A second strong indication ofthe presence ofnon-pion-exchange can be
seen from Table 7 in thatthe rate ofparity violating to parity conserving
transitionsissubstantially enhanced by theinclusion ofkaon and vectorm e-
son exchangeascom pared to thesim plepion-exchange-only calculation.W e
can further quantify this e�ect by calculating explicitly the angular distri-
bution ofthe em itted proton in the �p ! np transition (there can be no
asym m etry forthe corresponding �n ! nn case due to the identity ofthe
�nalstateneutrons),yielding

W p(�)� 1+ �P� cos� (17)

where

� =

R�� N kF
0 p2dpq

p
3

2
Ref�(

p
2c+ d)

R
�� N kF
0 p2dpq1

4
(jaj2 + jbj2 + 3jcj2 + 3jdj2 + 3jej2 + 3jfj2

(18)

is the asym m etry param eter. Results ofa num ericalevaluation are shown
in Table 8 so that again inclusion ofnon-pion-exchange com ponents has a
signi�cante�ect,increasing theexpected �p! np asym m etry by m orethan
afactoroftwo.Thisprediction ofasubstantialasym m etry isconsistentwith
prelim inary resultsobtained forp-shellnucleiatKEK.[19]

13



�-no corr. �-corr. allexch.

� -0.078 -0.192 -0.443

Table8:Proton asym m etry coe�cientin variousscenarios.

Oset-Sal[13] TRIUM F[20] UM ass[14]
1

��
�N M � (no corr.) 1.6 3.4

� (corr.) 1.5 2.0 0.5
� + K [20];�;�;�!;K ;K�[14] 1.2 0.2

�N M (p=n)� (no corr.) 5.0 4.6
� (corr.) 5.0 5.0

� + K [20];�;�;�;!;K ;K�[14] 4.0 1.2
�N M (PV=PC)� (no corr.) 0.4 0.1

� (corr.) 0.5 0.1
� + K [20];�;�;�;!;K ;K�[14] 0.3 0.8

Table9:Calculated propertiesofnonm esonichypernucleardecay of12� C.

3 { H ypernuclear D ecay in Finite N uclei

Although thenuclearm attercalculationsareofgreatinterestin identifying
basicpropertiesofthedecay process,trueconfrontation with experim entre-
quirescalculationsinvolving the�nitenucleion which them easurem entsare
conducted. Ofcourse,such calculations are considerably m ore challenging
than theirnuclearm attercounterpartsand require� shellm odelconsidera-
tionsaswellasnon-S-wave capture. Neverthelessa num berofgroupshave
taken up thechallenge.Forthecaseofthenonm esonic decay of12� C there-
sultsaresum m arized in Table9.In com paringwith theexperim entalresults
given in Table1,weseethattheUM asscalculation iscertainly satisfactory,
but the discrepancy between the UM ass and TRIUM F work is disturbing
and needsto berecti�ed beforeeitheristo bebelieved.

A second nucleus on which there has been a good dealofwork,both
experim entally and theoretically,is 5

�He,which issum m arized in Table 10.

14



Oset-Sal[13] TRIUM F[20] TTB[21] UM ass[14]
1

��
�N M �(no corr.) 1.0 0.5 1.6

�(corr.) 1.15 0.25 0.144 0.9
� + K [20];�;�;�;!;K ;K�[14] 0.22 0.5

�N M (p=n)� (no corr.) 5.0 15
� (corr.) 4.8 19

� + K [20];�;�;�;!;K ;K�[14] 5.4 2.1

Table10:Calculated propertiesofthenonm esonicdecay of5�He.

Hereagain whatisim portantisnotso m uch theagreem entofdisagreem ent
with experim entbutratherthediscrepanciesbetween thevariouscalculations
which need tobeclari�ed beforeanysigni�cantconfrontation between theory
and experim entispossible.

