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A new internal position operator §,= —d,, and a new internal momentum operator , are defined
using an analog of constraint Hamiltonian mechanics. The new position and momentum do not ful-
fill the usual relativistic Heisenberg commutation relations and both have noncommuting com-
ponents, but in the nonrelativistic limit they contract into the usual three-dimensional position and
momentum. The new momentum 7, is connected with an infinite-dimensional generalization I',, of
the Dirac matrices, which together with the intrinsic angular momentum S, form an SO(3,2) alge-
bra. A representation of this algebra provides the spectrum of hadron resonances, if hadrons are
considered as collective vibrational and rotational excitations. A preliminary comparison between
the predictions of this model and the experimental data leads to encouraging results.

I. INTRODUCTION

The primary objective of the quantum-relativistic-
oscillator (QRO) model is the same as the original objec-
tive of the relativistic string model,! to describe the spec-
trum of hadrons. The general framework in which this is
to be achieved for the QRO model is also the same as that
for the relativistic string model; it is a relativistic Hamil-
tonian system with constraint.?

Although the primary objective and general theoretical
framework are the same, the detailed quantum-
mechanical relations of our QRO differ from those ob-
tained by the canonical quantization of the relativistic
string, and from the conventional quantum-mechanical
relativistic oscillator.>~® We were led to the new relativis-
tic Heisenberg commutation relations when we attempted
to bring our quantum-relativistic-rotator (QRR) model’
into congruence with the relativistic string with the idea
in mind that “rigid” rotations should be a special motion
of the string. To our surprise we found that—in order to
obtain a relativistic theory that describes rotational and
vibrational motions and goes in the nonrelativistic limit
into a picture similar to that of the vibrating rotator of
molecular physics or of the collective nuclear models—
one should not modify the QRR to agree with the string,
but one should modify the conventional relativistic string
to accommodate features (Zitterbewegung) of the QRR.
The intrinsic position, which in the nonrelativistic limit
can be interpreted as the position of the quark relative to
the center of mass, should not be described by a commut-
ting four-vector x*(0,7), but by the intrinsic position ob-
servable ~

d*=S""P"/M*

of our QRR model. This intrinsic position observable,
and its “canonical conjugate” variable 7, ~T,, both have
noncommuting components. The use of this new intrinsic
position —d,, and our unconventional quantization of the
vibrating extended relativistic object can also be justified
by starting from the usual Poisson-bracket algebra of the
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relativistic string and then going to the Dirac brackets®®
and the primed variables® of constrained Hamiltonian
mechanics. ‘

In the nonrelativistic limit, our new algebra of observ-
ables goes into the algebra for the three-dimensional har-
monic oscillator and the new commutation relations of
the intrinsic momentum and position go into the three-
dimensional Heisenberg commutation relations. Thus our
QRO is just a different relativistic generalization of the
nonrelativistic oscillator than the conventional generaliza-
tion.

In Sec. II, we shall conjecture the mathematical struc-
ture for the QRO using as a starting point formulas and
properties of the relativistic string. As the relativistic
string in its numerous variations is much better known
than the QRR, this will probably provide the most con-
vincing access to our new model.

In Sec. III, we describe the properties of the QRO, in
particular its representation spaces. We also derive some
consequences and compare them with the experimental
data. A more detailed comparison of the predictions, as
well as the derivation of the nonrelativistic limit, will be
given in a subsequent paper.

II. CONJECTURING THE ALGEBRA
OF OBSERVABLES

The points of the string in (d — 1) space dimensions and
one time dimension are described by the d-vector

x*o,7)=XM1)4+X*"0o,T7), 2.1
where
+ at: .
XMo,m)=iV2a 3, —, cosnoe —inT (2.2)
0
and
XM71)=XM0)+2a’PHr . (2.3)

The parameters o €[0,7] and 7 are the spacelike and
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timelike coordinates of the string in the orthogonal gauge
and o' is a constant with the dimension of cm?.
The o, fulfill the Poisson-bracket relation

i{at,ay) =[at,alPB= —mgh"8, _, . (2.4)

One can quantize the string by going from the classical
ok, to the operators afy,, fulfilling the relativistic canoni-
cal commutation relation (CR)

[ahy,an 1= —mg*"8,, _,, a’,ﬁf:a"_m . 2.5)

To simplify writing we will from now on use (1/i)[ , ]*®
instead of { , } for the Poisson bracket and similarly
(1/§)[ , 1°B for the Dirac bracket of classical quantities.
For the commutator of quantum-mechanical operators we
will use [ , ], so that the correspondence between classical
(c]) and quantum mechanics (QM) is

[, PP, 1.

The X* and P* fulfill the (classical) Poisson-bracket or

(quantum) commutation relations
[X*,X"]=0, [P*,P"]=0, [P*X"]=igh". (2.6)

The af, commute with X* and P¥, and the x*(o,7) along
with p*(o,7), defined by

5cl“(a,'r)

1
K =
p*o,T) Py
1
V2a'mr

+ o .
> ah cosmoe™ ", 2.7)

m=—o0

m=#0
fulfill the canonical CR

[X¥o,m),X"0'T)]=0=[p*o,7),p"(a'T)],
(2.6b)

[f“(a,r),p"(a"rj]: —igh 8(0’—a)+8(0’+0)——-7%_;

We want to focus on one particular position on the
string, which may be distinguished by, e.g., localizing the
quark or a charge at that position and identifying the
string itself with the neutral glue. We choose o =0 for
this position and define the position operator Q,,(7) as

oM7) =xM0,7)=X*7)+X*(o=0,7) . (2.8)
As a consequence of the previous relation Q, will fulfill
[QMan]=O7 [Q”an]= _ig}“’ . (2.6¢)

With the o, one can define

+
SHY = —i Ew —at ol
1 —n*n
cl n=—o
n#0
< l ’ v v
o > ;—(a‘f_,,aﬂ——a_,,a‘i,,) .
n=12,...

