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1 Introduction

P arity Invariance hasplayed a critical role in the evolution ofour understanding ofthe
weak interaction. Indeed one could argue that it was the experin ent of W u et al.fl|]
m otivated by the suggestion ofLee and Y ang P] that Jed to reexam ination ofthe sym —
m etry properties of all interactions and thereby to essentially all of the experin ents
discussed in this book! Be that as it m ay, it is clear that this work led in 1958 to
Feynm an and G ellM ann’s postulate oftheV A interaction for charged currentsf3],
which, when combined w ith W einberg’s introduction of the neutral current a decade
later], essentially com pleted our picture of the weak force. Since that tim e carefiil
experin ental work has Jed to veri cation ofnearly every aspect of the proposed weak
Interaction structure

1) In the lptonic sector| eg. I e o I e e/
i) n the S = 0;1 sam ileptonic sector| eg.n! pe o ! pe -
i) in the S = 1nonlkptonicsector| eg. ! p ;K" ! * O:

However, there is one area m issing from this item jzatjon| the S = 0 nonlptonic

Interactions, eg. np ! np. Obviously there is nothing In the identity ofthe particles
Involved to revealthe di erence betw een thisweak Interaction and the ordinary strong
np ! np process. In fact the weak NN ocom ponent is dwarfed by the much larger
strong NN force but is detectable by the property of parity violation, which it alone
possesses.

O n the experin entalside, the rst search Porpariy violation in the NN interaction
was carried out by Tannerf] in 1957, but it was not until 1967 that convincing evi-
dence was presented for its existence by Labashov et al.f§], who by using integration
m ethods as opposed to particle counting, wasableto nda ( 6 1) 10 ° signal
am ong them uch largerparity conserving strong background in radiative neutron cap—
ture from '%'Ta. That this should be the size of a weak parity violating e ect is clear
from a sinpl scaling argum ent relating the pariy violating and parity conserving

nuclkon-nuckon potentials VN(? and VN(N) , respectively:

)
Vi

“)
VNN

Gm? 10’ 1)

whereG = 101 10°M ,* isthe weak coupling constant.

M ore than a quartercentury has now elapsed since the Lobashov m easuram ent
and m any elkgant (and di cul) experin ents have been perform ed in this eld. Nev—
ertheless, aswe shall see, there ram ain desp and unresolved questions. T he reason for
this isthat while the S = 0 party violating interaction is sim ple at the quark level,
experin ents involve, of necessity, strongly interacting hadrons, and m aking a con—
vincing connection between an experin ental signaland the findam entalH am iltonian
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which it underlies has proven to be extraordinarily di cult. Lest one underestin ate

the di culty mvolved, the reader is ram inded that in the related S = 1 nonlptonic

sector, the dynam ical origin of the I = % rule rem ains a mystery degoite three

decades of vigorous experin ental activity [1]. N evertheless m uch has been leamed In

the process and it is the purpose ofthis chapter to review the present situation in the
eld.

In doing so we are aided substantially by previous workers in thisarea, and In par-
ticularby the excellent review article prepared nearly a decade ago by A deberger and
Haxton.[] Here we prin arily sum m arize progress in experin ents and interpretation
since that tim e.

2 The Parity-V iolating NN P otential

In this section we exam Ine the parity-nonconserving NN potentialand its relation to
the underlying weak interaction from which it is derived. Since we w ill be dealing
w ith low energy processes, we can represent the weak interaction In tem s of its local
form | a point interaction of two currents|

G 1
Hwk= p_z(Jch—l_ EJXJn) (2)

w here, om itting contrdbutions from the heavy (ch,t) quarks,

J° = u T+ 5)|:COS cd+ sin cs]
J" = u @1+ s)u d @+ s5)d
s @+ g)s 4sin® ,JM @)

are the charged and neutralweak currents respectively. Here ; , are the Cabibbo
and W elnbery angles while J** is the electrom agnetic current]. O ne set of rigor-
ous statem ents which can be m ade involres the isotopic spin structure of the parity
violating weak Ham iltonian, which can assum e the values 0,1,2. In particular the ef-
fective I = 2 Ham iltonian receives contributions only from the product of isovector
charged CLJ]:I:thS|

szkzz giE1g=1, @)

C [e]

On the other hand the e ective I = 1 Ham iltonian arise s from both charged and
neutralcuﬂents| . )
=5 _I=3

H™Y  Jc 2. 2+ 970t 5)

n

Since JCI:% / sh .and sh® . 1=25<< 1, however, we expect that the prin ary
contribution com es from the product of isoscalar and isovector neutral currents. F i-
nally, the e ective I = 0 Ham iltonian receives signi cant contrbutions from loth
neutral and charged CLJ]:I:thS|

Y% gl + gltgm 0+ gh gt 6)

n
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Now while such relations are easy to w rite down at the quark level, their in plications
for the nucleon-nuclkon system aremuch m ore subtle. The reason is that, because of
the heaviness of the W ,Z, the low energy weak interaction is essentially pojntJike|
of zero range. But the nuckon-nuclkon interaction has a strong repulsion at small
distances so that the probability of nuclkons interacting at short range is essentially
nil| ie., there is virtually no direct weak NN interaction. Rather it is known that
the ordinary (parity conserving) low energy nuckon-nuclkon interaction VN(J;I) can be
represented to a high degree of precision n temm s of a sum of single ( ; ;!) and
muliplemeson ( ) exchanges[LQ]. W e would expect then that its parity-violating
counterpart VN(N) can be represented In lke fashion, except that now one m eson-—
nuclkon vertex is weak and party violating, whilke the other is strong and parity
conserving. Consequently, all of the weak interaction physics is contained w ithin the
values of these parity violating NNM ocoupling constants.

Because of the \hard core" associated w ith the nuckon-nuclkon interaction, it is
custom ary to Inclide only m esons of m ass less than 800 M €V or so, and our task
is further sin pli ed by use of Barton’s theorem f11}], which asserts that exchange of
neutral and soinlessm esons between on-shell nuckons is forbidden by CP invariance.
T herefore only ; and ! vertices need be considered and the form of the most
general parity violating e ective H am iltonian is easily found:

Hwk = —N ( }BN
2 !
+ N h° +h' ;+ =G5 ; ) sN
2 6
0 1 01 k
+ N {O;! +hy 3! ) sN h'N( )3 sN (7)
. . 2M
W e see that there are In general seven unknown weak couplings £ ;h%;:::. However,

caloulations indicate that h™? is quite sm alll2] and this tem is generally om itted,
lraving parity violating cbservables to be described in tem s of just six constants.
The m eans by which one attem pts to detem ine these couplings experin entally w ill
be described shortly. However, before doing so we shall exam ine the theoretical
predictions for the size of these vertices from the underlying weak interaction.

2.1 Theoretical Calculation of W eak C oupling C onstants

One ofthe rst estim ates of the weak parity violating vertex constants was provided
in the early 1960’s. F C .M ichelfl3] estin ated the charged current couplings to vector
m esons using the so—called factorization approxin ation, which replaces a sum over a
com plete st of interm ediate states by only the vacuum state contribution |

G
< TnHLP> = psof o< TniLA P>



G R .
1e>3c:os2 c< "V, P><np p> ®)

The Justi cation for this approxim ation is basically that it is possbl and easy to
calculate. There isno reason to believe that it provides anything other than an order
ofm agnitude estin ate.

T he next m a prtheoretical developm ent occurred In 1970 w ith the realization that
the charged current contribution to pion production could be written using SU (3)
symm etry in tem s of experim entalparity violating hyperon decay am plitudesfl4]

s __

2
< "nH p>= Jtan ce< pH,J 0> < “Hoxd >): )

Unfortunately, this result is not as convincing as it appears, sihce it Involves a sub—
stantial cancellation between ° and decay am plitudes and is therefore rather
sensitive to possble SU (3) breaking e ects[l5].

T hree years laterM X ellarand P ick 1] showed how the symm etry SU (6); could
beapplied tothe S = 0 parity violating interaction, thereby relating pion and vector
meson eam ission am plitudes. They detem Ined that the vector m eson am plitudes
predicted via symm etry were of opposite sign and considerably larger than those
given by factorization thereby am eliorating an experin ental sign discrepancy which
existed at that tine. However, this approach too was incom plte in that i) there
were additional SU (6) couplings which were not predictable from experin ental data
and i) because of ts nonV A character one could not treat the neutral current
Ham ittonian in tem s of this approadch.

A ocom prehensive calculation which included allprevious resuls and w hich enabled
predictions to bem ade forallNNM oouplings from both charged and neutral current
pieces of the weak Ham iltonian was perform ed in 1980 by D esplanques, D onoghue,
and Holsten O DH ) [17]. A Ithough additional calculations have been perform ed dur-
ing the intervening yearsfl§, 9], nearly all are very sin ilar in m ethod and/or yield
num erical results which are qualitatively sim ilar to those ofDD H, so we shall spend
som e tin e sum m arizing this work.

T he basic idea ofthework of DD H isuse ofthe valence quark m odel, w ithin which
the nuclkon can be constructed in tem s of three quark creation operators

:N > bg{sbéosobé\s" :D > 10)
where we Im agine the spins, isogoins to be combined to form com ponents of a soin,
isospin doublkt and the colors to be contracted to form a singlt. Likew ise we can
construct the vector and pseudoscalar m esons via

M > bésdgosoﬁ > 11)

usihg quark and antiquark creation operators. The weak Ham iltonian iself has a
Jbcal current—current structure and involves four quark elds

G
H ok Pz o o0°: 12)



A generic NNM weak m atrix elem ent then is of the form

G
<MN j_l wk:N > = p_z < Ojbqsbqosoh;\s") (Q;sdqoso)
O O 0 @yqsbéosobé\su ) :D > R (13)

where R represents a com plicated radial ntegral. T he vacuum expectation value is
tedious to calculate but doabl. Thus one nds

<MN H, N > known \geom etrical" factor R 14)

which is In the form of a W ignerE ckart theoram , where the known \geom etrical
factor" is a C osch-G ordan coe cient and R represents a reduced m atrix elem ent,
which is dentical for all such transitions and m ay be determm ined em pirically by com —
paring one such am plitude w ith its experin entalvalie. In fact when this procedure is
followed for the sim ple charged current H am iltonian the SU (6)y results ofM K ellar
and P ick are exactly reproduced. H owever, w thin the quark m odelbased procedure
one can treat the neutral current m atrix elem ents on an equal footing. A lso, since
the —-and -meson massesare so di erent it is essential to include SU (6) breaking
e ects, and the quark m odelo ers a m eans of doing this.

W hile details can be found in ref. 17, the resulks can be summ arized In tem s

of three di erent types of reduced m atrix elem ents as shown in Fig. 1. Figure la
represents the factorization diagram sw ith the vector or pssudoscalar m eson connect—
Ing to the vacuum through either the V. or A current respectively, m ultiplied by the
nuckon-nuckon m atrix elem ent of the A orV current. The ram aining two diagram s
are of a di erent character and correspond to m ore com plicated baryonic intem e-
diate states. Figure 1b can be shown to corresoond to the SU (3) sum rulk of Eqg.
(10) . N ote that since the hyperon decay am plitudes are them selves proportional to
s sih . the charged current H am iltonian contribution to pion em ission is propor-
tional to sin® . and is strongly suppressed. However, this is not the case for the
corresponding neutral current contribution, which is 0ofO (1) and consequently dom —
Inates the pion am ission am plitude. Finally, F ig. 1c represents the new ocontrioution
to the vector/pssudoscalar em ission identi ed by M K ellar and P ick.

D espite the understanding gained by connecting the quark m odel and sym m etry
based calculations, DD H em phasized that there rem ain m a prdi culties n attem pts
to provide reliabl num erical estim ates for these weak parity violating couplings.
T hese Include uncertainty in

1) the (large) S-P factorization termm due to is dependence on the absolute size of
the current u,d quark m asses;

i) enhancem ent factors associated w ith the renomm alization group treatm ent of
the e ective weak H am iltonian;

i) use of a relativistic vs. a nonrelativistic quark m odel;



Figure 1: Quark m odel diagram s for parity violating NNM vertices.

7) the size of the sum rule contribution to pion am ission due to SU (3) breaking;

v) the size ofthe vectorm eson vs. pion em ission am plitudes due to SU (6) breaking
e ects;

vi) etc.

Because of allof these unknowns D D H presented their resuls not as a single num ber
but rather in tem s of a range nside of which it was extrem ely lkely that a given
param eter would be found. In addition they presented a singl number called the
\best value" but this is describbed simply as an educated guess In view of all the
uncertainties outlined above. T he resuls of this process are summ arized in Tablk 1.

2.2 Parity V iolating N ucleon—-nucleon P otential

Before we can m ake contact w ith experim ental results it is necessary to convert the
NNM couplings generated above into an e ective parity violating nuclkon-nuclkon
potential. Inserting the strong couplings, de ned via
' .V
H = N N + + i— k N
st YN 5 o oM

. S
+ g N +i— k !N 15
g M 15)

Into the m eson exchange diagram s shown in Fig. 2



Tablk 1: W eak NNM oouplings as calculated in refs. 17-19. A 11 num bers are quoted
in units ofthe \sum k" value 38 10°%.

DDH {7] DDH [I7] | ref. 18| ref. 19
Coupling | Reasonablk Range | \Best" Value| DZ FCDH
f 0! 30 12 3 7
h? 30! 81 30 22 -10
ht 110 05 +1 -1
h? 20! 29 25 -18 -18
h{ 15! 27 ) -10 -13
h} 51 2 3 -6 -6

Figure 2: Party violating NN potential generated by m eson exchange.



and taking the Fourer transform one nds the e ective nuckon-nuckon potential

£ gxn 1 2 P11 P2
VPNC — g_ + 7'f r
I- r2 > 3(1 2) oM ’ (r) |
+ G2 1 2
hY +ht 12 4p2Tl2s
g 1 2 , 2B6
p1 P . p1 P
(1 2) f;f @ +il+ v) 1 #;f (r)
+
g h’®+nt 2—2
3
p1 P . P11 P
(1 2) f;ﬁ @) +il+ )1 o f;ﬁ (r)
P11 P2
. h! nty 1“2 + L Frr
@h, gh) > 3(1 2) o (r)
. P1 P2
n'i + 2 + LT 16
gh 1 3(1 2) oM () @e)

where f; (r) = exp( myr)=4 r istheusualYukawa fom .

