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By use of light-cone commutators, corrected versions of six infinite-momentum sum rules
are derived. The light-cone commutators are given by bilocal operators whose matrix ele-
ments are shown to be Fourier transforms of deep-inelastic-scattering structure functions.
A modification of the Beg sum rule is found, and a sum rule for the axial-vector coupling
constant in terms of a nucleon (spin-flip) structure function is presented. The latter is
related to an old result of Bjorken. We deal with the full spin-dependent forward Compton
amplitude and discuss in detail the form-factor decomposition of the bilocal operators which
give the fermion-quark-model light-cone commutators. The model dependence of the pres-
ent results is discussed, and boson-model commutators are given for comparison,

I. INTRODUCTION

It has now become possible to give a plausible
model for the commutator of currents restricted
to a lightlike surface.!*? This model is obtained by
quantizing a quantum theory on such a surface,® in
complete analogy with the conventional derivation
of equal-time commutators. This scheme provides
an elegant formulation of Bjorken scaling in deep-
inelastic electron scattering,® and summarizes in
a compact fashion the various deep-inelastic sum
rules.®

In order to provide alternate tests of the hypoth-
esis, we examine in this paper the consequences
that the present ideas have for the fixed-mass
sum rules of conventional current algebra —the
most famous of these being due to Dashen, Fubini,
and Gell-Mann.® The usual derivation of such sum
rules makes use of the p— « technique, which in-
volves an interchange of limit with integral.” This
operation is not in general justified, and results
have been obtained which are not verified in free-
field theory. A viewpoint which is frequently pro-
posed is that according to Regge lore the integrals
which occur in the bad relations diverge, and
therefore, one should not be surprised that non-
sense emerges from manipulations of infinities.

We feel however that this is not an adequate res-
olution of the problem. Three reasons may be
advanced. (1) A divergent sum rule should not
be inconsistent. It should be a statement of the
fact that the matrix element of some commutator
diverges, as a consequence of a physically sen-
sible growth of cross sections. The vacuum
Schwinger-term sum rule, which involves an inte-
gral over the total lepton annihilation cross sec-
tion, is an example of a sensible, divergent sum
rule.® (2) The Regge model, which indicates di-
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vergences, is not the only model, while the sum
rules should be largely model-independent. In
particular the free-field model has convergent
integrals, yet the sum rules fail. (3). Even if one
accepts the Regge model, there exists a sum rule
due to Bég® which should converge; yet it fails in
free-field theory. Moreover, numerical evaluation
of that relation indicates that it is not satisfied in
nature.™ .

Consequently we feel that the proper criticism
of the bad sum rules is not that they diverge, but
that they are improperly devived. On the other
hand, it has been known for some time that the
light cone is relevant to the fixed-mass sum rules.!!
Since we now have a model for light-cone behavior
of commutators, we are in a position to derive the
relevant sum rules without invoking the p -« tech-
nique. To the extent that the present results differ
from the p -« results, we see that the light-cone
methods are not equivalent to p -« methods.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II,
we set up our conventions and define the kinematics.
Section III is devoted to a summary of the p— «
sum rules; while in Sec. IV we rederive the re-
sults with our light-cone commutators. Correc-
tions are found to many relations. The corrections
involve matrix elements of bilocal operators, and
can be expressed in terms of deep-inelastic scal-
ing functions, which in principle are measurable.
Specifically, we present a modified version of the
Bég sum rule,® with contributions from deep-in-
elastic cross sections. In Sec. V we discuss how
all the bilocal operators occurring in light-cone
commutators can be measured. We show that a
certain bilocal operator has matrix elements
which coincide.in the local limit with the matrix
elements of the vector current. We also derive a
sum rule for g4 in terms of the deep-inelastic
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cross sections. Concluding remarks, which stress
the relevance of our results to the question of sub-
tractions in dispersion relations, comprise Sec.
VI. Also, we discuss the model dependence of our
light-cone commutators and of our results.

In Appendix A we investigate the constraints that
conventional Regge ideas impose on the high-ener-
gy behavior of the various functions which we dis-
cuss. In Appendix B we demonstrate explicitly,
with several examples, how the infinite-momen-
tum frame fails to provide the proper formula for
the light-cone commutator. In Appendix C, we
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present an alternative scheme of light-cone cur-
rent commutators, based on a boson theory, rather
than on the fermion theory which is used in the
text. Finally, in Appendix D (added in proof) we
discuss the reliability of our final results. We find
that the present techniques improve upon the p =«
methods in that fixed poles with polynomial resi-
dues are now properly handled. However, if there
are poles with nonpolynomial residues, then the
light-cone method seems to fail; as of course, so
does the p -« technique.

II. PRELIMINARIES

The object with which we shall concern ourselves is the diagonal matrix element of the commutator of
two vector currents between fermion states with momentum p:

ClY(p, q) = f dix e (p|[VE(x), VE0) ]p).

(2.1)

The vector current V! is conserved, since we shall restrict our considerations to electromagnetic and
isospin currents. The state is characterized by a spin vector s* =u(p)iy*y*u(p). This vector is orthogonal
to p and transforms as an axial vector. Its form is s*=(s° 8):

. . peR

0=
=p 7 S=mn+
P, E+m

s .

(2.2)

Here 7 is an arbitrary unit vector specifying the rest-frame spin direction #=(5), p®=-s®=m?,
With the three available vectors p, ¢, and s, the following seven parity-conserving tensor amplitudes,

transverse to ¢, can be constructed (v=p +q):
AL=-g""+ q"q'/q%,
AL =ptp” - (v/q>) " ¢+ ¢") +g""V*/ 4,
ALY = em s g,
ALV =q-se""Ppqs,

2 7:) af v aB
ABV =g Ps pg+q" PP qusabp — ¢ €" P qpSab s,

AV =(p'q? - Vq”)'f”puﬂqpsocps - (g% - V‘I”)ewasqpsapﬂ’
AL = (P g® - vg") P P qusapp + (0747 = vg") € PP g5 abp.

(2.3a)
2.3b)
(2.3c)
(2.3d)
(2.3e)
(2.31)
(2.3g)

Time-inversion invariance eliminates A*”, while A4” through A" are not independent:

-VvALT + ALY+ ARV =0,

(V? =mPq®ALY — vALY + AV =0.

(2.4a)
(2.4b)

For our purposes it is conyenient to eliminate A" and AL”. Therefore, we are left with

Cl(p, @) = ALY WY + AL W3 +iAL WP +iAL WS

(2.5)

The invariants are functions of ¢2 and v. We shall decompose them into parts symmetric in ab, denoted

by (ab), and parts antisymmetric in ab, denoted by [abd]:

W“.'bz Wsab)+l'W'§-ab], i=L, 2’ 3’4‘

Crossing now implies that

Wgab)(qz’ V)= _Wi(ab)(qz, -v),
WD (g% )=+ Wi (g2, -),

i=L,2,3

(2.6)

(2.7a)
(2.7p)
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and the opposite symmetry obtains for the invariants which are antisymmetric in a and 5. It can be veri-
fied that the invariants occurring on the right-hand side of (2.6) are real.

Since the current has dimension three, and our states are covariantly normalized, the following func-
tions are dimensionless: W%, vW32®, vW?2® and 1*W3°. Hence, these objects approach a limit, as v—«
with fixed —¢?/2v=w. In the present context this is #o¢ a hypothesis, but a consequence of our use of the
light-cone commutators. In the pre-asymptotic region, we shall frequently consider the above functions
to depend on w and ¢®. In that case W9’ will be denoted by —(1/2w)F%(w, ¢?), and the others by F¢*(w, ¢7).
In the scaling limit, the F;(w, ¢%) become F;(w), i=L, 2, 3,4. It is easy to see that the F; vanish for
|w|>1.

In a Regge model one expects the following leading large-v behavior at fixed g%

W~y e (2.8a)
Wgab) ~pr=2 ppladl. o2 (2.8b)
W)~ 8y = wlasl~ 81 (2.8¢)
W~ Avm2 pplasl s Fpm2 (2.8d)

where oy and a, are the Pomeranchon and p-meson trajectories and &, and a,are, respectively, the
leading odd- and even-signature trajectories of proper G parity. The absence of candidates for &, and a,
will indicate convergence of three of the sum rules investigated below. The absence of a leading p con-
tribution to Wi®) + uW®! is the familiar reason for the convergence of the Bég sum rule.™ The Regge con-
tent of C}; and its relation to the s- and ¢-channel helicity amplitudes is discussed in Appendix A.

