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By using equal-time commutation relations of chiral SU (3) X SU (3) current components, and the partially
conserved-axial-vector-current hypothesis, we derive several relationships among the axial-vector and
electromagnetic form factors and the pion electroproduction amplitude at nonzero momentum transfer.
In the approximation of retaining only the (3,3) resonance contribution to the pion electroproduction
amplitude, we derive an approximate identity of the isovector Dirac charge form factor and the axial-vector
form factor. Further sum rules for the isovector and isoscalar Pauli magnetic-moment form factors are ob-
tained which are fairly well satisfied. The form factor for the induced pseudoscalar coupling is discussed.

1. INTRODUCTION

POWERFUL method has been derived by Fubini

and Furlan! to extract physical information from
the current algebra proposed by Gell-mann.2 This
method together with the notion of a partially conserved
axial-vector current® (PCAC) has been used by Adlert
and Weisberger® to obtain the renormalization of the
B-decay axial-vector coupling constant in impressive
agreement with experiment. The method has since then
been extended to various other decays with encouraging
results.t All the applications of the method so far, how-
ever, have been discussed at zero momentum transfer in
connection with the decay constants and not with the
form factors. In this paper we apply this approach to
calculate the axial-vector and the electromagnetic form
factors. Thus we derive several sum rules among the
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axial-vector and electromagnetic form factors and the
pion electroproduction amplitude at nonzero momentum
transfer. At zero momentum transfer, two of the sum
rules reduce to the expressions relating the isovector and
isoscalar Pauli magnetic-moment form factors to the
pion photoproduction amplitude, the relations derived
previously by Fubini, Furlan, and Rossetti.” In particu-
lar, in the approximation of retaining only the (3,3)
resonance contribution to the pion electroproduction
amplitude, we obtain

Ga(t)/Ga=F\"(1),
3P (1)~ (8/9)3Gu" (1),

(1.1)
(1.2)

where G4(?) is the axial-vector form factor, F,V(¢) and
F,¥(t) are the isovector Dirac and Pauli form factors,
and Gx"(?) is the isovector Sach’s magnetic-moment
form factor. The form factors are normalized such that
Ga (0) =GA, Flv(O) = 1, F2V(0) =;I.VI, GMV(O) =uv, where
uv' and py are respectively the isovector anomalous and
total magnetic moments of a nucleon; uy=4.7, uy’=3.7.
We also discuss the form factor for the induced pseudo-
scalar coupling and show that besides the usual contri-
bution from the pion pole, this form factor has also a
small second-order contribution in our approach.

At zero momentum transfer the left-hand side of Eq.
(1.2) is 1.85 while the right-hand side is about 2. The
small discrepancy is discussed in the last section.
Equation (1.2) also implies the form equality of the
form factors F.V(¢f) and GyV(¢f) and in turn that of
F17(t) and F5¥(1). Such a form equality is consistent
with the existing experimental data on electron-nucleon
scattering. The relation (1.1) can be tested in high-
energy neutrino experiments and in fact these experi-
ments® do indicate that the relation (1.1) is consistent
with the data. A similar approach to ours has been
suggested by Fubini.?

7S. Fubini, G. Furlan, and C. Rossetti Nuovo Cimento (to be
published).

8 M. M. Block et al., Phys. Letters 12, 281 (1964) ; J. K. Bienlei
et al., ibid. 13, 80 (1964). (1964); J ienlein

¢ S. Fubini, Nuovo Cimento (to be published).
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2. FORMULATION
We start with the identity®

i M= [ a0 | [00, 0,3 O] e

+i/d4x et 275 (xo)(p | [Ao*(2),5,' (0) ][ p), (2.1)

where 4 ,%(x) is the axial-vector current of the isospin e,
and j,'=V 2+ (1/V3)V,® is the electromagnetic cur-
rent. The matrix elements are taken between the
nucleon states of momenta p and p’. M, is defined by

W=t / d*x 6420 (o) (p' | [Au*(2), 5,1 (0) ][ £).  (2.2)

According to the PCAC hypothesis, we have
0, w2 (x)= — (fx/V2)u’dx*(x) (2.3)

where ¢, denotes the pion field of isospin o and of mass
u. The Goldberger-Treiman relation! is

fe/N2=—(G4/G)[m/g,K(0)], (24)

where G4 is the axial-vector coupling constant, G4
~—1.18G, g, is the pion-nucleon coupling constant,
g2~ (4n)X14.5, m is the nucleon mass, and K (¢) is the
pion-nucleon vertex form factor normalized to unity at
t=yu?, t being the invariant momentum transfer squared.

