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The homogeneous Lorentz group and the 4+-1 de Sitter group are interpreted as the dynamical groups
of a nonrelativistic and a relativistic “rotator,” respectively. In an irreducible representation of the latter
group we obtain for certain states the mass formula m2=m+4+N2j(741). The contraction of the dynamical
groups [Euclidean group in three dimensions and Poincaré group, respectively] destroys the energy or mass
spectrum and can be associated with the limit #Z — 0. The model of an elementary particle as a de Sitter

“rotator” is discussed.

I. THE CONCEPT OF DYNAMICAL GROUPS

Y a dynamical group we mean a group (in general a
noncompact one) which gives the actual energy or
mass spectrum of a quantum-mechanical composite
system. The idea is to reduce a theory in flat space with
an interaction (e.g., Hamiltonian) to a group of motions
in curved space, i.e., to geometry, in a way similar to
that done in general relativity. The representation of
the dynamical group will give us the quantized states of
the system. That this idea also works in the domain of
quantum theory is shown explicitly in this paper in the
case of two simple examples describing the quantized
energy states of a rotator and the quantized mass states
of a relativistic “rotator.” The latter has a strong bearing
on the problem of the actual mass spectrum of strongly
interacting particles. Our aim is to give a group-
theoretical formulation of the so-called broken sym-
metries. The unitary symmetries used for the classifica-
tion of strongly interacting particles (SU; or SUs) are
approximate and clearly their experimental success must
be attributed to the existence of symmetry-breaking
terms.!'? These terms are introduced in a phenomeno-
logical way and are treated as a perturbation in the mass
operator. The possibility that the symmetry breaking
can be explained within the framework of a larger
dynamical group containing the group of degeneracy has
been considered before.®*=5 We explicitly show in this
paper how a mass spectrum may be obtained under the
assumption of a dynamical group. The attractive
feature of the model is thus its simplicity with no further
assumptions being necessary than the group.®

* On leave from the Institut fiir theoretische Physik, Universitit
Marburg, Germany.

! For symmetry-breaking terms in SUj; see M. Gell-Mann and
Y.N )e’eman, The Eightfold Way (W. A. Benjamin, Inc., New York,
1964).

2 For symmetry-breaking terms in SUs see F. Giirsey and L.
Radicati, Phys. Rev. Letters 13, 173 (1964). M. M. B. Bég and
V. Singh, 4bid. 13, 418 (1964).

3 A. O. Barut, University of Colorado report, 1963 (unpub-
lished).

4A. O. Barut, Conference on Symmelry Principles at High
Energy (W. H. Freeman and Company, San Francisco, 1964).

5 A. O. Barut, Phys. Rev. 135, B839 (1964).

6 The dynamical groups used here are among the groups of
motion of Riemannian spaces. For a classification of such groups
of motion see A. Raczka (to be published). In the usual mass
formulas it is not clear whether one should use 2, m, or 1/m?2,

etc. The present model definitely gives m? from the Casimir
operator.

In order to see how the dynamical group is introduced
we start from a mass formula for mesons of the form? 47

m*=m+N[2J(J+1)—I(I+1D)+V?/4], (1.1)

where J, I, and Y represent the spin, isospin, and hyper-
charge of the particles and  is the measured mass. The
scale factor A can be found from the empirical masses
to be

A=214X 104(MeV)2. (1.1a)

For further reference we note that this factor can be re-
lated to a length /o by the relation®

N=12/ey,

with the value Jy~107'? cm.

Because m? is the value of the mass operator P,P*,
Eq. (1.1) indicates clearly a coupling between P,P* and
the other operators J2, I?, V2. In the limit of exact de-
generacy P,P* is an invariant and P,’s commute among
themselves. The assumptions about the existence of
symmetry-breaking terms really amounts to the non-
commuting P,’s and the fact that P,P*is no longer an
invariant. (In SU; and SUs, P,P* is assumed to trans-
form as a tensor operator of the group.)

For quantized systems the energy E or m? are not
invariants but take definite values as a function of
quantum numbers.