(2.9)

We will use S*” only for d=4 (u,v=0,1,2,3) when we
make the transition to our quantum relativistic oscillator.

If one goes to higher dimensions d and uses a noncovari-
ant light-cone gauge,*® one requires (2.9) only for the
d —2 spacelike dimensions so that d must be at least 5
(cf. the Appendix). The S*¥ defined by (2.9) fulfill as a
consequence of (2.5) the CR of SO(3,1):

[SHY,8P9] = —i(gHPSYO + g ISHP _ghoSYP__ g PSHT)
2.1

The S** defined in terms of the al, describe only integer-
angular-momentum representations of SO(3)s‘,j. To obtain

half-integer angular momentum one has to adjoin Fermi
operators to the a¥,, which constitutes no essential com-
plication. On the level of the S#¥ nothing changes except
that now half-integer representations will also be allowed.
We will therefore restrict ourselves here to the integer-
spin case.

It is not the light-cone gauge but the center-of-mass
gauge® which is the departure point from the relativistic
string (we restrict ourselves now to d=3+ 1) to our
QRO. This c.m. gauge is defined by the constraint

$m=Pyualy =0, P,=P, (PP, @.11)
The orthogonal gauge does not specify the parameters o, 7
uniquely and (2.11) fixes the parameters further by elim-
inating the timelike center-of-mass oscillations (“ghost
elimination”).

For the QRO we will not demand the constraints (2.11),
but we will still use the ¢,, to conjecture a new set of ob-
servables. In constraint Hamiltonian mechanics one can
for any variable £ introduce a new variable &' by®

§'=§-——::[§,¢a]PBC_1aB¢B summed over a and 8,

(2.12)

where ¢,, is a set of second-class constraints, and the ma-
trix

1
CaBE _i_[¢av¢B]PB (2.13)
is nonsingular with C _laB in (2.12) as its inverse:
C14)Crp=04g . .14

The Dirac brackets are then defined by

NP = &I [6.9alC gl 8]
1 ’ ’
? T[é‘ ’7’ ]PB »

where 7’ is defined analogously to &’. The transition to
quantum mechanics is taken by

[£m]PP—[£&7] (2.15)

with the quantum-mechanical operators ¢, corresponding
to the classical constraints

¢a?o

taken to be zero on the Hilbert space of physical states.
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We will proceed in a slightly different way: As the
second-class constraints (2.11) are gauge-fixing conditions
we do not have to impose them. We will, however, still
use the ¢, to define the new classical and quantum-
mechanical observables,

L .16

S'“"=S’“’——%[S“",¢m 1C™ n s - 2.17
It is straightforward to calculate

Cmnz%[a’,’"ﬁp,agﬁa]=im8m,_,, , (2.18)

c—l,,,,,=-’:;5,,,,_,, : (2.19)

—[Q“ ml=0a —[Q" Pl=—afg" A; (2.20)
where

gr,=g*,—PHP,, Mc=(P,P"). 221
Thus one obtains

0=t —Ltar gk 1P

=QH 4 SPG ﬂpﬁ,E =Q“+S“"ﬁaﬁ1c— , (222

where the classical form of the definition (2.9) has been
used.
If one defines

ar=srp, L and dr—drmec , (2.23)
Mc
one obtains
QP =QF+dP=Y" . 2.24)

d* of (2.23) is the distance operator in the QRR"®"? and
the new Q,, is just the center-of-mass position Y, of Ref.
7, which is the reason we also denote it here by Y.

It is again straightforward to calculate

S 4] (2.25)

=altPY—al PH.
Inserting this and (2.19) into (2.17) and using the defini-
tions (2.9) and (2.23), one obtains

Smv_swr_ QP3P

=gH g7, SPT=3M .
This is the spin tensor of Ref. 7, which we have again
denoted by =¥ to contrast it from S#¥, which is the in-
trinsic angular momentum in the rest frame of the posi-
tion [cf. Ref. 7(a), p. 3024]. The total angular momentum
(generator of the Lorentz group) is given by

(2.26)

Juy=Y,P,—Y,P,+3,,. (2.26a)
Y* fulfills the CR
[YH, Y] =il 3mv (2.26b)
(Mc)?
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(which is in agreement with the Dirac brackets of Q#). It
is easy to see that

P —pH (2.27)
and

ot =gH o, = (2.28)
For further properties of these and other observables, see
Appendix.

With the new operator Y#(7) at hand it is suggestive to
use it in place of the ill defined X*(7) and decompose the
vector to the point on the string x#(o,7) as

xMo,7)=YH1)+E*o,T) . (2.29)

&*(o,7) then describes the vector from the center-of-mass
position to the position o on the string. For 0 =0 we now
have

xM0,7)=QH(7)=YH*(7)+£*(0,7), (2.30)
so that by (2.24)
EMNO,7)=—dH(T)=E"(7) . (2.31)

The new internal position operator £#(0,7) [and &*(o,7)]
fulfills different CR than the old internal position x*(0,7)
given by (2.6¢c). As a consequence of its definition (2.23)
one has’
B v _ 1 —[EB EV
[a¥,d"]= l(M )2 w=[6%8"1, (2.32)
which is also consistent with (2.26b). Thus in contrast to
the conventional internal position operator x*(0,7), the
new internal position operator £“(7) has noncommuting
components.

To find the canonical conjugate of &*(7)=—d* one
needs to know the Hamiltonian, which in turn may de-
pend upon this canonical conjugate variable. We have to
guess: If we want equal spacing for the mass-squared
spectrum, as may be suggested by the nonrelativistic oscil-
lator, the conventional relativistic string or linearly rising
Regge trajectories, we need an operator whose eigenvalues
are

v=0,1,2,....

Such an operator existed in the QRR model’® and was

given by f"ul“ #, where T* is a Lorentz-vector operator
which, together with the S#*, form a representation of the
algebra of SO(3,2) (I'* is an infinite-dimensional generali-
zation of the Dirac ¥ matrices and thus has something to
do with a current or a velocity). We therefore postulate
the following operator as the Hamiltonian for the QRO:

1 ~
P,Pt——P T*
B o H

where a' is a constant of dimension (massc)~2 and v is a
Lagrange multiplier to be determined later when we fix
the meaning of the parameter 7 not by imposing the
gauge-fixing constraint (2.11), which we do not want to
use, but by a different condition.