Before leaving this section, it is im portant to raise an additional is-
sue which needs to be resolved before reliable theoreticalcalculations are
possible| that ofthe �I = 1

2
rule.[22]Certainly in any venue in which it

has been tested| nonleptonic kaon decay| K ! 2�;3�,hyperon decay|
B ! B 0�,�I = 1

2
com ponents ofthe decay am plitude are found to be a

factoroftwenty orso largerthan their �I = 3

2
counterparts. Thus ithas

been naturalin theoreticalanalysis ofnonm esonic hypernuclear decay to
m akethissam eassum ption.(Indeed withoutitthealready largenum berof
unknown param etersin theweak verticesexpandsby a factoroftwo.) How-
ever,recently Schum acherhasraised aseriousquestion aboutthecorrectness
ofthisassum ption,which ifveri�ed willhaveseriousim plicationsaboutthe
direction offuture theoreticalanalyses.[23]The pointisthatby use ofvery
lighthypernuclearsystem sonecan isolatetheisospin structure oftheweak
transition.Speci�cally,usingasim pledeltafunction interaction m odelofthe
hypernuclearweak decay process,as�rstwritten down by Block and Dalitz
in 1963[24],onedeterm ines

4
�He:
4 = �N M (n=p)=

2R n0

3R p1 + R p0

5
�He:
5 = �N M (n=p)=

3R n1 + R n0

3R p1 + R p0
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 = �N M (
4
�He)=�N M (

4
�H)=

3R p1 + R p0 + 2R n0

3R n1 + R n0 + 2R p0

(19)

wherehereR N j indicatestherateforN-stim ulated hypernucleardecay from
an initialcon�guration havingspin j.Onecan then isolatetheratioR n0=R p0

by taking thealgebraiccom bination

R n0

R p0

=


4

1+ 
4 � 

5
(20)

and from theexperim entalvalues[25]


4 = 0:27� 0:14; 
5 = 0:93� 0:55; 
 = 0:73+ 0:71� 0:22 (21)

wedeterm ine
R n0

R p0

=
0:20+ 0:22� 0:12

0:59+ 0:80� 0:47

(22)

in possible con
ictwith the �I = 1

2
rule prediction| R n0=R p0 = 2.1 Ifcon-

�rm ed by furthertheoreticaland experim entalanalysisthiswould obviously
have im portantram i�cationsforhypernuclearpredictions. However,recent
work atKEK hasindicated thatthecorrectvaluefor
 should benearerto
unity than to the value 0.73 used above in which case the ratio isconsider-
ably increased and there m ay be no longer any indication of�I = 1

2
rule

violation.[26]

4 { C onclusions

W e have given a briefoverview ofthe �eld ofweak hypernuclear physics.
Because oflim ited experim entaldata and ofthe di�culty ofdoing reliable
theory,the presentsituation isquite unsatisfactory. Although there isvery
rough qualitative agreem ent between theoreticalexpectations and experi-
m entalm easurem ents,it is not clear whether discrepancies which do exist
aredueto experim entaluncertainties,to theoreticalinsu�ciencies,orboth.
On thetheoreticalside,whatisneeded arereliablecalculationson �nitehy-
pernuclei(preferably by m ore than one group)which clearly indicate what

1Notethat�nalstatenn ornp con�gurationswhich arisefrom initial1S0 statesareof

necessity I= 1.
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signalsshould besoughtin thedata.Theissueassociated with thevalidityof
the�I = 1

2
rule m ustbe clari�ed.In addition therehave been recentspec-

ulations about the im portance oftwo-nucleon stim ulated decay[27](which
could accountforasm uch as15% ofthedecay am plitudeaccording so som e
estim ates)and oftheim portanceofdirectquark (i.e.non-m eson-exchange)
m echanism s,[28]which deservefurtherstudy in ordertoelim inatethevexing
double counting problem s which arise when both direct quark and m eson
exchange com ponents are included. On the experim entalside,we require
an extensive and reliable data basedeveloped in a variety ofnucleiin order
to con�rm orrefute the predicted patterns. Clearly the strong program of
hypernuclearphysicsatDA�NE willprovidea m ajorstep in thisdirection.
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