In general, however, the energy or mass spectrum
(m?) is not simply linearly related to the quantum num-
bers as in Eq. (1.1), e.g., H atom. But the simplicity of
Eq. (1.1) suggests that it can be derived from the
second-order Casimir operator of a group. In this paper
we shall concentrate on the first two terms of (1.1), i.e.,

P PrNT(J+1)=p? (1.2)

and shall interpret the left-hand side of (1.2) as terms
entering into the second-order Casimir operator of a
group, p? being related to the value of this Casimir
operator in an irreducible representation of the group.
The group containing P,P* and J? (and more generally
I2, V2. - -) must be semi-simple. This is because the in-
variant operator of an invariant subgroup of a group is
also an invariant operator of the group itself,® and if,

(1.1b)

7 Similar mass formulas involving J(J+-1) terms have now been
obtained from broken SUs symmetry. See Ref. 2.
8 A. Boshm, University of Marburg Report, 1964 (unpublished).
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TasLE 1. Passage from a dynamical group to the kinematical
group.

System Mathematical representation

Composite quantum

Irreducible representation of
system with mass spectrum

the dynamical group

group
contraction
System without internal structure Representation of the kine-
matical symmetry group

for example, P, or J (or I) would generate an invariant
subgroup, they could not enter into the Eq. (1.2).
Thus, as far as the mass-spectrum problem is concerned,
P,’s do not form an invariant subgroup. This is not sur-
prising because in the problem of mass states of a
quantum-mechanical composite system we do not have
translational invariance. For example, there is no
translational invariance in the H-atom problem. There
is however, a translational invariance if we consider the
motion of an H atom as a whole.

The passage from a dynamical group giving the mass
spectrum of the system to what one may call the ‘“kine-
matical group” of the system describing single mass
states will be done by the process of group contraction.?
The contracted kinematical groups are indeed classical
groups, and it is interesting that the contraction can be
associated in a natural way with the limit #— 0. We
obtain thus the situation shown in Table I.

In Sec. IT we discuss first a nonrelativistic model
which contains all the ingredients of the idea of a dy-
namical group and its contraction, but is mathematically
much simpler. From a realistic model of a particle we
shall require that the contraction contains the Poincaré
group. Such a model is discussed in Sec. III together
with its implications for the structure of strongly in-
teracting particles.
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II. DYNAMICAL GROUP OF THE NON-
RELATIVISTIC ROTATOR

We shall now interpret the homogeneous Lorentz
group L as the dynamical group of a system. This model,
which is described by the irreducible representations of
L, will be called, for reasons which will be seen later, a
rotator.

(1) The well-known commutation relations of L:

(M, M, )= — oM yo— guoMstgualypt 80 o M o

go=1; gu=—1, 1=1,23; g,=0, »=u, (2.1)
may be written in the following form:
(A Hi]=—H,, [H_H;]=H_,
[H,H_]=2M;,
[P ]=[H_F_]=[H:F;]=0,
[(Fuly]=H,, [F_F3]=—H_,
[Fr,F_]=—2H;, (2.2)
[Hy,Fs]=—Fy, [H.Fy]=F_,
[HyF_]=—[H_F,]=2Fs,
(FpHs]=—Fy, [F_ H;]+F_,
where we have introduced the notations!?
Hy=H\+iH,, H_=H,—iH,,
Fy=F1+ily, F_=F—iFy,
0 F, F, F3
e R (2.3)
0

The irreducible representations of these commutation
relations in Hilbert space can be written as follows!?:

Hf/r=[(k+v+1)(k—v) 2 fiya®,
H_fr=[(k+v)(k—v+1)]2f, 1",

H3fuk= vak )

Fifr=[(k—v)(k—yv—1)J12Csfrra* 1= [(k—v) (k+v+ 1) 1124 4 fri P4 [(k+v+1) (B v+2) J2Chp1fopa® T,
F_ff=—[(k+»)(k+v—1)2Csfi* ' —[(k+») (k—r+1) 241 f_1F—[(k—r+1)(k—v+2) J?Crya fiaFH,
Fsf b =[(k—v)(k+v)]'2Ci [, —v A f,f— [(k+v+ 1) (k—r+1) ] PChps f,7,

where
Aw=rtkoc/k(k+1),
Cr=1/k[(R2—ko?)(k2—c?)/ (42— 1) ]'/2 (2.4)
v=—k, —k+1,-- - k; k=ko, ko1, ko+2, .
Here f,* are elements of the irreducible representation
(Hilbert) space 3C(ko,c) where (ko,c)—ko integral or

9 E. Inénii and E. P. Wigner, Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U. S. 39,
510 (1953); 40, 119 (1954).

half-integral non-negative, ¢ arbitrary complex number
—characterize the irreducible representation. These
representations are unitary representations of L for
C=1ia and (ko,a)E X where X is the following set:
XZ{(ko,a)lk():%, 1, %;' Tty T ® <d<+°°}
U{(ko,d) 1]30:0, 0_<_Zd_<__ 1} . (243,)
10 M. A. Naimark, Linear Representations of the Lorentz Group

(Pergamon Press, Inc., New York, 1964) and references given
there.
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(The irreducible unitary representations belonging to
the first set of X are called representations of the main
series; those belonging to the second set are called rep-
resentations of the supplementary series.!?)

