hep-th/9808033 6 Aug 1998

1Moyal Quantization, Holography, and the Quantum Geometry of Surfaces George Chapline+ and Alex Granik++ AbstractAn elementary introduction is provided to the phase space quantization method ofMoyal and Wigner. We generalize the method so that it applies to 2-dimensionalsurfaces, where it has an interesting connection with quantum holography. In thecase of Riemann surfaces the connection between Moyal quantization andholography provides new insights into the Torelli theorem and the quantization ofnon-linear integrable models. Quantum holography may also serve as a model for aquantum theory of membranes.1. IntroductionIt has been known for some time that there is a close connection betweenordinary quantum mechanics, W(¥) transformations, and the geometric quantizationof non-linear integrable models [1, 2, 3, 4]. This paper is intended as an elementaryintroduction to these connections. In section 2 we provide an introduction to thephase space quantization method of Moyal [5] and Wigner [6] and its connection witharea preserving transformations of a surface. In particular we show that Moyal -Wigner quantization can be viewed as the unique form of Born-Jordan quantummechanics that respects the area preserving feature of Hamiltonian flows. We alsoshow that, in the case of a harmonic oscillator, Moyal -Wigner quantization providesa simple way to transform from the usual p and q representation to action - anglevariables. In section 3 we discuss the problem of quantizing the parameterization of acurved smooth two dimensional surface.This problem is most interesting in the case of a Riemann surface with non-trivial topology. Such surfaces can also be represented holographically, and indeedholographic representations of a Riemann surface can be thought of as a pedestrianversion of the mathematically elegant characterization a Riemann surface in terms ofintegrals of harmonic differentials and Jacobian varieties [7]. In section 3 we showthat in a paraxial ray type approximation for the electromagnetic field the usual mode

2variables for the electromagnetic field can be replaced by field variables E and E+whose transverse variation represents the structure of a hologram. These fieldvariables depend on both the position on the hologram and the orientation of theilluminating laser beam, and quantum fluctuations of these variables reflect quantum�fuzziness� in the surface. This may perhaps be interpreted by saying that theclassical geometry of the Riemann surface has been replaced with quantum geometry.However, the classical topology of the surface is preserved even in the quantumtheory, and this provides a remarkable connection between phase space quantizationand the geometric quantization of non-linear integrable systems.2. Moyal Quantization and Area-Preserving Transformation.The problem of transformation of classical functions defined on the phasespace p-q into the respective quantum operators had been addressed at the very dawnof quantum mechanics. In 1925 M.Born and P.Jordan [8] introduced what looks likethe first quantization method applied to the classical expression f(p,q) = pmqn:pmqn fi f(p,q) = jmn=�0min(,)j! Cmj Cnj (

hi)j q n-j p m- j (1)where the bold face denotes the operators, e.g., p = -ih¶/¶q, and (1) was derivedwith the help of the Leibnitz formula and the commutation relation [ p,q] = - ih.Later, Moyal [5] treated the quantization problem as a problem of finding thephase-space distribution of a set of non-commuting operators r and s which in aspecifically simple form are taken to be canonically- conjugate coordinates andmomenta q and p. In particular, it was shown that an ordinary classical functionG(p,q) is transformed into a quantum-mechanical operator-function according to thefollowing prescriptionG (p,q) = exp( h2i¶¶¶2pq) G0(q,p) (2)where G0(q,p) is obtained from G(p,q) by writing all the p�s to the right of q�s andthen replacing p by the operator p. If we apply (2) to the classical expression pmqnconsidered by Born and Jordan then we obtain the following expression

3pmqn fi f(p,q) = jmn=�0min(,) (

h2i)j j! Cmj Cnj q n-j p m- j (3)where each term differs from (1) by a factor (1/2)j. More general quantizationprocedure was proposed in [9] which in a sense unified different quantization rules( including Moyal�s and Born-Jordan) by using the so-called s-parameterized ( s ˝C) displacement operatorsD(s,x,h) = exp(-is hxh2) e i ( x q + h p) (4)Following Moyal we show that these operators would result in thequantization rule whose particular case s =0 yields the Moyal expression (2). UsingBaker-Campbell-Hausdorf formula we rewrite (4) as followsD(p,q, s,x,h) = exp(i hhx()12-sexp(i x q) exp(ihp) =exp( hh()12-s

