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1 Introduction

Parityinvariancehasplayed acriticalrolein theevolution ofourunderstandingofthe
weak interaction.Indeed one could argue thatitwastheexperim entofW u etal.[1]
m otivated by thesuggestion ofLeeand Yang[2]thatled toreexam ination ofthesym -
m etry propertiesofallinteractionsand thereby to essentially allofthe experim ents
discussed in this book! Be thatasit m ay,itis clear thatthis work led in 1958 to
Feynm an and Gell-M ann’spostulateoftheV � A interaction forcharged currents[3],
which,when com bined with W einberg’sintroduction oftheneutralcurrenta decade
later[4],essentially com pleted ourpicture ofthe weak force. Since thattim e careful
experim entalwork hasled to veri�cation ofnearly every aspectoftheproposed weak
interaction structure

i) in theleptonicsector| e.g.�� ! e� ����e;�� ! e� ����e;

ii) in the�S = 0;1 sem ileptonic sector| e.g.n ! pe � ��e;�! pe� ��e

iii) in the�S = 1 nonleptonicsector| e.g.�! p� � ;K + ! �+ �0:

However,there isone area m issing from thisitem ization| the �S = 0 nonleptonic
interactions,e.g.np! np.Obviously thereisnothing in theidentity oftheparticles
involved torevealthedi�erencebetween thisweakinteraction and theordinarystrong
np ! np process. In fact the weak NN com ponent is dwarfed by the m uch larger
strong NN forcebutisdetectable by theproperty ofparity violation,which italone
possesses.

On theexperim entalside,the�rstsearch forparityviolation in theNN interaction
wascarried outby Tanner[5]in 1957,butitwasnotuntil1967 thatconvincing evi-
dencewaspresented foritsexistence by Lobashov etal.[6],who by using integration
m ethodsasopposed to particle counting,wasable to �nd a (�6� 1)� 10�6 signal
am ongthem uch largerparity conservingstrongbackground in radiativeneutron cap-
turefrom 181Ta.Thatthisshould bethesizeofa weak parity violating e�ectisclear
from a sim ple scaling argum ent relating the parity violating and parity conserving
nucleon-nucleon potentialsV (+ )

N N and V (�)

N N ,respectively:

V
(�)

N N

V
(+ )

N N

� Gm
2
� � 10�7 (1)

whereG = 1:01� 10�5 M �2
N istheweak coupling constant.

M ore than a quarter-century has now elapsed since the Lobashov m easurem ent
and m any elegant(and di�cult)experim entshavebeen perform ed in this�eld.Nev-
ertheless,asweshallsee,thererem ain deep and unresolved questions.Thereason for
thisisthatwhilethe�S = 0 parity violating interaction issim pleatthequark level,
experim ents involve,ofnecessity,strongly interacting hadrons,and m aking a con-
vincingconnection between an experim entalsignaland thefundam entalHam iltonian
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which itunderlieshasproven to beextraordinarily di�cult.Lestoneunderestim ate
thedi�culty involved,thereaderisrem inded thatin therelated �S = 1nonleptonic
sector,the dynam icalorigin ofthe �I = 1

2
rule rem ains a m ystery despite three

decadesofvigorousexperim entalactivity[7].Neverthelessm uch hasbeen learned in
theprocessand itisthepurposeofthischaptertoreview thepresentsituation in the
�eld.

In doingsoweareaided substantially by previousworkersin thisarea,and in par-
ticularbytheexcellentreview articleprepared nearly adecadeagobyAdelbergerand
Haxton.[8]Here we prim arily sum m arize progressin experim entsand interpretation
sincethattim e.

2 T he Parity-V iolating N N Potential

In thissection weexam inetheparity-nonconserving NN potentialand itsrelation to
the underlying weak interaction from which itis derived. Since we willbe dealing
with low energy processes,wecan representtheweak interaction in term sofitslocal
form | a pointinteraction oftwo currents|

H wk =
G
p
2
(JycJc+

1

2
J
y
nJn) (2)

where,om itting contributionsfrom theheavy (c,b,t)quarks,

J
c
� = �u�(1+ 5)[cos�cd+ sin�cs]

J
n
� = �u�(1+ 5)u � �d�(1+ 5)d

� �s�(1+ 5)s� 4sin2�w J
EM
� (3)

arethe charged and neutralweak currentsrespectively. Here �c;�w arethe Cabibbo
and W einberg angleswhile JEM� isthe electrom agnetic current[9]. One setofrigor-
ousstatem entswhich can be m ade involvesthe isotopic spin structure ofthe parity
violating weak Ham iltonian,which can assum ethevalues0,1,2.In particulartheef-
fective�I = 2 Ham iltonian receivescontributionsonly from theproductofisovector
charged currents|

H �I= 2
wk � J

I= 1
c J

I= 1
c : (4)

On the otherhand the e�ective �I = 1 Ham iltonian arise sfrom both charged and
neutralcurrents|

H �I= 1
wk � J

I= 1

2

c J
I= 1

2

c + J
I= 0
n J

I= 1
n : (5)

Since J
I= 1

2

c / sin�c and sin2�c � 1=25 << 1,however,we expectthatthe prim ary
contribution com esfrom theproductofisoscalarand isovectorneutralcurrents.Fi-
nally,the e�ective �I = 0 Ham iltonian receives signi�cant contributionsfrom both

neutraland charged currents|

H �I= 0
wk � J

I= 0
c J

I= 0
c + J

I= 0
n J

I= 0
n + J

I= 1
n J

I= 1
n : (6)
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Now whilesuch relationsareeasy towritedown atthequark level,theirim plications
forthenucleon-nucleon system arem uch m oresubtle.Thereason isthat,becauseof
the heaviness ofthe W ,Z,the low energy weak interaction isessentially pointlike|
ofzero range. But the nucleon-nucleon interaction has a strong repulsion atsm all
distancesso thatthe probability ofnucleonsinteracting atshortrangeisessentially
nil| i.e.,there is virtually no directweak NN interaction. Ratheritisknown that
theordinary (parity conserving)low energy nucleon-nucleon interaction V (+ )

N N can be
represented to a high degree ofprecision in term s ofa sum ofsingle (�;�;!) and
m ultiplem eson (�� �)exchanges[10].W ewould expectthen thatitsparity-violating

counterpart V (�)

N N can be represented in like fashion,except that now one m eson-
nucleon vertex is weak and parity violating,while the other is strong and parity
conserving.Consequently,alloftheweak interaction physicsiscontained within the
valuesoftheseparity violating NNM coupling constants.

Because ofthe \hard core" associated with the nucleon-nucleon interaction,itis
custom ary to include only m esons ofm ass less than 800 M eV or so,and our task
isfurthersim pli�ed by use ofBarton’stheorem [11],which assertsthatexchange of
neutraland spinlessm esonsbetween on-shellnucleonsisforbidden by CP invariance.
Therefore only �� ;� and ! vertices need be considered and the form ofthe m ost
generalparity violating e�ective Ham iltonian iseasily found:

H wk =
f�

2
�N (� � �)3N

+ �N

 

h
0
�� � �

� + h
1
��

�

3 +
h2�

2
p
6
(3�3�

�

3 � � � �
�)

!

�5N

+ �N (h0!!
� + h

1
!�3!

�)�5N � h
01
�
�N (� � �

�)3
���k

�

2M
5N (7)

W eseethattherearein generalseven unknown weak couplingsf�;h0�;:::.However,
calculations indicate that h

01
� is quite sm all[12]and this term is generally om itted,

leaving parity violating observables to be described in term s ofjust six constants.
The m eansby which one attem ptsto determ ine these couplingsexperim entally will
be described shortly. However, before doing so we shallexam ine the theoretical
predictionsforthesizeoftheseverticesfrom theunderlying weak interaction.

2.1 T heoreticalC alculation ofW eak C oupling C onstants

Oneofthe�rstestim atesoftheweak parity violating vertex constantswasprovided
in theearly 1960’s.F.C.M ichel[13]estim ated thecharged currentcouplingstovector
m esonsusing theso-called factorization approxim ation,which replacesa sum overa
com pletesetofinterm ediate statesby only thevacuum statecontribution|

< �
+
njH c

wkjp> =
G
p
2
cos2�c < �

+
njV

�

+ A
�
� jp>
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�
G
p
2
cos2�c < �

+ jV
�

+ j0>< njA �
� jp> (8)

The justi�cation for this approxim ation is basically that it is possible and easy to
calculate.Thereisno reason to believethatitprovidesanything otherthan an order
ofm agnitudeestim ate.

Thenextm ajortheoreticaldevelopm entoccurred in 1970with therealization that
the charged current contribution to pion production could be written using SU(3)
sym m etry in term sofexperim entalparity violating hyperon decay am plitudes[14]

< �
+
njH c

wkjp>= �

s

2

3
tan�c(2< �

�
pjH wkj�

0
> � < �

� �0jH wkj�
�
>): (9)

Unfortunately,thisresultisnotasconvincing asitappears,since itinvolvesa sub-
stantialcancellation between �0 and �� decay am plitudes and is therefore rather
sensitive to possibleSU(3)breaking e�ects[15].

ThreeyearslaterM cKellarand Pick[16]showed how thesym m etry SU(6)W could
beapplied tothe�S = 0parityviolatinginteraction,therebyrelatingpion and vector
m eson em ission am plitudes. They determ ined that the vector m eson am plitudes
predicted via sym m etry were ofopposite sign and considerably larger than those
given by factorization thereby am eliorating an experim entalsign discrepancy which
existed at that tim e. However,this approach too was incom plete in that i) there
were additionalSU(6)couplingswhich were notpredictable from experim entaldata
and ii) because ofits non-V � A character one could nottreatthe neutralcurrent
Ham iltonian in term softhisapproach.

A com prehensivecalculation which included allpreviousresultsandwhich enabled
predictionstobem adeforallNNM couplingsfrom both charged and neutralcurrent
pieces ofthe weak Ham iltonian wasperform ed in 1980 by Desplanques,Donoghue,
and Holstein (DDH)[17].Although additionalcalculationshavebeen perform ed dur-
ing the intervening years[18,19],nearly allare very sim ilarin m ethod and/oryield
num ericalresultswhich arequalitatively sim ilarto thoseofDDH,so we shallspend
som etim esum m arizing thiswork.

Thebasicideaofthework ofDDH isuseofthevalencequarkm odel,within which
thenucleon can beconstructed in term softhreequark creation operators

jN >� b
y
qsb

y

q0s0b
y

q\s"j0>; (10)

where we im agine the spins,isospinsto be com bined to form com ponentsofa spin,
isospin doublet and the colorsto be contracted to form a singlet. Likewise we can
constructthevectorand pseudoscalarm esonsvia

jM >� b
y
qsd

y

q0s0j0> (11)

using quark and antiquark creation operators. The weak Ham iltonian itselfhas a
localcurrent-currentstructureand involvesfourquark �elds

H wk �
G
p
2
� O  � O 0

 : (12)
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A genericNNM weak m atrix elem entthen isoftheform

< M N jH wkjN > =
G
p
2
< 0j(bqsbq0s0bq\s")(bqsdq0s0)

� � O  � O 0
 (byqsb

y

q0s0b
y

q\s")j0> �R (13)

where R representsa com plicated radialintegral. The vacuum expectation value is
tediousto calculatebutdoable.Thusone�nds

< M N jH wkjN >� known \geom etrical" factor� R (14)

which is in the form ofa W igner-Eckart theorem ,where the known \geom etrical
factor" isa Clebsch-Gordan coe�cientand R represents a reduced m atrix elem ent,
which isidenticalforallsuch transitionsand m ay bedeterm ined em pirically by com -
paringonesuch am plitudewith itsexperim entalvalue.In factwhen thisprocedureis
followed forthesim plecharged currentHam iltonian theSU(6)W resultsofM cKellar
and Pick areexactly reproduced.However,within thequark m odelbased procedure
one can treatthe neutralcurrent m atrix elem ents on an equalfooting. Also,since
the �-and �-m eson m assesare so di�erentitisessentialto include SU(6)breaking
e�ects,and thequark m odelo�ersa m eansofdoing this.

W hile details can be found in ref. 17,the results can be sum m arized in term s
ofthree di�erent types ofreduced m atrix elem ents as shown in Fig.1. Figure 1a
representsthefactorization diagram swith thevectororpseudoscalarm eson connect-
ing to thevacuum through eitherthe V orA currentrespectively,m ultiplied by the
nucleon-nucleon m atrix elem entoftheA orV current.Therem aining two diagram s
are ofa di�erent character and correspond to m ore com plicated baryonic interm e-
diate states. Figure 1b can be shown to correspond to the SU(3) sum rule ofEq.
(10). Note thatsince the hyperon decay am plitudesare them selves proportionalto
cos�csin�c thecharged currentHam iltonian contribution to pion em ission ispropor-
tionalto sin2�c and is strongly suppressed. However,this is notthe case for the
corresponding neutralcurrentcontribution,which isofO (1)and consequently dom -
inatesthepion em ission am plitude.Finally,Fig.1crepresentsthenew contribution
to thevector/pseudoscalarem ission identi�ed by M cKellarand Pick.

