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Light-cone commutators are used to derive fixed-mass sum rules for structure functions
evaluated away from the forward direction. Both spin-averaged and spin-dependent sum rules
are considered. As in the forward direction these sum rules relate the structure functions to
form factors of bilocal operators. The bilocal operators can, in turn, be related to the deep-
inelastic limits of the structure functions by Fourier transformations. We derive these rela-
tions for the spin-averaged case. In addition we use the Mandelstam representation to show
the consistency of the scaling hypothesis with crossed-channel unitarity.

I. INTRODUCTION

Starting from assumed forms for light-cone com-
mutators of currents,'™® a variety of conclusions
can be drawn regarding the properties of electron
and neutrino scattering structure W(q?, v) and their
scaling limits F(w).* Since these functions are
forward absorptive parts of the four-point.current-
particle amplitude it is natural to inquire into the
properties of the off-forward absorptive parts
W(q?2,v,t) and F(w,t).> Although these latter are
not soon likely to be measured experimentally, any
requirements on them are important constraints
for any model dealing with the forward amplitudes.

In the present work we apply the methods of
Dicus, Jackiw, and Teplitz (DJT)* to the nonforward
vector amplitude and deduce several sum rules.
That work, and this, is performed under the as-
sumptions of the canonical commutators of a vec-
tor-gluon fermion-quark model.?

We derive fixed-¢® sum rules for the W’s [see
Eq. (2.18)] and formulas giving the F’s as Fourier
transforms of the form factors of bilocal operators
(2.27). In Sec. III we find fixed-¢® sum rules for
the nonforward spin-flip absorptive parts (3.5).
Our conclusions are 16 fixed-¢? sum rules of which
six are extensions of =0 sum rules; of the new
sum rules, three are expected to converge in a
Regge model.

Finally in Sec. IV we make a natural first step
toward a model-independent dynamics by discuss-
ing the analyticity of the off-forward scalar-cur-
rent scalar-target amplitude in the framework of
the Mandelstam representation.® We show the con-
sistency of the scaling hypothesis with the two-
body ¢-channel unitarity approximation and the ab-

§

sence of anomalous thresholds in F(w,t). Using
this we evaluate the box-diagram contribution to
F(w,t). The answer is given in Eq. (4.15).

In Appendix A we relate the structure functions
W used in the sum rules to the ¢-channel helicity
amplitudes and also find the ¢®*~ 0 conditions on the
structure functions. In Appendix B we provide the
free-quark-model Born approximations to the am-
plitudes under discussion.

II. SPIN-AVERAGED SUM RULES
AND TRANSFORMS
A. Fixed-Mass Sum Rules

We consider the Fourier-transformed commutator
function

Cis (b1s 415 D2y G2)

- f d*x e %(p, | [VX(ax), VE(=22)][py) .

(2.1)
Clh satisfies the relation

Cob (015 @15 b2» G2) = ~Chi (b1 =23 P2y —q1) . (2.2)
Following Gross,® we expand C/}' in terms of con-
served tensor covariants

5

- Gy w_ ai'ql
c=rwple” - G4 )al,, (- L),

i=1 q:
(2.3)
where the A ;, are taken to be
Apy==8 s (2.4a)
A2=P,P,, (2.4b)
A3, =P,A,—P,A,, (2.4c¢)
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Ay =PyAy+PyAy, (2.4d) Wi (v, 6) =W{™(-v, -0), (2.6b)
A151u=AuAp) (2.48)

where while the opposite symmetries hold for W§"”’. Note

that W, and W, are »o¢ related to the spin-flip am-
P=%(p,+p,), (2.5a) plitudes called W, and W, in DJT.
To obtain fixed-mass sum rules from (2.1) we
=1 2.5

Q=20 +%), (2.5b) follow the method of DJT and integrate (2.3) over
A=qy—qy=pr— D2 (2.5¢) Q. On the right-hand side we interchange the @~

and x integrations. The @~ integral then gives a
factor of 5(x%). This operation is only valid in the
absence of Class-II singularities as discussed in
Appendix D of DJT; it is not, however, invalidated

The structure functions W; depend on the Lorentz
scalars v, ¢, @%, and 6 where v=P:Q=P-q,
=P-q,, t=A% and 6=2Q A,

From (2.2) we see that

by Z graphs.
W™ (v, 8) =-W({® (-v, -5), i=1,2,4,5 (2.6a) This procedure yields sum rules of the form
J
1 °. _ - ~/2 —iQ.x
W, 6, 1,0 = [ dxat, O e 05 5y [V, Vel b ) v @)

The right-hand side is a light-cone commutator which we may then evaluate from the results of Ref. 1. On
the left-hand side the initial and final virtual photon masses squared are given by

q 2
(11l tms -

To ensure ¢,% and ¢, being constant as Q" varies we may take Q*=A*=¢7=¢;=0.
Returning to (2.1) we choose v =+, u=4%,i ({=1,2) in order to limit our derivation of sum rules to those
commutators found by Cornwall and Jackiw to be interaction-independent.! Integrating over @~ gives

1 o i . U
5=/ dQ'{g*ﬂwg" +P"(P“— %)W;MP* (A"— UL qu‘h) we +ng)}

1 1

= f dx~dPx, e 71 2(p, | [VE(5x), Vi=220]1 50 | 120

= fdx_dlee_iq21 L, | [ Vi (x), V;(O)] [50) |42 -
(2.9)

