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Dispersive approach to the axial anomaly and nonrenormalization theorem
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Anomalous triangle graphs for the divergence of the axial-vector current are studied using the
dispersive approach generalized for the case of higher orders of perturbation theory. The validity of
this procedure is proved up to the two-loop level. By direct calculation in the framework of dispersive
approach we have obtained that the two-loop axial-vector-vector (AVV) amplitude is equal to zero.
According to the Vainshtein’s theorem, the transversal part of the anomalous triangle is not renormalized
in the chiral limit. We generalize this theorem for the case of finite fermion mass in the triangle loop.
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I. INTRODUCTION

There is a class of electroweak contributions to the muon
g — 2 containing a fermion triangle along with a virtual
photon and Z boson as shown at Fig. 1 that is discussed in
[1-6]. For the determination of the muon anomalous elec-
tromagnetic moment we are interested in the Z* — y*
transition in the presence of the external magnetic field
to first order in this field. In this approximation one may
consider the current j, as a source of a soft photon with
polarization vector e (k) and momentum k — 0. In such
kinematics, projection of the amplitude on e* (k) contains
only two Lorentz-invariant structures

To(p?s m?) = Top,(k, p)et (k)limo

wr(p% m®) (= p*fra + PuP"fpa

= paP’fpu) + Wi (P2 mA)pap® Fou

Lo = 38u0ysf 72, fuv = ke, — ke,
(1.1)

and can be viewed as a correlator of the axial and vector
currents in the external electromagnetic field with strength
tensor f,,. The same expression appears while analyzing
the dominant contribution of light-by-light scattering to
g — 2.

Both structures wy and w; are transversal with respect to
vector current, but only the first structure is transversal
with respect to axial current while the second is longitudi-
nal. According to the classical papers by Rosenberg [7],
Adler [8], Bell and Jackiw [9] at the one-loop level the
invariant functions wy, r satisfy the relation

W(Llfloop)(sz m2) _ 2W¥*100p)(p2’ m2). (1.2)

It was shown by A.I. Vainshtein [10] that there is the
symmetry of the triangle amplitude 7, under permuta-
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tion ¥ < « in the chiral limit. This symmetry preserves the
relation between w; and wy (1.2) for the case m = 0 in any
order of perturbation theory.

Moreover, according to the Adler-Bardeen theorem [11]
the anomalous longitudinal part of the triangle is not
renormalized in the chiral limit. It is worthy to note that
this statement implies an operator relation, while the ma-
trix elements get the corrections [12] due to anomalous
dimension of axial current. At the same time, the validity of
Adler-Bardeen theorem at the operator level allows to
express [13] these three-loop corrections [12] in terms of
earlier two-loop and even one-loop calculations of anoma-
lous divergencies.

To apply the Adler-Bardeen theorem to the problem in
question, one should recall that the axial anomaly is ex-
pressed only through the longitudinal part w; [8,9]

pa al/(p2’ m2 = O) = pZWL(pZ) m2 = )p(r.fav ~ prNU'w
(1.3)

and its nonrenormalization leads to the fact that the one-

loop result w'' 7' ~ 1/p? does not get the perturbative

vl

FIG. 1.  Effective Zyy" coupling contributing to a%" .
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corrections from gluon exchanges in the higher orders [14].
Nonrenormalization of w; implies the same for wy:

wr(p?, m* = 0) = 2wz (p?, m* = 0),

14

w(L?TlilOOP)(pz, m?=0)=0. a4
This nonrenormalization, in contrast with longitudinal
part, holds on only perturbatively and, seemingly, is not
directly related to the phenomenon of anomaly. More
general nonrenormalization theorems in perturbative
QCD were proved in [15].

It is very interesting to look at the phenomenon of
anomaly and perturbative nonrenormalizability of w; r
using the dispersive approach [16]. In framework of this
approach anomaly becomes quite simple and represents
itself just as an obvious subtraction constant. As a result,
the two-photon matrix element of the axial-vector current
acquires a pole in the chiral limit so the anomaly appears as
a pure infrared effect. Detailed investigation of the one-
loop AVYV triangle graph within such approach has been
performed earlier [17].

