arXiv:hep-ph/0405270 v2 22 Aug 2004

Parton Model in Lorentz Invariant Non-Commutative Space

M. Haghighat^{1,2∗} and M. M. Ettefaghi^1

1Department of Physics, Isfahan University of Technology (IUT) Isfahan, Iran, and 2Institute for Studies in Theoretical Physics and Mathematics (IPM) P. O. Box: 19395-5531, Tehran, Iran.

Abstract We consider the Lorentz invariant non-commutative QED and complete the Feynman rules for the theory up to the order θ^2. In the Lorentz invariant version of the noncommutative QED the particles with fractional charges can be also considered. We show that in the parton model, even at the lowest order, the Bjorken scaling violates as ∼ θ^2Q^4.

1 Introduction

Non-commutative field theories and its phenomenological aspects has been, recently, considered by many authors ([1]-[8]). Such theories are mostly characterized on a non-commutative space-time with the non-commutativity parameter θ_{μν} . In the canonical version of the noncommutative space-time one has θ^{μν} = −i [x̂^μ, x̂^ν ] , (1)

where a hat indicates a non-commutative coordinate and θ_{μν} is a real, constant anti-symmetric matrix. Obviously, the constant vectors θ_{0i} and θ_{ij} imply preferred directions in a given Lorentz frame which leads to violation of the Lorentz symmetry. Since the Lorentz symmetry is an almost exact symmetry of nature, it is natural to explore the non-commutative (NC) field theories that are Lorentz invariant from the beginning. In this new class of NC theories the parameter of non-commutativity is not a constant but is an operator which transforms as a Lorentz tensor ([9]-[10]). Of course in this way one needs to generalize the star product and operator trace for functions of both x^μ and θ_{μν} , appropriately. However, in both cases experiment should confirm the theories. The obtained upper bounds for the violating Lorentz non-commutative field theory are two folds: the first one comes from bound states such as the Hydrogen atom or the positronium ([6], [7]) and the second one is obtained by scattering processes for example the electron-electron and the electron-photon scattering and so on ([5], [8]), see Table 1. In

∗email: mansour@cc.iut.ac.ir

NC-parameter bound state scattering Λ_{N C} ∼100 GeV 0.1-2.5 TeV Λ_{LCN C} ? 0.1-1 TeV

Table 1: Upper bounds on the non-commutativity parameter. Λ_{N C} = 1/ √ Θ describes the parameter of non-commutativity in the standard NC-space while Λ_{LCN C} shows NC-parameter for LCNC-space.

the case of Lorentz conserving non-commutative (LCNC) field theory scattering process is only investigated. The dimensional quantity θ in the non-commutative space imply new aspects in the parton model as well. In this paper we explore parton model in the lowest order in which a virtual photon interacts with partons inside a nucleon in a LCNC-space. For this purpose one should consider LCNCQED to find the effect of non-commutativity on the form factors. In section 2 we introduce Feynman rules for LCNCQED. In section 3 we study the parton model in the non-commutative space in the lowest order and show how the form factors in the electron-nucleon scattering depend on Q^2 and the Bjorken scaling is violated. Finally, we compare our results with the experimental data and give an upper bound on the parameter of non-commutativity.

2 Lorentz conserving NCQED

To construct the non-commutative field theories that are Lorentz invariant one needs to generalize the parameter of non-commutativity. Now we review the formalism of the Lorentz conserving NCQED introduced by Carlson, Carone and Zobin (CCZ) [9]. In the CCZ approach of NCQED θ̂μν is an operator and satisfies the following algebra:

[x̂^μ, x̂^ν ] = iθ̂^{μν} , [θ̂^{μν} , x̂^λ] = 0, [θ̂^{μν} , θ̂^{αβ}] = 0, (2)

where θ̂^{μν} is antisymmetric tensor that is not constant but transforms as a Lorentz tensor. The action for field theories on noncommutative spaces is then obtained using the Weyl-Moyal correspondence, according to that, in order to find the noncommutative action, the usual product of fields should be replaced by the star product: f ∗ g(x, θ) = f(x, θ) exp( 1 2 ←−∂_μθ_{μν} −→∂_ν )g(x, θ). (3) It should be noted that here the mapping to c-number coordinates involve θ^{μν} as a c-number due to the presence of the operator θ̂^{μν} in the Lorentz-conserving case. In this formulation, the operator trace that is a map from operator space to numbers, is defined as T rf̂ = ∫ d^4xd^6θW (θ)f(x, θ), (4) where W (θ) is a Lorentz invariant weight function and is assumed to be positive and even function of θ therefore one has ∫ d^6θW (θ)θ^{μν} = 0. (5)