For the simple representations of SO(3,2) that were
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used in Ref. 7 (Majorana or “remarkable” representa-
tions), I', is completely fixed in terms of the S,, and
therewith by (2.9) also in terms of the af,. The same is
true for the d, defined by (2.23). For the more compli-
cated representauons of SO(3,2) it is not clear whether ',

is expressible in terms of the af, (or, if half—mteger angu-
lar momentum is involved, in terms of a4, and the corre-
sponding anticommuting creation and annihilation opera-
tors). With the Hamiltonian (2.33) this is, however, no
longer a practical attitude to take and it is much easier to
work directly with the more accessible observables =*¥ or
S, T, d*. The question of whether there is an underly-
ing structure, e.g., whether these operators can be ex-
pressed in terms of creation and annihilation operators, is
of as little relevance and is perhaps as difficult to solve for
the relativistic rotational and vibrational bands as the
question of whether molecular rotation-vibration proper-
ties can be expressed in terms of the electron coordinates.

The constraint,

1 A
P#P”——‘a—;P“F“ ? 0, (2.34)
that follows from the Hamiltonian (2.33) looks quite dif-
ferent from the mass constraint for the string, cf. (A16)

[«(0) a constant],

a(0)]

_ 1 & (0)
=P#Pl‘+;,— k§1 a“_ka+ku+—;,— = 0,

(2.35)

but has similar consequences which become identical in
the nonrelativistic limit at least for the lowest mode. This

we will see when we derive the spectrum of f’ul"‘ and

find that it is identical (in certain representations) with the’

spectrum of the number operator for the three-
dimensional harmonic oscillator. This was the first indi-
cation that the Hamiltonian (2.33) should have something
to do with the quantum-relativistic oscillator; the justifi-
cation to call the physical system with the Hamiltonian
(2.33) a relativistic oscillator came from the non-
relativistic limit ¢— oo, in which (2.33) yields the energy
operator of the three-dimensional nonrelativistic oscilla-
tor.

With the Hamiltonian (2.33) we can now obtain the
canonical conjugate of &= —d#. We take the proper-
time derivative of d* defined by

d,,=71,[d,,,H] . (2.36)
Using the definition (2.23) and the CR of I, with S,
[Eq. (2.39) of Ref. 7(a)], we obtain by a straightforward
calculation

d,=— ,(M [r —P,(P-1)]
= a,(Mc)g i (2.37)

& %y was defined by (2.21) and it projects into the plane
perpendicular to P,. Equation (2.37) shows that the “
trinsic velocity” d is proportional to the component of
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I', perpendicular to the momentum direction P
We will now calculate Qu and Y To calculate

Q,,=7.[Q,,,H] , (2.38)
we need the commutator of Q, with f’v and P, as the Q,
commute with T',. Equations (2.6¢) of this paper and (2.8)
of Ref. 7(a) lead to

. v . 1
Q"=;’—g GMFO—A};——UZP# (2.39)
From this and (2.34) we obtain for the derivative of
=QH*+dH (2.30)
the following result:
Y,=—v2P, (2.40)

This relation is identical to (3.21) of Ref. 7(a) for the
QRR, for which the Hamiltonian was different. It means
that Y, follows a straight line parallel to P, as 7
proceeds, as one would expect of the center of mass. This
justifies the name we gave to it in (2.24). Although the
components of Y, do not commute, their proper-time
derivatives do commute among each other.

We now fix the gauge in the same way as we did for the
rotator.”®® We choose 7 as the proper time of the center-

- of-mass position Y, by demanding

Y, YF=1. (2.41)
There are many other equivalent gauge-fixing conditions,
eg, Y, Y#=qa', which makes H dimensionless and gives
7 the dimension 1 (or rather #), which will all lead to the
same result. But if one chooses instead of a’ an operator
on the right-hand side of (2.41) the result can change.
Therefore we must consider (2.41) as a separate assump-
tion, though it is a natural choice. From the gauge-fixing
condition (2.41) with (2.40), we find that the unknown
velocity v in the Hamiltonian (2.33) is fixed to be

1
2Mc

v=— (2.42)
Now we calculate the commutator ¢ of d,, with d,. Us-
ing (2.37) and the commutator of d and T, given in
(2.54) of Ref. 7(a), one can easily find
. v v o
[dy.d,] =zmgw(Ppl‘P)
. 1 ﬁpI"’
=—Ii8uy 2Mec a,P”PM

.y 1
—ifu 5y - (2.43)
The last equality, indicated by C, has been obtained using
the constraint (2.34). This suggests the definition of the
“canonical-conjugate” variable of &= —d* by

1 - . A
77#=;a’” =—2Mcd, =—2d,=— €%, , (244

1
a'Mc
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because then one obtains 2;; —d,Mc is
.y 1 5 o A - -
[§y77v] = _lgpvmpprp ——(,: —i8uv - (2.45) d#(T)?A“e —it/2 Mc+A;eVr/2a Me , (2.50)
~ g here the integration constants are
By a straightforward calculation using (2.44), (2.37), W &

and the CR of T, [Eq. (2.40) of Ref. 7(a)], one obtains a,0)=4,+4),

(7] = —i—— 3 (2.46) : 230

M Ty | = — 1 2 <uv - g 5 —i T
a'“(Mc) d,(0)= 2a’Mc(A"_A”) .

Equations (2.32), (2.46), and (2.45) are the CR’s of the new
internal momentum and position that correspond to the
CR (2.6b) for the conventional relativistic canonical vari-
ables.” Though they look quite different we will show in a
forthcoming article that in the nonrelativistic limit,
C—> 0,

E—0, &—&",
7T0—>O,7Ti—>77'£'w) (l=192’3) ’

where £*) and 7*) are the observables fulfilling the
three-dimensional Heisenberg CR. Thus (2.32), (2.46),
and (2.45) are relativistic generalizations of the Heisenberg
algebra.