The language of dispersion relations allows us to extract
some new specific properties of the higher order correc-
tions to fermion triangles. Relation (1.2). in the context of
dispersive approach. emerges due to the universality of
anomaly when it appears in the dispersion relation in the
axial and vector channels. This resembles the mentioned
symmetry with respect to the permutation v < «, ob-
served by A.I. Vainshtein. At the same time, here this
relation is entirely related to the anomaly phenomenon.

By direct analytical calculations of relevant form factors
in two-loop approximation taking into account symmetry
properties of the amplitude we obtained that the full two-
loop AVV amplitude is equal to zero for arbitrary fermion
masses. Nonanomalous Ward identity for imaginary parts
of form factors has been proven, which provides the cor-
rectness of dispersive approach usage at least in two-loop
approximation. We also make a suggestion that the dis-
persive approach is applicable in any order of perturbation
theory. Together with Adler-Bardeen theorem, immediate
consequence of such suggestion is that the Vainshtein’s
theorem is correct for nonzero fermion mass.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II the dis-
persive approach to the anomaly is briefly described for
particular configurations of the external momenta in the
standard one-loop triangle graph following to [17]. The
Born approximation to Vainshtein theorem in the frame-
work of dispersive approach is interpreted as equality of
two expressions for axial anomaly and valid in the case of
finite fermion mass. In Sec. III the generalization of dis-
persion approach to the axial anomaly for higher orders of
perturbation is suggested. The two-loop radiative correc-
tions to anomalous triangle with arbitrary fermion masses
for the same kinematical configurations are considered in
the context of such an approach. We found that all two-
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loop form factors are zero, justifying the postulated gen-
eralization of dispersive approach and Vainshtein’s theo-
rem. Section IV contains some concluding remarks and
discussion of the higher orders of perturbation theory and
nonperturbative effects. The appendix contains some de-
tails of the two-loop calculations.

II. AXTAL ANOMALY AND
NONRENORMALIZATION THEOREM IN THE
FRAMEWORK OF DISPERSIVE APPROACH

We use the standard tensor representation of the VVA
triangle graph amplitude (Fig. 2) due originally to
Rosenberg [7]

T(I[LV(k’ p) = 8oz,u,vpkplrl + sozp,vpppFZ

+ k,e kPp°F3 + p,e

veaupo kppo'F4

apupo
+ k,u,savpakppo—FS + pugavpakppUFG'

@.1)
Here F;=F;(¢* Kk, p*m?),j=1.,6 are the

Lorentz-invariant form factors. The Bose symmetry of
the amplitude 7, (k, p) = T,,,(p, k) is equivalent to

Fl(k’ p) = _F2(p’ k)’ F3(k) P) = _F6(p, k);

2.2)
F4(k’ P) = _FS(pr k)

The gauge invariance leads to the vector Ward identities
kFTquy =0, p"Tgy,, = 0 which in terms of form factors

FIG. 2.

Anomalous triangle diagram.
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gives

Fy = (kp)F5 + p*F,, Fy = k*Fs + (kp)Fs. (2.3)

In one-loop approximation all form factors F; may be
expressed in Feynman-parametric form. For relevant form

factors we have
|
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1
F3(k, p) = _—zlll(k, p),
X . (2.4)
Fy(k, p) = ?[lzo(k, p) — Lk p)l

where

xmyn

1 1—x
I, . (k = d d .
il p) = [ [y

Here N, = 1 for simplicity. These integrals have the fol-
lowing symmetry properties

Lun(k, p) = L (p, k). (2.6)

It is useful to observe that (2.2) together with (2.3) and (2.6)
implies

Fe(k, p) = —F3(k, p).

