hep-ph/9904322 13 Apr 1999

LA-UR-99-1680

String Model for Analytic Nonlinear Regge Trajectories

L. Burakovsky^�

Theoretical Division, MS B283 Los Alamos National Laboratory Los Alamos, NM 87545, USA

Abstract

We present a new generalized string model for Regge trajectories J = J(E^2), where J and E are the orbital momentum and energy of the string, respectively. We demonstrate that this model is not to produce linear Regge trajectories, in contrast to the standard Nambu-Goto string, but generally nonlinear trajectories, which in many cases can be given in analytic form. As an example, we show how the model generates square-root, logarithmic and hyperbolic trajectories that have been discussed in the literature.

Key words: string models, nonrelativistic quark models, Regge trajectories, color screening PACS: 11.25.Mj, 12.39.Jh, 12.40.Nn, 12.40.Yx, 12.90.+b

1 Introduction

In QCD, the characteristic feature of the gluon mediators of the color force is their strong self-interaction, because the gluons themselves carry color charges. In analogy with the electric lines of force between two electric charges, one usually assumes that color charges (quarks) are held together by color lines of force, but the gluon-gluon interaction pulls these together into the form of a tube (string). Therefore, the use of the string picture for the phenomenological description of strong interactions seems to be completely justified.

�E-mail: BURAKOV@T5.LANL.GOV

In fact, the formation of chromoelectric flux tubes between static quarks is by now a well established feature of lattice QCD simulations [1].

The action of the standard relativistic Nambu-Goto string with massive ends (quarks) in the parametrization τ = t = x^0 is written as (γ is the string tension) [2] S = −γ ∫ t_2 t1 dt ∫ π 0 dσ √ x^{′2}(1 − ẋ^2) + (ẋx^′)^2 − ∑ i=1,2 m_i ∫ t_2 t1 dt √ 1 − ẋ^2_i , (1)

x ≡ x = x(t, σ), x_i ≡ x(t, σ_i), i = 1, 2, σ_1 = 0, σ_2 = π, where from now on the dot and the prime stand for the derivative with respect to t and σ, respectively, unless otherwise specified. The action (1) is invariant under arbitrary transformations of σ, therefore the string Lagrangian in Eq. (1) is degenerate, The corresponding constraint among the canonical variables x(t, σ) and p(t, σ) (p(t, σ) ≡ p(t, σ)) is px^′ = 0, (2) for p = p(t, σ) = ∂L_{str} ∂ẋ = γ^2 L_{str} [ x^′(ẋx^′)^2 − ẋ(x^′)^2 ] , (3) L_{str} = −γ √ x^{′2}(1 − ẋ^2) + (ẋx^′)^2.

With the equalities pẋ − L_{str} = − γ^2 L_{str} x^{′2}, p^2 + γ^2x^{′2} = ( − γ^2 L_{str} x^{′2} )_2

, (4)

one obtains the expression for the canonical Hamiltonian, as follows, H = ∫ π 0 dσ √ p^2 + γ^2x^{′2} + ∑ i=1,2 √ p^2_i + m^2_i = ∫ π 0 dσ|p + γx^′| + ∑ i=1,2 √ p^2_i + m^2_i , (5)

where p_i = mẋ_i/ √ 1 − ẋ^2_i .

In the nonrelativistic limit, |ẋ(t, σ)| ≪ 1, |ẋ_i| ≪ 1, Eq. (1) transforms into [2] S = −γ ∫ t_2 t1 dt ∫ π 0 dσ √ x^{′2} − ∑ i=1,2 m_i ∫ t_2 t1 dt + ∑ i=1,2 m_i 2 ∫ t_2 t1 dt ẋ^2_i . (6)

Integral over σ gives the length of the string (with the assumption that there are no singularities on the string). The variation of the first term in Eq. (6) with respect of the string coordinates leads to the requirement on the string to have the form of a linear rod connecting the massive ends. The effective action that leads to the equations of motion of the massive ends is therefore S_{eff} = ∫ t_2 t1 dt −γ|x_1(t) − x_2(t)| + ∑ i=1,2 m_iẋ^2_i 2 . (7)

Hence, in the nonrelativistic limit, the string generates a linear potential between its massive ends: V (|x_1 − x_2|) = γ|x_1 − x_2|. The same result holds for the string with massive ends in two-dimensional space-time [2] where x(t, σ) has only one component; therefore p(t, σ) = 0, via (3), and, in view of (5), H = γ ∫ π 0 dσ|x^′| + ∑ i=1,2 √ p^2_i + m^2_i = γ|x(0) − x(π)| + ∑ i=1,2 √ p^2_i + m^2_i .

