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A bstract
E xperin ental data suggest the existence of a m Inin al length scale in annihilation process for
the reaction €'e ! ( ). Nonlinear electrodynam ics coupled to gravity and satisfying the
weak energy condition predicts, for an arbitrary gauge invariant Jagrangian, the existence of a
Soinning charged electrom agnetic soliton asym ptotically K errNewm an for a distant observer
w ith a gyrom agnetic ratio g = 2. Tts Intermal structure includes an equatorial disk of de Sitter
vacuum which has properties of a perfect conductor and idealdiam agnetic, and displays super-
conducting behavior w ithin a single spinning soliton. D e Sitter vacuum supplies a particle w ith
the nite positive electrom agnetic m ass related to breaking of spacetim e symm etry. W e apply
this approach to interpret the existence of a m inin al characteristic length scale in annihilation.

1 Introduction

T he question of intrinsic structure of a fundam ental charged soinning particle such as an elec—
tron, has been discussing in the literature since its discovery by Thom son in 1897. O ne can
roughly distinguish two approaches. F irst one deals w ith point-like m odels. Tn quantum eld
theory a particle is assum ed point-ike, and classicalm odels of the rst type consider point-like
particles described by various generalizations of the classical H am ilton Jagrangian ( m cp xx)
hvolring higher derivatives term s or inner variables [1], and m aking use of geom etry [2] or
symm etry [3]constraints. An elegant recent exam ple is the Staruszkiew icz relativistic rotator
asa fundam entaldynam ical system whose C asin ir invariants are param eters, but not constants
ofmotion [4]. This gives rise to a classical m odel for a point-ike relativistic spinning particle
which can be extended to the case when it interacts w ith an extemal electrom agnetic ed [5].

Another type of point-like m odels of spinning particles goes back to the Schrodinger sug—
gestion that the electron spin can be related to its 7 ittebewegung m otion [6]. T he concept of
Z itterbew equng — trem bling m otion due to the rapid oscillation of a spinning particle around
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its classical worldline, has been worked out in a lot of papers [/, 8, 9]1m otivated by attem pts
to understand the intrinsic structure of the electron [10]. For exam ple, in m odels based on the
C i ord algebras, the electron is associated w ith the m ean m otion of its point-ike constituent
whose tra fctory is a cylindrical helix ([8]and references therein).

Second type approach deals w ith extended particle m odels.

T he concept of an extended electron, proposed by Abraham [11] and Lorentz [12], that
m akes nite the total eld energy, assum ed the electron to be a spherical rigid obct. W hile
point-ikem odels typically su er from an In nite selfenergy, them ain problem encountered by
extended m odels, was to prevent an electron from ying apart under the Coulom b repulsion.
T heordes basad on geom etrical assum ptions about the "shape" or distribution of a charge den—
sity, were com pelled to introduce cohesive forces of non-electrom agnetic origin (the Poincare
stress) testifying that replacing a point charge w ith an extended one is In possible w ithin elec—
trodynam ics since it dem ands Introducing cohesive non-electrom agnetic forces.

It was clearly formulated by D irac who proposed in 1962 the m odel of an electron as a
charged conducting surface; outside the surface, the M axwell equations hold; inside there is
no eld; a non-M axwellian force was assum ed as kind of a surface tension, so the electron is
pictured as a spherical bubble in the electrom agnetic ed [13].

Sin ilar picture was obtained In the fram e of the D irac non-linear electrodynam ics in the
M inkow ski space, based on in posing a nonlinear gauge on a vector potential [14]. The eld
equations of this theory have soliton-like solutionsw hich can be regarded asdescribing a charged
particle [15], and adm it further generalization [16] to yield a classical m odel for a spherical
charged spinning particle looking as a hole In an electrom agnetic eld and dem onstrating a
solitonic behavior: the interior of a particle is accessible to any other particle (apart from
electrom agnetic repulsion) [16].