It is well-known from the classic Adler paper [8] that the

accurate calculation of loop-momentum integrals at the

one-loop level leads to the anomalous axial-vector Ward
identity

2.7)

1
ana,u.v(k: P) = zmT,u.V(k: p) + ﬁs,uupckpp(r‘ (28)

The pseudotensor 7', may be written as

T,uv(k’ P) = G(k’ p)s/.u/pa'kppU- (2.9
In terms of form factors (2.8) reads
1
27

According to the Adler-Bardeen theorem the axial
anomaly occurs only at one-loop level. So, relation (2.10)
for full form factors remains the same

1
FJo0 — F{) = 2mGlen + Py 2.11)

In the framework of dispersive approach we deal with
the imaginary parts of relevant form factors. We start with
the kinematical configuration of external momenta k> =
0, p> # 0 for particular case where g> > 4m? and p? <
4m?. Then there is a cut for g*> € (4m?, ) while there is
no such singularity with respect to variable p>. For the
form factors F;, j = 1,...,6 and G, in any order of per-
turbation theory, one may write unsubtracted dispersion
relations with respect to g>

1
2.2 2} —
Fj(q’l”m)—;

L [ B p?, m?)
G(g* p*,m*) = — / —
4m? t—q

OOAAI; 2,m2
f Gp )dl

m r— 2 ’
m? 4 (2.12)

dt.
T

(2.5)

We use the notations Fj(g%; p* m?) = F;(¢* k> =
0, p>, m?) and G(g?; p*, m*) = G(¢*; k> = 0, p>, m?) be-
low in the current section. The A} and B* are the corre-
sponding imaginary parts, implying the cut with respect to
variable ¢ = t, for example

Fi(g* +ig;p*,m?) — Fi(¢* — ie; p*, m?)
2i '
The imaginary parts of the relevant form factors satisfy

nonanomalous Ward identities, because they do not contain
the linear divergences in the momentum integrals

A2 02 ,2) —
Aj(q 7p:m)_

(p* — DAL(t; p?, m?) — pAL(t; p?, m?)

= 2mBA(t; p?, m?). (2.13)

Using (2.12) and (2.13) one gets finally
Fy(q*; p*, m?) — Fi(g% p* m*) — 2mG(g*; p*, m?)

1 00
=_ ] A4(t; p?, m?)dt. (2.14)
T ) 4m?
Comparing with (2.10) and taking into account (2.7), we
find that the occurrence of the axial anomaly at one-loop
level is equivalent to a ““sum rule” [17]

o0 1
Al 02 02\ Jp —
f 2A3 (t; p*, m*)dt o (2.15)

4m

It is easy to evaluate the A5 by taking the imaginary part
of the corresponding integral in (2.4) [17]

1 1 1+R
A2 p2m?) = — — 2R + 2m21 ’
5(q% p*, m?) 27T(q2_p2)2< p m nl_R>
Am2\1/2
R=<1—ﬂ2> . (2.16)
q

By integration of this expression over g2 one can check the
relation (2.15).

In the preceding discussion we have employed disper-
sion relations with respect to variable g as these were
appropriate for considered kinematical region. Let us now
discuss another version of dispersive calculation of the
anomaly using the cuts with respect to p?. For this purpose
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we will consider another kinematical region p? >
4m?, g> < 4m?. Writing now instead of (2.12) unsubtracted
dispersion relations with respect to variable p? = t for F;
and G, we obtain

Fy(q*; p%, m*) — Fi(q*; p%, m*) — 2mG(q*; p*, m?)

