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A bstract

Because ofPauli suppression e ectstheN decay m ode ofthe free
isnot of in portance In hypemuckiwih A  10. R ather the decay
of such hypemuclkiproceeds via the nuclkeon-stinulated mode N !
N N , analysis of which presents a considerable theoretical challenge
and about which there exists only a lin ted am ount of experim ental
Inform ation. H erein we confront existing data w ith various theoretical
analyses which have been developed.

1 { Introduction to H ypernuclear D ecay
T he properties of the lambda hyperon are fam iliar to all of us. Having a

mass of 1116 M €V, zero isospin and unit negative strangeness, it decays
nearly 100% ofthe tim e via the nonkptonicmode ! N and details can
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be found in the particke data tables[l;]
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The decay can be com pltely described in temm s of an e ective Lagrangian
w ith two phenom enological param eters

Hy =N 01+ 5~ 7 @)

whereg, = 235 10 ’; = 67 and isde ned to occupy the lower entry
ofa two com ponent colum n soinor. T he kinem atics are such that fordecay at
rest the nal state nuckon em erges w ith en about 5M €V, which m eans
that the correspondingmom entum ispy = 2M yEy 100M ev.

N ow , how ever, consider w hat happens ifthe Lam bda isbound in a hyper-
nuclkeus. ] In this case, even neglkcting binding energy e ects, the 100 M eV
mom entum of the outgoing nuclon is generally much lss than the Femm i
mom entum of the nucleus so that the decay will be Pauliblocked. A very
sin ple estin ate of this e ect can be generated within a sinplk Fem i gas
m odel, wherein, neglecting any e ects of binding energy or of wavefinction
distortion, one nds
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w ith N 4. being the occupation num ber for the indicated state. The result
of this calculation reveals that the in portance of such pionic decays rapidly
falls as a function of nuclearm ass|

i (A=lO A =25 ::: @)

1=20 1=120 :::

H owever, w hile the existence ofthe nuclearm edium suppressestheN m ode,
it also opens up a com pltely new possbility, that of the nuckon-stim ulated
decay| N ! NN . Assum ing that the energy is shared equally between
the outgoing pair of nuckons one has then Ey '/ % m my ) 90M &V .
T he corresponding m om entum  is py 400M &V and iswellabove the Femm i
mom entum , so that Pauli suppression is not relkevant. A coording to the
above argum ents the in portance of this nonm esonic NM ) m ode com pared



Figure 1: Calculated ratio ofpionic hypemuclear decay to free Jam bda decay
rate.



to is m esonic counterpart should rapidly ncrease with A, and this expec—
tation is fully bome out experin entally, as shown In Figure 1. A theory
of hypemuclkar weak decay then has basically nothing to do w ith the pio-
nic mode favored by a free and must dealw ith the much m ore com plex

N ! NN process.B] The observables which can be m easured experin en—
tally and should be predicted by theoretical analysis include

1) the overalldecay rate yu ;

i) the ratio ofproton—stimulated ( p ! np) to neutron-stimulated (n !

nn) decay| Y,=12, nu =n);

i) the ratio of parity-violating to pariy-conserving decay|

M= N xu PV=PC)

| which ismeasured, eg., via the proton asymm etry in polarized hy-—
pemuclear decay

i) nalstate n,p decay spectra;
v) etc.

T he present experin entalsituation is som ew hat lin ited. M ost ofthe early
experin ents In the eld em ployed bubbl cham ber or em ulsion techniques. Tt
was therefore relatively straightforward to determm ine the ratio of the decay
rates of the two m odes, but much m ore di cult to m easure the absolute
rates. This changed when an early Berkeley m easurem ent on °0 yielded the
valie 4]
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However, this was still a very low statistics experin ent w ith sizable back-—
ground contam ination. Recently a CM U-BNL-UNM -H ouston-TexasVassar
collaboration undertook a series ofdirect tin jng| fast oountjng| hypemuclear
lifetin e m easurem ents yielding the results summ arized in tabl 1.[3] In addi-
tion, there exist a num ber of older em ulsion m easurem ents in light @ 5)
hypemuclei, details ofwhich can be found in a recent review article.fg]H ow -
ever, the only experin ental num bers for heavy system s are ocbtained from