The current commutators which emerge in the interacting fermion theory of Ref. 1 are the following:
(V) Vi) oyt =if e Vi (0)8(x™ = 97)0%(x, — ) = $i8%82[Sep (x| v)e(x™ = y7)0 (%, = 3,)], (2.10)
[V, Ve )] eyt =if a5 V o (0)0(x™ = y7)6%(x, - 3,)

~3if w0t le(x™ = y7)8%(x, —9,)0; (x]9)] + 30% [e(x™ - y7)0%(x, —,)0% (x9)]
307 eMle(x™ - y7)6%(x, —¥,)@,c(x])]}
—3id 1y {07 [e(x™ = y7)0%(x, = v, )0 (x| p)] + 305 [e(x™ - ¥7)8%(x, - 9, )L (x]9)]
+30% ele(x™ - y7)0%(x, - v,)@ (x| )]}
+ie(x™ = y7)0%(x, = ¥ WM ap(x|y) = 538 oy (x| )e(x™ - 97)0,0°6%(x, -9, ) . (2.11)

These results were obtained in a quark model with a vector-gluon interaction, and a symmetry-breaking
mass term. In (2.11) all terms, except S,,(x|y) emerge with canonical manipulations; however, S,,(x|y)
can be shown to have nonzero vacuum expectation value. The inability to compute it canonically is a reflec-
tion of the fact that the ordinary Schwinger term is not evaluated canonically, and is related to the nonoc-
currence of dimension-2 fermion operators in the theory. We shall assume that S, is a ¢ number; S,,(x|y)
=6,,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 (2.11) only when the currents are not conserved, and need not
concern us any further. The remaining bilocal operators are defined as follows:



2264 D. A. DICUS AND V. L. TEPLITZ 6

Vi(x]y) =3P r9(v) , (2.12a)
Al (x]y) =5 Pl v 1 () . (2.12b)

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 (2.11):

Vh(x]y)=3VE(x|y) +3VEW %), (2.132)
e (ely) = [VEGly) - VEG] 0], (2.13b)
Gl (x|y)=3AL(x|y) +3AL (Y] x), (2.13¢)
Eﬁ(xly)lei [AE(x|y) - AL |x)] . (2.13d)

Finally, we expand the bilocal operators U, U, @, and @, of (2.11) in terms of real form factors. We
keep, for use in Sec. III, terms involving the nucleon spin:

el VE©) |5 = PP (1) +5z € (PAS)FS(0), (2.14)

(2| VL (x|0)| py = P*V (%2, %+ Py x+ A, 1) + 2" VE(x2, x+ P, x+ A, 1)
+iAP V(x?, % Py x+ A, 1) +i€" PP P Ags, V5 (x2 x+ P, x+ A, 1)

+e"BPP x5, VE(x2 x+ Pyx+ A, 1) +i€" “BPA xgs, VE (x% x+ Py x* A, 1), (2.15)

where s*=#(p,)y"ysu(p,). Time-reversal invariance requires that, when x+A =0, V$ and V¢ must be zero.
As long as we are dealing with ++, +—, or +i commutators in (2.1) we evaluate the bilocal form factors at
x+A=0.

In the same way A%, A%, and AS are zero at x- A =0 in the following:

(021 AK0) [py) = s g (1), (2.16)
(P1@E(x]0) | py) =sPAS(x?, x+ Py x A t) + PP x+ sAS(x2, x+ P, x+ A, ) + 5" x+ SAS(x2, x* P, x+ A, 1)
+iPPA - sAS(x%, x+ Py x+ A, 1) +ix" A - SAS(x2, x+ P, x+ A, 1) +iAF x+ SAN(x2, x* P, x* A, {)
+AFA - SAY(x®, x0 Pyx+ A, 1) +i€" “BPP A gx AS(x?, x+ P, x+ AL t). (2.17)
Similar decompositions hold for ¥ and @. Summing matrix elements over initial and final proton spins as
required in this section puts s* equal to zero in (2.14) and (2.17).
With the above formulas, fixed-mass sum rules are readily derived. Setting u equal to + in (2.9) and
using (2.10) gives the ¢ #0 generalization of the Dashen—Fubini—-Gell-Mann (DFGM) sum rule. Setting u
equal to — in (2.9), using (2.11) and (2.14) through (2.17) to evaluate the right-hand side, and equating coef-

ficients of 1/P*, P-Q/P*, P-A/P*, and P~ gives three new sum rules in addition to the DFGM rule (which
comes from the coefficient of P7). Because 6 is nonzero, interchanging p and v and considering

Jaqmczrr-

yields two new independent sum rules. The resulting six sum rules may be written as follows [with a = P*x~
and W, =W, +(?/q, - ‘h)Wz] :

[ Wi o, @1, 0) =inf e ), (2.182)
[

[ av Wi = by, [ da V(6 =0, 0, x- 2 =0,1), (2.18b)
0 91 G 0

[ avwid=tnd, [ da 730, a,0,0, (2.18¢)
0 o

f W =0, (2.18d)
0
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= Ha2+45") =% (. ala], 5 e [~ (], 02 = Ha* +a°) [~ Cab]
2f dVWE“b]———l———z——f dv V* W3 +6-1—f dv vW3* +—-—-—f dv vW3°®
° £ 2‘1126122‘11’ 92 0 2 NS 0 4 2%2‘122 ) s

