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The production of a new low-mass pseudoscalar boson of mass ~1.6 MeV in the strong Coulomb
field of the supernucleus and its subsequent decay into an electron-positron pair in heavy-ion col-
lisions are discussed. For the production mechanism we propose a bremsstrahlung-type process in-
duced by an electromagnetic interaction. The energy spectrum and the production cross section of
the positron are calculated in linear QED with an effective Lagrangian. The results are compared
with those of the experiments of the GSI groups, and g, < 10~', the boson-nucleon coupling con-
stant, is evaluated. These results imply that the proposed mechanism requires a larger value for g,
than the currently accepted value g, < 107*. The present g,, however, is smaller by a few orders of
magnitude than the value obtained in a semiclassical calculation of the same mechanism. This sug-
gests that the proposed mechanism requires a larger value for the scalar and nucleon coupling con-
stants to explain the GSI data. These and results from other proposed mechanisms induced by elec-
tromagnetic interaction lead us to conclude that the origin of the positron production, contrary to
current popular belief, may not be of electromagnetic nature. As an alternative production mecha-
nism, we propose a bremsstrahlung-type process induced by strong interaction (e.g., pp—pp,
np—npd). We estimate the production cross section for the positron. Its value agrees well with
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that of the observed cross section.

I. INTRODUCTION

The narrow positron peak at about 300 keV observed!
in heavy-ion collisions by the GSI (Gesellschaft fiir
Schwerionenforschung, Darmstadt) groups was thought to
be the verification of the QED prediction of the spontane-
ous ete™ pair creation from the vacuum in a supernu-
cleus with an ultrastrong electrostatic field.>*® From sub-
sequent analysis*> of the line shape, one comes to the con-
clusion that the positron peak originates neither from the
nuclear transition in the individual final-state nuclei nor
from the spontaneous e *e ~ pair emission from the decay
of the QED vacuum. In search of the origin of the posi-
tron peak, Balantekin et al.’> and Schifer er al.* suggest
that it may be due to the production of a light pseudosca-
lar boson followed by its decay into an e —e™ pair.
Balantekin et al. estimate the upper limit of the coupling
parameters from the available GSI data. Consequently,
mg=~1.6 MeV has been estimated. They conclude that
the new boson in question could not be the standard ax-
ion® introduced in gauge field theories to resolve the
strong CP-violation problem, because the coupling param-
eter is found to be too high to be consistent with negative
results of axion searches of the past. Schifer et al.,*
while discussing whether the positron peaks are caused by
the decay of a light boson of mass ~1.6 MeV produced in
these heavy-ion collisions, examine the possibility of new
particles with adjusted mass and coupling constants. In
most cases they are found to be in conflict with the estab-
lished precision data of atomic and nuclear physics. The
only alternative seemed to be the production of a pseudo-
scalar neutral boson of mass ~1.6 MeV from nuclear
current. The neutral character of the speculated boson is
further confirmed by the detection of the coincident
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ete™ lines in recent experiment by the EPOS group.’
The coupling constant to the electron is estimated to be
107 <, <10~°. The lower limit is consistent with the
negative outcome of the axion searches and the lifetime is
estimated to be in the region of ~5x 107 1*—10719 sec.

Balantekin er al. did not discuss any specific mecha-
nism for the production of the ¢ particle—rather they as-
sume a certain ad hoc parametric form for the production
cross section. The parameters are then determined from
the location and width of the positron yield and the total
integrated cross section of the spectrum. Subsequently
Reinhardt et al.® investigate the scalar bremsstrahlung
mechanism and Chodos and Wijewardhana® discuss a
specific electromagnetic'® interaction—all in semiclassical
approaches to explain the positron spectra via the light
boson. In this paper we assume that in the heavy-ion col-
lision, a short-lived (7~ 1072° sec) supernucleus of charge
Z =Z,+Z, is formed. For the production mechanism'!
we propose a bremsstrahlung process induced by an elec-
tromagnetic interaction. The energy spectrum and pro-
duction cross section of the positron are calculated in
linear quantum electrodynamics (QED) with an effective
Lagrangian. It is just like the bremsstrahlung process in
QED—the only difference is that the photons are replaced
by light pseudoscalar bosons. We examine whether the
limit on coupling constants obtained from this analysis is
consistent with the limits set in Refs. 4, 5, and 8.