Despite the understanding gained by connecting thequark m odeland sym m etry
based calculations,DDH em phasized thatthererem ain m ajordi�cultiesin attem pts
to provide reliable num ericalestim ates for these weak parity violating couplings.
Theseincludeuncertainty in

i) the(large)S-P factorization term dueto itsdependenceon theabsolutesizeof
thecurrentu,d quark m asses;

ii) enhancem ent factors associated with the renorm alization group treatm ent of
thee�ective weak Ham iltonian;

iii) useofa relativisticvs.a nonrelativisticquark m odel;

6



Figure1:Quark m odeldiagram sforparity violating NNM vertices.

iv) thesizeofthesum rulecontribution to pion em ission dueto SU(3)breaking;

v) thesizeofthevectorm eson vs.pion em ission am plitudesduetoSU(6)breaking
e�ects;

vi) etc.

BecauseofalloftheseunknownsDDH presented theirresultsnotasa singlenum ber
but rather in term s ofa range inside ofwhich it was extrem ely likely thata given
param eter would be found. In addition they presented a single num ber called the
\best value" but this is described sim ply as an educated guess in view ofallthe
uncertaintiesoutlined above.Theresultsofthisprocessaresum m arized in Table1.

2.2 Parity V iolating N ucleon-nucleon Potential

Before we can m ake contactwith experim entalresultsitisnecessary to convertthe
NNM couplings generated above into an e�ective parity violating nucleon-nucleon
potential.Inserting thestrong couplings,de�ned via

H st = ig�N N
�N 5� � �N + g� �N

�

� + i
�V

2M
���k

�

�

� � �
�
N

+ g! �N
�

� + i
�S

2M
���k

�

�

!
�
N (15)

into them eson exchange diagram sshown in Fig.2
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Table 1:W eak NNM couplingsascalculated in refs.17-19.Allnum bersarequoted
in unitsofthe\sum rule" value3:8� 10�8 .

DDH[17] DDH[17] ref.18 ref.19
Coupling ReasonableRange \Best" Value DZ FCDH

f� 0! 30 12 3 7
h0� 30! �81 -30 -22 -10
h1� �1! 0 -0.5 +1 -1
h2� �20! �29 -25 -18 -18
h0! 15! �27 -5 -10 -13
h1! �5! �2 -3 -6 -6

Figure2:Parity violating NN potentialgenerated by m eson exchange.
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and taking theFouriertransform one�ndsthee�ective nucleon-nucleon potential

V
PN C = i

f�g�N N
p
2

�
�1 � �2

2

�

3

(�1 + �2)�
�
p1 � p2

2M
;f�(r)

�

� g�

 

h
0
��1 � �2 + h

1
�

�
�1 + �2

2

�

3

+ h
2
�

(3�31�
3
2 � �1 � �2)

2
p
6

!

�

�

(�1 � �2)�
�
p1 � p2

2M
;f�(r)

�

+ i(1+ �V )�1 � �2 �

�
p1 � p2

2M
;f�(r)

��

� g!

�

h
0
! + h

1
!

�
�1 + �2

2

�

3

�

�

�

(�1 � �2)�
�
p1 � p2

2M
;f!(r)

�

+ i(1+ �S)�1 � �2 �

�
p1 � p2

2M
;f!(r)

��

� (g!h
1
! � g�h

1
�)
�
�1 � �2

2

�

3

(�1 + �2)�
�
p1 � p2

2M
;f�(r)

�

� g�h
10

� i

�
�1 � �2

2

�

3

(�1 + �2)�
�
p1 � p2

2M
;f�(r)

�

(16)

wherefV (r)= exp(�m V r)=4�r istheusualYukawa form .
Arm ed now with theform oftheparityviolatingnucleon-nucleon potentialonecan

attem ptto calculatethesizeofparity-violating observableswhich m ightbeexpected
in a given experim ent. However,before doing so itisusefulto exam ine the general
typesofexperim entalsignalsofparity violation which onem ightlook for.

3 Experim entalSignals ofParity V iolation

3.1 O bservables

Parity refers to the behavior ofa system underspatialinversion,thatisunder the
m athem aticaltransform ation r ! �r. Under spatialinversion m om entum ,being
proportionaltovelocity,alsochangessign| p ! �p| butangularm om entum ,being
an axialvector,doesnot| L = r� p ! �r� �p = +L.Likewisespin m usttransform
into itselfundera spatialinversion. Thusone generally looksfora parity violating
signalby exam iningacorrelation which isodd underspatialinversion,such asphoton
circularpolarization,which hastheform � � p.

a) P-circular polarization in -decay: That the presence ofnon-zero circular
polarization isa signalofparity violation can beseen within thecontextofa sim ple
exam ple. Consider a transition involving em ission ofelectric and m agnetic dipole
radiation,forwhich therelevantoperatorshavetheform

E 1 : �̂ � p

M 1 : î� � q � L: (17)
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Circularpolarization involvesa linearcom bination ofpolarization statesorthogonal
to thephoton m om entum and 90� outofphase

q̂ = ẑ; �̂R ;L =

s

1

2
(̂x � îy): (18)

Asboth p and L aretensorsofrank one,theW igner-Eckarttheorem guaranteesthat
theE 1;M 1 am plitudesareproportional

< fjO E 1ji>/< fjO M 1ji> : (19)

Finally,since �̂;̂� � q̂;̂q are m utually orthogonal,we see that the sim ultaneous
presenceofboth electricand m agneticdipoletransitionsm ustlead to circularpolar-
ization. However,since p isa polarvector while L isan axialvector the selection
rulesaredi�erent

E 1 : �J = 0;�1; P iPf = �1

M 1 : �J = 0;�1; P iPf = +1 (20)

so thatclearly a violation ofparity invarianceisrequired fortheexistenceofcircular
polarization.

W hilenonzero circularpolarization isthen a clearindication ofparity noninvari-
ance,detection ofsuch asignalism adedi�cultbythefactthatthereexistnoe�cient
circularpolarization analyzers. Allsuch polarim eters are based on the spin depen-
dence ofCom pton scattering by polarized electrons in m agnetized iron. However,
even atsaturation only 2=26� 8% oftheFeelectronsarepolarized so thisrepresents
an upperbound fortheanalyzing powerofsuch a polarim eter.In fact,typicalvalues
foractualinstrum entsaretypically 4% orless.

b)A -asym m etry in -decay:Because ofthislim itation,m any experim entshave
instead chosen to polarizetheparentnucleusand to look fortheexistenceofa decay
asym m etry ofthe em itted photon with respectto the polarization direction| i.e. a
correlation < J > �q. The di�culty in this case is to provide a large,reversible
degreeofpolarization forthedecaying nucleus.

c) A z-longitudinalanalyzing power: A third parity violating observable is the
longitudinalanalyzing powerofreactionsinvolving polarized nucleons|

A Z =
1

PZ

 

�+ � ��

�+ + ��

!

(21)

where PZ is the longitudinalpolarization and �� are the cross sections for right
and left handed helicity nucleons respectively| i.e. a correlation < J � p >. Such
m easurem ents are accom plished by rapidly switching the beam helicity. A related,
butindependent,observableistheanalyzingpowerA x de�ned in analogytoEq.(21).
Thisquantityism easured with beam polarization transversetothebeam m om entum ,
butin thescattering plane.
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d) Neutron spin rotation: Propagation ofa beam ofcold neutrons through a
hom ogeneoussam ple can be described by an index ofrefraction,which dependson
theforward scatteringam plitudeoftheatom s.Inclusion oftheweak interaction adds
(coherently) a sm allparity-nonconserving com ponent to the scattering am plitude,
which causesthetwoneutron helicity statestoaccum ulatedi�erentphasesin passage
through the m edium [13,20]. As a consequence,a neutron spin initially transverse
(y) to it’s m om entum (z) undergoes a spin rotation in the transverse (xy) plane
proportionalto thethicknessofm aterialtraversed,and thusacquiresa x-com ponent
ofpolarization. The experim entalarrangem ent [see ref.[21]and Fig. 7]m akes use
ofa sam ple placed between a neutron polarizer (y) and a neutron analyzer (x) at
rightangleto oneanother,with thesam pleplaced in between.Thesam pleisplaced
alternatively beforeand aftera 180� spin rotator,which reversesthex-com ponentof
neutron polarization. In thisway the m ethod doubles the size ofthe spin rotation
signaland avoidsm any ofthe instrum entalproblem swhich would have to be dealt
with ifa com parison werem adeofcountswith sam plein placeand sam plerem oved.

e)Parity-forbidden decay width:Finally,a fourth typeofexperim entinvolvesthe
detection ofa process whose very existence would be forbidden were parity to be
conserved.An exam pleisthe� decay

16O(2� )! 12C(0+ )+ �: (22)

W hile the detection ofsuch a signalis a clear indication ofparity noninvariance,
unlike any ofthe e�ects described above,which are interference experim ents and
consequently depend on the weak m atrix elem entto the �rstpower,the observable
hereisarateand isthereforesecondorderintheparityviolatingweakm atrixelem ent.
The size ofthe signalisthen very sm all(B.R.� 10�10 forthe case above)and m ust
bepicked outfrom a m uch largerparity conserving background.

No m atter which type ofexperim ent one chooses,the very sm allm agnitude of
theexpected parity violating signalattheweak levelinvolvesconsiderable challenge
particular for the NN interaction itselfwhere the e�ects are ofthe order 10�7 . In
addition the num ber offeasible NN experim ents is not su�cient to determ ine the
separate weak NN couplingslisted in Table 1. Thusm any ofthe experim entslisted
below involve studiesofparity violating e�ectsin com plex nuclei.

3.2 Experim entalSystem s

In selecting system sby which to study the phenom enon ofnuclearparity violation,
onehasa num berofchoices.Certainly thecleanestfrom a theoreticalpointofview
is the NN system . Indeed experim entalphase shifts are known up to hundreds of
M eV and beam /targetsystem sarereadily available.However,onepaysa high price
in thattheexpected signalisin thecanonical10�7 range.Thussuch experim entsare
notoriously sensitive to tiny system atic e�ects. In factforthe np system there still
existsno com pelling experim entalsignal.

11



A secondarenaisthatoffew bodynuclei,e.g.p-d,p-� scatteringandn-dradiative
capture.InthiscaseuseofFaddeevandotherm ethodsprovidesarelativelybelievable
theoreticalbase. However,itisby no m eansasclean asthatforthe NN processes,
and one stillis faced with generally tiny experim entale�ects,which require heroic
experim entale�orts.

The use ofp-shelland heavier nucleiin the study ofnuclear parity violation is
an alternativeroute,butithasboth positiveand negativeim plications.On theplus
side,the nuclear environm ent o�ers an enorm ous assortm ent ofvarious spin-parity
states which can in principle be exploited. Also, one can in som e cases use the
nucleus as an am pli�er,in order to yield parity nonconserving signals m uch larger
thanthegeneric10�7 estim atedabove.However,interpretationofsuchexperim entsin
term soffundam entalweak interaction param etersrequiresknowledgeofthenuclear
wavefunctionsatalevelconsiderably m oreprecisethan needed fortheunderstanding
ofm oretraditional(and parity conserving)nuclearm easurem ents.

An excellentexam pleofthelargeenhancem entthatsom etim esoccursin com plex
nucleiisprovided by the m easurem entofthe photon asym m etry in the decay of8�

isom erof180Hf,which yieldsa 2% e�ect[22]

A  = �(1:66� 0:18)� 10�2 : (23)

An even largersignalisseen in low energy neutron scattering from 139La,where the
longitudinalasym m etry hasbeen m easured to be[23]

A L = (9:55� 0:35)� 10�2 : (24)

In order to see how such large e�ects can com e about,consider a nucleus having
stateswith identicalspinsbutopposite parity| say J+ ;J� | which arevery closeto
oneanotherin energy.Now although we have labelled such statesby theirspin and
parity,in reality neitherstate isa true eigenstate ofparity,because ofthe presence
oftheweak interaction.(Spin,ofcourse,isagood quantum num berbecauseangular
m om entum is exactly conserved.) W e can calculate the m ixing ofthese presum ed
close-by levelsusing �rstorderperturbation theory,yielding

j J+ > ’ j�J+ > +
j�J� >< �J� jH wkj�J+ >

E + � E �

= j�J+ > +�j�J� >

j J� > ’ j�J� > +
j�J+ >< �J+ jH wkj�J� >

E � � E +

= j�J� > ��j�J+ > (25)

in an obviousnotation. Note thatwe have truncated the sum overallinterm ediate
statesdown to a singlestateby theassum ption thatthetwo statesbeing considered
here are nearly degenerate. W e can estim ate the size ofthe m ixing param eter� by
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scaling to a typicalnuclearlevelsplitting,ofthe orderofan M eV orso. Since this
splitting isassociated with thestrong interaction weestim ate

< �J� jH wkj�J+ >�
< H wk >

< H st >
� 1M eV � 1eV: (26)

Fora pairoflevelswith a typical| M eV| spacing,wethen have

� =
< �J� jH wkj�J+ >

E + � E �
�

1eV

1M eV
� 10�6 (27)

as expected. However,the m ixing can be substantially enhanced by selecting two
levelswhich are nearly identicalin energy. Thus,forexam ple,fortwo stateswhich
areseparated by say 100 eV onem ightexpectan e�ectofthesize

Parity Violating E�ect� 10�6 �
1M eV

jE + � E � j
� 10�2 (28)

and the situation of139La falls into this category,involving a narrow p-wave state
em bedded in ahostofnearby s-waveresonances.Thecaseof180Hfinvolvesa501keV
gam m aray,however,and revealsan alternativem eansby which nuclearenhancem ent
can arise. Since the transition connects 8� and 8+ levels,the transition would be
expected tobepredom inantlyelectricdipole,with asm allm agneticdipolecom ponent
generated by the presence ofparity m ixing,and the resultantasym m etry would be
oforder

A  � 2�
< M 1>

< E 1>
: (29)

However,for180HftheE1 transition ishighly retarded,having �K=8 in theNilssen
rotationalm odel,and thisselection ruleviolation accountsforthevery largesignal.