=§i1rtfmf da oZ50, @,0,1), (2.18¢)
0

o . 0 2 2) _ 52 0 _

L (Tawielis L% [Ty, kel _ U+ =8 (7 e =6imif da oZS0, @,0,1). (2.18f)
2, 2 2 3 2_2 4 abe 8

91" 92" Jo 41492 Jo 2q,°q;, 0 0

In each of the six sum rules (2.18) the structure functions W¢® stand for
%[W‘;”(u, &, ¢, 6)+W‘;”(V, @, t,-5)], i=1,2,3,5
and
WP, @,1,0) Wy, @, ¢, -5)]

as can be seen from the crossing relations (2.6). There exist an additional six sum rules which are
identical in form to (2.18) except that the W$’ stand for

WP, @,4,8)-Wiy, @,1,-08)], i=1,2,3,5
%[ng(vy QZ, t’ 5)+W2b(V, Qz’ t’ "6)],

the right-hand sides are all zero, and the structure functions have the opposite symmetry under inter-
change of ¢ and b.

Equation (2.18D) is the ¢ # 0 generalization of the sum rule of Cornwall, Corrigan, and Norton.® Note
that no sum rule involving W can appear from the present method in a commutator involving V* since both
A* and Q* are set to zero.

No new sum rules are added to the spinless case by considering the (+,i{) commutator. All the sum rules
in (2.18) except for (2.18a) are apparently divergent for ¢~0 in a Regge model in which

Wo~v%,  Wy~v®2%, Wy~p%l  W,~po-i, (2.19)

The sum rules are, in principle, convergent for ¢ sufficiently negative that the leading j-plane singular-
ity @ has retreated the necessary distance into the left-hand plane. As pointed out by de Alwis® the =0
case may then be evaluated by analytic continuation.®

B. Deep-Inelastic Transforms

As in DJT the bilocal operators are measured by the deep-inelastic limits of the W#. We consider the
Fourier transform of the time-ordered product

T (b1s 415 2 42) =ifd4xe“’ R (Ve (G VE (=300, 8,) (2.20)
This can be expanded in terms of the Af,u,
5 , v v . , uon
T =if o f()— g™ = Pgl— Pq¥]+ 3, Té”’(g“" - QZ—%Z—)A;m'(g“ = g—q—) (2.21)
q1° 92 i=1 92 9

where the A}, are given in (2.4) and the W in (2.3) are the discontinuities of the 7%,
We can now relate (2.21) to the light-cone commutator by using the Bjorken-Johnson-Low theorem on the
light cone,!

Toy ~ ‘é—l_fdx'dlee‘w"-’ze"ol"‘l/z(szVZ(%x), VE(=3x2)] |9 |+ -0 + polynomials . (2.22)
Q > e

The starting point for determining the large-@~ behavior of the T% is their dispersion relations. We can
assume for convenience unsubtracted dispersion relations since in the end we will keep only the imaginary
parts:

wPWw', @,1,0)

S (2.23)

TP, % 1,0) =5 [ av

We write the W‘,-’” in terms of functions of the scaling variable w=-@*/2v which go into the scaling functions
when Q* and v go to infinity (with w fixed),



2266 D. A. DICUS AND V. L. TEPLIT?Z 6

a 1 na 1 1
Wi (v, @, 1,0) == 5= F’ (w0, @, £, 0) D T [Fg"(w, t,0) + gz G'(w, 1, a)] , (2.24a)
W (v, @, ¢, 6) =Fi"(w, @, 1, 0)
- F®(w,t,0), i=2,3,4,5. (2.24Db)
Then we can rewrite (2.23) as
1 ’ ab ’ 2
ab 2 =_°i leL(w’Q,tyé)
TL (V; Q ’ t; 6) 47 o w,z o —w ) (2.253.)
w o F%(w! t, 6)
a =2 fyw,e,0,0)
TP, @1, 0) =23 f_ldw’ = ?Zw 0 i29,3,4,5. (2.25b)
Letting @~ get large makes v and @* get large with w fixed; Eq. (2.25) becomes
1 ’ ab ’ 1 ’ ab ’
b 5 W dw’ F{'(w',t,0) w dw' GP(w',t, )
TL (V’ Q% 6) 47 ‘/‘_1 w/2 @ - w 8TTQ+Q- o w'? W —w (2.263)
and
Ty, @, t 5)~—“’——fldw'§b(—“’"—”—91 i=2,3,4,5 (2.26D)
i b 2%y 277Q+Q— -1 (JJ'-'(JJ ’ A B . .