The Compton amplitude, whose imaginary part is proportional to (2.1), is the following:

T80, @)= [ a5 X p|THVE (D VIOD )

=AY'TE + AL TS+ iAL T+ iAL TE+ i10,(1/q (g ¥ v - b 6" = %), (2.92)
(pIViO)p) =p'T,. (2.9b)
The invariant functions T¢® may be represented by a dispersion relation of the form
1 " W (q2, v')
ab( 2 — ’ i ) 2 <
T8(q2, v) 2"f_wdu Hildsr)  geco (2.10)

where there may, of course, be subtractions.
The one-nucleon (Born) contribution to W¢® is the following:

WP = —571q %A, A [ 2F g Fyy + F 2 (1 + ¢%/4m®)][6(q %+ 20) - 6(g% - 2v)]

~31G o N[ 2F gF g + F2(1+ ¢2/4m®)|[6(q %+ 20) + 5(q 2 - 20)], (2.11a)
W;bz Tl [ F5® ~ (q%/4m*)F ][ 6(q>+2v) - 6(q* - 2V)]+ T fop [ F® - (q2/4m2)FM2][ 8(q%+2v) +8(q% - 2v)),
W3 = 31d, 5 A [ F5* + F F y(1+ q*/4m?) +F,*(q%/4m?)][6(q? +2v) - 6(q% - 2v)] (2.11p)
+ 3T fupe A Fg® + FgFy(1+ q2/4m?) + F 2 (q%/4m?)]|[6(q? + 2v) + 8(q? - 2v)], (2.11¢)
W3 = 7, A (1/m?) (FgF y + Fyy?) 6(% + 20) + 8(® = 20)] + §iTf1pe\ o (1/m2) (F g Fy + F i P) 6(g % + 20) - (g2 = 20)].
(2.114)

Here Fg and Fy are the electric and magnetic form factors and are functions of g% such that Fz(0)=1 and
F,(0) =anomalous magnetic moment; i.e., the photon-fermion vertex is

Y Fg(q?) +(i/2m)o"" q,F,(q?). (2.12)

The free-field values for W¢® are obtained from the above by setting Fz=1 and F),=0.
We conclude this section by recording various cross sections. The cross sections for inelastic lepton-
nucleon scattering are given in terms of the invariant functions W; by
d%'® o E' 1

TodE " 47 mE T [-2¢°W (q% v) + (2E® + 2E"* + ¢*Ym*W ,(q?, v)]

2 g1
¥ ';Tr E F[(E+E’cos6)Wa(qz, v) +m(E +E")(E - E' cosO)W ,(¢?, v)]. (2.13)
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E and E’ are, respectively, the initial and final lepton energies, as viewed in the laboratory frame, and 6
is the lepton scattering angle. do'® is the cross section when the spins of the lepton and nucleon are par-
allel (+) or antiparallel (-) and along the direction of the incident lepton. The lepton mass is neglected.

III. INFINITE-MOMENTUM DERIVATION OF SUM RULES

We summarize the p- « sum rules which emerge from the O components of (2.1). Some of these results
are well-known; others presumably have been recorded in the literature. We collect them here for easy
refere.ice. Equation (2.1) and the usual current algebra imply

32 4eCHE (b, 0= ifut T, (3.1a)

We have assumed that the Schwinger term is a ¢ number. Throughout this section we set p *§=0. A
change of variable ¢°=v/p° is now performed:

1 ;
2_77 Egcgtbx(p> q)zlfabcparc' (3.1b)

~oo

n (3.1b) we first set a=0, and obtain from (2.3) and (2.5)

1 mdu[ S wlet)(g2 u)+< v wlel(q2, )]=fI‘ 2o L g (3.2a)
277 po po abc* ¢ q poz q' .4a

Because of (2.7), only the antisymmetric part in ad contributes in (3.2a). Letting p—~ «, we are left with
the Dashen—Fubini~Gell-Mann result®

%f dvwl®l(g? V) =fTs, g% <0. (3.2b)
0

" Differentiating with respect to ¢? and setting ¢?=0 reduces this to the Cabibbo-Radicati sum rule.®
Next we take a=7 in (3.1b):

1 [ dv

2,” ;‘COE(P, CI) = Zfabcp r (3-3)
The integrand is given by

Cools ) =q°4 WY+ [P"p" - %(P"q‘ + q°p‘)] W3 +ies,q W3 +i€"p,q,q - SWY'. (3.4)

Evidently the terms involving s must integrate to zero. Moreover, since €/*s;q, and €'/*p,q, are indepen-
dent, we have

L) 2 .
e b’
r dx/( s _g- s)W“"( 0=0, ¢*=L g (3.6)
o p } poz .
Letting p~- = in (3.5), we obtain from (2.7) the nontrivial result
f dvwE(g? 1)=0, ¢?<0. (3.7)
Now we extract information from (3.6). According to (2.2),
£ = oA 2
J' dV(V%?—mﬁ%)WZ"(qz, =0, ¢*= L - (3.8)
-0 0

In the p,— = limit, we are left with®®

I dvuw ) (g? 1) =0, ¢*<0 (8.9)
]

J AW (g% 1)=0, ¢ <O0. (3.10)
0
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Finally we return to (3.3) and (3.4) and discuss the s-independent terms. Equating coefficients of ¢* and
P! yields

oo 2

| dv[;}z W, 9~ LW, u)} 0, -t (3.11)
—-— 0O 0

1 0 2 . VZ .

2—”J_ dy (1 - EZV—POE) W‘;b(qz, V) =if 5Ty q%= 5;5 -4 (3.12)

Because of the symmetry properties in v, (3.11) is equivalent, in the p—  limit, to
j‘ W™ (g% 1)=0, g¢*<0. (3.13)
0

To extract the consequences of (3.12), we substitute that relation for the right-hand side of (3.2a). Since
only Wg“"] is present in (3.12), this operation yields, after some rearrangement,
2

o =z
fo dug—z-W[,f”’](qz, v) =0, q2=f-2-—ﬁ2. (3.14a)
0

As p- we find
f dvwl(g? 1)=0, ¢2%<0. (8.14b)
(1]

In Table I the sum rules are summarized. Inthe second column, they are rewritten in terms of the func-
tions F;(w, ¢%) which possess a finite limit as —g%®- «. In the third column, we comment on the convergence
of these results in the Regge model. Finally, in the last column, their validity in free-field theory is in-
dicated. The entry 0=0 indicates that in free-field theory, the invariant function vanishes.

Numerical evaluation is consistent for sum rule I, i.e., the Cabibbo-Radicati'? relation appears to be
valid.’® The Bég sum rule,® which is the sum of II and III at =0, is not verified.’® We may also see that
V cannot be valid, since the scaling version of it, in the limit —g2~ «, implies

“dw (4
] P @=0.
This is in contradiction with the observed MIT-SLAC experiments.'* (In a Regge model the left-hand side
diverges.)

IV. LIGHT-CONE DERIVATION OF SUM RULES

To give the light-cone analysis of the fixed-mass sum rules, we first introduce the following notation
for coordinates (and all other tensor quantities): x*=(3)"?(x°+4%), x™=(3)"%(x° - x°). The “perpendicular”
direction X, will sometimes be denoted by x', i=1,2. The metric tensor is g*~=g~*=1, g**=g===0. The
antisymmetric tensor is €* " =¥, €!?=1. To obtain a fixed-mass sum rule, we set ¢* to zero in the p =+
component of (2.1), and integrate over ¢~:

. =J‘d2xLe“'ﬁ1->?L <p ”:f dx~Vi(x), V?(O)]!p y (4.1)

The subscript LC indicates the light-cone commutator, i.e., x*=0 in the right-hand side of (4.1).
We now assume that the light-cone commutator of f dx~Vy(x) with V§(0) can be computed from that of Vi(x)
with V§(0). This point will be further discussed in Appendix D. Consequently (4.1) becomes

1 (. _
[ arcsea

> o

1 ¢~ . S N
o | i, a)| | =[x ame T v, VOl e (4.2)
. a*=
Choosing a=+, the left-hand side of (4.1) becomes

1 00
o J'_w dq~Cgy' (b, q)

1 (- - - -
at=0 = —Z—;J‘-m dq-p+p+wgb(—ql2’ P+Q' i 'Ch,)

A abf = 2 (" [ad)y = 2
= ‘2—1; _dewz (4.2 v = —77— , dv W3 (-4.5% v). (4.3)

Therefore, without ever using the p - « frame, we have arrvived at the integral relevant to the Dashen—
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|

- TABLE I. Fixed-mass sum rules as derived by the p —« method.