‘ ‘ 5He 11B 12C
L yu | 041 014]125 046 | 114 020
yu ©E=n) | 107 058| 09603 0:75" 555

Tabl 1: Experin ental BN L, data for nonm esonic hyperon decay. N ote that
we have scaled the experim ental num ber to acoount to exclude the pionic
decay com ponent.

delayed ssion m easurem ents on hypemuclki produced in p-nuckus collisons
and are of lim ited statistical precision [7]
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The problem ofdealing w ith a weak twobody interaction w ithin the nu—
ckus has been faced previously In the context of nuclkar parity violation,
and one can build on what hasbeen leamed therein .}] Speci cally, the weak
Interaction at the quark level is shortranged, hvolving W ,Z-exchange. H ow —
ever, because of the hard core repulsion the e ective NN e ects are m od-
elled In tem s of long-range onem eson exchange Interaction, jist as in the
case of the conventional strong nuclkon-nuckon interaction, [-9!] but now w ih
one vertex being weak and parity-violating whike the ssoond is strong and
party-conserving. T he exchanged m esons are the lightest ones| ;! |
associated w ith the longest range. (Exchange of neutral spinless m esons is
forbidden by B arton’s theorem .[10])

A si jlarpicture ofhypemuclear decay can then be constructed, but w ith
In portant di erences. W hik the basic m eson-exchange diagram s appear as
before, theweak verticesm ust now inclide both parity-conserving and parity—
violating com ponents, and the list of exchanged m esons m ust be expanded
to include both neutral spinless obgcts ( %; °) as well as strange m esons
K ;K ),as rstpointed outby Adam s.f11] Thus the problem is considerably
m ore challenging than the corresponding and already di cult issue ofnuclear
parity violation.

O ne of the signi cant problem s In such a calculation involves the evalua—
tion of the various weak am plitudes. Indeed, the only weak couplings which



Figure 2: M eson exchange picture of nuclkear parity violation.

are com pletely m odelindependent are those involving pion em ission, which
aregiven in Egn. 2. In view ofthis, a number of calculations have lncluded
only this longest range com ponent. Even in this sin pli ed case, however,
there is considerable m odel-dependence, as the resuls are strongly sensitive
to the short—ranged correlation function assum ed for the nucleon-nuclkon in-
teraction, as willbe seen. Below we shall review previous theoretical work
In this area and detail our own program , which involves a system atic quark
m odel- (sym m etry-) based evaluation of weak m esonic couplings to be used
In hypemuclkear decay calculations.

2 { Hypermuclear D ecay in N uclear M atter

A s discussed above one of the signi cant problem s in the calculation of hy—
pemuclkar decay nvolves the evaluation of the various weak NNM vertices.
Indeed, the only weak couplingsw hich are com pltely m odekindependent are
those nvolving pion eam ission, which are given n Egn. 2. In view of this,
a num ber of calculations have included only this longest range com ponent.
Even here there is considerable m odeldependence, however, as the resuls
are strongly sensitive to the short-ranged correlation function assum ed for
the nuckon-nuclkon Interaction. A sa wam -up to a realistic calculation then
we can begin w ith a pion-exchange-only calculation in \nuclkarm atter" (iea
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Tabl 2: Transition operatorsofallowed N ! N N transitions from relative
S—states. Here g speci es the relative m om entum of the outgoing nuclkons
while ~ ;~y operate on the N ;N N vertices respectively.

sinpleFem igasmodelwih N, = Nyand P 270M eV ) w ith and w ithout
nuckon-nuclkon correlation e ects. Here the N relative m om entum is
very soft so that only 'S, and 3S; initial states are assum ed to be nvolved.
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W e can break this down further by identifying e ective transition oper-
ators for the various partial wave channels which contribute to the decay
process | cf. Tabk 2| in tem s of which we nd for the total nonm esonic
hypemuclear decay rate

