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A semiclassical approach to systems including both bosons and fermions is formulated, and a useful path-
integration formula is given for fixed fermion and antifermion number. The quark-string model derived from
a continuum limit of the lattice gauge theory is studied based on this method. The massless condition of the
string with quarks at the ends is resolved within the context of the semiclassical approximatior:. The analysis
shows a universality of the spring constant of the string and a good prediction for the n, mass in the new-
particle spectroscopy. Quantitative predictions due to quantum corrections (daughter trajectories) are not in

good agreement within our approximation.

I. INTRODUCTION

In this and a forthcoming paper we study the ha-
dron spectra, old and new mesons as well as bary-
ons, from a unified point of view. The theory on
which this work is based is that of the quark-string
model' which has been derived from a continuum
limit of the lattice gauge theory.? The model is a
well defined model and furnishes the hadron with
three basic properties: (i) quark confinement, (ii)
asymptotic scaling, and (iii) relativistic invariance.

In a previous paper,' hereafter referred to as I,
starting off with the strong-coupling approach of
Wilson’s lattice gauge theory, we have shown that
a Lagrangian governing the motion of the quark
string can be derived in a certain continuum limit
of the lattice distance, and we have also shown
that classical solutions to the quark string exhibit
a good qualitative nature. In the second paper,®
referred to as II, the quark string has been shown
to exhibit a simple scaling behavior such that the
photoproduction amplitude tends to that of the free-
quark theory in the high-momentum-transfer li-
mit. In the third paper,* referred to as III, the de-
tailed properties of the classical solutions and the
quantum corrections due to the string oscillation,
disregarding correlations with the quark spin, have
been studied. When applied to the hadron spectra,
we have found two interesting features: (i) The
large mass difference between 7, and ¥/J in the
new-particle spectroscopy can be interpreted; an
abnormal classical solution predicts a pseudoscal-
ar particle at my,~2.8 GeV if the ¥-particle mass
is taken to be 3.1 GeV, (ii) The quantum correc-
tions show good agreement with experimental spec-
tra.

Encouraged by these results, we would like to
study further the quantum corrections. In this pa-
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per we wish to focus discussion on some basic
theoretical problems which have not been fully
studied or stated in previous papers. First, the
detailed mechanism of the appearance of abnormal
solutions will be studied in Sec. II. Second, a full
discussion of our semiclassical method will be
given. To our knowledge, in the framework of
path integrals the semiclassical approach for a
system involving the fermion field has not been
well formulated in a practical fashion. In Sec. III
and Appendix A we give proof of a useful formula
of path integrals for the boson-fermion system.
Third, in obtaining the quantum corrections the
massless condition of the string will be resolved.
It will be shown that the longitudinal-oscillation
modes of the string can be eliminated even if mas-
sive quarks are attached to the string ends (Appen-
dix B). Both the type-1 oscillation, the vibration
perpendicular to the rotation plane of the classical
solution, and the type-2 oscillation, that parallel
to the rotation plane, will be investigated. Fourth,
the correlation between the quantum oscillation of
the string and the quark spin, which has been pre-
viously neglected, will now be taken into account
(Secs. III ‘and IV). As a result of this term the
numerical fit with experimental data will become
slightly worse than before® in the low-mass region
because the spin-string correlation turns out to be
too large (Sec. IV).

The semiclassical method is considered to be a
good approximation when the classical energy is
large compared to quantum corrections. A prob-
lem which is not settled in our paper is that the
center-of-mass coordinate of the classical solu-
tion is not included as a dynamical variable so that
the recoil effect on the classical solution due to
quantum oscillations is not taken into account.
This may be one of the reasons that the numerical
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results of quantum corrections in the low-mass re-
gion are not in good agreement. It is considered,
however, that the interpolation of Regge trajec-
tories from the high-mass region to the low-mass
region provides us with gross information on the
physics of the quark string, and that the work is a
good first approximation to the hadron spectro-
scopy.

II. THE MODEL AND CLASSICAL SOLUTIONS

In our theory the meson is represented by a piece
of string with a quark and an antiquark attached to
the ends. Let X*(0,7) (0<o<m) be a point on the
world sheet swept out by the string. Let either
the quark or antiquark be attached at o0=0, =0,

i.e., X¥(r)=X*(0,,7) and the other at =0, =7,
i.e., X$(r)=X*(0,,7). The Lagrangian which gov-
erns the motion of the quark string is then defined!*®
by

L=Ly+L,+L,, (2.1)
where
r T
Lst =_[ ‘cstdo: - 7_/‘ [(XT.XG)Z - ){1’2‘){&72]1 /Zdo», (2‘2)
0 o

i

L“i=2

X8 /(X 220y By = m (X D200,

(2.3)

with X* =8X¥(g, 7)/87 and X* = 8X*(0,7)/80 and
i=land2. Thequarkfieldy,(7) (i =1,2)isassumed
to be an anticommuting field. Since the Lagrang-
ian L has the reparametrization invariance 7—- 17’
=f(7), with f being an arbitrary function, no ghost
appears in the system. Taking advantage of this
invariance we adopt the timelike gauge X°(o,7)=171
throughout this work.

In this section we first find a set of classical
solutions to the Euler equations and quantize them
by the Bohr-Sommerfield method to provide the
meson spectra, which are associated with leading
Regge trajectories. The quantum corrections to
the classical trajectories will give us the daughter
trajectories, which will be discussed in the next
section.

Classical solutions

The Euler equations for this system are given by

3 [(Xz' X)Xg - XaZXf“]
o (X, X, - X X,

+ 3 [(XT'Xo X7 - X, 2XY

ol O X P-X2X,2 ]=0, for O<o<m (2.4)

_d e=(-1)*[ WX, X)Xz 'f’ZXEz]
ar? {(XT 'Xa) _XT Xa} 0=0;

(i=1,2), (2.5
iVt [3i€ - m (X .)'/2]9,=0 (i=1,2), (2.6)

where p% denotes the canonical momentum conju-
gate to X% and is given by

pt=— 522w - e?e'?)(@yv‘piT‘ $i77u¢i)
-metd; 2.7

and e# =X%/(X*)'/* and ¢,=7 e%. In the above
equations, X%o, 7)=T is to be implied.

A useful set of solutions to (2.4) is that of rigid
rotators.®” Take the center of mass of the rotator
at the origin. Assuming the solution to be

X(o,7) =X, (0, T) = (o(0) coswT, p(0) sinwr, 0),
(2.8)

one finds that (2.4) is satisfied for an arbitrary
p(o). However, the solution which corresponds to
the leading trajectory is known to be represented
by

p(o) = ;1)— sinc(o - ;) (2.9)

with arbitrary constants ¢ and ¢,. Equation (2.6)
is homogeneous with respect to §; and can be
solved for ¥; as a function of yet unknown coordin-
ates X,.('r) and 7. Substituting
Y,(7) = exp[-iT(Q; + 300 %) Ju, (2.10)
and X,(1)=X_,(0,, 7) into (2.6), one can determine
2, and u; as follows:
Ui=Ui, a8
X s
ZzSiniz 75 X-s .
1+€,(1-w?pf) i

_ 1+€i(1- wzpiz)l/z]x/z
- 2(1"0329;2)1/2

(2.11)
and
Q79 a0
- u-—;Wf m,(1- Pp)-S,w], (2.12)
i

where A labels the state of the quark, S;(=+3) de-
notes the third component of the spin quantum num-
ber of the ith quark [the definition of spin is given
later by (2.33)], and €,(=+1) signifies the positive
or negative frequency of the solution. The flavor
index, if needed, is implicitly included in A. Xg;
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is the Pauli spinor with two components and p;
=p(0;).