A m ed now w ith the form ofthe parity violating nuclon-nuclkon potentialone can
attem pt to calculate the size of party-violating observables which m ight be expected
In a given experim ent. However, before doing so it is usefiil to exam ine the general
types of experin ental signals of parity violation which one m ight look for.

3 Experim ental Signals of P arity V iolation

3.1 O bservables

Parity refers to the behavior of a system under spatial inversion, that is under the

m athem atical transfom ation r ! r. Under spatial Inversion m om entum , being
proportional to velocity, also changes sign | p! P | but angularm om entum , being
anaxjalvector,doesnot| L=r p! r p = +L.Likewise soin must transom

Into itself under a spatial inversion. T hus one generally looks for a parity violating
signalby exam Ining a correlation which is odd under spatial Inversion, such asphoton
circular polarization, which has the form P-

a) P —circular polrization in  decay: That the presence of non—zero circular
polarization is a signal of parity violation can be seen w ithin the context ofa sinple
exam ple. Consider a transition Involving em ission of electric and m agnetic dipolk
radiation, for which the relevant operators have the form

E1 : *~ p
M1 : it g L: a7



C ircular polarization involves a linear com bination of polarization states orthogonal
to the photon m om entum and 90 out ofphase

S

q =z AR;L = —® ip): 18)

A sboth p and L are tensors of rank one, the W ignerE ckart theorem guaranteesthat
the E 1;M 1 am plitudes are proportional

<EPeF>/ < £Py 3> @9)

Fiall, shce ~ ;" §;4§ are mutually orthogonal, we see that the sin ultaneous
presence ofboth electric and m agnetic dipol transitionsm ust lead to circular polar-
ization. However, since p is a polar vector whilk L is an axial vector the selection
rules are di erent

E1 : J=0; 1; P Pr=
M1 : J=0; 1; P Pr=+1 (20)

o that clearly a violation ofparity nvarance is required for the existence of circular
polarization.

W hile nonzero circular polarization is then a clear Indication of parity noninvari-
ance, detection of such a signalism ade di cult by the fact that there exist no e cient
circular polarization analyzers. A 1l such polarim eters are based on the spin depen-
dence of Com pton scattering by polarized electrons in m agnetized iron. H owever,
even at saturation only 2=26 % ofthe Fe electrons are polarized so this represents
an upper bound for the analyzing power of such a polarin eter. In fact, typicalvalues
for actual nstrum ents are typically 4% or less.

b) A -asymmetry in -decay: Because of this lim itation, m any experin ents have
Instead chosen to polarize the parent nuckus and to look for the existence of a decay
asym m etry of the em itted photon w ith respect to the polarization djrectjon| ie. a
correlation < J > g. The di culy In this case is to provide a large, reversble
degree of polarization for the decaying nuclkus.

c) A,-longitudinal analyzing power: A third parity violating observabl is the
Iongitudinal analyzing power of reactions involving polarized nuc]eons|

B,=- — e1)

where P, is the longiudinal polarization and are the cross sections for right
and left handed helicity nuckons respectively| ie. a comeltion < J p >. Such
m easurem ents are acoom plished by rapidly switching the beam helicity. A related,
but independent, cbservabl isthe analyzing powerA , de ned In analogy toEqg. (21).
T his quantity ism easured w ith beam polarization transverse to thebeam m om entum ,
but In the scattering plane.
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d) Neutron spin rotation: P ropagation of a beam of cold neutrons through a
hom ogeneous sam pl can be described by an index of refraction, which depends on
the forw ard scattering am plitude ofthe atom s. Inclusion ofthe weak interaction adds
(coherently) a sm all party-nonconserving com ponent to the scattering am plitude,
w hich causes the two neutron helicity states to accum ulate di erent phases In passage
through the medium {13, 20]. As a consequence, a neutron spin Mitially transverse
(y) to it's momentum (z) undergoes a soin rotation in the transverse (Xy) plane
proportional to the thickness ofm aterial traversed, and thus acquires a x-com ponent
of polarization. The experin ental arrangem ent [see ref.R1] and Fig. 7] m akes use
of a sam pl placed between a neutron polarizer (y) and a neutron analyzer (x) at
right angle to one another, w ith the sam ple placed in between. The sam pl is placed
alematively before and aftera 180 spoin rotator, which reverses the x-com ponent of
neutron polarization. In this way the m ethod doubls the size of the spin rotation
signal and avoids m any of the instrum ental problm s which would have to be deal
w ith ifa com parison were m ade of counts w ith sam ple in place and sam ple rem oved.

e) P arity-foribidden decay width: F inally, a fourth type of experim ent involves the
detection of a process whose very existence would be forbidden were pariy to be
conserved. An exam pk isthe decay

o)y 2coy+ ©22)

W hilk the detection of such a signal is a clear indication of parity noninvarance,
unlke any of the e ects described above, which are Interference experin ents and
consequently depend on the weak m atrix elem ent to the rst power, the cbservable
here isa rate and is therefore second order In the parity violating weak m atrix elem ent.
T he size of the signal is then very snall B R. 10 !° for the case above) and must
be picked out from a much larger parity conserving background.

No m atter which type of experin ent one chooses, the very sm all m agnitude of
the expected parity violating signal at the weak level involves considerable challenge
particular ©r the NN interaction itself where the e ects are of the order 10 ' . In
addition the number of feasble NN experim ents is not su cient to detem ine the
sparate weak NN oouplings listed in Table 1. Thusm any of the experin ents listed
below involve studies of pariy violating e ects in com plex nuclki.

32 Experim ental System s

In selecting system s by which to study the phenom enon of nuclkar parity violation,
one has a num ber of choices. Certainly the cleanest from a theoretical point of view

is the NN system . Indeed experin ental phase shifts are known up to hundreds of
M eV and beam /target system s are readily available. H owever, one pays a high price
in that the expected signalis in the canonicall0 7 range. T hus such experin ents are
notoriously sensitive to tiny system atic e ects. In fact for the np system there still
exists no com pelling experin ental signal.
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A seoond arena isthat of few body nucki, eg. pd,p— scattering and n-d radiative
capture. In this case use ofFaddeev and otherm ethodsprovides a relatively believable
theoretical base. However, it is by no m eans as clkan as that for the NN processes,
and one still is faced w ith generally tiny experim ental e ects, which require heroic
experin ental e orts.

The use of pshell and heavier nucki in the study of nuclkar pariy violation is
an altemative route, but it hasboth positive and negative im plications. O n the plus
side, the nuckar environm ent o ers an enom ous assortm ent of various spin-parity
states which can in principlke be exploied. Also, one can In some cases use the
nuckus as an am pli er, in order to yield parity nonconserving signals much larger
than the generic 10 7 estin ated above. H owever, interpretation ofsuch experin ents in
temm s of findam ental weak Interaction param eters requires know ledge of the nuclear
waveflinctions at a level considerably m ore precise than needed for the understanding
ofm ore traditional (and parity conserving) nuckar m easuram ents.

An excellent exam pl of the Jarge enhanceam ent that som etim es occurs in com plex
nucki is provided by the m easurem ent of the photon asymm etry in the decay of 8
isom er of *®°H f, which yields a 2% e ectp2]

A = (166 0:418) 10°%: 23)

An even larger signalis seen in Jow energy neutron scattering from '*°La, where the
longitudinal asym m etry has been m easured to be 3]

Ap = (955 035) 107°: (24)

In order to see how such large e ects can com e about, consider a nuckus having
states w ith identical spins but opposite parjty| say J%;J | which are very close to
one another in energy. Now although we have labelled such states by their soin and
pariy, In reality neither state is a true eigenstate of parity, because of the pressnce
ofthe weak Interaction. (Spin, of course, is a good quantum num ber because angular
mom entum is exactly conserved.) W e can calculate the m ixing of these presum ed
clos=by kevels using st order perturbation theory, yielding

, Jo >< 5 HuxJg >

T o5+ > >+
Jg Jg B, B
= Jg >+ Jg >
. . Jogr >< s+ Huxds >
> ! > 4+
Jg Jg B E,
= Jg5 > Jg+r > 25)

In an obvious notation. N ote that we have truncated the sum over all intermm ediate
states down to a single state by the assum ption that the two states being considered
here are nearly degenerate. W e can estin ate the size of the m ixing param eter by
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scaling to a typical nuclear level splitting, of the order of an M €V or so. Since this
solitting is associated w ith the strong interaction we estin ate

< ] > “Hwk > M &V lev (26)
w * :
g Hwexdo <H.>

Fora pairof evelsw ith a typical| M &V | soacing, we then have

_ < J :Hwkj g+ > lev 10 6 (27)
E., E M eV

as expected. However, the m ixing can be substantially enhanced by selecting two
¥vels which are nearly identical n energy. Thus, for exam ple, or two states which
are ssparated by say 100 €V one m ight expect an e ect of the size

M eV
Parity ViolathgE ect 10 ° 5. £ 5 10 2 ©8)
+

and the situation of *°La falls into this category, involving a narrow p-wave state
em bedded in a host of nearby swave resonances. T he case of 1%°H f involves a 501 keV
gamm a ray, however, and reveals an altemative m eansby which nuclkar enhancem ent
can arise. Since the transition connects 8 and 8" levels, the transition would be
expected to be predom inantly electric dipole, w ith a an allm agnetic dipole com ponent
generated by the presence of parity m ixing, and the resultant asymm etry would be

of order
<M1>
A 2 —— (29)
<E1>

However, for ¥°H fthe E1 transition is highly retarded, having K= 8 in the N ilssen
rotationalm odel, and this selection rule violation acoounts for the very large signal.

D espite the cbvious experin ental advantages to having 1% signals to dealw ith
rather than the generic 10 ¢ e ects ©und in direct NN experin ents, the use of com —
plex nuclki does not pem it rigorous extraction of the size ofweak e ects because of
the lack of believable nuclkar wavefiinctions for such heavy nuclki. However, aswe
shall see below (Sect. 7) su clently good wave fiinctions have been established for a
num ber of sd and p shell nucki. In addition, for heavy nuclei infom ation has been
extracted by use of statistical argum ents (Sect. 8).

4 P roton-P roton Interaction
The sinplest system wherein the weak parity violating interaction can be studied
consists of a pair of nuckons. Sinoe experim ental studies of the two-neutron interac—

tion are out of the question for cbvious reasons, that laves either the pp or the pn
systam , which we shall exam Ine in this and in the ollow Ing section.

13



F igure 3: Schem atic arrangem ent fortranan ission (@) and scattering (o) experin ents.

T he parity violating pp Interaction has been studied by a num ber of groups by
m easuring the analyzing power A, for longiudinally polarized protons. In isospin
space, two protons form an isotriplet and therefore the parity nonconserving interac—
tion In this case w ill nvolve all the isogoin com ponents— I = 0;1;2:

D epending on proton energy, m easurem ents on the pp system use one of the ar-
rangem ents shown schem atically in Fig. 3. At high energies, the helicity dependence
A ™" ofthe total cross section is deduced from the change In transam ission through the
sam ple when the soin direction of the incom Ing beam is reversed, the tranam ission
being m easured by the ratio of the beam intensity before and after the sample. At
Iower energies (E< 50 M &V ) the tranan ission m ethod is not usefilbecause the large
proton energy loss in the sam ple lin its the useable target thickness, so that the at-
tenuation by nuclear Interactions istoo sm allto bem easured w ith su cient accuracy.
Instead, one m easures the intensity of scattered particles, for both beam helicities,
divided by the intensity that passed through the sam ple. To In prove the statistical
error, and to reduce certain system atic errors, the detector is arranged to cover allor
m ost of the range In azin uthal anglk.

4.1 Low energy region

Because of the short range of the PNC interaction, below 400 M €V only low partial
waves contrbute to the PNC am plitudes, namely the ¢S, $ °P,) and the J=2
transition P, $ 'D,). The two contrbutions add incoherently:

A,E; )=2A@; )+AITPE; ): (30)

T he relative dependence on energy and anglk ofeach ofthe two tem s can be calculated
from the strong interaction phase shiftsP4, 25]. T he angular dependence of the J= 0
contribbution is isotropic, but the J= 2 contribution show s a pronounced variation w ith
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Figure 4: Energy dependence ofthe =0 (S, °P,) and the =2 P, 'D,)PNC
transition In pp scattering, calculated from the known strong pp phase shifts. The
sign and absolute nom alization of the vertical scale for each of the two curves must
be detemm ined experim entally. Here the sign and nom alization (in units of10 7)) is
chosen to corregpond to predictions based on the DD H \best" couplings.

angkeps, 26, 27]. The energy dependence of the anglke-integrated PNC analyzing
power AP is shown In Fig. 4. The purpose of PNC experin ents is to detemm ine the
two unknown absolute nom alizations (scale factors) which multply the AJ” ° and
AJ=?, repectively.

Below about 50 M &V A, is govemed by the J=0 transition and thus is anglke—
Independent. Consequently, the angular range accepted by the experin ent is chosen
to optin ize statistical and instrum ental uncertainties. T he pioneering experim ent at
LosAlmosRg] at 15M eV yielded A, = (17 0:8) 107 . Soon thereafter, a
group P41working at SIN (Sw itzerland) reported a result ofA, = (32 1d4) 10’7
for a proton energy of 45 M €V, where the A, isnear itsm aximum valie. Shhoe A,
arises aln ost entirely from the J= 0 transition, the factor that relates A, at the two
energies is known from theory P51:

A,(450M ev)= (176 001) A,(150M &V): (31)

T hus the two early resuls are entirely consistent. T he absolute scale depends upon
the weak parity nonconserving couplings via

£(sS, 'Py) bB¥Pg 2+ )+ hiPg 2+ g)If. (32)

w here
h® = h®+ h® + 5=h® and h¥=hO® + h® (33)
e ] ! !

are com binations of parity violating param eters (note that £ does not enter due to
Barton’s theoram ) and £, dependsupon them odelofthe strong NN potentialbeing
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enployed. W ith the DDH best values, use of the Reild soft-core potential yields a
prediction [see ref. 27 and Tablk 2]

A,(45M eV )= 145 10’ (34)

while use of the Paris potential gives a value about 30% larger.