Therewith we have completed the conjecturing process
of the algebra of observables for the QRO. The basic ob-
servables are very much the same as those of the QRR.
They consist of the momenta P,,, total angular momenta
Juv» center-of-mass position Y, spin tensor 2,,, intrinsic
coordinate &, intrinsic momentum ,, and SO(3,2)SWFM
as the relativistic spectrum generating group. The princi-
pal differences are the Hamiltonians and the representa-
tions of the relativistic spectrum-generating group. For
the QRR the operator (d,d*), representing the (negative
square of the) distance between the center of mass Y* and
the position Q, i.e., the extension of the object, was a
constant of the motion. For the vibrating object this can-
not be the case. Calculating (d,d*)" using (2.37), (2.21),
(2.23), and d, P*=0, we obtain

11
—{T,,d°
2(Mc)? a'{ od’}

(d,d) =(d,,d"}=

1 1 ~ 1
= —{(I,,S°} P, — .
2(Mc)? a’{ S} Mc

(2.47)

This is zero in the Majorana representation of the QRR
by (2.44) of Ref. 7(a). For the oscillator we need, there-
fore, a different, more complicated representation.

Before we study such a representation and derive the
consequences for the QRO, we derive the equation of
motion for d,. It can easily be derived, using the CR of
two I'’s, that

r,=-24d,. (2.48)

Inserting this into the derivative of (2.37), one obtains
2

L_ |4

i —_ =0. 2.49
dut a’2Mc | H 0 2.49)

The solution of this differential equation for the operator

This, together with (2.30’) and (2.40) shows that the posi-
tion Q, performs a Zitterbewegung about the center of
mass which proceeds in the direction of the momentum.
Equation (2.50) looks similar to (A43) for the lowest mode
of the relativistic string, but is much more complicated
since 4, and AL have noncommuting components, which
may be complicated functions of the a*, and a¥,, if
they can even be explicitly given in terms of them. With
the Virasoro - constraint (A23) imposed, Eq. (A43) de-
scribes rotation, whereas (2.50) contains vibrations. Note
also that the meaning of 7 and of the time development is
different in (2.50) and (A43).

In comparison, the equation of motion for the QRR”®
is more complicated and the solution that follows from
the QRR Hamiltonian is'°

~ A? Az A
d,=—iexp |—i e ||~ exp i—M—cPuI““T A_yy,
LA S
+ exp ——z—A}c—PPFPT Ay

(2.52)

where the constants of integration are given by
du(0)=i(Ad_1,— A1),
(2.53)

M oor

du(0) =3 [(F =P )4 _ 1y — (3 +P TP A1) -

III. REPRESENTATION SPACES OF THE QRO
AND THE VIBRATION-ROTATION
SPECTRA OF HADRONS

We will now construct the space of physical states of
our QRO which is the representation space of its algebra
of observables. Since the basic observables are the same as
for the QRR,”® and only acquire additional properties
due to the fact that the extended object now performs vi-
brations, and not exclusively rigid rotations (—d,d* be-
ing a constant for the QRR), we have to go to a larger
representation space of SO(3,2)SMI~# than the Majorana
representation. This is the only new aspect, otherwise the
representation is cornstructed in the same way as described
in detail in Ref. 7(b). We will report here only the result.

The Wigner basis system of the irreducible representa-
tion space of this algebra of observables is

| iz} = UL 7 N[ Preem Y@ |pjjz)) s (3.1
with P =(1,0,0,0) and L ~Yp) being the boost. They
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are generalized eigenvectors of the following complete
system of commuting observables (CSCO):!!

P,=P,/M, M*=P,P*,
(3.2)
P,r¥, 53,3, 3%
(units are now chosen so that ¢=1), with the eigenvalues12
ﬁy, mZ, M, J(J+1)7 j3 . (33)

We use again the four-velocity of the center of mass p,
(eigenvalues of Y ), rather than the momenta p,, as the
set of contlnuous quantum numbers. If the constraint
were trivial (P”P"=m02=constant) or if no constraint
were used, these two choices would be equivalent. If a
constraint like (2.34) is used, the j- and pu-changing opera-
tors will also change the value of p, but need not change
the value of p,,. Constraint compatibility thus determines
the choice to use p,, eigenvectors. 13

The Wigner basis vectors at rest, and only those at
rest,!* are the direct product of the basis vectors |ujjs)
of our 50(3,2)s‘wrﬂ representation in  which

SO(3)SU XSO(2)r, is diagonal and the basis vectors at rest

of the “orbital” Poincaré group & 5, Myymd =5,/ There-
fore
p=eigenvalue of (P,I"” = o), (3.4)

Jj(j +1)=eigenvalue of (%Z#VE’“’ = 5SUsyy,  (3.5)

jy=eigenvalue of (=¥ = S12) . (3.6)

Here, the R under the equals sign means that this equality
holds on the subspace of rest-frame states, i.e., on the sub-
space which is spanned by the Wigner basis vectors
| Brestm iy, ). The spectra of the quantum numbers
W,Jj,j3 are, therefore, determined by the choice of the ir-
reducible representation of SO(3,2).

Before we discuss the representations for the QRO, we
would like to illustrate our method by considering again
the simple, “remarkable,” Majorana representation of
SO(3,2), which has been used in Ref. 7(a) and for which
the representation space has been derived in full detail in
Ref. 7(b). However, instead of the rotator constraint (4.6)
of Ref. 7(a), we shall use the constraint (2.34).

