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Abstraet. The algebra of U (3) is developed on the basis of the matrices 4, of
Grrr-Maxy, and identities involving the tensors d;;; and f;;, oceurring in their
multiplication law are derived. Octets and the tensor analysis of the adjoint group
SU(3)/Z(3) of 8U(3) are discussed. Various explicit parametrizations of SU(3) are
presented as generalizations of familiar § U (2) results.

1. Introduetion

The aim of this paper is to discuss the algebraic properties of
(I} The Gell-Mann matrices 4,,(§ =1, 2, .. ., 8), [1], which play the
role for S U(3) that the Pauli matrices play for SU(2),
(II) The Gell-Mann tensors f;;, and d;;;, [1], which enter the
multiplication law

Aidy= ~§~ O0i5+ (ojn + tfasn) A (L.1)
of the 4,

(III) Octets or real octet vectors a,(7 = 1, 2, . . ., 8) which transform
according to the adjoint or octet representation of SU(8),

(IV) Special unitary 3 X 3 matrices, i.e. elements of SU(3).

The motivation for the paper stems for the need, [2], of results such
ag are derived, in theories of elementary particles, including current al-
gebra, in which S U (3) or chiral SU(8) x SU(8) is present as an under-
lying symmetry group. The paper itself is in part a review of existing
knowledge, particularly under headings (I) and (II), and in part an
exposition of new results.

It seems that TarsaNNE [3] was the first to give identities amongst
Gell-Mann d and f tensors. Also KaPraw and REsnigorr [2] have con-
sidered such matters and the generalization to 8 U (»). Our discussion of
the 1,, and of d and f tensors is given in section two, and its claimed
merits, apart from various new identities, are as follows. Firstly, all
results are presented in as symmetric a way as possible with a view to
making manifest their entire content, how previous treatments fail to do
this being explicitly indicated. Secondly, SU(3) results are shown to
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separate into two classes: identities in one class being those with exact
8U(n) analogues, for all =, identities in the other being peculiar to
88U (3). We discuss the former, to some extent following Karraw and
ResNigorr [2], at the S U (n) level, so that 8 U (3) results arise by putting
7 == 3. KaPrax and Resnixorr [2] did not consider the second class of
identities at all. When we consider such identities, we follow a general
procedure which could indeed be applied to S U(n} for any =, although
results would no doubt be different in form for other n. This procedure
involves the use of the characteristic equation of an arbitrary element
A = a, Ay of the self representation of the algebra of SU(3); the im-
portant result (2.22) stems directly from use of this equation.

Our discussion under heading (III) is given in section three. It can
alternatively be described as an introduction to the analysis of tensors
which can be built out of octet vectors and which transform according
to representations of the adjoint group 8 U (3)/Z(3). This tensor analysis,
in contrast to that used by Oxuro [4] in his discussion of SU(3), is
hardly discussed at all in the literature. Our discussion emphasizes such
tensors, including invariants, as can be formed out of a single octet
vector. Some aspects of our discussion reflect facts that are quite well-
known in other formulations of SU(8) theory. For example it is very
familiar that, given a single octet vector, @, say, one can build from it
one and only one octet vector, by = d,; @;a; say, linearly independent
of it. What is less familiar but useful information is the explicit expression
of other octet vectors as linear combinations of a; and b,.

In section four, we use the results of sections two and three to study
the explicit parametrization of elements of SU(3), i.e. special or uni-
modular unitary 3 X 3 matrices U. In other words we attempt to write
such U explicitly in the form

U=u0+?:%k}.k

where u;, = aay + fd;;a;0;, for some real octet vector ay, and w4, «,
and § are explicitly given functions of the invariants which can be built
out of the vector a,. Using the exponential and Cayley representations
of unitary matrices we obtain two such explicit forms. In the light of
experience with the corresponding problems for SU(2) our results may
well seern complicated. It is very probable that the nature of our results
simply reflect the inherent complexity of the ST/ (3) situation, but the
possibility of finding a parametrization of more appealing appearance is
not ruled out. A recent paper by Crang and Gursey [5] displays various
parametrizations of U € 8U(2) featuring Pauli in place of Gell-Mann
matrices. Our discussion has been motivated in part by a desire to extend
the work of these authors on chiral 8U(2) x SU(2) to chiral SU(3)
X 8U(3).
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2. Basic Besulfs on d and f Tensors

We are here principally concerned with deriving identities involving
the Gerr-Maxw (1] 8 U (3) tensors d;;;, and f; ;,, which arise in the multi-
plication law (1.1) of the Gell-Mann matrices 1,. The identities in question
are of two distinet types, those which are special (n = 8} cases of results
valid for SU(n), and those which are specific to the SU(8) situation.
We discuss the former class of identities first at the SU (n) level, in such
a way that the required S U (3) results can be read off directly.

