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Current-algebra sum rules for the structure functions W, and W; which occur in neutrino
scattering because of the nonconservation of the axial-vector current are derived and used
to get information about the scaling behavior of W, and W;. This information together with
the light-cone analysis is used to determine the scale dimension of the chiral-symmetry-

breaking Hamiltonian.

I. INTRODUCTION

The purpose of this paper is to discuss some
sum rules based on current-algebra techniques
for the structure functions W, and W; which appear
in high-energy neutrino scattering due to noncon-
servation of the axial-vector current. The sum
rules provide information about the scaling be-
havior of these structure functions. This informa-
tion is then correlated through light-cone analysis
to the scale dimension of the chiral-symmetry-
breaking term in the Hamiltonian. In this way one
is able to get information® about the scale dimen-
sion of the chiral-symmetry-breaking Hamiltonian.

If broken scale invariance is a useful concept
and SU(3)x SU(3) is assumed to be an approximate
symmetry of strong interactions, then it is possi-
ble to write the Hamiltonian density as?

H=0,4,=64, + 6 +e€u, (1.1)

where 8, is both chiral- and scale-invariant and
has the scale dimension -4, A6 is chiral-invariant
(but violates scale invariance) with scale dimen-
sion /5> -4, and eu violates both chiral and scale
invariance and has the scale dimension [,> -4.
Thus

[D(0), u(0)] =i1,u(0),

where D(0) is the dilation operator. Now the di-
vergence of the axial-vector current A;, is given
by (we shall confine ourselves to the hypercharge-
conserving currents so that 8, V;, =0)

83\Ay =—i[F?,04,] = —ie[F, ul. (1.3)

(1.2)

Further one can easily see by using Egs. (1.1), (1.2),

5

and (1.3) and the Jacobi identity that
[D,a)Aj)‘]=ilua;\Aj)\, (1.4)

so that 9,4, has the same dimension J, as the eu

term in Eq. (1.1). It is very desirable to measure

I, since we will then get information about the
chiral-symmetry-breaking Hamiltonian. One way
to get information about J, is to study such pro-
cesses in which 3,4,, is directly involved. Thus
one can get information about /, by studying in the
deep-inelastic region of neutrino scattering the
structure functions W, and W,, which are the ones
which appear in the neutrino scattering because of
the nonconservation of the axial-vector current and
are defined more precisely in the next section.
The idea is that if W, and W, scale (v -, x=¢%/mv
fixed) as

VW, (v, q% — F(x),

V=

VPWs(V) qz) ‘—>F5(X),

V=

(1.5)

then p can be related to the scale dimension of the
chiral-symmetry-breaking term in Hamiltonian.
This is due to the fact that if the scaling limit ex-
ists, it can be related to the light-cone (2%-0)
analysis in configuration space.® The light-cone
expansion can be described in terms of the scale
dimension [,. This relationship between p and I,
was studied by Fritzsch and Gell-Mann* and by
Mandula ef al.® However, to get information about
p directly from experiments is not possible at pres-
ent and is unlikely in the near future. It is, there-
fore, very desirable to find information about p
from other theoretical considerations. We show
that one gets information about p and hence about
1, by studying the current-algebra sum rules for
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the structure functions W, and W, which are de-
rived in the appendix. Our analysis shows that:

(i) If leading behavior [given in Eq. (1.5)] with
respect to v for W, and W, cancels in the linear
combination

D(v, ¢%) =(q®)*W,(v, ¢®) - 2mvq*W,(v, ¢%), (1.6)

so that D(v, ¢?) has a sharper falloff than that im-
plied by noncancellation, then there are two pos-
sible values of I,, I,=-2 and -3.

(ii) I the leading behavior for W, and W; in
D(v, q?) does not cancel then [, = -3.