Now we simply use (2.26) with (2.21) in (2.22), setting uv equal to ++ and +-, and using (2.10) and (2.11)
in the right-hand side of (2.22). The results are five deep-inelastic transforms:

F(w,1,0)=0,
F%®(w,t,6)=0,

(2.27a)
(2.27b)

G2(w, t, 0) =—8iw3f dae " a] £, VE0, @,0, ) +du, 750, a,0, £)]

—sztj dae ““af £, A0, a,0,1) -d,,, A0, a,0,1)],
Few, t, 0) =iwf dae v £ . V30, @, 0, ) +d,,, 750, a, 0, )],

1 - _
F&(w,t,0)=5— F¥(w,t,0)+w | dae  “*af f . A0, a,0, 1) - d,,, A0, a,0, )].
2w o 8

The bilocal form factors on the right-hand side of
(2.27) are evaluated at x2=0 and x- A =0.

The fact that F#*(w, t, ) is zero for all { and &
follows from assuming there is no g-number
Schwinger term in the commutator just as it did
for t=6=0. But now we see that

d
f 6w, 1,9)

is not zero as in the { =0 case DJT but is propor-
tional to ¢. There is no transform formula for Fg;
its coefficient goes as (Q~)%; hence it only appears
in higher-order commutators.

Equation (2.27) shows that all the scaling func-
tions are in fact completely independent of 6. This
is an explicit verification of what has been argued
should be a general rule.>*?

Comparing (2.27d) with the fixed-mass sum rule
(2.18a) we find

(2.27c)

(2.27d)

(2.27e)

74 =v%(0,0,0,7)

which states that the bilocal operator goes into the
local operator (the current) as x—0.*
Finally, if A%(0, @, 0, t) has no pole in « then

(2.28)

ldw L dw
fo FFgab’(w,t, 6)=f0 Z—wzFé”’(w, £,0).

(2.29)

But this also follows from the fixed-mass sum
rules (2.18b) and (2.18c); we conclude that A has
no pole in a.

III. FIXED-MASS SUM RULES FOR NONZERO SPIN

If we do not sum over the nucleon spin in (2.3)
there are many additional tensors to be added to
the list (2.4); Gerstein®® has solved for the 13 ex-
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tra independent ones. We write them in the form

_ 13 , v v’ , B’ u
CZE=ER?b<g"” _ qijzz > Bli;’u’<gp B qqu;) ,
1

i=1

(3.1)

where C¥ is the spin-dependent part of C¥, and
the B}, are taken to be

Byu=gw # (PQas), (3.22)
Bﬁ,;% P,P,e(PQAs), (3.2b)
B, =# (PQAS)A, P, A, P, ], (3.2¢)
B‘,’,u=-—;; e(PRAs)A,P,+A,P,], (3.2d)

1
Bgu =€uuaBSaQB - -2—11 [Pufu(QSA) +Pu€u(QSA)] ’

(3.2e)
B}, =Q" s€,, ,,PQ%, (3.2f)
1
B;’,u=? [P,e,(PAs) +P,¢,(PAs)], (3.2g)
1
By =72 [ Py, (PAs) - Pe, (PAs)], (3.2h)
B ——1—[ i
=2 A€, (PAS) - A €, (PAs)], (3.2i)
B = L[A A j
== Ay, (P s)+A,€,(PAs)], (3.25)
By, =P,€,(PQs) +P,€,(PQs), (3.2k)
Bji=A,€,(PQs) +A,¢€,(PQs), (3.21)
By =A,€,(PQs) - A €, (PQs), (3.2m)
where we have introduced the notation
€"(ABC)=€"*®A,B,Cy, (3.3a)
€(ABCD)=€"*PA, B,C Dy . (3.3b)

The set of B}, is related to Gerstein’s by using

au(peytyulp) =s*, (3.4a)

by u(p) =22 pulpy) - oo € (Ps)
j=d 2pP?
(3.4b)

u(py)o™ u(p,) =— €"™(Ps)

i
m
~ 5 Hpulp)] AF P~ A” P ]

i

4mP?

+ [AFe’(PAs) — AV €#(PAS)].

(3.4¢)

Again the invariant amplitudes are functions of v,
Q% ¢, and 6. To simplify the algebra we will set
6=0 immediately. Then time-reversal invariance
requires R,, Ry, Ry, R;;, and R, to be zero.

We notice that, as A~0, only B, and B, are
not zero. In this limit the amplitudes RZ® and RZ
become the amplitudes we called W5 and W, in
DJT. (Here we have already used the notation W,
and W, for spin-independent amplitudes.)

From (2.2) we find that

R{"™ (v, Q% ¢,0) =R (-v, @, ,0)
fori=1, 2, 6, 9, and 12 while
R (v, @ 1,0) = =R (-v, @%,1,0)

for i =3, 5, and 7 with opposite symmetry for the
amplitudes that are antisymmetric under inter-
change of a and b.

It should also be noted that the projection opera-
tor (g" -¢"q"/q%) could be replaced by (g"’ - P'q"/
v). The first choice leads to conditions among the
R; at ¢® =0 ensuring the absence of ¢* poles in C"
(or alternatively the vanishing of helicity ampli-
tudes with longitudinal photons). The second
choice leads to v =0 conditions. The presence of
a 1/v term in (3.2e) follows from using the second
choice for the (5) amplitude and then reexpressing
the result in terms of first choice amplitudes.
This somewhat awkward procedure has the advan-
tage of displaying the generalization of the Drell-
Hearn'* sum rule in a straightforward form but
introduces an extra condition RE,“"’ 1w=0)=0.