1 %0
=~ [7 IAY ) — AV
m

The A)-/ and BV are the corresponding imaginary parts,
implying the cut with respect to variable p? = ¢

Fi(q* p* +ie,m?) — Fi(¢* p* — ie,m?)
2i ’

Vi(,2. .2 2y —
A](q 9p :m)_

Thus, to recover the standard one-loop anomaly (2.10)
taking into account (2.7) one has to show that

o0 1
[ Lt md) — Y@ mdla = @17

for an arbitrary m and for any considered value of g>.
A straightforward calculation at one-loop level using
(2.4) gives a result [17]

1 1 1+ S

AV (g% p?, m?) = — 29 — 2m21 i
st = g (78 20 )
(2.18)

NN | 1 — 2\1/2
A4(q,P,m)—ZTmS, S—<1_7> .
(2.19)

It was observed [17] that the integrands A} (¢?; p?, m?) —
AY (g% p? m?) occurring in the sum rule (2.17) at one-loop
level are equal to the expression for A5(g%; p?, m?) from
sum rule (2.15) with ¢*> and p? being interchanged. As a
result we have

Al (g% p*, m?) = A3(p*: ¢, m?) + A (g% p*, m?).
(2.20)

Let us write the unsubtracted dispersion relations with
respect to g> = t of the both sides of (2.20):

w AY (g% t, m? 1 [ A4(t; g2 m? 1
1 i (g zm)dt:_f 3(q;41)dt+_
T Jam:t D T Jam> LD T
o AV 2;1, 2
Xf Aslastm) o,
4m? t—p
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One can immediately get from this expression that

Fi(q*; p* m?) = F3(p*; q*sm?) + F5(q%; p*sm?).
(2.21)

In the case with one soft k — 0 and one virtual photons
p? # 0 we have ¢> = (k + p)*> = p?. For this kinematics
one can obtain the expressions for the longitudinal and
transversal parts of amplitude 7,, (1.1) in terms of
Rosenberg’s form factors

wi(p? m?) = Fy(p*; p*, m?), 02
wr(p?, m*) = Fy(p% p%, m*) — F3(p%; p?, m?).

The relation (1.2) between wy and w; in terms of form
factors

Fy(p?; p2, m?) = 2F5(p?; p*;m?) (2.23)
immediately follows from (2.21) with ¢> = p>.

In the framework of Vainshtein’s approach, the axial
anomaly is expressed only through the longitudinal part
of triangle w; in the chiral limit (1.3). Within the disper-
sive approach, we have two dispersive relations for axial

anomaly (2.15) and (2.17), including imaginary parts of
both structures w; and wy for arbitrary mass.

III. CALCULATION OF TWO-LOOP AXTAL
ANOMALY AND CHECK OF DISPERSIVE
APPROACH AND VAINSHTEIN’S THEOREM

We propose the generalization of dispersion approach to
the axial anomaly for any order of perturbation theory. We
suggest that the imaginary parts of the relevant form fac-
tors satisfy nonanomalous Ward identities for higher order
of perturbation theory as well. This implies that anomaly
will be also given by corresponding finite subtractions.

To check that, we will calculate the triangle diagram in
two-loop approximation. The results for QED and QCD
corrections differ only by the obvious color factor. We
consider the full amplitude of anomalous triangles
TE° with all possible types of radiative corrections
shown at Fig. 3.

At first we construct four possible scalars from ampli-
tude T,,,, (2.1) in the particular kinematics k* = 0, p> #

0:

Si = Top k*et# ke p, = —2(kp)*Fy,
SQ = a,u,vpasg'uynkfpn = 2(kp)2Fl:
S5 = Tapye™ky = 6(kp)F, + 2kpPFy (3.1)

S4 = Tauvsal“/npn
= 6(kp)F| + 2(kp)*Fs — 2(kp)*F3 + 6p*F,.