We assume the nucleon-pseudoscalar interaction is of
the form L =g,v,7s¥,4, and the lepton-pseudoscalar in-
teraction of the form L =g,¢.ys¥.¢. In addition, there
is the usual nucleon-photon interaction. 1, ¥, and ¢ are
proton, lepton, and pseudoscalar fields, respectively. The
coupling constants g,,g. are unknown but their values can
be estimated from the heavy-ion-collision data and from
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the value of the theoretical cross section. We calculate the
differential cross section do/dT,. The energy spectrum
dN /dT, is obtained by dividing the cross section by the
total classical cross section o, i.e., dN/dT,=(1/
o,)do/dT, where the typical value of o ,=12.6 b. The
integrated cross section o; is obtained by numerically in-
tegrating [ (do/dT,)dT, with the given data from the
positron peak. From the value of the integrated cross sec-
tion o; and the observed 0~200 ub!, we were able to
determine the upper limit of g, < 10~ . However, from a
brief analysis we show that if the bremsstrahlung is in-
duced by strong interaction, a much smaller value of g,
(~1073) can be obtained to explain the observed cross
section.

We present the concept behind the model of ¢ produc-
tion in Sec. II and calculations in Sec. III. Results are dis-
cussed in Sec. IV and Sec. V is dedicated to our con-
clusion. Appendixes A, B, and C are added to support the
calculations in details.

II. THE FOUNDATION OF THE MODEL

Bremsstrahlung-type production of the ¢ particle has
been discussed in a semiclassical approach in Ref. 8,
where the coherence of each ion with respect to its con-
stituent nucleons was assumed. In this paper we propose
a slightly different model of the scattering mechanism
and our entire calculation will be based on these assump-
tions. In doing so we stress the importance of the energy
~6 MeV/nucleon as a critical energy near the Coulomb
barrier. When the incident ion just barely touches the tar-
get ion, we assume that for a very short period of time,
there is a momentary fusion of two ions forming a super-
nucleus'' of 4 =4,+A4, and Z=2Z,+Z,. What hap-
pens as a result is that each of the incident protons (Z,
protons in incident ion) emits a ¢ inside the supernucleus
through the bremsstrahlung mechanism in the strong
Coulomb field of the target ion. At the end we are left
with the ¢’s whose lifetimes are much longer than the
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time of interaction between the two ions and they decay
into e te™ pairs. If the ¢’s are produced nearly at rest,
experimentally observed positron spectra can be produced.
To calculate the cross section for the entire process, we
can treat the scattering of each incident proton indepen-
dently. If the production process is induced by an elec-
tromagnetic interaction, all Z protons will be able to par-
ticipate in the internuclear electromagnetic interaction
(due to its long-range characteristic). The bremsstrahlung
amplitude will, therefore, be proportional to Z,Z, and
the cross section will vary as (Z,Z,)>. But if the process
is induced by strong interaction, only those nucleons
within a distance of 2—3 fm from the surface of the in-
teracting nucleus(ion) will be effective. In such a case the
cross section will be proportional to (A;A4,).* where a
simple estimate of ( 4, 4, )¢ will be given in the text.

If the incident energy is much smaller than the critical
energy value of ~6 MeV, we cannot visualize a mecha-
nism as explained above. Also if their energy is much
larger, the collision will be violent and the energy distribu-
tion of the produced ¢’s will be chaotic and there will be
no clean positron line. Therefore our assumptions are
consistent with the experimental fact that the positron
line is observed only at the critical value of the energy
near the Coulomb barrier. To check this model one can
measure the photon bremsstrahlung in ion-ion collisions
near the Coulomb barrier. However, experimental data
exist for nuclear photon bremsstrahlung for a single in-
cident charged particle with energy of a few MeV. In that
case our model obviously would predict the same value as
any other calculation without any contradiction.