We now proceed as in Sec. II and DJT to derive
fixed-mass sum rules. We use the ++, +—, and
+7 commutators. The only difficult problem is in
determining which “reduced” tensors (that is, the
tensors B!, with vu=++, +—, or +i) are indepen-
dent. We find, for the +, ¢ case, for example,
the following independent tensors: Pie*(PAs),
Q'e*(PAs), A'e*(PAs), Q'e*(PQs), A'e*(PQs),
Piste(QA), @Q's*e(QA), Als*e(QA), and e€*}(Ps),
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s
where €(QA)=€7%Q;A,, j,k=1,2. For the +, — Pipn;
case we find B € (Pas), €(@s),
+ P- + PiQi + -+
pre (Qas), €*(Qas), P+ € (P@s), P-e*(Pas),
P.Q At
'—P§+_€ (QAS), € (QAS); Pi+ +(PQS)
1 Q' P
— et 3 +
pre (Pas), P+ € (Pas), We find 12 independent sum rules:
J
f duB R{P(v, @,1,6=0) +R;™(v, €, 1,6 =0) ]=0, (3.52)
0o
f [P QPR — tyRED) +RD)| = —Lin d,, 1 P? f da¥e, (3.5b)
) [0
[ dvRe) =0, (3.5¢)
IR AR S LTAWAOR (3.54)
f dv [VRE® + RL = =f  £(8) = 27f 0 f dalAs + aA3], (3.5€)
0 o
© o ZPZ _ _
f dv [Rl(“b)+L(VRéab)—tRé“b)—ZR,(,ab))] =%i"dabc da < Q2 V- an) , (3.5f)
0 2¢° 0 I's
f dv v[vR{® — 2R{) | =40P%d , q, * g, f davg, (3.5¢)
0 0
£ Vz . v .
fo dv {VR{"”+§P2(R£“”]+2R,[,“”) —ZI—E(VRg 2] —2R$“”3)+ﬁ[P2Q2R§"”] -t(uRg“”]+R£ ] }
:—ﬂfabcpz[fsc(t)"'%f dOlZf:] s (3.5n)
)
f dv[RL®) + yRL®) — R ] = %ﬂfabcf dolAS+adS ], (3.51)
0
] dv[R["”]——qg [‘"’]] Zﬂfabcf da[A¢ +tAS], (3.5§)

where we have omitted the argument v, @*, ¢, 6=0
of the amplitudes R in most of the sum rules.
Similarly on the right-hand side the bilocal oper-
ators are each a function of x*=0, @, x+A =0, and
t. The form factor f (t) is defined in (2.14). The
bilocal operators are defined in (2.15) and (2.17).
The sum of (3.5a) and (3.5b) is a generalization
to ¢?#0, {#0 of the Drell-Hearn sum rule.'* As
¢* and t go to zero the absence of ¢ poles in C"
requires that 2R, =R/v (sée Appendix A), and the
difference 0 puper — Oantiparaller 1S proportional to Ry
+VR,, as is well known. The sum rules (3.5b)

and (3.5i) are extensions to ¢#0 of sum rules de-
rived in DJT. Equation (3.5i) is the generaliza-
tion of the Bég sum rule.

The R; in (3.5) have apparent Regge asymptotic
behavior (see Appendix A) as follows:

Ri~Vo{+1, i=1,9
Ry~v*, i=3,5,1 (3.6)
R;~v®!, i=2,6,12.

When the integrands in (3.5) are expressed in
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terms of the helicity amplitudes (from Appendix A)
some cancellations of leading powers occurs.
Moreover it is shown in Appendix A that if we re-
strict ourselves to the contributions of even-sig-
nature trajectories to the isospin-symmetric (7,
=0) amplitudes and odd signature to the I, =1 am-
plitudes the convergence of some of the sum rules
is still further improved. The end result is that
the integrands in (3.5) behave with v as follows:

(a) vo3, (b) v,
(e) v, (d) v*7?,
(e) vo=2, () vt
(& v*%, (h) vo,
B v, () v

Thus (3.5a), (3.5d), (3.5e), and (3.5i) are conver-
gent in a simple Regge model. Still further im-
provement in the asymptotic behavior of the inte-
grands may be expected to result from the proper
insertion of factorized Regge poles into the {-chan-
nel parity-conserving helicity amplitudes and, at
t=0, from use of the conspiracy conditions,!®

As in DJT the right-hand sides of the sum rules
may be replaced by the scaling limits of the left-
hand sides. Again, as in Sec. II and DJT, the
fixed-mass sum rules are only valid up to the
neglect of contributions from Class-II diagrams.

We could derive, as in Sec. II B, Fourier-trans-
form sum rules for the deep-inelastic limits of the
R,. Although in principle there is no difficulty in
doing this, the algebra is sufficiently tedious, and
the expected results, beyond those found in Sec.
IIB, are sufficiently unimportant, that we have
not carried out the derivations.

IV. ANALYTICITY OF THE SCALING FUNCTIONS
IN TWO VARIABLES

In this section we ignore the nontrivial compli-
cations introduced by the spin of the photon and

study the scaling limit of the Mandelstam repre-
sentation® for the “scalar structure function” of
the kaon.