The reduction of one of the four Majorana representa-
tions of SO(3,2) with respect to SO(3)sij><SO(2)po, ie., its
multiplicity pattern, is depicted in Fig. 1. u denotes the
eigenvalue of 'y which becomes the eigenvalue of f’#l'"‘
when the SO(3,2) representation is induced to a represen-
tation of the whole algebra. j characterizes the irreducible
representation of SO(3)s, and becomes the spin after in-

duction. To each box in the multiplicity pattern there
corresponds after induction an irreducible representation
space #*=/+1/2(m,j) of the physical Poincaré group,
14 Pyl representing an “elementary particle” of spin j,
mass m, and a new “principle” quantum number u. For
the Majorana representation this new principle quantum
number is redundant because i =j + +.

FIG. 1. Multiplicity pattern of the integer-spin Majorana
representation of SO(3,2). The eigenvalues of I'y and S, in-
crease in integer steps, as they do along the diagonals of the rep-
resentation in Fig. 4.

This construction can be done for any value of mass m
(m?>0), so the representation space will be the continu-
ous direct sum over all m2>0. Then one imposes the
constraint

1

—P,T*=0
aH

P pr_
B c

(2.34)

in order to obtain the subspace of physical states [on
which (2.34) holds]

7= 3

i=0,1,2,...

e X*=I 1 2(m (j),j) , 3.7)

where, as a consequence of (2.34),

2. 1 11 1
m(j)wa,,u 2a+ ~j, j=0,1,2, (3.8)
This result is identical to the results (A39) and (A42) for
the lowest mode of the relativistic string, though the
mathematical structure used appears to be totally dif-
ferent. Unfortunately, (3.8) is phenomenologically wrong,
because in a fit of

m2=mg? = (3.9)
a

to the resonances associated with the usual Regge trajecto-
ry one obtains phenomenologically 1/a’'~1 GeV?,
mo*~—0.5 GeV? [and not my’=5/a’~ + 0.5 GeV? as
predicted by (3.8)]. A negative value for m,? is, in partic-
ular, excluded by the construction of the representation.
This is a problem which the QRR”® did not have and the
hope is that a combination of rotations with oscillations
will bring m? up towards zero.

After this illustration by an unphysical example we
turn to a more complicated representation of SO(3,2),
which has a chance to describe a realistic particle spec-
trum.

There exists a class of representations of SO(3,2) which
have the multiplicity pattern depicted in Fig. 2. Like the
Majorana representation this is also a class of singleton
representations, i.e., irreducible representations in which
an irreducible representation of the maximal compact sub-
group SO(3)S XSO(2)r, appears at most once. The basis

vectors are therefore again the |ujj;), only that now u of
(3.4) and j of (3.5) are independent and have the spec-
trum!®

H=Umin+v, v=0,1,2,3,..

j=0,2,4,..
i=13,5,...

-> Mmin> % ’
.,vif v=even, (3.10)

,vif v=o0dd,
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FIG. 2. Multiplicity pattern (Ref. 15) of a class of representa-
tions of SO(3,2) with the eigenvalue of I'y given as in (3.10).

which is the scheme of Fig. 2. As in the Majorana case,
to each box in Fig. 2 there corresponds an irreducible rep-
resentation space of SO(3)XSO(2) labeled by (u,j) and
also an irreducible representation space #*(m,j) of the
Poincaré group when induced to the whole algebra. Tak-
ing a continuous direct sum for all m (m?2>0) and then
imposing the constraint (2.34) leads to the physical sub-
space

H= >, eI (m (v),j)) (3.11)

v=0,1,2,3,...

j=0,2,...,v(even)
or j=1,3,5,..., vodd)
with

) 1 1
m-(v)=—pnpn+—v, v=0,1,2,.... (3.12)

a a

The representation theory of our relativistic spectrum
generating group, together with the Hamiltonian (2.33)
has, therefore, led to the same spectrum as the three-
dimensional oscillator at rest, Eqs. (A38) and (A23) (or
the lowest mode of the relativistic string in the center-of-
mass gauge before the Virasoro constraint is imposed).
What we have gained—in addition to an unambiguous
representation theory—is a simpler algebra of operators
with essentially only one new basic observable, the I, ad-
joined to the observables P, and J,,=Q,AP,+S,, of
the Poincaré group. Furthermore, these basic observables
are the same as for the quantum relativistic rotator,”®
only that for the rotator one has the additional “rigidity”
condition

(d,d*y =0, (3.13)

and a different Hamiltonian. Therefore it is straightfor-
ward to suggest a combination of the relativistic rotator
with the relativistic oscillator to obtain a relativistic vi-
brating rotator, in very much the same spirit as is done
for molecules. One relaxes (3.13) and takes as the Hamil-
tonian the combination of the oscillator Hamiltonian
(2.33) of this paper and the rotator Hamiltonian (2.55) of
Ref. 7(a) to obtain

1

H=¢ |P PP+ 22—\ —\2W — — P

(W=33,3") . (3.14)
A? is the rotator parameter with dimension of mass? and
a® is a constant. The constraint connected with this

Hamiltonian leads to the mass spectrum
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m A, j)=mo?+ é—,wxzju 11, (3.15)
Thus to each box in Fig. 2 there corresponds a resonance
with a different mass which is now determined by its spin
J and by the new principal or vibrational quantum number
v. In this way resonances are considered as vibrational
and rotational excitations.

We want to emphasize that we have a relativistic quan-
tum mechanics for the rotator which leads to the mass
formula (2.57) of Ref. 7(a), and now also relativistic quan-
tum mechanics for the oscillator which leads to the mass
formula (3.12) of this paper. These are two consistent
theoretical models and the mass formulas are conse-
quences derived within them. Unlike the usual theories
with “mass formulas,” in which an operator with certain
transformation properties is called the mass operator
without showing that it is the observable P,P* connected
with the Poincaré group, our m and j really are the quan-
tities that characterize the representations of the Poincaré
group and therewith (according to Wigner) the elementary
particle. Thus not only have we derived such simple mass
formulas as (2.57) of Ref. 7(a) and (3.12) of this paper, but
we have also derived that m is the mass.