II. SUM RULES

We define (with v==p- q/m)

uf%&ﬂ)’%fd‘z e ' (plJ,(2),T,0)]] p)

_2,”Wup <Pu qu)( u—Pq. >+21’W yuaBpan
; 5 7 1
+21rW'1”<6,_“,—q;Z")+21rW,',”%+21rW§’(puqu+puqu)? , (2.1)

A,=L@emk fd 12 e7 Kp| (5,7, (2), 7, (0)] | p)

1 1 .
=21W} vp zzq qu+21rW”’ 21q ( u+pq2qq,,>,
(2.2)

A=tenrl fatemiewpla,0,02),0,700) 1)
=21Wit = z(q“)"’+21rW"’ 13 a*2p-q

—217 2D (g% v), (2.3)

where J; =V, 2, +A ), 2, is the hypercharge-con-
serving weak hadronic current; J,=J}(1 -26,,)
and 8,J,=8,A,,,,. The structure functions W;

satisfy the following crossing relations:
W?’(V’ qz =-W=}’("V, qz)’ i:1y2’3:4
= 2.4)
wit(v, ¢%) =W2P(-v,q?) (

For fixed g%, we have the following sum rule
which is derived in the Appendix.

2 00 o ’
—f Wé(”(v’,qz)dV’+2f W, q)dv'=8,
mdJo o ¢

(2.5)

where 8 =(p,/m)(21)%(p|S|p) is the operator part
of the Schwinger term defined as

®1175(2,0),7,0)] | p)
=-i<pis|p>xa—iostz)+4<p|ﬂ|p>6*(z>

(2.6)
and

Wi, a®) =Wikv, a*) +Wik(v, ¢%),
VW'(H(V q2)=VW(+)_mEB;(q2) v ag(0)-1
2 ’ 2 (- m

. . v ai(0)-1
Wi v, ¢ =W/ ’—mZBé(qz)C;) ’
i

where «; is the trajectory with natural parity and
even charge conjugation evaluated at ¢t =0 and with
a,(0)>0.

Using Eq. (1.5) and the fact that

wW (v, ¢%) — Fy(x),

V>

, (2.7)

we get from Eq. (2.5)

2 /1 \7F (271 \"P+11
lim — f_) F'(”(
) LR xmwe

2 (21
= f -x—,F;(~”(x)dx=8. (2.8)
()]

m

The corresponding sum rule for the conserved
current is

2 rzl +)
— | SF;"* A y)dx =8. 2.9)
m Jo xz 2 (x)dx (

The comparison of Eqgs. (2.8) and (2.9) suggests
that in the Bjorken scaling limit, the nonconserved
pieces W, and W, should fall off faster than the
conserved piece W, which scales as vW, - F,(x).
This means that the conserved part of the axial-
vector current behaves in the same manner as
the vector current in the scaling limit. One then
obtains

p>1 (2.10)

and

p=1 (2.11a)



lon

2
f %F;(*‘(x)dx =0 (2.11b)
0

The possibility (2.11) is excluded by considering
the following sum rule (derived in the Appendix):

%wag“)(w,qz)duea, (2.12)
where @ is defined by (8,J,=8,4,, ;3,)
(p112,d,(2,0),5,(0)] ) =i<p|w(0)lp>63(z)
@ oD
(2.13)

Using Eq. (1.5), we have from Eq. (2.12), in the
scaling limit,

2 -p+2
lim 2(q=)-p+zf (;'n'l}) FI¥(x)dy =@ . (2.14)
[\]

2w

It follows from (2.14) that
p=2, (2.15)

which is consistent with (2.10) and excludes
(2.11a), (2.11b).