The unknown parameters p; (:=1,2), or equival-
ently ¢ and g, in (2.9), are determined by (2.5).
The substitution of (2.8)-(2.12) into (2.5) provides
us with the boundary condition of the string,

S
“ ujzp2)1[2 (1 ‘;)p 372_(—1) —po(o U)

(2.13)
or, by using (2.9),

w(m cos®a;+S,;w)=(=1)% ﬁ—isxgn(cosa ),

(2.14)

where a=c(0- 0,) and @,;=c(0;- 0,). It is this non-

linear boundary condition that characterizes the
quark-string model.

On determining the boundary value a; one notes
that the right-hand side of (2.14) is periodic with
the period 7 and odd under a;~- a,. If the solu-
tion a(m,S, w) to

cos*a(m,S, w)

2 =
[m cos’a(m,S, w)+Swlw=y Sina(m.S, o)

xsign(cosa(m,S, w))
(2.15)

is found for given m, S, and w in the principal
sector O0< a <7, then o, are given by a, =
-a(m,,S,,w)=1,r and a, =a(m,,S,, w)+1,7 with

l,, 1,=0,1,2,.... No difference appears in (2.15)
for the quark or antiquark. Although the numeri-
cal values for a, have to be obtained by calculator
the gross behavior is able to be understood by in-
specting Fig. 1, in which the right- and left-hand
sides of (2.15) are separately shown. For a given
classical frequency w and the quark mass m there
exists a single solution a, if S=+3,

am,+3,w)=a,, (O<a,su/2). (2.16)

On the other hand, if S=-3 there are three possi-
ble solutions; one is

a(m;"%, w)'_'asl)) (1r/2<a£“<11), (217)

which exists for all positive values of m and w,
and the others are

al?

ol 0<sa®<a®<n/2), (2.18)

a(m ’ —% ] (JJ) = {
which exist only if m?> 2y. (As will be shown
later, all Regge slopes asymptotically tend to a/
=1/2my in our theory. This condition, therefore,
is equivalent to m?a’ > 1/7, which was given in

FIG. 1. The right-hand side of (2.15) is shown by the
bold line, whose cross points with thin lines [the left-
hand side of (2.15)] give the solutions a + “’. The top
and the second thin lines are, respectively, for S=+%
and S=—3. The bottom line shows a case with large w
for S=—~4. The unit of vertical coordinate is arbitrary.

III.) Solutions a, and a have been called normal
solutions, while > and o’ have been called ab-
normal solutions when m2> 2y in III. It will be con-
venient for later discussion to know some asymp-
totic behaviors of the solutions.

(a) As w—o (w?*>7vy, w>m), the a’s behave as

a,~2y/w? and @) ~7 = 2y/w?. (2.19)

Solutions a®’ and af®’ do not exist for w—~.
(b) As w—~0 (w? <y, w<«<m), the a’s behave as

1 1/2
a*~%—{—2—;[(m2+27)‘/2+m)]} \/—(3, (2.20)

1/2

a‘.“~1—27+{§1;[(m2+27)"2 } ,  (2.21)
a‘2’~——{—2-1—m+(m —27)”2} (2.22)
<3>~— {——-[m 27)”2]} a Vw.  (2.23)

The last two, a® and af®, are meaningful only
when m? = 2y.

At this point we discuss why the a‘’ state of the
quark is bound at 7/2< o< 7. As one can easily
confirm by substituting solutions into (2.7), the
direction of the spatial momentum of the quark §
is antiparallel to the velocity i, due to a strong
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correlation between the spin and the acceleration
X,.. (This is reminiscent of classical electro-
dynamics where p is different from velocity due to
p=% -eX.) The centrifugal force, in this case,
works inward, and this balances with the outward
centrifugal force of this string. Although this is
an unfamiliar case, we do not find any reason to
exclude the solution o),

Now that all necessary solutions to the boundary
condition are obtained, one is able to construct
meson states by combining the solutions, one for
the left end (z =1) and one for the right end (i =2)
of the string. Let us denote the state by

M(a(m,,S,, w),a(m,,S,, w)),

which means a, =- a(m,,S,,w) and a,=a(m,,S,, w).
[The integer 1, introduced below (2.15) is taken to
be zero because /,;#0 provides a nonleading tra-
jectory.]

(i) M(a,,a,). The quark spins form a triplet and
correspond to the state whose total angular momen-
tum J equals the orbital angular momentum L plus
one in the nonrelativistic limit. The p meson, the
Y meson, etc. are associated with this.

(ii) M(a,, a®’) with £=1,2, or 3. The quark
spins form a singlet or a triplet, hence the states
are degenerate for each k. In the nonrelativistic
limit, the states correspond to those with J=L.
The pion, the A, meson, etc. are associated with
this solution.

(iii) M(a¥,a®) withj, k=1, 2, or 3. If a'¥’

-X)X XZX“
P¥ =- 'yf (X ]1f2d0,
T

- XXX, °X,) -

(X4X? — XXEIX,?

1 4 (X“X"
MHY = f g
st 4 o [(‘X'r .Xa)z = )(":2‘)(?2]”2

M= = (3= Xopp 42,

zyr= %ai{éi’ o* ;.

The quark momentum p#4 (i =1, 2) is given by (2.7).
The last quantity (2.29) is the spin angular mo-
mentum® of the ith quark. It will be instructive to
give some of the explicit forms of the above quan-
tities. The energy and the angular momentum for
the quark are simplified by the use of (2.6) and
are given by

=5
T X, xX,)
1 3 s 2.30
*—-J,ﬁsw{ —'—“gg"—“— (2.30)
Joi=M,,, =T, +Z,, (2.31)

#a!®  the states are degenerate with respect to
the charge conjugation. The quark spins form a
triplet which is antiparallel to L. The € particle,
etc. are associated with this class. We note that
in this case there is a special solution of M(a‘?’,
a®) with no fold [c(o, - 0,)<7]. It can be shown
that this state always has negative angular momen-
tum J,; although the orbital angular momentum of
the string part has positive component. We think
this solution unstable and disregard this in the
following.

Leading Regge trajectories

In order to get meson spectra, we calculate the
classical energy (mass) E ;, and the angular mo-
mentum (spin) J of each solution obtained above.
From E ; and J,, which are functions of w, we
eliminate w to obtain a relationship between E
and J, and impose the Bohr-Sommerfeld condition
that J, should be an integer.