Regge-model Free-field

Sum rule Scaling version convergence validity
- ' dw ta
I f Av w2, v) =nf oo T, f Uf‘“ﬂ(w,qz):wf@cn: f -—(:iFEg'ﬂ(w) Yes Yes
0 0 0
« ! g 1d(.o
Il f dv WiPlg?, v) =0 f —JF“"](w,qz) = 0 =f = Flgt) ) Yes No
0 0 0 ©
« Law - 1dw
I f dvvw®lg? vy =0 f TFE,‘“’](w,q?) = 0 =f -:Fg"’](w) Yes Yes (0=0)
0 0 0
o 1 . 1
v f dvwi® g2 v)=0 f dwF{®w,q% = 0 =f dwF{® () Yes Yes (0=0)
0 0 0
o Lo - 1 g ,
v J‘ v vwi® g2 vy =0 f oF (MW, = 0 =f —JZ—Fg"")(w) No No
0 0 0
© 1
VI j dvwalg? v)=0 f SR w g% = 0 =f Z)—‘;F b] (09) No Yes (0=0)
0 0 0

Fubini—Gell-Mann® sum rule. However, this object is zno¢ equal to an equal-time commutator, but rather
to a light-cone commutator.'! The p-infinity technique can now be understood as the attempt to convert
the light-cone commutator, occurring on the right-hand side of (4.1), to an equal-time commutator. This
point will be elaborated in Appendix B. Here we need not engage in this dubious procedure, if we have
a model for the light-cone commutator.

Before presenting the model, we take a=— in (4.1). The left-hand side becomes

1 (” ‘- 1 (. - -V . aby =
Ef_wdq'cab ®, D -0 :ﬂf-wdq [—W“L"(—qf, u)+<l>*1> tg.2Phe -qL)Wz”(—qf, v)

+i€s;qWi(~4,% v) +i€¥piq;(qst - o +S)WE(-4.% V)]

- T we g, e W a, o)+ et [T anuwien g, )
1] 0

1
mp* mq, *p

et ° - s*pv .
- qu dV[siW:Eab](—Chzy V) + __p_P: Wgab](-chz’ V)]
0

mp*

iepgif~ = st - = \(~ ab)s =

+_p:»gi(px'q.|._+"'%. 'Sx)f dVWf; b)(—QJ.Z, v). (4.4)
mp 4 o

We have used the symmetry properties of the W4° to decompose the final expression in (4.4). It is seen
that all the integrals occurring in Table I have reoccurred in (4.3) and (4.4).

To complete the derivation of the sum rules, we need to specify the light-cone commutator [V;, V§].
What can we say about it in a model-independent way ? First, it is easy to show that for conserved curvents
the charge @,, conventionally given by an integral on a timelike surface @,= f d3x V3(x), is identically equal
to an integral over a lightlike surface: @,= f d?x,dx~ V;(x). From the assumed transformation properties
of V§, we therefore deduce that

[VF(), V) e = e VE(2)8(x~ = y) 65X, — F 1) + 32S5(x]y) + 35855 (x [). (4.5)

The additional terms, which vanish upon integration over x~ and X,, are rather like the Schwinger terms
encountered in conventional equal-time calculations. Indeed, by taking vacuum expectation values, one
can prove that they must be present.’ They differ, however, in one important fashion from the structures
encountered previously: They need not be local in x~ — y-, though of course they are local in X, -V,. The
reason for this is that (x — y)2=2(x - ) *(x — y)~ = (X - ¥).? does not depend on x~ — y~ when x* =y*, and
causality is insured merely by locality in the transverse components, with no restriction on the “minus”
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component. These objects are called bilocal operators.

Let us remark here that for the Dashen-Fubini-Gell-Mann® sum rule to be valid, there must be no trans-
verse gradients in [V} (x), V3 ()]1c.** Such gradients would, according to (4.1) and (4.3), produce §,-depen-
dent corrections. Similarly it has been shown that F;(w), as measured in the MIT-SLAC electroproduc-
tion experiments,’® vanishes if and only if there are no “minus” gradients in this commutator.’ Of course
in question here is only the g-number portion of such objects. Also, since we are dealing with a diagonal
matrix element, no information about off-diagonal terms is present.

To specify the bilocal operators, we turn to a model field theory. By quantizing it on a null surface,’® we
can deduce light-cone commutators canonically.’ Two alternative theories may be considered: a fermion
theory or a boson theory. In both, the Dashen—Fubini—-Gell-Mann® sum rule is valid, but in the latter F, (w)
#0. Hence we accept the former. In the Conclusion, Sec. VI, we discuss some questions concerning the
model dependence of these commutators. In Appendix C we present the boson theory.

The current commutators which emerge in the fermion (= quark) theory are the following™:

(Vi (), Vi ]ie=tfase Vo (0)8(x™ = 97)6%(X, ~ ,) = 360202 Sp(x | p)e(x™ = y7) 6% (X, —F1)], (4.62)
(Ve (), Vi®]ic=fase Vo (¥)8(x™ = y7)8%(X, - F1)
Rl - )R - TV ()]
+ 303 elx = 973X, ~ F 0L (x|y)] - 07 [ e(x™ — y7) 0*(Ry ~ Fu)@ e (x[)]}
— Lid,, {05 e(x- - y7) (X, T U; (x])]
+ 30 e(v= = y) 0% (X, ~ T )0L(x[y)] + 397 [ e(x™ = ™) 8%, — T 1)@ je(x[9)]}
+ie(x™ = y7) %R, - §. M ,p(x]y) = 51S,p(x[y) e(x~ = 7)8;8°6%(X, —F1). (4.6b)

These results were obtained in a quark model with a vector-gluon interaction and a symmetry-breaking
mass term.! It is not hard to verify that they are also true when the gluons are spinless. In (4.6) all terms
except S,,(x|y) emerge with canonical manipulations; however, S,,(x|y) can be shown to have nonzero vac-
uum expectation value. The inability to compute it canonically is a reflection of the fact that the ordinary
Schwinger term is not evaluated canonically, and is related to the nonoccurrence of dimension-two fermion
operators in the theory. We shall assume that S,, is a ¢ number; S,,(x|y)=8,,S. This assumption, which
is equivalent to setting F;(w)=0, is not true in perturbation theory.®

The term involving M,,(x|y) is present in (4.6b) only when the currents are not conserved, and need not
concern us any further.! The remaining bilocal operators are defined as follows:

VE (x]y) = 29(x)7* 29(»), (4.7a)
Al (x]y) = 250 (x) " v r0(). (4.7b)

These are bilocal non-Hermitian generalizations of the vector and axial-vector currents. We now extract
the Hermitian and anti-Hermitian parts, as these are the objects which occur in (4.6b):

Vi (x]y) =3V, (x|y) + 3 VE (y]x), (4.82)
E (x]y) =(1/20) VE (x[y) = (1/20) VE (v ]x), (4.8b)
Q@ (x|y) =3AL (x|y) + 34 (y]x) , (4.8¢)
@l (x]y) =(1/20)A (x|y) - (1/20) AL (y|x). (4.8d)

It is clear that these enter (4.6b) with x*=y*, X, =J,, x~ #y-.

The occurrence of the bilocal generalizations of the vector and axial-vector currents in the right-hand
side of (4.6b) may also be understood as follows. As x--y-, the tip of the light cone is attained, and the
light-cone commutators approach equal-time commutators.!® It is not hard to see that the requirement that
(4.6b) reproduce, in that limit, the appropriate equal-time commutator, requires that 0 (x|x)=V(x). The
relevant equal-time commutator involves the space components, hence the bilocal operators of (4.6b) are
of the given form only in the quark model. Different model realizations of SU(3)xSU(3) would lead to dif-
ferent bilocal operators. Furthermore, since the space-component equal-time algebra is not maintained
in perturbation theory,'” we must expect that the light-cone commutators will have different bilocal struc-
tures, when perturbative calculations are performed. [Similar considerations about the light-cone com-
mutator of vector and axial-vector currents, show that @,(x|x) is the local axial-vector current.]
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The sum rules may now be derived. From (4.1), (4.3), and (4.6a), we readily get
| avwia =, (4.9)
0

Thus the Dashen-Fubini—Gell-Mann® result has no corrections.

Similarly from (4.1), (4.4), and (4.6b), two relations are derived, by equating terms symmetric or anti-
symmetric in ab:.