¶¶q) ei x q exp( hh()12+s

¶¶q) (5)The characteristic function ,or the expectation value , corresponding to thedisplacement operator D isD(s, x, h) = �Y* D(p,q, s,x,h)Y dq (6)Upon substitution of (5) in (6) we obtainD(s, x, h) = �Y*(q - hh()12-s) ei x q Y(q - hh()12+s) (7) from which follows the Wigner formula [6] as a special case for s=0.Introducing the momentum expansion Y =

1h�F(p) eipq/hdpand using a new variable Q = q -

hh()12-s we obtain from (7) thatD(s, x, h) =

1h�ei(xQ + h p) { exp(

h()12-si

¶¶¶2pQ)[Y*(Q)F(p) eipQ/h]} dpdQ

4is nothing more than the Fourier-transform of the phase-space distribution functionF(s,p,q):F(s,p,q) =

1h exp( h()12-si

¶¶¶2pQ)[Y*(Q)F(p) eipQ/h] (8)On the other hand, the average value of the classical function with the phase-space distribution function F(s,p,q) , eq.(8) is:<G(p,q)> = �G(p,q)F(s,p,q) dpdq =

1h�G(p,q) exp(

¶¶¶2pq)[Y*(q)F(p) eipQ/h] dp dq (9)Integrating (9) by parts we get<G(p,q)> = �Y*(q) { exp(

¶¶¶2pq) G0(p,q)} Y(q) dqwhich means that the operator G(s,p,q) corresponding to the classical functionG(p,q) isG(s,p,q) = exp(

¶¶¶2pq) G0(p,q) (10)where G0(p,q) is obtained from G(p,q) by writing all the operators p to the right ofq. It is clear that the Moyal quantization rule (2) is a particular case of (10) with s = 0.We can arrive at the quantization rule (10) , or (2) by taking a differentapproach which is directly related with the correspondence p fi p = - ih¶/¶q. Letus consider a classical function G(q,p) where we replace p by p - ih¶/¶q ” p + p. Itis clear that the resulting operator - function G(p - ih¶/¶q, q) depends on theordering of the arguments. Generally speaking, we can represent G(p - ih¶/¶q, q)as followsG(p - ih¶/¶q, q) = G ( a hi¶¶q + p + (1- a) hi¶¶q,q)where ¶/¶q acts to the right of itself. The obtained expression can be rewritten asfollows

5G(p,q) = exp(a hi¶¶qr¶¶p) G(p,q)| p =0 exp(

()1-ahi s¶¶p

¶¶q) (11)Here G(p,q)| p =0 means that after differentiation we set p = 0, r¶¶p acts to the right and s¶¶pacts to the left. Using a = (1-s)/2 we obtain from (11) the following expressionG(p,q) = tkknn==�00( h2i)n [Cn-tn-k(1-s)k-t(1+s)n+k]

()!()!1--stntt[(

¶¶p)nG(t)(p,q)] |p=0(

¶¶q)n-twhere G(t)(p,q) ” (¶/¶q)t G(p,q). Summation over k yields G(p,q) = exp[ h()12-si

¶¶¶2pq]

¶¶mmmGpqp(,)�| p=0 pm (12)The last sum is nothing more than the expansion of the operator-functionG0(p,q) in power series in p where all p�s are placed to the right of q. Thus a ratherstraightforward procedure yields a generalization of the Moyal formula (2) for thecase where s„0. The derivation leading to (12) also proves the ordering in the Moyalquantization formula postulated without proof in the original paper by Moyal. Here we would like to make two comments. First, the Moyal quantization isbased upon a linear combination of the conjugate variables p and q. Therefore if weperform the canonical transformations from these variables to another set of conjugatevariables P and Q then in general the original linear combination of p and q will notresult in a linear combination of the new variables P and Q. Under suchtransformation the classical function G(q,p) goes to another function F(Q,P) =G( q(Q,P), p(Q,P)). This means that in this case we cannot apply the Moyalquantization formula expressed in terms of P and Q to the function of the newvariables F(Q,P) despite of the fact that a canonically-conjugate transformationimplies ¶2/¶p¶q = ¶2/ ¶P¶Q. An explicit example of such a case is given in the paperin [10].Second, the derivation of the Moyal formula (2) is purely mathematical in asense that it does not involve the dynamic laws of mechanics, i.e., the Hamilton