W ork w ith Iongitudially polarized 45M €V protonsat the SIN cyclotron continued
for a decade in attem pts to elin nate or place accurate lim its on a large num ber of
possible system atic errors, m any of which in earlier years would have seem ed too far
fetched to worry about. The nalresulti30] of these e orts is

A,(450M ev)= (150 022) 10'; (35)

where the error includes statistical and system atic uncertainties as well as lin is
on uncertainties In the corrections for instrum ental e ects. Scattered protons were
detected In the angular range 1 = 23 to 52 . Since A, is independent of angle,
the result can be considered to represent A, In the total cross section. H owever,
strictly speaking the total cross section ispoorly de ned because of C oulom b-nuckar
Interference at very forward angles, and there is an additional uncertainty from the
possible (am all) J=2 contribution. For the totalnuckar PNC analyzing power at 45
M eV, the nalresul isi30]:

A (45OM ev)= (157 023) 107: (36)

A greem ent w ith the theoretical expectation (in both m agniude and sign) is excellent
and con m s the im portant role of the nonfactorization contributions to the weak
vector m eson exchange couplings.

Since the above represents them ost accurate result on parity violation in hadronic
Interactions to date, a bref review of the experim ent is of interest. T he scattering
chamber is shown In Fig. 5. A longiudinally polarized beam of 45 M &V protons is
Incident on a high pressure (100 bar) hydrogen gas target, and scattered protons are
detected in a hydrogen— lled (1 bar) ionization chamber In the form of an annular
cylinder surrounding the target. T he polarized protons are produced by ionizing po-—
larized atom sprepared by soin separation in an atom icbeam device. T he polarization
of the protons is reversed by inducing suitabl radio-frequency transitions between
hyper ne states in the neutralatom s. In thisway the polarization is reversed w ithout
the need for any change In electric and m agnetic elds seen by the ions, which m ight
produce a helicity-dependent change in beam properties. T he atom s are ionized by
electron bom bardm ent inside a solenoid. T he protons are accelerated In a cyclotron
w ith their polarization direction transverse. The soin is then precessed, rst by a
solenoid from the wvertical to the horizontal direction, and then from the horizontal
transverse direction into the longitudinal direction by a dipole m agnet. For testing
purposes, the polarization can be precessed Into any desired direction by choosing
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Figure 5: Scattering cham berused form easurem ents ofA , near 45M &€V . T he draw ing
show s the gas target T, Faraday cup FC, graphite beam stop C, ion chamber IC
form ed by foilF and collector CO .

the proper current in the solenoid before the dipole m agnet and in a second solenoid
after the dipole m agnet. Beam current on targetwas3 4 A wih P = 083 0:02.
Scattered protons are detected by m easuring the current in the ionization cham —
ber, ie. thisexperin ent like all others at a sin ilar level of accuracy uses the socalled
integral counting technique introduced originally by Lobashov [§], because it is still
not feasble to reach the required accuracy by counting individual events. The ion
cham ber current is iIntegrated during 20 m s Intervals, affter which thebeam properties
(beam intensity, beam position, beam diam eter, spatialdistribution of spurious trans—
verse beam polarization com ponents) are m easured during a 10 m s Interval, before
the polarization is reversed. T he nitialpolarization direction fora group ofeight such
m easuram ents is chosen at random to reduce periodic noise. Each 60 m s m easure—
m ent has a statisticalerrorof35 10 °, asdetemm ined from the variance. T he beam
properties w ere determ ined by beam pro lem oniors in which narrow graphite strips
were swept across the beam . P rotons scattered by the graphite strips were detected
In four detectors, to deduce the various polarization distributionspy (v); py &) etc. In
order to gain Inform ation about dependencies not only on variation of transverse po—
larization w ith position (x,y) but also w ith angle, two m onitors in di erent locations
along thebeam axis are needed to correct the data. It is relatively easy to precess the
proton polarization such that, averaged over the beam diam eter, the polarization is
accurately longitudinal. The realproblem is that the polarization vector for di erent
parts of the beam isnot perfectly uniform in direction, so that the residual polariza—
tion com ponents py; py; vary w ith position w ithin the beam . Particularly dangerous
isa stmoment ofp, (orp,) wih respect to y (or x), eg. a linear variation of p,
w ith y. To understand the problem , Jook along the beam direction and assum e that
the left half of the beam has polarization up, the right half polarization down. The
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reqular (parity-conserving) analyzing power A, causes particles on the left to scatter
predom nantly to the lft, and particles on the right to the right. W hen the beam
polarization is reversed, the preferred direction is correspondingly reversed and thus
the ion chamber current changes because of geom etrical e ects. Note that this ef-
fect does not vanish even if scattering cham ber and beam intensity have perfect axial
symm etry. The e ects can be brought under controlby accurate m easurem ents of the
polarization pro ke and corresponding m easurem ents of the sensitivity of the equip—
m ent based on determ nation of the false e ect for di erent positions and directions
of the beam w ith respect to the symm etry axis of the cham ber.

E rrorsm ay arise from any change In beam propertieswhich is coherent (ie. In step
w ith) reversal ofthe beam helicity, such as an all changes in beam position associated
w ith helicity reversal. For reasons of sym m etry, one would expect the falss e ect from
coherent beam m otion to vanish if the beam is exactly on the e ective center of the
scattering cham ber. However, a very large sensitivity to verticallbeam m otion (false
parity signalof27 107 per m motion) was cbserved even when the beam was on
the geom etric axis ofthe chamberBl]. The e ect was traced to tem perature gradients
In the high pressure gas target caused by beam heating. A fter installation of a fast
blower systam , which rapidly recirculates the target gas, the e ect of possible beam
m otion M easured to be kessthan 02 m ) was negligble.

Another Interesting question is whether there may be an all changes In beam
energy when the polarization of the beam is reversed. T he changesm ight result from
Interaction of the m agnetic m om ent of the polarized hydrogen atom s w ith m agnetic

elds in the jon source, but no detailed m echanisn hasbeen established. N evertheless,
since calculations showed that already a 1 €V change in beam energy out of 45 M €V
would cause an errorin A, of3 10 8, a possble energy m odulation was investigated.
T he m ethod principally m ade use of reversing the phase of the helicity by reversing
the precession solenoid In thebeam line. T his reverses the sign ofthe true PNC signal
but not the sign of the possbl energy m odulation signal. T hat energy m odulations
are not such a ram ote possibility after allwas discovered when, for other reasons, the
volage on an electrostatic lens prior to the cyclotron wasm odulated. A false signal
of100 10 7 was observed due to energy m odulation. The false signal could then be
usad to test the refection of the unwanted e ect by sokenoid reversal. This exam ple
suggests that in experin ents at the 10 & Jevel of accuracy all spurious error sources
m ust be nvestigated even if one know s of no reason why they should be present.

For som e error sources no straightforw ard diagnostic m ethods exist, so that their
Ihvestigation m ay require ssparate, auxiliary m easuram ents which are com parable in
e ortto the PN C experim ent itself. O ne such exam pl isthe study ofthe contribution
to the ion chamber current from helicity-dependent background, such as background
arisng from -decays. The concem is that lncident and scattered protons activate
various parts of the scattering cham ber, and in the processm ay transfer som e of their
polarization to the resulting beta em itters, which in tum contribute to the currents
In the ijonization chamber and the Faraday cup. The e ort to study thes e ects is
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considerable, since m any possible reactions In di erent m aterials are involved, and
each has to be studied ssparately to detemm ine if the com bination of activation cross
Section, polarization transfer to the beta am itter, soin relaxation tin es, etc. are such
that a signi cant error m ight resul. For discussion of other systam atic errors see.
eq., w=£.5, 32, 531.

In view of the many possbl sources of ervor discussed in the literature, one
may well ask how one can ever be certain that som e additional error source has
not been m issed. However, by now the assum ptions about error suppression have
been ingpected tin e and again In a system atic way by several groups working on the
problem s overm ore than two decades, so that the likelihhood ofan e ect that hasnot
been thought of is quite ram ote.

A good check on the correctness of an experin ental result of course is cbtained
from repeating the experin ents by another, Independent group at a di erent labora—
tory, wih di erent equiom ent, using di erent tests of system atic errors. For A , in
pp scattering, the group at Bonn 34] has reported a new resul at 13.6 M &V, which
can be com pared directly to the 45 M €V resul. At the lower energy, the m easured
e ect is expected to be smallerby a factor (1:85 0:01), but the an aller m agniude
ofthe e ect iso set in part because som e of the system atic errors are less dangerous
at the lower energy. In particular, all e ects associated with the regular, pariy-—
allowed transverse analyzing power are signi cantly reduced. The experim ent used
secondary-electron em ission m onitors to determm ine the beam position, and em ployed
feed-back devices to stabilize the beam . T heir result

A,(136Mev)= (093 020 005 10’ 37)

can be com pared w ith the energy-corrected 45 M €V number A, = (081 0:12).
The results are in excellent agreem ent.

42 H igher Energies

A very interesting account ofthe history ofthe LosA lam 0s PN C experin ents at 800
M eV energy on targets of H,0 and liquid hydrogen, and ofthe 5.1 G &V experin ent
on H,O at the Argonne ZG S has been presented in ref.35]. T he total cross section
was observed by detecting the change in the fraction ofbeam transm itted though the
sam ple as the beam helicity is reversed Fig. 6). The 800 M €V pp experin ent used
a Im Jong liquid hydrogen target. Beam pulses had a 120 H z repetition rate and an
average beam current of 1 to 5 nA . Analog signals from ion chambers (1, I2) which
m easure the beam before and after the target are subtracted and digitized to cbtain
a signal that yields the tranan ission T, and T . W ith a transnission T = 085,
thequantity Z = (I, T )=, + T ) had to measured to an accuracy of 10 ® to
reach a sensitivity in A, to 10 7 . Figure 6 shows the diagnostic equipm ent which
wasused tom onitor the beam position, intensity, size and net transverse polarization
for every pulse. In addition, the variation of transverse polarization across the beam
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Figure 6: E xperim ental setup used form easurem ents of A, at 800 M &V by the trans—
m ission m ethod. T he draw ing is schem atic and show s the 1 m long LH, target, and
Integrating ion chambers I1,12. An alalog di erence (I2-I1) is form ed before digitiz—
Ing the signals to reduce round-o errors. The beam polarization is m easured by
a fouram polarin eter P1 which detects pp events, whilke the polarization pro ke is
m easured by the scanning target ST and polarin eter P 2. Integrating w ire cham bers
W m onitored beam position and size foreach pulse. Beam position and incident angle
were stabilized w ith signals from split-collector ion cham bers S.

pro ke was detem Ined w ith a scanning target and a ssparate fouram polarin eter.
O ne advantage of the tranan ission m ethod is that the sensitivity to the rstm oment
of transverse polarization is sm aller than for a scattering experim ent. This is an
In portant advantage because at the higher energies the regular pp analyzing power
is large.

The800M eV (15GeV/c) resuk{36]:

A,= 24 14) 10 (38)

is of roughly the sam e m agnitude but opposite In sign to the results at 45M &V . The
system atic errors are amall (01 10 7 ), so that the overall uncertainty is govermned
by the statistical error, which is determ Ined in part by the availabl beam current,
and In part by detector noise due to nuckar spallation reactions in the ion-cham ber
surfaces.

T he theoretical analysis of this m easurem ent is much m ore com plex than that
of its lower energy counterparts since the energy is above the pion threshold and
nelasticity e ects must be taken into acocount. That the result should be positive
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is clear since both S-P and P-D Interference tem s contrbute w ith a positive sign
above 230 M €V . A calculation by O ka371] using experim ental phase shifts in order
to unitarize Bom am plitudes yields a resul, using DD H best values, which is about
a factor of two above the experin ental number. However, this calculation om itted
short range correlation e ects, which tend to reduce the size of the predicted e ect
considerably. A crude estim ate of such e ects m ade by A deberger and H axton [B]
actually reduced the predicted e ect below the experim ental number. Subsequent
work by Sibar et al.3§] attem pted to m odel inelasticity e ects by including delta
degrees of freedom and indicated an additional positive contribution of order 0:9
10 7 . However, thiswas based upon the DDH \best" value or f which aswe shall
e isprobably too Jarge. W e conclude that although no de niive calculation exists
at present, existing calculations seam to agree reasonably wellw ith the experim ental
value.

T he m easuram ent of the helicity dependence of the total cross section of 5.1 G &V
(6 GeV /c) protonson a target ofH,0 at the A rgonne zerogradient synchrotron used
a spectrom eter to elin nate the helicity-dependent background w hich would otherw ise
arise from hyperon decay products. The resul[39]

A,= 265 60 3%6) 10’ (39)

is considerably Jarger than is expected from m ost theoretical estin ates, which tend to
give num bers which are positive but which are about an order ofm agnitude sn aller.
T he discrepancy only increases if one takes Into account that the cbservation is for
p H,0 ratherthan pN (on account of G lauber corrections, see ref.fQ]) . O foourse,
at these energies a sim ple m eson-exchange potentialm odel is no longer credible and
so other tedquues| eg. Regge theory| must be enployed. The only credble es-
tin ate which has thusfar been ablk to reproduce the ZG S m easuram ent is a m odel
which involves m ixing in the quark wavefunctions to negative parity excited states
via quark-diquark interactions in the nuclkonf2]. Such a model is quite specula-
tive and is certainly not abl to be extended to low energies in order to m atch onto
other calculations. For further comm ents on the analysis of the 6 Gev/c resuls, see
refs.[35, 42, 43, 44, 45]. Certainly, a rem easurem ent of asymm etry in this energy
region would be m ost welcom e.

4.3 Proposed and P lanned E xperim ents

The low-energy experinents (136 M &V and 45 M &V ) discussed above yield nfor-
m ation only about the J = 0 ¢Sy, $ °P,) transition. Figure 4 show s that starting
at about 100 M &V, the J = 2 transition P, $ !D,) contrbutes signi cantly. In
order to ssparate the two contributions, the preferred energy isnear 230 M €V, w here
the J = 0 amplitudes cancel. Therefore the contrloution to PNC associated w ith
the J = 2 @P,$ 'D,) am plitude can be m easured separately. This would yield an
Independent detem ination of the weak coupling constant PP, An experin ent in
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this energy range, to be carried out at TRIUM F', has been in preparation for som e
tin e4§]. Two separate experin ents are planned, one detecting the helicity depen-
dence In tranam ission and one in scattering. The two experin ents yield the sam e
Infom ation about the weak am plitudes, but they serve as an extram ely valuable test
of system atic errors because the corrections are bound to have quite di erent charac-
teristics. T he tranan ission experin ent isto use a 40 an long liquid hydrogen target,
with incident and tranam itted protons detected by ionization cham bers sim ilar to
the 800 M &V experim ent m entioned above. T he distribbution of unwanted transverse
polarization com ponents is to be detem ined by beam scanners sim ilarto the 45 M &V

experim ent. A feedbadk system is planned to stabilize beam position to 1 m . The
expected valueRH, 26] of A, isabout 066 10 7 which is to bem easured to an accu-
racy of02 107 orbetter. It isto be noted that in this case the angular distribution
ofA, ( ) is far from isotropic.