General expressions for the energy-momentum
P* and the angular momentum M*" are derived
from the Lagrangian (2.1) by the Noether theorem,

Pu:P;‘t+¢ipl:, (2.24)
M»* =ME + 2 ME (2.25)
where
(2.26)
40, 2.27)
(2.28)
(2.29)
tq.i=(xix 5{)
I g3
a__&_‘?;wi( 1 X Xy)
.75 I 5.5 SR
ir
1 - -
Z 1= iiz")l“/z P -7v-X,,), 5, (2.33)

Note that the third component of the spin (2.33) has
the eigenvalue S (1 - X,,?)™/2 with S,=+3, whose
absolute value is always larger than 3 due to the
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Lorentz factor (1-X %)™/ Thisisbecause the
spin (2.33) is not defined in the rest system of the
quark. Also note that the second term in (2.30) is
essentially an L-S coupling energy because 'X’"
=~ X for the classical solution (2.8), and this
makes a negative contribution to E_ ; if the spin is
antiparallel to the orbital angular momentum.
Substituting the explicit form of classical solu-
tions obtained above, one can write the classical
values in terms of the boundary quantities «;,

L4 P 2 1/2 y
En=')’-/; (14—_ wng) do= 5 (o= a,), (2.34)
r o2 \M?
J =y f (—1—_—::2—[)2) wp’do
0
=5pllo, — $sin2a;) - (@, - $sin2a)],  (2.39)
= m; S;@’p
E. = 1- w2p12)1/z+ ac wzpiz)slz
1 2
“Tcosa,l (m;+Swtan’a)), (2.36)
@2 __mwpd S;wp

J2) + Pi 4 S
@i (1_w2p‘2)17’2 (l_wzp‘2)3/2 (l_wzp‘z)lfz

= [cosa‘['1[%4'-sin2a‘.+si(tan2a‘.+1)] .
(2.37)
Other spatial components of J,, and J,; are vanish-
ing.
The Regge trajectory is now obtained by elimin-
ating w from

2
E =E (w)+ ‘Zl E, (0 (2.38)
and
2
I =T (W) + ; T (w). (2.39)

It is important to keep in mind that the low- (high-)
mass behavior is determined by the large (small)
value of w as is the case in usual string models.
The asymptotic behaviors (2.19)-(2.23) enable us
to confirm the following behaviors.

(a) As w~0, i.e., in the high-angular-momen-
tum region, E_ ~7y/w and J,, ~7y/2w?, hence
J, ~(1/21y)E . All trajectories therefore become
parallel with the universal slope a’=1/27y.

(b) For the case of the low-angular-momentum
limit (w - ), the trajectories behave as follows.

(1) The trajectory M(a,,a,), which is associated
with p, ¢ families, etc., behaves as

J(a,,a,)~1+2y2/3E —m, —m,)*/3. (2.40)

The ground-state mass with spin 1 equals the sum
of constituent-quark masses (quark-mass additiv-
ity). This property will be used for determining
the quark mass parameters in Sec. IV.

(2) The trajectory M(e,,a!”’) for m2al<1/7,
which is associated with 7, A, families, etc., be-
haves as

J(a,,af”)~z%r(E-ml-m2)2. (2.41)

The ground-state mass with spin 0 equals m, plus
My,

(3) The trajectory M(a",afV) for m fal <1/,
which is associated with the € family, behaves as

J(a.‘”,af”)~—1+—1—-(E—m1—m2)2. (2.42)

4y

(4) The other trajectories for m *a/>1/m show
complicated behavior in the low-angular-momen-
tum region (Fig. 2). Since the charmed-quark
mass is supposed to be above the critical mass
(1/7al)'/?~0.56 GeV the new-particle family
meets the case. As will be discussed in Sec. IV
the trajectory M(a,,a®’) is associated with the
7, family.

III. QUANTUM CORRECTIONS

In this section we investigate quantum correc-
tions to the classical solutions studied in the pre-
ceding section. The method we use is an extended
version of the stability angle method which has
been developed in nonlinear field theories by Das-
hen, Hasslacher, and Neveu,® and later applied to
a string model by Kikkawa, Sato, and Uehara.’

In the system including the fermion field the con-
cept of the semiclassical approximation is not
well known. Although the principal idea of our ap-
proach is equivalent to the one exploited in another

1.55 GeV

61 ~= 1.0 Gev "’

1}

I
8
|

M (ety, ots)

4+ — — Mlds a-)

ENGeV?)

FIG. 2. Classical trajectories. Some almost degener-
ate trajectories along M(a,, @.) and M(a., <) are not
shown.
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paper by Dashen, Hasslacher, and Neveu® (DHN)
in a study of the Gross-Neveu model, the method
must be improved in a point. Since the string
field X*(o,7), which corresponds to the collective
field o in DHN, obeys a complicated nonlinear
equation, it is not easy to find classical solutions
other than those discussed in Sec. II. The prob-
lem is, therefore, solved by the following two
steps.

In our approach we perform the fermion path
integration as was done by DHN and obtain an ef-
fective action for the string that contains no fer-
mion variables. In the first step of our approxi-
mation the classical solutions to the effective ac-
tion are looked for by imposing the stationary con-
dition on the action. This step is shown to be equi-
valent to the argument in Sec. II and corresponds
to DHN. In the second step we make an expansion
of the effective action around the classical solu-
tion and keep the terms up to the quadratic ones
with respect to variations. This approximated
effective action will be solved with the help of

Q(T, A6) =Tr[exp(~ilT +iJ,A6)]

some auxiliary variables (see theorem below).
The spectra are obtained by inspecting poles in
the propagator

1
D(E) ETr i

—Ho- T dTeiET Trlexp(-iHT)],

(3.1)

or, if those with a definite third component of J
are of interest, in the propagator

]-3>
27
="’f d(Ae
0

D, (E)=(j

S|E-H

ja 46)]

X Trlexp(—iHT +z‘33A8)],
(3.2)

where H denotes the operator Hamiltonian of the
system. By use of the path integral the trace part
in (3.2) can be represented by

= [o% TT 09,00, IT 60,(1)+ exp(~4i a60%),0) [ 6X(o, T) - R(a6)X(c, 0))

where

cos(Af), -sin(af), 0
R(A6) = (sin(AG), cos(Ag), 0> ,

0, 0, 1

E, is the zero-point energy, and L, and L, ; are defined by (2.2) and (2.3).

xexp[fd-r(L +ZL )-—iEoT], (3.3)

i=1

X DYDY implies the func-

tlonal integration with a certain measure mcludmg a gauge condition for 3? In the following we proceed

with a discussion of A6=0.

Before going into the semiclassical approximation we perform the fermion integration and get

Q(T,A6=0)= Z ffDXHé(Xov T)-X(o, 0))exp{ f darL, —zZn‘A €, 484 4X]—i (E T~ Z ¢ A[X])} .

Here ¢, , is the “stability angle™® defined by the
phase of ¥, , such that

Vi, a(T) =exp(=i&;, )¥;,4(0), (3.5)
where §; ,(7) obeys the equation of motion

[é——+¢

izt i(an)”z] b;, 4(T)=0 (3.6)

with ¢, defined below (2.7). €, , is the sign func-
tion introduced in (2.12). The integern; , (=1 or

64,40

(3.4)

2) is the occupation number (0 and 1) of the state
A(€;,S,,f,) with f, being a flavor index of the ith
quark. The last term in the exponent (E,T -
—ZE‘.'AMtM) is the contribution from the Dirac
vacuum. The term would have been eliminated if
one had begun with the normal-ordered Hamilton-
ian with respect to the fermion field,'® hence we
disregard this term hereinafter. If a quark with
spin S, and an antiquark with spin S, are attached
at o=0, and 0=0,, or vice versa, respectively,
what we should consider is
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- S . T .
Q(s,. so)(T,0)= f.:ox H (X (o, T) - X(0, 0)) exp (zf dTL_ —i zﬁi,AE;.A[il) . (3.7)
] o] =1
T

The exponent of (3.7) is the effective action I, of al solutions ch (0, T). Substituting
our string. Note that I, does not involve the fer- X=% +3 (3.9)
mion field and is still exact except for the fermion ol ’

and antifermion numbers being fixed.