We consider the algebra of SU(n), which consists of all » X n
traceless hermitian matrices, and choose as a basis a set of N =n? — 1
matrices V,, 1= 1, ..., N, such that

(Vs Vi) = Te(V,Vy) = 2655 . @1

The normalization fixed by (2.1) means that for SU(2) the ¥, are the
Pauli matrices 7;, and for SU(3) the ¥, are the Gell-Mann 4,.

Since ¥, 1 V;, I and i1 together span the space of all complex n X »
matrices!, it follows that we have a multiplication law of the type

2 .
ViVi=— 0+ @isn+ 1 fisn) Vi (2.2)

where (2.1) has been used to fix the coefficient of the identity. From (2.2)
we obtain

[V'b Vﬁ] =21 fi:r‘?c Vk > (23)
4
(Vi Vi} = “7;52'5 +2d;;5 V5, (2.4)
and
4:?: fiik = Tr[Vi, Vj] Vk y (2.5)
4d’ijk == %{V,” Vf} Vk . (2.6)

It follows easily that f;;, and d,;, are respectively totally antisymmetric
and totally symmetric in ¢, j and &, and, since TeV, = 0 and V,V, is
a multiple of the identity, that

diin="0. (2.7)

The associative property (V,V;) Vi = V (V;V}) of matrix multiplication
gives rise to various d, f identities. To obfain economically a minimal
independent set of such identities, we use

(Ve Vsl Vel + [LV5 Val, VI + [V Vil V1= 0,
{Vo Vit Vil + Vs Vi, Vil + [{Va, Vi), Vi1=0,
Vi Ve Vil =V {Vi: Vi}} — {Vs {Vi, Vii}},

* This fact can be expressed by the useful identity

2
(Vas(Viys = 28250y — -~ Oapdys -



80 A, J. MACFARLANE et al.:

and obtain
fivm fmsx + Fivm fimp + frim fism =0, (2.8)
fetm @mint fiim Qim+ frim Gism= 0, (2.9)
fism frim =“i‘(5m 51— 0:1051) + (dinm iz — Tikm Dsum) - (2.10)
Of these, the last is the generalization of the familiar S U (2) result

Eiim Exim = 0% 051 — 053 Ojr. - (2.1

An alternative derivation of (2.8) and (2.9) is illuminating. Since (2.2)
to (2.6) are invariant under the change

V> UV, Ut UcSU@)

of basis, it follows that d,;, and f;;, are isotropic tensors. However, in
the case of U = 1 + ia,; V, for real infinitesimal a;, this invariance of (2.3)
and (2.4) gives rise directly to (2.8) and (2.9), which are thus expressions
of the isotropy of the f and d tensors.

From (2.3), it can be seen that the f;;, are the structure constants
of 8U (n), and (2.8) is, of course, a well-known general property of struc-
ture constants, Also, since 8 U {n) is compact, a further general property
of structure constants of compact semi-simple Lie groups?® yields the
result

fainfoge =1 851 (2.12)
Now, from (2.10), we obtain
24
dijr digp =811, (2.13)

and along with these last results, we have the obvious result
dijrfisn="0. (2.14)

From here, we can proceed systematically to results involving threefold
produets of d and f tensors, and beyond. We shall however be content
to record the following easily verifiable identities

foiafase rkn = — 5 fiste (2.15)
dyiq fosr frio=— 5 diie (2.16)
Bpiqasr Frin = (%‘%‘) fisn (2.17)
Apiqgir drrp = (‘tzz—zt,;l‘g) disn - (2.18)

2 See, for example, G. Racam [6]. The actual multiple of the Kronecker delta
involved in (2.18) depends on the normalization (2.1) of the V..
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We now specialise to n = 3 to obtain two important relations that
are peculiar to this case. The method to be used, however, is of con.-
siderable generality and can be applied to SU(n), for any =, to yield
results which will correspond to those below but whose form will be
specific to the value of # under consideration.

