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An analysis of current-algebra methods of deriving broken SU(3) sum rules for three-point coupling
constants initiated in a previous paper is expanded and concluded. It is shown quite definitely that current
algebra does not intrinsically provide more information than is present in conventional group-theoretical
derivations. In so doing, we rederive broken SU (3) sum rules for both strong- and weak-interaction coupling
constants. In addition consistency conditions in the form of first order, broken SU (3) sum rules for partially
conserved axial-vector current and partially conserved tensor current proportionality constants are found.

I. INTRODUCTION

N a previous paper! [hereafter referred to as (I)],

we derived a current-algebra method for obtaining
broken SU(3) sum rules for form factors. The method
was illustrated by a derivation of the Muraskin-
Glashow? sum rules for spin-3+-baryon-pseudoscalar-
meson coupling constants. This, of course, conflicted
with the results of an independent current-algebra
derivation® of broken SU(3) coupling constant sum
rules and we attempted to resolve and explain this
difference.

In the present paper, we extend and conclude. the
analysis described in I. The explanation of the differ-
ences involved between our approach and that of Ref. 3
is given in detail in Sec. II. This is followed by a deriva-
tion in Sec. I1I of broken .SU (3) sum rules for couplings
involving vector mesons. We use partial conservation
of both axial-vector currents and tensor currents
(PCAC and PCTC) in our analysis, and in so doing,
find sum rules to first order in the symmetry breaking
for the PCAC and PCTC proportionality constants. It
is also found that the vector-meson coupling constants
satisfy the same broken SU(3) sum rules tha'g were
derived by conventional group-theory techniques.?
Moreover, this latter result follows without having the
meson source densities (currents) forming part or all

of a closed algebra with the SU(3) generators [as’

assumed in (I)] but from commutators* of the gene-
rators with axial-vector and tensor currents along with

PCAC and PCTC. '
In Sec. IV, we consider the coupling constants of the

spin-3+ baryon decuplet with the octets of spin-3

* Supported by the National Research Council of Canada.

1L. Rp Copleyyand D. Masson, Phys. Rev. 156, 1564 (1967).

2 M. Muraskin and S. L. Glashow, Phys. Rev. 132, 482 (1963).

3S. K. Bose and Y. Hara, Phys. Rev. Letters 17, 409 (1966).
The Bose and Hara method has also been used to derive sum rules
for vector-meson coupling constants. See R. Rockmore, Phys.
Rev. 153, 1490 (1967); C. S. Lai, sbid. 155, 1562 (1967).

4 These commutators are related to the U(12) algebra of cur-
rents. See S. Fubini, G. Segre, and J. D. Walecka, Ann. Phys.
(N.Y.) 39, 381 (1966); G. Segré and J. D. Walecka, ibid. 40,
337 (1966).
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baryons and pseudoscalar mesons. Once again we obtain
the same broken SU(3) sum rules derived previously®
by a group-theory method. One of these sum rules can
be tested from experiment and the agreement is
excellent.5

Finally, we consider weak-interaction coupling con-
stants in Sec. V with the usual agreement with the
group-theory derivation.® In Sec. IV and V very slight
modifications of our general method are required and
these are described in detail.

Our final conclusions and a summary of our results
are presented in Sec. VI,

II. THREE-POINT FUNCTIONS AND
BROKEN SYMMETRY

In the approach used by Bose and Hara® to derive
coupling constant sum rules, it is assumed that all the
first-order breaking effects are confined to the matrix
element (By,nf|H,y,.|By), where Hyp =\jhsg is the
symmetry-breaking part of the Hamiltonian. By citing
a particular example, we showed in I that this approach
is equivalent to saturating a commutator with octet
single-particle states. The situation thus appears very
similar to using a quark model and, in fact, Eberle’ has
recently shown that both the quark model and the
method of Ref. 3 are equivalent, from a perturbation-
theory point of view, to assuming that the breaking is
due only to graphs such as the one® in Fig. 1. In a
quark-model approach? this is, of course, unavoidable.
However, we shall show, using the method derived in
I, that the additional breaking terms present in a group
theory derivation should also be present in the type of
approach used in Ref. 3. We start by considering the
matrix element

(By,m?|[Q@,S0]| B1)=0,

V. Gupta and V. Singh, Phys. Rev. 135, B1442 (1964).
(1;6%5 Kawarabayashi and W. W. Wada, Phys. Rev. 137, B1002

" E. Eberle, Nuovo Cimento 46, 803 (1966).