The string model with constant tension is known to predict linearly rising Regge trajectories J = J(E^2) (J and E are the orbital momentum and energy of the string, respectively): J = E^2/(2πγ) [2]. The string trajectories are exactly linear in the case of the massless ends, and asymptotically linear in the case of the massive ends having some curvature in the region E^>∼ m_1 + m_2. The same picture of linear trajectories arises from a linear confining potential [3]. However, the realistic Regge trajectories extracted from data are nonlinear. Indeed, the straight line which crosses the ρ and ρ_3 squared masses corresponds to an intercept α_ρ(0) = 0.48, whereas the physical intercept is located at 0.55, as extracted by Donnachie and Landshoff from the analysis of pp and p̄p scattering data in a simple pole exchange model [4]. The nucleon Regge trajectory as extracted from the π^+p backward scattering data is [5]

α_N (t) = −0.4 + 0.9 t + 1 2 0.25 t^2,

and contains positive curvature. Recent UA8 analysis of the inclusive differential cross sections for the single-diffractive reactions pp̄ → pX, pp̄ → Xp̄ at √ s = 630 GeV reveals a similar curvature of the Pomeron trajectory [6]:

α_{IP} (t) = 1.10 + 0.25 t + 1 2 (0.16 ± 0.02) t^2.

An essentially nonlinear a_2 trajectory was extracted in ref. [7] for the process π^−p → ηn. Note that the nonlinearity of Regge trajectories was also proven on quite general grounds [8].

Once the nonlinearity of Regge trajectories is an established fact, a number of important issues immediately suggest themselves; e.g.,

(i) the understanding of the reasons for the nonlinearity of trajectories, (ii) the development of the model(s) leading to analytic nonlinear Regge trajectories. Possible reasons for the nonlinearity of trajectories may be related to the string breaking in QCD. In the absence of dynamical fermions (e.g., in zero temperature quenched QCD simulations) does not allow the screening of the potential between the heavy (static) QQ̄ by virtual color-singlet light qq̄ pairs, and thus the interquark potential is expected to grow linearly with the separation R for arbitrarily large R. With dynamical fermions, the static QQ̄ meson can decay into two heavy-light mesons. Ignoring meson-meson interactions, one can expect the QCD string to break as soon as the potential exceeds twice the heavy-light mass, i.e., at about 1.5 fm. (Neglecting quark mass effects on the dynamics of the binding problem, which is a reasonable assumption once this mass is small compared to a typical binding energy of ∼ 500 MeV, the string breaking distance should be shifted by △r ≈ 2△m/σ_{eff} when changing the quark mass by △m, where σ_{eff} is the (effective) string tension, to be discussed explicitly below.) The expectation of the string breaking due to the color screening described above has indeed been confirmed by some of the data on QCD lattice simulations [9].

The purpose of the present letter is to present a model for nonlinear Regge trajectories. This model is the generalization of the standard string model. Indeed, if the string breaking really happens in QCD, as should become clear with the forthcoming sophisticated lattice measurements, there is a necessity to reconsider the canonical string model and modify the notion of a constant string tension, in order to include the color screening effects. Before we proceed with the presentation of such a modified string model, let us note that potential models, in general, lead to nonlinear trajectories (for potentials that are different from a linearly rising one), but these trajectories cannot generally be cast into analytic form [10]. The model we shall present in what follows in many cases leads to analytic nonlinear Regge trajectories.