Furthermore, the weight function is assumed to fall sufficiently fast so that all integrals are well defined. Now the properties of W (θ) and the definition of the operator trace Eq.(4) allows one to extract the interactions in the Lorentz conserving noncommutative field theory. To this end the action can be written as follows s = ∫ d^4xd^6θW (θ)L(ϕ, ∂ϕ)_∗, (6) where L(ϕ, ∂ϕ)_∗ depends on both x and θ and its subscript indicates the ∗-product which is defined in Eq.(3). For a U(1) gauge theory the gauge invariant Lagrangian is L = ∫ d^6θW (θ)[− 1 4 F_{μν} ∗ F^{μν} + ψ̄ ∗ (iD/ − m) ∗ ψ], (7) where ψ is a matter field with charge q and for a gauge field A

D_μ = ∂_μ + iqA_μ, (8) and F_{μν} = ∂_μA_ν − ∂_ν A_μ + iq[A_μ, A_ν ]_∗. (9)

The matter field and the gauge field as well as the parameter of the gauge transformation Λ(x, θ) are functions of both x and θ. Therefore, using the same method as applied in the construction of SU(N) noncommutative gauge theories [11], one should expand the fields as a power series in the variable θ as follows

Λ_α(x, θ) = α(x) + θ^{μν} Λ^{(1)}_{μν} (x_i, α) + θ^{μν} θ^{ηδ}Λ^{(2)}_{μνηδ}(x, α) + ..., A_ρ(x, θ) = A_ρ(x) + θ^{μν} A^{(1)}_{μνρ}(x_i) + θ^{μν} θ^{ηδ}A^{(2)}_{μνηδ} (x) + ..., (10) ψ(x, θ) = ψ(x) + θ^{μν} ψ^{(1)}_{μν} (x_i, α) + θ^{μν} θ^{ηδ} ψ^{(2)}_{μνηδ}(x) + ..., where α(x), A(x) and ψ(x) are gauge parameter, gauge field and matter field in the commutative space, respectively, and the coefficients of θ_{μν} can be obtained as

Λ^{(1)}μν (x, α) =^{−q}_2 ∂_μα(x)A_μ(x), Λ^{(2)}_{μνηδ} (x, α) = −^{q2}_2 ∂_μα(x)A_η(x)∂_δA_ν (x), A^{(1)}μνρ(x) =^q_2 A_μ(∂_ν A_ρ + F^0_{νρ}), A^{(2)}_{μνηδρ}(x) =^{q2}_2 (A_μA_η∂_δ F^0_{νρ} − ∂_ν A_ρ∂_ηA_μA_δ + A_μF^0_{νη}F^0_{δρ}), ψ^{(1)}μν (x) =^q_2 A_μ∂_ν ψ, ψ^{(2)}_{μνηδ} (x) = −^q_8 (−i∂_μA_η∂_ν ∂_δψ − qA_μA_η∂_ν ∂_δψ − 2qA_μ∂_ν A_η∂_δψ − qA_μF^0_{νη}∂_δψ +^q_2 ∂_μA_η∂_ν A_δψ + iq^2A_μA_δ∂_ηA_ν ψ),

(11) where F^0_{μν} = ∂_μA_ν − ∂_ν A_μ. Now we need L(x), to extract the interactions, that can be obtained by inserting the above relations into Eq.(7) and performing the integration on θ using the weighted average ∫ d^6θW (θ)θ^{μν} θ^{ηρ} = ⟨θ^2⟩ 12 (g^{μη}g^{νρ} − g^{μρ}g^{ην} ), (12) where ⟨θ^2⟩ = ∫ d^6θW (θ)θ^{μν} θ_{μν} . (13)

Therefore up to the order θ^2 the second term in the Lagrangian density Eq.(7) can be rewritten as follows ψ̄ ∗ (iD/ − m) ∗ ψ = L_0 + L_{qqγ} + L_{qqγγ} + L_{qqγγγ} , (14) where