An experim ent near 230 M €V, aswellas an extension to 1.5 G &V, is also planned
to be carried out wih protons extracted from the proton storage ring COSY at
Julich §1]. The beam will be Incted and accekerated In the storage ring, which
has provision for phase space cooling of the beam . This is expected to result in an
extracted beam of high ion optic quality, which in tum should reduce system atic
e ects associated with changes in beam properties. The possbility to carry out
experin ents at much higher energies (100 G&V) using the RHIC accelkrator now
under construction has been discussed e.g. by Tannenbaum @§].

Tt recently hasbeen pointed out by V igdorfd9] that experim ents w ith internal tar—
gets In storage ringsm ay have In portant advantages overm ore conventionalm ethods.
In particular, it is proposed to arrange precession solenoids in a storage ring in such
a fashion that only the longitudinal soin direction is stable, while the transverse
com ponents average to zero.

5 N eutron-P roton Interaction

a) P in np-capture: A spreviously m entioned, the rst clearexperim entalevidence
for parity violtion in nuclei was provided in a m easurem ent by Lobashov et al[g],
which detected a nonzero circular polarization P = ( 6 1) 10 )] of —rays
from neutron capture in ¥'Ta. The experiment is known for the elegant idea to
use a pendulum In vacuum to detect and store the repeated e ects of the anall
periodic signal which resulted In the  detector from the reversal of the m agnetic

eld In the m agnetized iron which served asthe -ray polarineter. Later, the same
arrangem ent wasused in the rst attem pt to detect parity violation directly In the NN
interaction. The rst resulpll] was later und to be contam inated with circularly
polarized bram sstrahling caused by polarized electrons from beta decays of ssion
products in the reactor. A new experim entfpl], which yieldedP = 18 18) 107,
was already discussed in a previous review B]. The new m easurem ent is consistent
w ith the \best value" prediction of 057 10 7 (Tabk 2). The resukt is In portant
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In that it rem oves the earlier signi cant discrepancy w ith theory. H owever, to reach
an accuracy su cient to contrbute to the determ ination ofweak coupling constants

eg., 02 107) isprobably not realistic, sihce the m agnitude of the experin ental
signal to be detected is another factor of 20 an aller on account ofthe relatively an all
analyzing power (0.045) of the -ray polarin eter. Experim ental results consistent
with zero can yild signi cant constraints on the detem nation of weak coupling
constants in those cases where two coupling constants contribute tem s of sin ilar
m agnitude but opposite sign, but this is not the case for P

b) Helicity D gpendence in D euteron P hotodisintegration : A san altemative tom ea—
suring P in np capture, one m ay choose to study the inverse reaction, ie. photo—
disintegration of the deuteron near threshold w ith circularly polarized photons. The
photodisintegation cross section * and is measured with incident photons of
positive and negative helicity to detem ine the parity-violating analyzing power Ay,
de ned n Eq. 1) where Py now refers to the photon circular polarization. Eark et
al.p2] accelerated polarized electrons produced by photoem ission from G aAs in the
E lectron Test A ccelerator at Chalk R ver, C anada to energiessof32M eV or41 M &V
In order to produce polarized brem sstrahluing in a watercooled tantalim radiator.
T he highest energy photons have a circular polarization equalto that of the incident
ekctrons, or about P = 035. The photons are incident on a target of deuterated
water. The photoneutrons are them alized in the target and are detected via the
1B (n; ) reaction in boron-lined ionization chambers. The ionization chamber cur-
rent caused by background photons was elin nated by subtracting the current in a
second set of cham bers, interspersed w ith the rst, but w ithout the °B lining.

The e ects of changes in elkctron beam properties (intensity, energy, position,
beam size) associated w ith reversal of the beam helicity were studied in ssparate test
experin ents, and corresoonding corrections were applied to the data. It is In fact
the uncertainty of these corrections, and not statistical uncertainties, which Iim it the
accuracy ofthedata. The nalresul,A; = @27 28) 10 7 forbrem sstrahlung w ith
an endpoint of41M eV ,andA; = (77 53) 107 foran endpoint energy of32M &V
unfortunately are not accurate enough to provide signi cant constraints on the weak
coupling constants. A num ber of in provem ents in the experin ent were discussed by
the authors, suggest that with a mapr e ort their m ethod m ight be capabl of a
sensitivity com parable w ith the theoretical prediction. H owever, the required factor
0f 100 reduction in system atic and statistical errors would probably require a group
e ort of at least a decade.

c) A in np—capture: T he quantity m easured in the above deuteron experim ents arises
from the I= 0;2mixinge ectsinthe 'S, 3*Pyand?®S; 'P; channels. n contrast,
sensitivity to the I = 1 component of the e ective weak Ham iltonian is provided

by a m easuram ent of the asymm etry In the capture of polarized them al neutrons.
This cbservable is sensitive to I = 1 mixing e ects in the °S; °P; channel and
thereby to £ . Mudch evidence points to a value of £ signi cantly sm aller than
the expected weak current enhancem ent predicted by DD H . O n the other hand the
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m easurem entson P in the decay of?'N e, to be discussed below , provide contradictory
evidence]. Except for negligble contrbutions from h® etc.,, A i themal np
capture is directly proportionalto £ :A = 0:d1 f .FortheDDH \best guess"
valieoff ,A = 05 107. (cf. Tabk 2).

In view of the an all expected e ect, the dem ands on a measurement of A are
very high, but on the other hand the neutron polarization can be m ade large so that
one gains a large factor com pared to the am allanalyzing power in the P experim ent.
The A experim ent becam e feasble w ith the developm ent of Intense beam s of cold
polarized neutrons (5 10° neutrons/sover3 5am ?) from thehigh ux reactoratthe
Tnstitut LaueLangevin (ILL). In the experin ent described by A beri et al.p3, 54,
capture of the neutrons takes place In a 23 liter liquid hydrogen target, in which
the hydrogen was converted to pure parahydrogen by a catalyzer n order to avoid
depolarization of the neutrons by scattering. Two large tanks of liquid scintillator
(400 liter volum e each) detected the 22 M &V photons. The neutron polarization
P = 070 0207) was reversed about once a seocond by passing the neutrons through
a thin current strip. By com paring the ratio of count rates in the two detectors for
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:
(1) variation In the neutron ux wih tine ( uctuation about 0.1% ) so that a small
residual error ram ains after averaging over all 1s m easuram ents; (i) e ect of soIn

Jpper m agnetic elds on the detectors, com pensating coils and shielding reduced
these e ects to negligble proportions; (iii) displacem ent of the neutron beam arising
from the Interaction ofthem agneticm om ent w ith Inhom ogeneousm agnetic elds; and
(iv) spuriouselectricale ectson the electronic circuits, such asa shift n discrim inator
kvel when the power to the spin  jpper is tumed on. It is understood that the
troubling e ectsare those forwhic a reversal ofthe neutron soin hasa spuriouse ect
on the count rates w ithout being associated w ith the true pariy-violation signal. In
this, as well as other experin ents at the sam e level of accuracy, sourious electronic
e ects are avoided by m aking an overall change of the phase of the polarization
reversal relative to the m easurem ent cycle. In the present case a second spin joper
which was reversed every 27s was used for this purpose.

The nalresuk{3], A = ( 045 047) 10’7, is consistent wih, but four
tin es m ore accurate, than an earlier result obtained by the ssmemethod54] B =
( 06 2:1) 107. The new resulk is lim ited by statistical uncertainties. It is
thought that, given m ore running tin e on a suitable high ux reactor, another order
ofm agniude in provem ent in accuracy could be achieved @A L88). Thiswould at last
settle the question of neutral current enhanocem ent of the isovector pion exchange
coupling constant. For now the above result is still consistent wih the DDH best
guess or £ (s=ee Tablk 2).

d) Neutron Spin Rotation: W hen transverssly polarized slow neutrons pass
through m atter, parity-violating foroes rotate the neutron polarization direction about
them om entum direction. C oherent rotation was proposed asa m ethod to detect par-
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Figure 7: Figure 7: A rrangam ent to m easure PNC neutron soin rotation.

ity violation by F C .M ichelfl3] already in 1964. P arity-nonconserving neutron spin
rotation was rst dem onstrated experin entally in 1980 by Forte et al. P1]] when trans-
m ission of cold neutrons (polarization P, = 0:91) through '’Sn was shown to exhibi
an unexpectedly Jarge rotation angleperan oftin of = (@367 2:7) 10’ rad/am.
T he experin ent dem onstrated that neutron soin rotation is a viabl tool to study
party nonconservation in nuclki.

A m easuram ent of neutron soin rotation In hydrogen would serve m uch the sam e
purpose as the above measurem ent of A , In that both quantities depend aln ost
exclusively on the pion weak coupling constant. A calculation based on the DDH
\best guess" weak coupling constantsby A vishaiand G rangefS5]predicts = 8:84
10 ° rad=an , when the P aris potentialwas used to describe the strong NN interaction
(sse Tablk 2). The Seattle group 6] has proposed an arrangem ent sim ilar to F ig. 7,
using a 25 an thick sam plk of parahydrogen that is pum ped back and forth between
tw o containers in positions 1 and 2.

6 Few N ucleon System s

T here exist several parity experin ents on few body system swhich are, strictly soeak-—
Ing not NN measuram ents, but which are of note because they are am enable to
reasonably precise analysis.

a) Polarized T herm alN eutron C apture on D euterium . O ne exam ple is a polarized
therm al neutron capture m easurem ent on deuterim | ad ! t forwhich the most
recent detemm ination 53] hasyielded A, = (42 38) 10’ more on ref.53,57].

b)A, Inp dandp Scattering. T he techniques used to m easure the longiu-—
dinalanalyzing power in pp scattering have been applied to scattering of protons by
heliim (46 M eV B8]) and by deuteriim (15 M eV ,P8] 45 M eV [59], 800 M eV [6(]). &
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should be em phasized at the outset, that experim ents in which the scattered particles
are detected over a certain angular range should not be Interpreted asa m easuram ent
of the helicity dependence In the total cross section. R ather, there is every reason to
believe that A, has a strong dependence on angl which needs to be taken into ac-
count. T his requires the experin enters to determm ine not only the angular acceptance
function of the apparatus, but also the relative contribution from inelastic channels
apparatus accepts only elasticity scattered particles or breakup products aswell

In principle, the wave functions of the target nuclki are su ciently well known
that the m easured A, can be interpreted in tem s of contrbutions from weak NN
coupling constants, but considerable theoretical work is required to detemm ine the
expansion coe cients. The task is m ade m ore di cult if the experim ents inclide
breakup channels.

P scattering: E lasticp scattering at low energies has attractive theoretical
and experin ental features, such as sin pl nuckar structure and high breakup thresh-
old. On the other hand, experin ents on p scattering are even m ore di cul than
for pp, because in this energy range the regular, parity-allow ed transverse analyzing
power forp scattering ism uch larger than forpp scattering, so that the corrections
for rstm om ents of transverse polarization (see pp scattering above) require special
attention. In fact, the lJarge sensitiviy to transverse polarization in p scattering
was exploited In the 15 M €V pp experim ent by substituting He for the H target to
deduce them agnitude ofthe unwanted rstm om ents of transverse polarization in the
proton beam 1]. At som ewhat higher energies the situation is m ore favorable but
still di cut. An unpleasantly large sensitivity to transverse polarization in a rst
experin ent62] at 46 M &V was later reduced by an order ofm agnitude by redesigning
the angular acceptance function of the apparatusf5g]. The angular acosptance was
chosen to take advantage of the sign reversal of the transverse p analyzing power
to reduce the unwanted e ects, whilk at the sam e tin e accepting a range of scattering
anglks rm arily = 30 60 ) where the sign ofA, ( ) doesnot change. In addition,
to sim plify the theoretical interpretation, the wall thickness of the target vessel was
chosen such that only elastically scattered protonshave su cient energy to penetrate
the wall. The result of the in proved experin ent5§] is

< AP ();46M eV >= (334 093) 10'; (40)

V4

w here the error ncludes statistical and system atic errors.

T heoretical analysis here is not as sin pk as the corresponding pp case wherein
only know ledge of the strong phase shifts is required. The problm is that because
of particlke structure one needs not only the phase shifts but also the short dis-
tance behavior, which in tum requires know ledge of the short range NN correlations.
Roser and Sin oniusfp3] com pared the result of the above experin ent to calculations
ofA,( ), n which the PNC scattering am plitudes were calculated w ith properly an—
tisym m etrized optical m odel wave functions. The opticalm odel takes into acoount
absorption from the elastic channel, but the calculation does not inclide breakup
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channels as interm ediate states in the m atrix elem ents. The reliability and param e-
ter dependence of the caloulations was studied in detail. The result orA, In tem s
of the m eson exchange coupling constants are shown In Tabl 2. The short range
correlations are based on hard repulsion. The vectormeson ( and ! ) contrbutions
are m ore sensitive to short range correlations than are the corresponding pion tem s.
W ith a \soft" shortrange correction factor (Jastrow factor), A, is roughly a factor
two larger in magnitude ( 6 10 7). The same is seen for pp scattering (com pare
TourreitSprung supersoft core with Reid soft corefp4]). The constraints on m eson
exchange weak coupling constants provided by this experim ent are very sin ilar to
that given by the °F m easurem ent discussed below .

pd scattering: O fthe three results reported forp d scattering, only one isam ea—
surem ent of the total cross section. T he longitudinal analyzing power In the p-d total
cross section at 800 M €V proton energy wasm easured at Los A lam osf(] by m easur-
Ing the helicity dependence of the absorption In a Im long liquid deuterium target,
using the sam e equipm ent and m ethods as used for the 800 M €V pp experin ent.
The largest correction [(3:74 037) 10 71 comes from the Intensity m odulation
associated with helicity reversal. However, the sensitivity to these e ects could be
m easured accurately by Inserting a grid into theH  particke beam . In thisway about
10% of the beam particks lose their electrons so that the resulting H ¥ ions can be
ram oved from the beam to change the beam intensity w ithout changing other beam
param eters. T he result of the experiment, isA, = (17 08 10) 107.