2 Generalized string model

Here we wish to generalize the standard string formulation reviewed above on the case of arbitrary potential between the string massive ends. Such generalization is done by the modification of the standard string tension into the effective string tension which is a function of |x|, as follows: S_{gen} = − ∫ t_2 t1 dt ∫ π 0 dσ γ(|x|) √ x^{′2}(1 − ẋ^2) + (ẋx^′)^2 − ∑ i=1,2 m_i ∫ t_2 t1 dt √ 1 − ẋ^2_i . (8)

As we explain below, in the nonrelativistic limit the effective string tension is the derivative of the interaction potential between the massive ends of the string. Therefore, different choices of the effective string tension would be related to different potentials, which makes it possible to deal, among the others, with color-screened potentials, i.e., potentials that approach constant values at large separations; e.g., V (ρ) = γ/μ (1 − exp(−μρ)) which is used to fit the lattice QCD data (e.g., first paper of [9]), and two examples in Section 3. As is clear from the above discussion, such color-screened potentials may be relevant to QCD.

Obviously, the new action (8) is again invariant under arbitrary transformations of σ, and therefore the constraint (2), and Eqs. (3)-(5) hold in this case as well, with γ = γ(|x|). In the nonrelativistic limit, however, in place of (7) one will now obtain S_{gen,eff} = ∫ t_2 t1 dt − ∫ π 0 dσ γ(|x|)|x^′| + ∑ i=1,2 m_iẋ^2_i 2 = ∫ t_2 t1 dt −V (|x_1 − x_2|) + ∑ i=1,2 m_iẋ^2_i 2 . (9) In contrast to the previous case of the standard string, it is seen in the above relations that now γ(|x|) = 1 |x^′| dV (|x|) dσ = dV (|x|) d|x| , (10) i.e., the effective string tension is the derivative of the potential with respect to the distance. Obviously, in the case of a linear potential, the effective string tension reduces to the standard (constant) one.

It should be noted that the other generalizations of the standard string have also been discussed in the literature [11, 12]. Specifically, refs. [11] deal with the linearized string Lagrangian that generally has different coefficients of ẋ^2 and x^{′2}, which are to be associated with the string mass density and tension, respectively. Both of these coefficients are functions of σ. Refs. [12] deal with the so-called wiggly string (membrane) for which the string mass density and tension are generally different also. With γ being a function of σ not x, as in [11], (i) the invariance of the action (8) under arbitrary transformations of σ disappears, and (ii) the interpretation of γ as an effective string tension, via Eq. (10), is lost, as seen in (9). Also, there are claims in the literature that the choice of the string mass density and tension being different from each other contradicts the principles of relativity which require that the both coincide [13]. In our case (upon the linearization of the Lagrangian in Eq. (8)) both the string mass density and tension would be equal to γ(|x|). Similarly to the standard case of a constant string tension which represents the relativization à la Poincaré of the nonrelativistic two-body problem with linear potential [14], the generalized string that we are discussing here can be considered as the relativization of a nonrelativistic two-body problem with arbitrary potential.

2.1 The dynamics of the generalized string model

By varying the action of the generalized string with massive ends (here the dot stands for the derivative with respect to τ ), S_{gen} = ∫∫ dτ dσL(x, ẋ, x^′) + ∑ i=1,2 L^{(m)}(ẋ_i), (11)

one obtains the equations of motion of the generalized string, d dτ ∂L ∂ẋ + d dσ ∂L ∂x^′ = ∂L ∂x , (12)

and the boundary conditions which represent the equations of motion of the massive ends: d dτ ∂L^{(m)} ∂ẋ_i = ∂L ∂x^′ , x = x_i. (13)

In the gauge τ = t discussed above, the equation of motion of the generalized string reduce to d dt ∂L ∂ẋ + d dσ ∂L ∂x^′ = ∂L ∂x , x ≡ x, (14) and the boundary conditions are

m_1 d dt ẋ_1 √ 1 − ẋ^2_1 = ∂L ∂x^′ , σ = 0, m_2 d dt ẋ_2 √ 1 − ẋ^2 = ∂L ∂x^′ , σ = π. (15)

Let us show that, similarly to the standard case of the string with constant tension, there are solutions to the equations of motion of the generalized string in the form of a rigid rod connecting the massive ends and rotating with frequency ω about its center of mass: x(t, σ) = ρ(σ) ( cos(ωt), sin(ωt), 0 ) . (16)