We now discuss another set of sum rules which
reinforce the previous conclusions about the
power p in Eqgs. (2.10) and (2.15). In addition one
obtains sum rules involving longitudinal cross
sections in neutrino scattering. Now ¢2?= - g,?
=g?% - 1?, where in the rest frame of the nucleon
g, =v and we have put g=|§|. Assuming an un-
subtracted dispersion relation in v for fixed g, we
can derive sum rules for the structure functions
W;. We get the following sum rules (sum rules
are derived in the Appendix; W =W?? + W??):

2 b + 5 ’ 2 ° r = ’
%j; W, g)dy +-r—n—zj; VW, g)dy
+2f_:—' Vi, g)dv'=8, (2.16)
i mw(-) ' Fdv'+2 Z Y = =0 2.1
5 S0, gdv'+ Vv, g)dv'=0, (2.17)
m- Jo 0
where we have defined

v v ‘1
F(W2 +;I—3 W,-W, E; Vi,

1 /2
F(F Wa—W1>5 V,.

In the scaling limit x =q%/mv is fixed, therefore
g— ~ such that

(2.18)

(2.19)
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Also we note that in this limit [with Fy(x)
=F,(x) - xF1(x)]

1
—VL(V q)- szL(X)’—’q(l_z)()ﬂaL(X)
) ) (2.20)
— 14
Vz(V’q)"‘;ZFz-m‘_qul qmzszL(X)

Now using the variable x and Egs. (2.7) and (2.19),
we can express the sum rules (2.16) and (2.17) as
follows:

-0 2 -0
tim -2 [ (@) F{ (x)dx - = f (@ F§(x)dx
e 2 m

-2f ng+>(de 28, (2.21)

hm——f @~ F{7(0dx
7w
2 "~1 (=)
—;f —(1 - 3)07(x)dx =0. (2.22)
2

Using causality and a method similar to that used
by Stack® for the electromagnetic current we can
write

FE"”’(x)=0, -2>y> -
FPP(xX) =FP(~x), 2>x> -2
o22(x) = -o2(~x) 2>x>-2 (2.23)
Fzg"”(x) =0, -2>y> -

FZ(x) =(-1F»(-x),
Fi(x) =(-1)P*'FP(-x), 2>x>-2.

Note that as y— —x, §— —g. Using Egs. (2.23), we
can write the sum rules (2.21) and (2.22) as fol-
lows:

. _ L 4 _ [
lim 4(47)"f0 FU()dx +—(g)* “f F{P(x)dx
[\]

T

2
+4f Fi)y)dy =28 , '(2.24a)
L TE (x)dx

tim 2@ f FO(dy += f —a‘ )y =0.
(2.24b)

The corresponding sum rules for the conserved
current are

2 4
4[ Fy)dy =28, 2.25a
A mxz L (X) X ( )

2
..% _l_o( )(x)dx 0.

7)., mx (2.25Db)

The sum rule (2.25a) for neutrino-nucleon scat-
tering is the analog of the sum rule obtained by
several authors’ for electron-nucleon scattering.
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The sum rule (2.25b) is a new sum rule for neu-
trino-nucleon scattering. The sum rule (2.25b)
can also be obtained by combining Adler and
Bjorken sum rules® in the scaling limit. However,
our derivation shows that the sum rule (2.25%) is
model-independent in the sense of model depen-
dence of the equal-time commutation relation ap-
pearing in the Bjorken sum rule. Comparison of
Eqgs. (2.24a) and (2.25a), and of Eqs. (2.24b) and
(2.25b), does not give any better restriction on p
than given by (2.10) and (2.11a). Indeed such a
comparison of Eqs. (2.24a) and (2.25a) gives p>1
and p=1if

2

[ Fi0oax=0, p=1 (2.262)

[v]
while that of Eqs. (2.24b) and (2.25b) gives p=>1
and p =0 if

2

[ Fowac=0, p=0. (2.26b)

(4]
However, the possibilities 0 < p <1 implied by
Eqgs. (2.26a) and (2.26b) are excluded by the re-
sult p =2 obtained on the basis of sum rule (2.14).