The mass formula (3.15) has not (yet) been derived be-
cause we do not yet have a theory for a quantum-
mechanical combination of a relativistic rotator and oscil-
lator. At the present time (3.15) is only a plausible result
of such a combination. Here we shall empirically test
(3.15) and if it shows promise we will try to develop a rel-
ativistic quantum mechanics for the Hamiltonian (3.14) in
a subsequent paper.

There are other representations of SO(2,2) which may
give more appropriate descriptions of meson (and baryon)
resonances. The representations with the multiplicity pat-
tern of Fig. 2 contract in the nonrelativistic limit into the
algebra of an oscillator for which the intrinsic angular
momentum is entirely orbital

Sy=& Ami=), (3.16)

i.e., is caused by the intrinsic orbital motion of the constit-
uents. If one wants to obtain the picture of a vibrating
and rotating diquark dumbbell as the nonrelativistic limit
of our relativistic model one needs a representation of
SO(3,2) that gives an angular momentum

Sij=§i°‘=)/\77_(]'w)+§ij 5 (317)
where S ij is the total spin of the two quarks.

Such representations of SO(3,2)—with integer as well as
with half-integer s [s(s 4+ 1)=eigenvalue of %g’,-jS,-j 1—
exist. Their multiplicity pattern differs from Fig. 2 main-
ly by starting with j =s in the top left corner instead of
with j=0. We will discuss these representations, their
nonrelativistic contractions, and their detailed comparison
with the experimental data in a forthcoming paper.

Here we have fitted!” formula (3.15) with the spectrum
(3.10) for v,j to the meson resonances which have only
nonstrange quarks, the p and o towers, to determine the j
mass unit A? (jun) and the v mass unit 1/a’ (vun) empiri-
cally. (We have also included the nucleon resonances as-
signed to analogous patterns starting with j =+ and j =+
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in the empirical determination of jun and vun.) The
empirical values of jun and vun will depend upon the as-
signment of the new vibrational quantum number v to the
resonances. Also, if other representations are used, then
other empirical values may be obtained. We found that
the empirical values of jun and vun for different towers
did not differ by much. We therefore performed a single
fit with 1/a’ and A? the same-for all the towers and with
only m,? allowed to vary from tower to tower, except that
we chose my%(w)=my*(p) as required by exchange degen-
eracy which is experimentally rather accurately fulfilled.
Depending upon the particle assignments to the boxes
of Fig. 2 (i.e., the assignment of a value for the quantum
number v to the resonances in the Particle Data Group
Table), we found two sets of values for 1/a’ and A? with
acceptable X%
-17 =0.97+0.03 GeV?,

A2=0.021£0.008 GeV?, (3.18)
with X2/np=19/31,
and
1 =0.53+0.02 GeV?,
A2=0.10+0.01 GeV?, (3.19)

with X2/np=15/31.

Equation (3.18) is just a refinement of linearly rising
Regge trajectories with universal slope and varying inter-
cept, where the linear trajectory is formed by the particles
on the diagonal of Fig. 2 with v=j. It leads to large nega-
tive values of m? as one would expect:

moX(p)=my*(w)=—0.40+0.02 GeV? .

Equation (3.19) is slightly better and also has the great ad-
vantage of less negative empirical values for m 2

moXp)=mo*w)=—0.11£0.02 GeV? .

For the assignment corresponding to (3.19) we could
therefore attempt to reduce mgy” to zero by using correc-
tion terms:

Moo= =YV —yavi (G +1), (3.20)

which describe anharmonicity and correction to the mo-
ment of inertia. If we now force m,? to be non-negatlve,
mg (p)—mo (w)=0, we obtain a fit which is worse, but
still has an acceptable value of X% X2?/np=23/30. It
glves the following Values for the empirical parameters (in
GeV?):

?o.swo.os, A2=0.12+0.02 ,

(3.21)
y,=—0.020+0.06, y,=—0.004+0.004 .

After numerous attempts with many different assign-
ments for the new quantum number v, but using only the
representation space (3.11), we have concluded that the
present particle data do not allow a better fit with m42>0

than (3.21) for the p and w towers.

The best fit, with m, (p)—moz(a)) as a free parameter
and y, =0, is reproduced in Fig. 3. It has been obtained
as a fit to 19 baryon and 18 meson resonances; only the
meson masses are displayed in Fig. 3. The values of the
parameters obtained in this fit are (in GeV?)

L o 0.55+0.02, 32=0.134+0.019,

my?=—0.19+0.04 ,
4=0.007+0.003, with X2/np=11/30.

(3.22)

(Excluding the baryons from the fit leads to essentially the
same values for the parameters.)

Except for the predictions of a 0" around 2.05 GeV
and a 37 around 1.93 GeV there is—ignoring the I=0
and I=1 degeneracy—a one-to-one correspondence be-
tween the experimental data for normal-j© and positive-
C, P meson resonances and the lower excitation states of
the vibrating rotator.

The agreement between the fit and the experimental
data is very good. However, since the experimental errors
(widths) are large and since other assignments leading to
the parameters (3.18) are possible, we should not mistake
the goodness of this fit as an empirical proof. The main
drawback of the fit (3.18) was that

my*=miv=0,j =0)<0.
In representations that start with j;, =s=1, this problem
does not arise, and as these representations can be con-
nected in the nonrelativistic limit to the quark model, the
vun and jun of (3.18) may even be the preferred values.

v=0 1 2 3 4 5 & 7 8 9 10

=0 [ [oes)®  [ar 17s] [2eo0s

1 [0-78] 1.65 [e5]*  [220
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FIG. 3. Predicted masses for the vibrating rotator. The
values are the masses in GeV as computed from (3.15) modified
by (3.20) and using the parameters (3.22). Underlining the boxes
means that the corresponding experimental value has been used
in the fit, underlining twice means that the corresponding exper-
imental value for /=0 and I=1 has been used in the fit. The
other masses are predictions of /=0 and I=1 resonances with
normal j¥ and positive C,P. A superscript X (or subscript O)
means that a resonance with these quantum numbers and with
I=0 (or I=1) has been observed around the predicted mass
value [Particle Data Group, Rev. Mod. Phys. 56, S1 (1984)].
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APPENDIX: COMPARISON WITH THE LOWEST
MODE OF THE RELATIVISTIC STRING

In this appendix we collect a few more facts and formu-
las on the relativistic string and derive the representation
spaces for the conventional four-dimensional relativistic
oscillator and for the lowest mode of the string. This will
provide an easier transition to the representations for the
QRR™® and the QRO, whose nonrelativistic limits have
certain similarities with the modes of the string.