6equations. Therefore if we change from one set of canonically conjugate variables toanother set then ( as we have indicated in the first comment) we cannot apply formula(2) without a certain modification. It is possible to demonstrate that the generalizedquantization formula (10) supplemented by the physical condition allows one tocorrectly quantize canonically conjugate transformations.Let us return to the Moyal formula (2) and notice that it has one remarkablefeature. The power of the exponent is hi¶2/¶p¶q (13)On the other hand, dp dq represents an elementary area dApq in the phase space. Achange to another set of canonically conjugate variablesP = f(q,p) , Q = g(q,p)maps the phase space p-q onto the space P-Q. This means that the elemental area dSPQin the new space is related to the elemental area dApq as followsdApq = J dSPQwhere J is the Jacobian of the transformation from p, q to P,Q. As a result (13)yields hi¶¶Apq = J-1 hi¶¶SPQ (14)If the canonical transformation is such that J =1 then the Moyal quantizationcan be viewed as the unique method that retains the phase space area-preservingfeature of classical canonical transformations. We still have to remember that theMoyal quantization in its simplest form (s=0) definitely works for linear canonicaltransformations but not for all the canonical transformations. Fortunately, in thevery important case of the harmonic oscillator when we transform to action-anglevariables the Moyal quantization provides us with the right answer.To demonstrate this let us consider 1-D harmonic oscillator. In classicalmechanics the its coordinate and momentum are expressed in terms of the actionvariable I and the angle variable Q by the following well-known formulae:q =

2ImwsinQ , p =

2mIwcosQ (15)

7Since the transformations of q and p are now of the form G(Q)F(I) where [I,Q]PB = 1the Moyal formula (2) provides us with a simple algorithm for expressing operators qand p in terms of the operators I and Q:G(Q)F(I) fi G(I + hi¶/¶Q) F(I) (16)Applying (16) to (15) we getq =

2mwsin(Q + h2iddI) I1/2 =

12i2mw[ e iQ (I + h2)1/2 - e - iQ (I - h2) 1/2] (17) p =

122mw [ e iQ (I + h2) 1/2 (18)Operators q and p are linear combinations of the following operatorsa+ = eiQ (I + h2)1/2 , a = e-iQ ( I - h2)-1/2which in turn are nothing more than shifting operatorsa+ = i mw2q +

12mwp, a = i mw2q -

12mwp (18a).To proceed further we have to express the hamiltonian H =

12m[p2 + m2w2q2] in terms of I and Q . First we find q2 and p2 from Eqs. (17 ) and (18)q 2 = -

12mw{ e iQ (I + h2)1/2 e iQ (I + h2) 1/2e iQ (I + h2)1/2 +- e iQ (I + h2)1/2 e - iQ (I - h2) 1/2 + e - iQ (I - h2) 1/2 e - iQ (I - h2) _} (19)and analogouslyp 2 = mw2{ e iQ (I + h2)1/2 + e - iQ (I - h2)1/2 +

8+ e iQ (I + h2)1/2 e - iQ (I - h2) 1/2 + e - iQ (I - h2) 1/2 e - iQ (I - h2) 1/2} (20)As a result, the Hamiltonian becomesH = w2{ e iQ (I +

h2) 1/2e iQ (I + h2)1/2 } (21) We simplify Eq.(21) by finding the explicit expressions for (I + h2)1/2 e -iQ and (I - h2) 1/2e iQ:(I + h2)1/2 e - iQ = e - iQ ( I - h2)1/2 (22) (I - h2) 1/2 e iQ = e iQ (I + h2)1/2 (23)However expressions (22) and (23) provide the answers only with the accuracy to asign! This is due to the fact that the square root of an operator (I - h2) has twovalues corresponding to the two values of the square root of one. In that sense theMoyal algorithm generating an operator F(q, p ) from a classical function F(q,p)gives only the principal value of the square root of one and misses all the other valuesof this square root. Therefore, in addition to (22), (23) we must have two additionalexpressions corresponding to the negative value of the square root of one, that is(I + h2)1/2 e - iQ = - e - iQ ( I - h2)1/2 (24)(I - h2) 1/2 e iQ = - e iQ (I + h2)1/2 (25)It is clear that the application of (I + h2)1/2 [ and respectively (I - h2) 1/2 ] to (22)[(23)] and (24) [(25)] yields the same result (I + h2) e - iQ = e - iQ ( I - h2) [ and (I - h2) e iQ = e iQ(I + h2) ].