8 Note that only one {8} contributes since M and Ss are com-
bined symmetrically by an equal-time commutator.

?R. J. Rivers, Phys. Letters 22, 514 (1966).
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where Q@ is the ath SU(3) generator and Sy is the
SU(3) preserving part of the S matrix. Following the
method of I, we find the dispersion sum rule

8 8 8,
3 {\/3_ )72n"gBLBn”(Az)5vﬂ
(B,,7v):B,’ n 2
8 8 8,
+V§( ) X78n2g818,” (A8 e
a o ab

8 8 &,
1« B n,

I/ImABlBZ"B(V',Az)dV’

——=0, O

T v

where gp,5,f is the contribution to the BiBarf coupling
constant from Sy and ImA 52 is the coefficient of 1z,
s %z, in the expansion [2(27)%(p,— p:)To=1—So],
A ,0%)=5i(2m)*{(Ba,n?| D (0) | 1)
X {n| To| B1)3(ps+k— pn)
— (Beyw®| To|n){n| D (0)| By)
Xé(pi—k—pn)}. (2)
It should be noted that the integrand in (1) is at least
of order A, since all zeroth-order contributions have been
explicitly extracted as pole terms and are contained in
the sum of residues.
Again following the analysis and notation of (I), we

see that ImA g 5, is analogous to a sum of amplitudes
for the “reactions”

B1+£0'_>B2+7rﬁ+§:a; ({8}—){8}X{8}X{8}))
and 3)
Bi+$a— Botnft-5o, ({8} X{8} — {8} X{8}),

respectively, where & is a “scalar particle’” correspond-
ing to T Using this analogy by expanding the con-
tinuum contribution into the SU(3) amplitudes indi-
cated by (3), one finds all the breaking terms’? which
were previously overlooked through the assumption?®
that gp,5,? is defined only by its SU(3)-symmetry-limit
value. In particular, by virtue of the {8}X{8}—
{8} X{8} amplitude one obtains an expansion of the
continuum in terms of five parameters exactly analog-
ous to that obtained in I in rederiving the Muraskin-
Glashow sum rules.

In summary, then, we have found that the matrix
elements of Sy are subject to renormalization by the
symmetry breaking interaction and that their con-
tributions ggp,zf to the strong-interaction coupling
constants satisfy broken SU(3) sum rules determined
by the SU (3) properties of the continuum contribution
to (1).

We should note, however, that if we take single-
particle matrix elements of any operator which is a
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{8}
By

F16. 1. The basic graph which contributes to the SU(3) break-
ing in the quark, Bose and Hara (see Ref. 3) models.

linear combination of singlet and octet operators,
Jo+Ns say, then the matrix elements of the singlet
part can be assumed to attain only their symmetry
limit value. If we take the particular example of octet
single-particle states then we can apply the same
analysis as above to the quantities (Bz|Jo| By). In this
case the amplitudes in the continuum have the form
{8} — {8} X{8} and {8}X{8} — {8}. Thus these
matrix elements will satisfy the same sum rule as
(B2|Ns| B1) and so can be ignored in sum-rule deriva-
tions such as the Gell-Mann-Okubo mass formulas' for
which Jo+MJs is the mass operator. Another such
example will be given below in which the same sum rule
as that derived by the Bose and Hara method is found
for the singlet vector-meson coupling constants.

III. VECTOR-MESON COUPLING CONSTANTS

In deriving broken SU(3) sum rules for the baryon-
pseudoscalar-meson coupling constants in I we con-
sidered both the case in which the meson source density
J»@ transformed like an 8-vector even when SU(3) is
broken™ and the case involving not J,@ but rather, the
axial-vector current 4, with the PCAC hypothesis
used to obtain the meson fields. However, vector-meson
source currents would appear to admit only one such
possibility since there exist arguments? opposing an
assumption that they transform like an 8-vector in the
presence of symmetry-breaking interactions. We are led
then to make the hypothesis of a partially conserved
tensor current’® (PCTC)

0T @ () = Katpy® () , 4)

where ¢, (x) is the ath vector-meson field, K, is a
proportionality constant, and J,®(x) is an anti-
symmetric tensor current defined in terms of quark

10 This method of deriving the mass formulas can be found, for
example, in Riazuddin and K. T. Mahanthappa, Phys. Rev. 147,
972 (1966).

u . forms part or all of a closed algebra with the SU(3)
generators, Q®).