L_0 = ψ̄^{(0)}(i∂/ − m)ψ^{(0)}, L_{qqγ} = −q(ψ̄^{(0)} ∗ A/^{(0)})ψ^{(0)} + ψ̄^{(0)}(i∂/ − m)ψ^{(2)} + ψ̄^{(2)}(i∂/ − m)ψ^{(0)}, L_{qqγγ} = −q(ψ̄^{(0)} ∗ A/^{(0)})ψ^{(1)} − q(ψ̄^{(1)} ∗ A/^{(0)})ψ^{(0)} − qψ̄^{(0)}A/^{(0)}ψ^{(2)} −qψ̄^{(2)}A/^{(0)}ψ^{(0)} − q(ψ̄^{(0)} ∗ A/^{(1)})ψ^{(0)} + ψ̄^{(1)}(i∂/ − m)ψ^{(1)}, L_{qqγγγ} = −qψ̄^{(0)}A/^{(1)}ψ^{(1)} − qψ̄^{(1)}A/^{(1)}ψ^{(0)} − qψ̄^{(0)}A/^{(2)}ψ^{(0)} − qψ̄^{(1)}A/^{(0)}ψ^{(1)}.

(15)

The Feynman rules can be extracted from Eq.(7), for example L_0 in Eq.(15) leads to the ordinary propagator for a fermion field while the rest terms contain a variety of vertices. Comparing Eqs.(15) and (11) we see that, up to the order θ^2, L_{qqγ} contributes to 2-fermion-1-photon (qqγ), 2-fermion-2-photon (qqγγ) and 2-fermion-3-photon (qqγγγ) vertices while L_{qqγγγ} has just contribution on qqγγγ-vertex and L_{qqγγ} has terms which contains two fermions and two, three and four photons. In [12] the Feynman rules for qqγ-vertex in general case and qqγγ-vertex when all fermions and photons are on the mass shell is obtained. Here we complete the Feynman rules for the interaction between fermions and photons up to the order θ^2 as follows:

qqγ-vertex in general case [12]:

−iq[γ_μ + ⟨θ^2⟩ 96 {(p/_1 − m)p^2p^μ_3 − (p/_2 − m)p^2_1p^μ_3 + (p/_2 − m)p_1 · p_3p^μ_1

−(p/_1 − m)p_2 · p_3p^μ_2 + 1 2 ((p_1 · p_3)^2 + (p_2 · p_3)^2)γ^μ}].

qqγγ-vertex with all fermions and photons are on the mass shell [12]:

iq^2 ⟨θ^2⟩ 96 {p_1 · p_3[p^ρ_2γ^η − p^η_1γ^ρ] + p_1 · p_4[p^η_2γ^ρ − p^ρ_1γ^η] + (p/_3 − p/_4)[p^ρ_1p^η_2 − p^η_1p^ρ_2}.

qqγγγ-vertex with all fermions and photons on shell:

q^3⟨θ^2⟩

96 [ (k_1 + k_2)^τ (k/_1 + k/_2)g^{σρ} + (k_1 + k_3)^σ(k/_1 + k/_3)g^{τ ρ} + (k_2 + k_3)^ρ(k/_2 + k/_3)g^{τ σ} +(k_2 + k_1) · k_3γ^τ g^{σρ} + (k_3 + k_1) · k_3γ^σg^{τ ρ} + (k_3 + k_2) · k_1γ^ρg^{τ σ}],

(16)

Figure 1: qqγγγ-vertex with all fermions and photons on mass shell.

where k_i, i = 1, 2, 3, are defined in Fig. (1).

qqγγγγ-vertex in general case is zero because in Eq.(15) terms which contain two fermions and four photons are −qψ̄^{(0)}A/^{(0)}ψ^{(2)} and −qψ̄^{(2)}A/^{(0)}ψ^{(0)} or iq^4 8 (ψ̄^{(0)}A/A_μA_ν′ ∂_μ′ A_ν ψ^{(0)} − ψ̄^{(0)}A_μA_ν′ ∂_μ′ A_ν A/ψ^{(0)}),

which is equal to zero. For the pure gauge vertices up to the order θ^2 there is only four photon vertex which has been already obtained in [9]. These rules for vertices is relevant to study the phenomenology of LCNCQED. For instance at the lowest order (i.e. tree level) the correction to qqγ-vertex can be obtained for on shell fermions as −iq{1 + ⟨θ^2⟩ 384 k^4}γ^μ, (17)

where k is the photon momentum. For the cross section of the process e^−e^+ −→ μ^+μ^− such a correction results in dσ d cos θ = ( dσ d cos θ

)_{QED}(1 + ⟨θ^2⟩ 96 s^2), (18)

and for the cross process e^−μ^− −→ e^−μ^− s should be replaced by t in Eq.(18).