, o .
Peasp(p’ | 4,2(0)| p)= llr_zlo [ ig*M, ,.,“+6R,°‘<B°"‘> } + lim {—

where we define

vsig
Rya(Born) — 12(17,) {ng (_ qZ)__b__._

2m(vg—v

ALGEBRA OF CURRENTS

7F,(B)— g K (— @) F (k)14
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With the use of Eq. (2.3), Eq. (2.1) is written

; / b 05 (ao)(p | [A0=(2), 7, (0)]] )
) fr @
=ig*M ,, +\72_ JEa

R,(v, v8, — %, —F?), (2.5)

where

R, (v, vp, — ¢, —-k’):i/d“x i (y2—?)

X(p'|0(x0)[p+*(),7,°'(0)]] ). (2.6
The quantities », vp, and & are defined by
my=—DP-k,
2myp=gq-k, (2.7

k=p'+q—p, and P=}(p+p").

Consider the limit ¢, — 0 of Eq. (2.5). The left-hand
side reduces to®

(P’ | L1a5(0),5,°(0) ]| ) =Peass(p’ [ 4,5(0) | £),  (2.8)

where I.%(t)= Sd*x A¢*(x,t), and we have assumed the
chiral SU(3)XSU(3) algebra of current components.
Thus

Peasp(p’ | 4,5(0)| p)

2
— lim {ian“,a+f—' -
gp—0 V2 92+ #2

To evaluate the right-hand side of Eq. (2.9), we write

R,a} . (29

(Rya__Rya(Bom))} N (2.10)

a0 (2 q2+#2
1975
2m(vp+v)

(2.11)

- %gr[Ta,TSJi‘Y5[

A=p'—p.
The quantities K and F, are given by

B—2k- g+ g4u?

/ ¢ra -
e )

@3N py=1a(p)F,(p'—p)u(p),

K(—M)F(—8)(k—29), K(—¢)F\"(—F)—F.(—F)K (-4
+ k..-l}u(p),

FyS(—B)+ by (— )

R0)=|

Yy Oy

k2

SKL= (o= 1a(p)ivsren(p),

(2.12)

R ng(——k2)+rg,F2V(—k“’)J

2m 2

V. Alessandrini, M. Bég, and L. Brown, Phys. Rev. 144, 1136 (1966). See also S. Okubo, Nuovo Cimento 41A, 586 (1966). With

Alessandrini, Bég, and Brown, we maintain that the surface term is absent if g+’ does not lie on a mass
we must keep g, not equal to zero, but small. The limit g, — 0 must be taken at the very end.

hyperbola. In our case,

1'M. L. Goldberger and S. B. Treiman, Phys. Rev. 110, 1178 (1958); 110, 1478 (1958).
12 The use of this commutation relation in evaluating the axial-vector form factor was also suggested by S. Okubo, Ref. 10.
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F,(—#?) is the usual pion electromagnetic form factor. R,2®om) is defined so that k*R,*®em) (y, yg u2 —k2)=0. The
limit of the first curly bracket on the right-hand side of Eq. (2.10) is well defined. To evaluate the second term on
the right, we assume that the behavior of the term inside the second curly bracket near g,~0 is dominated by the
pole term at —g?=py% Thus we assume

2

1 @ a(Born) = a 2 — a(Born) 2
g‘r_n’o q2+“2(R,, R, )} y,lylgl—»o{R' (v, vB, w2, —B)—R, (v, v, 12, —F2)}. (2.13)
3. SUM RULES

The left-hand side of Eq. (2.10) may be expressed in terms of G4(f) and ga(f):

, « PN B GA (t) e 84 (t) Ta
@ 14,719= () imr e (=5 ),

(3.1)
l=—&=—(p—p').