Indeed, γ = γ(|x|) = γ(ρ), since x^2 = ρ^2; therefore dρ/dx = x/ρ = (cos(ωt), sin(ωt), 0), and dγ/dx = dγ/dρ dρ/dx = dγ/dρ (cos(ωt), sin(ωt), 0). Hence ∂L ∂x = ∂L ∂γ dγ dx = − dγ dρ ρ^′ √ 1 − ω^2ρ^2 ( cos(ωt), sin(ωt), 0 ) . (17)

Since also d dt ∂L ∂ẋ = − γω^2ρρ^′ √ 1 − ω^2ρ^2 ( cos(ωt), sin(ωt), 0 ) , (18) d dσ ∂L ∂x^′ = ( − dγ dρ ρ^′ √ 1 − ω^2ρ^2 + γω^2ρρ^′ √ 1 − ω^2ρ^2 ) ( cos(ωt), sin(ωt), 0 ) , (19)

(the last relation is obtained via dγ/dσ = dγ/dρ ρ^′), one sees that the equations of motion (14) are satisfied.

One can easily check that for the rotation (16), the energy of the generalized string is given, in view of (5), by H = ∫ dσ √ p^2 + γ^2x^{′2} = ∫ dσ γρ^′ √ 1 − ω^2ρ^2 = ∫ dρ γ(ρ) √ 1 − ω^2ρ^2

. (20)

Similarly, the orbital momentum of the generalized string is

J = J_z = ∫ dσ (xp_y − yp_x) = ∫ dσ γωρ^2ρ^′ √ 1 − ω^2ρ^2 = ∫ dρ γ(ρ)ωρ^2 √ 1 − ω^2ρ^2

. (21)

Interestingly enough, in his book [15] Perkins also presents the above relations for the energy and orbital momentum of the generalized string. He does not however derive these relations from the first principles Lagrangian, as in Eq. (8).

By adding the contribution of the massive ends, one finally has the expressions for the total energy and orbital momentum of the generalized string with massive ends: E = ∫ r_1 0 dρ γ(ρ) √ 1 − ω^2ρ^2 + ∫ r_2 0 dρ γ(ρ) √ 1 − ω^2ρ^2 + m_1 √ 1 − ω^2r^2_1 + m_2 √ 1 − ω^2r^2

, (22)

J = ∫ r_1 0 dρ γ(ρ)ωρ^2 √ 1 − ω^2ρ^2 + ∫ r_2 0 dρ γ(ρ)ωρ^2 √ 1 − ω^2ρ^2 + m_1ωr^2_1 √ 1 − ω^2r^2_1 + m_2ωr^2 √ 1 − ω^2r^2

. (23)

Note that the boundary conditions (15) define the separations of the massive ends from the center of mass through the following nonlinear equations:

m_iω^2r_i √ 1 − ω^2r^2_i

= γ(r_i) √ 1 − ω^2r^2_i , i = 1, 2. (24)

2.2 Generalized massless string

The energy and orbital momentum of the generalized massless string, m_1 = m_2 = 0, are given by

E = 2 ∫ R 0 dρ γ(ρ) √ 1 − ω^2ρ^2

, J = 2 ∫ R 0 dρ γ(ρ)ωρ^2 √ 1 − ω^2ρ^2

, (25)

where R = 1/ω is half of the string length for a given ω. The condition ωR = 1 follows from, e.g., Eqs. (24) with m_i → 0.

By eliminating ω from Eqs. (25) one can obtain J as a function of E^2, the Regge trajectory. As we demonstrate below, the trajectory is generally nonlinear, and in many cases it is given in an analytic form. It will be shown elsewhere [16] that it is possible to uniquely recover the potential (V (r) ∼ ∫ dρ γ(ρ)) from the known analytic form of Regge trajectory, for both generalized massless and massive strings, and the techniques of the corresponding inverse problem will be presented in detail. It should be noticed that potential corresponding to an analytic Regge trajectory cannot always be recovered itself in an analytic form, but only as some power series in ρ. However, in the most important cases of analytic nonlinear Regge trajectories the corresponding potentials happen to be recovered analytically. Below we present such potentials for three examples of analytic nonlinear Regge trajectories that have been discussed in the literature. For our present purposes, here we present only the final results.