The algebraic relations of the new observables af, and

3#¥ follow immediately from their definitions. From
(2.28) and (2.4) it follows that the a} obey the CR
[a""”a;]z_mg"/’“’ﬁmy_m arl:tT:alim . (A1)

As a consequence of the definition (2.28) the a%,, fulfill
the relation

P,a%,=0. (A2)
The =¥ can be expressed in terms of the af;, by
sv——i 3 Lk, a0, —a” matn) (A3)
m=1 m
ARG (a4)

and as a consequence of (2.26) and (2.4) they fulfill the
CR

[zyv’ zpa] — __l(g" ypzva+gv vazup__g’ HOSYP__ 3 YPTHO)
(A5)

and the relation

P,sm=P,3#=0.
Note that (A2) and (A6) are not constraints.
In order to establish the connections we have used here
the same notation as for the quantum relativistic rotator.’
The following relations are identical: (2.10) of this paper
and (2.2) of Ref. 7(a), (AS5) of this paper and (2.16) of Ref.
7(a), (A6) of this paper, and (2.18) of Ref. 7(a), (2.26) of
this paper and (2.13) of Ref. 7(a).
With the o one usually defines

(A6)

L,=—+ +2w th gy —Va' /2P, (A7)
o
where
ak=v2a'P* . (A8)

The L, fulfill

which, using (A9), one can express in terms of the a},:

o0

Ap=L,+ 2
k=12,...

kn (A11)

The A, fulfill relations similar to (A9):
[Am,Ap]=(m —n)A
+ii—1_2—1m(m2—1)8,,,,_,, (d=4).

The L, and A, are Lorentz invariants. In the rest frame
Prest =(m,0,0,0) (units are now chosen so that c=1) one
has

Pal _kﬁpa’,'} +Va'/2P,al, .

m+n

(A12)

am = 0,
. . (A13)
am ?ai,,, i=1230rl,...,d—1.
In the rest frame, and only there, one also has
Eij — Sij — Jij 201' — SOi_SOi=O
R R R ’
(A14)

JY% = _yipm
R

Because of (A13) one can write the Lorentz invariant A,
also as

i i
Ay Ok .

I's
I
Ms

R g1,

ket

N

,0

=

One can impose various kinds of constraints. For in-
stance one can demand

L, = 0 for ns£0, Ly,—a(0) = 0 (d=3+1), (A15)
where a(0) is a number. The latter can be written
a(0) 1 &
pﬂpu_}__?_ =—= n=?2,,,. oy, (A16)

This constraint follows from the orthogonal gauge condi-
tion. On the other hand, one can demand

A, = 0 for ns£0, Ap—al0)—a'P, Pt = 0. (A17)
The latter part of (A17) can be written
P S U S
PP e Ty s
1 o A
= 122 a_paliy, . (A18)
4 m=12,...
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If one also uses the constraint

=P o =
¢im —P”aim —C-O (A19)
(which we do not use), then one sees immediately from
(A11) that the constraints (A17) and (A15) are identical.
Otherwise they are two different theories.

The spectrum of the mass squared that follows from
(A17) is the same as the energy spectrum of a three-
dimensional [or (d — 1)-dimensional] oscillator at rest for
every mode m. In contrast, Eq. (Al5) [(A16) for
d=3+1] still has ghosts and other problems. For
d=4+ 1,5+ 1, or 25 4+ 1 and the case that one demands
(A15), one fixes the remaining freedom of conformal
transformations by the choice of light-cone variables
(light-cone gauge). The constraints (A15) can then be
used to eliminate the nontransverse components

af=(ad ia‘:")—‘/%, n=0

(A20)
so that one remains with d —2 independent transverse
components ay,, i =1,2,...,d —2. The SV are again de-
fined in terms of these independent components by a for-
mula like (2.9) for u,v=i,j only and the J¥ by something
like (2.26a), but the S° and J° are problematic. The
constraint (A 15) leads then to
(0) 1 e

ppry Y

W T B

i i
Anlyn

(A21)

so that the mass spectrum is again that of a (d —2)-
dimensional oscillator for every mode n. )

A representation theory for the quantum relativistic
string is very complicated and has been developed only in
a very rudimentary form by applying the creation opera-
tors at, successively to a vacuum state and projecting
out a physical subspace with the use of the constraint.
We will describe it here only for the lowest mode:

i summed over 1,2,...,d —2

ak,, =0 (or a4,, =0) except for m =1. (A22)

Then the string spectrum in the form (A21) for d=5 or
the form (A18) becomes the spectrum of a three-
dimensional oscillator with the additional constraints

= H® = = H = . 3
A_y=ala_, = 0, Ay,=afia,, = 0 (A23)

For all the other A, we have identically
A, =0 for n5£0,+2 (A24)

due to (A22). The representation theory for the lowest
mode of the relativistic string is given completely by the
three-dimensional oscillator and therefore it is fully
developed. For the sake of definiteness we use the version
(A18) rather than (A21). Then we have the relativistic
quantum system which at rest is a three-dimensional os-
cillator with constraints (A23). We review this briefly
here because it will make the representation spaces for the
QRR and the QRO—which use SO(3,2) representa-
tions’®—more easily acceptable.