The term ig,M,,* vanishes unless an intermediate state contributes which is degenerate in mass with the
nucleon.”® This is the case here. The nucleon contribution to ig*M ,,* is

igtM = (p") 1/G){[Gavst+2mG 4 (vsiq/2m(v—v)) J37aF (k) +F, (k)3 74
X[Gavs—2mG 4 (Gigys/2m(vp+v)) u(p)+0(|¢*|). (3.2)
Hence, by virtue of (2.4), Egs. (2.11) and (3.2) give

lim (ig" M+ (f/V2)R, o™}

, GA 1 GA . K(t) Fr(t)
—a(p) —~—[ra,n]%Flv(t)m——m%[ra,njmky[——
G 2 G K(0) t—p

LK(O)Fx"(t)—Ff(l)K(I)] ﬁ[l Fo7 () 1F50)
T G —

'—6ad a v, A . .
1K (0) 2 m 2 am ]W w }u(p) (3.3)

The amplitude R,*(v, vg, u?, —k?) is just that of the electroproduction of pions, and has been studied by Fubini,
Nambu, and Wataghin," and others." In the isospin space, this can be decomposed into

R”a = 5a3Tv<+) +%[Ta)73]Tv(—)+ foTV(O) (3'4)
and we write

E,"(v, VB, “2: _k2)= {R,"‘(y, VB, “2) _kz)_R’a(Bom) (Vy VB, /"2: _k2)} . (35)
Hence from Egs. (2.10), (2.13), (3.1), (3.3)-(3.5), we obtain

Ga(t) no;
a0 i =) ot

Gy Ga K(t) F.(t) K(O)F\"(t)—F,()K(£)
=q(p'){ ——F," Vs JR— - iy (p'—
u(p){ = (1)77+< G)Zm[K(O) - 0 Jpnte p).}u(p)

+V2f, Jim T.9 @, vg, 12, —B), (3.6)

Ga\1F.7 () 1 _
0=<_—G_)5 - ﬁ(i")vwnk*u(ﬁ-l-v—zfr Jm TG, vp, w2, — 4,

Gy 1F25([) , 1 -
0=(—‘G—)5 . a(p )‘Ysank)‘u(P)'*'\/—Zfr Jm 1,0 (v, vp, 1, — ).

1 8. Fubini, Y. Nambu, and A. Wataghin, Phys. Rev. 111, 329 (1958).
¥ P. Dennery, Phys. Rev. 124, 2000 (1961). See also J. S. Ball, ibid. 124, 2014 (1961).
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Writing —M g=v50nk*= —iv;5(y,k— kv,), the last two equations can be put into the form

G4 1F.(¢)
G2 2m

Ga\1F:5()

ALGEBRA OF CURRENTS 1205

- ——ﬂ(Pl)MA“(?) = (1/\/2).’.7 IHBn_m T'(+) (V: VB, /“2y —kz) ) (37)

("_)‘ ~ a0 M ()= AAD e lim_ T,0(, va, 2, —K). (38)
2m v,vB=0

G/2

First we observe that since the electromagnetic cur-
rent is conserved, we must have in the limit of zero
momentum transfer (k2=0=¢), the following relation

Ga
GO Ga
G

3.9)
G

i.e., F1V(0)=1. Hence for =0, there is no contribution
from the last term of (3.6), i.e., from the continuum.

We now discuss the contributions from 7—, T+, 79 to
Egs. (3.6), (3.7), and (3.8). It has been shown in Ref. 13,
that any of 77s or 7”s can be written as

Ty=u(p))[HaM s+HsMp+HcMc+HpMp

+HeMe+HeMpJu(p), (3.10)

where

M 4=3%ivs(v,R—Ry,)= —vsokr,

Mp= 2i75[2m1lBPy+quy] s

Mc=ys[2mvpy,—kg,],

MD= 275[—m1ry,—P,k]—2mMA ,

ME= ’i‘Y5[2m1/Bk,— k2q,] ,

M p=ns[kk,—k*,]. (3.11)
We assume that H;(», v, +u?, —k?) satisfy the unsub-
tracted dispersion relations's

Hi(": VB, ,‘2’ _kz)
1 o0
=—/ av' ImH;(v', vp, u2, —k?)
v

™
1
(e

V—y V4

], (3.12)

where H;=[H,— H;(Born) ], vo=vz+u+u2/2m. In the
dispersion integral the plus sign holds for H 4+, Hz+?9,
Hpt® H¢, Hg, Hr~ and the minus sign for H4—, Hp™,
Hp=, Hct Hgt9 HgtO, 1t follows, then, from (3.12)
that

0=H4=(0, vs, u?, —F*)=Hp5(0, vp, 12, —k?)
=HD—(07 vB, 12, —k2)=H0+'0(0) vB, U, —k?)
=Hg+(0, vs, w2, —k)=Hp+0(0, vp, 2, —F?). (3.13)

15 The only subtraction is that included in R,*(Born) Eq. (2.11),
to make k’R,*Bor)(y, yp p3, —k?) =0. It is possible that, for
negative &2, corresponding to ¢>0, subtractions are necessary. To
be more specific, we assume that amplitudes H;(», v, u2, —k?)
obey the unsubtracted dispersion relations (3.12) for positive %2, or
1<0. Equations (3.22) to (3.25) are then valid only for ¢ <0. For
¢>0, these equations must be analytically continued from ¢ <0.