Finally we discuss sum rules which involve

D(v,q). Such sum rules (derived in the Appendix)
are

2f”V'D(+) - 2f°°—z )y =
— | —= V', q)dv’ +— W (v, q)dv' =@,
2), 77 (Y m), TWs q

(2.27a)
iwl(-);—liw,(-)/- r—
mZL q,zD (v', g)dv +m.l;, VW, g)dv'=0.
(2.27p)
We now assume that in the scaling limit
WD (v, q) - (x), (2.28)

so that Egs. (2.27a) and (2.27b) give

lim ifz(‘_])_pl_l_(p(n(x)dx
ToeMJy my

q >

2
+4 f (@~ FP(x)dx =2@, (2.29a)
(1)

lim ifz(t—l)""l—l—¢(')(x)dx
TMJo myx

q =

+4 f 2(ﬁ)"”FQ"(x)dx =0. (2.29b)
(4]

Let us now consider the two cases mentioned in
the Introduction:

(i) If the leading behavior with respect to v for
W, and W, cancels in the linear combination D[cf.
Eqgs. (1.6) and (2.28)] so that D(v, ¢2) has a sharper
falloff than that implied by the noncancellation,
then p,>p—2. Then Eq. (2.29b) gives p>1 and
p=11if

5
]:F;"(X)dx =0, p=1 (2.30a)
while Eq. (2.29a) gives p =2 and the sum rule
2 fo Fdx =@, p=2 (2.30D)

i.e., the sum rule (2.14).

(ii) If the leading behavior for W, and W, in
D(v, q?) does not in general cancel, we have from
Egs. (1.6), (1.5), and (2.28)

D(v, q®) = v™?1¢(x) =m® 2 *[x2F,(x) - 2xFs(X)],
(2.31)

so that p, =p -2. Then Eq. (2.29b) gives p>1 and
p=1if

f FO6) - FO) dx=0, p=1 (2.32)

while Eq. (2.29a) gives, on using Eq. (2.31), p=2
and the sum rule

2
2f XF{(0 - FP(0]ldx =@, p=2  (2.33a)
V]
which, on using Eq. (2.14), gives
2
foi”(x)dx=@, p=2. (2.33b)
)

The sum rules (2.26a) for p=1, (2.26b) for p=0,
(2.30a) for p=1, and (2.33b) for p=2 are the same
as have been obtained by Lee and Mandula® by dif-
ferent considerations. However, the possibilities
0 <p <1 implied by Egs. (2.26a), (2.26b), (2.30a),
and (2.32) are excluded by the result p =2 obtained
on the basis of sum rule (2.14) which is not con-
tained in Ref. 9. We may mention that in Ref. 9 it
has not been possible to pin down the value of p
which determines the scaling behavior of W, ;
while in our case the sum rule (2.14) fixes p=2.

We note that the term @ on the right-hand sides
of Egs. (2.14) and (2.33a), (2.33b) is the nucleon
matrix element of the so-called ¢ term which gives
information about chiral symmetry breaking, and
therefore the sum rules (2.14) and (2.33a), (2.33b)
can in principle give information about this term
when one will have experimental information about
Wys.

We may also note that Egs. (2.33a) and (2.33b)
imply

j: [XF${P() = 2F$(x) ] dx =0. (2.34)
Now from the positivity conditions for structure
functions
q* W, -2mW, >0 (2.35a)

so that for p=2, we have from Egs. (1.5), (2.31),
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and (2.35a)

XF{O(x) - 2F{M(x) = 0. (2.35Db)
Hence Eq. (2.34) implies
XF&() =2F() - (2.36)

III. LIGHT-CONE ANALYSIS

We now relate p and p, with [, by the light-cone
analysis. In configuration space, we can write
Eq. (2.2) as

3 ( 21r)3 #ll6,J,@&), 7,0)]p)

= (-32)< v +Px5 : 8,,) # 20Ws(p- 2, 2%)

+(=8%)(-ia, ) s21W,(p+ z,2%). (3.1)
Thus
[6,d,(2),7,(0)]
=-8%,0,(2,0) - (8%6,,+9,9,)6,,(2,0).
(3.2)
We write'?
04(2,0) =3 E (2, c,)wi(z,0),
" (3.3)