The two results at lower energies (15M €V and 43 M €V ) used essentially the sam e
equipm ent and the sam e m ethods as the corresponding pp experin ents. B oth exper-
In ents are based on detection of scattered particles over a lim ited angular range and
thus do not measure A, In the total cross section. To com plicate m atters further,
the experin ents do not sgparate elastic scattering from break-up, because the an all
binding energy of the deuteron m akes it in possible to distinguish elastic and breakup
events In the Integralcounting m ethod (current integration). T hus a theoreticalanal-
ysis would have to integrate not only over the appropriate range of scattering angles
but also over the part of the breakup phase space that is detected in the experim ent,
taking Into acoount the corresponding weight and acosptance function of the appara—
tus. So far, calculations of A, have been reported only for the totalelastic p-d cross
section. T hus they cannot be com pared to the experin ental results and consequently
no entry for p-d scattering is shown in Tabl 2. The Faddeev calculations ofK loet et
al.[65, 66] predict for the total cross section A™ valuesof 187 107 at144M eV
and +1:39 107 at40Mev.

The 43 M &V experin ent at SIN 53] chose the wall thickness of the target vessel
such that only one proton in a given breakup event reaches the detection system .
T his considerably sin pli es the calculation which, however, is still very di cult. At
43 M €V, the experim ental resut forpd elastic scattering and breakup protons in the
laboratory angularrange 24 to 61 is (+ 0:4 0:7) 107 . T he largest correction by far
[( 325 0:30) 107 ]isformodulation ofthe transverse polarization m om ents. The
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angular acceptance function for di erent Q -values of the breakup spectrum for this
experin ent isknown, so that a calculation fora realistic com parison to the experin ent
is possbk In principle. On the other hand, for the earlier 15 M eV m easuram ent P§]
@,= (035 085) 10 ') the acceptance fiinction has not been speci ed.

c) °Lit; )°H reaction with polarized cold neutrons. Studies of PN C asym m etries
in the reactions °Lit; )°H and !°B (n; )’Liin which polarized them alneutrons are
captured w ith Jarge cross sections have been suggested by Vesna et al.[61]. T he devel
opm ent of high ux beam s of cold neutrons at the VVR-M reactor at the Leningrad
Institute of Nuclear Physics has m ade possble a much in proved detem ination of
the helicity dependence in the °Li(; )°H reaction [6§]. A multisection proportional
chamber was irradiated wih cold neutrons (average wave length 4A) of intensiy
2 10"n=s and polarization 80% . The chamber consisted of 24 doubl chambers
arranged along the path of the neutron beam , w ith half of each double cham ber de-
tecting tritons em itted along the direction of the neutron m om entum , the other half
detecting tritons in the opposite direction. Each chamber has its own target of °LiF
deposited on thin Al foils. About 90% of the neutron beam was absorbed in the
cham bers. Possibl eftright asym m etries in the cham bers were reduced to the pont
where their contrbution to the nal resul is expected to be less than 10 8. The
neutron polarization was changed by m eans of an adiabatic Jpper. The m easured
asymmetry coe cient ( 0:64 0:55) 10 7 ismuch analler than the theoretical
estin ate[py, Q] based on a cluster m odel of °Li (see Tablk 2). The disagreem ent
between the experim ental value and the theoretical num ber calculated w ith the DD H
best guess values is yet another indication that £ is considerably sm aller than the
\best guess" value.

7 Isolated P arity-M ixed D oublets (Two-LevelSys—
tem s)

7.1 Experim ents

Litle bene t isgamhed from observations of PNC In hadronic Interactions unless the
resuls can be Interpreted to yield inform ation about either the weak or the strong
part of the NN interaction, depending on whether one considers the hadronic weak
Interaction Weak coupling constants) orthe short range behaviour ofthe strong inter—
action to be the m ost interesting part of the problem . Except for the cases discussed
above, in which experin ents on the nuclkon-nuclkon system and few Jody system s
have given Interpretable results, the m ost In portant source of inform ation derives
from experim ents on light nuclei, n which PNC e ects result from the Interference of
two relatively isolated levels ofthe sam e totalangularm om entum but cpposite parity.
A sdiscussed In a previous review 8] the cbserved e ects aremuch m agni ed com pare
to the analle ectsin the NN system provided the interfering levels are closely spaced
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Tablk 2: Expansion ocoe cients for the contributions to the PNC observables from
the ndividualm eson-exchanges and calculated observables for three sets of coupling
coe cients. A Ilnum bers should be m ultiplied by the factor 10 7 .
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and them em bers of the parity doublt have very di erent decay am plitudes. O verall,
the larger m agnitude of the e ects to bem easured (ypically 10 ¢ to 10 ° com pared
to 10 7 in the NN system itself) sin pli es the experin ents. R egrettably, the larger
e ects are at the expense of a di cul burden in determ ining the nuclear structure
of the states involved w ith su cient accuracy. For the experin ents, the observations
on parity-m ixed doublets require di erent experin ental techniques: the expected ef-
fects are Jarge enough that su cient statistical accuracy can be cbtained by detecting
Individual events (as opposed to the integral counting techniques used for NN and
few body experin ents) . T histhen pemm itssu cient energy resolition in the detection
system to isolate the levels of Interest.

U ntila decade ago, studies ofparity-m ixed doublets in light nuclei (8F; °F; #'Ne)
concemed prin arily gam m a-decay m easuram ents, In particular the gamm a asymm e-
try A in the decay of polarized *°F, and the circularpolarization P of decay gamm a
rays from unpolarized nuclki (8F; ?'Ne). The results of these experin ents, which
have been discussed extensively in the previous review by A deberger and H axton §],
are summ arized in Tablk 3. Since the transitions In these three nuclki essentially
exhaust the availabl pool of favorabl partickebound party-doublets, the search
for additional parity doublets tumed to particle-unbound states In light nucli, even
though the higher excitation energy of these states tends to com plicate the nuclear
structure issues. The only new experim ents on narrow , pariy-m ixed doublets are
m easuram ents of the longitudinal analyzing power A, in {(p; )-reactions, speci cally
Y ; )0 and '3C @; )!°B. Besides A ,, another signal of parity nonconservation
isthe transverse analyzing powerA ,, ie., am easuram ent w ith polarization transverse
to the beam m om entum but in the scattering plane. A m easurem ent of A, has been
reported r°F (p; )0 (see Table 3). T he general theory of parity m ixing ofelastic
scattering resonances (and in particular the application to *N ) hasbeen discussed by
A deberger, Hoodbhoy and Brown [/2]. Study ofa J=2 doublkt in °0 near 13 M &V
excitation energy has been been proposed by B izetti and M aurenzig[/3]. Extensive
calculations of the Jongiudinal and transverse analyzing pow ers for di erent m odels
of the weak and strong interactions have been reported by D um itrescu [74] and by
K niest et alf/5].

To illustrate the experin entalm ethods and problem s in m easurem ents of A, In
resonance reactions, as opposaed to the corresponding m easurem ents e.g. In pp scat—
tering, we discuss the recent m easurem ent[7§, i71] of the analyzing power A, in the
3¢ ; )°B reaction. T he experin ent uses Iongiudinally polarized protonsnear1.16
M &V to excite a narrow (=4 keV) J=0" (T=1) state nh N atE, = 8.624 M &V .
T his state Interferes w ith a seocond, m uch w ider state ( = 440 keV ) of opposite parity
Jocated 178 keV above the rst. Therefore a an all adm xture of the short-ived 0
level into the Jong-lived 0* levelw illam plify PNC observables nvolving the decay of
the 0 level. T he experin ental arrangem ent (F ig. 7) consists of a scattering cham ber
w ith scintillation counters to detect -partickes em itted near 35 and 155 . The de-
tector geom etry and the target thickness were carefully optin ized to obtain the best
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Tablk 3: Experimentaland DD H \best" theoretical values for parity violating exper—
In ents In p—and s,d-shell nuclkei.

E xcited M easured E xperim ent T heory
Reaction State Q uantity ( 10°) ( 10°)
B¢C; )N | J=0",T=1| R,(35) 09 0:6[77] 2 8{74]
8264MeV | A, (155)]
J=0 ,T=1
8.802 M eV
YF; )*Ne| J=1",T=1| A,(90) 150  76{/5]
13482 M eV A, 660 240{79]
J=1,T=0 A, 100  100f80]
13462 M eV
1°F J=0 ,T=0 P 70 200[BL1 | 208 49[]
1.081 M eV 40 300821
100 180 [B3]
17 5841
27 57[88]
m ean 12 38
U J=2 ;T + 3 A 85 2:6B61 | 89 16[]
0110 M ev 6:8 2:1@7]
m ean 74 19
INe J=2 ;T =3 P 80 140[8] 46 8]
2789 M eV
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statistical error In the m easurem ent, whik at the sam e tin e m inin izing system atic
errors. Calculationsbased on the know n resonance param eters predict a sharp energy
dependence ofA , across the 0" resonance, and an angular dependence w hich changes
sign between forward and badk angls. It was found that the di erence In analyz—
Ing power between back-anglk and forward-angle detectors, A B)—A '), yields the
largest PN C signals. H owever, the m ost In portant advantage is that In the di erence
certain system atic errors are reduced, because they have sin ilare ectson A ) and
A (B).For a weak matrix elment of 104 eV [/2] the expected signal, taking into
acoount the nite spread in energy and angle, wasA B)-A F)= 28 10°.W hik
this e ect is considerably larger than for pp scattering, the very narrow (4 keV ) low

energy resonance has a cross section w ith a strong dependence on energy and angle,
and a large transverse analyzing power. T herefore specialm ethods had to be devel-
oped to m easure and control the beam energy, the beam position and the residual
transverse polarization. The targets were sputtered, 4 keV thick C enriched in 3C.
E ects from target non-unifom iy and '2C build-up were reduced by translating the
target In a raster pattem during the experin ent. The beam polarzation (typically
P = 084 001)wasreversed every 20 m sat the ion source. A separate m easurem ent
wasmade to place an upper limit ( E < 045 &V) on the m agniude of a possible

variation in beam energy when the proton soin is reversed since the rapid variation of
cross section across the resonancem ight give a signi cant sourious signal. Tom easure
the distrlbution of ntensity and (unwanted) transverse polarization ofthe beam , 0.6
mm wide target stripswere m oved stepw ise through the beam in the verticaland hor-
izontal direction. Beam position and beam direction were controlled w ith a feedback
system which processed inform ation from beam currents on slits located before and
after the target. M odulation of beam position associated w ith polarization reversal
wasfound tobe< 04 mm . M any sourious e ects, ncluding e ects ofenergy m odula—
tion, spin m isalignm ent, correlationsbetween soin and beam position and correlation
between soIn and beam anglk etc., were found to vary strongly over the resonance.
Fortunately, it was possbl to nd an energy where m ost of the system atic errors
nearly vanished, whik the parity-violation signalwas near the m axinum valie. By
m aking m easuram ents prin arily at this particular energy, the sum of system atic er-
rorswasreduced to < 15 10 °.The nalresul, A B)A F)= (09 0%6) 10°,
corresponds to a weak m atrix element 0of 0:38 028 &V, ie., opposite In sign and
an aller in m agnitude than the theoretical expectation.

7.2 Analysis

T hat high quality wavefiinctions are needed for Interpreting these experim ents is clear
from the follow ng argum ent. Suppose one evaluates the nuclkar wavefunction In the
usual Oh! ;1h! shell m odel basis. O f course, a realistic wavefnction presum ably
Includes also an additional?h! com ponent,

3*>= Ph! > + Ph! > @1)
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F igure 8: E xperin ental setup orparity m ixing in **N by m easurem ent ofA , in p+ 1°C
elastic scattering. Scintillation detectors detect scattered protons at four azin uthal
angles for orward A ) and backward B) angles. A Nal scintillator detects capture

—rays. The 4 keV thick selfsupporting'*C target () is surrounded by a cold shroud
E) to reduce buildup of contam inants. Four—gw adjistable slits F and additional
sets of slits upstream and downstream of the cham ber) and steering m agnets (such
asG) are used to stabilize beam position and beam direction by m eans ofa feedback
system .
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which is am all << 1| if the sinplk shell model picture is valid. Then if one
calculates a typical parity conserving observable such as the G am ow -Teller m atrix
elem ent or m agnetic m om ent, which do not connect Ph! > and Rh! > lkvels, a
reasonably accurate result should cbtain, shoe any corrections are O ( ?)

< *PIJF>=<0n!PPh! > +0 (?): 42)

However, In evaluating a parity m ixing tem , we are dealing with a 1h! levelwhich
can connect to either of its Oh! or 2h! oounterparts, whereby corrections to sinple
shellm odel estin ates are O ( ) and are much m ore sensitive to om ission of possible
Ph! > states|

< Hux] T >=< 1h! HyDPh! > +0 () 43)

In fact, these expectations are bome out, both theoretically and experin entally. O n
the theoretical side, H axton com pared a simnple Oh! ;1h! evaluation w ith a Jarge basis
Oh! ;1h! ;2h! calculation ofparity m ixing between the 0 ;1081keV and 0" ;1042keV
states of *®F, and determ ined B9]

<0 HuxD" >o0am , }
<0 HuxP" >o0in: 3

This calculation clearly reveals that such O ( ) core polarization e ects are sub—
stantial, although clarly any such estin ates are very m odel dependent and would
sam to o er little hope for calculational rigor. Nevertheless, in som e cases there
is an opportuniy to \measure" this e ect. It was pointed out by Bennett, Low ry
and K rien P(] and independently by H axton 89] that the form of the parity violating
nuckon-nuckon potential arising from pion exchange

(44)

" #

em r
P1 Pz; 45)

2m g r

i
VNPI\\I]( exch) = Ep_égNN £ (1 2)3( 1+ 2)

is an isotopic partner of the twobody pion exchange contribution to the tim elke
com ponent of the weak axial vector current, which is probed In nuckar beta decay

em r
p12m bz, — : @)
N

i
Ayg= Ajone body)+ EgNNgA(l 2) (1+ 2)

Then by m easuring this two body m atrix elem ent of A, In a beta transition between
kvels whith are isotopically related to those Involved in the weak pariy m ixing pro-—
cess, this weak pion exchange contrilbution to nuclkar party violation can be cali-
brated experin entally. O foourse, the di culty w ith thisprocedure is that there isno
m odelindependent m eans by which to ssparate the one-and two-body contributions
to A . Nevertheless, H axton has pointed out that the ratio of such tem s

< Apglwo body)j> ,
< Ay (one body)j>

0:5 @7)
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Figure 9: Energy levels for light nuckar party violation experim ents.

is relatively m odeHindependent, and by m easurem ent ofthe ®N e beta decay rate, one
determ nnes experim entally

<0 HyxP" >®
<0 HyxP" >o0n:

In good agreem ent w ith the ull2h! theoreticalestin ate. Unfortunately, such a lJarge
basis calculation is only m ade possble by the feature that '°F is only two nuclkons
away from °0 | heavier sd shell nuclei nvolve bases which are too large for current
com puting capacity.