As the first step of the semiclassical approxima-
tion we look for the stationary value of I_,,. In
Appendix A the stationary condition

ol 6:
—65.& [———-“-dr—»' —6§Aem=o (3.8)

is shown to be equivalent to find classical solutions
of the Euler equations (2.4)-(2.6) provided that the
J’s are auxiliary variables. From a particular
set of solutions (the rigid rotators in Sec. II) the
leading Regge trajectories were already obtained.
In the second step of our approximation we take
account of quantum fluctuations around the classic-

Qua,, 4, (T) = exp(iS ) )K/K,.

where

2
k= [93]] @on) [T 6(X (0, 1) - (o, 0))

for X in I,,, we make the Taylor expansion around
id and keep the terms up to the second order in

Y disregarding higher-order terms. Note that this
expansion is not equal to the # expansion.

The information that the quark is a fermion is
included in that n; , in (3.4) takes only 0 and 1.
Let us assume that the fermion and antifermion
numbers are fixed as in (3.7). In Appendix A, we
introduce a commuting coordinate 1 (17) associated
with each fermion (antifermion) and give a proof
of the following theorem.

Theorvem. The path integral (3.7) with the effec-
tive action I, is equivalent, up to the second or-
der in Y, to that with the new local action involv-
ing Y, and extra commuting coordinates 7 and 7:

(3.10a)
2 T_ -

x JL00,() - exp-it m,08 [ T3¢ 0mar) Jexptso[T,m0) (3.100)

(3.10¢)

K, fH(:Dn oN;) H[[G(n (T) - exp(-i&{) n‘(O))G(f w“”é“”ndr)] exp(iS,[Y =0,7))

i=1

Here S, =1, -27_€; 4t} and I, is the classical action of the string part, and £0L=(Q; 4 +wS)T with @ de-

S, is, provxded Y°=0, given by

T 2
Se =f0 (Lg + ZeiLf")d‘r ,

fined in (2.10).

%L, L, ERY
Q =1 Ky v Ly
LS f do [(a #BX,,)Y Y +2<a e YTY°+<8

82L _ L .\ - 9L .
L9 ,- [(__e.g) +(__u) . +(_u)
Qi 31,09,.81/)‘ nznﬂ‘ 31!);335,-1 T]".T), Bwiaii

) e 2
oxroy,,) " " \axrey, ) " \axroy,)

In (3.13), (+**) means that X* and ¥, in the brack-
et are to be replaced by the classical solutions
X¥ and . Although (3.12) and (3.13) are for-
mally equal to the correction parts of the original
Lagrangian (2.2) and (2.3) when they are expanded
by substitution X* - X% +Y* and $~9, +7, the

+ (ﬂh‘. n.lY*+ ﬂ‘.‘h.i_ Y“Yi’
axray,) ] 7T (\exEexz) " Y

(3.11)

W)Y:Yil, (3.12)
7_7,77.']

(3.13)

point of this theorem is that 7 is a commuting vari-
able rather than an anticommuting one. We re-
mark that, while the quark Lagrangian L_;, (2.3),
vanishes if the classical solution is substituted,

the role of the classical action of the quark is
played by the stability angle for the classical solu-
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tion £,

This theorem is stated for the particular config-
uration of the fermion and antifermion as speci-
fied by (3.7). If the fermion configuration is differ-
ent, other auxiliary coordinates must be intro-
duced. For example, if a quark and an antiquark
are attached both at =0, and 0=0,, one must use
four auxiliary coordinates: 7,(€=+1) [n,(€=~=1)]
for the quark (antiquark) at 0=o0,, and n,(€ =+1)

mula is given by

o

[n,(e == 1)] for the quark (antiquark) at c=0,. The
action S, in this case should consist of 23} €,L8 ,
+L§,, where L? , is given by (3.13) for n,(j=1,2,3,
or 4).

The fact that both ¥ and 7 are commuting coor-
dinates and the Lagrangian in (3.11) is quadratic
with respect to these variables enable us to eval-
uate the path integral (3.10) by completing the
square. As shown in Appendix B the resulting for-

i 1/2 823 1/2

= E, 2 29g ; -3 #) )1, (P)

Qs ,,s,1(T) S, IZ_; (2”) a7 exp[zscl(T) lpZaNa wp (w)T]. (3.14)
¢ " (wT=271) '

where p signifies the type of transversed oscillations and takes 2 and 3 (Ref. 11) (no longitudinal (p=1)

oscillation appears), v!*’(w) the eigenfrequency with the node number a (=0,1,2,...), and N{»(=0,1,2,...)
the occupation number of the quantum. As is well known the factor ]fiZScl/aT2 |'/2 appears due to the zero-
frequency mode and recovers the time-translation invariance which has been violated in the classical solu-
tion. Recovering the A6(#0) effect is simple and only the difference appears in the relation between T and
w.

The propagator can now be obtained by substituting (3.14) for A6(#0) into (3.1) or (3.2) and performing

T integration,

—ifo dT exp(ETIQ(s, s, (T, 26) ~ 2 (=) Z;/:dt[(i/?ﬂ)(HA9/27r)]”2t

(NEp))

1/2

928
a2

X exp{i(l + AG/ZW)[Scl(t) - Z NP wy P (w)t +Et]; . (3.19)

In going to the right-hand side we have change the
integration variable from T to the classical period
t=2n/w, which is related to the former through
wT =271+ A6 with 1 being the revolution number

of the classical rotator.” The ¢ integration in
(3.15) is evaluated by the stationary-phase method.
Keeping in mind that u;"’ is the higher-order term,
we must find the period ¢ as a function of E by

gsd(t)_zfrzzvgpiu;‘ﬂ(w=21r/t)=-13. (3.16)
dt e gy

Assuming that /(E) can be expanded in accordance
with our expansion [(A9) in Appendix A] as

t=t(E)=t(E)+t,(E)+ -,

we substitute this into (3.16) and equate terms of
the same order to obtain

d

-7 Salto) =E, (3.17)
o]
; =Z)a',2nN;~£u;w(w =2m/t,)
! = (3.18)
d2
7S alto)
dtoz 1\Yo

Since the left-hand side of (3.17) equals the class-

pa

ical energy (2.38), the relation between w=2m/¢,
and E is the same as in the classical case. The
stationary value of the large square bracket in
(3.15), therefore, turns out to be

W (wion (E) = Wo(E) - 21) NPV [w=21/t,(E)]
a p

(3.19)
with

Wo(E) =S, (t,(E))= Et,(E). (3.20)
It should be noted that (3.20) is nothing other than
the classical angular momentum 2nJ for the en-
ergy E. The Regge trajectories are obtained from
(3.17) and (3.19) by eliminating the running para-
meter w=21/¢,.

The summation over 1 in (3.15) can be easily
performed and the final expression for the propa-
gator (3.1) is given by

D(E) = Z —ito(E)exp[iW(N(am,(E)]

- 3.21)
tioa) (v 1= €xP[IW ooy (B)] (

and for (3.2) by
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2nt (E)
D, (E)= > olE)
g “}-;’ ngy Wi (B) - 2mj,

1w expli W yio0(E) ~ 2], ]
P gp— S
1 —expliWw [Né,,,)(E)j

(3.22)

The particle spectra are given by the zeros of
the denominator of (3.22), i.e.,

W yior, (E) =21, (3.23)

This is the Regge condition that particles appear
when the trajectory crosses integers. As a par-
ticular case where N{®'=0, (3.23) reduces to the
Bohr-Sommertfeld trajectory obtained in the pre-
ceding section.

It may be worthwhile to remark that, in obtain-
ing (3.19), zero-point-energy contributions have
been disregarded. This contribution due to the
string oscillation modifies {3.19) to

Wao), = Wy - So2NOwP +21a,, (3.24)
ar p

where &, is a constant (actually an infinity). The
value of @, could be determined from the Lorentz-
invariance conditicn as was done in the dual string
model.** This problem is beyond the scope of the
semiclassical method.