> © T + o
Py Qs f dv Vw(ab)(_* 2y +l€_P_“__Lq <" S -4, *S )J‘ dy W(“b) 4.2 v
14D . 2 4.5 v) m* Py Chp+ qy *Sy . PR CY TRAY)

= —3d, s J: dx'e(xf)(p|1_}i(x|0)|p) -4 a,,cqie”J‘_: dx~e(x~)Xpla,(x0)|p)

)
x+=0; Xp=0

x+=0; X; =0

(4.10a)
i (" bl > - > e, (7 . o tabl =
= dv[—WE -4, v)+(p+p +az~)W£“”(-qf, v)]— e du[s,-W£“"]<—qf, W)+ b WG, u)]

=tfppc L™ = %fabcqu‘_m dx~e(x~){p|Vi(x[0) [p) o"'éf;zbcqieijj_: dx~e(x~)p| @ (x[0) [p)

x4—:0: X, = x+=0: ?L=o

(4.10b)

The expressions (4.10a) and (4.10b) simplify. We note that {p[0¥(x[0)[p) and (p|a} (x[0)|p) are even in x,
while the same matrix elements of V¥ (x]0) and @ (x|0) are odd. This is seen by translation invariance and
the definitions (4.8). Also, (4.9) may be used in (4.10b). Therefore, instead of (4.10a) and (4.10b), we
have upon equating spin-dependent and spin-independent terms the following equalities:

Bl [y oW (-2 )= ~ddaeas | dx (o[ 0))
mq. P Jo 0

) (4.11)

s=0;x+=0; X, =0

pre f Ay W=, 1) = =} fape i f dx(p|@yo(x[0) o) . (4.12)

s=0;x+=0; X, =0

, (4.13)

s#0; x+ =03 X =0

ietp, > > * - - © > ° ot} .
%‘L <p;. Ay % =qy SJ.)I dv foab)("(hz) V)= %dabc%‘ J; dx=(p |’U;(x|0) Ip)
0 .

ij © ot . ™ _
L a [siwg“%af, D =B g, V)]=‘§fmqi€” J ax(plaolp)
. Y0

s=0; x+=0; X =0
(4.14)

Here the subscripts s=0 or s#0 denote, respectively, the spin-independent or the spin-dependent parts.
Finally we define the following real form factors:

(P|VE(x]0)[p) = p" 22, x +p) + 5" V2(x?, x + p), (4.152)
(p|ar(x[0)|p)=sPAX?, x +p) +p"x « SAZ(x?, x * p) + x* x + SAY(A?, X * D). (4.15b)

T inversion eliminates a possible structure of the form e““B"xaszp in (4.15a). The sum rules now become
(for g% <0)

fo ) v WD (g, ) =, f: da X0, a), (4.16)
J: dvw(q? v) =0, (4.17)
J: dv W) (g2, v) =0, (4.18)
J: dvvw (g2, V)=§7rfmJ: da aA(0, @), (4.19)

[ avwig?, = du |~ dazio, o). (4.20)
0 0
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It is seen that three sum rules possess corrections. The corrections are expressible in terms of inte-
grals over matrix elements of the bilocal operators. In the next section we shall show that these matrix
elements are measurable, even when an integration is not performed. Here we merely demonstrate how
(4.16), (4.19), and (4.20) may be exploited.

Observe that the right-hand sides of (4.16), (4.19), and (4.20) are independent of g% Let us rewrite the
left-hand sides in terms of the scaling functions (for ¢Z <0) (see Table I):

o 1 d .
J; du-_—l;—zwg“")(qz, v)=J; z—a%F(z“b)(w,qz), (4.21)
° [ad](, 2 _ tdw s [ab] 2
Ay W3 g? v)=)] —F3(w, q%), (4.22)
0 0o W
” ladl( 2 _ wdwF[ab] 2
dv W 2% (g3 v) = - Fa (w, ¢?). (4.23)
] 0

According to the sum rules, these integrals are g%-independent and may be evaluated by letting —g2%- .
Hence we conclude (for g2 <0)

© v o ! dw

fo av W (% )= fo e P, (4.24)
L 1

f v Wi (q? v) = f 29 p fan) (), (4.25)
0 o W
oo 1

f dv vw ¥ (g2, u)=f —‘iﬁpga”(w). (4.26)
0 0

These then are the corrected versions of the previously improperly derived relations. We summarize them
in Table II.

The sum rule (4.24) has already been derived by an entirely different method, involving dispersion re-
lations, by Cornwall, Corrigan, and Norton.'® The sum of (4.25) and (4.26) represents our modification
of the Bég sum rule.® The modifications (4.24), (4.25), and (4.26) ensure that all the sum rules are now
valid in the free-field model.

V. MEASURING BILOCAL OPERATORS

We demonstrate that the bilocal operators encountered in light-cone commutators are measured by the
deep-inelastic limits of the W3°. The present results are an obvious generalization of the investigation by
Cornwall and one of us (R. J.)," where it was shown that the deep-inelastic structure functions measured in
the electroproduction experiments similarly determine the relevant bilocal operators. Two methods are
available. One may write a representation of f diqe”"*ClY(p, g) in position space, parametrized by the

TABLE II. Fixed-mass sum rules as derived from light-cone commutators.

© i i
I fdvW“”(qz,v) =fats T =f 2 Flw,qt =f%—‘§F“”3(w)
0 0 0

L ™) 1 1
. f av Wi, v) =%"fmf daZ}(0,e) =f % Flw,a =I % {l)
0 0 0 0

w w 1, 1
I fdvaE“bj(qz,v) =%1rfmf daaZf(O,a):f”%Fabl(w,qz) =f‘%"FEab1(w)

0 0 0 0

v f W gty) =0 = fdwf«“g“”’(w,qz) =f dw F{) ()
0 0 0
© v © = Law - ! dw

v f du-—zwga”)(qz,v)=%nda,,cf daVi(0,a) = f——ngab)(w,q2)= I 3 Fi®) ()
0 -q 0 5 2w o 2w
o 1 i

VI fdvWLfa’ﬂ(qZ,u) =0 =f%‘§i‘ab3(w,q2) = f d;‘;FEG"](w)
0 0 0
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|

F%(w), and then pass to x*~0. Alternatively, the light-cone version of the BJL limit, which was dis-
cussed in Ref. 1, may be used. Since the former method was previously employed in Ref. 1, we now, for
variety, use the latter. The technique is more tedious than the position-space approach, though it is in-
structive.

Consider the Compton amplitude (2.9a). It has been shown that’®

B2 (b, q)——polynomlals——f dx~d?x, e e TR p|[VE(x), V(0) 1P )1c (5.1)
q" o
From (2.3) and (2.9) we have
+ +
5,0 —— = Tz L1 s 00/ 1, (5.28)

- 1.1 3,° Y A j b  : b, -4
s (b q)—_—-’(—“z’ t7 %L _> T?+<P+P _—gqﬁ»pl 'ClJ.> T3 +€7s;¢;T5 +€p;14;q7s " TS = if T, be q_L .
q -» 0O

The large-q~ behavior of the T¢° is deduced from the dispersive representation (2.10), which may be
written in terms of the scaling variables:

1 ’ ab ’ 2
w__w (! de FP(w) q%)
o= 411.[ 2 w-w (5-32)
b
‘”‘“f dw Ez__‘i’__i_)_ (5.3b)
a ’
Tgb:_izf PR CIT N} (5.3¢)
mq°) -, W=-w
1 a
szzz_@;f R A CIT Y (5.3d)
m 1 w-w’

Here we have continued to use an unsubtracted form, which, in general, is incorrect. However, for pres-
ent purposes the question of subtractions is irrelevant. The reason for this is that the large-¢~ limit of
the T’ is unaffected by subtractions, since in that limit w is fixed, w=-¢*/p*. Specifically, for (5.3a) we
have

Tub -

o 4T

=1 ' dw' FP(w)

Tw? w-w
If a subtracted in w dispersion relation is used, then

72> c. L (4@ FE(w)
R 21r o’ w-—w'

At the end of the calculation, we shall take the discontinuity in w [see (5.5) and (5.8) below], and therefore
the final result is the same, independent of subtractions. Consequently we remain with (5.3) and find

- 1 ’ ab ’ 1 ’ b ’
Tab_.___s_u', 1“7)2_ FL(w’) _ w — d_‘;‘;_ Ga! (0) )’ (5.4a)
dn )., w"” w-w 8mq"q"J_ w”* w-w’
b -—w 1 Fab(w/)
T3 "2nq*q'j_,d ), (5.4b)
ab_. —w 1 ,F“”(w’)
a 2"q+q_J_ldw ol (5.4c)
ab ’
FPw) (5.4d)

abd w ’
T4 271(q*q7)* de RIS
Here w=—q*/p* and the F;(w) are the scaling limits of the ;. In (5.4a) we have taken
FP(w, qz)'z""F‘},b(w) +(1/¢%)GP(w)
2o

because the next-to-leading terms contribute to (5.2b).
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Substituting (5.4) into (5.2a) gives with the help of (4.6a) ahd (5.1)

dw’ F3¥(w’)