Because of the di culties outlined above associated w ith extraction of theoret—
ical Inform ation from experim ental signals arising from nuclear experim ents, physi-
cists have tended to em phasize only p-shell and light sd shell nucki for believable
experin ents| in particular°r, *°F,?'Neand **N | and we shalldiscuss each in tum.

18F :W ebegin our discussion w ith the sin plest case to analyze| m easurem ent of
the circular polarization in the decay ofthe 0 1081 keV excited state of **F to the
ground state| cf. Fig. 9.

Because of the existence of the 0" state only 39 keV away at 1042 keV , assum ing
that the weak parity m ixing occurs only between these two levels should be a good
approxin ation. However, the pssudoscalar 1081 keV state is an isoscalar whike its
scalar 1042 keV analog is an isovector. Thus any such m ixing is sensitive only to
the I = 1 piece of the e ective parity vioclating weak Ham iltonian and thersby
e ectively only to £ .

A nother helpfiil feature of this case is the existence of a substantial nuckar en—
hancam ent factor. Because the E 1 transition isbetween isoscalar states this transition
is isospin forbidden, kading to the com paratively long lifestine 1951 = 275 1:9ps.
On the other hand the analogous M 1 transition is very fast| 1042 = 25 0:3ﬁ|
corresoonding to 10:3 15 W eisskopfunits. T he resulting circular polarization then

0:35 (48)
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can be w ritten as n #
Am 1
P (1081) = 2Re ﬂ) : 49)
AmpE1)
Since for dipole am ission
i< £fpi> § E° (50)
we nd 5
ijM Doy 108210 g 51)
= )2 R 3 :
Amp E 1) J n 1042
T he expected circular polarization is then
<+ H,j >
p q081)jr 222~ t3luxd > (52)

3%eV

and we observe that there exist tw o ssparate enhancem ent factors, one kinem atic and
associated w ith the near degeneracy ofthe m ixed states and the second dynam ic and
associated w ith the suppression of the E1 m atrix elem ent. N ote that because of this
suppression, we quote above only the absolute m agnitude of the circular polarization
since a reliabl caloulation ofthe sign ofthe electric dipole am plitude is probably out
of the question. F inally, the isospin related

BNe! ®r( ;108lkev)+ & + (53)

transition can be used in order to nom alize the pion exchange m atrix contribution
to the weak m atrix elem ent, In the fashion described above lading to

P (1081)j= 4320f : (54)

In addition to the theoretical clarity of this transition it has also been exam ined
experim entally by ve di erent experin ental groups, allofwhose results are in agree—
ment as shown in Tabl 3. W e see then that there is as yet no evidence for the
existence of a non—zero circular polarization and that this result im plies an upper
bound on the value of the weak NN  coupling which is considerably sm aller than
the \best value." W hik the resulting num ber is certainly w thin the DD H bounds, it
requires considerably cancellation am ong the factorization, sum rule and quark m odel
contrbutions In order to achieve a resul this am all.

19F : Another important result has been obtained in the °F system, where
the asymmetry has been measured In the radiative decay from the polarized
j% ;110keV > st excited state down to the jg ;gs: > ground state. The ex—
perin ent has been perform ed tw ice, and has yielded a non-zero signal at the 10 *
kvel as ndicated in Tabl 3. Here the asymm etry isde ned via

d
q 1+A Pr § (55)
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and, under the assum ption that only the ground and rst excited state are nvolved
In the m ixing, has the fom

<+:Hwkj > AmP(M l)

A =2 Re : (56)
110keVv AmpE1L)

Here the magnetic dipole amplitude can be written In tem s of the measured
(26289 y ) and cakulted (02 y) magneticmoments ofthe 2* and £  states re—

soectively, while the E1 am plitude is given In term s of the known lifetin e ofthe%
kvel, yielding
< +Hyd >
a = P Hed >, 57)
52 04ev
A s In the case of 1®F the pion exchange contribution to the weak m atrix elem ent can
be calbrated In temm s of the m easured

PNe! YPF (O ;110kev)+ " + (58)

am plitude, while the vector exchange pieces can be calculated in the shell m odel,
yilding
A = 96f +35h°+ 056h)): (59)
N ote that since both m ixed states are isodoublets the asym m etry is sensitive to both
I=0and I = 1 components ofthe e ective weak Ham iltonian, and we see In
Tablks 2,3 that the use of \best value" numbers yields a value for this asym m etry
which is In excellent agreem ent both in sign and in m agnitude w ith the m easured
num ber.
21N e: The nuckus ?’Ne possesses states j; ;2795keV > and 3 ;278%eV >
which are ssparated by only 574 0:15keV . In addition the E1 transition ofthe 1089
keV Jeveldown to the §+ ground state is extraordinarily retarded, having a lifetin e
= 696 5lps and corresponding to  10° W eisskopfunits. O ne predicts then a
circular polarization to be

<+ Huxd > Am 1 1+
p 189y = 2~ 3wd >, AmpM 1) - (60)
5:74kev AmpE1) 1+3 7

where here  istheM 2/E1 m ixing ratio ﬁ)rthe% transition and ; istheE2/M 1
m ixing ratio for the %Jr transition. Taking j J< 06 from experinent and . 0
from theoretical estin ates, we have

j< +j_lwkj > j

= 61
£ 95" eV ©1)

which indicates, as in the case of *®F the strong e ects of both dynam ical and kine—
m atic am pli cation and the fact that theory cannot really predict the absolute sign
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of the highly suppressed E1 am plitude. Since both %Jr and % states are isodoublets
the weak parity m ixing nmvolves both I = 0 and I = 1 components ofthe weak
Ham iltonian and a shellm odel calculation gives

P = 29500f + 11800 (h°+ 0:56h)): 62)

C om paring w ith the analogous calculation for the case of 1°F we see that the vector-
and pion-exchange am plitudes com e in w ith opposite signs, indicating the di erence
the \odd-proton" (°F) and \odd-neutron" ('Ne) nucli and that the nuclkar en—
hancem ent factors are nearly a factor of 300 Jarger in the case of?!N e due to the near
degeneracy and strong suppression ofthe E 1 decay am plitude discussed above. U sing
the \best value" num bers one nds that sizable cancellation between the pion-and
vectorexchange com ponents takes place so that the predicted and experim ental size
for the circular polarization are In agreem ent, but this requires a signi cant value for
f which is inconsistent w ith the upper bound detem ined from ®F .W e shall have
m ore to say on this problm in a later section.

1N :The only pshell nucleus to m ake our list is N for which there exist states
P ;8776 keV>and P ;8624 keV > which are separated by only 152 keV . Both states
are isotopic triplets but calculation indicates that m ixing is due predom inantly to
the I = 0 component of the e ective weak Interaction. In this case one cbserves
A, for the delayed proton am ission from the 0* state and there exists a dynam ical
enhanceam ent factorof [ , 0 )= ; ©* )]% 11.W hikat rstglance, onem ightbelieve
that the shellm odelanalysism ight be relatively reliable, nasm uch asa p-shellnuckus
is involved, the problam isthat the naturalparity state in **N ispredom inantly 2h! in
character unlike previously studied party doublets w herein the naturalparity state is
prin arily Oh! . Thus a very Jarge shellm odelbasis is required and various approaches
Jead to predictions

13%V <  HF > 029%Vv (63)

ifthe DDH valie of h® isemployed. The discrepancy w ith the positive sign of the
m easured num ber is disturbing and rem ains to be explained.

N otice that we have not attem pted to analyze the 1°0 2 ) alpha decay problem .
T hat isbecause m ixing occurs w ith any ofthem any 2" levels of 1°0 and there is no
reason to favor any particular level. T husthe calculation, whilke it hasbeen perform ed,
is thought to be rather uncertain, even though achieving a result In agreem ent w ith
the experin ental num ber. 91 ]

8 Nuclear Parity V iolation and Statistical M eth-
ods

Above we spoke despairingly about the use of heavy nucki in experim ents Involving
nuclkar party violation because of the lack ofbelievable nuckar wavefunctions. Re-
cently, however, it hasbeocom e clear that in som e cases one can actually em ploy heavy
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nucki by exploiting their statistical properties. The case n point nvolves a set of
high precision longiudinally polarized epithermm al neutron scattering m easurem ents
perfom ed on a series of heavy nuckiat LANSCE by Franklke et al.P2, 23] The rst
round of such experin ents nvolved 2°°U and #*2Th targets, and a set of tranam ission
experin ents revealed party-violating asym m etries, w ith a statistical signi cance of
greater than 2.5 standard deviations, in three U states and seven Th states. Now
when such an epithem al neutron is captured, the resulting com pound nuclar state
ism ade up of linear com binations of 10° to 10° sihgleparticle con gurations so that
one would expect that a statistical m odel of the nuclkus, w ih observables treated
as random variables should be quite su cient. In such a picture one expects to

nd occasional p-states in a lJarge background of swave resonances, and the roughly
one third of these which are p: character can m ix with both nearby and distant
s kevels, kading to the cbserved party violating asymm etries. The m ixing m atrix
e%lements of the weak interaction should be of sihglk particke character. The ex—
perin enters Interpret the m easured longitudinal asym m etries for com pound nuclar
states in the region 10eV < E < 300eV In tem sofam ean squared m atrix elem ent
M?2=< < Hyuxj > 3> g . Then, using the ergodic theoram , this num ber can be
denti ed w ith the ensemble average, yielding the result

M = BvEi< Hux] > J9F = 058" 2 mev: 64)

T he size of the m xing is about what one m ight expect, as the density of states In
this region is about a thousand tim es Jarger than found in light nuclki, changing the
typical 1 €V value found for typical isolated weak Jevels to the 1 m €V detem ined
above. However, it is possible to be som ew hat m ore quantitative by using the m i-
croscopic fram ew ork developed by French, who relates experim ental and theoretical
mean square m atrix elem ents n tem s of a strength  of a schem atic symm etry vi-
olating interaction U, where U, is the residual shelltm odel Interaction acting in a
model space. W ith the valuie < j< P, > §> 5 = 26 keV? ©r?*°U from ref.
one nds then g = . Usng the G -m atrix form alisn and the closure approxin ation
Johnson et al. have attem pted to m ake contact between the statistical fomm alisn

of French and the underlying weak Ham iltonian developed in ref.p3] Their resuls
are summ arized In Tablk 4 for three di erent sets of weak interaction couplings, as
given by the DD H best values, In proved best values as later calculated by Feldm an
et al,{l9] and em pirical num bers generated by A deberger and H axton 1. A s can be
seen, allare In agreem ent w ith the experim ental num ber, Indicating that the overall
scale of the parity—violating interaction is basically correct.

In the rst data taken by this group it was fund that out of seven levels in %?Th
exhbiting parity violation all ssven had the sam e sign forthe asymm etry! Thisresult
appeared to be In strong contradiction with the presum ed statistical nature of the
m ixing process, which would ssem to require roughly equal positive and negative
values. However, w ith the taking of additional data on other nucki the num ber of
data points on either side of zero has evened out som ewhat, and at the present tine
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Tablk 4: Experin ental and theoretical values for weak m ixing param eters as deter—
m Ined In epitherm alneutron scattering.

Interaction | =Gym? | M meV)
DDH 267 0.98
ref. 8 1.54 0.52

ref, 19b 1.07 0.39

the thorium resul is thought to be due to som e quirk of nuckar structure.

9 A New Probe of Nuclear Parity V iolation: the
A napole M om ent

A som ew hat di erent approach to the problem ofm easuring NNM m atrix elem ents
was recently proposed in the realn ofelectron scattering. T he idea here is som ewhat
subtle and so requires a bit of explanation. Suppose that one is considering the m ost
general m atrix elem ent of the electrom agnetic current between a pair of nuckons.
The m ost general form allowed by spin and gauge invariance considerations is

f
<N EIV" ON ©)>=upE)f ) i;fz)
N
£, () e ()
+A?2(q2 da 9d)s lEq2 d sluf)

N

(65)

where g = p p° is the urmomentum transfer. Here f; (F); £, (F) are the fa-
m iliar charge, m agnetic couplings regoectively. The ram aining two tem s Involving
fa @);fe () may ook unfam iliar as they are usually om itted on the grounds of
party conservation. H owever, if one allow s for the possibility that parity is violated,
then such tem s must be included. The term involving fz (F) is ound to be tine
reversal violating as well as party violating and corresponds to a nuclkon electric
dipole moment. On this basis, we can safely om i . However, the tem £, ()
is tim ereversal allowed and must be retained in a general analysis. It is generally
called the \anapole m om ent" and would appear to be a findam ental property of the
nuckon. However, this is not the case. In fact the anapole m om ent is not strictly
soeaking an observable since estin ates of its size depend upon the weak gauge In
which one chooses perform the calculation. How can thisbe? The resolution of the
paradox lies n the way such a quantity could bem easured| ie. via parity violation
In electron scattering. In such an experin ent the total parity violating signal arises
due to the coherent sum ofphoton exchange diagram s involving the anapole m om ent
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Figure 10: Parity violating electron scattering via anapolk and direct Z-exchange
m echanisn s.

plus diagram s involring both photon and Z° boson exchange, as shown in Fig. 9.
O foourse, the sum of these e ectsm ust be an ocbservabl and independent of gauge.
However, it isnot required that each diagram individually be gauge independent. (In
this way the anapole m cm ent is lke the neutrino charge radius, which is sin ilarly
gauge-dependent.)