The method is based on the characteristic equation of a general
element of the algebra of SU(3). Writing such an element in the form

A = ai 2’1 s
we obtain its determinant as

1
det 4 = EN Euy Cauy (az'z'i}cxﬂ (a’j)‘ﬂ')ﬁu (alcllk)ya'

= % Tr(dsdidy + A 2n ) @050y, (2.19)

2
= gdiﬂc Ay Oy lly

using a well-known expansion of ¢,4,, ¢;,,,. Similarly we obtain its charac-
teristic equation as

A3 — a0, A — %d”k a0y = 0. (2.20)

Since the a; are arbitrary we can equate to zero the coefficients of a,a;ay,
symmetrized with respect to 4, 4, k, to obtain®

1 1 2
& (Aididy + five perms) == (8;54, + 055 + i) + 5 digr . (2.21)

We now use (2.2) and (2.8) to grind Eq. (2.21) into the form K44, = 0,
where K, ;,, is an SU(3) tensor. The linear independence of the 4, now
implies that K, ;5 ; == 0; the real part of this equation is

1
Litm Gmin+ Ciim Qimp + Dovm bijm =5 (05506, + 855051 + 3:28;1); (2.22)

the imaginary part just reproduces (2.9).

Note that the distribution of indices on the left-hand side of (2.22)
is identical to that on the left-hand sides of (2.8) and (2.9). It is to be
stressed that the remaining quantity of this nature,

CiimImie + Givmbimn + Ceimbism »

is one for which no simple result exists. That the guantity is non-
vanishing can be checked explicitly; its symmetry properties under per-

® Results equivalent to (2.21) in other formulations of SU(3) theory, but of
less appealing appearance, have occurred in various important contexts. In con-
nection with the mass formula, see OKUBO [4]; in connection with the non leptonic
decays of baryons, and Lee-Sugawara triangle relationship, see Oxuso [7] and
Darrrz [8]; in connection with the Ademollo-Gatto theorem and related matter,
see ADEMOLLO and GarTo [9], and Zaxmarov and Koszarev [10].
8 Commun, math, Phys,, Vol.11
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mutations of 4,7, &, [ prevent it from having an expansion in terms of
Kronecker deltas.

Equation {2.22) can now be used, in conjunction with (2.10), to
obtain the relation

3dia’kquk = éwéiq + 654653) - 6€5§M + fimmfy‘qm + fz‘qua‘mm ’ (2-23)

an expression for the product of two d-tensors analogous to (2.10) for
the product of two f-tensors.

It seems fairly clear that no further identities for d and f tensors
exist that are independent of those given above. We could obtain further
results by considering more complex products; but we leave the matter
here, having obtained results sufficient for our own immediate purposes
and hopefully most others.

Tarsanwne [3] and Karranw and ResNixorr [2] have expressed
results in matrix notation with F; and D;, defined by

(Fj)z‘k = ?’fzak s (Dj)a‘k == ‘Zz‘fzc . (2.24)

Accordingly (2.12) to (2.14) translate into
TeF F; %621 s (2.25&)
TeF,D, =0, (2.25b)
D, D=t s, (2.250)

while {2.15) to (2.18) become

TP, BB =i Fiin» (2.262)
Tr D, F,Fy= 5 dﬁ,c ) (2.261b)
TeD,D,Fy = i o fis, (2.26¢)
TeD,D,D; = —aﬁdm. (2.264)

It would appear that considerable simplification has been achieved, but
this is in fact not really so. For example, (2.26b) hardly makes manifest
the entire content of (2.16), which also translates, using (2.24), into the
identities
w
3
[
‘é’ Dg == ‘Dﬂ F $F » -

Dz‘ = dia‘IcFy‘Fk P
(2.27)

If one translates (2.8) and (2.9) into matrix notation, obtaining
[Fo Fil=1finF, (2.28)
[Fo, Dil =t fi5 Dy » (2.29)
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then, on the one hand, their symmetric appearance has been destroyed,
but, on the other hand, (2.28) implies the well-known general result that
the matrices F; are the matrices of the adjoint representation of SU (n),
and (2.29) implies that the matrices D, related to the F; by (2.27), also
transform according to this representation. Finally, we note that the
important identities (2.10) and (2.23) do not translate into matrix
notation without the introduction of further independent matrices.