III. THE PRODUCTION CROSS SECTION
AND ENERGY SPECTRUM OF THE POSITRON

The transition amplitude of the bremsstrahlung-type
production of the ¢ particle followed by the e te ™ pair
production mechanism is represented in Fig. 1. The pro-
duction amplitude is

1
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where p, is the final-proton four-momentum, p, the
initial-proton four-momentum. k is the four-momenta of
¢ particle, k,,k, the four-momenta of the positron-
electron pair, €, and €, being their energies. g, is the ¢
and lepton coupling constant, g, the ¢ and proton cou-
pling constant. q=p—k—p,. The effect of external nu-
cleus recoil will be neglected, i.e., no energy transfer.

k2—m¢2+il"m¢

27T8(E2——E1+w), (1)

r

F(q?) is the electromagnetic form factor for the nucleus.
E,,E, is the total energies of the initial and final proton.
w is the energy of the ¢ particle, m the mass of proton,
m, the mass of electron, and my the mass of ¢ particle.
In Eq. (1), we summed the amplitudes of all Z; protons
of the projectile ion to reflect the coherence of the nucleus
assuming all amplitudes are equal.
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We assume that the ¢ particle is produced on shell and
subsequently decays into e e ~. Therefore the propagator
is replaced by the Breit term 1/( kz—m¢2+im¢r), where
I is the total width of the ¢ particle. The kinematic ap-
proximations considered will be under the assumptions

E\ > |p1|, Ex2>|p2]|, w>> k|

and
E,E,>w, ie, m>>my .

Averaging over the initial and summing over the final
proton spins we have (see Appendix A)

| A_llz,l | 2=2<S )(2/E1E2 )[(E]Ez—mz)
+(p1—p2)-k—p1'p2] (2)

where (s) is the average spin of the initial proton. Since

J

|p2 | d3k2

p

FIG. 1.
subsequent decay into e te ™

The Feynman diagrams for the production of ¢ and
in a strong Coulomb field.

the nucleon spins in heavy nuclei are usually paired, the
average spin (s) of the nuclei may be much smaller than
5 effectively. The differential cross section for the e te ~
pair production can be written as

d0=(ZIZZeZ)Z(gengz)/(27r)7

To obtain Eq. (3) we made the following transformation
for the invariant phase spaces e te ~—e T¢ as

dk, d’k, d’k, 3%
261 262 262 2w

which can be easily obtained [see Eq. (8)].

One other possible decay channel for ¢ is ¢—yy.
However, I'(¢—yy) is small; hence, for I', the theoretical
value of T'(¢—>e *e ™) alone can be used. It is given by

D(¢—ete)=g, my/4m(1—4m,*/mH)'/* . (4)
Under the narrow-width approximation, the Breit factor
can be replaced by the 8 function:

1
(k?—m g2 4 m, T

m¢r8(k —mg?), (5)

where the 6 function again can be written as
8(k*—my)—8((k)+ky)2—my?)
=8(2kyw —2 |k, | | k|cosd” —my?), (6)
where 6" is the angle of the positron with respect to k.
d3k,=k,’dk, d (cos0" )2

Therefore the angular integration

1
I dicost)8(2kz0w —2 Ky | | K| cosd” —my?) )
+1 1 2k20w—m¢2
— §|cos@’ ——=—— % |d(cosf")
-1 2]k| | k| 2|k | |k,

(8)
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can be easily done using the § function and the integration
limits on Eq. (7) gives the factor

1
21k| k|

and the condition

2k20w—m¢2 1
<~/ <l1l.
= 2|k k| T

The boundary condition generates limits on w, i.e.,
w_ <w <w, where

2
mg

2m,?

&% |k, | 9)

172
4m,?
w4 =

mg

Also, it can further be shown that (see Appendix B) the
leading contribution for the angular integration in Eq. (3)
can be obtained as

ff‘“flf“xmllz

472 4EE,—m?)
._2<s) 2 In 2 N
E E2 (E1E2—m ) mey

where E,=FE;—w. Substitute €;,=FE and €;=w —E and
we have finally (taking into the Z,; , factor explicitly)
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do/dT,=2(s)(Z,*Z,%"g,?) /(2m)}

4E](E12-—m2)'/2

[(El _w)Z_m2]1/2

1
X w
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where E,=T,+m, E=T,+m, and T,~6 MeV, and T,
and T, are the kinetic energies of the proton and electron,
respectively. The expression (10) can be rewritten as

do
eE - =
fEE) aT.
do?
T 2(1—4m, 2/m )12 f (w2—myH)'? dw ’

(1n

where do®/dw is the cross section for ¢ production alone
as given in Appendix C. w is the boson energy and it has
the overall kinematic limit my, <w <E,—m. In the in-
tegration of Eq. (10), which is done numerically, the al-
lowed range of w. had to be properly chosen to reflect
this overall kinematic limit on w.