Despite the obvious experim entaladvantages to having 1% signals to dealwith
ratherthan thegeneric10�6 e�ectsfound in directNN experim ents,theuseofcom -
plex nucleidoesnotperm itrigorousextraction ofthesize ofweak e�ectsbecauseof
the lack ofbelievable nuclearwavefunctions forsuch heavy nuclei. However,aswe
shallseebelow (Sect.7)su�ciently good wavefunctionshavebeen established fora
num berofs-d and p shellnuclei.In addition,forheavy nucleiinform ation hasbeen
extracted by useofstatisticalargum ents(Sect.8).

4 Proton-Proton Interaction

The sim plest system wherein the weak parity violating interaction can be studied
consistsofa pairofnucleons.Sinceexperim entalstudiesofthetwo-neutron interac-
tion are outofthe question forobviousreasons,thatleaveseitherthe pp orthe pn
system ,which weshallexam inein thisand in thefollowing section.
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Figure3:Schem aticarrangem entfortransm ission (a)and scattering(b)experim ents.

The parity violating pp interaction has been studied by a num ber ofgroupsby
m easuring the analyzing power A z for longitudinally polarized protons. In isospin
space,two protonsform an isotripletand thereforetheparity nonconserving interac-
tion in thiscasewillinvolve alltheisospin com ponents-�I = 0;1;2:

Depending on proton energy,m easurem entson the pp system use one ofthe ar-
rangem entsshown schem atically in Fig.3.Athigh energies,thehelicity dependence
A tot
z ofthetotalcrosssection isdeduced from thechangein transm ission through the

sam ple when the spin direction ofthe incom ing beam isreversed,the transm ission
being m easured by the ratio ofthe beam intensity before and afterthe sam ple. At
lowerenergies(E<50 M eV)the transm ission m ethod isnotusefulbecause thelarge
proton energy lossin the sam ple lim itsthe useable targetthickness,so thatthe at-
tenuation by nuclearinteractionsistoosm alltobem easured with su�cientaccuracy.
Instead,one m easures the intensity ofscattered particles,forboth beam helicities,
divided by the intensity thatpassed through the sam ple. To im prove the statistical
error,and to reducecertain system aticerrors,thedetectorisarranged to coverallor
m ostoftherangein azim uthalangle.

4.1 Low energy region

Because ofthe shortrangeofthe PNC interaction,below 400 M eV only low partial
waves contribute to the PNC am plitudes, nam ely the (1S0 $ 3P0) and the J=2
transition (3P2 $

1D 2).Thetwo contributionsadd incoherently:

A z(E ;�)= A
J= 0
z (E ;�)+ A

J= 2
z (E ;�): (30)

Therelativedependenceonenergyandangleofeachofthetwoterm scanbecalculated
from thestrong interaction phaseshifts[24,25].Theangulardependence oftheJ=0
contribution isisotropic,buttheJ=2contribution showsapronounced variation with
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Figure4:Energy dependence oftheJ=0 (1S0 � 3P0)and theJ=2 (3P2 �
1D 2)PNC

transition in pp scattering,calculated from the known strong pp phase shifts. The
sign and absolutenorm alization oftheverticalscaleforeach ofthetwo curvesm ust
be determ ined experim entally. Here the sign and norm alization (in unitsof10�7 )is
chosen to correspond to predictionsbased on theDDH \best" couplings.

angle[25,26,27]. The energy dependence ofthe angle-integrated PNC analyzing
powerA tot

z isshown in Fig.4.Thepurpose ofPNC experim entsisto determ ine the
two unknown absolute norm alizations (scale factors) which m ultiply the A J= 0

z and
A J= 2
z ,respectively.
Below about 50 M eV A z is governed by the J=0 transition and thus is angle-

independent.Consequently,theangularrangeaccepted by theexperim entischosen
to optim izestatisticaland instrum entaluncertainties.Thepioneering experim entat
Los Alam os[28]at 15 M eV yielded A z = �(1:7 � 0:8)� 10�7 . Soon thereafter,a
group[29]working atSIN (Switzerland)reported a resultofA z = �(3:2� 1:1)� 10�7

fora proton energy of45 M eV,where the A z isnearitsm axim um value. Since A z

arisesalm ostentirely from the J=0 transition,the factorthatrelatesA z atthe two
energiesisknown from theory[25]:

A z(45:0 M eV )= (1:76� 0:01)� A z(15:0 M eV ): (31)

Thusthe two early resultsare entirely consistent. The absolute scale dependsupon
theweak parity nonconserving couplingsvia

f(1S0 �
1P0)� [hpp� g�(2+ �V )+ h

pp
! g!(2+ �S)]f

T
0+ (32)

where

h
pp
� = h

(0)
� + h

(1)
� +

1
p
6
h
(2)
� and h

pp
! = h

(0)
! + h

(1)
! (33)

are com binationsofparity violating param eters(note thatf� doesnotenterdue to
Barton’stheorem )and fT0+ dependsupon them odelofthestrongNN potentialbeing
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em ployed. W ith the DDH best values,use ofthe Reid soft-core potentialyields a
prediction [seeref.27 and Table2]

A z(45M eV )= �1:45� 10�7 (34)

whileuseoftheParispotentialgivesa valueabout30% larger.
W orkwithlongitudinallypolarized45M eV protonsattheSIN cyclotroncontinued

fora decade in attem ptsto elim inate orplace accurate lim itson a large num berof
possiblesystem aticerrors,m any ofwhich in earlieryearswould haveseem ed too far
fetched to worry about.The�nalresult[30]ofthesee�ortsis

A z(45:0 M eV )= �(1:50� 0:22)� 10�7 ; (35)

where the error includes statisticaland system atic uncertainties as wellas lim its
on uncertainties in the corrections forinstrum entale�ects. Scattered protons were
detected in the angularrange �lab = 23� to 52�. Since A z is independent ofangle,
the result can be considered to represent A z in the totalcross section. However,
strictly speaking thetotalcrosssection ispoorly de�ned becauseofCoulom b-nuclear
interference atvery forward angles,and there isan additionaluncertainty from the
possible(sm all)J=2 contribution.ForthetotalnuclearPNC analyzing powerat45
M eV,the�nalresultis[30]:

A
tot
z (45:0 M eV )= �(1:57� 0:23)� 10�7 : (36)

Agreem entwith thetheoreticalexpectation (in both m agnitudeand sign)isexcellent
and con�rm s the im portant role ofthe nonfactorization contributions to the weak
vectorm eson exchange couplings.

Sincetheaboverepresentsthem ostaccurateresulton parity violation in hadronic
interactions to date,a briefreview ofthe experim ent is ofinterest. The scattering
cham berisshown in Fig. 5. A longitudinally polarized beam of45 M eV protonsis
incidenton a high pressure(100 bar)hydrogen gastarget,and scattered protonsare
detected in a hydrogen-�lled (1 bar) ionization cham ber in the form ofan annular
cylindersurrounding thetarget.Thepolarized protonsareproduced by ionizing po-
larized atom sprepared byspin separation in an atom icbeam device.Thepolarization
ofthe protons is reversed by inducing suitable radio-frequency transitions between
hyper�nestatesin theneutralatom s.In thisway thepolarization isreversed without
theneed forany changein electricand m agnetic�eldsseen by theions,which m ight
produce a helicity-dependent change in beam properties. The atom sare ionized by
electron bom bardm entinside a solenoid. The protonsare accelerated in a cyclotron
with their polarization direction transverse. The spin is then precessed,�rst by a
solenoid from the verticalto the horizontaldirection,and then from the horizontal
transverse direction into the longitudinaldirection by a dipole m agnet. Fortesting
purposes,the polarization can be precessed into any desired direction by choosing
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Figure5:Scatteringcham berused form easurem entsofA z near45M eV.Thedrawing
shows the gas target T,Faraday cup FC,graphite beam stop C,ion cham ber IC
form ed by foilF and collectorCO.

thepropercurrentin thesolenoid beforethedipolem agnetand in a second solenoid
afterthedipolem agnet.Beam currenton targetwas3� 4�A with P = 0:83� 0:02.

Scattered protonsaredetected by m easuring thecurrentin theionization cham -
ber,i.e.thisexperim entlikeallothersatasim ilarlevelofaccuracy usestheso-called
integralcounting technique introduced originally by Lobashov[6],because it is still
notfeasible to reach the required accuracy by counting individualevents. The ion
cham bercurrentisintegrated during20m sintervals,afterwhich thebeam properties
(beam intensity,beam position,beam diam eter,spatialdistribution ofspurioustrans-
verse beam polarization com ponents) are m easured during a 10 m s interval,before
thepolarization isreversed.Theinitialpolarization direction foragroup ofeightsuch
m easurem ents is chosen atrandom to reduce periodic noise. Each 60 m s m easure-
m enthasastatisticalerrorof3:5� 10�5 ,asdeterm ined from thevariance.Thebeam
propertiesweredeterm ined by beam pro�lem onitorsin which narrow graphitestrips
were sweptacrossthe beam .Protonsscattered by the graphitestripswere detected
in fourdetectors,todeducethevariouspolarization distributionspx(y);py(x)etc.In
orderto gain inform ation aboutdependenciesnotonly on variation oftransversepo-
larization with position (x,y)butalso with angle,two m onitorsin di�erentlocations
alongthebeam axisareneeded tocorrectthedata.Itisrelatively easy toprecessthe
proton polarization such that,averaged overthe beam diam eter,the polarization is
accurately longitudinal.Therealproblem isthatthepolarization vectorfordi�erent
partsofthebeam isnotperfectly uniform in direction,so thattheresidualpolariza-
tion com ponentspx;py;vary with position within thebeam .Particularly dangerous
isa �stm om ent ofpx (orpy)with respect to y (orx),e.g.a linearvariation ofpx
with y.To understand theproblem ,look along thebeam direction and assum e that
the lefthalfofthe beam haspolarization up,the righthalfpolarization down. The
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regular(parity-conserving)analyzing powerA y causesparticleson theleftto scatter
predom inantly to the left,and particles on the rightto the right. W hen the beam
polarization isreversed,thepreferred direction iscorrespondingly reversed and thus
the ion cham ber current changes because ofgeom etricale�ects. Note that this ef-
fectdoesnotvanish even ifscattering cham berand beam intensity haveperfectaxial
sym m etry.Thee�ectscan bebroughtundercontrolby accuratem easurem entsofthe
polarization pro�le and corresponding m easurem entsofthe sensitivity ofthe equip-
m entbased on determ ination ofthefalsee�ectfordi�erentpositionsand directions
ofthebeam with respectto thesym m etry axisofthecham ber.

Errorsm ayarisefrom anychangeinbeam propertieswhich iscoherent(i.e.instep
with)reversalofthebeam helicity,such assm allchangesin beam position associated
with helicity reversal.Forreasonsofsym m etry,onewould expectthefalsee�ectfrom
coherentbeam m otion to vanish ifthe beam isexactly on thee�ective centerofthe
scattering cham ber.However,a very largesensitivity to verticalbeam m otion (false
parity signalof27� 10�7 per�m m otion)wasobserved even when thebeam wason
thegeom etricaxisofthecham ber[31].Thee�ectwastraced totem peraturegradients
in the high pressure gastargetcaused by beam heating. Afterinstallation ofa fast
blowersystem ,which rapidly recirculatesthe targetgas,the e�ectofpossible beam
m otion (m easured to belessthan 0:2�m )wasnegligible.

Another interesting question is whether there m ay be sm allchanges in beam
energy when thepolarization ofthebeam isreversed.Thechangesm ightresultfrom
interaction ofthe m agnetic m om entofthe polarized hydrogen atom swith m agnetic
�eldsintheionsource,butnodetailed m echanism hasbeen established.Nevertheless,
sincecalculationsshowed thatalready a 1 eV changein beam energy outof45 M eV
would causean errorin A z of3� 10�8 ,apossibleenergy m odulation wasinvestigated.
The m ethod principally m ade use ofreversing the phase ofthe helicity by reversing
theprecession solenoid in thebeam line.Thisreversesthesign ofthetruePNC signal
butnotthesign ofthepossibleenergy m odulation signal.Thatenergy m odulations
arenotsuch a rem otepossibility afterallwasdiscovered when,forotherreasons,the
voltageon an electrostatic lenspriorto thecyclotron wasm odulated.A false signal
of100� 10�7 wasobserved dueto energy m odulation.Thefalsesignalcould then be
used to testthe rejection ofthe unwanted e�ectby solenoid reversal. Thisexam ple
suggeststhatin experim entsatthe 10�8 levelofaccuracy allspuriouserrorsources
m ustbeinvestigated even ifoneknowsofno reason why they should bepresent.