3. Tensor Analysis of the Octet Group

It is evident that tensor indices which take on eight values as do
those of the d and f tensors are tensor indices associated with the adjoins
group SU(3)/Z(3) of SU(3) rather than with SU (3) itself. In other
words, just as ordinary Cartesian tensors, with indices taking on three
values, refer to R(3) = SU(2)/Z(2), and spinors, whose indices take on
only two values, refer to S U (2), so here we have tensors associated with
S U (3)/Z(3), which are in fact Cartesian tensors in eight real dimensions,
since S U (3)/Z(3) is isomorphic [11] to a subgroup of R (8), and tensors
associated with §U(3). The tensor analysis based on the latter is well
discussed in the literature [4], [12], whereas that based on the former
is not, probably for lack of the algebraic tools. We wish now to employ
the results of the last section to discuss briefly some aspects of the
analysis of tensors belonging to the octet group 8 U (3)/Z(3).

We begin by considering the “vectors” of the SU(3)/Z(3) group,
which are real eight-vectors, called octets, and which transform according
to the adjoint representation of SU(3). First of all consider the SU(3)
invariants and octets that can be formed if one has at one’s disposal only
a single octet vector a; and the tensors d and §. It is of course well known
that at most two linearly independent octets can be formed. We shall
take these to be a; itself and (a % a);:

(a % &’)i = d‘iik aja;c . (3.1)
It is equally well known that at most two independent 8 U (3) invariants
can be formed, which we take to be
Iy(a) = a;a;, (3.2)
I3(a) = (a % a); a; = d; 3, 0050, . (3.3)
In terms of the notation
{abey = d;s, a;bsey (3.4)

we write I3{a) = {a®) quite often. While the two statements made answer
the questions of principle, it is clear that other octets and SU(3) in-
variants can be written down. To exhibit explicitly how such quantities
can be expressed in terms of the selected basis octets and SU(3) in-
o
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variants is in fact essential for practical purposes. For octets, we note

fisnaa="0, (3.5)
fiiras(a s a)y =0, (3.6)
fisn(@xa);@xa), =0, (3.7
dijp @ (@ * @), = ‘?1,“12(“) @ 3-8)

2 1
Bijn(a * a);la * ay = 5 Iy(a) o, — 5 Iy(a) (a * a); . (3.9)
Of these two are obvious, and three require straightforward use of
identities given in section two. Turning to SU(3) invariants, we use
results of section two, along with (3.8) and (3.9), to derive

(@rap(@say=@aara)) =5 [L@F, (310
(ala+ @) (@ a)) =5 L(a) I,(a), (3.11)
{(axapPy =2 [L@F — 3 [L@F. (3.12)

It is to be noted that unless I;(a) = 0 the octets a; and (o = a); are not
orthogonal. For some purposes it is desirable to replace {a x a); by O,
such that a;0,; = 0, and it follows from (3.2) and (3.8) that the choice

0, = Iy(a) a; — Iy(a) (@ * a); , (3.13)
satisfies the orthogonality condition. We note that
1
0,0,= 1@ {5 L@P — Us(@P}- (314)

Now both 0,0; and I,(a), being the norms-squared of real octet vectors,
are positive definite; hence (3.14) implies*

+L@F— L@PSO. (3.15)

A further consequence of (3.5) to (3.7) that may be worth noting is as
follows. In contexts in which one has a single real octet vector a;, all
3 X 3 matrices are of the form M = « + [fa;+ y(a *a);] A; where
«, B, v are functions of I,(a) and I4(a), and accordingly commutative.
To see this, note [M, M'] involves only terms like Sy’ 29,5, a;(0 * a); Ay
which vanishes in view of (3.6). We now go on to consider the general
tensor representation of §U(3)/Z(3). In general, a tensor T,y ... will
carry an irreducible representation of § U (3)/Z(3) if and only if

1. its indices have irreducible permutation symmetry,

2. all contractions which can be formed using Kronecker deltas and
d and f tensors, are zero.

¢ The fact that the cubic (2.20) necessarily has three real roots for any octet
vector g, likewise yields the result (3.15).
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We do not attempt a general discussion, but illustrate using simple
examples. Given a general tensor 7';; of second rank, we know, of course,
on the basis of

8x 8->1+8+8+10+10+27,

what irreducible tensors can be built from its components. Explicitly we
find, using the results of section two in the consideration of contractions,
that the irreducible constituents of the symmetric part of T, are

Tii> (1 component),
”;j (T + Ty2) dijk ; (8 components)
1
) (sz + 7T z) dz:l dlmk 2 (ka + T?cm) TfD:D ?