Together with vector Ward identities for form factors in the
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R

FIG. 3.

same kinematics

Fy = (kp)F3 + p*Fy, Fy = (kp)Fs. (3.2
We have the closed system of equations for all form factors

F;=Fg* kK =0 p*>m?,j=1,...,6.1Its solution is

o2
b 2(kp)?
S
F = - »
> 2(kp)
F.— (kp)S, — p*(kp)Ss — 3p*S,
3 2kp)* ’
(kp)Ss + 35, 3.3)
F4 = YR
2(kp)
Fo— S4(kp) — 28, — p*S;
> 2(kp)? ’
Fo—— -1
6 2(kp)*”

In the framework of dispersive approach we are inter-
ested in calculation of imaginary parts of corresponding

form factors that is A?(271°°p)(q2; k* = 0, p%, m?), so let us

Two-loop triangle diagrams.

calculate the imaginary parts of scalars S, = S,(g*; k> =
0, p>, m?),n =1, ..., 4, for example, with respect to ¢>

1
ANg* k> =0, p?, m?) = ?[S,,(q2 +ig;k* = 0, p?, m?)
i

—S,(g* —ie; k> =0, p>, m?)].

We use the Pauli-Villars regularization with the parame-
ter M. After integration over loop momenta we have ob-
tained the expressions for Afl\(27]°°p)(q2; k> =0, p?>, m?) in
the form of Feynman-parametric integrals (see Appendix).
We drop all the terms with the imaginary parts with respect
to g> which do not survive in the limit M — oo,

The next step is to calculate the imaginary part of
Feynman-parametric integrals and to get the expressions
for A‘;?(z_k’(’p)(qz;lc2 =0, p%, m?) in explicit form before
taking off the regularization. We get the imaginary part
of each integrand, and then we integrate the 6-functions
with complicated arguments analytically step by step.
After the second or third integration all Feynman-
parametric  integrals in Aﬁ(z_k’(’p)(qz; kK =0, p?, m?)
turned to zero, so

AACTIOR (202 — 0 P2 ) =0, n=1,..., 4

(3.4)
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According to (3.3) we see that the imaginary parts of all
form factors with respect to g* turned to zero in the con-
sidering kinematics

ACTOP (22 — 0, 2 m?) =0,  j=1,...,6

3.5

As aresult the anomaly sum rule (2.15) preserves one-loop
form also at two-loop level.

The investigation of the Vainshtein’s theorem requires
the discontinuities of form factors with the respect to
variable p?> (or k?). Unsubtracted dispersion relations

(2.12) guarantee that all two-loop form factors F;zflmp)
are equal to zero

Fﬁzfloop)(qz; K2 = 0, p2’ mz) = (), j= 1,..., 6.

So, the full two-loop AVV amplitude in the considering
kinematics is equal to zero. Consequently, the discontinu-
ities with respect to p? (or k?) are also zero

A}/(Z_IOOP)(CIZ; K2 = 0, pz’ mz) =0, j= 1,..., 6,

and the anomaly sum rule (2.17) also preserves one-loop
form. This immediately leads to validity of Vainshtein’s
theorem with finite mass at two loops

wi(p? m?) = 2wr(pi m?), WP (p m?) = 0.
3.6)

For completeness we also explicitly checked the correct-
ness of nonanomalous Ward identities for imaginary parts.
To do so we have considered the imaginary part of pseu-
doscalar form factor BAZ710P)(42; k2, p?, m?) in the par-
ticular kinematics. By direct diagrammatic calculations of

T’g; loop)

the two-loop amplitude we found that

BA(Z*loop)(qZ; k2 =0, p2’ m2) = (.

So, taking into account (3.5), the relation (2.13) does not
obtain the perturbative corrections in two-loop approxima-
tion.

IV. DISCUSSION

In our work the axial anomaly and Vainshtein’s non-
renormalization theorem are considered in the framework
of dispersive approach. We found that all two-loop contri-
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butions to form factors F,(¢*;k* =0, p>, m?) and
G(g*; k> = 0, p?, m?) are equal to zero for arbitrary fer-
mion mass. It allows us to prove the suggested general-
ization of dispersive approach to axial anomaly and to
expand the Vainshtein’s nonrenormalization theorem for
arbitrary fermion masses in the triangle loop.