We begin with the Mandelstam representation
for the scalar photon-kaon scattering amplitude
Ty(4?, s,t), in the approximation of keeping only
the first (s-t) double-spectral function
TK(qz, s, 1) =f ‘dt_ ds

/-t s'=s

pr(g®, s', 1) . (4.1)

In the approximation of two-body ¢-channel unitar-
ity, px is given by

px(q?, s, 1) =<t _t4“2)”2

o [ 924z W (&, V', ) I T o
[zz 1224272 _1_ 2zzrzu]1/2 ’

(4.2)

where the structure function W is the s-channel
discontinuity of T, and T™ is the strong (pion-
kaon) amplitude. The z’s are given by (with u
the pion mass)

v=3[(t - M)t - 4¢%)] V%2, (4.3a)
v =5[(t - 4p®)(t - 44%)] V32", (4.3b)
vt =4(t - 4M2)(t - 4p2)] V227 . (4.3¢)

The integrals in (4.2) are from threshold up to the
curve in v’ and v’’ on which the denominator

kwllz(Z,Z,,Z”)=[22 +ZI2+ZIIZ_1 _ZZZ/Z//]I/Z

(4.4)

vanishes. The Mandelstam double-spectral-func-
tion boundary s =s(t) is found by setting s’ and s’’
equal to their threshold value and solving k,, =0
for s(¢). W can be found from dispersing (4.2) in ¢:

Wil v,t) = f -t% (%fl—‘ﬁ)m f dz'dz"’ W,;’i‘f,zz’(’;’(’,f:'f)rf‘:ff’,')’ 2 +pole terms. (4.5)

It is not surprising that scaling is consistent with the Mandelstam representation in the sense that, letting

B=-20/¢", (4.62)

& ==2v"/q*, (4.6b)
and taking the limit ¢ - « with @ fixed gives

—iky V?dz'dz" -(t—,d%;'—)'l—,g [@(t" - 4p®) + @"%(t - 4M®) -8@@' v | V2, 4.7)

Thus the kernel in the Mandelstam iteration procedure scales.
Setting v’* and @ equal to their threshold values (v,=4+Mu and &=1) the zero of k,'/? in the denomi-
nator of (4.7) gives the double-spectral-function boundary &(¢) for the scaling function
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F(®,t)= lim W(g,v,t)

q%—> 0 Wfixed

The result is
o=1+ 4(M+“’(u+*r> (4.8)

The curve @(¢) is asymptotic to the normal threshold @®=1 and #=4pu®. It has negative definite slope; hence

there are no anomalous thresholds in the scaling function. The result (4.8) must remain valid when photon,

and hadron, spin are included. Any new singularities generated by spin will merely be “kinematic.”
Taking the scaling limit of (4.5) gives an integral for Fy,

dt’ dv"’de’ , o

Fi(®, 1) =F (£)5(@ = 1) 4ft tT’f G ol @, 1) I 0 1), (4.9)
with

kp(®@, @', v, t) = 0*(t — 41%) + @"2(¢ — 4M®) - 8R@ V'’ . (4.10)

Similarly, an integral equation for F,(®,t) can be found by considering W (4%, v, ) in the (f-channel) two-
body unitarity approximation

dat’ av''d@’ ' TAL 00 42
F (@, 0) =f ,(1)8(& - 1)—4ft tT’fk”/Z F (&, #)ImT" (v, '), (4.11)
with
kp o= (@ +@"2)(t - 4p®) - 8@ V"’ . (4.12)

Equations (4.9) and (4.11) can be used to find the contributions of nontree diagrams to Fyx and F,from
lower-order diagrams. Consider for example the contribution of the diagram of Fig. 1 to F,.

In this approximation, F, under the integral in (4.11) is 8(®’ — 1) and ImT™(v"’, #') is 6(s’’ —Mgz?). The
contribution to F is

4 © dx'
B_ _ ’_ ’ -1/2
B M@ -1 f,l 7 [ )l )7, (4.13)
with
_ 1 2 _ 4 _4p?
x—MRz (t-4p®, x “Go1’ X5 -M—Rz (4.14)
It is straightforward to find from (4.13)
1 1 = [(x = x)(x + %) ] /2
B(@,t)=-4 L 2 . 4,15
Pl 0= -4 5r e =D (e xl)(x+x2)]”zl X —x+[(x x)(x+ ) |12 (*.19)

For £=0 this is, of course, the same as the re-
sult of Jackiw and Waltz'® for the forward quark-
model box-diagram contribution.

Second double-spectral functions (¢-#) can be
included in the above with no extra difficulty.
Third double-spectral functions, however, require
a model for the scaling limit of the photoproduction T

~
~

3

amplitude. Since only {=0 is currently accessible
to experiment the first double-spectral function is /'—-J\
more than sufficient. / \
/
T / \ m
/ \
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APPENDIX A

We give here the {-channel helicity amplitudes in terms of the (6 =0) scalar functions used in Secs. II and
III and also the ¢ =0 conditions which follow from the vanishing of helicity amplitudes involving longitudi-
nal photons.