12 Experimentally, an immediate example of such an argument
is w—¢ mixing. Theoretically, W. Krélikowski [Trieste Inter-
national Center Report No. IC/66/7 (unpublished)] has shown
that J, (which is rigorously conserved) cannot be the source of
generators of unitary transformations between particles of
different masses, thus excluding the typical quark-model analogy
vu(Ni/2)g~T .

13 W. Kroélikowski, Trieste International Center Report No.
IC/66/15 (unpublished); S. Fubini ef al., Ref. (4).
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fields by
A

Ju® =0y .

g (=0,--,8).

In analogy with the PCAC case of I, we shall require
the commutator

8 8a
[Q(a):];w(ﬁ) (x):|= “\/3_< ’Y)]M(ﬂ (x), (5)

4

where the Q@ are the SU(3) generators as defined in
(I). Taking the divergence of this commutator, we
obtain

[Q @ JJOP ® ]+ [Q (a)’ a#Ji“ @ (x)]

8 8 8,
=_\/3( )a“],.,(7)(x). ©)
a B v

Matrix elements of thefirst commutator on the left-hand
side of (6) are of at least order A and have the same
SU (3) properties as the continuum contribution to the
corresponding matrix elements of the second commu-
tator.” Thus, its contribution is removed at the same
time as that of the continuum and so we can ignore it in
all further considerations.

In the derivation of vector-meson—pseudoscalar-
meson coupling constant (VPP and VVP) sum rules
either PCTC or PCAC may be used. These sum rules
should therefore test the consistency of the two hy-
potheses and so we shall consider them first.

For VPP couplings we require the matrix elements

&(m; 1| Ju@ 775 p2) =€ paGranP(AD),
(V%5 D16l Jx® 775 po) = paGrarrP(49),

8 A

(5, 52| D® | 17, po) =wfs( )ir’(ma”—mf),
Y

and

(V*; p1,eu| DO | VY5 paypy)

[

8 8 &
=\/3< >iryﬂ(mva2—mm2)e-p,
v B «a

where D® (x) is the divergence of the unitary spin
vector current, J,%® (x) is the source current of the gth
vector meson and Grerr®=Gres®. We note that if a
phenomenological Hamiltonian is written for the VPP
interaction and charge conjugation invariance is
invoked then one finds? that Grarv® (A%) must be com-
pletely antisymmetric [i.e., pure F coupling in the
SU(3) limit].

We now take matrix elements of (6) between pseudo-

“This is most easily seen if we assume Hsp =\Ss so that
Q® o« —AS® and [@©,J0, D] 0 —N[SD, T, ) = —2id; ;5 V,®),
Vo =gy, \®/2)q.
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scalar-meson states. Since the use of boson rather than
fermion states introduces no additional complications,
the method described in I is directly applicable and
yields the sum rules!s:

V36K — 2GR — 3G koK™ + Gt =0, (7)

and
K K,
4-*——G,°K°K0*+— (Gn_+a_+P° —Grore°)
Mg m,?

Ko
—V3—CGrogs=0. (8)
Mg

It is important to realize at this point that the propor-
tionality constants K,/m.? attain a universal value
independent of « in the SU(3) limit. When the sym-
metry is broken, the constants deviate from this
universal value to first order in \. Thus, since /3G, ge&*
=3Gg X" and G,~r+°=2Ggog+’ in the SU(3) limit, the
Ko/mq® were cancelled out in (7) to first order in A.
However, similar SU(3) limit combinations do not
occur in (8) and so, in this case, the proportionality
constants cannot be removed. This procedure also
applies to the PCAC constants obtained below.

If we now derive the same sum rules using PCAC by
taking matrix elements of the equation!