The K errN ewm an geom etry discoveraed in linear electrodynam ics coupled to gravity [17]

af = af+ —af+ a2+ P S G am? a f
+(®+ a’)sin® d?%; A= e—r[l;O;O; asin’ ] 1)
where A ; is associated electrom agnetic potential, and
=r’+a%cd ; =r? 2mr+ a‘+ &; 2)

have inspired further search for an electrom agnetic in age of the electron since C arter [18] found
that the param etera couplesw ith them assm to give the angularm om entum J = m a,and w ith
the charge e to give an asym ptotic m agneticm om entum = ea, so that there isno freedom in
variation of the gyrom agnetic ratio e=m which is exactly the sam e as predicted by the D irac



equation,g= 2,and it is possible to choose the param eters in such a way that they agree w ith
the electron param eters; in the unitsh = ¢= G = 1 we have a = 1=2m , and the length scale
determm Ined by a is about the C om pton wavelength [18].

T his result suggested that the spinning electron m ight be classically visualized as a m assive
charged source of the KerrNewman ed [19,20].

T he point is that the K errNewm an geom etry itself cannot m odel a particle for the very
serious reason discovered by Carter [18]: In the case a? + € > m ? appropriate for m odelling
a particle since there are no K illing horizons and the m anifold is geodesically com plete, just
In this case the whole space is a single vicious set, ie. such a set in which any point can be
connected to any other point by both a future and a past directed tim elike curve, which m eans
com plete and unavoidable breakdown of causality [18].

The KerrNewm an solution belongs to the K err fam ily of the source-free M axw ell-F instein
equations, the only contribution to a stress-energy tensor com es from a source-free electrom ag—
netic eld [18]. It can represent the exterior elds of spinning charged bodies. T he question
of an interior m aterial source for these exterior elds, is the most intriguing question ad-
dressed In a ot of papers. The source m odels for the K errNewm an Interior can be roughly
divided into disk-1ke[l19,21, 22], shell-lke[23, 24, 20 ], bag-1ke[25, 26, 27,28,29,30], and string—
like ([31] and references therein). Characteristic radius of a disk is the C om pton wavelength

o’ 39 10 an,and in bag-like m odels thickness of an ellipsoid is of order of the electron
classical radius, r. ¥ 28 10 “an .

T he problem ofm atching the K errN ewm an exterior to a rotating m aterial source does not
have a unique solution, since one is free to choose arbitrarily the boundary between the exterior
and the Interior [19].

On the other hand, In nonlinear electrodynam ics coupled to gravity (NED -GR ), the eld
equations adm it reqular solutions asym ptotically K errNewm an for a distant observer, which
describe a spinning electrom agnetic soliton (ie.,a reqular nite-energy solution of the nonlinear

eld equations, localized In the con ned region and holding itself together by its own self-
Interaction) [32]. Tts generic features vald for an arbitrary nonlinear lagrangian L (F' ) can be
outlined brie vy as follows. In NED -G R solutions satisfying the weak energy condition (non-
negative density as m easured along any tim e-like curve), a spherically sym m etric electrically
charged soliton has obligatory de Sitter center n which the electric eld vanishes while the
energy density of electrom agnetic vacuum achieves its m axin al nite value representing self-
Interaction [33]. D e Sitter vacuum supplies a particle w ith the nite positive electrom agnetic
m ass related to breaking of space+tin e sym m etry from the de Sitter group in the origin [33,34].
By the G ursesG ursey algorithm based on the Newm an-Trautm an technique [35] it transform s
Into a spinning electrom agnetic soliton w ith the K errN ewm an behavior for a distant obsarver.



Its intemal structure includes the equatorial disk of a rotating de Sitter vacuum which has
properties of a perfect conductor and idealdiam agnetic, and displays superconducting behavior
w ithin a single spinning particle [32].

Experin ental 1im its on size of a lepton [36] are much less than its Com pton wavelength
and classical radius. T his suggests that an extended fundam ental particle can have one m ore,
relatively an all characteristic length scale, related to gravity.