3 Analytic nonlinear Regge trajectories

In what follows, we consider only the generalized massless string.

3.1 Square-root trajectory

The square-root Regge trajectory, J ∝ E_{th} − √ E^2_{th} − E^2, where E_{th} is the trajectory energy threshold, has been widely discussed by Kobylinsky et al. [17] as the simplest choice of a trajectory for dual amplitude with Mandelstam analyticity (DAMA) [18]. It also provides for the Orear (small-t) regime of the amplitude. The corresponding potential is (γ, μ = const, V (ρ) → γ/2μ as ρ → ∞, and hence E → E_{th} = γ/μ)

V (ρ) = γ πμ arctan(πμρ), (26)

for which γ(ρ) = dV (ρ) dρ = γ 1 + (πμρ)^2

, (27)

and leads, via (25), to E = πγ √ ω^2 + π^2μ^2 , J = γ πμ^2 ( 1 − ω √ ω^2 + π^2μ^2 ) . (28)

Eliminating ω from the above relations gives J = 1 πμ ( γ/μ − √ (γ/μ)^2 − E^2 ) , (29)

i.e., the square-root Regge trajectory. For E ≪ γ/μ, it reduces to an (approximate) linear trajectory, J ≃ E^2/(2πγ). Note that in the corresponding quantum case where J takes on integer values only and the trajectory would develop a (nonzero) intercept (the quantum defect), J(0), there would be a finite number of states lying on the trajectory, with orbital momenta 0 ≤ J ≤ J_{max} ≤ J(0) + γ/(πμ^2).

3.2 Logarithmic trajectory

The logarithmic Regge trajectory, J ∝ − log(1 − E^2/E^2_{th}), is the ingredient of dual amplitude with logarithmic trajectories (DALT) [19]. There are certain theoretical reasons [20] to consider logarithmic trajectories that, for large −t(= −E^2), are compatible with fixed angle scaling behavior of the amplitude. The corresponding potential is (again γ, μ = const, V (ρ) → γ/2μ as ρ → ∞, and hence E → E_{th} = γ/μ) V (ρ) = γ 2πμ ( 2 arctan(2πμρ) − log[1 + (2πμρ)^2] 2πμρ ) , (30)

for which γ(ρ) = γ log[1 + (2πμρ)^2] (2πμρ)^2 , (31)

and leads to E = γ 2πμ^2 (√ ω^2 + 4π^2μ^2 − ω ) , J = γ 2πμ^2 log ω + √ ω^2 + 4π^2μ^2 2ω , (32)

from which eliminating ω (viz., ω = π(γ^2 − μ^2E^2)/(γE)) gives J = − γ 2πμ^2 log ( 1 − E^2 (γ/μ)^2 ) , (33)

i.e., the logarithmic Regge trajectory. For E ≪ γ/μ, it again reduces to an (approximate) linear form, J ≃ E^2/(2πγ). Note that, in contrast to the previous example of square-root trajectory, although the trajectory has an energy threshold, in the corresponding quantum case the number of states lying on the trajectory would be infinite.

In each of the two examples considered above, the potential belongs to the family of the color-screened potentials mentioned in Section 2. (The exact form of the colorscreened potential, if it is realized in QCD, will be discussed elsewhere.) Note that with a different choice of signs in Eqs. (29),(33) (e.g., J = γ/(2πμ^2) log[1 + E^2/(γ/μ)^2]) there would be a difficulty with the analytic continuation of the trajectory in the region E^2(= t) < 0, since in this region the trajectory cannot have imaginary part. Note also that besides the trajectories (29),(33), a hybrid square-root–logarithmic trajectory, J ∝ − log(1 + β √ E^2_{th} − E^2), has been motivated and discussed in [20, 21]. We have not menaged to obtain the analytic form of the corresponding potential.