Forsom eerrorsourcesno straightforward diagnosticm ethodsexist,so thattheir
investigation m ay requireseparate,auxiliary m easurem entswhich arecom parablein
e�orttothePNC experim entitself.Onesuch exam pleisthestudyofthecontribution
to theion cham bercurrentfrom helicity-dependentbackground,such asbackground
arising from �-decays. The concern isthatincident and scattered protonsactivate
variouspartsofthescatteringcham ber,and in theprocessm ay transfersom eoftheir
polarization to the resulting beta em itters,which in turn contribute to the currents
in the ionization cham berand the Faraday cup. The e�ortto study these e�ectsis
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considerable,since m any possible reactions in di�erent m aterials are involved,and
each hasto bestudied separately to determ ineifthecom bination ofactivation cross
section,polarization transferto thebeta em itter,spin relaxation tim es,etc.aresuch
that a signi�cant error m ight result. Fordiscussion ofother system atic errors see.
e.g.,ref.[30,32,33].

In view of the m any possible sources oferror discussed in the literature, one
m ay wellask how one can ever be certain that som e additionalerror source has
not been m issed. However,by now the assum ptions about error suppression have
been inspected tim eand again in a system aticway by severalgroupsworking on the
problem soverm orethan two decades,so thatthelikelihood ofan e�ectthathasnot
been thoughtofisquiterem ote.

A good check on the correctness ofan experim entalresultofcourse isobtained
from repeating theexperim entsby another,independentgroup ata di�erentlabora-
tory,with di�erent equipm ent,using di�erent testsofsystem atic errors. ForA z in
pp scattering,the group atBonn[34]hasreported a new resultat13.6 M eV,which
can be com pared directly to the 45 M eV result. Atthe lowerenergy,the m easured
e�ectisexpected to besm allerby a factor(1:85� 0:01),butthe sm allerm agnitude
ofthee�ectiso�setin partbecausesom eofthesystem aticerrorsarelessdangerous
at the lower energy. In particular,alle�ects associated with the regular,parity-
allowed transverse analyzing power are signi�cantly reduced. The experim ent used
secondary-electron em ission m onitorsto determ inethebeam position,and em ployed
feed-back devicesto stabilizethebeam .Theirresult

A z(13:6 M eV )= �(0:93� 0:20� 0:05)� 10�7 (37)

can be com pared with the energy-corrected 45 M eV num ber A z = �(0:81� 0:12).
Theresultsarein excellentagreem ent.

4.2 H igher Energies

A very interesting accountofthehistory oftheLosAlam osPNC experim entsat800
M eV energy on targetsofH 2O and liquid hydrogen,and ofthe 5.1 GeV experim ent
on H 2O atthe Argonne ZGS hasbeen presented in ref.[35]. The totalcrosssection
wasobserved by detecting thechangein thefraction ofbeam transm itted though the
sam ple asthe beam helicity isreversed (Fig.6). The 800 M eV pp experim entused
a 1m long liquid hydrogen target.Beam pulseshad a 120 Hzrepetition rateand an
averagebeam currentof1 to 5 nA.Analog signalsfrom ion cham bers(I1,I2)which
m easurethebeam beforeand afterthetargetaresubtracted and digitized to obtain
a signalthat yields the transm ission T+ and T� . W ith a transm ission T = 0:85,
the quantity Z = (T+ � T� )=(T+ + T� )had to m easured to an accuracy of10�8 to
reach a sensitivity in A z to 10�7 . Figure 6 shows the diagnostic equipm ent which
wasused tom onitorthebeam position,intensity,sizeand nettransversepolarization
forevery pulse.In addition,thevariation oftransversepolarization acrossthebeam
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Figure6:Experim entalsetup used form easurem entsofA z at800 M eV by thetrans-
m ission m ethod.Thedrawing isschem atic and showsthe 1 m long LH 2 target,and
integrating ion cham bersI1,I2. An alalog di�erence (I2-I1)isform ed before digitiz-
ing the signals to reduce round-o� errors. The beam polarization is m easured by
a four-arm polarim eterP1 which detectspp events,while the polarization pro�le is
m easured by thescanning targetST and polarim eterP2.Integrating wirecham bers
W m onitored beam position and sizeforeach pulse.Beam position and incidentangle
werestabilized with signalsfrom split-collectorion cham bersS.

pro�le wasdeterm ined with a scanning targetand a separate four-arm polarim eter.
Oneadvantageofthetransm ission m ethod isthatthesensitivity to the�rstm om ent
oftransverse polarization is sm aller than for a scattering experim ent. This is an
im portantadvantage because atthe higherenergiesthe regularpp analyzing power
islarge.

The800 M eV (1.5 GeV/c)result[36]:

A z = (2:4� 1:1)� 10�7 (38)

isofroughly thesam em agnitudebutoppositein sign to theresultsat45 M eV.The
system atic errorsare sm all(0:1� 10�7 ),so thatthe overalluncertainty isgoverned
by the statisticalerror,which isdeterm ined in partby the available beam current,
and in partby detectornoise due to nuclearspallation reactionsin the ion-cham ber
surfaces.

The theoreticalanalysis ofthis m easurem ent is m uch m ore com plex than that
ofits lower energy counterparts since the energy is above the pion threshold and
inelasticity e�ects m ust be taken into account. That the result should be positive
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is clear since both S-P and P-D interference term s contribute with a positive sign
above 230 M eV.A calculation by Oka[37]using experim entalphase shifts in order
to unitarizeBorn am plitudesyieldsa result,using DDH bestvalues,which isabout
a factoroftwo above the experim entalnum ber. However,this calculation om itted
shortrange correlation e�ects,which tend to reduce the size ofthe predicted e�ect
considerably. A crude estim ate ofsuch e�ects m ade by Adelberger and Haxton[8]
actually reduced the predicted e�ect below the experim entalnum ber. Subsequent
work by Silbar etal.[38]attem pted to m odelinelasticity e�ects by including delta
degreesoffreedom and indicated an additionalpositive contribution oforder0:9�
10�7 .However,thiswasbased upon the DDH \best" value forf� which aswe shall
see isprobably too large.W econclude thatalthough no de�nitive calculation exists
atpresent,existing calculationsseem to agreereasonably wellwith theexperim ental
value.

Them easurem entofthehelicity dependenceofthetotalcrosssection of5.1 GeV
(6GeV/c)protonson atargetofH 2O attheArgonnezero-gradientsynchrotron used
aspectrom etertoelim inatethehelicity-dependentbackground which would otherwise
arisefrom hyperon decay products.Theresult[39]

A z = (26:5� 6:0� 3:6)� 10�7 (39)

isconsiderably largerthan isexpected from m osttheoreticalestim ates,which tend to
givenum berswhich arepositivebutwhich areaboutan orderofm agnitudesm aller.
The discrepancy only increasesifone takesinto accountthatthe observation isfor
p� H 2O ratherthan p-N (on accountofGlaubercorrections,seeref.[40]).Ofcourse,
atthese energiesa sim ple m eson-exchange potentialm odelisno longercredible and
so othertechniques| e.g. Regge theory| m ust be em ployed. The only credible es-
tim ate which hasthusfarbeen able to reproduce the ZGS m easurem ent isa m odel
which involves m ixing in the quark wavefunctions to negative parity excited states
via quark-diquark interactions in the nucleon[42]. Such a m odelis quite specula-
tive and iscertainly notable to be extended to low energiesin orderto m atch onto
othercalculations. Forfurthercom m entson the analysisofthe 6 Gev/c result,see
refs.[35,42,43,44,45]. Certainly,a rem easurem ent ofasym m etry in this energy
region would bem ostwelcom e.

4.3 Proposed and Planned Experim ents

The low-energy experim ents (13.6 M eV and 45 M eV) discussed above yield infor-
m ation only aboutthe J = 0 (1S0 $ 3P0)transition. Figure 4 showsthatstarting
at about100 M eV,the J = 2 transition (3P2 $

1D 2) contributes signi�cantly. In
orderto separatethetwo contributions,thepreferred energy isnear230 M eV,where
the J = 0 am plitudes cancel. Therefore the contribution to PNC associated with
the J = 2 (3P2$

1D 2)am plitude can be m easured separately. This would yield an
independent determ ination ofthe � weak coupling constant hpp� . An experim ent in
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thisenergy range,to be carried outatTRIUM F,hasbeen in preparation forsom e
tim e[46]. Two separate experim ents are planned,one detecting the helicity depen-
dence in transm ission and one in scattering. The two experim ents yield the sam e
inform ation abouttheweak am plitudes,butthey serveasan extrem ely valuabletest
ofsystem aticerrorsbecausethecorrectionsarebound to havequitedi�erentcharac-
teristics.Thetransm ission experim entisto usea 40 cm long liquid hydrogen target,
with incident and transm itted protons detected by ionization cham bers sim ilar to
the800 M eV experim entm entioned above.Thedistribution ofunwanted transverse
polarization com ponentsistobedeterm ined by beam scannerssim ilartothe45M eV
experim ent. A feedback system isplanned to stabilize beam position to 1�m . The
expected value[25,26]ofA z isabout0:6� 10�7 which isto bem easured to an accu-
racy of0:2� 10�7 orbetter.Itistobenoted thatin thiscasetheangulardistribution
ofA z(�)isfarfrom isotropic.

An experim entnear230 M eV,aswellasan extension to 1.5 GeV,isalso planned
to be carried out with protons extracted from the proton storage ring COSY at
J�ulich[47]. The beam willbe injected and accelerated in the storage ring,which
hasprovision forphase space cooling ofthe beam . Thisisexpected to resultin an
extracted beam ofhigh ion optic quality,which in turn should reduce system atic
e�ects associated with changes in beam properties. The possibility to carry out
experim ents at m uch higher energies (100 GeV) using the RHIC accelerator now
underconstruction hasbeen discussed e.g.by Tannenbaum [48].

Itrecently hasbeen pointed outby Vigdor[49]thatexperim entswith internaltar-
getsin storageringsm ayhaveim portantadvantagesoverm oreconventionalm ethods.
In particular,itisproposed to arrangeprecession solenoidsin a storagering in such
a fashion that only the longitudinalspin direction is stable, while the transverse
com ponentsaverageto zero.

5 N eutron-Proton Interaction

a)P in np-capture:Aspreviously m entioned,the�rstclearexperim entalevidence
forparity violation in nucleiwasprovided in a m easurem ent by Lobashov etal.[6],
which detected a nonzero circular polarization [P = (�6 � 1)� 10�6 )]of-rays
from neutron capture in 181Ta. The experim ent is known for the elegant idea to
use a pendulum in vacuum to detect and store the repeated e�ects ofthe sm all
periodic signalwhich resulted in the  detector from the reversalofthe m agnetic
�eld in the m agnetized iron which served asthe -ray polarim eter. Later,the sam e
arrangem entwasused in the�rstattem pttodetectparityviolation directlyin theNN
interaction. The �rstresult[50]was laterfound to be contam inated with circularly
polarized brem sstrahlung caused by polarized electrons from beta decays of�ssion
productsin thereactor.A new experim ent[51],which yielded P = (1:8� 1:8)� 10�7,
was already discussed in a previous review[8]. The new m easurem ent is consistent
with the \bestvalue" prediction of0:57� 10�7 (Table 2). The result is im portant
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in thatitrem ovesthe earliersigni�cantdiscrepancy with theory.However,to reach
an accuracy su�cientto contributeto thedeterm ination ofweak coupling constants
(e.g.,�0:2� 10�7 )isprobably notrealistic,sincethem agnitudeoftheexperim ental
signalto bedetected isanotherfactorof20sm alleron accountoftherelatively sm all
analyzing power (0.045) ofthe -ray polarim eter. Experim entalresults consistent
with zero can yield signi�cant constraints on the determ ination ofweak coupling
constants in those cases where two coupling constants contribute term s ofsim ilar
m agnitudebutoppositesign,butthisisnotthecaseforP.

b)HelicityDependencein Deuteron Photodisintegration:Asanalternativetom ea-
suring P in np capture,one m ay choose to study the inverse reaction,i.e. photo-
disintegration ofthedeuteron nearthreshold with circularly polarized photons.The
photodisintegation cross section �+ and �� is m easured with incident photons of
positive and negative helicity to determ ine the parity-violating analyzing powerA L

de�ned in Eq.(21)wherePL now refersto thephoton circularpolarization.Earleet
al.[52]accelerated polarized electronsproduced by photoem ission from GaAsin the
Electron TestAcceleratoratChalk River,Canada toenergiesof3.2M eV or4.1M eV
in order to produce polarized brem sstrahlung in a water-cooled tantalum radiator.
Thehighestenergy photonshavea circularpolarization equalto thatoftheincident
electrons,oraboutP = 0:35. The photonsare incident on a targetofdeuterated
water. The photoneutrons are therm alized in the target and are detected via the
10B(n;�)reaction in boron-lined ionization cham bers. The ionization cham bercur-
rentcaused by background photonswaselim inated by subtracting the currentin a
second setofcham bers,interspersed with the�rst,butwithoutthe 10B lining.