IV. RESULTS

Before we start to discuss our results we would like to
make a few comments on the kinematic approximations
we made to derive our final results. To make sure that
the approximations did not deviate grossly from the actu-
al result, we calculated cross sections for two more pro-
cesses: (1) photoproduction of ¢ particle only; (2) produc-
tion of ¢ particle only in a bremsstrahlung-type process,
due to the accelerated proton by an external Coulomb
field. We consider only the Born term. These two pro-
cesses are just like Compton scattering and bremsstrah-
lung in QED—with the replacement of the final photon
by a light pseudoscalar boson. The calculated cross sec-
tions are listed in Appendix C.

The process (1) was calculated exactly without making
any kinematic approximation, and the cross section of the
process (2) was calculated in the present scheme of
kinematic approximations. Then we compared their ratio
with the ratio of Compton to bremsstrahlung cross section
in QED. We find that the ratios are of the same order of
magnitude under the same values of parameters. This
enhances our confidence in our scheme of kinematic ap-
proximation. As expected we find the cross section for
the photoproduction to be a few orders of magnitude
larger—after subtracting the Z, factor.

Equation (9) for w is plotted in Fig. 2 as a function of
T. In fact, it is easy to show that w_ has a minimum at
T™" given by

Te"""—l—me=m¢/2 . (12)

Detailed analytic and numerical investigations of Eq. (10)
or Eq. (11) shows that the peak of the spectrum f¢E)
occurs at T.™" provided do®/dw is a smooth function of
w. Experimentally it is found to be at 300 keV. There-

INE,—w)

A[E|(E,—w)—m?]
n 2
M,

-

fore from Eq. (12), we must have
my=2TM"+m,)
=2 (0.300+0.51) MeV
=1.62 MeV .

If ¢ is produced exactly at rest in any reference frame and
decays into e e ™ pair, the energy of the positrons in that
frame is fixed and Eq. (12) is stralghtforward Following
this observation, some authors™'® have argued that if the
¢’s are produced at rest in the heavy-ion c.m. frame, then
if the c.m. moves with a speed say, ¢/20, then the ob-
served width of the positron spectrum in the laboratory
frame can be explained entirely in terms of the Doppler
broadening. However, in our case, since every kinematics
is defined in the laboratory frame, the width of the posi-
tron spectrum is determined by the momentum distribu-
tion of ¢’s alone, as in Appendix C.

It can be pointed out at this stage that this overall
kinematic limit on w results from the assumption that all
nucleons equally share the energy of the supernucleus.
However, it is more likely that there is a nontrivial distri-
bution of energy among the protons. In this case one

1 1 .

-
(o] 2 4 6

T, (MeV)

FIG. 2. The plot of w, and w_ as a function of the kinetic
energy T, of the positron. The Y axis is in logarithmic scale.
The broken line corresponds to w =E; —m, the overall kinemat-
ic limit on w as discussed in the text.
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T. (Mev)

FIG. 3. The positron spectrum versus T,. The solid curve is
for T,~6.0 MeV and the dashed curve is for T,~2.0 MeV.

needs to convolute the above cross section with a proton
energy distribution function in this and all other known
works it is taken to be just a & function.!> That will also
vary the overall kinematic limit of w depending on the in-
teracting proton energy.

We have taken the form factor F(q?) to be unity. The
energy spectrum of the positron is shown in Fig. 3. We
see that our calculation does not produce a narrow peak
for the spectrum in agreement with other authors al-
though the method of treatment of the process in this pa-
per is quite different from earlier works. The broad na-
ture of the spectrum is of course expected since the ¢ pro-
duction alone before decaying into e Te ™ pair has a peak
at higher value of the ¢ energy and is suppressed at low
momentum. This ¢ production cross section is shown in
Fig. 4. If the kinetic energy of the initial proton is taken
to be smaller than 6 MeV, the spectrum in Fig. 3 becomes
narrower. The magnitude of the cross section becomes
smaller too. As, for example, at T,~2 MeV, the spec-
trum has a width of only 500 keV.