Lw? w-w’ =0, (5.5a)

since we take the light-cone Schwinger term to be a ¢ number. We find, therefore, the result previously
encountered in the Abelian case:
F3¥(w)=0. (5.5b)
Next we insert (5.4) into (5.2b) and use (5.5b). After some rearrangement, we find

o (e G) (o BB L P B g, 0 g B e B
167mg* f_1 W o-w 2q* ] 2m _ldw w-w € 195 g ,de w-w Twele g 2q*

o + 1 F(w! . - i _
-, 'z‘w;f_l"“’"*”—‘.i‘:,-f)= [axma?x, et e TR pl s, VO

w
(5.6a)
The commutator is evaluated from (4.6b). Therefore, the right-hand side of (5.6a) becomes
ifabcp- r.- %fab.c [q+f dx-e‘Q+x-€(x-)<p|Ug(x|0) IP)
+3q; fw dx'e"“"'e(x‘)(PI'Ui(xIO)IP)—%qié”f_ dx'e‘“’"e(x‘)(plajc(xlo)lP)]
“tdy[a [ aveleeluoKp B0 )
iq,.f dx‘e“‘+"'€(x')<1’|'Bi(x|0)lp>+%m€”f dx'e“’+"'€(x')<1>l@,c(xIO)IP)}-
(5.6b)

Finally, we introduce the tensor decomposition for matrix elements of V! and @, analogous to (4.14),
and equate appropriate terms in the two formulas (5.6a) and (5.6b). We fmd

2f e T +—f dw 'Eﬂ%- f dae™%(a)[d,, VA0, @) + £, Vi (0, )], (5.7a)
1 b ’ o

%f_ldw’-i—ia_(z,) =%if_ dae () dgy, A N0, ) = f,, AXO, a)], (5.70)

1 f doror EE) -4, [ daeved(@)oldy, 420, o) - £ B0, )], (5.7c)

1 (! de G";b(w

=S Bzl Swf dae“*¢(a)ald,, VX0, @)+ £, V20, a)]. (5.7d)

All the terms on the right-hand side of (5.7) are of the form

f_m dae '““¢e(a)f(a).

By the convolution theorem this is equivalent to

i o

TT

-iw'af(a) .

[If there are subtractions in the integrals occurring on the left-hand side of (5.7), the convolution integral
must be similarly subtracted.] Consequently, we conclude that

F&()=iw f dae=%[d,, 70, &)+ £,V X0, ®)] , (5.8a)
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F(w)=3 f dae={d, AX0, @) - f,, A0, a)], (5.8b)
FP() =} [ dae%ald,,A%0,0) -7, A0, ), (5.8¢)
cgb(w)=_8¢w8f dae-iveald,, V30, ) + £, V2(0, a)] . (5.8d)

This shows that the proton matrix elements of the bilocal operators are measurable in terms of the deep-
inelastic cross sections F¢%(w). Explicitly, we have

1
dupe VA0, @)+ fp V0, @) = 5= ‘i“’ iwe g (w) (5.9a)
— 1 .

Qe ANO, @) = £, A0, @)= = f dwet (), (5.9b)
— 1t .

d e €AZ(0, @) - £, A%(0, a)=;f dw el F¥(w), (5.9¢)
i (tdw

Ay 0V0, @) + f,,.a V30, @) = o7l o° eGP (w) . (5.9d)

This formula can also be obtained by the position-space method of Ref. 1. We emphasize that, whereas
the relations in (5.7) may in general be modified by subtractions, the results (5.8) and (5.9) do not suffer
from this shortcoming.

Additional results now follow from (5.9). Setting =0 in (5.9a) we have

fareV(0,0)== f do — Fi(w). (5.10)

(The terms symmetric in ab vanish.) From the Dashen—Fubini—Gell-Mann sum rule,® evaluated in the
scaling region, we can determine the right-hand side of (5.10) (see Table II). Hence (5.10) becomes

FaeVe(0,0)= fgpe T - (5.11)
Let us now recall the definitions of V1(0,0) and T",:

p"V(0,0)=(p[v(0]0)[p)=(p|Vi(0|0)[p), (5.122)

PHT=(p[VE(0) [p) - (5.12D)

[We have assumed that x*V2(0,x+p) vanishes with x.] Thus (5.11) shows that the proton matrix element of
the bilocal operator V!(x|y) reduces to that of the vector current as x-y, as is obvious in our quark mod-
el where

VEx|y) = () aay o (y) .

This provides a satisfying consistency check on the theory. Moreover when we discuss the model depen-
dence of our results, we shall show that (5.11) is an impertant model-independent constraint on the inter-
nal-symmetry structure of the bilocal operators.

We now assume that the same is true for the axial-vector bilocal operator, as is indicated by the opera-
tor formulas (4.7b) and (4.8¢c). We have from (5.9b) ‘

abc 1(0 0) b= dabz:(pIA“(OIO |1’)
1
=d,,,,c<.bIA#(O)lP)=d,,,,cl";‘s“=-———2;“j dw F& (w) . (5.13)
L] .

The sum rule which has emerged, relating I'4 to the spin-odd, isospin-even, deep-inelastic cross section,
is similar to a relation first obtained by Bjorken.?*?!

Another result is obtained by letting -0 in (5.9d). We are already committed to the vanishing of the
left-hand side in this limit, see (5.12). Consequently, we obtain

f dw 2o Glon(w) =
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This also follows from sum rule VI, upon multiplication by ¢, and passage to —g%=c.

The other relations in (5.9) do not seem to give anything new. Thus the integral with respect to @ from
0 to « of the symmetric part in ab of (5.9a), of the antisymmetric part of (5.9b), and of the antisymmetric
part of (5.4c) yields, respectively, (4.21), (4.22), and (4.23). Setting « to zero in (5.9c) reproduces sum
rule IV. Finally we see that sum rule VI in Table II is satisfied since F,(w)=0.

Note that the Regge region, in terms of the scaling variables, corresponds to w-0. Consequently, the
large-a limit of the left-hand side of (5.9) is relevant in this context. In other words, the bilocal opera-
tors, in the limit of large separation, probe Regge behavior.

VI. CONCLUSION

With this investigation we have answered an old
question which plagued applications of current al-
gebra: how to include the contribution of “Z
graphs” to the fixed-mass sum rules. Our an-
swer, contained in Table II, expresses them as
integrals over deep-inelastic scaling functions.

Of course there is no guarantee that experimental -
ly these objects are nonzero; however, in prin-
ciple they can be measured. In the free-field mod-
el, the scaling contributions to sum rules II and V
are nonvanishing.

Some of the fixed-mass sum rules are equiva-
lent to low-energy theorems and unsubtracted dis-
persion relations. Consequently when we find a
modification, we are asserting that the dispersion
relation needs a subtraction. In the case that the
Regge model indicates that the absorptive part
decreases sufficiently rapidly for the dispersive
integral to converge in an unsubtracted form, as
in sum rules II and III (the Bég result®), the sub-
traction evidently is necessitated by growth of the
real part. This has bearing on the question of
fixed poles.

A question which naturally arises is the model
dependence of our results. We may inquire what
the possible generalization might be beyond the
quark model which we have employed. We re-
quire, however, that the commutators of currents
possess a structure so that three conditions are
satisfied.

(i) Fy(w)#0,
(i) F@(w)=0,

i.e., no g-number bilocal Schwinger terms in the
++ commutator;

(i) f dv Wi g2, v)=1f,.T,,
(]

i.e., validity of the Dashen-Fubini—Gell-Mann®
sum rule. It seems to us that these constraints
force the use of a fermion model, though not nec-
essarily with the triplet-quark realization of SU(3).
[The o model violates (i).] Consequently we sus-
pect that the space-time tensor structure of the
light-cone commutators - it is this which is re-

.
sponsible for (i), (ii), and (iii) — must be of the
form given in (4.6), though the SU(3) content of the
bilocal operators might be different in nature. The
specific SU(3) form of (4.6b) follows from the fol-
lowing property of the quark model:

Aa Ab = z.fab:: )\c + dabc Ac *

If we imagine that the fermions transform accord-
ing to other representations of SU(3), we would
replace this relation by

Aa )‘b = z.fabc )‘c +dub ’

where d,, is an unknown, symmetric SU(3) matrix
containing the (1), (8), (10), and (27) representa-
tions. Therefore, the commutator (4.6b) more
generally should be of the given form, except that
the bilocal operators d,, V(x|y), ete., are to be
replaced by v/ (x|y), etc. A further generaliza-
tion would be to replace the antisymmetric bilo-
cal currents f,, 0 (x|y) by Vf u(x]y).

With such generalizations, our results would be
affected as follows. The relations of Sec. V de-
scribing measurement of bilocal operators, Eqgs.
(5.9), will be modified in that the form factors on
the left-hand side of (5.9) may possess an SU(3)
structure which is more complicated. Thus the
left-hand side of (5.9a) would read

V%ab)(oa a) + VEab](Oy a) ’
with similar changes in the remaining equations.
Consequently the measurement of the SU(3) con-
tent of the F®(w), a task more possible in princi-
ple than in practice, provides information about
the SU(3) content of the bilocal operators, and will
test the validity of the quark model. In spite of this
generalization, and the concomitant loss of infor-
mation, the requirement that the Dashen—Fubini-
Gell-Mann® sum rule be valid imposes a condition
on V{, (x| y). According to (5.10)-(5.12), it must
be true that

Vﬁ'b](xlx) =facht‘:‘(x) .