The e�ects ofchanges in electron beam properties (intensity,energy,position,
beam size)associated with reversalofthebeam helicity werestudied in separatetest
experim ents,and corresponding corrections were applied to the data. It is in fact
theuncertainty ofthesecorrections,and notstatisticaluncertainties,which lim itthe
accuracy ofthedata.The�nalresult,A L = (27� 28)� 10�7 forbrem sstrahlung with
an endpointof4.1M eV,and A L = (77� 53)� 10�7 foran endpointenergy of3.2M eV
unfortunately arenotaccurateenough to providesigni�cantconstraintson theweak
coupling constants.A num berofim provem entsin theexperim entwerediscussed by
the authors,suggest that with a m ajor e�ort their m ethod m ight be capable ofa
sensitivity com parable with the theoreticalprediction. However,the required factor
of100 reduction in system atic and statisticalerrorswould probably require a group
e�ortofatleasta decade.
c)A  in np-capture:Thequantity m easured in theabovedeuteron experim entsarises
from the�I = 0;2m ixinge�ectsin the 1S0�

3P0 and 3S1� 1P1 channels.In contrast,
sensitivity to the �I = 1 com ponentofthe e�ective weak Ham iltonian isprovided
by a m easurem ent ofthe asym m etry in the capture ofpolarized therm alneutrons.
This observable issensitive to �I = 1 m ixing e�ects in the 3S1 � 3P1 channeland
thereby to f�. M uch evidence points to a value of f� signi�cantly sm aller than
the expected weak currentenhancem entpredicted by DDH.On the otherhand the
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m easurem entsonP inthedecayof21Ne,tobediscussed below,providecontradictory
evidence[8]. Except for negligible contributions from h(1)� etc., A  in therm alnp
capture isdirectly proportionalto f�:A  = �0:11� f�.Forthe DDH \bestguess"
valueoff�,A  = �0:5� 10�7 .(cf.Table2).

In view ofthe sm allexpected e�ect,the dem ands on a m easurem ent ofA  are
very high,buton theotherhand theneutron polarization can bem adelargeso that
onegainsa largefactorcom pared tothesm allanalyzing powerin theP experim ent.
The A  experim ent becam e feasible with the developm ent ofintense beam sofcold
polarized neutrons(5� 109 neutrons/sover3� 5cm 2)from thehigh uxreactoratthe
Institut Laue-Langevin (ILL).In the experim ent described by Alberietal.[53,54],
capture ofthe neutrons takes place in a 23 liter liquid hydrogen target,in which
the hydrogen was converted to pure parahydrogen by a catalyzer in order to avoid
depolarization ofthe neutrons by scattering. Two large tanks ofliquid scintillator
(400 liter volum e each) detected the 2.2 M eV photons. The neutron polarization
(P = 0:70� 0:07)wasreversed aboutoncea second by passing theneutronsthrough
a thin currentstrip. By com paring the ratio ofcountratesin the two detectorsfor
the two opposite neutron spin directions the di�erences in detector e�ciency and
in neutron ux cancels. System atic errors considered in the experim ent included:
(i)variation in the neutron ux with tim e (uctuation about0.1% )so thata sm all
residualerror rem ains after averaging over all1s m easurem ents; (ii) e�ect ofspin
ipper m agnetic �elds on the detectors,com pensating coils and shielding reduced
thesee�ectsto negligibleproportions;(iii)displacem entoftheneutron beam arising
from theinteractionofthem agneticm om entwithinhom ogeneousm agnetic�elds;and
(iv)spuriouselectricale�ectson theelectroniccircuits,such asashiftin discrim inator
levelwhen the power to the spin ipper is turned on. It is understood that the
troublinge�ectsarethoseforwhich areversaloftheneutron spin hasaspuriouse�ect
on thecountrateswithoutbeing associated with thetrueparity-violation signal.In
this,aswellasotherexperim ents atthe sam e levelofaccuracy,spuriouselectronic
e�ects are avoided by m aking an overallchange of the phase of the polarization
reversalrelative to them easurem entcycle.In thepresentcase a second spin ipper
which wasreversed every 27swasused forthispurpose.

The �nalresult[53],A  = (�0:15 � 0:47)� 10�7 ,is consistent with,but four
tim esm ore accurate,than an earlierresultobtained by the sam e m ethod[54][A  =
(�0:6 � 2:1)� 10�7 . The new result is lim ited by statisticaluncertainties. It is
thoughtthat,given m orerunning tim eon a suitablehigh ux reactor,anotherorder
ofm agnitudeim provem entin accuracy could beachieved (AL88).Thiswould atlast
settle the question ofneutralcurrent enhancem ent ofthe isovector pion exchange
coupling constant. For now the above result is stillconsistent with the DDH best
guessforf� (seeTable2).

d) Neutron Spin Rotation: W hen transversely polarized slow neutrons pass
throughm atter,parity-violatingforcesrotatetheneutronpolarizationdirectionabout
them om entum direction.Coherentrotation wasproposed asam ethod todetectpar-
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Figure7:Figure7:Arrangem entto m easurePNC neutron spin rotation.

ity violation by F.C.M ichel[13]already in 1964.Parity-nonconserving neutron spin
rotation was�rstdem onstrated experim entally in 1980by Forteetal.[21]when trans-
m ission ofcold neutrons(polarization Pn = 0:91)through 117Sn wasshown toexhibit
an unexpectedly largerotation anglepercm oftin of� = (36:7� 2:7)� 10�7 rad/cm .
The experim ent dem onstrated that neutron spin rotation is a viable toolto study
parity nonconservation in nuclei.

A m easurem entofneutron spin rotation in hydrogen would servem uch thesam e
purpose as the above m easurem ent ofA ,in that both quantities depend alm ost
exclusively on the pion weak coupling constant. A calculation based on the DDH
\bestguess"weakcouplingconstantsbyAvishaiandGrange[55]predicts� = �8:84�
10�9 rad=cm ,when theParispotentialwasused todescribethestrongNN interaction
(seeTable2).TheSeattlegroup[56]hasproposed an arrangem entsim ilarto Fig.7,
using a 25 cm thick sam pleofparahydrogen thatispum ped back and forth between
two containersin positions1 and 2.

6 Few N ucleon System s

Thereexistseveralparity experim entson few body system swhich are,strictly speak-
ing not NN m easurem ents, but which are of note because they are am enable to
reasonably preciseanalysis.

a)Polarized Therm alNeutron Captureon Deuterium .Oneexam pleisapolarized
therm alneutron capture m easurem ent on deuterium | ~nd ! t forwhich the m ost
recentdeterm ination[53]hasyielded A L = (42� 38)� 10�7 m oreon ref.[53,57].

b)A z in p� d and p� � Scattering.Thetechniquesused to m easurethelongitu-
dinalanalyzing powerin pp scattering havebeen applied to scattering ofprotonsby
helium (46 M eV[58])and by deuterium (15 M eV,[28]45 M eV[59],800 M eV[60]). It
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should beem phasized attheoutset,thatexperim entsin which thescattered particles
aredetected overacertain angularrangeshould notbeinterpreted asam easurem ent
ofthehelicity dependencein thetotal crosssection.Rather,thereisevery reason to
believe thatA z hasa strong dependence on angle which needsto be taken into ac-
count.Thisrequirestheexperim entersto determ inenotonly theangularacceptance
function ofthe apparatus,butalso the relative contribution from inelastic channels
apparatusacceptsonly elasticity scattered particlesorbreakup productsaswell.

In principle,the wave functions ofthe target nucleiare su�ciently wellknown
that the m easured A z can be interpreted in term s ofcontributions from weak NN
coupling constants,but considerable theoreticalwork is required to determ ine the
expansion coe�cients. The task is m ade m ore di�cult ifthe experim ents include
breakup channels.

p� � scattering:Elasticp� � scattering atlow energieshasattractivetheoretical
and experim entalfeatures,such assim plenuclearstructureand high breakup thresh-
old.On theotherhand,experim entson p� � scattering areeven m oredi�cultthan
forpp,because in thisenergy rangetheregular,parity-allowed transverse analyzing
powerforp� � scatteringism uch largerthan forpp scattering,sothatthecorrections
for�rstm om entsoftransverse polarization (seepp scattering above)require special
attention.In fact,thelargesensitivity to transverse polarization in p� � scattering
wasexploited in the 15 M eV pp experim entby substituting He forthe H targetto
deducethem agnitudeoftheunwanted �rstm om entsoftransversepolarization in the
proton beam [61]. At som ewhat higher energies the situation is m ore favorable but
stilldi�cult. An unpleasantly large sensitivity to transverse polarization in a �rst
experim ent[62]at46M eV waslaterreduced by an orderofm agnitudeby redesigning
the angularacceptance function ofthe apparatus[58]. The angularacceptance was
chosen to takeadvantageofthesign reversalofthetransversep� � analyzing power
toreducetheunwanted e�ects,whileatthesam etim eacceptingarangeofscattering
angles(prim arily � = 30�� 60�)wherethesign ofA z(�)doesnotchange.In addition,
to sim plify the theoreticalinterpretation,the wallthicknessofthe targetvesselwas
chosen such thatonly elastically scattered protonshavesu�cientenergy topenetrate
thewall.Theresultoftheim proved experim ent[58]is

< A
p��
z (�);46 M eV >= �(3:34� 0:93)� 10�7 ; (40)

wheretheerrorincludesstatisticaland system atic errors.
Theoreticalanalysis here isnotassim ple asthe corresponding ~pp case wherein

only knowledge ofthe strong phase shiftsisrequired. The problem isthatbecause
of� particle structure one needs not only the phase shifts but also the short dis-
tancebehavior,which in turn requiresknowledgeoftheshortrangeNN correlations.
Roserand Sim onius[63]com pared theresultoftheaboveexperim entto calculations
ofA z(�),in which thePNC scattering am plitudeswerecalculated with properly an-
tisym m etrized opticalm odelwave functions. The opticalm odeltakesinto account
absorption from the elastic channel,but the calculation does not include breakup
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channelsasinterm ediate statesin the m atrix elem ents. The reliability and param e-
terdependence ofthe calculationswasstudied in detail. The resultforA z in term s
ofthe m eson exchange coupling constants are shown in Table 2. The short range
correlationsarebased on hard repulsion.The vectorm eson (� and !)contributions
arem oresensitiveto shortrangecorrelationsthan arethecorresponding pion term s.
W ith a \soft" short-range correction factor(Jastrow factor),A z isroughly a factor
two largerin m agnitude (�6� 10�7 ). The sam e isseen forpp scattering (com pare
Tourreil-Sprung supersoft core with Reid soft core[64]). The constraints on m eson
exchange weak coupling constants provided by this experim ent are very sim ilar to
thatgiven by the 19F m easurem entdiscussed below.

p-d scattering:Ofthethreeresultsreported forp� d scattering,onlyoneisam ea-
surem entofthetotalcrosssection.Thelongitudinalanalyzing powerin thep-d total
crosssection at800 M eV proton energy wasm easured atLosAlam os[60]by m easur-
ing the helicity dependence ofthe absorption in a 1m long liquid deuterium target,
using the sam e equipm ent and m ethods as used for the 800 M eV pp experim ent.
The largest correction [(3:74 � 0:37)� 10�7 ]com es from the intensity m odulation
associated with helicity reversal. However,the sensitivity to these e�ects could be
m easured accurately by insertingagrid intotheH � particlebeam .In thisway about
10% ofthe beam particleslose theirelectronsso thatthe resulting H + ionscan be
rem oved from thebeam to change the beam intensity withoutchanging otherbeam
param eters.Theresultoftheexperim ent,isA z = (1:7� 0:8� 1:0)� 10�7 .

Thetwo resultsatlowerenergies(15M eV and 43M eV)used essentially thesam e
equipm entand thesam em ethodsasthecorresponding pp experim ents.Both exper-
im entsarebased on detection ofscattered particlesovera lim ited angularrangeand
thus do not m easure A z in the totalcross section. To com plicate m atters further,
the experim entsdo notseparate elastic scattering from break-up,because the sm all
bindingenergy ofthedeuteron m akesitim possibletodistinguish elasticand breakup
eventsin theintegral-countingm ethod (currentintegration).Thusatheoreticalanal-
ysiswould haveto integratenotonly overtheappropriaterangeofscattering angles
butalso overthepartofthebreakup phasespacethatisdetected in theexperim ent,
taking into accountthecorresponding weightand acceptancefunction oftheappara-
tus.So far,calculationsofA z havebeen reported only forthetotalelasticp-d cross
section.Thusthey cannotbecom pared totheexperim entalresultsand consequently
no entry forp-d scattering isshown in Table2.TheFaddeev calculationsofKloetet
al.[65,66]predictforthetotalcrosssection A tot

z valuesof�1:87� 10�7 at14.4 M eV
and +1:39� 10�7 at40 M eV.