Z
3 n kr . . . . .
Ll pdpamy  pf+ PF+ &=F+ @f+ £F+ 355 @)
N
where y = . arises from the switch from the nuclear rest frame to

the N center ofm ass fram e and p,g are related by
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T he resuls obtained by various groups are digplayed In Tabl 3.



| Adam sf[1]1| M K6 D [2]| 0setSalfl31] UM assfi4] |
L yu (o corr) 051 413 43 3.84
— nu (corr) 0.06 231 21 1.82

Tabl 3: Non-m esonic hypemuclar decay rates calculated by various groups
using pion-exchange only in \nuclear m atter."

| | Adam sII]| M K 6 D12]]| 0 set-Salfl3]] UM assfi4]|
xM (E=n) (o corr.) 194 - - 112
nyu (©E=n) (corr.) 28 - - 16.6

Tablk 4: P roton to neutron stimulated decay ratios for pion-only exchange
in \nuclarm atter."

O bviously there is basic agreem ent except for the pioneering calculation
of Adam s.[[1] T he problem s w ith his calculation were two| Adam s used an
Incorrect value ofthe weak coupling constant g, aswellastoo-strong a tensor
correlation, both ofwhich tended to reduce the calculated rate. W hen these
are corrected the corresponding num bers are found tobe 3.5 (no correlations)
and 1.7 (w ith correlations) and are in basic agreem ent w ith otherpredictions.
From this initial calculation then we leam that the basic nonm esonic decay
rate is iIndeed anticipated to be of the sam e order as that for the free  and
the in portant role played by correlations.

A seoond quantity of interest which em erges from such a calculation is
the p/n stin ulated decay ratio, given by

0% Rapg(af + bF+ 357+ 33F + 385 + 3EH)
o T pPdpaRpF+ 2pF+ 6EF)

and which has been calculated by two of the groups, yielding the results
shown in Tabl 4. An interesting feature here is that the numbers com e
out so Jarge| proton stin ulated decay is predicted to predom inate over its
neutron stim ulated counterpart by nearly an order ofm agnitude. T he reason
for this is easy to see. In a pion-exchange-only scenario the e ective weak
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interaction is of the form

H, gN~N N~ 11)
P, ,
Then n! nn gbut p! np (1 ( 2))g= 3gsihceboth charged
and neutral pion exchange are nvolved. In this naive picture then we have
M ©E=n) 9, In rough agream ent w ith the num bers given in Tabl 4.

A m ed now wih theoretical expectations, we can ask what does experi-
m ent say? The only reasonably precise resuls obtained fornuckiwih A > 4
are those measured at BNL on °He; '°C and ''B, which are summ arized
In Tablk 1. W e cbserve that the m easured nonm esonic decay rate is about a
factor of two lower than that predicted in Table 3 whik the p/n stin ulation
ratio di ers by at least an order of m agniude from that given In Tablk 4.
The problem m ay be, of course, associated w ith the di erence between the
nuclkar m atter w ithin which the calculations were perform ed and the nie
nuclkar systam s which were exam ined experim entally. O r it could be due to
the om ission of the m any shorter range exchanged m esons in the theoretical
estin ate. (O rloth!)

Before undertaking the di cul problem of nite nuclar calculations, it
isusefiilto rst exam ine the Inclusion ofadditional exchanged m esons in our
calculations. A s mentioned above, a prim ary di culy In this approach is
that none of the required weak ocouplings can be m easured experin entally.
T hus the use of som e sort of m odel is required, and the signi cance of any
theoretical predictions w ill be no better than the validity of the m odel. O ne
early attem pt by M K ellar and G bson, or exam ple, ncluded only the rho
and evaluated the rho couplings using both SU (6) symm etry m ethodsaswell
as the well known but awed factorization approach.fl2] W ell aware of the
Iim itations of thism ethod, they allowed an arbitrary phase between the rho
and pi am plitudes and they renomn alized the factorization calculation by
a factor of 1=sin .cos . In order to account orthe I = % enhancem ent.
O bviously thisisonly a rough estin ate then and thisisonly forthe rhom eson
exchange contribution! A sim ilar approach was attem pted by N ardulli, who
calculated the parity conserving rho am plitude in a sin ple pole m odel and
the parity viclating piece in a sinpl quark picture.[l§] Resulks of these
calculations are shown in Tablk 5