3 Parton model at the lowest order in LCNC-space

In the canonical version of NCQED the matter fields with charges 0 or ±1 are allowed i.e. charged leptons and photon. But in the LCNCQED the quarks as well as the leptons and photon, can be accommodated in the theory. Therefore we can examine the NC effects for the processes which contain quarks. For this purpose we consider inclusive inelastic electron-nucleon scattering. In this process the electron, at the lowest order of the parton model, interacts with free charged partons via one photon exchange therefore modification in the obtained results with respect to the usual space can be expected. To this end we explore the differential cross section for the unpolarized e-N scattering as follows d^2σ dE^′dΩ |_{eN} = E^′α^2 EQ^4 L^{μν} W_{μν} , (19) where E, E^′, √ −Q^2, L^{μν} and W_{μν} are initial and final energy of electron, the momentum transfer, the electron and the nucleon scattering tensor, respectively. The eeγ vertex in the LCNCQED is given in Eq.(17) therefore L^{μν} can be easily obtained as

L_{μν} =^1_2 (1 +^{⟨θ2 ⟩}_{384} Q^4)^2tr((P/ + m)γ_μ(P/ + m)γ_ν )

= 2(1 +^{⟨θ2 ⟩}_{384} Q^4)^2(p_μp^′_ν + p_ν p^′_μ − g_{μν} p.p^′ + g_{μν} m^2).

(20)

The inelastic nucleon scattering tensor is proportional to the absolute square of the nucleonic current therefore we need the vertex function (Γ_μ) for the nucleonic current in the NC space. Since it is a Lorentz vector therefore the most general form of Γ_μ can be written as

Γ_μ = Aγ_μ + BP^′_μ + CP_μ + iDP^{′ν} σ_{μν} + iEP^{′ν} σ_{μν} + F P^ν θ_{μν} + GP^{′ν} θ_{μν} , (21)

where A,B,...,G depend on the Lorentz invariant quantity. The gauge invariance and using the Gordon identity leads to

ū(P^′)Γ_μ(P^′, P )u(P ) = ū(P^′)[Aγ_μ + iB(P^′ − P )^ν σ_{μν} + C(P − P^′)^ν θ_{μν} ]u(p). (22)

We can now construct W_{μν} as follows:

W_{μν} =^1_2 ∑ spin[ū(P ′)Γ_μu(P )]^∗[ū(P^′)Γ_ν u(P )] =^1_2 tr{(Aγ_μ − iB(P − P^′)^λσ_{μλ} + C(P − P^′)^λθ̂_{μλ}(P^′/ + M)) (Aγ_ν + iB(P − P^′)^ρσ_{νρ} + C(P − P^′)^ρθ̂_{νρ}(P/ + M))}. (23)

Since the weight function is an even function of θ^{μν} the odd functions of θ^{μν} have not any contribution on the cross section thus Eq.(23) can be cast into

W_{μν} = W^0_{μν} + 4P.P^′ ⟨θ^2⟩ 12 C(q^2g_{μν} − q_μq_ν ), (24)

where q_μ = (P − P^′)_μ, q^2 = −Q^2 and W^0_{μν} is the commutative counterpart of the scattering tensor and is given as

W^0_{μν} = (−g_{μν} + q_μq_ν q^2

)W_1 + (P_μ − q_μ P.q q^2 )(P_ν − q_ν P.q q^2 ) W_2 M^2_N

. (25)

W_1 and W_2 are the structure functions and depend on the Lorentz invariant quantity such as Q^2, ν = P.Q and ⟨θ^2⟩. One can see that the second term in Eq.(24) can be absorbed in W_1 and W_{μν} can be generally written as W^{inel}_{μν} = (−g_{μν} + q_μq_ν q^2

)W_1(Q^2, ν, ⟨θ^2⟩) + (P_μ − q_μ P.q q^2 )(P_ν − q_ν P.q q^2 ) W_2(Q^2, ν, ⟨θ^2⟩) M^2_N