Although we thus proved these properties only at two-
loop level, they are likely to be valid at any order of
perturbation theory. Indeed, the validity of nonanomalous
Ward identities for imaginary parts is due to the absence of
the linear divergencies and should hold at all loops. This,
together with Adler-Bardeen theorem, would result in
validity of anomaly sum rules. As soon as the corrections
to their integrands are zero in chiral limit due to
Vainshtein’s theorem, it is rather hard to imagine the
function which is nonzero for finite mass case, while its
integral is still zero. In turn, all other functions should be
also zero due to gauge invariance.

At the same time, the further studies of dispersive ap-
proach at higher orders and (especially) beyond perturba-
tive theory are of most interest. One should note here the
recent calculations in the framework of instanton model
[18] leading to the exponential, rather than power correc-
tions to Vainshtein’s theorem.

It seems that it is the nonlocality of this model, rather
than instanton specifics, that provides this exponential
behavior. In fact, it is analogous to the exponential falloff
of transverse momentum dependent parton distributions
whose coordinate description [19] bears similarity to the
vacuum nonlocal condensates. One should also recall an-
other observation and suggestion of [17], namely, that the
local vacuum condensates do not match the dispersive
description of axial anomaly and that the nonlocal con-
densates may improve the situation.
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APPENDIX

The imaginary parts of invariant scalars (3.1) are given
by the following Feynman-parametric integrals
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1 1- 1 1- 1 1-
AACloop) Discq{M4 ﬁ da ]O “ab L dx ﬁ T [4Qp)X, — p2Xo)(x + 2y — 1)] + M2 L da ]0 “db

1 1—x
X [ dxf dy[(32y(kp)* + 16xa(kp)p? + 16b(kp)*> — 32m*y(kp) + 8(kp)p?> — 8m*yp?> — 16(kp)?
0 0

+ 16x(kp)* + 32ya(kp)p?> — 8x(kp)p?> — 32yb(kp)* — 16xb(kp)*> — 16m>*x(kp) — 16y(kp) p*
— 16a(kp)p®)X, + (4yp* — 8(kp)p?> — 16yap* — 8xap* — 8m?x(kp) + 8ap* — 16m>p? + 24m?yp?
+ 16m?xp? + 8y(kp)p*)X, + (4p* — 8x(kp)p? — 4xp* — 8m?p?> — 4yp* + 8m?yp? + 8m’xp?

1 1—a 1—a—b 1 1—x
+ 8(kp)p? — 8y(kp)p?*)X;] + f da[ dbf dc[ dxf dy[—16(kp)*m?>(2m*y — 2m?
0 0 0 0 0
1 I-a I 1-x
— p?y + p* + 2(kp))X; + 32m*y(kp)*X3] + f da[ dbf dxf dy[4m?*(—8y(kp)* — 4xa(kp)p?
0 0 0 0
— 4b(kp)*> + 4m?y(kp) — 2(kp)p* + 2m*yp* + 4(kp)> — 4x(kp)* — 8ya(kp)p® + 2x(kp)p* + 8yb(kp)

+ 4xb(kp)? + 2m*x(kp) + 4y(kp)p*> + 4a(kp)p* + 2m?(kp)X, + 4m>*(—yp* + 2(kp)p? + 4yap*
+ 2xap* + 2m*x(kp) — 2ap* + 3m?p? — dm>yp? — 3m2xp?> — 2y(kp)p*)X, + 4m*(—p* + 2x(kp)p>

+ xp* +2m?p? + yp* — 2m*yp? — 2mxp* — 2(kp)p* + 2y(kp)p2)X3]} (A1)

AA(Z—loop) Di 4 1 1—a 1 1—x B ) B 5 1 1—a
5 ~ Disc2| M Oda . db de . dy[—4Q2kp)X, — p*Xp)(x + 2y — D]+ M Oda . db

1 1—x
X ] dxf dy[(—32y(kp)* + 16(kp)> — 16xa(kp)p?> — 8(kp)p?> + 16m>y(kp) + 16m*x(kp)
0 0

+ 8x(kp)p* — 16x(kp)* + 16xb(kp)*> — 16b(kp)?> + 16y(kp)p?> + 32yb(kp)* — 32ya(kp)p>
— 8m?p? — 16m*(kp) + 16a(kp)p>) X, + (—24y(kp)p> + 16yap* + 8(kp)p> — 8m>xp*> — 8ap* + 4xp*
— 8m?yp? — 12yp* + 8xap*)X, + (—4p* + 4xp* + 8y(kp)p> — 8m?yp? + 4yp* — 8m*xp> + 8m? p?