9 Thus taking into account both signs we write(I + h2)1/2 e - iQ = – e - iQ ( I - h2)1/2 (26)(I - h2) 1/2 e iQ = – e iQ (I + h2)1/2 (27)Inserting (26) and (27) in the expression for the hamiltonian (22) and retaining onlythe positive signs we get the followingH = wI (28)H = wh2 (29)Since from the point of view of dynamics (Hamilton�s equations) ahamiltonian is defined only with the accuracy to an arbitrary constant we cancombine (28) and (29) into one expression:H = w(I + h/2) (30)Now the Schroedinger equation has an especially simple formw(I + h/2) Y = EY (31)where I = (h/i)¶/¶Q. If we seek the solution to (31) in the form of Y =AeiaQ andrequire that the wave function be periodic with the period that is integer- multiple of2p( the angle variable Q varies from 0 to 2p) it is immediate that a = n ( an integer).3. Moyal Quantization of Holographic RepresentationsAs a generalization of the basic problem of quantizing a flat two dimensionalphase space parameterized by p and q we now turn to the problem of quantizing theparameterization of a curved two dimensional surface. In the case of a Riemannsurface the curved surface can be represented by a collection of flat sheets connected

10together along branch cuts. Thus in this case the problem of quantizingparameterizations of the surface would appear to be very similar to the Moyal problemof quantizing flat p,q phase space, except that now the phase space quantizations oneach sheet must be matched along the branch cuts. One might guess that such asystem could be quantized by introducing a set of p,q variables with an index j whichrepresented which sheet one was on. The annihilation and creation operators a =p+iq and a+ = p-iq introduced in section 2 (eq.18a) are now replaced with sets {aj}and {a+j} . The original Weyl- Heisenberg group will be replaced by a Lie groupgenerated by operators of the form a* a ” ajjN*=�1aj and a a+ ” ajjN=�1a+j. Statesplaying much the same role as the Glauber coherent states introduced in section 2 willbe generated by the operators D(a) = exp (a a+ - a*a). (32)which are analogous to the displacement operators D(x,h).These operators obey themultiplication rule D(a)D(b) = eiIm(ab*)D(a+b). (33)Replacing the Weyl- Heisenberg algebra with an arbitrary Lie algebra leads to thegeneralized coherent states of Gilmore[11] and Perelomov [12]. For these generalizedcoherent states the space parameterized by a and a* is no longer the complex planebut a symmetric space G/H. However these symmetric spaces have a naturalsymplectic structure [13] and provide a natural phase space structure for quantumsystems whose dynamics is described by Lax Pair type equations. For example, inthe SU(N) case in terms of the variablesz = aaaaasinh**the metric of the space parametrized by the a variables is proportional to dzdz*, andthe Poisson bracket takes the simple form

{,}fgifzgzgzfzjjjjj=--ØºŒŒøßœœ**�¶¶¶¶¶¶¶¶. (34) Evidently the variables z and z* play essentially the same role as the p and q variablesin ordinary mechanics, and therefore we expect that the formalism introduced insection 2 can be used to define operators on the 2N-dimensional phase spaceparameterized by a and a* and introduce a Wigner-like distribution function on thisspace. This circumstance suggests using Moyal quantization to quantize non-linearintegrable models. In fact this line of investigation has been pursued in a number ofrecent papers [ see e.g. refs. 3 and 4].It is interesting to note that when G/H is a complex torus then the coherentstates generated by the D(a) can be identified with the theta functions that play suchan important role in the theory of Jacobian varieties. Indeed the condition that thegeneralized coherent states be single valued on the torus means that the phase factorIm(ab*) in equation (33) must be equal to 2p times an integer when a and bcorrespond to periods of the torus.Remarkably this is just the condition that thecomplex N-torus be an abelian variety; i.e. the Jacobian of a Riemann surface. Thus itis possible to regard the Jacobian of a Riemann surface as a kind of phase space andto use theta functions to define a quantization of this space a la Moyal-Wigner. Sinceaccording to the classical Torelli theorem a Riemann surface can be reconstructedfrom its Jacobian and associated theta functions, one might assume that applying theMoyal formalism to the Jacobian of the Riemann surface effectively solves theproblem of quantizing the geometry of a Riemann surface. We will now argue thatwhat is involved here is essentially the assumption that quantizing the Riemannsurface is equivalent to quantizing holographic representations of the surface.As a quick reminder all information concerning an arbitrarily curved surface in3-dimensions can be encoded onto a flat plane or the surface of a sphere by recordingphotographically or otherwise the interference of light scattered off the surface with areference beam. Of course, if the surface is reentrant then the interference patternmust be recorded for various orientations of the illuminating beam in order to capturethe entire surface. In order to physically describe a hologram we must introduce aslowly varying �envelope� electric field whose rms magnitude corresponds to the