We expect that an investigation of the vector -
axial-vector commutator leads to a similar re-
sult:

Al %) =f e AE(x) .

On the other hand, the sum rule for the axial-
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vector current (5.13) can no longer be established.
All we can say is that

2 1
(14t 010)p)=2s" [ dw P (@),
[

but there is no way to establish that
Al (x| x)=d gy Ab(x) .

Thus (5.13) is a crucial test of the quark model.

The fixed-mass sum rules in Table II are much
less model dependent, since they are determined
only by the space-time tensor structure of the
light-cone commutators. It should be realized that
results II, III, and V, as well as those parts of I,
IV, and VI, which equate an appropriate integral
over v of a W% to the relevant moment of F%, fol-
low merely from scaling. The point is the follow-
ing. According to (4.2), which to be sure involves
the assumptions to be discussed in Appendix D, a
fixed-mass sum rule is given by an integral over
x~ and a Fourier transform with respect to §, of a
light-cone commutator. This commutator is local
in X,; i.e., it is composed of a & function and de-
rivatives thereof. Consequently, in momentum
space, the integral over v of an invariant function
W%(~4, 2, v) must be a polynomial in 4,2. However,
the degree of the polynomial is fixed by scaling.
Specifically, for example, for the sum rule II we
may conclude that

” labl(_= 2 1w 2 = 2
dv W3 <_qJ. ) V) = F3 ((.0, -q. )
0 o W

AND TEPLITZ 4

Scaling requires that the limit as §,%— of (6.1)
exists. Hence we learn that

©  olabl = 2 tavl _ (199 iap)
fo dy W)=, 2, v) =C™) = ke (0).
(6.2)

In this connection see also the work of Georgelin,
Stern, and Jersak.?®

Further investigations along the lines of this
paper, which can be pursued, are the following.
One may evaluate canonically other light-cone
commutators, including the ones involving scalar
and tensor densities, and deduce additional sum
rules. Also the effect of the additional terms in
the commutators of nonconserved currents may
be studied. Evidently appropriate sum rules will
be sensitive to symmetry-breaking effects, and it
will be most interesting to expose these. (Prelim-
inary results indicate that nothing new emerges
from the [V}, Vi] commutator. Also,

dw
f &3 Gl(w) #0
when symmetry-breaking effects are included.)
Another important problem is to consider non-
diagonal matrix elements, in which case many

form factors of bilocal operators, that vanished
in the present investigation, contribute.
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APPENDIX A

0,,1,,2,3

We first compute the {=0 s- and ¢{-channel helicity amplitudes. Using #u,. = 2md,s, and y°=y%yy*>, we
have the following formula from (2.9a), where terms which vanish when contracted with conserved polari-

zation vectors have been omitted.

2mT™" = —g " Ty + p'p" T, —me™ Py, y°qp Ty ~me™ ** 1 g 0,v"y" T,

The s-channel center-of-mass amplitudes are given by

TS i rg 0y = @) T4, () €4 @),
with

p:(E’O’O’l-ﬁl), q:(qo’O’(), _l-ﬁl)’

=(1/Vg)(191,0,0,-¢%), €'=(3)/%0,+1,1,0).

(A1)

(A2)

There are four independent nonvanishing amplitudes. They may be taken to be

T:%, 1; 44,17 T1=F[(Eq°+ Iﬁl"’)T3 + I ﬁIZ(E +q°)2T4]

— T, 7 U(Ty+vT,),

V>

(A3a)
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[ >

|DI(E +4°)
ery s BPELEY

3,05 4, q 2
V2
= Ty+—5 Ty (A3b)
v o q
T{ 1, -3, 0=~mV2¢® Ty, (A3c)
The f-channel center-of-mass amplitudes are given by
T o has hahy = (=0 (B) TV vy(-D) €5 (@), (A4)
with

p=i(0,0,0,m), gq= i‘/t;z-(O, siné, 0, cos®),

€t'=(3)"%(0, £ cosb, i, ¥sinb), € ,=( 0,0, 0),

et1=(1)7%(0, ¥ cosb, 4, £ sinb), cosb=—v/mVge.
The four independent amplitudes are

T{ 41, 1=4(T, - 3m* sin*6 T, —mg? T,)

—i[ T, - (1¥/2q%) T, -mVq2T,), (Aba)
Yoroo
Tf 41, -1=3im*sin®0 T,
——i(1#/2¢%) T,, (A5b)
Y=>00
Tf 1io.0=iT) (A5¢)
T _4,0,1= (im/\/'z-)[‘/?q;Ts(l +cosf) + g?sin®0 T,]
— (=iv/V2) T4+ vT),). {(A5d)

Y=> 0

Regge contributions to the #-channel helicity amplitudes are even, or odd, in v according to the (even or
odd) signature of the trajectory. The s-channel discontinuities of the {-channel helicity amplitudes have
the opposite symmetry. Because of the symmetry of the T; and W, in v, they receive contributions from a
trajectory a of the form

V(=) + 05721 (=)* 24 oo,

We can then see the absence of a p contribution to W**? and W{** as follows: W[**1+ yW ! must be even
in v, but, since it has odd signature, a leading p contribution to Tf‘ -4 0,1 Would have to be odd in v.

T, + vT, then would be even from (A5d) and W*?+ yw[®®] odd, contradicting (2.7). W{*® alone, from (A5a),
could receive a v*0if T4 4., ,, T, or *T, could have a v»*¢"*. T{ ,., , cannot have such a term because
Egs. (2.9) and (A11) of Gell-Mann, Goldberger, Low, Marx, and Zachariasen® show it is directly propor-
tional to Pap(z) - Py (-2); T, and 1*T, cannot have such a term by their symmetry.

The case of g*=0, where there are only two independent amplitudes, has been discussed by Adler and
Dashen’ in terms of the V7 derivative of the amplitude Tf‘. -4 1, -1 Which vanishes at £=0. For ¢?#0 the
two discussions are related by a derivative conspiracy condition.?* The exclusion of the Pomeranchon
from W and W{*® follows similarly.

Finally we note for completeness that the optical theorem for helicity amplitudes is

2 1/2
ImT=%;oT=(;:?—q2> oT. (AB)

APPENDIX B

It has been known for some time that the p—- « technique is formally equivalent to evaluating commutators
on the light cone. Since our light-cone results differ from the p- © ones, we demonstrate here that the
equivalence is in fact false. Consider, for example, the Dashen-—Fubini~Gell-Mann® sum rule,

1 j Ay W (g2, 1) =1im %J'daxe-*?~?<pl[vg<x>, V0)]Iperc - (B1)
mJo b

p—>oo
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By inserting a Lorentz boost in the direction of p (say the 3 direction), the state |p) may be brought to rest:
1 ige® 1, SBR[ .
5] 455 e TF DIV, VIO erc= 5 fase™ T T (o [V, V3O 1o, (82)

where
by =M p), UM =W
and M® is the Lorentz generator. The vector current transforms as
Vx) = UM VAT = (3)2V; (x) e + (3)V2V, (x")e™ > (B3)
and the transformed coordinate x’ has the components
(x)*=xte = (3%,
(x")"=x"e*=(3)*x%e, (B4)
(®7). =%,

We have used the fact that x°=0 in (B2). If the following change of variables is performed, z=-(3)2x%?,
(B2) becomes

-A - - ~ -
fieo Idzdaxle""me’*e"qf*l<p’l[V.‘,’(x'), Vy0lp'),  (B5a)

(x’)*:—e'z)‘z, (k')'=z, &), =%,. (B5b)

It is not hard to verify that as p—~w, if e*=2[5|/m, the state |p’) is at rest. Hence we have, with this
choice,

plj a*x e T (p) [V ), VO] Ip) erc=

tim s (a2 =7 G20, V3Oplerc =2 [de a2y, e T Fatim o= [V, T3O)I)

p—>eo s
=%de'd ZxJ_e'iﬁ'J_-?_,_(p/I[V;(x)’ V;(O)]IPI>LC . (B6)

(B3) was used, as well as the fact that, according to (B5b), (x’)*—~0 as p—~». Finally we may set (p’)"
=m/v2, and we get from (B1)

LT avwienqr, =% faxatx,e TR ol vie, viOlphe (87)
T b

where we have dropped the primes on p. Equation (B7) is the same expression as (4.1) and (4.3).
We now see that the validity of the p— « technique for 0,0 components is equivalent to the validity of the
formal statement, which seems to follow from (B3) and (B4):

tim e UV, VEOlercU™H0) = 4 V2 (), Vi O))ic. (B8)

On the left-hand side x° is changed to —v2 e~ xz, and on the right-hand side x~ =2z, with z fixed in the
limiting process. It is this A-dependent change of x* which invalidates conclusions drawn from (B8); the
equation is correct as written. Similar formal statements must be true for the validity of this technique
for + — components. We demonstrate that (B8) is never valid, though a fortuitous turn of events assures
the correctness of the Dashen—Fubini—Gell-Mann sum rule.