1 1—a 1—a—b 1
+ 8x(kp)p* — 8(kp)p>) X5 — 8m*x(kp)Xq] + f da/ dbf dcj dx
0 0 0 0
1—x
X f dy[—16(kp)>m*(—2(kp)y — 2m* + 2(kp) + 2m*y + p*> + xp?)X; — 16(kp)*m*(2m*> — 4m2y)X§]
0
1 1—a 1 1—x
+ f da[ db[ dxf dy[—4m?*(4(kp)* — 4x(kp)?> — 8y(kp)* + 4xb(kp)*> — 2(kp)p* + 2x(kp) p?
0 0 0 0
+ 8yb(kp)? — 4xa(kp)p* — 8yalkp)p* + 4y(kp)p* + 4a(kp)p* + 2m?x(kp) — 2m*p* — 2m*(kp)

— 4b(kp)*)X, — 4m*(=2ap* + 4yap* + 2(kp)p* — 6y(kp)p*> — m*xp* — m*p* + xp* — 3yp*
+ 2xaph)X, — 4m?(—p* + 2x(kp)p? + xp* + 2m?p* + yp* — 2mPyp? — 2mxp? — 2(kp)p>

+ 2y(kp)pY)X; + 8m4x<kp>x6]} (A2)

034017-7



R.S. PASECHNIK AND O.V. TERYAEV PHYSICAL REVIEW D 73, 034017 (2006)

1 I—a 1 1-x 1 1—a 1
A G0 ~Discqz[M4 [ da f db f dx ] dy[=8(X; + X,)(x + 2y — D] + M? f da f db f dx
0 0 0 0 0 0 0

1—x
X f dy[(—32(kp)y + 32yb(kp) — 16xap® — 32yap® + 16p>y — 16x(kp) — 8p* + 16m*x + 8xp?
0

+ 16(kp) + 32m*y + 16m> — 16b(kp) + 16ap® + 16xb(kp))X, + (—32(kp) + 8xp* + 40p%y + 16m>x
+ 16m*y — 16p> + 16x(kp) + 16ap? + 48(kp)y — 32yap* — 16xap®)X, + (—8p?y + 16m’x + 16m*y

1 l—a 1—a—b 1
— 16(kp)y + 8p* — 16m* + 16(kp))X;] +f daj db/ dc] dx
0 0 0 0
1—x
X f dy[16m?(kp)(—=2(kp)y — 4m* + 4m>y + 4(kp) + 2p* — 2p°y + xp?)X; — 64m*y(kp)XZ]
0
1 1-a I 1—x
+ f da/ dbf dx[ dy[—8m*(—2x(kp) — 4(kp)y + 4yb(kp) — 4yap* + 2p*y — p> + m’x
0 0 0 0

+ xp? + 2(kp) + 2m?y + 3m? — 2b(kp) + 2ap* + 2xb(kp) — 2xap®)X, — 8m*(5p*y — 2p* + m*x
+ xp? + m? — dyap?® — 4(kp) + 2ap? + 6(kp)y — 2xap® + 2x(kp))X, — 8m*(2m*x — 2m? + 2m>y

— p*y + 2(kp) — 2(kp)y + pz)Xs]} (A3)

1 l—a 1 I—x l o
Ao _ Discqz[ et [ da f db f dx f dY[8(—1 + 2y + 0X, + 8(—1 + y + )Xe] + M [ da f db
0 0 0 0 ’ ’

where

1 1—x
X [ dxf dy[(24p? + 16(kp) — 16x(kp) — 16m> + 16b(kp) — 24xp* — 32m?y — 32yb(kp)
0 0

+ 32yap? — 16ap® + 16xap?® — 32p?y — 16m?x — 16xb(kp))X, — 16yp>X, + (8p*y — 16m*x — 16(kp)
+ 16m? + 16(kp)y — 8p> — 16m?y)X; + (—16b(kp) — 16x(kp) + 16yb(kp) + 16xb(kp) — 16p*y + 16p?