12intensity of the interference pattern. To this end we write the vector potential on therecording surface as a function of position x on the hologram in the form A(x) = -(i/k) E(x,t) exp(ikz) +h.c., (35)where z is a coordinate for the direction perpendicular to the surface of the hologramand the factor exp(ikz) represents the rapidly varying phase of the reference andscattered beams. It is straightforward to quantize these fields by substitutingexpression (35) into the standard radiation gauge Lagrangian for the electromagneticfield. One finds the following commutation relations for the electric field operators onthe recording surface:[Ei (x), E+j(x�) ] = 2pwdij d(x-x�). (36)We are here representing the geometry of the Riemann surface using ordinaryharmonic oscillator creation and annihilation operators. However, as we showed insection 2 Moyal quantization involves using linear combinations of these operators.Therefore Moyal quantization of a Riemann surface evidently corresponds to quantumholography using squeezed photon states instead of the usual coherent states. Thedetailed nature of holographic representations with squeezed states is obviously asubject of interest in itself; however, our main purpose in this paper is to makecontact with the classical theory of Riemann surfaces and associated integrablemodels. The electric field E(x,t) receives contributions from various points on the surface. Inthe dipole approximation the contribution from each little patch of surface isdetermined by the cross product between the vector pointing from the patch of surfaceto the point x and the direction of the oscillating polarization induced in the surfacepatch by the illuminating beam. Since these two vectors are curl-free on the surfacethe sum of contributions over the surface has the character of an inner product of twoharmonic differentials: (w1 , w2)=�Sw1�w2* (37)

13Now an inner product for harmonic differentials of the form (37) plays an importantrole in the theory of Riemann surfaces [7], and so here we are beginning to see thepromised connection between the Torelli theorem and holography.In one obviously important respect though the holographic representationusing the electric field E(x,t) differs from the representation discussed earlier thatinvolved N-copies the Weyl-Heisenberg group; namely, the holographicrepresentation involves an infinite number of annihilation and creation operatorscorresponding to an infinite number of positions on the hologram, whereas therepresentation based on the product of Weyl-Heisenberg groups involved only a finitenumber of such operators. This discrepancy can be traced to the fact that thequantization problem most closely related to ordinary p,q phase space quantizationassumes that the shape of the surface is fixed. Under such circumstances the electricfield vectors at different x points are not independent for a given orientation of theilluminating beam. Indeed upon reflection it is clear that the only way to obtainalgebraically independent annihilation and creation operators is to illuminate thedifferent handles of the Riemann surface in distinct ways. An aesthetic choice forsuch distinct illuminations would be to choose the different illuminating beams insuch a way that the polarizations induced on the surface by the different beams can beidentified with a canonical basis for the first cohomology group. There are 2g 1-forms in such a canonical basis; one for each of the 2g 1-cycles associated with the ghandles of the surface [7]. Armed with such canonical illuminations we can record aset of 2g algebraically independent holograms, from which the Riemann surface canbe completely reconstructed. Corresponding to these 2g holograms are 2gindependent operators, say E(x0) for each hologram, thus confirming our previousguess concerning the structure of the quantized phase space for a Riemann surface.Of course, in these considerations we have failed to exploit the infinitenumber of degrees of freedom associated with the E(x) operators. Taking intoaccount the quantum fluctuations associated with these degrees of freedom wouldlead to what might legitimately called quantum holography. Such a theory might alsobe interpreted as a quantum theory of two dimensional geometry, where the classicalgeometry of the Riemann surface in some sense has been smeared out, and replacedwith non-commuting operators. 4. ConclusionWe have seen that the quantization formalism of Moyal and Wigner canprovide a natural way to quantize problems where the basic setting is a symplectic