95) zZ, 0 Z;E zZ, c)wﬁ)\(z 0)

where E (z,c,) and E,(z, c,) are singular c-number
functions and the w’s are operators. Using the
scale transformation z - pz, it is easy to see that
E,(z,c,) and E (z, c}) are homogeneous functions

En(p_lz) Cn) =p_c"En(z’ cn) )

, 3.4
E(p7'z,c})=p"E (2, ¢}), -4
where

Cn=l+ 1= 1,7+3, (3.5)

ch=l+l=1,n+2.

Here I, is the scale dimension of 8,J,, [, the scale
dimension of the current J,, which we take to be
-3, and l,n and [,p are the scale dimensions of
wji and wi,, respectively. The heart of the light-
cone expansions is that we can write

-i€z,)""?] wii(z,0),
(3.6)

657(2,0) =1 [(2% +iez,)n'? = (2% - i€z,)°"2] w2y (2, 0) .

04(2,0) = [(22 +iez,)n'? - (22

By a Taylor expansion near z =0, we have

wi(z,0) = Z}z“ "2 --z“w,g")“l“Z'““k(O),

3.7

wix(z,0) Z}z“ wg 't 2y w(")”l“z “Hr(0).

Following Fritzsch and Gell-Mann* we assume
that operators wj and w}, have dimensions I < -J
-2, where J corresponds to the Lorentz index of
the operator (e.g., J=0 and 1, respectively, for
w, and w;y). Thus we exclude operators which do
not satisfy this rule (for example, a single oper-
ator ¢, with I=-1, J=0). Therefore we have in
general l,p=-7 (r>2) and [,n=~1-7. Hence
we have from Egs. (3.5)

c,=l,+r=-2d,

of z of degree ¢, and ¢/, i.e., cp=l,+r=-2d. (3-8)
We note that

<plz>zu1 byt .zunwin)ulﬂz- "(0)|P> (217)3(72"1}_) Ef(p z)"= 2f4(p'z):

(3.9)

PlD 220y 2,005 0| 93 o (B) Do 27pr =2 1o iy

Hence, we get, using Egs. (3.1), (3.2), (3.3), (3.6), (3.8), and (3.9),
. 2y _ . 1 1
27TW4‘5(‘1) zZ,2 )—2Trf4‘5(1’ z) [(z2+2'€20)a _(zz —iezo)” (3.10)

Now
W‘l,s(q b, q2) = fd“z e-l'a .EW‘l.s(p *z, 22)
and we thus obtain

4,5(‘1 b, (Ia)

-2
~ rz:; ( ) f_wdl AL-d gimdr2 yix )‘/zf‘n,s(l)- (3.11)
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Hence we have finally

Vz_dwa,s(vy 9% — ng(x) ’

V>

so that [cf. Eqs. (1.5) and (3.8)]
p=2-d=2+3(,+7).

|on

(3.12)

(3.13)

Similarly writing the relation (2.3) in configuration space, we have

1( 211)3 plle,d,62),0,7, (0)]Ip>-—2D(p z,2%).

The light-cone expansion then gives

(3.14)

L P2 (pl[0,4,(2),2,7,0)] 1) = [

(2% +iezg)h ~ (22

—iez)n1

R O

_[ 1
T (2% +iez)®t T (2% -

Thus

—i€z,)"

] 21 ¢ (6 2). (3.15)

dy-2
D(p-gq, q2)=fd‘ze'“ D(p-z,2%) ~ 21— —ir (mu>1 f A NI Thef TR XA (3)

Ve r(d)

giving
V"D, ¢%) ;=% o), (3.16)

where
21, +7' ==2d,. (3.17)

We have assumed that the scale dimension of w is
-J-7r"=-7" (' 22). Comparing with Eq. (2.28),
we have

p=2-d,=2+1,+37". (3.18)
Now using Eq. (3.12), we have
W, @) =[(@VYW (v, &) - 2mv W (v, ¢°)]
=m*x*W (v, ¢%) - 2xW (v, ¢*)]
o~ mPVER(X) - 2xFs(0)]- (3.19)

Equation (3.19) holds if the leading behavior of
W, s as given in Eq. (3.12) does not cancel in
D(v, ¢%). We now consider two cases.