By direct evaluation of the left-hand side, we find

Lim e UMV (), V5O)ercU™ () = fone Lim e UM VO)UT (N, )0(-VZ e™*2)
= s lxi_lge'“[(%)”zVJ(O)eM ()V2V; (0)e™](e*/V2)5%(%,) b(2)
=4f15e3V, (0)6%(%,)8(2). (B9a)
The right-hand side of (B8) is given by (4.6a):

A V), V3(0)Lc= 36fae Vi (0)6%(X,) 8(2) — 560%0%[ Spp(xy) €(x™ = 370Xy = F 1)) y=0; 5= =2 - (B9D)

Thus the p— © technique misses the bilocal Schwinger term. This, of course, is not serious when that
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object is a ¢ number. Moreover, the Dashen—Fubini~Gell-Mann® sum rule involves an integration over x-,
hence, even a g-number Schwinger term of the form (B9b) does not contribute. However, in the general
case, one may not rely on the validity of the formal manipulation.

Recently, Segré?® has given a p—~ « sum rule based on the 0, 0 commutator, which, however, does not
involve simply an integral over x~, but rather a Fourier transform. Thus his result is not true if there is
a g-number bilocal Schwinger term, i.e., if F (w) #0.%

For the sum rules from other components, the p— « technique requires

lffi UMWV (x), V%(O)‘ = V30)]erc U™ (N = [V, (%), V5(0)]1c. (B10)
The validity of this relation appears to follow from (B3), (B4), and from the analogous transformation law
for V3

UM VHOIU™ (V) = (2)2V; (0)e* - ()2 V; (0)e™ . (B11)
However, direct evaluation of the left-hand side gives
l)‘l_f‘ll UV ), VO erc = [V %), V3(0)] erctU~1(A)

=1im U){f,5 V(082X ) 6(—VZ e~ 22) = if, 5, V3(0)8%(X, ) 8(~ V2 e~ 22) } U 1(2)

A= w0

= lx1m V2 V,(0)e™Me/V2)5%(%,)5(2)

= fae V2 (0)8%(X,)8(2). (B12)

Comparing this with the correct formula for the right-hand side of (B11), Eq. (4.6b), we see that all the
bilocal operators have been missed. Since some of these survive even upon integration over x~, the p— «
method fails completely.

It is not hard to see what the problem is. Consider for simplicity a boson field, with the equal-time
commutators ‘

i $*(x), $(0)] erc=0 | (B13)
and the bilocal light-cone commutator (see Appendix C)

il p*(x), $p(0)] = 3e(x™) %(X.). (B14)
The p— « technique would assert that

lim UM o*(x), $(0)]ercUHN) =[¢*(x), $(0)]1c. (B15)

However there is simply no way to transform the zero of the left-hand side, into a nonvanishing quantity.
The point is that on the light cone there are operators which are not limits of expressions that exist outside
the light cone. These are the bilocal operators which are lost by the p- « technique.

The ideas in this Appendix were developed through conversations with Professor G. Segré. These are
gratefully acknowledged. '

APPENDIX C

We present here the light-cone commutators associated with a boson theory. These commutators lead to
a nonvanishing F,;, and hence they appear to be physically unacceptable; nevertheless their structure is
sufficiently intgresting to warrant exposure. The Lagrangian is

L£=0, 3" p* —m*pop* + £,(¢, ¢p*), (c1)
where £; is a Hermitian function. The current is given by (we suppress internal symmetry)
JH =ip*ot p —ipoF p* ‘ (c2)

and the canonical light-cone commutator of the fields is
i p*(x0), p(N]ic=2e(x™ = y7) (X, = F1). (C3)
It is now straightforward to compute the light-cone commutator [J*, J%], a=+,7. We find

[T (%), T* (W] 1c= —1i0%0%[e(x~ - y=) 63X, - ¥.)S(x|y)], (C4a)
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[7*(x), I (M ]rc= - 507 e(x~ = y7)3' %X, —F.)S(x]y)]

—3i0%[e(x™ = 97) 0% (X, — §.)0iS(x|»)] +iS(y|y)6(x~ - y7)2 62X, =T 1), (C4b)

S(x|y) = p*(x) p(p) + p*() p(x). (C5)

It is seen that everything is expressible in terms of S(x|y), the bilocal generalization of the Schwinger term.
The [J*,J7] commutator cannot be so simply expressed. The reason is that J~ involves 9,¢, and the
equations of motion must be used to express 0,¢ in terms of ¢. Unlike in the fermion case, the dependence
on £; does not seem to be removable.
It is instructive to rederive these commutators by Schwinger’s method.>” We consider the Lagrangian
(C1) to be minimally coupled to an external vector field A"

£=(0, +ieA,)p(3" — ieA")p* —mpp* + £.(¢, *). v (ce)
The current is now
J”=—62::“=i¢*a“¢—z‘¢a“¢*—2¢¢*A“. (cm
The commutator is given by
H = - e
[ (x), TH(y)] = -4 5eA,(3)’ (C8)

where the functional variation is performed with fixed canonical variables: fields and conjugate momenta.
One may rewrite (C8) in the following fashion. By the reciprocity relation,?’

6J%(x) __8J"(y)

0eA,(y) 0eA,(x)’ (C9)
Eq. (C9) becomes
[ (x), I* ()] = —iaa—ﬁ%%‘%. (C10)

Since the variation is arbitrary, we may choose to perform it by setting eAd,(x) = 9,A(x) and varying A. It
is not hard to see that under these circumstances (C10) becomes

JH
[0, (30 =155

(Cc11)

Hence all we need is to compute the dependence of J*(x) on A, when eA, =09,A.
A peculiar feature of the boson theory is that one cannot consider ¢ to be independent of A. The reason
for this is that the canonical momentum depends on ¢ and A; i.e.,

5L

=7 o

=0_¢+id-A¢. (C12)

The canonical commutator now is
[0-p(x) +i0-A(x) p(x), p(¥)]1c=—-286(x~ — y~) 8% (X, =T 1). (Cc13)
Differentiating this with respect to A and setting A=0, we find

[3 Spl) ¢>*(y)]

- BA2)’ [6-¢(x) My_)]w = —30_6(x~ - 27) %X, - T [ (x), d* (W] 1c

' 3A(z)

= %a-ﬁ(x- -27)0%X, -7, )e(x - y-)éz(i_l. _§_L)) (C14)
where we have used (C3), since A=0. It is seen that the left-hand side cannot vanish. The correct for-
mula for 6¢(x)/5A(y) may be inferred from (C14):

Lg A(f;)) =402 e(x™ ~ y7)p(y) 8*(X, - F )] o)
To compute the commutators, we now have from (C7) and (C11), in the limit eA, =3,A~0
[J+(x), J*(y)] = —_¢_56 1:((3)) 3_4’(37) - (p*(y)a_-g% + i¢(y)¢*(y)a_ o(x~ - y-)ﬁz(il - ?_L) -H.c., (C16a)
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(70, 70)] = - 38T 05(5) - 92 (02" 22 +ig(1) 6 (100 (4~ - )04 6R, ~T.) - Hue. (C16b)

Substituting (C15) into (C16) reproduces (C4). Again it is seen that in order to determine [J*(x), J~(y)], one
needs the equations of motion to compute the dependence of 9,¢ on A.

We summarize the important differences between the boson and fermion models for the light-cone com-
mutators. (1) In the boson theory there exists a dimension-two operator, hence the Schwinger term
emerges canonically. Indeed everything is expressible in terms of the bilocal Schwinger term. In the
fermion theory the basic bilocal operator is a generalization of the current, and no Schwinger terms are
present. (2) The [J*(x), J~(y)] commutator can be expressed in the fermion model in terms of bilocal op-
erators without any reference to the interaction, provided there is no derivative coupling. In the boson
theory this does not appear to be possible.