3.3 Hyperbolic trajectory

The hyperbolic trajectory, J ∝ cosh(E) − 1, results in the κ-deformed Poincaré phenomenology [22]. Here the corresponding potential is

V (ρ) = γρ Φ(−(πμρ)^2, 2, 1/2) 4 = γρ ∞∑ k=0 [−(πμρ)^2]^k (2k + 1)^2 = γρ ( 1 − (πμρ)^2 9 + (πμρ)^4 25 − . . . ) , (34) where Φ(z, s, a) = ∞∑ k=0 z^k (a + k)^s

(35)

is the so-called Lerch’s transcendent. The corresponding γ(ρ), γ(ρ) = γ arctan(πμρ) πμρ , (36)

leads to E = γ μ log ( πμ/ω + √ 1 + (πμ/ω)^2 ) , (37) J = γ πμ^2 (√ 1 + (πμ/ω)^2 − 1 ) , (38)

from which eliminating ω (πμ/ω = sinh(μE/γ)) gives J = γ πμ^2 [ cosh ( E γ/μ ) − 1 ] , (39)

i.e., the hyperbolic trajectory. For E ≪ γ/μ, it reduces to the linear form, as well as in the above two cases: J ≃ E^2/(2πγ).

4 Concluding remarks

We have presented a new generalized string model that leads to nonlinear Regge trajectories which in many cases can be given in analytic form. We have considered three examples of how this model generates square-root, logarithmic and hyperbolic trajectories that have been discussed in the literature.

The main phenomenological implication of the model presented here is the possibility to obtain Regge trajectory for an arbitrary (nonrelativistic) potential in general, and for a color-screened potential in particular. Since trajectory for the latter is characterized by an energy threshold, and in some cases by a finite number of states, as in the example of square-root trajectory considered, it may be of relevance to QCD to predict the numbers of states lying on different trajectories, and the corresponding energy thresholds, if a color-screened potential of, e.g., the type (26) is indeed realized in QCD.

Of certain interest would be further exploration of the generalized string model discussed here, and the applications of this model to the hadron scattering (the form of the corresponding scattering amplitude) and the thermodynamics of hot hadronic matter

(the equation of state of the ensemble of the generalized strings), as well as the quantization of this model. These, and related issues, e.g., the understanding of the form of the color-screened potential, if is realized in QCD, will be the subjects of further study, to be undertaken elsewhere.

Acknowledgements

The author wishes to thank M.M. Brisudová, T. Goldman, L.P. Horwitz and P.R. Page for very valuable discussions during the preparation of this work.

References

[1] R.W. Haymaker, Acta Phys. Pol. B 21 (1990) 403

W. Feilmair and H. Markum, Nucl. Phys. B 370 (1992) 299 H.D. Trottier and R.M. Woloshyn, Phys. Rev. D 48 (1993) 2290 C. Michael and P. Stephenson, Phys. Rev. D 50 (1994) 4634

[2] B.M. Barbashov and V.V. Nesterenko, Relativistic String Model in Hadron Physics (in Russian), (Energoatomizdat, Moscow, 1987)