(1) The leading behavior of W, ¢ given in Eq.
(3.12) cancels in D(v, ¢%), so that D(v, ¢?) falls off
faster than implied in Eq. (3.19). In this case, the
simplest possibility* is to take » =2 so that we
have, from Egs. (2.15) and (3.13), [,=-2. How-
ever, if we take =3, then [, would be -3; =>4
is not possible since then [, would be <-4.

Within this case we now discuss the implication
of the sum rule (2.29a). Since D(v, ¢°) falls off
faster than implied in Eq. (3.19), it follows from
Eq. (2.29a) that p,>p—2. Then from (3.13) and
(3.18) one has

,>-4+(r-7"), (3.20)

giving r =2 7’.

(2) If the leading behavior for W, and W, in
D(v, ¢?) does not cancel so that D(v, ¢°) falls off as
v—- in the way given by Eq. (3.19), then from
Eqgs. (3.16) and (3.19)

~2+d,=d
or
L==4+(r-7"). (3.21)

Since we want /,> -4, » must be greater than »’.
If we take* »’ =2, then we get from (3.21)

r=1,+6. (3.22)

Substituting Eq. (3.22) in Eq. (3.13) and using Eq.
(2.15), we obtain I, =-3. If we assume that the
fractional dimensions are not admissible, then the
value /,=-3 is unique in the sense that any other
value of ' greater than 2 is not possible. For ex-
ample 7’ =3 would give [, =- 1 while »'>3 would
give [, < -4.

Recently Brown'? has obtained the result [,= -3
using a different analysis for d,.
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APPENDIX: DERIVATION OF THE SUM RULES

1. Fixed-¢® sum rules

Define:

Fy, = o) BB, =@ Bai [ atz e oa)p19,(2),, 0)])

=[Blpypy +Bz(qppu +qupp) +Bsqp qu ~+B46py +C€p uaﬂpan] ’ (A]-)
F, = (27)° %F,{ =(27) ‘:ﬁnii f d*z e ' 0(z,)(p 8,4, (2),7,(0)] p)
=i(Cp, +C2q,), (A2)
F= @0 Bp=@ap By (a2 emv oeo)p 18,4, (2,0, 7,0)] . (A3)
Correspondingly we can write
Ayy =[01p,by +55(a,b, +4,0,) +534,0, +b,0,,, +Ce,yeaPods) s (A4)
A, =i(c1py +c3q,) . (A5)
From Egs. (A.1) and (A.2) we have
iq,F =i fd“z e™'% 6(z,)(p 0,5, (), T, (0)]Ip) +i fd"z e™'%6(2o)(p [Jy, T 1(0)]Ip)
=F, +4i(p Wi p) +iCpISIp)g; » (A6)
~ig,F, =i [d eI 0z )p119,9,(2), 8,7, )~ [ %2 e 6(zp)plla, 5, (2), T,0)]p)
—Fre™ 1
BN (A7)
r
where J; = Vy; +Ag; and (21)*(po/m)p W3 |p) = p,/m. -mvC,+¢*C,=F +@, (A12)
Also, we have o2
. -mvc, + =A=—D.
“IuAuu =A,, (A8) ! qzcz m? (A13)
-ig,A, =A. (A9) Now the comparison of Eqs. (A4), (A5), and (A13)
ith :
From Eqs. (A6) and (A8), we have ;vilvesthe corresponding Egs. (2.1), (2.2), and (2.3)
-mvB, +¢*B,=C,+4/m , m?b, = 21, ,
(A10)
-mVB, +q*B; +B,=C, +8§ , by=21W,,
2
-mvb, +¢?b, =c,, Cgmﬂzwa,
(A11)
mic, _
-mvb, + @by +by=c,, qz_l‘ =21W,, (A14)
where 27 my 27

m 1

b @1° 8 =(plslp).