IV. MESON SPECTRA

In this section we study the meson spectra based
on the theoretical analysis of the quark-string
model shown in previous sections. As was pointed
out in papers I-III our method may not be a
good approximation in the low-mass and low-angu-
lar-momentum region. If the (lattice) gauge theo-
ry is the basic theory and the string mode! is an
approximation to it, there are some reasons that
the simple Lagrangian (2.1) may miss some in-
gredients of the gauge theory. Even if we take our
string Lagrangian as a basic theory of the hadron,
the semiclassical method we adopted may not be
expected to work well in the low-mass region be-
cause (i) the semiclassical method is unreliable
and (ii) the recoil effect of the classical solution
due to the quantum oscillation may not be disre-
garded unless the classical mass is large com-
pared to the quantum oscillation. )

Nevertheless, encouraged by the very good re-
sults in the preliminary analysis in III, we inter-
polate our solutions from the high-angular-mo-
mentum region into the low-angular-momentum
region. The result is considered to be a good first
approximation to the hadron spectroscopy.

We point out that all the previous results con-

cerning leading trajectories are unchanged. As
far as the quantum correction is concerned, the
previous result on the type-1 oscillation is modi-
fied because correlations between the quark spin
and the quantum string oscillation [the first and
the second term in (3.13)] are now taken into ac-
count. The main effect of the modification is that
there appear to be some number of daughter tra-
jectories with relatively small mass corrections
in the low-mass region. The analysis of the type-
2 oscillations is a new contribution of this paper.

We note that only the parameters contained in our
theory are quark masses (m,, m,, mg, m., etc.)
and the universal spring constant ¥ of the string,
which determines the scale of energy. The spring
constant ¥ is related to the universal asymptotic
Regge slope by a/=(2my)™. We emphasize that
the old and new particles, as well as baryons,
have common spring constants. In this paper we
take a’=(27y)™" =1.0 GeV™? unless otherwise
stated.

Leading trajectories

To the quark masses m,=m,=0.385 GeV, i.e.,
m,=m, +m,=0.770 GeV, the p-meson trajectory
becomes almost straight with a;=~a/. Since the
quark masses are below the critical mass (va/)™ /2
the T meson appears with the same mass as p.
Our method is not powerful enough to obtain the
p— m mass difference in the low-mass region.

The classical trajectories for the c¢ states are
shown in Fig. 2. The charmed-quark mass m is
assumed to be 1.55 GeV, which makes m,,;=3.10
GeV. A remarkable point in the ¢¢ states is that,
because m ?>(mal)™!, the solutions M(a,,a!") and
M(a,,a®) become stabler than M(a,, a'®’). The
trajectories M(a,, o) and M(a,,a'®’) predict
pseudoscalar particles at 2.80 GeV (n/) and
2.81 GeV (n,), respectively. These values should
be compared with the observed'® ne** (2.83). Al-
though the two pseudoscalar particles around 2.8
GeV are expected, no experimental information is
available yet. The 2* particle on the exchange
partner of ¢/J indicates the mass 3.56 GeV, which
should be compared with x(3.561). Our string
model predicts a set of four trajectories M(a,
at), M@®,a®), M@, al), and M(af,al),
all of which pass zero around 2.75 GeV, which we
call € . If some of them have nonvanishing residue
in the propagator, J?¢=0* shouid be observed at
this energy.

At this point we wish to comment on the wave
function of these cc¢ particles. In the ordinary
charmonium model the M1 transition in ¢ -7y
gives too large a prediction compared to observa-
tion, since the wave function of 7, is the same as
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TABLE I. Angular momentum distribution of typical
states.

State 1A S, ly J
(17) 0 1.0 0 1.0
x(2" 0.93 1.04 0.03 2.0
1,(07) 0.45 -0.80 0.35 0.0
74(07) -0.13 -0.86 0.99 0.0
€.(0" 1.23 -3.31 2.08 0.0

that of ¥/J except for the spin wave function and
the decay is allowed.'* In contrast to this, both
1. and 7/ in our model have quite different struc-
ture from /J. In Table I, we show the classical
angular momentum (J,) distribution of some typi-
cal states. Most of the angular momentum of nor-
mal states, ¥(1°) and x(2*), is carried by the quark
spin (S,) and the quark orbital angular momentum
(Z,), while almost none is carried by the string
(I4¢=0). On the other hand, 7, and n/as well as
€, have a non-negligible contribution from I, and
a large negative value of [ +S_which cancels the
former to give vanishing total angular momentum.
This unfamiliar situation occurs due to the rela-
tivistic effect of the quark motion. Note that the
eigenvalues of our spin operator (2.33) are +3
(1-X,?™/% so that S, can be smaller than — 3.

As will be inferred from this fact, the wave-func-
tion structure of ¥/J and those of these particles
are quite different from each other, hence both

TABLE II. Particle preditions from classical (lead-
ing) trajectories. The ¢t states can be read from Fig,
2.

Theoretical predictions Experimental
J Fe Mass in GeV  candidates
cc states
1~ 3.10 (input) ¥/ J(3.095)
1= 3.86 P (3.772)
2% 3.56 X(3.561)
0-* 2.81 1.(2.83)
0-* 2.80 ?
o 2.75 ?
(Uhad 3.17 ?
o 3.59 X (3.45)
1™ 3.58 x(3.51)
ci or cd states
1- 2.006 (input) D*(2,006)
0" 1,76 D(1.870)
cs states
1- 2.06 (input) ?
0~ 1,81 ?
bb states
1- 9.50 (input) T(9.50)
0~ 6.71 ?

the M1 transition -7, (n}) and the E1 transition
) —~7ve, are supposed to be small. This is in con-
trast to the ordinary charmonium model.

Other trajectories M(«,, a®), M(a®, a),
etc. are also shown in Fig. 2.

A similar situation occurs for the charmed par-
ticles (D, F, etc.), and the T family. Some pre-
dictions for these families are listed in Table II.

The excellent agreement of cc-state spectra
provides strong support for the idea that the old
and new mesons are composed of quarks and string
with a common spring constant. The small slope
for the new-particle trajectories in the low-angu-
lar-momentum region is due to the large quark
mass.'®

Finally, we wish to comment on the string o
solution. If the solution a®’ is unstable
against quantum corrections, some of the trajec-
tories discussed above must be discarded. In par-
ticular, one of the n.’s is unstable and the degen-
eracy is removed. However, the pion and the 4,
trajectories, both belonging to M(a,,a"’), must
be discarded, too. As is seen below, although we
have calculated real quantum frequencies, we have
not fully analyzed complex ones.

Daughter trajectories

The daughter trajectories are derived as quan-
tum corrections to the leading trajectories. Ac-
cording to (3.17) and (3.19) the trajectory J(E) is
obtained by eliminating w from

J=d  (w) - ZNa(p) v(w),
G p

=—£;sc,(to) “E (w). (.1)
As is shown in Appendix B, some v’s are exactly
known, v =p{=0and v®=v{®=1. Other v’s
are numerically calculated as a function of w.