We calculate Ty, s :0,,0, USing

1
ucl(pl) =< ZOJP)XO1 (Ez - pz =m2) ’ (Ala)
E +m,
_ 2030
vuz(_pz) = E+m Xoy» (Alb)
1

s*=i(m,0,0,0), o0,=0,=% (A2a)
=i(0,p, —ip; 0)7 0-1:_02:% (Azb)
P'=(0,0,0,p), (A3a)
A¥=(2E,0,0,0), (A3Db)
Q"=(0, —¢sinb,0, —q cosb) = 3(g, — q,)", (A3c)

1 . .
e“(gz)=¢ 75 (0, cosf, +i, —sinf), Ar=+1 (A4a)

1 . .
=t 75 (0, cosb, i, —sinf), r=-1 (A4b)
= ;1- (q,+Esing,0,+E cosf), r=0 (m,=E*-¢). (Adc)

q

It is then straightforward, albeit tedious, to compute twelve independent ¢{-channel parity-nonconserving
helicity amplitudes in terms of the twelve scalar amplitudes W,, W,, W;, W;, R,, R,, R3, Rs, Rg, R;, Ry,
and R,,. (W,, Ry, Ry, Ry, and R, are zero for 5 =0 by time-reversal invariance). We choose as indepen-
dent helicity amplitudes:

Totts Too-ty Tovuonts Tonni-ids
Tog-ridds Tocni-nd Tuostds Troi-dd

Toyoitt Toros-4,45 Tooitds Toos-44¢

The 12X 12 matrix may then be inverted giving the (s-absorptive parts of the) scalar amplitude in terms of
the (s-absorptive parts of the) ¢ helicity amplitudes. We find™®

1 2¢°cos?s 1
Wr=gp (Tuasi i+ 2T a4+ Togmaind) = -ﬁ;—s-;,;ﬁ,— Frg T-uibb (A5a)
2
Wa= - Fraimg T-uuh b (A5D)

Mq 2V2E cosf -1.1:f.l)’ (A5¢)

Ws= = 373 Epqsin0 (Tw%,% “Te0 b T Sing T

E? + g2 1 mg® sin®
ufsstzqu (T1,1:%.%+T-1.—1:%.%)“quzpsinze = quz Toy1:3.4

m cosé mg®
+2 7o lq,:pqz Sind (Tz,o: 1,34~ T -1; %.%) - 4E @p Too:44>» (A54)



2272 D. A. DICUS AND V. L. TEPLITZ 6

-1 pcosb
Ry=gpgeing Turmbd = Tonnie it = Tomn g ) v oy (Tansi = Toaenin ) (ASe)
1
Ry,=- W((l coSO)T .y ;1,3 +(1 +€086)T,,.y;-1,3) — W(T“ 33-Toyo1i18) s (A5f)
1 E*+4¢* cosf
Rastzqm (Tyri33=Tegm104) = 8E34%p sin6 (Toriopd = Toraimdd = Tymni-1,8)
1 cosé .2 1 1
Y55 siwe LSO Townon i T ) 4 gpe s (Taend = Tosni- 1)
V2m, cosé V2m me®  cosf
Bt tng (Taa:11 +Tosos, ) “Gagi (Taaoc i = Tosane i) gy g Tomichi (A5g)
1
Ry = 2qm (1108~ Termnind) s (A5h)
E? +q 1 E cosf
Rg = 2Ep2q3 sm9 (- T11 Y %+T_1,1:_%,%+T1'_1.,_§'; +1)2q3 Sin®0 ((l—COSG)T_L“__%'%—(1+COS@)T1'_1;_%.%)
Mq
2mquz sm6 (Tio:4,4+T-10:4,4) = 224 sin’6 (L +cosO)T ;4,4 +(1 = coSOT_15;_4,4)
m .
g Taieids (459
-1 .
Ri=35psing L-uti-hi = Tuon- 1) = 4qm (Tra:4 = Tormsbd) (A5))
cosf E*+q® . .
Ry = j; 7 (=T114,3+ Tegmrs 3, )+ 8E3q SIO(=Ty,1;-3,3 +Tog1;- 3.3 + Topm1s-4,8)
1 cos?d Map
“I5q sing - hdtTaene s ) Yy, s 0T+ Tosein )
My m .,
*3 T ET; cosO(T _y0;-4,1— T10;-1,4) +8E‘3q sin6Tyo,-1,1 5 (A5k)
m
Ri=- 2\/'§E;>qm sme (Ta0i44+T-10:0.4)- (A5D)

A somewhat surprising feature of the results of (A5) is the presence of an anomalously large v behavior
in some of the amplitudes. Ry, for example, behaves as v**!. Since its coefficient in the expansion of
Cyy (Bf,;,) is constant as v—«, one would off hand expect Ry to go as v®. The extra power is the result of
the vanishing of the determinant of the leading v coefficients in the inversion required to derive (A5). Al-
ternatively defined amplitudes may be constructed without the v anomaly; however the convergence of a
given sum rule must be independent of the definition of the amplitudes in terms of which it is expressed.

There are signature and parity constraints on which trajectories can give (leading) contributions to the
R’s. We note the following:

(1) The leading contribution in v to the absorptive part of a ¢-channel helicity amplitude is odd (or even)
in v according to whether the trajectory signature is even (or odd).

(2) For the isosymmetric amplitudes, W™ and R{*® (;=1, 2, 6, 9, and 12) are symmetric in v while
W{® (i=1, 2, and 5) and R{® (=3, 5, and 7) are antisymmetric in v.