To my know kedge, the only com prehensive calculation which has been
undertaken to date is that of our group at UM ass. In the case of the pariy
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Tabl 5: Nonm esonic decay rates in nuclkar m atter In piplus rho exchange
m odels

viclating interaction we em ployed a variant of the (oroken) SU (6), symm e-
try calculationswhich were em ployed successfilly by D esplanques, D onoghue
and H olstein to caloulate the variousweak NNM oouplings In the case ofnu—
clear parity violation.] In this approach there exist three (in principle un-—
known) reduced m atrix elem ents which, when m ultiplied by the relevant gen—
eralized \C bsch-G ordan" coe cients, relate all such parity-violating am —
plitudes. Two of these are determ ined em pirically in tem s of experin ental
hyperon decay data, whik the third is given by a factorization calculation.
W hile the success ofthis approach In the case ofnuclkar parity violation isnot
w ithout question,{14] this procedure provides a plausible and unam biguous
approach to the problam .

M ore di cul is the detem nation of the pariy-conserving weak cou—
plings. In this case we emply a pol m odel using the diagram s shown in
Figure 3. W hat isneeded here are the weak party-conserving am plitudes for

N and N transitions, which we detem ine via the current algebra
(hiral sym m etry) relations

lo b 'nf 091 = —mgFSHHis ——mE 1
q!o v F v 2F v

i i
W h%pH ('3 Ti = —pFE S Ti= —pH, T 12)

q!o0 F 2F
and the weak K coupling which is sim flarly given in tem s of the exper-

In entalK decay am plitude
. k g .
Ag = F ———=h° "H, K “donyeica (13)
mi; m

Again this procedure haswelldocum ented aw s.[l 1] H owever, in the present
context it is reasonable sucoessfiill and for a st generation calculation, we

10



Figure 3: Pok diagram s used In evaluation ofweak parity-conserving N !
N N couplings.

consider it to provide a reasonable estin ate for the parity conserving weak
couplings.

C om bining w ith the various strongm eson couplingswe can now substitute
into the diagram s shown in Figure 3 to generate the m any e ective parity
conserving tw o-body operatorsw hich can beusad to evaluate the nonm esonic
decay am plitudes. D etails of these procedures are given in ref. 10. U sing the
resultant two-body operators one can then generate the varous predictions
for nonm esonic decay in nuclearm atter. Resuls are summ arized in tablk 6,
where we speci cally identify the contributions from various channels.

The resuls are very intriguing. T he overall decay rate is reduced som e—
what from its pion-exchange-only value, In agreem ent w ith the experin ental
results. M ore striking is them odi cation ofthe p/n ratio and in the ratio of
parity violating to parity conserving decay, de ned as

R
pumpC)— rl_ POPARI+ BT+ FF)
o ) " PPdpa(RF + ¥ + 33F)

valies ofwhich are shown In Tabl 7. W e cbserve that lnclusion of additonal
exchanges plays a m a pr roke In reducihg the p/n ratio from is pion-onk—

14)
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14 14

(nho corr.) | (corr.) + ;K ;K

s, ! 1s, 010 000 001 001
sy ! 3P, 156 037 052 018
35, ! °py 312 117 113 456
35s, ! ey 468 128 100 110
35, ! 3s; 010 789 589 202
3s, ! °D, 293 751 693 444
Total 3.89 182 | 155 123

Tablk 6: D ecay rates for various com binations of m eson exchange in nuclear
m atter.