[Q®,40® () ]+[0®,0,4,@ ()]

8

(¢

&,
)6“14,,(7) (x), (9
Y

between a vector-meson state and a pseudoscalar-
meson state we obtain relation (7) again and a simplified
version of (8):

V3G rogos— 4G g K" + Grogo"— Gt +°=0.  (10)

Since we must maintain consistency to first order in A,
we therefore obtain, in addition to the coupling-con-
stant sum rules (10) and (7), a first-order sum rule for
the PCTC constants which is of the same form as the
Gell-Mann-Okubo mass formula:

K. K, Kg+
2. | 4 —
v x -

0. (11)

m‘,,sz m,,2 m K*2

Finally, we note that (7) and (10) are the same as the
Muraskin-Glashow sum rules for these coupling con-
stants, although, because of the use of PCTC and
PCAQC, all the coupling constants are evaluated off the
mass shell at A2=0,

15 We should note at this point that if we assumed
[Q®,7,®]= _Vg(z 2 iﬂ) T,

we would directly obtain the same sum rules as Muraskin and
Glashow.
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To obtain sum rules for VV P coupling constants, we
take matrix elements of (9) between vector-meson
states. Using the matrix element

(Va; Pheljf(ﬁ)l V‘y; P%P)

=Grey Py euncAuprarpee, Bu=p1u—Pou,

and the same analysis as before, we obtain!®
\/SG‘,,SK%KO— \/36,,%8”0— 2GKK°*°*"°-—GK°*,°K° =0, (12)
4‘\/36K°:K°*"" 3\/3wa8"—'\/3Gp°p°"

+ 1261{0‘1(%"0—'-6\/3(;,,%3'0 =0, (13)
c, C,
\/3—(Gpopo'l— GK"*K"*") ——Graugu™
my? My’
Ck
+4—Grou,X°=0, (14)
sz
and
c, Cx C.
3G o' — 4G o g +—G - =0, (15)
M mx? Ma®

where C, is the PCAC constant of proportionality.
However, we can also obtain these sum rules by taking
matrix elements of (6) between a vector-meson state
and a pseudoscalar-meson state and using PCTC. This
procedure leads to the following sum rules in place of
(14) and (15):

\/3GK°*1;K0* ._.\/SGPn”PD—— 2GK°*K°”°
- Gronao ¥ — 2GR = 0,

or
V3G R g1 —A/3G 9,01— 4G oK'+ Grorgo™'=0,  (16)
and,

3Goywg"— 4G 8 E+ G, ™ =0. an

We therefore have the four coupling-constant sum rules
(12), (13), (16), and (17) and, from consistency, the
first-order “Gell-Mann—-Okubo” sum rule for the PCAC
constants

3(Cy/m)+ (Cx/me?)—4(Cx/mx*)=0.  (18)

We note that once again we have derived the same sum
rules as those of Muraskin and Glashow. Further, we
note that (17) is the same as the corresponding sum
rule derived by the Bose and Hara method.® This
confirms our analysis in Sec. II. In addition, relation
(18) permits us to return to the analysis of the baryon-
pseudoscalar-meson couplings in (I), extending our
results derived under the assumption of PCAC to
obtain just the five Muraskin-Glashow sum rules rather
than only three as stated in I.

16 These coupling constants are completely symmetric (D-type
coupling) as can again be seen from a phenomenological
Hamiltonian.
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It is now a simple task to derive the baryon-vector-
meson coupling-constant sum rules. We start by defining
the matrix element

<B2;P2I JM(Q) I Bl:p1>

= 2)[613231 @ (%) (7“— A,,M)

A2

+ G2BzB1 @ (A2) a'll'A']u (P 2) .

We now take matrix elements of (6) between baryon
states and with the aid of PCTC, relation (11) and our
usual analysis we find!?

V/3Gsoz0s—/3Gny“s— Gy’

+4Gy X" —G+s+°=0, (19)
\/362020"8——»\/365030"’8— GEoEoﬂo
+4G50ze X" +Gs4s+"=0, (20)
3v/3G 20508 — 30/3Gan s+ 4Gy n* "+ 4G oo
+8GN3E" +8G 2oz K " +64/3G2a*=0, (21)
V3G E” —A/3G20s?"— 2G "'+ G5 K™
—ZGEoEoKo*—GE-rz-W": 0 , (22)
‘\/3GAE°K°*— \/3G20AP°-—- 2G 7057’ —2G 5o K
+GrozE"+Gerp’=0, (23)
and
3Gaa1—2GNn1—2G o1+ Gr3+1=0. (24)

Finally, we note that all the sum rules involving an
w; or ws coupling constant can be rewritten in terms of
the physical w and ¢ mesons by taking!®

o=Past W3Fer and ¢=—(v/3)ust (v/3)wr.

IV. SUM RULES FOR BARYON DECUPLET
COUPLINGS TO THE BARYON
AND MESON OCTETS

Our analysis is also easily applicable, with a few small
modifications, to the coupling constants of the JP=3+
baryon decuplet to the J¥=* baryon octet and pseudo-
scalar-meson octet.