(3) From (A5) we see that the leading contribution to W{® (=1, 2, and 5) and R,("”) (=3, 5, and 7) are
related to the leading v contributions to helicity absorptive parts by even powers of v; the other R, and
W; by odd powers. These three facts imply that only even-signature trajectories contribute to the leading
behavior of the I, =0 structure functions. Odd-signature contributions are reduced by (at least) one power
of v. The opposite results hold for the I, =1 structure functions.

The t =0 results may be recaptured from (A5) by means of the derivative conspiracy conditions.!® Al-
ternatively, they may be found directly by setting A =0 in (2.4) and (3.2), expressing T, .51, T; 114
Top;4,4s and T4,y 3 in terms of W;, W,, R;, and Rg, and inverting the resulting matrix. One finds the
same v behavior and signature rules as above.

DJT are incorrect on this point: They give (in the present notation) incorrectly R,~v®™* and Ry ~v®~2.
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(The correct “anomalous v” results are v® and v*'.) From this they deduce an incorrect signature rule.
The principal result that the leading power of the leading odd-signature trajectory drops out of the com-
bination R¥ 1+ yR 1 at 1 =0 is, however, given correctly by DJT. This combination behaves as v*~2.

Results of this latter type appear in the present work: By the symmetry arguments above, combinations
of amplitudes in which the leading power of a “right-signature” (even for I,=0, odd for I,=1) trajectory
cancel must have the convergence of the contribution of that trajectory improved by »* — not just v.

The g, g"=m~0 relations may be found by requiring the absence of m,? poles in C* or by requiring the
vanishing of Ty 1,1, ., ;-4 in the above list. The relations are

W, +q,° ¢;W3~ 0(q), (A6a)
W+ 4+ Wy~ 0(q?) , (A6D)
-R; - . .zqz R, +VR; - $P°Rs + Ry~ O(q%), (A6c)
-VR; +q, " qyR3 +3Rs + 3VRs +R, ~ O(&%), (A6d)
3(* —-P2Q*)Rs - VR, - ¢, g:R,~ O(¢?), (A8e)
41* 4R 12~ O(F°) , (A6f)
41 @zR+2V°R, — 204, * ;Ry — 3VRs — 5¢°P°Rg — 2VR, — 24, * qyRo +4,* @2R 15~ O(4%) . (A6g)

It should be noted that these relations only hold for the parts of the W’s and R’s which are free of 6 func-
tions, i.e., for the non-v-pole parts of the amplitudes. A diagram which gives a v pole for fixed ¢*> may
give a ¢* pole for fixed v (see, for example, WE“-”] in Appendix B and compare with the Dashen—Fubini—
Gell-Mann sum rule).

APPENDIX B

In a free-field theory with no magnetic coupling the one-nucleon contribution to the amplitudes W$° and
R? is (with 6 =0)

ng =m % ifabc)\c[a(Qz +2v - %t) + 6(Q2 ~2v- %t)] tw _]”)1-5 dabcxc[é(Qz +20 = %t) —6(Q2 -2y - i_t)] ’

W =3m % if apehel (Q% +2v — §t) =8(Q - 2v — §)] + 7 -pm—z dapch o[ 8(Q% +2v — 5t) +8(Q% - 2v - 31)],

et
N,
"

with W@, W@, R®, R®, and R equal to zero.
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Previously studied models of the double-Regge vertex have exhibited only right-hand cuts in
the Toller variable. We show that the nonplanar dual model of Mandelstam has left-hand cuts
in the Toller variable. We also use this function to calculate all possible total (planar plus
nonplanar) Reggeon-Reggeon-particle vertex functions.

1. INTRODUCTION

For planar Veneziano formulas, double-Regge
limits and vertex functions have been calculated,
and the contribution of double-Regge poles to the
full amplitude was worked out.! In this paper, we
will perform similar calculations for the nonplanar
amplitudes of Mandelstam.? We will see that,
whereas the planar amplitudes have only right-hand
cuts in K (=s/s,s,, see Fig. 2), the nonplanar
terms contribute, in addition, left-hand cuts in K.
We will then introduce a vertex signature factor 7,
(Ref. 3) in order to obtain the most general possi-
ble expression for the total amplitude. Finally we
will use the result thus obtained to calculate the

various Reggeon-Reggeon-particle vertex functions.

II. DOUBLE-REGGE LIMIT

Mandelstam’s Veneziano formula? corresponding
to the minimal nonplanar five-point diagram, Fig.
1, is

A= JduAduBJ"Hup'“P'l, (1)
»

where A, B are arbitrary, the product is over all
channels (12, 13, 35, 45, 14, 25), and J is a Ja-
cobian factor which transforms suitably,

J= Uy s (U5 + Uys)

- for A=12, B=45.
(g5 +Uys + 1gg)

The #’s are constrained by the conditions

Upglys +Uy5llgs =1, (2)
Upghhyg +Uyothys =1, (3)
Ugglhyg+Uyathgs =1, (4)
Ugs +Uag +Ugg = Uy = Uy =1y, =0 (5)

We wish to study the double-Regge limit, s, s,, s,
—~ o, K=s/s,s, constant (see Fig. 2), of this non-

| 5

FIG. 1. Nonplanar five-point diagram.