It would seam then that attam pts to m easure the anapole m om ent cannot pos—
sbly be m eaningful. However, this is fortunately not the case. In order to see how
this com es about we divide the anapole m om ent into its onebody and m any-body
com ponents. For the onebody (In pulssapproxin ation) tem we nd

1 X .
vV = — fzi[ir2 N rr i (66)

m
where f; isthe anapolem om ent of the ith nuckon. Them agniude of this term then
is detem ined by the properties of the nuclkon and not the nuclus and, of course, its
size is gauge dependent. O n the other hand, m any body contributions such as those
generated by singlem eson exchange w ithin the nuclkus, asshown in Fig. 11, are gauge
independent and grow asthe square ofthe nuclkar radius| fi 2 *°%¥ < R? > AS.
IntheImi A ! 1 then thismany body and gauge independent quantity must
dom inate over its gauge dependent single body counterpart and the anapol m om ent
w illbe an dbservable.P4] In fact, calculations have shown that in the realworld m any
cases exist or even m oderately heavy nucleiw here them any body com ponent should
be the dom inant e ect. This occurs both in the case of heavy nuclki such as *3Cs
w here the pion exchange contribution hasbeen estin ated to be a factor ofthree lJarger
than the tree-level Z °-exchange piece and even in !°F, where the existence of nearby
%Jr i3 levels enhances the m any body com ponent by a factor of two and m akes it
ocom parable to the treedevel piece.P5] In these cases or others then, to the extent
that the m any body termm ocould be m easured and that is size is dom inated by the
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Figure 11: Single m eson exchange diagram w ithin the nuclkus.

diagram s shown In Fig. 11, this would provide in principle an independent way of
m easuring the weak parity violating NNM oouplings.

At the present tin e, there is som e Indication that an anapole m om ent has been
seen via a study of parity nonconserving signals from di erent hyper ne levels in
atom ic C s(ref.Pg]). The measured signal is of the sam e order but som ewhat larger
than theoretical expectations.P7] However, this is only prelin inary and i will be
som e tin e before it will be known if this technique represents a viablk approach to
the study of nuclkar parity violation.

10 How Large are the W eak C ouplings

In our analysis above we have consistently com pared the experin ental resuls w ith
theoretical predictions based on the \best value" guesses of DD H for the weak NNM

vertex functions. However, it is also possble and desirable to detem ine such ocou—
plings purely em pirically. If the couplings obtained in this fashion are found to be
m utually consistent they then form a benchm ark against which past and future par-
ticle physics calculations can be calbrated. O f course, there are m any param eters
Ihvolved and m any parity violating experin ents so a sin ple statistical t is probably
not approprate. However, a little thought reveals that the process can in principle
bem adem eaningfui], as pointed out by H axton and A deberger. O n the experin ental
side, the data set to be t was restricted to those cases wherein one has both good
statistical precision aswellas a reasonable expectation fora reliable theoretical calcu—
lation. This lin itsthingsto thepp;p ;8F;1°F;and !N e system s. O n the theoretical
side, a few prejidices from the DD H analysis were em ployed in order to characterize
all results in tem s of Just two free param eters| f and , which characterizes the
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Figure 12: Experim ental constraints on weak couplings.

Tablk 5: F itted values forweak NNM oouplings. A Illnum bers are to be m ultiplied by

the factor 3:8 10 8.
Range F itted value

f 0! 30 6

h®| 30! 81 -15
ht 1! 0 05
h? 20! 29 20
h | 15! 27 -13
h} 51 2 15

SU (6) breaking In the calculation and interpolates between factorization ( = 0) and
pure SU 6)y ( = 1) results. The resul of this t is shown In Tablk 5 and In a
di erent form I Fig.12.

A s can be seen therein, there exists a filndam ental problm in that whilke the '°F
data require a very an allvalue for £ , amuch larger value isneeded In order to cancel
against h® to produce the very sm all circular polarization seen in the decay of #!Ne.
In fact, were !N e to be om itted as a constraint a very satisfactory t ofthe rem aining
experin ents would result as shown In Tabl ??77.

Sowhat istheproblem ? O foourse, one possibility isthat the sin ple and appealing
singlem eson exchange picture developed above isnot appropriate. H owever, in view of
the sucoess cbtained w ith the corresponding m eson-exchange approach to the ordinary
nuckon-nuckon potential this seem s unlkely. Rather i would seem that the most
likely explanation lies in our nability to perform an adequate Jarge basis calculation
for nuclkear system s. Indeed the inclusion of core polarization e ects for the lighter
F and °F system s has already been shown to lead to very substantial changes.
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L ikew ise recent caloulations by Horoi and Brown have indicated the in portance of
Inclusion of 3h! and 4h! states in the shell m odel basis for calculations involvring
parity violation in p—and sd-shell nuclki. 98]

11 The Future of N uclear P arity V iolation

Above we have exam ined the m any attem pts to understand the phenom enon of nu—
clar parity violation from the rstm easurem ents during the 1950’s until the present
day. W e have seen that despite the m any and elegant experin ents which have been
com pleted and the extensive theoreticale ortwhich hasgone nto thisproblem , m any
di culties still rem ain and it is not yet clear that the sin ple m eson exchange picture
is ablke to explain all the varied resuls. W ere this to be veri ed it would be very
surprising since a sin ilar single m eson exchange picture is ram arkably sucoessfiil In
explining all aspects of the ordihary nuclkon-nuclkon potential. Neverthelss i re-
m ainsto be seen. In them ean tin e, it is interesting to ask whether say by the end of
the decade experin ents w ill be availabl to aid in this process and/or w hether new
theoretical work will be abl to add new illum ination on the m echanisn of nuclear
parity violation.

In the case of theoretical work, we are som ew hat pessin istic. Barring som e clear
breakthrough it is unlkely that things will change much during this period. One
m ight think that lattice m ethodsm ight be ofhelp here, but when one is dealing w ith
three-hadron m atrix elam ents of a fourquark operator, we are still far from being
able to m ake reliable calculations. In the case of non-lattice procedures, the only
sem irigorous technique which has yet to be applied consistently to this problem is
that of QCD sum rules. However, again the com plex hadron states and fourquark
operatorsm ake this a ssvere challenge. O ne area which deserves further exploration
is the rolke of strangeness. R ecent experin ents nvolving the soin structure ofnuckons
and neutrino-nuclkon scattering have hinted that the nucleon m ay have a signi cant
strange quark com ponent, which has been neglected In previous calculations of weak
NNM couplings. Combined w ith a new calculation which Inclides strange quark con—
trbutions to the e ective weak Ham iltonian, one m ight anticipate a few changes,
esgoecially in the pion en ission am plitudes. H owever, such calculations are very di —
cukt and at the present tim e are very speculative.

In the case of experim ent, we are m ore fortunate, wih a number of possible
new results com Ing on line within the next coupl of years. O ne which has been in
the planning stage form any years isa TRIUM F m easurem ent of the asym m etry in
Iongiudinally polarized pp scattering at 240 M €V . The signi cance of this energy is
that according to known phase shifts this is where any e ect due to S—and P-wave
m xing and thereby a roughly equalcontrbution from rho and om ega exchange e ects
cancels out, leaving sensitivity prin arily to rho exchange contriloutions in P-D wave
Interference.
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A nother arena w here it ispossible that a new experim ent could m ake am aprin —
pact is the m easuram ent of parity m ixing between the ground state and rst excited
state of 1°N e, which are the isotopic analogs of the m ixed states which are studied
in the '°F experin ents. Since both states are isotopic doublts, only the I = 0;1
com ponents ofH ,, are operative, and by com bining the results oftheNe and F m ea—
surem ents an unam biguous separation ofthe I= 0and I= 1 componentswould
resul. This could enabl an addiional and welocom e con m ation of the calbration
of the pion exchange com ponent, as well as an independent m easurem ent of the size
off .

A s discussed above, we expect that continued parity violating electron scatter—
Ing experin ents during the next few years will rad nally to a m easurem ent of the
anapole m cm ent and that theoretical work m ay enable extraction of the NNM ocou—
plings in this unique fashion.

F inally, neutron scattering m easuram ents w illcontinue both at LosA lam os, where
studies of heavy nuclki have already indicated the power of statistical m ethods, as
well as at NIST where the successfiil G renobk program w ill be extended to lighter
nuclki, which are hopefiilly am enable to clearer theoretical interpretation.

In summ ary then in both theoretical and experin ental areas one sees the need for
addiionaland im proved work and we st the challenge that perhapsby them illeniim
onemay nally put thisproblm to rest.

R eferences

L]CS.Wu,E.Amblr,RWW .Hayward,D D .Hoppes, and R P.Hudson, Phys.Rev.
105 (1957) 1413.

R]TD.Leeand C N.Yang, Phys.Rev.104 (1956) 254.

B] R P.Feynman and M .GellM ann, Phys. Rev. 109 (1958) 193.
4] S.W einberg, Phys. Rev. Lett. 19 (1967) 1264.

B] N .Tanner, Phys. Rev. 107 (1957) 1203.

6] VM .Lobashov,V A .Nazarenko, L F .Saenko, L M . Sm otrisky, and G I.K harke—
vitch, JETP Lett. 5 (1967) 59; Phys. Lett. 25B (1967) 104.

[7] See, eg., JF .Donoghue, E .G olow ich, and B R . H olstein, D ynam ics of the Stan—
dard M odel (C am bridge University P ress, New York, 1992) ChV III.

B] E G .Adebergerand W C.Haxton, Ann.Rev.Nucl Part. Sci. 35 (1985) 501.
O] See,eg., B R .Holstein, W eak Interactions in Nucki P rinceton U niversity P ress,

1989) Ch 3.

45



[L0] Ses, eg.,M N .Nagels, T A .Riken, and JJ.de Swart, Phys. Rev.D 12 (1975)
744; Phys. Rev.D 15 (1977) 2547.

[l1] G .Barton, Nuovo Cimento 19 (1961) 512.
[12] B R .Holstein, Phys. Rev.D 23 (1981) 1618.
3] F C .M ichel, Phys. Rev.B 133 (1964) B329.
[L4] Ses,eg., ref. 7,eqn.C211.

5] B H.J.M Kellar, Phys. Lett. 26B (1967) 107; E . Fisthbach, Phys. Rev. 170
(1968) 1398;D .Tadic,Phys.Rev.174 (1968) 1694;W .KummerandM .Schweda,
Acta Phys. Aust. 28 (1968) 303.

16] BHJ.M Kellarand P.Pik, Phys.ARev.D 7 (1973) 260.

[L7] B.Desplanques, JF .D onoghue, and B R .Holstein, Ann.Phys. WY ) 124 (1980)
449,

[L8] Ses, eg., VM .Dubovik and SV .Zenkin, Ann.Phys. NY) 172 (1986) 100.

9] G B.Feldman, G A .Craw ford, J.Dubach, and B R . Holstein, Phys. Rev.C 43
(1991) 863.

[20] L. Stodolsky, Nucl Phys.B 197 (1982) 213.

R11 M .Forte, BR.Heke], N F.Ram ==y, K .Green, G L G reene, J.Byme, and JM .
Pendlbury, Phys. Rev. Lett. 45 (1980) 2088.

R2] K S.Krane,C E.Olsen, JR .Sites, and W A . Steyert, Phys.Rev. Lett. 26 (1971)
1579; Phys.Rev.C 4 (1971) 1906.

R3]VW .Yuan,CD .Bowman,JD .Bowman, JE .Bush,PP .J.Deheij C M .Fran—
kle,C R.Gould,D G .M aass,etal.Phys.Rev.C 44 (1991) 2187;V P.A 1 menko,
S B .Borzakov,VoVan Thuan, Yu.D .M areev, L B .P keher, A S.K hxykin, and
E I. Sharapov, NuclL Phys.A 398 (1983) 93;Y .M asuda, T .Adachi, A .M asake,
and K .M orin oto, Nucl Phys. A 504 (1989) 269.

R41 M . Simonius, in \Intersections Between Particke and Nuckar Physics", @ IP
Conf.Proc.150 1986) p.185.

R5] M .Sinonius, Can. J.Phys. 66 (1988) 548.

R6] D E.Drsoolland G A .M ilner, Phys. Rev. C 39 (1989) 1951; D E .D rsocoll and
U G .M eissner, Phys.Rev.C 41 (1990) 1303;G A .Lobov, JETP Lett. 32 (1980)
65.

46



R7] F .NessiTedaldiand M . Sin onius, Phys. Lett. B215 (1988) 159.

28] JM . Potter, JD .Bowman, CF.Wang, JL.M KX bben, R E.M ischke, D E.
Naglk, P G .D ebrunner, H . Fraunfelder, and L B . Sorensen, Phys. Rev. Lett. 33
(1974) 1307;D E.Nagk, JD .Bowman,C.Ho man, J.M X bben, R .M ischke,
JM .Potter, H .Fraunfelder, and L B . Sorensen, \3rd Intl. Sym p. on H igh Energy
Physics with P olarized Beam s and P olarized Targets" @A IP Conf.Proc.51,1978)
p224.

k9] R .Balzer, R . Hennedk, Ch. Jacqum art, J.Lang, M .Sin onius, W . H aeberli, Ch.
W eddigen, W .Reichart, and S. Jaccard, Phys. Rev. Lett. 44 (1980) 699.

B0] S.Kistryn, J.Lang, J.Liechti, Th.M ajfer, R .M uller, F .NessitTedaldi, M .Sin o—
nius, J. Smyrski, S. Jaccard, W . Haeberli, and J. Srom icki, Phys. Rev. Lett. 58
(1987) 1616.

B1l] W .Haeberli, Can.J.Phys. 66 (1988) 485.

B2] R .Balzer, R .Hennedk, Ch.Jacqum art, J.Lang, F .NessiTedaldi, Th.Roser, M .
Sinonius, W .Haeberli, S. Jaccard, W .Reichart, and Ch.W eddigen, Phys. Rev.
C 30 (1984) 1409.

B3] J. Lang, Th.M af¥r, R.M uller, F. Nessi-Tedaldi, Th. Roser, M . Sin onius, J.
Srom icki, and W . Haeberli, Phys. Rev.C 34 (1986) 1545.

4] PD .Evershein , W .Schm itt, S.K uhn, F . H Interberger, P . von Rossen, J.Chle-
bek, R .Gebel, U.Lahr, B.von Przewoski, M .W iemer, and V . Zell, Phys. Lett.
B 256 (1991) 11; P D .Evershein , private com m unication.