To get an evidence for an extended particle picture, we worked out data of experin ents
perform ed to search for com positeness or to investigate a non-point-ike behavior, w ith focus
on characteristic energy scale related to characteristic length scale of interaction region [37].

In this paper we outline the experim ental results on the Q ED reaction m easuring the dif-
ferential cross sections for the process e e ! () at energies from P s=55G &V to 207 G &V
using the data collected with the VENUS, TOPAZ, ALEPH,DELPHI L3 and OPAL from
1989 to 2003. Experim ental data suggest the existence of a m inin al length scale in annihi-
lation reaction e e ! (). The glbbal t to the data is 5 standard deviations from the
standard m odel expectation for the hypotheses of an excited electron and of contact interac-
tion w ith non-standard coupling [38], corresponding to thecuto scaleE = 1253 T€V and to
related characteristic length scale L/ 157 10! an . W e interpret this experin ental e ect
by applying theoretical results obtained in nonlinear electrodynam ics coupled to gravity.

2 Experim ental evidence for an extended lepton

T he purely electrom agnetic interaction €' e ! () is dealto test QED because it is not
Interfered by the Z° decay. This reaction proceeds via the exchange of a virtual electron
In the t —and u - channels, whilke the s — channel is forbidden due to angular m om entum
conservation. D 1 erential cross sections for the processe” e | ( ),arem easured at energies
from p§= 55 GeV to 207 G eV usihg the data collected with the VENUS [39], TOPAZ [40],
ALEPH [41],DELPHTI [42],L3 [43]and OPAL [44]detector from 1989 to 2003.

Com parison of the data with the QED predictions are used to constrain m odels w ith an
excited electron of mass m . replacing the virtual electron In the Q ED process [45], and a
m odelw ith deviation from Q ED arising from an e ective interaction w ith non-standard e* e
couplings and €' e contact tem s [46].

A heavy excited electron could couple to an electron and a photon via m agnetic interaction
w ith an e ective lagrangian [47]

e
2m ¢
Here isthecoupling constant,F  theelectrom agnetic eld, . and . arethewave function

L excited = e oF (3)



of the heavy electron and the electron respectively; and m. are the m odel param eters.
D i erential cross—section involves a deviation term ., from the Q ED di erential cross-section
incliding radiative e ects up to O ( °). Them odi ed equation reads

d =d Jneo= (d =d )o( 31+ new) (4)

If the center-ofm ass energy pé satis es the condition s=m i << 1,then ,. can be ap-

proxin ated as
hew = 5=2(1= )1 o ) (5)

Tn this approxin ation, the param eter isthe QED cuto parameter, = m?Z= . the
case of arbitrary pE the full equation of ref.[47] isused to calculate o, = f M. ). The angle
is the open angle of the two m ost energetic photons em itted with angles ; and 5 with

respect to the beam axis de ned below
joos( ) 7 1=2(Joos( 1) j+ Jjoos(2 2) J) (6)

The third order QED di erential cross section is calculated num erically up to O ( ), by
generating a high number of M onte Carlo € e ! () events [48, 49]. The angular distri-
bution of these events was tted with a high order polynom il function to get an analytical
equation for the cross section as function of the scattering angle de ned in (6).

Anoverall 2 testbetween 55G &V and 207 G &V was perfom ed on the published di erential
cross sections. T he single results of the di erent 1= #[1=G &V *]m fnin a are displayed in Fig.l.
T he upper part show s the 4 LEP experim ents and the lower part show s the com bined in three
groups results from TR ISTAN ,LEP 1,LEP 2,and theoverall result of 1= = (@41 0:70)
10%Gev .

System atic errors arise from the lum nosity evaluation, from the selection e ciency, back—
ground evaluations, the choice to use the Bom level or 2 theoretical QED cross section as
reference cross section, the choice of the t procedure, the choice of the t param eter and the
choice of the scattering angle 7os jin particular In com parison between data and theoretical
calculation.