The irreducible representation space of L is the direct
sum of irreducible representation space of the rotation

group

He(ko,a)= 3 @M. (2.5)
J=ko
The invariant operators of L,
Q=3M,M», Q=%e"*"M,M,,, (2.6)

have in an irreducible representation 3C(k¢,a) the fol-
lowing values:

Q[ (ko,a) =koafis (ko,a)

Qfis'(ko,a) = (14-a*—ko?) f,7(ko,0) = fsi(ko,a) . (2.7)

(2) To perform the contraction of L with respect to

its rotation subgroup? we introduce the following trans-

formation of the Lie algebra
P = )\F 2]

Je=H,. (2.8)

Jsfis?= Jafi?s  Tafr? =[G+ s+ 1)(G— ja) 1 * figa?,

Psfi=NFsf;7=[(j— j8)(J+78) J'?°C;fi = fsa; fi —[(G+ Fs+ 1) (G— JsH 1) 2C i f 157!
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Then the commutation relations (2.1) become
[Pi,Pj:l—_—’L')\Zeijk]k
[P, T ]=1eat)
I_—_]i,]ka ieikl]l y

and the Casimir operator (2.6) can be written in the

form

(2.9)

NQ=P,Pr—\2J2, (2.6)

For A — 0, Eq. (2.9) goes over to the commutation rela-
tions of the 3-dimensional Euclidean group E;, and the
P; and J; represent the momentum and angular-
momentum operators.

To obtain the representations of the contracted group
Es;, we choose a sequence ° of irreducible unitary repre-
sentations of L in such a way that A% — €2 as A — 0,
whereby €? can be chosen arbitrarily and character-
izes that representation of Es to which the representa-
tion of L is contracted. Because of (2.7) this means
Na?=N\2(14a2—Fk¢?) — €. We restrict ourselves to the
case where ko remains constant during the contraction
process. Since kg is the smallest spin occurring in an
irreducible representation 3¢(ko,a) of L, this means that
the irreducible representation spaces 91; of the rotation
group contained in JC(ko,a) are also contained in the
contracted representation. Then Na?— € as A—0
means ANa?— €.

From (3.4) we obtain the contracted representation
J_fi=L(G+i)(G—ss+ D1 fir (2.10a)
(2.10)

Py fyf=INEs-F) fi=3ad L= )= = DI e =[G+ i) G Go— D1}
—3{ (= )Gt DI s+ LG G0 G Gt DI )
HACa [+ iot DG+t DI iy —[(— ot D= it 225941} (2.10b)

A Cj
P2fj3“=2—i(F+—F—)fjs°‘=2—i{[(j—fs)(f—fa— D2 i LG+ 73) (G4 Fs— 1) ]2 10071}

_:—;{[(]_]3)(]+]3+ D)2 frpri— [ G+ 73) G— s+ 1) T2 fr—r7}

C
2

+

where

a;= lim XA]=11m[—

Aea’ €2

Nakg ] ko
JG+nd i+

and! (2.11)

1' j2_k02‘ 1/2
C;j= lim )\C,-=e-—[ J .
A2a’ e ]' 4]2___1

11 For groups like E3, in which the translations form an invariant
subgroup, one usually has representations in which the transla-
tions are diagonal:

sin@ cos ¢
Pi| pr,pa,ps,£) = pi| prpaps,k), Pi=p| sind sing
j3l0J0:p:£>=£10701?1$>- cosf

The transformation from the basis (2.10) to this basis | p1,p2,53,£)

]:-rl{ LG+ 7 DG 7 2) 12 ™+ LG — s+ DG — s+ 2) I fiaa™'}

Those irreducible representations of L for which a?=0
(or some fixed value in the process of contraction) go
under the contraction into the representations of the
rotation group (2.10a), for in this case a¢;=c;=0 and

which lies outside the Hilbert space (Ref. 15), i.e.,
| prp2psg) =2 fig? (koe) {ekojaj | prpapak)
isi
will be performed by the transition coefficients given explicitly
(«‘31’3;?2;?1 l j:j37k016> = (2j+1)D—f3kof(d’;0) - ‘/’)55‘%6 (e— | b4 i ),
where Djr, are the well-known rotation matrices [M. E. Rose

Elementary Theory of Angular Momentum (John Wiley & Sons,
Inc., New York, 1961)].
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the momentum operators will be represented by the
zero operator.