B5] R E .M ischke, Can. J.Phys. 66 (1988) 495.

B6] V. Yuan, H. Frauenfelder, RW . Hawer, JD. Bowman, R. Carlni, D W .
M acA rthur, R E .M ischke, D E.Naglk, R L. Talaga and A B .M d onald, Phys.
Rev. Lett. 57 (1986) 1680.

B7] T .Oka, Progr. Theor. Phys. 66 (1981) 977.

B8] R.Sibar, W M .K loet, L S.K isslinger, and J.D ubach, Phys. Rev. C 40 (1989)
2218.

BO9I N. Lockyer, T A.Romanowski, JD.Bowman, CM . Ho man, R E. M ischke,
D E.Naglk, JM .Potter, R L.Talaga, EC.Swallow, D M .Alde, D R.M o etf,
and J. Zyskind, Phys. Rev.D 30 (1984) 860.

40] L L.Frankfurt and M I. Strikkm an, Phys. Lett. 107B (1981) 99.

41] G .Nardulliand G . P reparata, Phys. Lett. 117 (1982) 445.

477



@z]

@3]

[44]

@5]

6]

BO]

b1]

B2]

B3]

B4]
B3]

T.Goldman andD .Preston, NucLPhys.B 217, (1983) 61 and Phys. Lett. B168,
415 (1986).

M .Simonius and L.Unger, Phys. Lett. B 198 (1987) 547.

T .G oldm an, \NoL.ose T heoram ’ for P arity V iolating N uckon-N uckon Scatter—
ing E xperim ents", Future D irections, p 140.

M . Sin onius \Status of the Analysis of Parity Violation in pN Scattering at
H igher Energies", Future D irections p 147.

J. Birchall, Can. J. Phys. 66 (1988) 530; SA.Page, n \7th Intl. Conf. on
P olarization Phenom ena in Nuckar P hysics", eds. A . Bourdard and Y . Terrien
(C olloque de P hysique 51, 1990) C 6253;W T H .van O ers, in \Future D irectons
in Particke and Nuckar Physics at M ulti-G €V Hadron Beam Facilites",ed.D F.
G eesam an (B rookhaven N ational Laboratory R eport BN L-52389, 1993) p 161.

P D .Evershein , F. H interberger, H . Paetz gen Schieck, and W . K retschm er in
\H igh Energy Spin Physics", eds.K .Atho andW .M eyer (Springer 573, B erlin
1991).

M J. Tannenbaum , in \Future D irections in Partick and Nuckar Physics at
M uli-G eV Hadron Beam Facilities", ed.D F.Geesam an (B rookhaven N ational
Lab Report BNL-52389,1993) pl177.

S E .V igdor, n \Future D irections in P articke and Nuclar P hysics at M uli-G ev
Hadron Beam Facilities",ed.D F .G eesam an, (B rookhaven N ationallab Report
BN L-52389,1993) pl171.

V M .Lobashov,D M .Kam inker, G I.K harkevich,V A .Kniazkov, N A .Lozovoy,
V A .Nazarenko, L F' . Sayenko, L M . Sm otritsky, and A .I. Yegorov, Nucl Phys.
A 197 (1972) 241.

V A . Knyaz'kov, E A . Kolomenskii, VMA . Lobashov, V A . Nazarenko, A N .
P irozhov, A I. Shablii, E V. Shalgiha, Y V. Socbokv, and A I. Yegorov, Nucl
Phys.A 417 (1984) 209.

ED.Earle,AB.MdDonald,SH .Kidner, ET H.CHliord,JJ.Hill,G H .Keech,
T E.Chupp,and M B.Sdcneider, Can J.Phys. 66 (1988) 534.

J.ADer, R .Hart, E . Jeenike, R.0st, R .W ilson, IG . Shroder, A . Avenir, G .
Bagiev, G .Benkoula, JF .Cavaignac, A . Idrissi, D H . K ocang, and B .V ignon,
Can.J.Phys. 66 (1988) 542.

JF .Cavagnac, B .V ignon and R .W ilson, Phys. Lett. 67B, 148 (1977).

Y .Avishaiand P.G range, J. Phys. G —NucL Phys. 10 (1984) L263.

48



66] B . Heckel, In \The Investigation of Fundam ental Interactions with Cold Neu-
trons",ed.G L .G reene (U S N ationalBureau of Standardspublication 711) p.90;
E G . Adeberger, P roc. Sym posium /W orkshop on P arity V iolation in Hadronic
System s, (TRIUM F Report 873 1987) p 50;

B7]1 M .Avenir, JF .Cavaignac,D H .KoaOAng, B .Vignon,R .Hart,and R .W ilson,
Phys. Lett. B137 (1984) 125.

B8] J. Lang, Th. M aj¥r, R.M uller, F. Nessi-Tedaldi, Th. Roser, M . Sin onius, J.
Srom icki, and W . H aeberli, Phys. Rev. C 34, 1545 (1986) and Phys. Rev. Lett.
54 (1985) 170.

B9] S.Kistryn, J.Lang, J. Liechti, H . Luscher, Th.M af¥r, R .M uller, M . Sin onius,
J.Sm yrski, J. Srom icki, and W . H aeberli, Phys. Lett. B 219 (1989) 58.

60] R E .M ischke, In \H igh Energy Spin P hysics", P roc. 8th Intl.C onf. (M inneapolis,
MN,K J.Hellered.) ATP Conf.Proc.Volumne 187, p 463.

bl] JL.M K bben, AP Conf.Proc. 69 (1981) 830.

62] R . Hennedk, Ch. Jacquem art, J. Lang, R.M uller, Th.Roser, M . Sinonius, F.
Tedaldi, W .Haeberli, and S. Jaccard, Phys. Rev. Lett. 48 (A 1982) 725.

63] T.Roserand M . Sin onius, Nucl Phys. A 442 (1985) 701.
4] M .Simonius AP Conf.Proc.28, (1983) 139.

B5]W M .Kloet, BF.Gibson, G J. Stephenson and E M . Henky, Phys. Rev. C 27
(1983) 2529.

[66] B .D esplanques, JJ.Benayoun, and C .G ignoux, NucL Phys. A 324 (1979) 221.
b7] VA .Vesnaetal., JETP Lett. 38, (1983) 315.

8] V A. Vesna, IS. Okunev, B G . Peskov, E V. Shulgina, A P. Antonov, Yu.
Andzheevski, YuM . G ledenov, M P. M irkov, and YuP. Popov, JETP Lett.
52 (1990) 7.-orighalrefPisma Zh.Eksp.TeorFizA 52, 660 (1990).

9] M M .Nesterov and IS.0kunev, JETP Lett. 48 (1988) 621.

[70] IS. Okunev, In \Time Reversal Invariance and Parity Violhtion in Nuetron
Reactions", W orld Scienti ¢ (Sihgapore, 1994) p.90.

[71] B .D esplanques, Nucl Phys. A 335 (1980) 147.
[72] E G .Adeberger, P. Hoodbhoy, and B A .Brown, Phys. Rev.C 30 (1984) 456.

[73] G .Bizettiand P R .M aurenzig, Nuovo Cimento A 56 (1980) 492.

49



[74] O .Dum itrescu, Nucl Phys. A 535 (1991) 94.

[’75] N .Kniest,M .Horoi, O .D In utrescu and G .C Jausnitzer, Phys. Rev.C 44 (1991)
491.

[76] V J.Zeps,E G .Adeberger, A .Garcia,C A .Gosstt, H E .Swanson, W .H aeberli,
PA.Quin,and J.Srom icki AP Conf.Proc.176, 1989) p.1098.

[771 V J.Zeps et al, Phys. Rev.C (subm ited).

[78] N.Kniest, E.Huttel, E.Pfa , G.Reiter, and G . C lausnitzer, Phys. Rev. C 41
(1990) R1336.

[79] 3. Ohlrt, O.Traudt, and H. W a er, Phys. Rev. Lett. 47 (1981) 475. 2INe
measure P ofgamm a 2789 kev

BO] N.Kniest, E. Huttel, J. Gunzl, G . Clausnitzer, P G . Bizzeti, P R . M aurenzig,
and N . Tuccetti, Phys. Rev.C 27 (1983) 906.

Bl]CA.Bames, M M .Lowry, JM .Davidson, R E.M arrs, F B.M orinigoOA, B.
Chang, E G .Adeberger, and H E . Swanson, Phys. Rev. Lett. 40 (1978) 840.

B2] PG .Bizetti, T F.Fazzini, PR .M aurenzig, A . Perego, G . Poggi, P. Sona, and
N . Tacoetti, Lett. Nuovo Cinento 29 (1980) 167.

B3] G.Ahrens, W .Harfst, JR.Kass, EV .M ason, H . Schober, G .Ste ens, H.W a—
e er, P.Bodk, and K .G rotz, Nucl Phys. A 390 (1982) 496.

B4] SA.Page, HC.Evans, G IT.Ewan, S/P.Kwan, JR . Leslie, JD .M acA rthur,
W .MclLatchie, S-8S.Wang, H-B.Mak, AB.Mdonald, CA.Bames, T K.
A lexander, and E.T H.C1i ord, Phys. Rev.C 35 (1987) 1119;H C .Evans, G .T .
Ewan S-P.Kwan, JR .Leslie, JD .M acA rthur, H B .M ak, W .M cLatchi, SA .
Page, P.Skensved, SS.W ang, A B.M dDonald, C H.Bames, T K .A kexander,
and E.T H.C1l ord, Phys. Rev. Lett. 55 (1985) 791.

B5] M .Bini, T F.Fazzini, G .Poggi, and N . Taccetti, Phys. Rev. Lett. 55 (1985) 795.

B6] EG .Adeberger, M M .Hindi, C D .Hoyk, H E. Swanson, and R D . vonLintig,
Phys.Rev.C 27 (1983) 2833.

B7] K .Elsener, W .G ruebler, V.Konig, P A . Schm elzbach, J.U bridct, R . Vuaridel],
D . Singy, C. Forstmer, and W Z. Zhang, Nucl PhAys. A 461 (1987) 579; K.
Elsener, W . Grueblkr, V.Konig, P A . Schm elzbach, J. U brdt, D . Singy, Ch.
Forstner, W Z.Zhang, and B .Vuaridel, Phys. Rev. Lett. 52 (1984) 1476.

50



B8] K A . Snover, R .vonLintig, E G .Adeberger, H E.Swanson, T A . Trainor, A B.
M dDonald, ED .Eark, and C A .Bames, Phys. Rev. Lett. 41 (1978) 145;ED .
Earle, AB.M dDonald, E G .Adeberger, K A . Snover, H E. Swanson, R . von—
Lintig, H -B.M ak, and C A .Bames, NucL Phys.A 396 (1983) 221.

B9] W C.Haxton, Phys.Rev. Lett. 46 (1981) 698.
O0] C.Bennett, M .Lowry, and K . K rden, Am . Phys. Soc. Bull. 25 (1980) 486.
P11 BA.Brown,W A .Rithterand N S.Godw In, Phys.Rev.Lett.45 (1980) 1681.

P2] C M .Frankle, JD .Bowman, JE .Bush,PPJ.Deheij C R.Gould,D G .Haass,
JN .Knudson, G E .M itchell, S.Penttila, H .Postm a, N X . Roberson, S.J. See—
strom , JJ. Szym anski, SH.Yoo,V W .Yuan, and X . Zhu, Phys. Rev. Lett. 67
(1991) 564.

©3] M B.Johnson, JD .Bowman, and SH .Yoo, Phys. Rev. Lett. 67 (1991) 310.
P41 M J.Musolfand B R .Holstein, Phys. Rev.D 43 (1991) 2956.
P51 W C.Haxton, EM .Henky, and M J.M usolf, Phys. Rev. Lett. 63 (1989) 949.

P61 M C.Noeker, B P.M asterson, and C E.W ieman, Phys. Rev. Lett. 61 (1988)
310.

©7] P A .Frantsuzov and IB .Khrjplovish, Z.Phys.D 7 (1988) 297.

P8] M .Horoi, G .Clausnizer, BA .Brown, and E K . W arburton, to be pA ublished
in Phys.Rev.C ;M .Horoiand B A .Brown, M SU preprint (1994).

P9 R M .Goman and B HJ.M Kellar, M od.Phys. Lett. A1 (1986) 631.
[L00] M J. Igbaland JA N iskanen, Phys.Rev.C 42 (1990) 1872.
[IO01]EM .Henky and F R .KreF, Phys.Rev.D 11 A (1975) 605.

[L02] V B Kopeliovich and L L .Frankfurt, JETP Lett. 22 (1975) 295.
[103] A .Barroso and D . Tadic, Nucl Phys. A 364 (1981) 194.

[L04] J.Andrrzew ski, A D .Antonov, YuM .G kdenov,M P .M itrikov, YuP .Popov,
IS.0Okunev, B G .Peskov, and E V. Shuligim, in \7th Intl. Conf. on Capture
Gamm a Ray Spectroscopy" AP ConfProc. 238, 1991) p.808. —anything new
vs above?

[L05] O N .Em akov, IL.Korikin, P A .Kmphiskii, G A .Lobov, V F . Perepelitsa,
F . StecherRassnussen, and P.K ok, Sov. J.NuclL Phys. 43 (1986) 874.

51



[L06] E G .Adeberger, H E . Swanson, M P.Cooper, JW . Tape, and T A . Trainor,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 34 (1975) 402.

[L07] M . Gari, n \Interaction Studies with Nucki" eds. H . Jochin and B . Zieglr
(N orth Holland 1975) p307; and private com m unication.

[108] \On parity viclation in the -decay of deform ed nucki”, F . Carstoii, O . Du—
m irescu and G . Stratan, Revue Roum anine de Physique 31 (1986) 553.

52



Thisfigure "figl-1.png" isavailablein "png" format from:


http://arxiv.org/ps/nucl-th/9510062v1

Thisfigure "fig2-1.png" isavailablein "png" format from:


http://arxiv.org/ps/nucl-th/9510062v1

Thisfigure "figl-2.png" isavailablein "png" format from:


http://arxiv.org/ps/nucl-th/9510062v1

Thisfigure "fig2-2.png" isavailablein "png" format from:


http://arxiv.org/ps/nucl-th/9510062v1