We must take matrix elements of (9) between an
octet B state and a decuplet B* state. We thus require
the matrix elements

(Br*,p1|J @ | Be,p2) =Gy, (A2, (p1) Aute(ps)
(Bi*,p1| D@ | Bs*,ps)

10 8

=(/6) it =y
= R B*>z(rn1 —ma*)r*i, (pr)u.(ps)

a 1

17 We consider only Gip5,®. Sum rules for Gigs,® follow
analogously.

18 S, Okubo, Phys. Letters 5, 165 (1963).
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and

<BI>P1‘D(‘Z) lBZJP2>

8 8 &
>i (m1—ma)rea(p)u(ps).

s a Bi

=V3

Since the projection operator for the Rarita-Schwinger
spin § field is

v ptm

m

Pupy
(gnv"‘ %’Yﬂ’)’v— 2 3

DuYr— DY
Aw= E—

m? 3m

it is easily determined that our initial dispersive sum
rule is

10 8 10\ Cs
s [wol, | )

Bux,Ba! By*/  mg
8 8 8 Cs

S
B 92 B n’ m,e”

1/‘ImABl*32“5(v')du'

’

™ 14

8 8 8\ Cy
= -\/3( )——GBI*B{Y , (25)
e B v/m?

where ImA p,*,® is the coefficient of @, (p1)A, u(p2) in
the expansion

A()=%i(2m)2 —C%E(B *| D@ (0)|7)
mg
X (1| J-® (0)| B2)3(p1+k— pa)
—(Br*|J:® (0)|n){n| D (0)| Be)
X8(pa—k—pa)].

We can now apply the same analysis as used in I to get
rid of the continuum contribution. We must note,
however, that in this case there need not exist simple
relations between the s- and u-type ‘“‘amplitudes” but
this does not add any additional complications. All the
sum rules may be obtained, for example, from the
commutators [QEY, A, EY]=234,0—34/34,™,

[QUR", 4, ]=4y/34,57,
and

[QRY, 4, = — 34,57
We find the following relations
3Ggra™+3v/3GgrE—4/6Ga 2K — 0Gy /2 ®'=0, (26)
3GwiN— 2\/3GY;*A“°— 6GY1*NK0+ 20/3Gz K'=0, (27)
\/6G9"5‘K°+ 6GE*E“K0+ 3GN"2K“"‘ GGY,*"Z"K‘): 0, (28)

L. A. COPLEY AND D.
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V/6Ga =5 — 6Gy K+ 3Gzors K+ 34/3Gz:, K°=0,

(29)
Grp ™+ 2Gz 2™ —Gyn™+4/3Gy 2" =0, (30)
W/3Gera—20/3Gy 31+ 3G 3K — 6Goy 0K =0

(31)
2G5+ 5™+ 2Gy 3+ Gy#sK'— 2Gy roK° =0, (32)

where use was made of (17) in relation (26). These sum
rules are the same as those obtained by Gupta and
Singh® by a conventional group theory approach. The
one testable sum rule (30) agrees with experiment very
well.

V. WEAK-INTERACTION COUPLING
CONSTANTS

As a final application of our analysis, we shall
consider the leptonic weak-interaction coupling con-
stants. In Cabibbo’s theory®® of leptonic decays, the
weak hadron current is written as

Ju=cos8J . +sing T, KD |

where J,@=V,@94+4,@ V,i~qgy,(\/2)q, and A4,*
~gvuys(\?/2)q. The angle 6 is assumed to have nothing
to do with the strong interactions and hence all re-
normalization due to SU(3) breaking will involve the
current V,@ and 4, only.

The derivation of the sum rules for the axial-vector
coupling constants is quite trivial and has, in fact, been
done implicitly in this paper and in I. We need only
consider the commutators

[Q(KO))A“(K—)]= 0 )
and
[QU™, 4,9 ]=0,
from which we obtain via the usual analysis

V3gpat—A/3gz a4V 2gpA— gpaot

+2gsom-44-gotet=0, (33)
and
V3garA—A/3gs 2t/ 2gmm- A+ 2g prot
—gogA—gstpd=0. (34)

One should note the similarity between these relations
and the relations (9) and (10) of paper (I).

In order to derive the second-order sum rules for the
vector coupling constants we shall require some
modifications to our usual analysis.