It is not difficult to find the maximum value of T."** at
which the spectrum ends by using Eq. (9) and Fig. 2 for a
given T,. Itis given by

TP =5 (T, + (T, —m )1 —4m,2/m )%} —m, .

With 7,~2.0 MeV, my~1.62 MeV, T,"*~0.94 MeV,
and for T,"*~6.0 MeV, T,"**~4.73 MeV. This shows
how the width of the e spectrum depends on the value
of T,.

We must point out that our discussion rests on the as-
sumption that the distribution of the proton energy is like
a 8 function as mentioned in the preceding paragraph.
However, if the proton energy distribution is broad which
is very probable as the proton is a member of a coherent
nucleus, the maximum kinetic energy of a proton can be
T, X A with a finite probability, however small. This will
be reflected in T,"** through the above equation. Then, of
course, the positron spectrum, even for 7,~2 MeV, may
become broader depending on the shape of the proton ki-
netic energy distribution function. In other words, as the
coherence of the nucleus will be maintained through the

6.0

20

00 . .
00 20 40 60
w  (MeV)

80

FIG. 4. The cross section of ¢ alone as a function of energy
of the boson for T,~6 MeV. Note the breadth and the position
of the peak which affects the positron peak.

exchange of virtual mesons, e te ~ emitted from a certain
proton may share the energy of many other nucleons.
However their maximum energy 7,"*" may be large to
make the spectrum broad even when T, of the emitting
proton is small. In our present discussion we report the
result in Fig. 3, however, without considering a detailed
sharing of energy among the nucleons. Reinhardt et al.®
reported a broad spectrum obtained by considering the
coherent nucleus from an alternative approach.

Next we integrate the differential cross section do/dT,
and obtain, after substituting the various experimental
values,

o= [ (do/dT,)dT,
=2(s N(Z,°Z,%"%,*)5.13x 10712 MeV 2. (13)

Experimentally o; has been reported to be equal to ~200
pb. If we take (s)=r, this gave us the limit g, <10~!
with Z =Z,+2Z,=180—188. And if (s) equals, say, 5,
then g,~1. Since we have no way to estimate exactly the
effective spin of a proton in heavy nuclei, we will take
(s)=7 for the rest of the discussion of this paper. In
other words, we find that if the bremsstrahlung-type pro-
cess is the mechanism for producing the ¢ particle, the
coupling constant would have to satisfy the above bound.
The positron yield definitely received a big boost due to
the presence of (Z,Z,)? factors reflecting the strength of
the Coulomb field in the supernucleus and thereby affect-
ing the limit on g,.

The same bremsstrahlung mechanism has been con-
sidered, albeit semiclassically, by Reinhardt e al.!® They
obtain a limit on gp2/41-r:104. To understand this a few
orders of magnitudes difference between the two indepen-
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dent calculations, we need to see how do®/dw in Eq. (11)
from the two calculations compare. The result of Ref. 8
provides

do®/dw~k[(k/w)k/m)>?*(Z,Z,)e*" - (14)

which should be compared with the result of this paper
given in Appendix C. Both of them contain the leading
factor k coming from the phase space. However, Eq. (14)
contains an additional strong dependence on k coming
from matrix elements which makes the total cross section
small. In fact, as was shown in Appendix A, the matrix
elements in QED calculations contained similar k /w or
k /m factors which have been neglected compared to oth-
er larger terms. These larger terms could not be obtained
in a purely semiclassical calculation of Ref. 8. Besides, it
should be mentioned that the calculation of Reinhardt
et al. includes the pseudovector derivative coupling of the
boson to nucleon. Consequently, the estimated value of
g, was much larger than the value of our paper. In other
words, the semiclassical approach provides a much small-
er cross section than that of the value calculated from
QED, for the same value of the coupling constant.