(27 components),

while those of the antisymmetric part are

1
"2‘* (T:;— T4 fmc , (8 components),

1
Tw az) E3 féilflmkE(ka" T?{:m),
(20 components) .

It is noteworthy that the last tensor cannot be split up into two parts
(corresponding to the 10 and 10 in the antisymmetric part of 8 X 8)
without discussion of a conjugation operation, a matter not taken up
here. In the special situation wherein there is only a single octet vector
at one’s disposal, so that 7',; = a;a;, only the symmetric part exists and
we have I,(a), (1 component) ,

{a=a), {8 components) {(3.16)
3 1
@305 — 5 Qi@ * a),— 5 0iils(a).

In further illustration, we consider a question which arose in the authors’
study [2] of chiral SU(3) x SU(3) dynamics: how many independent
symmetric second rank tensors can be built when only a single octet
vector @, is at one’s disposal. It is not hard to convince oneself that the
following are a minimal set of such tensors:

04 ijne, @05, dijplo  a)y

a;(a x a); + a;(a * a);, (@ * a);(a * a); . 317)

Tensors such as

dipk da‘qk Gply, fiazk fiqlc Qptty »
efc. can be expressed as linear combinations of those in the set (3.17),
using identities given in section two. Similarly, one may show that a
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minimal sef of antisymmetric rank two tensors built out of a single real
octet vector is

fisu@m foin(@ % @)p, @3(a % @); — a;(@ % @), 4y g @y fiqr (@ a), . (3.18)

4. Special Unitary 3 x 3 Matrices

‘We wish here to give generalizations to S U (3) in terms of Gell-Mann
matrices of certain familiar representations of elements of S U (2) in terms
of Pauli matrices.

It is well-known that any special unitary matrix U can be written
in the form I — gid @1

with 4 hermitian, to make U unitary, and traceless, to ensure det U = 1.
In the 2 X 2 case, writing
A=a-T, (4.2)

and putting @ = 0 n, where n%= 1, so that a@* = §% one easily develops
U=cos§2+isinb27 -n. 4.3)

An alternative description of any unitary matrix is the Cayley or rational
representation. This allows almost any unitary matrix U to be written
in terms of a hermitian matrix B in the form

U=(1+iB)(l1—iB)? (4.4)

the two factors being commutative. In the two by two case, the corre-
sponding U is unimodular if and only if B is traceless. In this case
writing B = b - T one converts {4.4) into the form
1-bt 4 2ib 7

14 b2
At the SU(2) level, relationships between different parametrizations are
easily seen, and we may alternatively write any U € SU(2) in the form

U= (4.5)

U=c¢,+ie-T (4.6a)
in terms of real quantities ¢,, ¢ subject to
G+ et=1. (4.6D)

We wish here to consider the problem of parametrizing special unitary
3 X 3 matrices, i.e. elements of S U (3). The problem is very much harder
than the SU(2) problem in view of the fact that the algebra of Gell-
Mann matrices, involving d-tensors, is much more complicated than that
of the Pauli matrices.

We discuss in turn the use of the exponential and Cayley representa-
tions of U ¢ SU(3) and the (not completely successful) search for a result
analogous to {4.6).
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First consider the exponential form (4.1) with 4 traceless and
written as
A =azk,. 4.7

We wish, in as close analogy as possible with (4.3), to express U in
the form
U=uy+ 1 u3hs (4.8)
where
Uy = 2y, + y{a * a), (4.9)

with u,,  and y given explicitly as functions of the invariants I, = a,a,,
I; = (a*). A direct approach, based on manipulation of the series expan-
sion of ¢4 and use of the characteristic equation

A —LA-21,—0 (4.10)

of 4, quickly becomes unmanageable. An alternative approach consists
of two steps, first, computation of uy= %Tr U as a function of I, and

I, and second, caleulation of z and y in terms of u,. The first step is easy
to perform but leads to a complicated result. Leb @, (x =1, 2, 3) be the
three real latent roots of 4, i.e. solutions ¢ = ¢, of

¢~ Iyg— 2 Iy=0, (11
given explicitly [13] in terms of I, and I; by means of
1
@ = 2(1,/3)\/? cosg (y + 2ma), a=1,23, (4.12a)

cos g = /3 I, (I)~3"~. (4.12b)
It then follows that

uoz.é_TrUzémze""’a. (4.13)
To compute x and y of (4.9), we develop

Uy = — ~;—TI'M,CU

1 ) .
= — '2—Tr %a_k (ezA)
. (4.14)
_ I 19, 0@,
— 5 ?3 By *
and using (4.7) get
e _ 2(@o Op + dis3 0:0y) (4.15)

day 3,2~ 1,
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Hence the quantities x and y of (4.9) can be identified as
=3 g, =Bp2— L), (4.16)

y=—Y %32~ I, (4.17)

and, in virtue of (4.12), the desired expression for U of form (4.1) with
{4.7) has been obtained. While the result with uy, %, y given as complex
and complicated functions of I, and I; may seem disappointing as
a generalization of (4.3) for S U (2), it seems clear that there is no explicit
parametrization of § U (3) which will not involve the solution of a cubie
(if not even a sixth order) equation.