From (2.10) we see that the representation space ob-
tained by contraction from 3C(ke,a) which we denote by
JC(ko,€) is again a direct sum of irreducible representa-
tion spaces of the rotation group

3(ko,e)= 2_ M,
7=ko

and each basis vector f;,%(ko,a) goes over into f;,7(ko,€).12

(3) According to our general concept formulated in
Sec. I we can now give the following physical interpreta-
tion. Our physical (model) system is described by the
representation 3C(k¢,e) of the dynamical group L. By
contraction this goes into the representation 3C(kq,e)
of the Euclidean group or into the representation
3C(ko,0) of the rotation group. A system, which is de-
fined by the representation of the rotation group, is
called rotator; therefore the representation 3C(kg,a) of
the dynamical group L must give us the actual energy
levels of the rotator. As we have seen in Sec. (2), the P;
correspond to the momentum operators and it is natural
to interpret the expectation value p? of PPt as the
momentum square and hence £=$%/2u (u a constant
with dimension of mass) as the energy. The energy spec-
trum can then be calculated from the Casimir operator
(2.6") as follows:

2uE=p*=(fi,P:iP" i) = N>+ N(f;,7, 32 f;)

or
E=(1/2p)Ne*+(N/20) j(5+1), (2.12)

and for the special case =0
E=(N/2u)j(j+1). (212)

This is indeed the well-known energy spectrum of a
rotator with A=7%/p,, where p, is a quantity with the
dimension of a length. The first part in (2.12), \22/2u
=const, represents some translational energy and is
without significance because E is only defined up to a
constant.

Because = 7/p, the limiting process A — 0 from the
dynamical group to the kinematical symmetry group
can be taken to be the limit #— 0.

III. DE SITTER MODEL OF A RELATIVISTIC
“ROTATOR?”

The (4+1) de Sitter group (NR;") as dynamical
group furnishes us with a relativistic generalization of
the rotator model.

(1) The commutation relations for the de Sitter
group are

CLag, Lys]=—i1(gavLos+gpsLay—gasLoy—govLas)
a76)776=5’0,1’2’3 (3'1)
g55=-1, gOO:]-; gnz_l; £= 13273)

12 The reason for this is that we have chosen the representation
conveniently in such a way that the subgroup with respect to
which the contraction is performed is diagonally represented.
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and its invariant operators
Q=—3LagL®

W=—waw*, wr=%kePrielq L;,. (3.2)

The contraction of the de Sitter group with respect to
the homogeneous Lorentz group leads to the Poincaré
group. We define

P,=\Ls,, M,=Lu; ur=0,123. 3.3)
Then (3.1) reads
[Py P, ]=iNM ,,
(M o, P 1=(—gupPrtgv,Py) (3.1)
[M M oo 1= —i(guoMyot-goeM .,
— oM yo— guald,) .
The invariant operators can be written as
NQ= P, Pr4-N\N2—)\2M?2 (3.4)

MW= —N(MN)2—w,w*.

For A—0, (3.1') gives the commutation relations
of the Poincaré group, P, gives the momentum opera-
tors, M= (M 3,M 31,M 15) the angular momentum, and
N=(Mo1,M2,M o3) the energy of the center of mass.

(2) The Hermitian representation of the commuta-
tion relations (3.1) of the (441) de Sitter group in the
Hilbert space—in which the maximal compact sub-
algebra (D.) is diagonal—were given by Thomas's and
Newton.!* Newton gives four classes of irreducible
representations, of which class I and class II can be
contracted to physical (P,P*=m,*>0) representations
of the Poincaré group. The Hilbert-space basis of
Thomas and Newton is not suitable for our purpose;
we need a basis of the irreducible representation space,
in which the subgroup L, with respect to which we con-
tract, is diagonal. Such a basis will be given by the
vectors defined in (2.4)

fisj(ko:a) = I j,j3,a,k0; E:B> ’

where a and ko are now variable and vary over a subset
X’ of X [see (2.4a)] and e and 8 characterize the irredu-
cible representation of IVRs*. The irreducible representa-
tion space 3C(e,B) is then a continuous direct sum!s of
Hilbert spaces JC(ko,@) of which each is an irreducible
representation space of the Lorentz group L'6:

(3.5)

J(e8)= | @3C(ko,a)du(ko,a).