The 43 M eV experim entatSIN[59]chose the wallthickness ofthe targetvessel
such that only one proton in a given breakup event reaches the detection system .
Thisconsiderably sim pli�esthecalculation which,however,isstillvery di�cult.At
43 M eV,theexperim entalresultforpd elasticscattering and breakup protonsin the
laboratoryangularrange24� to61� is(+0:4� 0:7)� 10�7 .Thelargestcorrection byfar
[(�3:25� 0:30)� 10�7 ]isform odulation ofthetransversepolarization m om ents.The
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angularacceptance function fordi�erentQ-valuesofthe breakup spectrum forthis
experim entisknown,sothatacalculation forarealisticcom parison totheexperim ent
ispossible in principle.On the otherhand,forthe earlier15 M eV m easurem ent[28]
(A z = �(0:35� 0:85)� 10�7 )theacceptancefunction hasnotbeen speci�ed.

c)6Li(n;�)3H reaction with polarizedcold neutrons.StudiesofPNC asym m etries
in thereactions6Li(n;�)3H and 10B(n;�)7Liin which polarized therm alneutronsare
captured with largecrosssectionshavebeen suggested by Vesnaetal.[67].Thedevel-
opm entofhigh ux beam sofcold neutronsattheVVR-M reactorattheLeningrad
Institute ofNuclear Physics has m ade possible a m uch im proved determ ination of
the helicity dependence in the 6Li(n;�)3H reaction[68]. A m ultisection proportional
cham ber was irradiated with cold neutrons (average wave length 4�A) ofintensity
2� 1010n=s and polarization 80% . The cham ber consisted of24 double cham bers
arranged along thepath ofthe neutron beam ,with halfofeach double cham berde-
tecting tritonsem itted along thedirection oftheneutron m om entum ,theotherhalf
detecting tritonsin theoppositedirection.Each cham berhasitsown targetof6LiF
deposited on thin Alfoils. About 90% ofthe neutron beam was absorbed in the
cham bers.Possibleleft-rightasym m etriesin thecham berswerereduced to thepoint
where their contribution to the �nalresult is expected to be less than 10�8 . The
neutron polarization was changed by m eans ofan adiabatic ipper. The m easured
asym m etry coe�cient (�0:64 � 0:55)� 10 �7 is m uch sm aller than the theoretical
estim ate[69,70]based on a cluster m odelof 6Li(see Table 2). The disagreem ent
between theexperim entalvalueand thetheoreticalnum bercalculated with theDDH
bestguessvaluesisyetanotherindication thatf� isconsiderably sm allerthan the
\bestguess" value.

7 Isolated Parity-M ixed D oublets(T w o-LevelSys-

tem s)

7.1 Experim ents

Littlebene�tisgained from observationsofPNC in hadronicinteractionsunlessthe
results can be interpreted to yield inform ation abouteitherthe weak orthe strong
partofthe NN interaction,depending on whetherone considersthe hadronic weak
interaction (weakcouplingconstants)ortheshortrangebehaviourofthestronginter-
action to bethem ostinteresting partoftheproblem .Exceptforthecasesdiscussed
above,in which experim ents on the nucleon-nucleon system and few-body system s
have given interpretable results,the m ost im portant source ofinform ation derives
from experim entson lightnuclei,in which PNC e�ectsresultfrom theinterferenceof
tworelatively isolated levelsofthesam etotalangularm om entum butoppositeparity.
Asdiscussed in apreviousreview[8]theobserved e�ectsarem uch m agni�ed com pare
tothesm alle�ectsin theNN system provided theinterferinglevelsareclosely spaced
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Table 2: Expansion coe�cients for the contributions to the PNC observables from
theindividualm eson-exchangesand calculated observablesforthreesetsofcoupling
coe�cients.Allnum bersshould bem ultiplied by thefactor10 �7 .
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and them em bersoftheparity doublethavevery di�erentdecay am plitudes.Overall,
thelargerm agnitudeofthee�ectsto bem easured (typically 10�4 to 10�5 com pared
to 10�7 in the NN system itself)sim pli�esthe experim ents. Regrettably,the larger
e�ectsare atthe expense ofa di�cultburden in determ ining the nuclearstructure
ofthestatesinvolved with su�cientaccuracy.Fortheexperim ents,theobservations
on parity-m ixed doubletsrequire di�erentexperim entaltechniques:theexpected ef-
fectsarelargeenough thatsu�cientstatisticalaccuracy can beobtained by detecting
individualevents (as opposed to the integralcounting techniques used forNN and
few-bodyexperim ents).Thisthenperm itssu�cientenergyresolution inthedetection
system to isolatethelevelsofinterest.

Untiladecadeago,studiesofparity-m ixed doubletsinlightnuclei(18F;19F;21Ne)
concerned prim arily gam m a-decay m easurem ents,in particularthegam m a asym m e-
try A  in thedecay ofpolarized 19F,and thecircularpolarization P ofdecay gam m a
rays from unpolarized nuclei(18F; 21Ne). The results ofthese experim ents,which
havebeen discussed extensively in thepreviousreview by Adelbergerand Haxton[8],
are sum m arized in Table 3. Since the transitions in these three nucleiessentially
exhaust the available pooloffavorable particle-bound parity-doublets, the search
foradditionalparity doubletsturned to particle-unbound statesin lightnuclei,even
though the higherexcitation energy ofthese statestendsto com plicate the nuclear
structure issues. The only new experim ents on narrow,parity-m ixed doublets are
m easurem entsofthelongitudinalanalyzing powerA z in (p;�)-reactions,speci�cally
19F(p;�)16O and 13C(p;�)10B.BesidesA z,anothersignalofparity nonconservation
isthetransverseanalyzingpowerA x,i.e.,am easurem entwith polarization transverse
to thebeam m om entum butin thescattering plane.A m easurem entofA x hasbeen
reported for19F(p;�)16O (seeTable3).Thegeneraltheory ofparity m ixing ofelastic
scatteringresonances(and in particulartheapplication to 14N)hasbeen discussed by
Adelberger,Hoodbhoy and Brown[72].Study ofa J=2 doubletin 16O near13 M eV
excitation energy hasbeen been proposed by Bizettiand M aurenzig[73]. Extensive
calculationsofthelongitudinaland transverse analyzing powersfordi�erentm odels
ofthe weak and strong interactions have been reported by Dum itrescu[74]and by
Kniestetal[75].

To illustrate the experim entalm ethods and problem sin m easurem ents ofA z in
resonance reactions,asopposed to the corresponding m easurem entse.g. in pp scat-
tering,we discussthe recentm easurem ent[76,77]ofthe analyzing powerA z in the
13C(p;�)10B reaction.Theexperim entuseslongitudinallypolarized protonsnear1.16
M eV to excite a narrow (�=4 keV)J=0+ (T=1)state in 14N atE x = 8.624 M eV.
Thisstateinterfereswith a second,m uch widerstate(�=440keV)ofoppositeparity
located 178 keV above the �rst. Therefore a sm alladm ixture ofthe short-lived 0�

levelinto thelong-lived 0+ levelwillam plify PNC observablesinvolving thedecay of
the0+ level.Theexperim entalarrangem ent(Fig.7)consistsofa scattering cham ber
with scintillation countersto detect�-particlesem itted near35� and 155�. The de-
tectorgeom etry and thetargetthicknesswerecarefully optim ized to obtain thebest
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Table3:Experim entaland DDH \best" theoreticalvaluesforparity violating exper-
im entsin p-and s,d-shellnuclei.

Excited M easured Experim ent Theory
Reaction State Quantity (�10�5 ) (�10�5 )

13C(p;�)14N J=0+ ,T=1 [A z(35�) 0:9� 0:6[77] -2.8[72]
8.264 M eV -A z(155�)]
J=0� ,T=1
8.802 M eV

19F(p;�)20Ne J=1+ ,T=1 A z(90�) 150� 76[75]
13.482 M eV A z 660� 240[79]
J=1� ,T=0 A x 100� 100[80]
13.462 M eV

18F J=0� ,T=0 P �70� 200[81] 208� 49[8]
1.081 M eV �40� 300[82]

�100� 180[83]
17� 58[84]
27� 57[85]

m ean 12� 38
19F J= 1

2

�
;T + 1

2
A  �8:5� 2:6[86] �8:9� 1:6[8]

0.110 M eV �6:8� 2:1[87]
m ean �7:4� 1:9

21Ne J= 1

2

�
;T = 1

2
P 80� 140[88] 46[8]

2.789 M eV
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statisticalerrorin the m easurem ent,while atthe sam e tim e m inim izing system atic
errors.Calculationsbased on theknown resonanceparam eterspredictasharp energy
dependenceofA z acrossthe0+ resonance,and an angulardependencewhich changes
sign between forward and back angles. It was found that the di�erence in analyz-
ing power between back-angle and forward-angle detectors,A(B)-A(F),yields the
largestPNC signals.However,them ostim portantadvantageisthatin thedi�erence
certain system atic errorsarereduced,becausethey havesim ilare�ectson A(F)and
A(B).Fora weak m atrix elem ent of�1:04 eV[72]the expected signal,taking into
accountthe�nitespread in energy and angle,wasA(B)-A(F)= �2:8� 10�5 .W hile
thise�ectisconsiderably largerthan forpp scattering,thevery narrow (4 keV)low
energy resonancehasa crosssection with a strong dependence on energy and angle,
and a largetransverse analyzing power.Therefore specialm ethodshad to be devel-
oped to m easure and controlthe beam energy,the beam position and the residual
transverse polarization. The targetswere sputtered,4 keV thick C enriched in 13C.
E�ectsfrom targetnon-uniform ity and 12C build-up werereduced by translating the
targetin a rasterpattern during the experim ent. The beam polarization (typically
P = 0:84� 0:01)wasreversed every 20m sattheion source.A separatem easurem ent
wasm ade to place an upperlim it(�E < 0:45 eV)on the m agnitude ofa possible
variation in beam energy when theproton spin isreversed sincetherapid variation of
crosssection acrosstheresonancem ightgiveasigni�cantspurioussignal.Tom easure
thedistribution ofintensity and (unwanted)transversepolarization ofthebeam ,0.6
m m widetargetstripswerem oved stepwisethrough thebeam in theverticaland hor-
izontaldirection.Beam position and beam direction werecontrolled with a feedback
system which processed inform ation from beam currentson slitslocated before and
afterthe target. M odulation ofbeam position associated with polarization reversal
wasfound tobe<0.4m m .M any spuriouse�ects,including e�ectsofenergy m odula-
tion,spin m isalignm ent,correlationsbetween spin and beam position and correlation
between spin and beam angle etc.,were found to vary strongly overthe resonance.
Fortunately,it was possible to �nd an energy where m ost ofthe system atic errors
nearly vanished,while the parity-violation signalwasnearthe m axim um value. By
m aking m easurem entsprim arily atthisparticularenergy,the sum ofsystem atic er-
rorswasreduced to < 1:5� 10�6 .The �nalresult,A(B)-A(F)= (0:9� 0:6)� 10�5 ,
corresponds to a weak m atrix elem ent of0:38� 0:28 eV,i.e.,opposite in sign and
sm allerin m agnitudethan thetheoreticalexpectation.

7.2 A nalysis

Thathigh quality wavefunctionsareneeded forinterpretingtheseexperim entsisclear
from thefollowing argum ent.Supposeoneevaluatesthenuclearwavefunction in the
usual0�h!;1�h! shellm odelbasis. Ofcourse,a realistic wavefunction presum ably
includesalso an additional2�h! com ponent,

j +
>= j0�h! > +�j2�h! > (41)
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Figure8:Experim entalsetup forparitym ixingin 14N bym easurem entofA z in p+ 13C
elastic scattering. Scintillation detectorsdetectscattered protonsatfourazim uthal
anglesforforward (A)and backward (B)angles. A NaIscintillatordetectscapture
-rays.The4keV thick self-supporting13C target(D)issurrounded by acold shroud
(E)to reduce buildup ofcontam inants. Four-jaw adjustable slits(F and additional
setsofslitsupstream and downstream ofthe cham ber)and steering m agnets(such
asG)areused to stabilizebeam position and beam direction by m eansofa feedback
system .
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which is sm all| � << 1| ifthe sim ple shellm odelpicture is valid. Then ifone
calculates a typicalparity conserving observable such as the Gam ow-Teller m atrix
elem ent or m agnetic m om ent,which do not connect j0�h! > and j2�h! > levels,a
reasonably accurateresultshould obtain,sinceany correctionsareO (�2)

<  
+ jO j +

>=< 0�h!jO j0�h! > +O (�2): (42)

However,in evaluating a parity m ixing term ,we aredealing with a 1�h! levelwhich
can connectto eitherofits0�h! or2�h! counterparts,whereby correctionsto sim ple
shellm odelestim atesare O (�)and are m uch m ore sensitive to om ission ofpossible
j2�h! > states|

<  
� jH wkj 

+
>=< 1�h!jH wkj0�h! > +O (�): (43)

In fact,these expectationsareborneout,both theoretically and experim entally.On
thetheoreticalside,Haxton com pared asim ple0�h!;1�h! evaluation with alargebasis
0�h!;1�h!;2�h! calculation ofparity m ixingbetween the0� ;1081keV and 0+ ;1042keV
statesof18F,and determ ined[89]

< 0� jH wkj0+ > 0;1;2�h!