The representation space must be a representation space

2313

of the physical Poincaré group Z Pyl and of the three-

dimensional oscillator algebra at rest. As basis vectors of
the representation space we use the Wigner basis vectors

| Pmjjsv) , (A25)
which are generalized eigenvectors of the CSCO

PumPu/M, MP=PuPh, W= i35 S8,

(A26)
Ao= —a _lﬂa’_‘H
with eigenvalues
i’\y; mZ’ .’(]+1)) j3’ vV, (A27)

respectively. (R) indicates that it is the operator at rest'!
and the choice of ?’” rather than P, for relativistic sys-
tems with constraints, such as (A18), has been explained
before!® and is based on the assumption that

[P,,a"]1=0 or [P,,a"]1=0 . (A28)

Under this assumption the o’ do not transform away
from rest, though they can change the value of m, which
by the constraint (A 18) is connected with the value of v:

m2=m02+i,v [moz-:——a—((,ﬁ (A29)
a a
The basis vectors (A25) at rest,
I ﬁrestm]j3v) =U(L (ﬁ)) |ﬁmjj3v) » (A30)

[with L (p) being the inverse boost] therefore span the
representation space of the three-dimensional oscillator.
For the three-dimensional oscillator the familiar basis vec-
tors are ‘

|ninyny) (A31)
with
n;=0,1,2,..., n,=0,1,2,...,
n3=0,1,2,..., (A32)
which are eigenvectors of
NV=qglal,, N?=d2a%, N¥=a’a’ . (A33)

It is well known!® how to transform from the familiar
basis into the angular momentum basis

|vijs) | (A34)
which consists of eigenvectors of

ad,, +SUsy, §'2, (A35)
where

Si=_i(a' o, —al ;) (A36)

in accordance with (2.9). The spectrum of vjj; is also well
known and is given by'®
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v=0,1,2,3,..., j=0,2,4,...,v for v=even
j=13,5...,v forv=odd,
—Jj<is<+j . (A37)

We depict this spectrum by the scheme shown in Fig. 4.
Each box represents the space spanned by

| v="fixed j =fixed j;)

with —j <j; < +j. If these vectors are used as the factor
in the Wigner basis vectors at rest,?°

lﬁrestmjjiiv): |ﬁrestm)® |v]]3> s

which are then boosted to any arbitrary momentum [in-
verse of Eq. (A30)] to give

'ﬁmff 3V> ’
then each box in Fig. 4 represents the space spanned by
| Pm j=fixed j;v=fixed). This is an irreducible repre-
sentation space of the Poincaré group #(m,j), which is

in addition labeled by the number v. The whole space de-
picted by the scheme in Fig. 4 is thus the direct sum

%(3-dim osc) __ 2
v=0,1,2,...
j=0,2,4,...,v
orj=1,3,5,...,v

e (mv),j) . (A38)

Due to the constraint (A18), the mass m is related to v by
(A29). Each box, therefore, represents an elementary par-
ticle as an oscillator excitation with v=0, j=0 being the
vacuum state of the oscillator.2! The particle spectrum
predicted by (A38) shows therefore that each spin j is in-
finitely degenerate with the mass depending only upon the
vibrational quantum number v, which is—in general—
also degenerate. However, this is the spectrum of the
three-dimensional  spacelike  oscillator (or three-
dimensional oscillator at rest). In order to obtain the
spectrum for the lowest mode of the string one has to ap-
ply the constraint (A23). We have indicated by the
dashed line the actions of A, and A_, in the scheme of
Fig. 4. They transform along the horizontal changing the
eigenvalue v by two units without changing the spin.
Thus if (A23) is imposed the diagram breaks up and,
starting out with v=0, j=O0, one can only reach the states

Ao by
[0 | 0] [a0]  [e0]

5,5

FIG. 4. Spectrum of the three-dimensional oscillator at rest.
The numbers in the boxes are values of v, j.
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(irreducible representation spaces of the Poincaré group)
on the lower diagonal. The constraint (A23) therefore es-
tablishes a connection between v and j similar to the one
for the Majorana representation of SO(3,2).22 The space
of physical states is thus the following direct sum of ir-
reducible representation spaces of the Poincaré group:

%( one mode) __ 2

j=0,1,2,...

eI (m(j),j) . (A39)

To see this more clearly one can express the operator
%Z,WE’“' in terms of a” ,a* using (A3) for m=1. The
result is

T3 =(a_,a" P —(a_,a%)—(a"a_,)a"a,,),

(A40)
or when applied to the basis vectors
JG+D=V4+v—A_,A,,. (A40")
When the constraint (A23) holds, one obtains
j=v, (A41)

so that the degeneracy in j is removed and the mass for-
mula (A29) becomes

m2=m02+ ij, j=0,1,2,....

(A42)

The lowest mode of the string, i.e.,, the three-
dimensional spacelike oscillator with the constraint (A23)
imposed, is a rotator rather than a vibrator because it is
rigid in the sense that the length of the intrinsic coordi-
nate perpendicular to the momentum, namely,

is a constant of the motion. X/(7) for the string is the
analog of — d*(7) for the rotator and X {=X* if the con-
straint (A19) is imposed. d,d* is a constant of the
motion for the QRR, but not for the QRO. To show that
% 2 is a constant of the motion, we use (2.2) for the lowest
mode n = *1 and (2.28) to obtain

X =—V2iake™—alle ). (A43)
Then one obtains
X xt=—2a'(a a_ye* +aka e " —(a" 0 ,}),
(A44)

which does not depend upon 7 when the constraint (A23)
is used.

If one has # (or an infinite number of) modes instead of
a single mode one can repeat the construction of the oscil-
lator spaces as long as one does not impose the constraints
(A17) or (A15). One thus arrives at the n-fold direct
product of representation space like (A38) for all masses
and then has to apply the constraints (A17) to project
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1)

away the space of “unphysical states,” i.e., the subspace
on which (A17) is not fulfilled. Only for a single mode is
(A17) as simple as (A23); in general the creation and an-
nihilation operators of different modes intermingle and it
is probably impossible to find a new set of independent os-
cillator variables in terms of which the constraints (A17)

2315

become simple identities. For the QRO we have, there-
fore, followed a different path using new variables d » and

d u~T, in terms of which the representation theory can
be solved using results from group theory.
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