, (26)

where W_1(Q^2, ν, ⟨θ^2⟩) = W_1 + 4CP.P^′ ⟨θ^2⟩ 12 Q^2 , W_2(Q^2, ν, ⟨θ^2⟩) = W_2. (27) In the high energy limit the mass of the electron can be neglected and the differential cross section for the inclusive e-N scattering, in terms of Bjorken variable x =^{Q2}_{2ν} and the inelasticity parameter y =^{E−E′}_E , can be cast into

d^2 σ dxdy |eN = 4πsα^2 Q^4 (1 + ⟨θ^2 ⟩ 384 Q^4)^2[xy^2F^{eN}_1 (Q^2, x, ⟨θ^2⟩) +(1 − y −^{xyM 2N}_s )F^{eN}_2 (Q^2, x, ⟨θ^2⟩)],

(28) where M_N is the nucleon mass, F^{eN}_1 = M_N W^{eN}_1 , F^{eN}_2 =^ν_{MN} W^{eN}_2 and s is the mandelstam variable. In the parton model at the lowest order, one consider the elastic scattering of the electron off a free point charged parton with mass M_i, momentum P_i and charge q_ie. Therefore the cross section for this scattering can be easily constructed from the results for the electronmuon scattering (see Eq.(18)) as dσ_i dQ^2 = ( dσ_i dQ^2 )_{QED}(1 + ⟨θ^2⟩t^2_i 96 ), (29)

where t_i is the Mandelstam variable for the parton i. If we neglect the electron and the partons masses in the Briet frame of reference

q_μ = (0, 0, 0, √ −q^2) = (0, 0, 0, √ Q^2) P_μ = (P̃ , 0, 0, −P̃) , P̃ ≫ M_N , P^2 = P̃^2 − P̃^2 = 0 ≈ M^2_N , (30)

and after a little algebra the cross section in terms of x and y variables becomes d^2σ_i dxdy = 4πα^2q^2_i x

Q^2 ( s^2 + u^2 2s^2

)δ(ξ_i − x)(1 + ⟨θ^2⟩t^2 96 ), (31)

where ξ_i is a fraction of the nucleon’s total momentum carried by the ith parton (i.e. P^μ_i = ξ_iP^μ) and the Mandelstam variables for ith parton in terms of the Mandelstam variables for the whole nucleon are s_i = (p + P_i)^2 = ξ_is, t_i = (P_i − P^′_i )^2 = t = −Q^2, u_i = (p^′ − P_i)^2 = ξ_iu.

(32)

Various types of partons carry a different fraction of the parent nucleon’s momentum therefore for the parton momentum distribution function f_i(ξ_i) with the appropriate normalization: ∫_1 0 dξ_if_i(ξ_i) = 1, (33)

one has d^2σ dxdy = 2πα^2s Q^4

[(y − 1)^2 + 1] ∑ i f_i(x)q^2_i x(1 + ⟨θ^2⟩t^2 96 ). (34)

Now comparing Eq.(34) with Eq.(28), where M_N = 0, reads

2xy^2F^{eN}_1 (Q^2, x, ⟨θ^2⟩) + 2(1 − y)F^{eN}_2 (Q^2, x, ⟨θ^2⟩) = (y^2 + 2(1 − y)) ∑ i f_i(x)q^2_i x(1 +^{⟨θ2⟩Q4}_{192} ).

(35)

Equation (35) shows that

F^{eN}_2 (Q^2, x, ⟨θ^2⟩) = ∑ i f_i(x)q^2_i x(1 + ⟨θ^2⟩Q^4 192 ), (36)

in other words the parton model at the lowest order in LCNCQED violates the Bjorken scaling but Callan-Gross relation still holds:

F^{eN}_2 (Q^2, x, ⟨θ^2⟩) = 2xF^{eN}_1 (Q^2, x, ⟨θ^2⟩). (37)

One can use the data on the deep inelastic e-N scattering to obtain the upper bound on the value of the parameter of non-commutativity in the LCNCQED, Λ_{LCN C} . Equation (36) shows that F^{N C}_2 − F^0_2 F^0_2 = ⟨θ^2⟩Q^4 192 = Q^4 16Λ^4_{LCN C}

, (38)

where Λ_{LCN C} = (^{12}_{⟨θ2⟩} )^14 . The measurements of F_2 structure function in deep inelastic scattering can provide a test on the non-commutativity of space. For example F_2 in positron-proton neutral current scattering has been measured with statistical and systematic uncertainties below 2% [13]. Therefore, as an estimation, one percent error in the experimental value of the structure function for √ Q^2 = 200GeV results in Λ_{LCN C} ∼ 300GeV .