‘ ‘ N M (PVZPC)‘ N M (P:n)‘

(no corr.) 014 112

(W ith corr.) 048 166
+ 021 131

; ' KK 0.90 2.9

Tablk 7: The party viclating to parity conserving and p to n ratios for
hypemuclear decay in \nuclarm atter."
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exchange value. The resulting value of 2.9 is still som ew hat larger than the
experin ental values shown In Tabl 1 but clkarly indicate the presence of
non-pion exhange com ponents.

T he reason that kaon exchange in particular can play such a m apr role
can be seen from a sin ple argum ent due to G joson [L§] who pointed out that
since the nal NN system can have either =0 or =1, the e ective kaon
exchange interaction can be w ritten as

Letse = Ap e+ nn)n + A ;1 @2npp e nn)n )
Ao 3A;)pen + Ao+ A;)nnn 15)

w here the second line is obtained via a F ferz transform ation. Since for parity
violating kaon exchange we have A, 6A; we ndflg]
Ry 3A; 2
v =n) = m 1=5 (16)
which clearly indicates the inportance of inclusion of non-pion-exchange
com ponents In predicting the p/n ratio.

A second strong indication of the presence of non-pion-exchange can be
seen from Tabl 7 in that the rate of parity violating to parity conserving
transitions is substantially enhanced by the Inclusion ofkaon and vectorm e-
son exchange as com pared to the sin ple pion-exchange-only calculation. W e
can further quantify this e ect by calculating explicitly the angular distri-
bution of the am itted proton In the p ! np transition (there can be no
asymm etry for the corresponding n ! nn case due to the identiy of the

nal state neutrons), yielding

Wyo() 1+ P oos @a7)
where
R N kp .2 p§ P
_ o p’dpg5Ref ( 2c+ d)
o V' pPdpas (RF + PP+ 3%F+ 3HF + 3RF+ 3EF

is the asym m etry param eter. Results of a num erical evaluation are shown
in Tablk 8 so that again inclusion of non-pion-exchange com ponents has a
signi cant e ect, Increasing the expected p ! np asymm etry by m ore than
a factoroftwo. Thisprediction ofa substantialasym m etry is consistent w ith
prelin nary resuls obtained for p-shellnuckiat KEK .[19]

18)

13



‘ ‘ —nooorr.‘ —oorr.‘a]lexch.‘
| | 0078 | 0192 | 0443 |

Tabl 8: Proton asymm etry coe cient in various scenarios.

[ 0=t-8alf3] | TRUMF 0] | UM assfi4] |

=+ N M (no corr.) 1.6 34
(corr.) 15 20 05

+ K AL ;5 ;KK Q4] 12 02
yvu (=n) @o corr.) 50 46
(corr.) 50 50

+K BQL ;5 'K GK Q4] 40 12
vy PV=PC) (no corr.) 04 01
(corr.) 05 01

+ K PO 5!iKGK 4] 03 03

Table 9: Calculated properties of nonm esonic hypemuclear decay of **C .

3 { Hypernuclear D ecay In Finite N uclei

A Though the nuckar m atter calculations are of great Interest in dentifying
basic properties of the decay process, true confrontation w ith experin ent re—
quires calculations involving the nite nuclkion which the m easurem ents are
conducted. O f course, such calculations are considerably m ore challenging
than their nuclkar m atter counterparts and require shellm odel considera—
tions as well as non-S5-wave capture. N evertheless a num ber of groups have
taken up the challenge. For the case of the nonm esonic decay of 2C the re-
suls are summ arized in Table 9. In com paring w ith the experim ental resuls
given in Tabl 1, we see that the UM ass calculation is certainly satisfactory,
but the discrepancy between the UM ass and TRIUM F work is disturbing
and needs to be recti ed before either is to be believed.

A second nuckus on which there has been a good deal of work, both
experim entally and theoretically, is °He, which is summ arized in Tabl 10.

14



| [0 set8alfi3]| TRUMF 0] | TTB 11| UM assfi4] |
L yu (o oorr) 10 05 16
(corr.) 115 025 0144 09
+ K RO; ;o5 i'iKGK Q4] 022 05
v (E=n) {©o corr.) 5.0 15
(corr.) 48 19
+ K -E_O]r ;7 7KK l:l:4] 54 21

Table 10: Calulated properties of the nonm esonic decay of °He.