It turns out, however, that the decomposition (3.10) is
not a convenient one for our purpose, since the ampli-
tudes Hp and Hg contain singularities at v5=0 as we
show in the Appendix. A more convenient set of ampli-
tudes is gotten by writing!

T,=a()E AMa(p),

(3.14)
1=l
where
M1= MA y Mz'—‘ 2i'y5[P,(2mvB—%k2)+ (q.—%k,)mv],
M3=Mc, M4=MD, M5=ME, MG=MF.
We then have
4"”“/3
A2'— _HB,
4myg— k2
(3.15)
2my
As=Hg+ Hpg,
4m1/3'—k2

and A, A3, A4, Ag are equal to Ha, He, Hp, and Hp
respectively. The amplitudes 4; are devoid of kine-
matical singularities as vg — 0 (see Appendix).

Now as ¢,— 0 (v — 0, »— 0), we have

M1=2iysP,=M4, Mo=1ysPt=3%M,,
M;=M,=M;=0, Me=—2im75(ﬁl—1’)v+l75’)’n

(3.16)
and
im
A.(v' 0u2t)=— limvgHp(v ,vputt). (3.17)
t vB—0

Thus from (3.10), (3.12), (3.13), (3.15), (3.16), and
(3.17), we obtain

T"+'0(010!I‘2)t) = J+'0(l)72(PI)MA“(P) ’ (318)
T,“(0,0,y.z,t) =HF—(0:0#"2;£) D"Z(P’)‘Ys’)’vu(ﬁ)
—2ima(p )ys(p'—p)u(p)], (3.19)
where
2 av
7000ut0== [ = 1mre2/,0,80),
i (3.20)

5 2 rdv
Hy (O,O,MZ,t) =- / - IInHF_(V,;O)“'z)t) ?
™ 14
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with
Im]+'0 (V’,O,#z,t)
= lim [ImH 4+, v5, 12, — )
vB—0

+2’m113 Im.HB"_'o(VI, VB, u2, —kz)] (321)

Hence by using Egs. (3.18) to (3.21), we obtain from
Egs. (2.4), (3.6)-(3.8), the following sum rules:

R

av'
X/ —’"IHLHF—(Vl,O,y.I,l)] ’ (322)

14

ga(t) Ga K@) F.(1)
G _< G)Zm[K(O) Pt
 FOKQO—FYOK©)  2m 2
1K (0) T oK)

av
x [ S 6,0.0], 623)
v

1/F.V(¢) m 2 rdv
_< >= z / om0, (3.24)
2\ 2m eK@O)rJ) v
1FSON m 2 [df
_( >= - / IO, (3.25)
2\ 2m 2:K(0) = v
It should be noted that Egs. (3.22) and (3.23) give
Ga() ®
D(t)E[-—- 4 2m+tgAG :I

(-2 Plo gl o

i.e., D(¢) does not depend on dispersion integrals. This,
in fact, follows from current conservation, since the
current conservation,

kv[Rya(V; VB, .”'2, ._kZ)__Rya(Bom)(v’ VB, I“Zy _kz):lzo )
and Eq. (2.10) imply that

. o o
Sechd/| 420 1= i iR |,

which, on using (3.3) and (3.1), gives Eq. (3.26).
Since in the production of pions by real photons (¢=0)
M g and M r do not appear, one can in principle extract
ImJ+20(y', 0, u?, t=0) from the experimental data on the
photoproduction of pions in evaluating the sum rules
(3.24) and (3.25) for the case t=0. For the general case

RIAZUDDIN AND B. W. LEE
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of 10 for these sum rules as well as for (3.22) and
(3.23) to get any experimental information in evaluating
the dispersion integrals one has to appeal to the
electroproduction of pions. Such an information may be
very hard to get. We, therefore, in the next section
evaluate the dispersion integrals in the resonance ap-
proximation, keeping only the 3,3 resonance in the
absorptive parts.