Although we estimate gpslo‘l, this value is much
larger than the value of g, estimated from other con-
straints. Reinhardt er al. estimate g‘,zlo‘z— 1074
Therefore, if we take gj,,:lo_3 as ‘“‘acceptable,” we see
that the calculated bremsstrahlung cross section is smaller
than the experimental one by a factor of 10™*. Therefore,
unless g, is as large as 10!, the bremsstrahlung induced
by electromagnetic interaction cannot explain the produc-
tion mechanism of the observed positron line spectrum.
This leads us to consider an alternative bremsstrahlung
mechanism induced by strong interaction. The elec-
tromagnetic interaction being long ranged could involve
all the protons of the interacting ions. However, in the
case of the strong interaction only those nucleons (both
proton and neutron) lying within a distance of ~2—3 fm
of the interacting surface can play an effective role. To
estimate the order of magnitude of the cross section due
to the strong interaction, we need, in Eq. (13), the replace-
ment

(Z,Z, )264*’(A1A2)eff2gst4 ’

where g is a strong coupling parameter: gy’/4m~14.
Considering only the nucleons in two facing disks of ra-
dius R;,R, where R,R, are the radius of the ions (e.g.,
for U2+ U R, , is ~8.5 (fm) and thickness 2 fm we
estimate

(AlAz)effZZIZZ/S Wlth AI,A222.521,2.522 N

respectively. Now using the experimental value of g2,
we get an enhancement of 10° over the electromagnetical-
ly induced bremsstrahlung mechanism. This is, of course,
an overestimate of the (A4, 4,); in the above calculation.
However, the strong enhancement factor is of the right
magnitude required to make the cross section comparable
with the experimental value with g, being as small as
1073. In other words if bremsstrahlung is the mechanism
for ¢ production and if g, is 1073, then the process must
be induced by the strong interaction so as to make the

theory agree with the experiment as far as the total in-
tegrated cross section is concerned.

Then, of course, one is left with explaining the narrow-
ness of the positron spectrum. In Fig. 4 we have shown
that if the average kinetic energy of the interacting nu-
cleons can be made smaller inside the supernucleus
through some not-yet known mechanism (as, for example,
the change in binding energy/u due to the supernucleus
status, etc.), the ¢’s would be produced with very small ki-
netic energy, which would automatically result in a nar-
row peak. However, it would require a detailed calcula-
tion to show if that is indeed possible and will be deemed
beyond the scope of this work. The position of the peak,
as was shown, is controlled by m 4 alone.

V. DISCUSSION

The mechanism for the production of the ¢ particle in
heavy-ion collisions we discussed in the preceding sections
admittedly describes a very simplified picture of the com-
plex situation existing in heavy-ion collisions. It has been
pointed out by Balantekin et al. that, since the elec-
tromagnetic processes during the heavy-ion collisions are
strongly time dependent, reliable calculations of any pro-
duction mechanism requires nonperturbative methods and
beyond. However, in this paper we only attempted to get
an estimate of the yield of positron via the production of
the ¢ particles in a simple model. We found that the ex-
perimental data can be matched to provide the coupling
g,,:lo—l, as far as the integrated cross section is con-
cerned. We believe that taking into account the exact
kinematics without approximation and the effects of pro-
ton and nuclear form factors can alter the limit on the
coupling constant g,. The limit on g, obtained from our
rigorous calculation is more stringent than the limit avail-
able in the literature.®° We obtain a, < 10~? independent
of the value g, compared to a,< 10* obtained by
Reinhardt et al.® From the contribution of the ¢ particle
to the anomalous magnetic moments of the electron, one
expects g, < 10~*. This limit on g, set by the anomalous
magnetic moment may change due to the cancellations by
introducing, if one is willing, more than one new particle.
As a result a newer limit a, <10~'—10~° is reported
from the analysis of the data on the hyperfine splitting in
the positronium ground state.!> In that respect our limit
on g, independent of g, is indeed a plus. Various atomic
phenomena also put a limit on g.g, < 10~°—10—% How
reliable these limits are depends on a detailed calculation
which does not yet exist. However, Schifer et al.* sug-
gest that the production mechanism of the particle ¢
might be similar to nuclear bremsstrahlung which gives
o(E,>1.6 MeV)~5x10~* b. Without making detailed
calculations, they estimate that g,,le_4 by simply re-
placing the coupling constant in the bremsstrahlung cal-
culation to explain the positron line in heavy-ion col-
lisions. In our calculation we find that due to y5 coupling
of the particle ¢ (instead of y, for bremsstrahlung photon)
there is a large cancellation in the matrix element itself.
Thus, a much larger value of g, is needed, if the produc-
tion of the ¢ particle in heavy-ion collisions is attributed
to a bremsstrahlung-type production mechanism induced