< 0� jH wkj0+ > 0;1�h!

’
1

3
: (44)

This calculation clearly reveals thatsuch O (�)core polarization e�ectsare sub-
stantial,although clearly any such estim ates are very m odeldependent and would
seem to o�er little hope for calculationalrigor. Nevertheless,in som e cases there
is an opportunity to \m easure" this e�ect. It was pointed out by Bennett,Lowry
and Krien[90]and independently by Haxton[89]thattheform oftheparity violating
nucleon-nucleon potentialarising from pion exchange

V
P V
N N (� � exch)=

i

2
p
2
g�N N f�(�1 � �2)3(�1 + �2)�

"

p1 � p2

2m N

;
e�m � r

r

#

(45)

is an isotopic partner ofthe two-body pion exchange contribution to the tim elike
com ponentoftheweak axialvectorcurrent,which isprobed in nuclearbeta decay

A 0 = A 0(one� body)+
i

2
g�N N gA(�1 � �2)� (�1 + �2)�

"

p1 � p2

2m N

;
e�m � r

r

#

: (46)

Then by m easuring thistwo body m atrix elem entofA 0 in a beta transition between
levelswhich areisotopically related to thoseinvolved in theweak parity m ixing pro-
cess,this weak pion exchange contribution to nuclear parity violation can be cali-
brated experim entally.Ofcourse,thedi�culty with thisprocedureisthatthereisno
m odel-independentm eansby which to separatetheone-and two-body contributions
to A 0.Nevertheless,Haxton haspointed outthattheratio ofsuch term s

< jA 0(two� body)j>

< jA 0(one� body)j>
’ 0:5 (47)
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Figure9:Energy levelsforlightnuclearparity violation experim ents.

isrelatively m odel-independent,and by m easurem entofthe 18Nebetadecay rate,one
determ inesexperim entally

< 0� jH wkj0+ > exp

< 0� jH wkj0+ > 0;1�h!

� 0:35 (48)

in good agreem entwith thefull2�h! theoreticalestim ate.Unfortunately,such alarge
basiscalculation isonly m ade possible by the feature that 18F isonly two nucleons
away from 16O| heaviers,d shellnucleiinvolve baseswhich aretoo largeforcurrent
com puting capacity.

Because ofthe di�culties outlined above associated with extraction oftheoret-
icalinform ation from experim entalsignalsarising from nuclearexperim ents,physi-
cists have tended to em phasize only p-shelland lights-d shellnucleiforbelievable
experim ents| in particular18F,19F,21Neand 14N| and weshalldiscusseach in turn.

18F:W ebegin ourdiscussion with thesim plestcaseto analyze| m easurem entof
the circularpolarization in the decay ofthe 0� 1081 keV excited state of18F to the
ground state| cf.Fig.9.

Becauseoftheexistenceofthe0+ stateonly 39 keV away at1042 keV,assum ing
thatthe weak parity m ixing occursonly between these two levelsshould be a good
approxim ation. However,the pseudoscalar 1081 keV state is an isoscalar while its
scalar 1042 keV analog is an isovector. Thus any such m ixing is sensitive only to
the �I = 1 piece ofthe e�ective parity violating weak Ham iltonian and thereby
e�ectively only to f�.

Anotherhelpfulfeature ofthiscase isthe existence ofa substantialnuclearen-
hancem entfactor.BecausetheE1transition isbetween isoscalarstatesthistransition
isisospin forbidden,leading to the com paratively long lifetim e �1081 = 27:5� 1:9ps.
On the other hand the analogous M 1 transition is very fast| �1042 = 2:5� 0:3fs|
corresponding to 10:3� 1:5 W eisskopfunits.Theresulting circularpolarization then
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can bewritten as

P(1081)= 2Re

"

�Am p(M 1)

Am p(E 1)

#

: (49)

Sincefordipoleem ission
� � j< fjO ji> j2 � E

3
 (50)

we�nd

j
Am p(M 1)

Am p(E 1)
j= (

��

�+
)
1

2

�
1081

1042

� 3

2

= 111� 8: (51)

Theexpected circularpolarization isthen

jP(1081)j’ 222
< +jH wkj� >

39keV
(52)

and weobservethatthereexisttwoseparateenhancem entfactors,onekinem aticand
associated with theneardegeneracy ofthem ixed statesand thesecond dynam icand
associated with thesuppression oftheE1 m atrix elem ent.Notethatbecauseofthis
suppression,wequoteaboveonly theabsolutem agnitudeofthecircularpolarization
sinceareliablecalculation ofthesign oftheelectricdipoleam plitudeisprobably out
ofthequestion.Finally,theisospin related

18Ne! 18F(0� ;1081keV )+ e
+ + �e (53)

transition can be used in orderto norm alize the pion exchange m atrix contribution
to theweak m atrix elem ent,in thefashion described aboveleading to

jP(1081)j= 4320f�: (54)

In addition to the theoreticalclarity ofthistransition ithasalso been exam ined
experim entally by �vedi�erentexperim entalgroups,allofwhoseresultsarein agree-
m ent as shown in Table 3. W e see then that there is as yet no evidence for the
existence ofa non-zero circular polarization and that this result im plies an upper
bound on the value ofthe weak N N � coupling which is considerably sm aller than
the\bestvalue." W hiletheresulting num beriscertainly within theDDH bounds,it
requiresconsiderably cancellation am ongthefactorization,sum ruleand quark m odel
contributionsin orderto achievea resultthissm all.

19F: Another im portant result has been obtained in the 19F system , where
the asym m etry has been m easured in the radiative decay from the polarized
j1
2

�
;110keV > �rst excited state down to the j1

2

+
;g:s: > ground state. The ex-

perim ent has been perform ed twice,and has yielded a non-zero signalat the 10�4

levelasindicated in Table3.Heretheasym m etry isde�ned via

d�

d

� 1+ A P F �q̂ (55)
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and,underthe assum ption thatonly the ground and �rstexcited state areinvolved
in them ixing,hastheform

A  = 2
< +jH wkj� >

110keV
� Re

Am p(M 1)

Am p(E 1)
: (56)

Here the m agnetic dipole am plitude can be written in term s of the m easured
(2.6289�N )and calculated (-0.2�N )m agnetic m om ents ofthe

1

2

+
and 1

2

�
statesre-

spectively,while the E1 am plitude isgiven in term softhe known lifetim e ofthe 1

2

�

level,yielding

A  =
< +jH wkj� >

5:2� 0:4eV
: (57)

Asin thecaseof18F thepion exchangecontribution to theweak m atrix elem entcan
becalibrated in term softhem easured

19Ne! 19F(0� ;110keV )+ e
+ + �e (58)

am plitude,while the vector exchange pieces can be calculated in the shellm odel,
yielding

A  = �96f� + 35(h0� + 0:56h0!): (59)

Notethatsinceboth m ixed statesareisodoubletstheasym m etry issensitiveto both
�I = 0 and �I = 1 com ponents ofthe e�ective weak Ham iltonian,and we see in
Tables 2,3 that the use of\best value" num bers yields a value forthis asym m etry
which is in excellent agreem ent both in sign and in m agnitude with the m easured
num ber.

21N e: The nucleus 21Ne possesses states j1
2

+
;2795keV > and j1

2

�
;2789keV >

which areseparated by only 5:74� 0:15keV.In addition theE1transition ofthe1089
keV leveldown to the 3

2

+
ground state isextraordinarily retarded,having a lifetim e

� = 696� 51ps and corresponding to � 10�6 W eisskopfunits. One predictsthen a
circularpolarization to be

P(2789)= �2
< +jH wkj� >

5:74keV
Re

 

Am p(M 1)

Am p(E 1)

!

�

 

1+ ��� �+

1+ j�� j
2

!

(60)

where here�� istheM 2/E1 m ixing ratio forthe 1

2

�
transition and �+ istheE2/M 1

m ixing ratio forthe 1

2

+
transition. Taking j�� j< 0:6 from experim ent and �+ � 0

from theoreticalestim ates,wehave

jPj=
j< +jH wkj� > j

9:5+ 3:4�0:6 eV
(61)

which indicates,asin the case of18F the strong e�ectsofboth dynam icaland kine-
m atic am pli�cation and the factthattheory cannotreally predictthe absolute sign
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ofthehighly suppressed E1 am plitude.Since both 1

2

+
and 1

2

�
statesareisodoublets

the weak parity m ixing involvesboth �I = 0 and �I = 1 com ponentsofthe weak
Ham iltonian and a shellm odelcalculation gives

P = 29500f� + 11800(h0� + 0:56h0!): (62)

Com paring with theanalogouscalculation forthecaseof19F weseethatthevector-
and pion-exchange am plitudescom ein with oppositesigns,indicating thedi�erence
the \odd-proton" (19F) and \odd-neutron" (21Ne) nucleiand that the nuclear en-
hancem entfactorsarenearly afactorof300largerin thecaseof21Neduetothenear
degeneracy and strongsuppression oftheE1decay am plitudediscussed above.Using
the \bestvalue" num bersone �ndsthatsizable cancellation between the pion-and
vector-exchange com ponentstakesplaceso thatthepredicted and experim entalsize
forthecircularpolarization arein agreem ent,butthisrequiresa signi�cantvaluefor
f� which isinconsistentwith the upperbound determ ined from 18F.W e shallhave
m oreto say on thisproblem in a latersection.

14N :Theonly p-shellnucleusto m akeourlistis 14N forwhich thereexiststates
j0� ;8776 keV> and j0� ;8624 keV> which areseparated by only 152 keV.Both states
are isotopic triplets but calculation indicates that m ixing is due predom inantly to
the �I = 0 com ponent ofthe e�ective weak interaction. In this case one observes
A z forthe delayed proton em ission from the 0+ state and there exists a dynam ical
enhancem entfactorof[�p(0� )=�p(0+ )]

1

2 � 11.W hileat�rstglance,onem ightbelieve
thattheshellm odelanalysism ightberelativelyreliable,inasm uch asap-shellnucleus
isinvolved,theproblem isthatthenaturalparitystatein 14N ispredom inantly2�h! in
characterunlikepreviously studied parity doubletswherein thenaturalparity stateis
prim arily 0�h!.Thusavery largeshellm odelbasisisrequired and variousapproaches
lead to predictions

� 1:39eV �< �jH wkj+ >� �0:29eV (63)

ifthe DDH value ofh(0)� isem ployed. The discrepancy with the positive sign ofthe
m easured num berisdisturbing and rem ainsto beexplained.

Noticethatwe havenotattem pted to analyzethe 16O(2� )alpha decay problem .
Thatisbecausem ixing occurswith any ofthem any 2+ levelsof16O and thereisno
reason tofavoranyparticularlevel.Thusthecalculation,whileithasbeen perform ed,
isthoughtto beratheruncertain,even though achieving a resultin agreem entwith
theexperim entalnum ber.[91]

8 N uclear Parity V iolation and StatisticalM eth-

ods

Above we spokedespairingly abouttheuse ofheavy nucleiin experim entsinvolving
nuclearparity violation because ofthelack ofbelievable nuclearwavefunctions.Re-
cently,however,ithasbecom eclearthatin som ecasesonecan actually em ploy heavy
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nucleiby exploiting their statisticalproperties. The case in point involves a set of
high precision longitudinally polarized epitherm alneutron scattering m easurem ents
perform ed on a seriesofheavy nucleiatLANSCE by Frankle etal.[92,23]The �rst
round ofsuch experim entsinvolved 239U and 232Th targets,and a setoftransm ission
experim ents revealed parity-violating asym m etries,with a statisticalsigni�cance of
greater than 2.5 standard deviations,in three U states and seven Th states. Now
when such an epitherm alneutron iscaptured,theresulting com pound nuclearstate
ism adeup oflinearcom binationsof105 to 106 single-particlecon�gurationsso that
one would expect that a statisticalm odelofthe nucleus,with observables treated
as random variables should be quite su�cient. In such a picture one expects to
�nd occasionalp-statesin a largebackground ofs-wave resonances,and theroughly
one third ofthese which are p1

2

character can m ix with both nearby and distant
s1
2

levels,leading to the observed parity violating asym m etries. The m ixing m atrix
elem ents ofthe weak interaction should be of single particle character. The ex-
perim entersinterpretthe m easured longitudinalasym m etriesforcom pound nuclear
statesin theregion 10eV < �E < 300eV in term sofam ean squared m atrix elem ent
M 2 =< j< �jH wkj� > j2 > �E .Then,using theergodictheorem ,thisnum bercan be
identi�ed with theensem ble average,yielding theresult

M = [Avfj< �jH wkj� > j2g]
1

2 = 0:58+ 0:50�0:25 m eV: (64)

The size ofthe m ixing isaboutwhatone m ight expect,asthe density ofstates in
thisregion isabouta thousand tim eslargerthan found in lightnuclei,changing the
typical1 eV value found fortypicalisolated weak levels to the 1 m eV determ ined
above. However,it is possible to be som ewhat m ore quantitative by using the m i-
croscopic fram ework developed by French,who relatesexperim entaland theoretical
m ean square m atrix elem entsin term sofa strength � ofa schem atic sym m etry vi-
olating interaction �U2 where U2 isthe residualshell-m odelinteraction acting in a
m odelspace. W ith the value < j< �jU2j� > j2 > �E = 2:6 keV 2 for 239U from ref.
one �ndsthen �2

P =. Using the G-m atrix form alism and the closure approxim ation
Johnson etal. have attem pted to m ake contact between the statisticalform alism
ofFrench and the underlying weak Ham iltonian developed in ref.[93]Their results
are sum m arized in Table 4 forthree di�erentsetsofweak interaction couplings,as
given by the DDH bestvalues,im proved bestvaluesaslatercalculated by Feldm an
etal.,[19]and em piricalnum bersgenerated by Adelbergerand Haxton[8].Ascan be
seen,allarein agreem entwith theexperim entalnum ber,indicating thattheoverall
scaleoftheparity-violating interaction isbasically correct.