X

13 L. H. Thomas, Ann. Math. 42, 113 (1941).

14T, D. Newton, Ann. Math. 3, 730 (1950).

15 J. M. Gelfand and N. Ja Vilenkin, Obobshchennye Funktsii
(Moscow, 1961) (translation in preparation in Academic Press
Inc., New York), Vol. 4. A. Bohm, International Center for
Theoretical Physics Report No. ICTP-9, 1964 (unpublished).

18 We note that the basis vectors (3.5) are eigenvectors of un-
bounded operators with continuous spectrum and no longer ele-
ments of the Hilbert space but its rigging (Ref. 15).

(3.6)
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A complete set of commuting operators of NRs! is
formed by
MZ’M 3= M 12,

M2—N2M-N,Ls,L5*=1/\2P, P~ W . 37)

This set has the following eigenvalues on the basis
vectors (3.5):

M2| jjsakee8)=j(j+1)1); M;|)=js])
(M2—N?)|)=(ko>—a?—1)|), M-:N|)=Fkea|) (3.8)
Ly Ls*|)=e?]), w(y=8l).

The eigenvalues of the second-order Casimiar operator
Q on the space 3¢(e,8) is given by

o= at 41—

The contraction of the irreducible representation of
NR3z* into representations of the Poincaré group @ is
again performed via a sequence of representations
a— oo such that

(3.8)

a value, which characterizes the irreducible representa-
tion of ®@. In the contraction process ¢ and ko are kept
fixed and the contracted representation space contains
therefore the same subset X’ of representations of L as
3¢(e,8). By the contraction process (3.8") A28 goes to
o(lo+1)me? (6=0,%, 1, %, - ) and the contracted repre-
sentations are characterized, as is well known, by
3C(mo,0). 3C(m,0) is again a continuous direct sum of
representation spaces 3C(ko,a) of L:

limA%e?=limA\%e?=m,?,

JC(’WL(],O') = @Ec(ko,a)du(ko,a)

X’

(3.9

and each basis vector |7,7s,a,ko;e,8) goes into
I j,j:;,d,ko; ’WLOG'>.17

(3) An “elementary particle” (EP) (without intrinsic
degrees of freedom as isospin and hypercharge) is
characterized by an irreducible representation of the
Poincaré group as its (kinematical) symmetry group. A
composite physical system, which is described by repre-
sentation of the de Sitter group as dynamical group
goes therefore by contraction into an EP. Its mass spec-
trum is described by the de Sitter group as the dynamical
group in the following manner:

According to what we have said previously it appears

17 This is a representation of the Poincaré group in which the
homogeneous Lorentz group is diagonal (compare Ref. 11). The
transformation of this basis to the well-known canonical basis
Ref. 19 | pi,s3;m,5):

|pissssms)y=Z | j,jsakomos) amo,koazsj| pi,ss,ms)
7i38kgm o

will be performed by the transition coefficients

{omoagsg| pe,s; m,5)="8sd (mo—m){koa s | piss),
where (koaj3j|piss) are given by Joos [H. Joos, Fortschr. Physik
10, 3 (1962), Secs. 4.2 and 4.3 (see also Chou Kuang-Chao and
L. G. Zastavenko, Zh. Eksperim. i Teor. Fiz. 35, 1417 (1959)

[English transl.: Soviet Phys.—JETP 35, 990 (1959)7] and refer-
ences given there)].
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natural to interpret P,P* as the ‘“mass operator” of the
composite particle. If the physical system is in the state
described by | 77sak,e8), the expectation value (=eigen-

value) of the mass operator is given according to
(3.4) by

m?*={Be; koajsj| P P*| ] jsako; eB)
=N\ M2[)—2¥([N2|), (3.10)

and for those states for which

n?=(Be,koajsj| N2|)=0 (3.11)
we obtain the mass formula
m2=N%2+N%j(j+1), (3.12)

which is in agreement with the phenomenological mass
formula (1.1). So we see, using (1.1b), that the limiting
process A — 0 from the dynamical group to the kinemati-
cal symmetry group can be interpreted as the limit
#— 0. We have started from a representation of the de
Sitter group characterized by one « (or e¢) and one f.
One could also have started from a reducible representa-
tion characterized by several 8. This would be the case
if the de Sitter group is embedded into a larger dynami-
cal group, an irreducible representation of which then
contains many irreducible representations of the de
Sitter group.