892

by electromagnetic interaction. We also showed that if
the process is indeed induced by strong interaction,
gpzlo_3 can explain the observed cross section.

In summary, the production cross section of the posi-
tron in heavy-ion collisions calculated from the brems-
strahlunglike mechanism induced by electromagnetic in-
teraction in the framework of a linear QED turns out to
be a few orders of magnitude larger than the values ob-
tained from the semiclassical approach of the same mech-
anism and results from other semiclassical methods.
However, the value of the present calculation is still a few
orders of magnitude smaller than the observed cross sec-
tion. Thus we conclude from these and other analyses
that the origin of the positron spectrum cannot be attri-
buted to an electromagnetic interaction. We found, how-
ever, that an alternative production mechanism induced
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nn—nn¢) provides a production cross section for the
positron, that agrees well with the observed one, with
gp210_3.

As a comment, it can be mentioned that both theoreti-
cal'* and experimental works'® on a similar light boson
have been carried out independently prior to the GSI
discovery. Whether they all can be related by expanding
the family of the boson requires further theoretical and
experimental investigations.
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APPENDIX A
The matrix element from Eq. (1) is
M5, =1,(p,) 7’0“1—?’5+7’5“1—7’0 up(p1)
i Pitk—m Prtk—m i

Averaging over initial and sum over final spins, we get

| M43, =2(2[4%F2-K)p, k) +B (p2-K)(F1 k)] — (A2 + BO[(py pIm s>+ m?m 2]

+2AB[(pk )Py -k)—(pypy)k-k)+(py-k)p, k) —m?k-k1} ,

(a ~b)=a#b“=aobo—a-b N
where p=(pg, —p)

1 B S

C 2pyk)—my?’

We simplify as follows in the laboratory frame: p; =(E,p,), p»=(E,,p,), kK =(w,k)

2 2 k Pi mgy’
20py-k)—my?=2Ew —2k-pj—my?=2Ew [1— —— — ~2Ew .
P mg 1w P1—my 1w w E, 20E, 1w
Similarly
2pyk)+my*~2E,w ,
E,=E; +w due to the 8 function:
2 2
arppro Dr¥ES , 24B=—1 42 p2_ 1 By -E} _ EtE
4w’E’E,®> 2w’E,E, 2wE\E,’ 4w? E,’E,’ 4wE ’E,*
Simplification leads to
w

—— 2
| M3, | *~—"— [(E\E;—m?)+(p;—py)-k—p1-p2—

E\E, E,

Assume w <<E;, | k| «<w,

| M8, | *~

E.E, [(E\E; —m?)+(p1—p2)-k—pip2] -

pik——5 (p1k)(py k)
w



35 ON A NEW LOW-MASS PSEUDOSCALAR BOSON

APPENDIX B

We need to evaluate the three integrals
dQ,dQ dQ,dQ dQ,dQ
Il:ff P IZ:ff —— (P1'P2); 13=ff—4(Q'k)-
q q q
We have

Ilzfdﬂzf‘—z%

= fdﬂzf(Q—d_Ql:;;a Q=pi—p:

d (cos6)
=2 dQ
m[a0. [ (Q*+k2—2|Q| |k |cosd)?
1
(Q*+k?»)?—4Q%k?
d (cosf’)
(P> —p’—k>—2|p; | | p2 | cost)’

=202m) [ dQ,

=47(2m) f

. (47)?
(P2 +p -k —4|p;|*[p2]°

_ (41)?
[CIpi| + P2 =K1 pi| — | P2 *—k?)