Turning now to the rational or Cayley representation (4.4) ofa 3 x 8
unitary matrix U, we do not assume B to be necessarily traceless but

rather set B=by+ Jby, (4.18)

and see what the restriction detU = 1 implies. If any 3 X 3 unitary
matrix U is written in the form (4.8) with u,, u; in general complex, then
directly one obtains

et U = g + g — -5 U . (4.19)
Applying this to the consequence
det(l — i B) = det(l + i B)

of det U = 1, we deduce that b, must be a function of the invariants
I,, I, which can be built out of b, which obeys®

2
bo® =bo(lp + 3) — 5 I3, (4.20)
and that deb (1 — iB) = 1+ I, — 3. 4.21)
From (4.20), it follows that det U = 1 and by = 0 require I; = 0. In order
to make practical use of the Cayley representation we need to be able
to obtain (1 — ¢ B)~! explicitly in the form

(1 —iB)t=cy+ic,ly, (4.22)

where 0 = by + By biby (4.23)
Directly one obtains

— (1 — by O, (4.24)

B=iO1, (4.25)

0 = [-g(l — 3iby) +%«Q] 01, (4.26)

8 The condition that (4.20) have three real roots can be directly shown to be
2
satisfied, since the condition that 23 = [,z + T I, have three real roots is satisfied.
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where 2 = det (1 —iB) =1+ I, — 3b,%. Now, since

U=2(1—-iB)y1-1
it follows that

U= 5 (1—3ib) Q1 — 5+ 2i %
(1 —4bg) by + id 520,01 271

(4.27)

Thus again we are lead to a parametrization of SU(3) based on a single
real vector b, wherein scalar quantities involved are given explicitly in
terms of the invariants formed from b, only after a cubic equation has
been solved. It would seem however that the Cayley approach leads to
a more manageable final result than the exponential form. Result {4.27)
shows clearly how restrictive on U is the condition by, = 0 in (4.14), since
by = 0 implies Tr U real.
Finally we consider the possibility of expressing a matrix U € SU(3)
in the form
U=fo+ g, + tAulfx + i92) » (4.28)
where
9s=af; + ydisy f51x (4.29)

and expressing f,, gy, « and y in terms of the invariants J,, J5 which can
be built out of f,. To handle this problem, we write unitary U as

U = Yy + ivklk (4:.30)
and, as for (1 — ¢ B)~, find

U-1= (det U)”l ['002 + %);"Uk*v;c et A’k (ivo’vk 4 d”k'vi?),«)] .
Putting det U = 1, and equating U-* to

UT == 'UO* — i?)k*}"k
yields the equations

vk = v ? + —;—vkvk , (4.312a)
V¥ = VU — 2y U; Y (4.31b)

When we put v, = f; + ig, vy, = f;, + 19y, With g, given by (4.29), (4.31)
yields in fact six equations for f,, g,, # .y in terms of J, = fi.fr, J5 = (.
Of these four are independent:
2
I=fo—gox+354Js,

0= —g,y+ 22,
2 (4.32)
“‘xzfox““‘go']‘??/(xJz"f‘?/Ja)»

2
= go= 2fog0 + 5 @I+ yJs),
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and the other two are consequences thereof, No better result than the
following was obtained : x and y are given by

@ =go(l+3f)"" y=2(1+3f)" (4.33)
in terms of f,, g, which are related to J,, J; by

1+ 370 (L= fo) = 5 Ta— g0 (4.342)

2
300(L+3f) =~ 2 [0’ —Tago+ 5 5] . (434b)

Elimination of f,, ¢, from (4.34) leads to equations of sixth order for
fo oF g, (and hence for z, y). 1t is of course possible that a more attractive
answer exists — various other possibilities have been considered. Eq.
{4.33) provides a useful check on results for the exponential or Cayley
representations.
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