The zero-frequency modes, v’ and v{*’, need
not be considered.® Since we are identifying par-
ticles in terms of J; rather than total angular mo-
mentum, all quantum-corrected states should not
be counted as independent states. In fact, the
mode v{® decreases j, by 1, Aj,=-1, but keeps
the energy (mass) unchanged, A m =0. The states
with N &) #0 are, therefore, considered to be those
which are generated by rotating the state with N{®
=0 around an axis perpendicular to the z axis,
hence they should not be countered as independent
states. All other states are considered to be in-
dependent. It should be noted, however, that some
of the classical trajectories, say, M(a®, a®),
can be the daughter trajectories of the other, say
M(a,,a,).

Some of daughter trajectories are shown in Fig.
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7~
6 \P' family

Mec = 1.55GeV
Xoo= 1,0 GeV’

5

FIG. 3. Quantum corrections to the 3/J trajectory.
The broken line shows a trajectory with opposite parity
to the leading one. Within the shaded area there are six
trajectories, which separate themselves as J grows.

3 for the cC states. Contrary to expectation six
trajectories with the same quantum number as the
J/J trajectory gather around mass ~3.8 GeV at
J=1, and three trajectories around mass ~4.0
GeV. As J grows, their mutual distance grows
(Table III) to get unit intervals as the dual string
model. The trajectories do not all necessarily
imply the existence of JP€=1"" particles. To judge
whether the trajectory has nonvanishing residue
of the propagator pole, some more refined method
than the stationary approximation in the calcula-
tion of (3.15) will be needed.

It is important, however, to point out the rea-
son the trajectories gather in the low-mass region.
This is the effect of the spin resonance with the
orbital rotation. As is seen in (B18), the second
term in the bracket has a pole at the energy E
= wy=w/cosa;, where (cosa ;)™ =(1- w?p?)*/?is
the Lorentz factor. As was done in paper III, if
the correlation between spin and quantum oscilla-
tion of the string [the first and the second terms
in (3.13)] is disregarded, the singularity in v in
(B18) does not appear. The trajectories, then
cross J =1 with about unit intervals.

V. CONCLUDING REMARKS

We have developed a systematic method of semi-
classical approximation to the system including
both bosons and fermions. The quark-string mod-
el has been studied by the method and the Regge
trajectories for the meson have been obtained.
Although the classical solutions, when quantized
by the Bohr-Sommerfeld condition, provide ex-
cellent spectra for the new particles, the quantum
correction does not give a good quantitative result
due to the strong spin resonance.'®

Taking account of the failure in getting the p— 7w
mass splitting, we feel that a new (nonsemiclassic-
al) approximation is needed in the low-mass re-
gion. The semiclassical approach can never gen-
erate a large spin-spin interaction term in the
quark-string model because the interaction be-
tween quarks is mediated by the classical string
which produces the L-S force, while it seems
that the spin-spin force plays an important role
at least in the low-mass region.

In a forthcoming paper we will report on an anal-
ysis of the baryon trajectory.

APPENDIX A

In this appendix we present the semiclassical
method for the system involving both boson and
fermion fields. Although the discussion is given
as for the quark-string model, the method can be
easily translated into field theory.

Let us begin with reminding readers of some
basic formulas of the DHN method.’

On performing integrations in (3.3) (we assume
A6=0 for simplicity) one is required to evaluate
the eigenvalue of the differential operator

Dix]=i¢ L+Llg —mx2}?
ar 277 T (A1)
under the boundary condition ¥(7)=- (0). The
index #(=1,2) which discriminates the end points
of the string as well as the flavor index is sup-
pressed unless necessary. Suppose one has found
a complete set of solutions y’s, labeled by the

TABLE III. Quantum corrections v’ for the M(a,,@,) trajectory. Exactly known correc-
tions »{? (w)=v{» (w)=1 are not shown in the table. Although quantum corrections for other
trajectories are available, they are not listed here.

P \ w 1.0 090 0.80 070 0.60 0.50 0,40 0.30 0.20 0,10 ~0

vi® 2,01 1.97 193 190 187 1.85 183 1.81 1.81 1.84 2.00
v 3.84 4.23 4.69 5.27 6.03 7.08 8.63 5.93 4.39 3.25 3.00
i3 1.00 1,01 101 1,01 1,01 1,02 1.03 1,05 110 1.27 2.00
v 115 1,14 1,13 1,13 1,10 1,10 1.09 1.10 1.13 1,29 3.00
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index A, which satsify

D[X]p,(1)=0 (A2)
and

Ya(T) =exp(=iL 1)¥,(0) , (A3)

where the periodicity X*(T')=X*(0) is assumed.
Then a set of functions £, ,(2=0,£1,+2...),

4 nT)=expli[(@n+ )T+ £, ]7/TH (7), (A4)
obeys

D[X]‘EA,n =En(‘4)¢/£.4!n ’
E4,n(T)==£4,,(0), (A5)
_/; TdT Ep b Earn=T0 40,
The eigenvalues of D[X] are, therefore, given by
E,(A)=- %[(2n+1)7r+ ¢,]. (A6)
Then

det |[D[X] IOCH [1 (z_nfm]

= I1 cos(z,/2)
A

=y exp<—iEnA€A§A+i > §A), (AT)
A 6 420

(na}

where n,=0 or 1 (note that det|¢ |=1). The for-
mula (A7) proves (3.4) in the text. In our string
model a quark and an antiquark are excited at
o=0,, and 0=0,, respectively. Hence, the effec-
tive action becomes

T 2
Ioq '—‘L L dt- izlei,Agi,Ari]' (A8)

We evaluate this effective action I,,, up to the
second order with respect to ¥ where X* =
+Y*, X°=71, and Y°=0. The classical solutlon
X4 w111 be defined later. Supposing that all quan-
tities are functionals of Y*, we make Taylor ex-
pansions as follows:

D:D(0)+D(1)[Y]+D(2)[Y]+ e,

eu=ef‘°’+e(“”[Y]+e(f)[Y]+"' s (A9)

E (A)=EA)+EMA[YD+EP A, [Y]) + -+
Egn= O+ EQY]HES Y]+ 00

Substituting (A9) into (A5) we are going to evaluate
E!")(A) by following the same line of the perturba-
tion calculation. The value £’ is determined
through (A6).

In the zeroth-order approximation (A5) provides

D@D =EA) Q)

(A10)
ELUT) == £9,(0)
with the normalization condition
T
f EL2OLQ LdT=T8, 0, (A11)
0
and the completeness condition
= Z ENDMEL(T)¢ = 8(r = 7). (A12)
If one defines ¥¥’ by
£Q).(7) = exp[-iEL(A) TP (T), (A13)

P satisfies
DR =0, YNT)exp(=it P (0),  (Al4)

where £ == [2n+1)7+E©(A)T], and is n inde-
pendent. [From (A14) and (2.10), ¢'Q=(Q,+ wS)T.]
In the first-order approximation we obtain
[D‘°’—é‘°’E,‘,°’(A)]£,§‘,’,+[D‘“ e{(l)E(O)(A)] (0)
=E,‘,”(A)é‘°’§‘ﬁ,’,,- (A15)
Using the new function

Y3(r) =expliE(A)T]EY),,
(A16)
¥ ST) = exp(=1£ )8, 0(0)

and ¢‘Q’ defined by (A13), one translates (A15) into

D‘°’w‘j’+D‘”zp‘fj’=E,‘,”(A)¢‘°‘;bf,‘” (A17)
and
E(”(A)_ _4(L=_1_f ZTJ(D)D(”d)(O)dT (A18)
T TJ,
or
T
_5‘(‘1)=[ %,{”D“’w‘ﬁ’df, (A18’)
o

where [T¢©y{’dr=T has been used. The rela-
tion (A18) implies that E {’(A) is n-independent.
The relation (A17) can be solved for %}’ by the
well known method

1-P
= = St e, (819

where a is a constant and P, is the projection op-
erator into the state {’. The constant a can be
shown to be zero within our approximation by the
normalization condition (A5).