4. RESONANCE APPROXIMATION

We introduce the c.m. frame p+k=0=p'+q. Then
the c.m. particle energies are given by

W2—m?— k? W2—mt—¢?
k0=——_” Qo=—""_ )
2W 2w
W24-m2+ k2 , Wmitg
P P T
W2_m2
v—vp= ) la| = (g*+¢)'?,
2m
w=W—m, k| = (k4R

where W is the total c.m. energy. When ¢, — 0, then in
the c.m. frame

t
W_')m) |q|"_)0’ ko—*—,
2m
— {4 2m?
po—>—m, po’——>m.
2m

We shall evaluate the dispersion integrals in (3.22),
(3.23), (3.24), and (3.25) by assuming that they are
completely dominated by the 3,3 resonance. We believe
it is a reasonable approximation for the following
reasons: (i) Such an approximation for the sum rule
(3.24) for the special case of £=0 has been shown by
Fubini, Furlan, and Rossetti’ to be quite good, and
(ii) even for large values of momentum transfer ¢ the
final pion-nucleon state is still at low energy (in the
c.m. system) and therefore is completely dominated by
the (3-3) resonance. Our procedure will now be as
follows®: First solve the Egs. (3.12) in the static ap-
proximation keeping only the (3,3) resonance in the
dispersion integrals; then insert the imaginary part of
the solution thus obtained into the right-hand side of
the dispersion relations (3.12) to create the real part of
the whole amplitude. The procedure is reasonable be-
cause the recoil is more effective in producing new
multipoles than in any large change of the resonant
amplitudes since the static approximation is good for
the resonant amplitudes as in the end we have to take
the limit [q|— 0. In the static approximation it has
been shown in Ref. 13 that the scattering amplitude in



146

the c.m. system is

{%50:3_ %[Ta,”]}{zq : (k x¢g)+io- €q~k

—io-kq-e}B(—F) f/]q]*, (4.2)
where ¢ is an arbitrary vector and
faz=esindss/ | q] , (4.3)
while o Gu¥(—)/2m
B(—®)=——————. (4.4)
2m 2(g*/4m) (1/4m?)
Then ImH ; are shown in Ref. 13 to be given by
ImH B3(v, v, 2, —k%)=S:B(—F*) Imfss/|q|%, (4.5)
where
SP=0,
Sat=—254=%(w—k*/m+6vs),
Spt=—2Sg=— (1—k*/3mvp)(1/m),
Sct=—2S¢=—2(1+3k%/4m?), (4.6)

SD+=—‘25D‘=%,
Sgt=—2Sg= 2(.0/31711/3,
SF:*:':O,

and the dispersion relations (3.12) are now written as

ﬁi(”) VB, #2; ___.k2)

P
=— / dw’ ImH #(w'+vg, vp, u2, —k2)
o™

1
x[ + ] @.7)
o' +vp—v W'+vptr

Then Egs. (3.20), (3.21), (4.5), (4.6), and (4.7) give
T0,0,44) =0,
2 Imfaa(w,)
O =180~ [0 =2, 4
™ la'[?
Hi(0,0,42,4)=0.

In the narrow-resonance approximation!® one finds that

1 Imf:gs(w,) g,-2

- / do) ———= , (4.9)

T lq’'|2 127rm?

so that we obtain finally

To%(0,04) =0,
g 8Gu" (D)

J+:s (070:H2)t) = N ’ (4" 10)
2m 9 2m

Hp% (0’0;”'2:0 =0.

18 G. F. Chew, M. L. Goldberger, F. E. Low, and Y. Nambu,
Phys. Rev. 106, 1337 (1957).
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Hence in the resonance approximation, our sum rules
(3.22)-(3.25), give, respectively,

[G4()/Gal=F\"(®), (4.11)
ga(t) Ga\ 2m [K(@)F.()
G <—~E>K(O)[ i
F.()K (()—F," ()K (0)
+ , (4

)

3F27 ()= (1/K(0))(4/9)Gu" (1), (4.13)
3F:5(1)=0. (4.14)

5. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

Equations (4.11) to (4.14) are our final results. These
have been obtained in the resonance approximation.
Equation (4.14) implies that 3u,’=0, the left side being
—0.06 and so Eq. (4.14) is satisfied to a good ap-
proximation. Equation (4.13) gives, for zero momentum
transfer [taking K(0)=1],

3uv' = (4/uy. ($.1)