Equations (A7) and (A9) give rd
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27 v 27w
bs =;n—2W4 +? 27w, ——qz—l .

If we assume unsubtracted dispersion relations in
v for fixed ¢* for the amplitudes B,, B,, and C,
and B,, B,+¢’B,, and C,, we get the following sum
rules from Eqs. (A10) and (A11):

m (7 o, ,=_4_

= [ oy = (A15)
and

%j bI (v, P)dv’ =8 . (A16)

Similarly from Egs. (A12) and (A13) we get the
sum rule

%f vc’f”(v’, v’ =@ . (A17)

Thus, using Eqs. (A14) and the crossing relations
(2.4), we get the sum rules

f WO (', @)y’ =2 (A18)
0
and
2 o o ’
= J W(;)(Vl’qz)dul +ZJ V—ZVV(;)(V',qz)dV' =8,
m Jo o 4

(A19)

v | e, av-a, (420)

where
1) _yyTp vp
Wi =wi? +W;?.

We recognize that (A18) is the Adler sum rule.?
The assumption of unsubtracted dispersion rela-

tions may not be applicable to the amplitudes

¢°B,; + B, and C,. However if B, +¢°B, has Regge

asymptotic behavior

—imoyg

—Z_) B{(qz)vai(o) 1+e

sinta; ’

then it is possible to construct a modified function
B, +q°B} such that

l+e
B.+¢B.=B,+¢@B i a;(0)
A+ @'Bi=B,+d'By +iEB (@) sinma;(0) ’

(A21)

-ina0)

for which we can assume an unsubtracted disper-

sion relation. Similarly we can construct a modi-
fied function C}. Hence instead of (A19) and (A20),
we get the sum rules (2.5) and (2.13).

In deriving the above sum rules we have taken
the point of view that the only fixed poles present
are those dictated by the Ward identities (A10) and
(A12) where their residues 4/m, 8, and @ are de-
termined by the equal-time commutation relations
appearing in (A6) and (A7). As a justification of
this point of view we may mention that, as seen
above, it has given the Adler sum rule (A18). Had
there been fixed poles in addition to what is dic-
tated by the Ward identity (A10) in case of the Ad-
ler sum rule, for example, the right-hand side of
the Adler sum rule would have contained terms in
addition to 2, which is determined by the equal-
time commutation relation of currents in Eq. (A6).

2. Fixed-7 sum rules
We can write Egs. (A10)-(A13) as
-mvB,(v,§) +(F - V) Bs(v, q) + By(v, P =Cy(v,9) +8 ,
(A22)
-mvby(v, §) + (@ = V¥)bs(v, ) +by(v, §) =c,(v, @),
-mvC,(v, Q) +(@® - v*)C,(v, @) =F(v,9) + @,
(A23)
-mvey(v, g) + (7% = v)e(v, 9) =AY, Q) =% D(v,q).
Assuming unsubtracted dispersion relations in v

for B’s and C’s for fixed g, we get the sum rule
from Eqs. (A22):

o 1 oo -
%f b7 (v, g)dv’ +;f (v +v)bi?(v', g)dv' =8.

o

Using the crossing relations (2.4) and Egs. (A14)
and (2.18) we get the sum rules (2.16) and (2.17).
Similarly from Eq. (A23) we get the sum rule

- 1=
%f c,(v', g)dv’ = f (v +v)e,(v', @)dv' =@.

Using Egs. (A14), (2.3), and the crossing relations
(2.4), we get the sum rules (2.27a) and (2.27b).
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