At this point, we are able to inspect the station-
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ary condition of the effective action I, (A8). The
variation of I, with respect to X%, ., for o#0;
(i=1,2) simply provides us with the string equa-
tion (2.4) because ¢, , contains only the boundary

0 DT 0y (s (7))
fo [¢<>( )51’“(7) PO+ 6X“(T)] 0,
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value X¥(7) = X*(0;, 7). The variationwith respectto
X} occurs in both L, and ¢; ,, andthatof the
latter equals ;) ‘” Therefore, the stationary con-
dition for X¥% is

(A20)

where zp“’ obeys (A14). Equation (A20) precisely coincides with (2.5). As a consequence, it has
been shown that the stationary condition of /., with the help of (A14) is equivalent to obtaining
the classical solution to (2.4)=(2.6) in Sec II. In general, any solution obeying (2 4)-(2.6) is called

a set of classical solutions and is denoted by (X%, ).

Let us return to the perturbation calculation. In the second-order approximation we obtain

TE’('Z)(A) =f E’(o){D(l) é(”E(O)(A\+é(°)E(”(A)]}§(”dT +f g(o){D(z) é(Z)E(O)(A)+é“’E(”(A)]} (O)ndT»
0

or, in terms of ¥’ and 9,

TE,‘,"”(A) =_ g(j) =jTﬂ)'f’D(1’sz"dT—E,(,1)(A)

[o]

xfTa)'ﬁo)é(o)d)(‘i)dT

0

T
+f ﬂfﬁ”[D(Z)—d(“E(,,“(A)]dJ(X)dT,
0
(A22)

If one takes the rigid-rotator solution (2.10)-(2.12)
as the classical solution, one can easily show that
PO DY =0. The result is, therefore,

@ =_ T$‘°’D“’1-_-£AD‘”ZJJ(°)¢17
A . A D© A

T
+f POD®YVdr (A23)
o

Summing up all ¢’s we obtain the final formula

T
K:[D?I;I(i)ﬁ;ﬂ)n‘) H5(£ dT$E?)4¢(,9)n{>

(A21)

Lets ( ZE C(O))+(0 arL?,

where I3} denotes the classical action of the string
part. The first-order correction terms have been
eliminated because the classical solution satisfies
the stationary condition. We emphasize that, al-
though the quark part action (2.3) is vanishing if
the classical solution (2.10) is substituted for (1),
the quark term

Z L0 = Ze (@, 4+ ST,

where Q; , is given by (2.12), has appeared as the
zeroth contribution from the stability angle. We
call S, = (13 - 27,€,£)) the “classical action” of
the quark string.

We are now in a position of proving the theorem
(3.10) in the text. The classical-action part in
(3.10a) can be immediately obtained from the first
term in (A24). In terms of our simplified notation
the quantum-correction part (3.10b) for A6=0 can
be written as

Ze,gm) (A24)

i=1

x IL o0, 1)~ T, 00 [T 61,(r) - expl-izgm o0 exp (i "Loar),  (a29)
4 i

where

LO=L% + 2 €L,

3=1

with

L9, ‘nD(°’Tl,+iﬁ‘°’D“’m+n D(l)d)( +&-(;P.)AD§2)¢(?,)A

@i

(A26)

The string part Lagrangian LS, is given by (3.12). The boundary condition for 7 in (A25) is adopted in or-
der for 7 to satisfy the same boundary condition as the corresponding field ¥+’ [see (A14) and (A16)].
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Let us introduce the new coordinate 7, defined by

1-P,
n(T)=ny(T) - D(o) ot yQ,

(A27)
Mo(T) = exp(-i£ )7,(0) ,
where 7, should be orthogonal to ¥{’. Then we can rewrite (A26) as
_ 1-pP
L9 =1,0®", - JQDW —D—(T,A—D‘”z,b‘j‘+ POD@YQ (A28)

The path integral (A25) now reads
2
- - - . 1-Pj 4
K=K x f:DY I | (Y (o, T)—Y(0,0))exp{zfo [L§t+ z :E ( D?)‘Pf‘?,)g a‘(o) D‘“T)@"—DE“ZM?A)]},

i=1

(A29)

where
B T 2
K, =[ H (®n,0n,) Hé(f ‘°’¢‘°’7hd7> H o(ny(T) - exp(—igﬁ‘,’},)n‘(O))exp (zf ar ?L:E;E;Df’ )77«) . (A30)
1 () =1

The formula (A29) divided by K, provides us with the effective action
N : 1-P
I=S4 +-/0- ar [L§t+ 2; € (J(O)D(z)‘/) e ﬁ‘?ADﬁ” ——L—)i‘ADS-I)‘Pf'?A)], (A31)
i=

which precisely equals the action (A24) with (A23) obtained by the stability angle method. This proves the
theorem.
For later purposes we remark that (A30) can be easily calculated by the stability-angle method, and

K= 2. II expl-i(z0)-tOWN, ,1, (A32)

(N, g} i,B#,A

where B runs over the complete set of solutions to (A14) except for the initially given classical solution
%4. Np runs over all integers (0,1,2,...).

APPENDIX B

This appendix is devoted to the evaluation of the path integral (3.10),

Q(AI,AZ)(T) = exp(iscl)K/Kor (Bl)
with
k= [ 53 [Jwaon) I1 6@, 1) - ¥(0,00) IT6,(1) - exp(-iz ©m,(0) HG([ ‘°’é‘°’n,d'r> exp(iS, ¥, 1),

i a i
(B2)
&,= [ TT@n.on) ITow 1) - exp(-i c‘°’)m(0))H6( f ‘°’é‘°’nid'r) exp(iSq[Y =0,n)), B3)
1 i

where S is given by (3.11) [A8 is taken to be zero In this frame of reference, all explicit 7 depen-
for simplicity.] Since the rigid rotator solution for dence in S, disappears [see (B10) and (B11)], and
X is chosen, it is most convenient to adopt the the integrals (B2) and (B3) can be best evaluated
body fixed frame to the rotator by making the tran- by completing the square. Since both Y and 1 can
sformation be treated as commuting coordinates as shown in

e _ _ - Appendix A, we can do this by finding a complete
(0, 1) =R(8=wn)Z(0,7), set of eigenfunctions to the Euler equations that
T) = exp[=iT(R, 4+ 2w0) X ,(7) B4) follow from S,. (This method is equivalent to that
™ pl-i7( haT® ULTCE ( of the stability angle presented in Appendix A )
PONT) = exp[-iT(Ry, 4 + w0 Ju; 4. To the action S, for a given set of classical
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solutions (X, %)), let the Euler equations in the
body fixed frame be

AZ=7,0X+X Ouy, , (B5)
DOx=—-DV[Z,, (B6)

where 4, D, and D*’[Z] are certain differential
operators with no explicit T dependence, and O is
a 4X 4 matrix. The formal solution to (B6) is giv-
en by

1-P
X=Cxl(.0 ——Ea—)A—D(”[Z]uA (BT)
with
D@y =0, (B8)

where X{® is implied to be orthogonal to u,. The
eigenfrequencies will be obtained by substituting
(B7) into (B5).