’

Dy=|pi|*+ |p2|*— |k|*=2|p1| | P2
—E 4 E,’—2m?— |k|2=2[(E;>*—m®)(E;}—m?)]'”2
—E24E,>—2m?—k2—2[E,2Ey2—mXE >+ E," ) +m*]'/? .
Now using E,>+ E,?>=2E|E,+w?=2EE, in the square root, we have
Dy =E\>+E;>—2m*—2E|E;—m?) —k*~(E, —E;)*—k*~m,* .
Similarly
Dy=|pi|2+ P21 2= | k|2 +2|p1| | p2| =E\*+E)*—2my — K+ 2E  E;—m?)
~2X2E\Ey;—m?) —kK*=4E\E,—m?) ,

472
myAEEy—m?)

Il =
Integral I,
dQ
I,= f dQpip: f ? .
The integral over d was done in I; hence,
I,=47
y=d4r [ T

Substituting @ =(p,>+p,>—k?), b =2|p; | | p2 |, and cosf’'=x,

dQ,|pi| | ps|cost’
pii+p —k)—2|pi |- |p2| cos']*

_ 2 +1 x dx _ 2 L a—b a 2
I,=47% f_1 R _bx)2—47rb bzlna+b+ Py

Restoring a and b and using the results from (A1) and (A2) we have
277-2 4(E1E2—m2)
In

_ +(E\E,—mI, .
ElEz—n’l2 m¢2 152 !

I,=

893

(B1)

(B2)



894 D. Y. KIM AND M. S. ZAHIR 35

Integral I;

I,= fdnzfdnci'f ,

where Q=p;—p,. The integration over d{} can be done as in I, and obtain

Q2+k2
(Q*+Kk*)?—4k*Q?
where Cj; is another term containing a logarithm. It can be chosen that Cj, though it contains p;-p,, can be neglected,
being smaller. Hence

Q2+k2

Iy=27 [dQ, +C;,

4 f szPl Pz

I,~27d Q =2m(p,®+p,> +k?)
3 Q2+k2 4Q2 k2 Pi P2 f 2 k2
From results of the I, and I, evaluations we can see that
I;~(E\E,—m3I,—1, .
Then finally
[ Im5 )2 —deQvaE—[(E Ey—mII +15—1,]
N—EIT[(E \Ey—mY)+(E\Ey—mYI=21,]
2 47 | HE \E;—m?)
~ n .
EIEZ (ElEz—-mz) m¢2
APPENDIX C

The photoproduction cross section o(yp—p¢) of the ¢ particle up to the Born diagram only is

o= fde"y ,

where (in the rest frame of the proton)

do? (egp) 1 s (w*—my?) M2
dQ  (2m)? 16mgq =, 2—my»)'"?E —quw cosf | ’
where

|M | *={2w(E,w —gk cos6+k?)[4m (q —w)(mg>+mg —mw)+m4*]
1

2mq*(2mw —m¢2)

+mm¢2[2(4m2q2+(2mw —m¢,2))——4mq(2mw —m¢2)]—E2m¢2[4m 292+ 2mw —m¢2)]} 5.

With E,=m +q—w, q is the photon energy, m,my is the proton and ¢-particle mass, respectively,
wt=[(2ab+V'4ab —4A4C)/24], a=my*=2mq b=2(q +m)~2E, A=2m +qa™)m +qa~), C=a’+4m4’q*(1
—ata™), a*=1%cosh, and k :(w2~m¢2)1/2. The calculation is carried out without any approximation. The proton
form factor was taken to be unity.

The corresponding cross section o for the bremsstrahlung-type production of ¢ particle in the Coulomb field of

charge Z, is given by

E —m B
1 do
of= f dw ,
mg dw

where
do® 25 (Z,Z,e%g,)? {(w2—my)[(E, —w)?—m?]}!? | A[E((E|—w)—m?]
n b
dw 3273 (E2—m)V2E(E|—w[E(E,—w)—m?] mg4?

where E,= total energy of the proton. Other values are defined in the text. This expression was obtained under the
same kinematical approximations as described in the text. (s) is the average effective spin of each nucleon in a heavy
nucleus. This, in reality, can differ by a large amount from + due to spin pairing of the nucleons.
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