Them axin um estin ated ervor for the value of the t from the lum inosity, selection e ciency

and badckground evaluations is approxin ately = = 0:01 [50]. The choice of the theoretical
QED cross section was studied with 1882 [ e ! ( )]events from the L3 detector [50]. In
Fig. 2 the m easured data points of the e' e ! ( ) reaction are shown together w ith the

QED Bom and the 3 level approxin ations. In part b) the sensitivity of the m easured data
points to QED cross sections is visible.

A drop in the 2 by approxin ately a factortwo favorsthe QED  ° levelto beused forthe t.
Fora snallsamplk ofe’e ! () events the tvalues are com pared for 2,M axinum —

Likelhood, Sm imov-C ram er von M isis, K olm ogorov test, all with and w ithout binning [51].
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a) Differential cross—sections
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Figure 2: QED cross section and experin ental data

An approxinately = = 0005 e ect is estin ated for the overall t with the t param eter
P= (1= %).The ?overall tdisplaysamininum in the 2 aswe see in Fig.3).

T he use of di erent de nitions of scattering angles [40 ] Introduces in the jcos( ) jan error
of approxin ately jcos( ) 3+ 0:0005. In the worst case of scattering angles close to 90°; the
F0S( )Jexperiment 005 would result n ( =) 05 )5 = 001. The total system atic error is

= 0:015.

T he hypothesis used In (3) and (4) assum es that an excited electron w ill increase the total
QED - ? cross section and change the angular distrdbution of the Q ED cross section. C ontrary

4 ofa

to these expectations, the t expresses a m ininum with a negative t param eter 1=
signi cance of approxin ately 5
For an e ective contact Interaction w ith non-standard coupling, a cuto param eter . is

Introduced to describe the scale of interaction w ith the lagrangian [46]

j p__ !
_ 4 4
Leontact = 1 e (D e) 2 F + ) F (7)
Co6 Ccé6

The e ective Lagrangian chosen in this case has an operator of dim ension 6, the wave

function of the electrons is ., the QED covariant derivative isD , the tide on “¢4 and F~



stands for duals. A s in the case of excited electron the corregponding di erential cross section
hvolesa deviation term ., from theQED di erential cross section including radiative e ects

up 0 O ( ?),and Loy readsas
hew = 5°=(2 )(1= S+ 1="4,)(1 cof ) (8)

The angle is the angle of the amn itted photons w ith respect to the beam axis de ned In
(6). For the tproceduresdiscussed below we sst c¢= “cg= ¢ -
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Figure 3: A m ninum i the 2 fortheoveral t (1= ‘Gev *)).

The ? tforthe hypothesis of the excited electron, eq.(3), was repeated for the hypothesis
of the e ective contact interaction, eg.(7), using (1= ¢ )as tparameter. As in the hypothesis
of the excited electron also for the e ective contact interaction, an increase of the total QED —

3 cross section and a change of the angular distribution were expected. In contrary to both
hypothesis also the best t value of alldata (1= & st = (405 0:73) 10°Gev * is
negative w ith signi cance about 5 . The t does not allow to distinguish between both
above hypothesis. The results indicate decreasing cross section of the process e e ! ()
with respect to that predicted by pure QED . The calkulation of the QED - ° cross section
assum es a scattering center as a point. If the electron is an extended ob fct, its structure
would m odify the QED cross section if the test distances (CM -scattering energy) are am aller
than its characteristic size.

It is ram arkable that for both hypothesis the excited electron and e ective contact interac-
tion, the “ test leads to a best tvalie (1= ?)es and (1= 2 )eo fOr the com plete data set

with a5 signi cance.



W ith the best value (1= )é one can calculate the energy scale E = (¢ Jpest = 1253 TeV
[38] which corresponds to a length scale L/ 157 10! an as the distance of the closest
approach of particles which cannot be m ade an aller and suggests the existence of a m inin al
characteristic length scale in anniilation.