Before entering into calculations, we point out
that the eigenfunctions can be classified into two
groups. One group is that with a nonzero inhomo-

-J
mz uy
Q- ——
L,:-f d"‘[zu PO

oy

SATO, AND KENMOKU 18

geneous term (c #0) in (B7), and the other group
is that with a zero inhomogeneous term (c =0).
The inhomogeneous group (¢ #0) is not needed
for our purpose. Since X[°’ satisfies (B8) the
eigenfrequency can be easily evaluated. Let it be

(- ED/T=(Qg+wSp) = (2, +wS,) .

The second term comes from the transformation
factor in (B4). Substituting (B7) into (B5) one
easily finds that Z should also have the same
eigenfrequency if ¢ #0. The contribution of this
class of frequencies to (B2) is altogether

2 T expl-iteg - £9w,) (B9)
{Ng)l B#A
As has been shown in (A32), this is equal to K|,
and can be factored out by the normalization in
(B1). In the following, therefore, we consider the
homogeneous class solutions only.
Substituting explicit classical solutions (2.8) and
(2.11) with the boundary condition (2.14) into (3.12)
and (3.13) and using (B4) we find that

2o+ 02, = 20°0p,[( 2y, - 0Z,) 2, = (Z,,+ 02))Z,,] - 0*Z,,7} +§ZJ; (2,7 - wzzgaz)]

_ [ Y 2 2, 2 2,2y, Y 2 2, 2 _49_')’3 w’ppy ( %2
_];1 da[m(zh w2, ~w’Z, )+2w(Z3’ - w?Z3, )|+ 2 T 2P+ 22— ZZzT) .
(B10)
for o, <a<a,, and
1 — — — _
1= g (9 Rl O 00 ) -l - 0
i
+E(1—_—wr2-)1—/-5 (uABx,,—x,,BuA —mA{QA 3 03,3} X —ix{Q 5 03,B}uA)
3pw
+mm (Zor+ WZ)T4X + Xuiy)
1 IR _
"I {2QA(EAW)’X+ XWryu,) — wZ, [(7,7°0°x) + r°c*u,) ]
iw
+———(1 2p2)1/z (Zgr+ WZ)) T gX, = Xt y) — z(uAWyxT - xTWyuA)}
+——2—ﬂ-75(21 wZZ)2+————ﬁl—————- Z 1 m+ w’p’S (Zy,+ wZ,)? (B11)
(1 - w'p ) T ( 2 2)1/2 31 (1 - w2p2)3/2 1~ w2 2 2T

for a=a; (i=1,2). Here

prz o,
1-up° (B12)

W“=(0,Z“. -

B=W+———

WZyy Zopt+ 02y, Zs,) -

Z, denotes the longitudinal mode, Z, the transverse

r

mode parallel to the rotation plane of the classical

solution, and Z, the transverse mode perpendicular

to the rotation plane. Though all quantities (p, Z

X, and u,) in (B11) should have an extra index

i(=1, 2) which indicates the end points of the string,

that is suppressed to avoid notational complexity.
The diagonalization of L9= L3 +235 L9, is

’
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straightforward. Assuming that the eigenfrequency
is vw, i.e.,

Z,=exp(-ivwT)G,+ explivwT)G} (j=1,2,3),
(B13)
X = exp(—ivwT)X M+ exp(ivwT)X ), (B14)

we solve (B7) and (B5) provided ¢=0.

It is important to point out that the Lagrangian
for the string part (B10) does not provide the equa-
tion of motion for the longitudinal mode Z, due to
the massless property of the string. In fact one
can eliminate Z; out of L;’t by adding a certain
boundary term as (B10). The boundary term, com-
bined with the quark term (B11), then provides us
with equations of motion for Z,,(1)=2Z,(0;, 7). Be-

© ____(1-p?

Gra/Galasa,= (V' TTo00a, T

cause of this reason, Z,(o, 7) for ¢, <¢<g, is not
considered as a dynamical variable, and could
have been eliminated if an adequate condition had
been imposed from the outset. One can also con-
firm that even if one begins with the model with
massive string” instead of (2.2), the same result
will follow in the massless limit.

On solving (B5) we eliminate the boundary quan-
tities x, by the use of equations of motion. The
eigenvalue equations eventually turn out to be the
following.

The type-2 mode.** For a;<a<a,,

2
;;—i&;Gz+2tanadLa Gy + (1 =1)G,=0 (B15)

with the boundary condition

X [(mi cos’a,; + wS;)(1 - v?cosa;

The type-1 mode. For a;<a<a,,

d? 2
W G;+v%G;=0 (B17)

with the boundary condition

2
wy
Goa! Gslana, = (-1 ooy
S
2 i
x(mi+ w tan’ @1 —vzcosza) .
(B18)

Here a, denotes the boundary value of the classical
solution determined in (2.14) and classified by
(2.17) and (2.18), and S, denotes the spin of the
quark at the ith end.

Exact solutions for (B17) and (B15) are known,
i.e., for (B17),

Gs~{cos(va)} (B19)

sin(va)
and for (B15),

~{ sina cos(va) — v cosa sin(va)
2

. X . for v#0,1,
vcosa cos(va) + sina sin(va)

(B20)

~ (m; cos®a;+ 2wS;) cos?a (1 - v?)v? ]
2(m, cos’a, + 2wS,) — (m, cos?a, + 3wS,) cos?a,(1 -v?) ]~
(B16)
I
c;{ Sine }for v=0, (B21)
a sina + cosa
G,~ ! for v=1. (B22)
2 )2a+sin(2a)

Both (B17) and (B15) have exact eigenvalues 0 and
1. The zero solution for G;, v{=y{*=0, and the
unit solution for G,, v’ =p{*’=1, are immediately
understood by inspecting the right-hand sides of
(B18) and (B16). The zero solution y{*’=0 for G,
can be confirmed by substituting sina for G, in
(B16) and O for v,

ta,=(-1)f ————
cota=( )ylcosa

= T (m, cos*a,+wS,) . (B23)

This is equal to the boundary condition (2.14) for

a, and is satisfied. Similar situation occurs for
(3)

Voo,

In general, eigenfrequencies v, where p=2
and 3, and ¢=0,1,2, ..., must be calculated nu-
merically from the boundary condition (B18) and
(B16). We have obtained most of the necessary
frequencies for phenomenological arguments Sec.
Iv.

Let us return to the path integral (Bl). Now that
the eigenfrequencies v{’ are obtained, (B1) can be
written as
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o ) (i 1/2 | 925
Qunr D= 3 expls,) [E2 <5 T
(wT;Zrl)
- i l_ 1/2 825cl 1/2
27 8T*
1=1 )
(wT=2r1) gh)

1/2 T
exp{i f > 3 [(a®) - W@ (a®)]dr + const}
o

bra

Z exp (—iw Z ué"’Né”T) , (B24)
73]

where N’ denotes the occupation number of the mode of y%*’, and 1 the revolution number of the
classical rotator within the period 7. The first two factors in (B24) appear from the zero-fre-

quency modes. This is the formula (3.14).
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FIG. 1. The right-hand side of (2.15) is shown by the
bold line, whose cross points with thin lines [the left-
hand side of (2.15)] give the solutions @ + ‘), The top
and the second thin lines are, respectively, for S=+
and §=—3. The bottom line shows a case with large w
for S=—%. The unit of vertical coordinate is arbitrary.
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FIG. 2. Classical trajectories. Some almost degener-
ate trajectories along M(a,, @) and M(a_, o) are not
shown.
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FIG. 3. Quantum corrections to the §/J trajectory.
The broken line shows a trajectory with opposite parity
to the leading one. Within the shaded area there are six
trajectories, which separate themselves as .J grows.