In the�rstdata taken by thisgroup itwasfound thatoutofseven levelsin 232Th
exhibitingparity violation allseven had thesam esign fortheasym m etry!Thisresult
appeared to be in strong contradiction with the presum ed statisticalnature ofthe
m ixing process,which would seem to require roughly equalpositive and negative
values. However,with the taking ofadditionaldata on othernucleithe num ber of
data pointson eithersideofzero hasevened outsom ewhat,and atthepresenttim e
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Table 4: Experim entaland theoreticalvaluesforweak m ixing param etersasdeter-
m ined in epitherm alneutron scattering.

Interaction �=G F m
2
� M (m eV)

DDH 2.67 0.98
ref.8 1.54 0.52
ref.19b 1.07 0.39

thethorium resultisthoughtto bedueto som equirk ofnuclearstructure.

9 A N ew Probe ofN uclear Parity V iolation: the

A napole M om ent

A som ewhatdi�erentapproach to the problem ofm easuring NNM m atrix elem ents
wasrecently proposed in therealm ofelectron scattering.Theidea hereissom ewhat
subtleand so requiresa bitofexplanation.Supposethatoneisconsidering them ost
generalm atrix elem ent ofthe electrom agnetic current between a pair ofnucleons.
Them ostgeneralform allowed by spin and gaugeinvarianceconsiderationsis

< N (p0)jV em
� (0)jN (p)>= �u(p0)[f1(q

2)� � i
f2(q2)

2m N

���q
�

+
fA(q2)

m 2
N

(q2� � q�
�
q�)5 � i

fE (q2)

2m N

���q
�
5]u(p)

(65)

where q = p � p0 is the four-m om entum transfer. Here f1(q2);f2(q2) are the fa-
m iliar charge,m agnetic couplings respectively. The rem aining two term s involving
fA(q2);fE (q2) m ay look unfam iliar as they are usually om itted on the grounds of
parity conservation.However,ifoneallowsforthepossibility thatparity isviolated,
then such term s m ust be included. The term involving fE (q2)is found to be tim e
reversalviolating as wellas parity violating and corresponds to a nucleon electric
dipole m om ent. On this basis, we can safely om it it. However, the term fA(q2)
is tim e-reversalallowed and m ust be retained in a generalanalysis. It is generally
called the\anapolem om ent" and would appearto bea fundam entalproperty ofthe
nucleon. However,this is notthe case. In factthe anapole m om ent is not strictly
speaking an observable since estim ates ofits size depend upon the weak gauge in
which one choosesperform the calculation. How can thisbe? The resolution ofthe
paradox liesin theway such a quantity could bem easured| i.e.via parity violation
in electron scattering. In such an experim entthe totalparity violating signalarises
dueto thecoherentsum ofphoton exchangediagram sinvolving theanapolem om ent
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Figure 10: Parity violating electron scattering via anapole and direct Z-exchange
m echanism s.

plus diagram s involving both photon and Z 0 boson exchange,as shown in Fig.9.
Ofcourse,thesum ofthesee�ectsm ustbean observableand independentofgauge.
However,itisnotrequired thateach diagram individually begaugeindependent.(In
this way the anapole m om ent is like the neutrino charge radius,which is sim ilarly
gauge-dependent.)

Itwould seem then thatattem ptsto m easure the anapole m om ent cannotpos-
sibly be m eaningful. However,thisisfortunately notthe case. In orderto see how
this com es aboutwe divide the anapole m om ent into its one-body and m any-body
com ponents.Fortheone-body (im pulse-approxim ation)term we�nd

V = �
1

m 2
N

X

f
i
A[�ir

2 � �i� r r ]r2 (66)

wherefiA istheanapolem om entoftheith nucleon.Them agnitudeofthisterm then
isdeterm ined by thepropertiesofthenucleon and notthenucleusand,ofcourse,its
sizeisgaugedependent.On theotherhand,m any body contributionssuch asthose
generated bysinglem eson exchangewithin thenucleus,asshown in Fig.11,aregauge
independentand grow asthesquareofthenuclearradius| f

m any�body

A �< R 2 >� A
2

3.
In the lim it A ! 1 then this m any body and gauge independent quantity m ust
dom inateoveritsgaugedependentsinglebody counterpartand theanapolem om ent
willbean observable.[94]In fact,calculationshaveshown thatin therealworld m any
casesexistforeven m oderately heavy nucleiwherethem any body com ponentshould
be the dom inante�ect. Thisoccursboth in the case ofheavy nucleisuch as 133Cs
wherethepion exchangecontribution hasbeen estim ated tobeafactorofthreelarger
than thetree-levelZ 0-exchangepieceand even in 19F,wheretheexistenceofnearby
1

2

+
;1
2

�
levels enhances the m any body com ponent by a factor oftwo and m akes it

com parable to the tree-levelpiece.[95]In these cases or others then,to the extent
thatthe m any body term could be m easured and thatitssize isdom inated by the
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Figure11:Singlem eson exchangediagram within thenucleus.

diagram s shown in Fig.11,this would provide in principle an independent way of
m easuring theweak parity violating NNM couplings.

Atthe presenttim e,there issom e indication thatan anapole m om enthasbeen
seen via a study ofparity nonconserving signals from di�erent hyper�ne levels in
atom ic Cs(ref.[96]). The m easured signalisofthe sam e orderbutsom ewhatlarger
than theoreticalexpectations.[97]However,this is only prelim inary and it willbe
som e tim e before itwillbe known ifthistechnique represents a viable approach to
thestudy ofnuclearparity violation.

10 H ow Large are the W eak C ouplings

In ouranalysis above we have consistently com pared the experim entalresults with
theoreticalpredictionsbased on the\bestvalue" guessesofDDH fortheweak NNM
vertex functions. However,itis also possible and desirable to determ ine such cou-
plings purely em pirically. Ifthe couplings obtained in this fashion are found to be
m utually consistentthey then form a benchm ark againstwhich pastand futurepar-
ticle physics calculations can be calibrated. Ofcourse,there are m any param eters
involved and m any parity violating experim entsso a sim plestatistical�tisprobably
notappropriate. However,a little thoughtrevealsthatthe processcan in principle
bem adem eaningful,aspointed outby Haxton and Adelberger.On theexperim ental
side,the data setto be �twasrestricted to those caseswherein one hasboth good
statisticalprecision aswellasareasonableexpectation forareliabletheoreticalcalcu-
lation.Thislim itsthingstothe~pp;~p�;18F;19F;and 21Nesystem s.On thetheoretical
side,a few prejudicesfrom theDDH analysiswereem ployed in orderto characterize
allresults in term s ofjust two free param eters| f� and �,which characterizes the
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Figure12:Experim entalconstraintson weak couplings.

Table5:Fitted valuesforweak NNM couplings.Allnum bersareto bem ultiplied by
thefactor3:8� 10�8 .

Range Fitted value
f� 0! 30 6
h0� 30! �81 -15
h1� �1! 0 -0.5
h2� �20! �29 -20
h0! 15! �27 -13
h1! �5! �2 -1.5

SU(6)breaking in thecalculation and interpolatesbetween factorization (� = 0)and
pure SU(6)W (� = 1) results. The result ofthis �t is shown in Table 5 and in a
di�erentform in Fig.12.

Ascan beseen therein,thereexistsa fundam entalproblem in thatwhilethe 18F
datarequireavery sm allvalueforf�,am uch largervalueisneeded in ordertocancel
againsth0� to produce the very sm allcircularpolarization seen in the decay of21Ne.
In fact,were21Netobeom itted asaconstraintavery satisfactory �toftherem aining
experim entswould resultasshown in Table???.

Sowhatistheproblem ? Ofcourse,onepossibilityisthatthesim pleand appealing
singlem esonexchangepicturedeveloped aboveisnotappropriate.However,inview of
thesuccessobtainedwiththecorrespondingm eson-exchangeapproachtotheordinary
nucleon-nucleon potentialthis seem s unlikely. Ratheritwould seem thatthe m ost
likely explanation liesin ourinability to perform an adequatelargebasiscalculation
fornuclearsystem s. Indeed the inclusion ofcore polarization e�ectsforthe lighter
19F and 19F system s has already been shown to lead to very substantialchanges.
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Likewise recent calculations by Horoiand Brown have indicated the im portance of
inclusion of3�h! and 4�h! states in the shellm odelbasis for calculations involving
parity violation in p-and s,d-shellnuclei.[98]

11 T he Future ofN uclear Parity V iolation

Above we have exam ined the m any attem ptsto understand the phenom enon ofnu-
clearparity violation from the�rstm easurem entsduring the1950’suntilthepresent
day. W e have seen thatdespite the m any and elegantexperim entswhich have been
com pleted and theextensivetheoreticale�ortwhich hasgoneintothisproblem ,m any
di�cultiesstillrem ain and itisnotyetclearthatthesim plem eson exchangepicture
is able to explain allthe varied results. W ere this to be veri�ed it would be very
surprising since a sim ilarsingle m eson exchange picture isrem arkably successfulin
explaining allaspectsofthe ordinary nucleon-nucleon potential. Nevertheless itre-
m ainsto beseen.In them ean tim e,itisinteresting toask whethersay by theend of
the decade experim ents willbe available to aid in thisprocessand/orwhethernew
theoreticalwork willbe able to add new illum ination on the m echanism ofnuclear
parity violation.

In thecaseoftheoreticalwork,wearesom ewhatpessim istic.Barring som eclear
breakthrough it is unlikely that things willchange m uch during this period. One
m ightthink thatlatticem ethodsm ightbeofhelp here,butwhen oneisdealing with
three-hadron m atrix elem ents ofa four-quark operator,we are stillfar from being
able to m ake reliable calculations. In the case ofnon-lattice procedures,the only
sem i-rigoroustechnique which hasyetto be applied consistently to thisproblem is
thatofQCD sum rules. However,again the com plex hadron statesand four-quark
operatorsm ake thisa severe challenge.Onearea which deservesfurtherexploration
istheroleofstrangeness.Recentexperim entsinvolvingthespin structureofnucleons
and neutrino-nucleon scattering havehinted thatthenucleon m ay have a signi�cant
strangequark com ponent,which hasbeen neglected in previouscalculationsofweak
NNM couplings.Com bined with anew calculation which includesstrangequark con-
tributions to the e�ective weak Ham iltonian,one m ight anticipate a few changes,
especially in thepion em ission am plitudes.However,such calculationsarevery di�-
cultand atthepresenttim earevery speculative.

In the case of experim ent, we are m ore fortunate, with a num ber of possible
new resultscom ing on line within the nextcouple ofyears. One which hasbeen in
the planning stage form any yearsisa TRIUM F m easurem entofthe asym m etry in
longitudinally polarized pp scattering at240 M eV.The signi�cance ofthisenergy is
thataccording to known phase shiftsthisiswhere any e�ectdue to S-and P-wave
m ixingand thereby aroughlyequalcontribution from rhoand om egaexchangee�ects
cancelsout,leaving sensitivity prim arily to rho exchange contributionsin P-D wave
interference.
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Anotherarenawhereitispossiblethatanew experim entcould m akeam ajorim -
pactisthem easurem entofparity m ixing between theground stateand �rstexcited
state of19Ne,which are the isotopic analogsofthe m ixed states which are studied
in the 19F experim ents. Since both statesare isotopic doublets,only the �I = 0;1
com ponentsofH wk areoperative,and by com bining theresultsoftheNeand F m ea-
surem entsan unam biguousseparation ofthe�I = 0 and �I = 1 com ponentswould
result. Thiscould enable an additionaland welcom e con�rm ation ofthe calibration
ofthepion exchange com ponent,aswellasan independentm easurem entofthesize
off�.

As discussed above,we expect that continued parity violating electron scatter-
ing experim entsduring the nextfew yearswilllead �nally to a m easurem entofthe
anapole m om entand thattheoreticalwork m ay enable extraction ofthe NNM cou-
plingsin thisuniquefashion.

Finally,neutron scatteringm easurem entswillcontinueboth atLosAlam os,where
studies ofheavy nucleihave already indicated the power ofstatisticalm ethods,as
wellasatNIST where the successfulGrenoble program willbe extended to lighter
nuclei,which arehopefully am enableto clearertheoreticalinterpretation.

In sum m ary then in both theoreticaland experim entalareasoneseestheneed for
additionaland im proved workand wesetthechallengethatperhapsbythem illenium
onem ay �nally putthisproblem to rest.
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