In conclusion, we deduce the implications that the present model has for electroproduction. In the usual
fashion, we write

(Pl (9, 2O 1) =L D= 2*0etx -] 00 s [ dw <UD py(0) 1 607,07 5-p)]

sinw(x *p)
WX P

1 1
+H[pp'O-p-3(pH 3"+ p"0") + g""(p - 0)] e - p) 6(x*) [g;,—z L dw Fyw) +fo#, x -p)],
f1(0, % p) —=0,  fo(x*, x +p)—=0. (C17)
x40 *2-0

It now follows that

1 -t
Pl (), T OIb) 1= ia_a_[ e(x‘)&z(il)ié—ﬂf_ dw%f’——)n(w)], (C18a)

(DI, 7 OV =009 xR )i | dw S22 ()

ritpot - pro )] IR | awS D p (o). (c180)
On the other hand, from (C17) we have
(PIT* (%), T*(0)]Ip) = %id.9 [ e(x™)6* (X (%" p™)], (C19a)

(pl[I* (), THO)]lp) =i8* X[ 6(x~)p'h"(0) + 3e(x~)p*p k' (x~p*)] +49° 6*(X ) 36(x™In(0) - 2e(x~)p "R (x~p")],

(C19b)
where
h(x - p) = p|S(x0) [P} |;2=o-
Comparing (C18a) with (C19a) gives
1 .
h(x +p) =4LWJ'_1 dw%ﬂn(w), (C20a)
while (C18b) and (C19b) imply
r’(0)=0, (C20b)
0= [ L2p, ()
) _ oY (C20c)
, 1 (', sinw(x-p)
h'(x+p) o dw-—w— [F,(w) = 2F,(w)], (c204q)
R'(x p) = LJ’I d .
X p)=-7- . wcosw(x * p)F,(w) . (C20e)

All these relations may be summarized by
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(C21a)

(C21b)

Thus the transverse deep-inelastic cross section, F, — F;, vanishes in this model.
The discussion in this Appendix of Schwinger’s method for calculating commutators was developed with
help from Professor K. Johnson. We wish to thank him for his assistance.

APPENDIX D (added in proof):
VALIDITY OF LIGHT-CONE
FIXED-MASS SUM RULES

Though the p -« technique, which is known to fail
in general, was not employed by us, we did per-
form various formal operations which can be un-
sound. We now examine the validity of these re-
sults more carefully. Our conclusion is that
whereas the “Z graphs” seem to be properly in-
cluded by the present methods, the graphs which
have fixed-mass singularities in the external cur-
rent cannot be handled by light-cone techniques un-
less certain superconvergence relations, discussed
below, are true. (These are the “Class-2” graphs
in the terminology of Adler and Dashen.”) Our
statement that the Z graphs are correctly included
is based merely on the observation that in the free-
field quark theory the modified sum rules are val-
id. However, the free-field model does not have
fixed-mass singularities, and further analysis is
required.

Let us return to the defining equation (2.1). Sup-
pressing all indices, this is of the following form:

W(g?, v) = j d'x e plV(x), O] . (DY)

To obtain a fixed-mass sum rule, one must firs¢
set ¢ =0, then integrate over q-. The rigorously
true result is the analog of (4.1):

1(dv e
2,”JP+ W(—qL ,V)

:j dx, e~ iduxL <p l de-vl(x), VZ(O)] \ p>LC .

(D2)

However, our model for light-cone commutators
provides us with the commutators [Vi(x), V5(0)].c
and therefore f dx~[V,(x), V5(0)],c, rather than the
formula required in (D2). The two are identical
only when the x~ integral is sufficiently well be-
haved so that the interchange with the limit x* -0
is allowed. When the interchange is performed we
arrive at the analog of (4.2),

1 (dv

— | =2 -
2,” p+ W( qJ. ’ V)

=Id2xl dx~e TR p|[Vi(x), V(O] P . (D3)

To see what is involved, it is useful to consider
the T product,

T(q?, v) =ijd4x TN p| T*V,(x)V,(0)| p) . (D4)

According to the light-cone BJL theorem,! the
quantity of interest in (D2) is (apart from seagulls,
which we ignore)

ql_il_zlw[q-T]qho .
On the other hand, the interchanged order relevant
to (D3) is

[q]._i_l_'{lm q- T:] qt=0*

Since ¢®>=2¢"q~ -4, 2, this interchange clearly may
be dangerous.

Suppose now that T has a contribution from a pole
in the external current,

1
T(q?, v)~ —5—=A(V).
(@® v) e )
We have as the contribution to (D3)

l:ql_iian_T] T [5}1— A(oo)] _=0. (D5)

(It has been assumed that |A(~)| <, i.e., that the
commutator exists.) The reason that 1/¢* vanishes
at ¢* =0 is that the principal-value definition is ap-
propriate here; i.e., in position space f_:dx'e(x')
=0. The noninterchanged order, relevant to (D2),
gives

1
pg 2 +u?)’
Thus for the interchange to be valid, it must be
true that

lyi_t}l vA(v)=0. (D7)

lim [q=T] o=~ ~lim vA(v) (D6)

q= -0

The same result may be obtained by considering
the dispersive derivation of the sum rules. Let us
assume that the fixed-mass sum rule under consid-
eration converges. The light-cone technique gives

[ awarn-r-a., (D8)

where P(-q,2) is a polynomial in §, 2. The T prod-
uct is given by a dispersive formula, which by hy-
pothesis is convergent:

-

. N P C )
2 P A4 LV )
T(-4.2% V) = 5 I_mdv At (D9)
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The bar on the T indicates that polynomials in v
have been dropped. From (D8) it follows that

Lim vT(=G,?, v) = ~P(~4,?) (D10)
If T(-4, 2, v) has a contribution of the form
(4.%2+u?)""A(v), the only way that lim,_,, vT(-4, 2 v)
can equal a polynomial in §, ? is if (D7) is true.

The condition (D7), which assures the validity of
the present results, is of course the same condi-
tion which was previously found to be necessary
for the Class-2 graphs not to spoil the p -« tech-
nique. However, the present techniques are more
general, since they can accommodate a polynomial
in ¢® in (D10), while the p—~ method requires the
right-hand side of (D10) to be constant in the
Dashen—Fubini—-Gell-Mann® case, and zero other-
wise. Phrased in another way, this means that the
light-cone sum rules can accommodate fixed poles,
provided the residues are polynomials in ¢®. Pre-
sumably these fixed poles arise from the Z graphs,
which were previously missed.

When the sum rule converges, there is hope that
(D7) is true, since convergence implies
lim,_,discvA(v)=0. For the divergent sum rules,
like V in Table II due to Cornwall, Corrigan, and
Norton, a truncation procedure has been devel-
oped by these authors, which possibly may make
such relations well defined. The present consid-
erations indicate that this truncation must remove
all the fixed-mass singularities. It is doubtful that
this is practicable procedure.

Note that if (D7) is not true, then [ dx~V,(x) is
not a local operator in X, . We mean that the com-
mutator of this quantity with another local operator
does not vanish for x*=0, %X,+#0. This is seen from
(D6), where the commutator exhibits a nonpolyno-
mial @, ? dependence. The possible troubles with
which we are here concerned arise from the lack
of sufficiently uniform convergence of the integral
f dx~V,(x); or more exactly, of the integral
f dx~Vi(x). It may be that physical considerations
should be brought forward here. After all, we

know that the charge f d?x, dx~Vi(x) is a well-
behaved, physically interesting operator, indepen-
dent of x*. Perhaps it is possible to use this fact
to establish regularity for the partially integrated
charge f dx=Vix).

It is not difficult to exhibit models which possess
some of the pathological features under discussion
here. For example, in the vector-meson theory
which gives rise to the algebra of fields,? the
Dashen-Fubini—-Gell-Mann® sum rule is violated in
Born approximation,® if the field-current identity
is made. This failure is traceable to the existence
of fixed-mass singularities in the current, which
arise from an “elementary” vector particle.’! The
integral f dvWw®(g?, v) comes out nonpolynomial
in ¢?, indicating that the light-cone technique fails.
It appears that this model has several peculiarities
on the light cone, which are under further study.3®

One may avoid the entire problem of interchanges
by not setting ¢* to zero. Then the interchange is
legitimate, since one is dealing with Fourier inte-
grals. Unfortunately the mass is no longer fixed in
the sum rules, but rather ¢g?=av+B. Such sum
rules have been considered by the p -~ method,?
and in general the results are false in free-field
theory.* The light-cone versions of these sum
rules have been studied,?? and they provide the nec-
essary corrections to the p—~« results; see also
Appendix B.

It should be emphasized that the purely deep-
inelastic results of Sec. V are not affected by any
of the problems discussed here. However, it must
be remembered that the operation of dividing by w
in the scaling region may lead to additional 6 func-
tions of w, as explained by Jackiw, Van Royen, and
West.?® It has been shown by Zee®? that in pertur-
bation theory for a quark-gluon model such func-
tions are indeed present. Also it appears that in
the algebra of fields these 6 functions occur canon-
ically.3®

The considerations in this Appendix were devel-
oped in collaboration with Professor D. J. Gross.
We are grateful for his comments.

*Work supported in part through funds provided by the
Atomic Energy Commission under Contract No. AT(30-
1)-2098.
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