[3] J.S. Kang and H.J. Schnitzer, Phys. Rev. D 12 (1975) 841

[4] A. Donnachie and P.V. Landshoff, Phys. Lett. B 296 (1992) 227

[5] V.A. Lyubimov, Sov. Phys. Uspekhi 20 (1977) 691

[6] UA8 Coll. (A. Brandt et al.), Nucl. Phys. B 514 (1998) 3

[7] V.N. Bolotov et al., Nucl. Phys. B 73 (1974) 387

[8] A. Degasperis and E. Predazzi, Nuovo Cim. A 65 (1970) 764

H. Fleming and E. Predazzi, Lett. Nuovo Cim. 4 (1970) 556 A.A. Trushevsky, Ukr. Fiz. Zh. 22 (1977) 353

[9] E. Laermann et al., Phys. Lett. B 173 (1986) 437; M.P. Grady, D.K. Sinclair and J.B. Kogut, Phys. Lett. B 200 (1988) 149; K.D. Born et al., Phys. Rev. D 40 (1989) 1653; W. Bock et al., Z. Phys. C 45 (1990) 597; W. Sakuler et al., Phys. Lett. B 276 (1992) 155; W. Bürger et al., Phys. Rev. D 47 (1993) 3034; G.I. Poulis and H.D. Trottier, Nucl. Phys. B (Proc. Suppl.) 42 (1995) 267; S. Aoki et al., Nucl. Phys. B (Proc. Suppl.) 63 (1998) 221; H. Wittig, Phys. Rev. Lett. 81 (1998) 4056; F. Knechtli and R. Sommer, Phys. Lett. B 440 (1998) 345; H.D. Trottier, hep-lat/9812021; C. Michael and P. Pennanen, hep-lat/9901007; O. Philipsen and H. Wittig, hep-lat/9902003; F. Gliozzi and P. Provero, hep-lat/9903013

[10] N.A. Kobylinsky, S.S. Stepanov and R.S. Tutik, Phys. Lett. B 235 (1990) 182, Z. Phys. C 47 (1990) 469, J. Phys. A 23 (1990) L237 F. Paccanoni, S.S. Stepanov and R.S. Tutik, Mod. Phys. Lett. A 8 (1993) 549

[11] G. Lanyi, Phys. Rev. D 14 (1976) 972, erratum – ibid., 3592

M. Quiros, Anales de Fisica 72 (1976) 122; Helv. Phys. Acta 50 (1977) 531

[12] J.Y. Hong, J.W. Kim and P. Sikivie, Phys. Rev. lett. 69 (1992) 2611, erratum – ibid.

74 (1995) 4099; J. Kim and P. Sikivie, Phys. Rev. D 50 (1994) 7410; J.Y. Hong, Phys. Rev. D 50 (1994) 5435; M. Pavsic, Nuovo Cim. A 108 (1995) 221, 110 (1997) 369, Found. Phys. 25 (1995) 819, 26 (1996) 159, Nucl. Phys. B (Proc. Suppl.) 57 (1997) 265, Phys. Lett. A 242 (1998) 187

[13] See, e.g., C. Barrabes and W. Israel, Ann. Phys. 175 (1987) 213

[14] N.A. Chernikov and N.S. Shavokhina, Theor. Math. Phys. 42 (1980) 38 N.S. Shavokhina, Sov. Phys. J. 7 (1983) 641, 12 (1984) 1104

[15] D.H. Perkins, Introduction to High Energy Physics, 3rd edition, (Addison-Wesley, Menlo Park, CA, 1987), section 8.10

[16] L. Burakovsky, in preparation

[17] N.A. Kobylinsky, Ukr. Fiz. Zh. 20 (1975) 163, Acta Phys. Polon. B 10 (1979) 433 A.I. Bugrij and N.A. Kobylinsky, Annalen Phys. 32 (1975) 297 N.A. Kobylinsky and V.V. Timokhin, Ukr. Fiz. Zh. 22 (1977) 1871, 24 (1979) 1142 N.A. Kobylinsky and A.B. Prognimak, Acta Phys. Polon. B 9 (1978) 149

[18] A.I. Bugrij, G. Cohen-Tannoudji, L.L. Jenkovszky and N.A. Kobylinsky, Fortschr.

Phys. 21 (1973) 427

[19] M. Arik, Phys. Rev. D 11 (1975) 602; D.D. Coon, J.F. Gunion, J. Tran Thanh Van and R. Blankenbecler, Phys. Rev. D 18 (1978) 1451, and references therein

[20] L.L. Jenkovszky and Z.E. Chikovani, Sov. J. Nucl. Phys. 30 (1979) 274 A.I. Bugrij, Z.E. Chikovani and L.L. Jenkovszky, Z. Phys. C 4 (1980) 45

[21] R. Fiore, L.L. Jenkovszky, V.K. Magas and F. Paccanoni, hep-ph/9904202

[22] J. Dey, P.L. Ferreira, L. Tomio and R.R. Choudhury, Phys. Lett. B 331 (1994) 355 A. Delfino, J. Dey and M. Malheiro, Phys. Lett. B 348 (1995) 417 J. Dey, M. Dey, P.L. Ferreira and L. Tomio, Phys. Lett. B 365 (1996) 157