14space. In the case of a Riemann surface one can view the symplectic structure asbeing provided either by the complex structure of the manifold or by the two types ofnon-trivial 1-cycles associated with the handles on the surface. These symplecticspaces can also be represented holographically. Quantization of the holographicrepresentation of the complex structure leads to an infinite dimensional Hilbert spacethat resembles the Fock space for a free field theory. Remarkably this representationof a surface with fixed shape in terms of free field operators seems to be related to thewell known fact that non-linear integrable models can often be transformed into linearfield equations. For example, Plebanski�s non-linear equation for self-dual Einsteinspaces can be transformed into the Laplace equation by a Legendre transformation. Inthe previous section we were able to make direct contact with the classical Lax pairequations for integrable models by applying Moyal quantization to the symplecticspace associated with the non-trivial 1-cycles of a Riemann surface. It is our hope thatthis formalism will prove useful in elucidating the physical meaning of quantized non-linear models. In particular, our holographic interpretation of quantized non-linearmodels may aid in the development of a quantum theory of membranes.Hyperelliptic Riemann surfaces have a well known [14] association withSU(N) Lie algebras and Toda models. Furthermore the Nfi¥ limit of this associationis apparently closely related to a theory of membranes. For example, it is believed thatthe sought after quantum theory of membranes can be represented as asupersymmetric SU(¥) Yang-Mills theory that depends on one temporal dimension;i.e. SU(¥) quantum mechanics [15, 16]. Now this SU(¥) quantum mechanicscontains a 2-dimensional SU(¥) Toda model [17] and it has been shown [18, 19] thatthis Toda model can be interpreted as a theory of self-dual membranes. The Moyalquantization of this Toda theory was studied in reference 4. More recently Fairlie [20]has applied Moyal quantization directly to SU(¥) quantum mechanics. Unfortunatelythe physical interpretation of these quantizations is unclear. Moyal quantization ofholographic representations may provide the needed clue. For example, the reductionof a general theory of membranes to an integrable theory of self-dual membranes isreminiscent of our reduction from a general quantum theory of holography of curvedsurfaces to the simpler theory based on quantization of a Jacobian variety.Acknowledgement. We are very grateful to Carlos Castro for stimulatingconversations and encouragement during the writing of this paper.

15_________________________________________________________________ + Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory., Livermore, CA 94550 ++ Physics Dept., Univ.of the Pacific, Stockton, CA 95211References.[1] K. Yamagishi and George Chapline, Class. Quanum Grav.

8 (1991) 427.[2] T. Derelli and A. Vercin, J Math. Phys.

38 (1997) 5515.[3] A. Kavalov and B. Sakita, Ann. Phys.

255 (1997) 1.[4] C. Castro, Phys. Lett.

B413

(1997) 53; hep-th/9710041.[5] J.E. Moyal, Proc.Camb.Phil.Soc.

45 (1949) 99.[6] E. Wigner, ( Phys.Rev.

40 (1932) 749.[7] H. M. Farkas and I. Kra, Riemann Surfaces (Springer-Verlag 1992).[8] M.Born and P.Jordan, Zeitschrift fłr Physik

34 (1925) 858.[9] K.Cahill and R.Glauber Phys. Rev. (1969)

177 1857[10] H.R.Lewis,W.Lawrence,and J. Harris, PRL

77 (1996) 5157.[11 ] R. Gilmore, Ann. Phys.

74 (1972) 391.[12] A.M. Perelomov, Comm. Math. Phys.

26 (!972) 222.[13 ] W. Zhang, D.H. Feng, and R. Gilmore, Rev. Mod. Phys.

62 (1990) 867.[14] M. Adler and P.van Moerbeke, Advances in Math.

38 (1980) 267[15] E. Bergshoeff, E. Sezgin, Y. Tanni, and P. Townsend, Ann. Phys.

199 (1990)340.[16] T. Banks, W. Fischler, S. Shenker, and L. Susskind Phys. Rev.

D55 (1997)5112.[17] C. Castro, Phys. Lett.

B34 (1992) 291[18] E. G. Floratos and G. K. Leontaris, Phys. Lett.

B223

(1989) 153.[19] C. Castro, Chaos, Solitons, and Fractals

7 (1996) 711[20] D. B. Fairlie, hep-th/9707190.