The left side here is 1.85, while the right side is about 2.
The value on the right side is consistent with that
obtained by Fubini, Furlan, and Rosetti’ who obtained
it to be 1.99 by using the isobar model of Gourdin and
Salin.!'” The agreement between the left and right sides
of Eq. (5.1) is fair; the small discrepancy here as well as
in Eq. (4.14) may be removed by the contribution from
higher states to the dispersion integrals. Indeed it has
been shown in Ref. 7 that the (1,3) resonance at 1515
MeV reduces the right-hand side of (5.1) to the right
amount. We also note that the resonance approximation
gives an overestimate. This is the case with our Eq.
(5.1) and in Ref. 7. This was also the case in Adler and
Weisberger’s calculation®® where, as shown by Adler,*
the (3,3) resonance alone gives —G4/G=1.44 which is
reduced to 1.2 by the higher states. Equation (4.13) also
implies the shape equality of the form factors F," (f) and
GV (t) which in turn implies that the form factors
F,¥(¢) and F,"(f) have the same form since G (1)
=FV()+F.7(1).

Our Eq. (5.1) shows that the (3,3) resonance ap-
proximation is quite good. This may, however, not be a
good approximation for the axial-vector form-factor
sum rule since otherwise it will be hard to understand
the relation (4.11). The point is that while F,¥(¢) is
dominated at low momentum transfer by the p-meson
pole, no axial-vector meson has been found at about the
mass of the p meson to dominate G4(f). Hence the
higher states in the dispersion integral of the sum rule
(3.22) might be important and change the relation
(4.11) obtained on the resonance approximation. It will
be very interesting to measure the axial-vector form

7 M. Gourdin and P. Salin, Nuovo Cimento 27, 193 (1963),
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factor in high-energy neutrino experiments to test the
relation (4.11). Relation (4.12) is interesting because it
includes, besides the usual contribution from the pion
pole [the first term on the right side of (4.12)], the
second-order contribution. It is reasonable to take
F.({)=F,"(f) for low momentum transfers'® and we
know from the success of the Goldberger-Treiman rela-
tion that K(0)=~1; then the second term on the right
side of (4.12) is =0 for zero momentum transfer.

Our sum rules (3.22) to (3.25) are dependent solely on
the equal-time commutation relation (2.8), the PCAC
hypothesis, and the dispersion relations with no sub-
tractions [except that dictated by gauge invariance,
namely the term {F,Y(—#k%*)—F,(—k)K(—A?)}/k? in
our expression for R,2®om Eq. (2.11)]. Actually the
PCAC hypothesis is not necessary®; all that is needed is
that

Ry“(y, VB, —921 '—kz)
= [Rl'a(l’a VB, —92, '—kz)_Rva(Bom):l )
where

Rva(V’ VB, _q2’ _kz)
—i f dize=12 0 (2o’ | (8,4 ,2(x), 75 (0)]] 2),

should be dominated near ¢,~0 by the pion pole at
—¢*=u? The sum rules (4.11)-(4.14) are further de-
pendent on the resonance approximation of keeping only
the (3,3) resonance in the dispersion integrals, which
appears to be a good approximation at least for the
relations (4.13) and (4.14).

Note added in proof. After this paper was submitted

'8 For experimental indication in support of this view, see C. W.
Akerlof et al., Phys. Rev. Letters 16, 147 (1966).
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for publication, it came to our attention that the sum
rule, Eq. (3.22) was derived also by S. L. Adler [Pro-
ceedings of the International Conference on Weak
Interactions, Argonne National Laboratory, 1965, p.
291 (unpublished)].

It also came to our notice that the sum rules for the
axial vector form factors have also been discussed by
Furlan, Jengo and Remiddi (Nuovo Cimento, to be
published). The treatment of the (3,3) resonance in
their paper is different from ours. They explicitly put
the (3,3) resonance as a particle in the intermediate
state which dominates the dispersion integral, and in
this way they get a contribution to Ga(¢) from the (3,3)
resonance whereas we do not. This is probably due to
different treatment of the (3,3) resonance in the two
papers. Out treatment is based on the FNW method
which makes use of static approximation. The (3,3)
contribution to GA(f) in our method is probably a
higher order effect.

APPENDIX

In this Appendix we show that in general the ampli-
tudes Mp and Mg have a kinematic singularity at
vp=0. It has been shown by Dennery* that if one
writes 7' (v, veu?, —k?) as

T=a(s) ¥ AMa(p),

(A1)
=1
where
My=M4, My=2iys[P,(2mvp—3k)+ (g,—3k)mv],
M3=Mc, M4=MD, M5=ME, M5=Mp, (AZ)

then 4; do not have any kinematic singularity at »=0
and vp=0. Now one can write M, as