Summary

We completed the Feynman rules for the Lorentz conserving non-commutative QED up to the order ⟨θ^2⟩. Besides two fermions and one and two photons vertices which has already introduced in [12] there is a two fermions and three photon vertex given in Eq.(16). The parameter of non-commutativity is a dimensional quantity therefore the dimensionless form factors in leptonnucleon scattering should depend on ⟨θ^2⟩Q^4 and violate the Bjorken scaling. We explicitly obtained this violation in Eqs.(36) and (38) while the Callan-Gross relation still holds as is shown in Eq.(37). The obtained results provide an experimental tool to find if the nature can be described by LCNC-space or not, for Q ∼ 1.1Λ_{LCN C} − 2Λ_{LCN C} there is 10% − 100% correction which can be easily verified in comparison with the experimental data.

Acknowledgment

The financial support of IUT research council and IPM are acknowledged.

References

[1] M. Hayakawa, Phys. Lett. B478, (2000) 394.

[2] J. Madore, S. Schraml, P. Schupp and J. Wess, Eur. Phys. J. C16,(2000) 161.

[3] M. Chaichian, P. Presnajder, M. M. Sheikh-Jabbari, and A. Tureanu, Phys. Lett. B526, (2002) 132; M. Chaichian, P. Presnajder, M. M. Sheikh-Jabbari, and A. Tureanu, Eur. Phys. J. C29,(2003)413; I. F. Riad and M. M. Sheikh-Jabbari, J. High Energy Phys. 08, (2000) 045; B. Mirza and M. Zarei, Eur. Phys. J. C32,(2004) 583; G. D. Barbosa and N. Pinto-Neto, hep-th/0304105.

[4] A. Anisimov, T. Banks, M. Dine and M. Graesser, Phys. Rev. D65, (2002) 085032; C. E.

Carlson, C. D. Carone and R. F. Lebed, Phys. Lett. B518, (2001) 201; L. Mocioiu, M. Pospelov and R. Roiban, Phys. Lett. B489, (2000) 390;

[5] Y. Liao, J. High Energy Phys. 11, (2001) 067; H. Grosse and Y. Liao, Phys. Rev. D64, (2001) 115007.

[6] M. Haghighat and F. Loran, Mod. Phys. Lett. A16, (2001) 1435; M. Haghighat, S. M.

Zebarjad and F. Loran, Phys. Rev. D66, (2002) 016005; M. Haghighat and F. Loran, Phys. Rev. D67, (2003) 096003.

[7] M. Chaichian, M. M. Sheikh-Jabbari and A. Tureanu, Phys. Rev. Lett. 86, (2001) 2716;

[8] J. L. Hewett, F. J. Petriello and T. G. Rizzo, Phys. Rev. D64, (2001) 075012; S. W. Baek, D. K. Ghosh, X. G. He and W. Y. Hwang, Phys. Rev. D64, (2001) 056001; Z. Guralnik, R. Jackiw, S. Y. Pi and A. P. Polychronakos, Phys. Lett. B517, (2001) 450; S. M. Carroll, J. A. Harvey, V. A. Kostelecky, C. D. Lane and T. Okamoto, Phys. Rev. Lett. 87, (2001) 141601; S. Godfrey and M. A. Doncheski, Phys. Rev. D65, (2002) 015005.

[9] C. E. Carlson, C. D. Carone and N. Zobin, Phys. Rev. D66, (2002) 075001.

[10] K. Morita, Prog. Theor. Phys. 108, (2003) 1099; H. Kase, K. Morita, Y. Okumura and E.

Umezawa, Prog. Theor. Phys. 109, (2003) 663.

[11] B. Jurčo, L. Möller, S. Schraml, P. Schupp and J. Wess, Eur. Phys. J. C21,(2001) 383;

X. Calmet, B. Jurčo, P. Schupp, J. Wess and M. Wohlgenannt, Eur. Phys. J. C23,(2002) 363; X. G. He, Eur. Phys. J. C28,(2003) 557; W. Behr, N. G. Deshpande, G. Duplancic, P. Schupp, J. Trampetic and J. Wess, Eur. Phys. J. C29,(2003) 441; N. G. Deshpande and X. G. He, Phys. Lett. B533, (2002) 116; P. Aschieri, B. Jurčo, P. Schupp and J. Wess, Nucl. Phys. B651, (2003) 45.

[12] J. M. Conroy, H. J. Kwee and V. Nazaryan, Phys. Rev. D68, (2003) 054004.

[13] ZEUS Collaboration, S. Chekanov et al., Eur. Phys. J. C21,(2001) 443.