We consider the commutator

[0, VD)= =3V, =3 /3V, 0. (35)
Since V,@ is the current corresponding to Q@) the
currents V,™» and V,™ carry conserved quantum

19 N. Cabibbo, Phys. Rev. Letters 10, 531 (1963).
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numbers. Using the matrix element

/8 8 8,
(By,p1| V@ |B2a!’2>=7f\/3(5 )121
2 Bl

X{G18,8, (A% v+ G153, @ (A%) (p1— P2)u
+G38,8,@ (A0 (p1— p2)s} st

where G35, (0) = gz,5,", m15%m,, we easily derive the

relation
5 8 8 8,,)(2 8 8,,) ” ”
3 2B1n" gnB
n.n’{ (’}'L K- Bi s K+ n ' ’
8 8\/8 8 8,
L D]
K- #'/\# K+ B

8
_ 3(
B,

I/ImAglszK_K+(v',0)dV’

’

14
8 8 8,)/8
(L
- Kt vy 2
where Az, X X" (/,A?) is the coefficient of 7 v, #, in
the expansion

A, A4 =53i(2m)* 2 {(B1| D7 |m)

™

8 8,
), (36)
v Bi

X <”|]n(K+) |B2>5(P1_?n+k)
—(Ba| JuED ) (n| DED| By)

Once again we can draw the analogy between the con-
tinuum contribution and the sum of “s- and #-channel
amplitudes”. However, since CJ,@C™1= —J," where
C is the charge conjugation operator,® we must replace
the relations between 4,2 and 4;in (I) by A#2=—A4
for 1=27, 8,, 8,, 10, 10 and 1. Thus taking matrix
elements of (35) between P states and Z~ states, we find

(37

which is the only independent sum rule. Since, however,
gs,8,=1+gp,, where gg /=02, we can write
ges2=1+2g5 5, and so derive the second-order sum
rule

3gam-" geomV = 3gpa V" —gp2"’=0,

3gazV+gzomV —3gpa"—gpzoV =0. (38)

Finally, if we redefine our coupling constant to be

g8 8 &
G3132V= \/3(82 K+ Bl)gBlBZV )

20 Note all our pseudoparticle sources were such that CS@(C1
=S, ie., self-conjugate octets.
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we find
V3(Gaz"+Gpa")+Gsoz-"+GpzoV =0. (39)

We note once again that (39), (34), and (33) are the
same as the corresponding sum rules derived by
Kawarabayashi and Wada® by the conventional group-
theory technique.

VI. CONCLUSION

We have performed a reasonably complete analysis
of the derivation of broken SU(3) sum rules for three-
point vertex functions using current algebra. Our one
over-all conclusion must be that the current-algebra
method is completely consistent with the various group
theory methods. We must then ask what are the added
virtues associated with our method since in some cases
it is actually less tedious to use the alternative methods
of group theory. The answer to this question is twofold :
(1) The current-algebra approach appears more physical
in the sense that we do not require such entities as
symmetry-breaking spurions nor do we require our
meson fields to transform like 8-vectors even in the
presence of symmetry breaking, and (2) It is possible,
given experimental justification, to calculate second- or
higher-order corrections? to the sum rules.

It is interesting to note our result that assuming that
both PCAC and PCTC are valid hypotheses then we
obtain the broken SU(3) sum rules (11) and (18) for
the proportionality constants. Writing C,/m2= f,, we
can restate (18) in the form:

3(Co/mi)+ fa—4fx=0.

However, we know from experiment? that fx/f,=1.21
and hence we find

Co=1.28m,2f,.

Since f, can be determined from the pion decay width
we thus have a measure of the y PCAC proportionality
constant. This has important implications for calcu-
lations depending on PCAC in which the proportionality
constants were previously assumed to be universal 22

One can test the sum rules in Sec. VI (in the absence
of good experimental data) with the calculations of
corrected weak-interaction coupling constants per-
formed by Calucci ef al.® In particular, relation (37)
checks with their results to within 0.59, as we would
expect. Further, their calculations present an interesting
example to follow for determining higher-order cor-
rections to these sum rules and coincidentally (in the
case of the axial-vector sum rules) to the corresponding
sum rules for baryon-meson coupling constants.

% See the comment on this point in I.

% For a particular example of such a calculation, see K. Raman,
Phys. Rev. 149, 1122 (1966).

% G. Calucci, G. Denardo, and C. Rebbi, University of Trieste
Report, 1966 (unpublished).