1 1—a 1—=a—-b 1
+ 32(kp) — 32(kp)y — 16m*x)Xq] + f daf db[ dcf dx
0 0 0 0

1—x

X [ dy[8(—=6m>y(kp)p* + 8m*(kp)p* + 4y(kp)p* — 8m*y(kp) — 2x(kp)p* — 8m?(kp)> + 4y(kp)*p*
0

— p® + 2m2xp* + 8m2y(kp)* + 8m*(kp) + 8m*yp? — 4(kp)p* — 4(kp)*p* + yp® — xp® + 6m?*p*

— 4m>x(kp)p> — —8m*p? — 6m>yp*)X3 + 8(—4m?y(kp)* + 2m?(kp)p* + 2m>yp* — 8m*(kp) — 8m*yp?

1 1-a 1
— 4m?x(kp)p* — 4m*x(kp)* + 16m*y(kp) + 2m>y(kp)p* + 4m*(kp)*)X2] + f daf dbf dx
0 0 0
1—x
X f dy[8m*(—2(kp) + 2x(kp) + 3m* — 2b(kp) — 3p*> + 2m?y + 4yb(kp) — 4yap? + 2ap? — 2xap?
0

+ 4p%y + m>x + 2xb(kp) + 3xp?) X, + 16m>yp*X, + 8m?>(2m*x — 2m* + 2m*y — p?y + 2(kp)
— 2(kp)y + p?)X5 + 8m?(—2xb(kp) + 2b(kp) + 2p*y + m> — m*y + 2x(kp) + m*>x — 4(kp) — 2yb(kp)

— 22+ 4(kp>y)x6]} (A4)
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DISPERSIVE APPROACH TO THE AXIAL ANOMALY ...

X, = 1/(—m?ya — m*yb + m*>y — m* + 2ab(kp) + p*a — p*a?);

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 73, 034017 (2006)

X, = 1/(m?’xa + m*>xb — m*x + m*ya + m>yb — m*y — m*>a — m*b — 2xya(kp) — 2xyb(kp) + 2xy(kp)

X, = 1/(m*xa + m*>xb + m*xc — m*x + m*ya + m*>yb + m*>yc — m*>y — m

— p’xa — p’xb + p*x + p*x*a + p*x’b — p*x* + p*a — p*a?);
X; = 1/(m?xa + m*>xb — m*x + m*ya + m>yb — m*y — m*>a — m*b — 2xya(kp) — 2xyb(kp) + 2xy(kp) + 2ab(kp)

— p*xa — p*xb + p*x + p*x?a + p*x*b — p*x* + p?a — p*a?);

2a — m*b — m*c — 2xya(kp) — 2xyb(kp)

— 2xyc(kp) + 2xy(kp) + 2ac(kp) — p>xa — p>xb — p*xc + +p*x + p>x*a + p*x*b + p*x*c — p*x* + p*a

- p*a®);

Xs = 1/(—=m?ya — m*yb — m*yc + m*y — m?> + 2ac(kp) + p*a — p*a?);
X = 1/2xy(kp) — 2xyb(kp) — 2xya(kp) — m*b — m*a — m*y + m*>yb + m*ya — m*x + m*xb + m>xa + p°x

(2]
(31

(5]

(6]
(71
(8]
(9]
(10]
[11]

— p?xb — p’xa — p>x* + p*x’b + p*x*a).

(A5)
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