Here again what is in portant is not so m uch the agreem ent of disagreem ent
w ith experin ent but rather the discrepancies between the various calculations
which need tobe clari ed before any signi cant confrontation between theory
and experin ent is possble.

Before leaving this section, it is important to raise an additional is-
sue which needs to be resolved before reliable theoretical calculations are
possble| that ofthe I = % mlk.p2] Certainly in any venue in which i
has been tested| nonleptonic kaon decay| K ! 2 ;3 , hyperon decay|
B! B, I= % components ofthe decay amplitude are found to be a

2
factor of twenty or so larger than their I = 2 counterparts. Thus it has

been natural In theoretical analysis of nonm e;onic hypemuclear decay to
m ake this sam e assum ption. (Indeed w ithout it the already large num ber of
unknow n param eters n the weak vertices expands by a factor oftwo.) How—
ever, recently Schum acher has raised a serious question about the correctness
of this assum ption, which ifverd ed w ill have serious in plications about the
direction of future theoretical analyses.P3] T he point is that by use of very
light hypemuclear system s one can isolate the isospin structure of the weak
transition. Speci cally, using a sin pl delta fnction interaction m odelofthe
hypemuclear weak decay process, as rst written down by B lock and D alitz

in 1963 p4], one detem ines

2R
4 no
He: = (I'l—p) =
. 3Rp1 + Rpo
3R,1+ R
5 nl n0
He: = (n——p) =
° . 3Rp1 + Rpo

15



3R, + Ryg+ 2R
= He)= H)= P P 19
wu CHe= gy (H) Ry + Rogt 2R @9)

w here here Ry 5 Indicates the rate for N -stin ulated hypemuclear decay from
an initialcon guration having spin J. O ne can then isolate the ratio R ,p=R o
by taking the algebraic com bination

R
n0 — 4 (20)
Rpo 1+ 4 5
and from the experin ental valuespH]
= 027 0:414; s= 093 055; = 07337 1)
we detem ne ‘022
R, 0207 4
0 _ 0:12 (22)

Rpo 059" iy

in possbble con ict with the I= I ruleprediction| R,o=Rpo = 21 Ifoon-

m ed by further theoretical and experim ental analysis this would cbviously
have in portant ram i cations for hypemuclear predictions. H owever, recent
work at KEK has Indicated that the correct value or <should be nearer to
unity than to the value 0.73 used above In which case the ratio is consider-
ably Increased and there m ay be no longer any indication of I = % rulke
violation.P4]

4 { Conclusions

W e have given a bref overview of the eld of weak hypemuclear physics.
Because of lim ited experin ental data and of the di culty of doing reliablke

theory, the present situation is quite unsatisfactory. A lthough there is very
rough qualitative agreem ent between theoretical expectations and experi-
m ental m easuram ents, it is not clear whether discrepancies which do exist
are due to experim ental uncertainties, to theoretical nsu ciencies, or both.

O n the theoretical side, what is needed are reliabl calculations on nite hy—
pemucki (preferably by m ore than one group) which clearly indicate what

INote that nalstate nn or np con gurationswhich arise from initalls, states are of
necessity =1.

16



signals should be sought In the data. T he issue associated w ith the validity of
the I= % rule must be clari ed. In addition there have been recent spec-
ulations about the in portance of two-nuckon stinulated decay P11 which
could acoount forasmuch as 15% ofthe decay am plitude according so som e
estin ates) and of the in portance of direct quark (i.e. non-m eson-exchange)
m echanism s, 28] which deserve further study in order to elim inate the vexing
double counting procblem s which arise when both direct quark and m eson
exchange com ponents are nclided. On the experin ental side, we require
an extensive and reliable data base developed In a variety of nuclei In order
to con m or refute the predicted pattems. C learly the strong program of

hypemuclear physicsat DA NE willprovide a m apr step in this direction.
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