(4) Some remarks are necessary with regard to the
(3.11) and (3.12): The expectation values of M2 and N2
are the same before and after the contraction because

J(i+1) = Bekoajsj| M*| jjsakoeB)
= <o’mOk0(lj3j|MZI jjg(lko?ﬂod’) (313)

and similarly for V2.

From the properties of the transition coefficients
(koajsj| piss)'® one can see, using (4.18), (4.21), (4.24),
(4.27), and (4.36) of Ref. 19, that for the rest states
|p=0, s3;m, s) there is a one-to-one correspondence
between j and s: j<> s, because (koajsj|p=0, s3, ms)
~§,; as one should expect. Thus only the states

| 77sako; mo) with  j=s (3.14)
contribute to the rest states. If we could show that for
these states #2=0, we would have proved that the mass
formula (3.12) is valid for states which correspond to
rest states after contraction, then we could call m? the
“rest mass,?”’ what we actually want, as the phenomeno-
ogical formula (1.1) holds for rest masses.

But as long as we do not know more about the repre-
sentation of NRs* we can only make some plausibility
arguments with respect to this point. The equation

n?= j(j+1)+k—a2—1=0 (3.15)

18 Reference 16.

19 H. Joos, Fortschr. Physik 10, 3 (1962).

20 Still the question, what this “rest mass” has to do with the
experimentally measured mass, remains unanswered.
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is possible for (ko,a)eX (II1.4) as is easily seen (and
n?— o could only be possible for j — ). We suppose
that those (ko,a), for which (3.15) is fulfilled are also in
X'CX (IIL.2). The set X’ of course depends on e and
B; X’(e,B), and we could hope that only those (ko,a)
fulfilling (15) and corresponding to rest states are in the
set X'(eB).

(5) The (441) de Sitter group is the group of motion
in the de Sitter spherical world?! with finite extension in
space-like and infinite extension in time-like directions.
Its curvature tensor is

Ryn,= ‘—>\2(gu>\gvp—gnpgl')~) (3.16)
and Einstein’s law reads
GVX—:S}\QgV)\; (3.17)

where \ is the parameter introduced in (3.3). The
radius of the de Sitter world is?! R=1/\, and if we use
for A the empirical value (1.1a) converting MeV into
cm~! we obtain for our de Sitter world a radius of
R=~10""% cm.?? Thus we can consider a strongly inter-

2L A. S. Eddington, The Mathematical Theory of Relativity
(Cambridge University Press, New York, 1963), 10th ed., Chap. V

2 A geometrical interpretation of the contraction process is
difficult, as it does not simply mean R —« but a/R — m,.

A. O. BARUT AND A. BOHM

acting particle as a de Sitter “spherical” world of
10713 cm with finite space-like and infinite time-like
extension,? a picture which is not too far from our usual
image of a particle, which might indicate that our model
is not too far from reality.?

ACKNOWLEDGMENT

The authors are grateful to Professor Abdus Salam
and the TAEA for the hospitality extended to them at
the International Center for Theoretical Physics,
Trieste.

B If we had chosen the (34-2) de Sitter group [J. B. Ehrman,
Proc. Cambridge Phil. Soc. 53, 290 (1957) Jinstead of the (4+41),
the strongly interacting particle would have been infinite in space
but finite in time, in disagreement with our ideas of a particle,
but then we would also have obtained m?=»Na?—\?j(j4-1) instead
of (3.12), which is in obvious disagreement with experimental
facts. It should be remarked that the use of the 342 deSitter
group in the large [see, e.g., C. Fronsdal, Rev. Mod. Phys. 37, 221
(1965) ]is a completely different idea from the present one. There
a single mass point is embedded in a large curved universe and
has a discrete spectrum which in the limit ® —« goes over into
the continuum states of the mass point in flat space; it is a change
of the kinematical group and has nothing to do with dynamics.

% For a discussion and interpretation of de Sitter rotator in
which the compact subgroup R, is diagonalized see A. O. Barut,
in Seminar on High Energy Physics and Elementary Particles,
Trieste, 1965 (unpublished).
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