3 E lectrom agnetic soliton

In the nonlinear electrodynam ics m inin ally coupled to gravity (NED -G R ), the action is given
by (in geom etrical unitsG = c= 1)

Z

1 P cpu—
S:F d'x gR L(E)); F=F F (9)

where R is the scalar curvature. T he gauge-invariant electrom agnetic Lagrangian L (F ) is an
arbitrary function of ¥ which should have theM axwelllim it, L. ! F ,In theweak eld regine.

In the case of electrically charged structure, a eld invariant F must vanish forr ! 0 to
guarantee regularity [53], and the electric eld strength is zero In the center of any regular
charged NED G R structure. The eld nvariant F vanishes at both zero and in nity where it

follow s theM axwellweak eld lim it. ITn both Iim its F ! 0, 0 that F m ust have at least one
m inimum in between, where an electrical eld strength has an extrem um too [53, 33 1.
A stressenergy tensor ofa spherically sym m etricelectrom agnetic ed T = 2LzF F +

% L,where = 8 G, hasthe algebraic structure

T = Tf (10)

r

Symm etry of a source term leads to the m etric [54]

r?
ds® = g(r)dt e r’d ? (11)
g(r)

T he m etric fuinction and m ass function are given by

(r) = (x )¢ dx (12)

For the class of reqular spherical sym m etric geom etries w ith the sym m etry of a source term
given by (10),theweak energy condition leads inevitably to de Sitter asym ptotic at approaching
a regular center [54, 55]

p= ; gr=1 grz (13)
with cosm ological constant = 8 o where o= (r= 0) isthe nite density in the regular
center. A sa result, them assofan ob pctdescribed by (10)—«(12),m =M (r! 1 ),isgenerically



related to breaking of spacetin e symm etry from the de Sitter group in the origin, and to de
Sitter vacuum trapped inside [55].

Regular electrically charged spherically symm etric solutions describe an electrom agnetic
soliton w ith the obligatory de Sitter center in which eld tension goes to zero, w hile the energy
density of the electrom agnetic vacuum T achieves its m axinal nite valie which represents
the de Sitter cuto for the self-nteraction divergent for a point charge [33].

For a distant observer, it is described by the R eissnerN ordstrom asym ptotic

r, ¢&
25 (14)

where ry = 2m is the Schwarzschild gravitational radius.
Forall solutions speci ed by (10), there exists the surface of zero gravity at w hich the strong

gx)=1

P
energy condition ( + p. 0) isviolated which m eans that gravitational acceleration changes
its sign and becom es repulsive [56, 54 1.

Spherically sym m etric solutions satisfying the condition (10) belong to the K err=Schid class
[30, 57]. By the G ursesG ursey algorithm [35] they can be transform ed into regqular solutions
describing a spinning charged soliton. In the Boyerd, indquist coordinates the m etric is

2f daf sin® 2fa’ sin?
ds? = df+ —dr+ d 2 /T dd + r+a’+ — =~ sn? d? @15)

=r’+a‘cod ; =r?+a’ 2f(r) (16)

The function f (r) n (15) is given by
fr)=m™ (r) (17)

w here density pro le in (12) is that for a nonlinear spherically sym m etric electrom agnetic eld.
For NED -G R solutions satisfying the weak energy condition, M (r) is everyw here positive
function grow ing m onotonically from M (r)= 4 r’=3asr! Otom asr! 1 .Themass
m , appearing In a spinning solution, is the nite positive electrom agnetic m ass [32, 33].
T he condition of the causality violation [18] takes the form [32]

r+al+ l2f(raisn® <0 (18)

and is never satis ed due to non-negativity of the function f (r).
In the geom etry w ith the line elem ent (15), the surfaces r = const are the oblate ellipsoids

r (x2 + y2 + 72 a° )]:2 a’z>2=0 (19)

which degenerate, forr = 0, to the equatorial disk

10



centered on the symm etry axis.

For a distant observer, a spinning electrom agnetic soliton is asym ptotically K errNewm an,
with f(r)= mr &°=2,and the gyrom agnetic ratio g= 2.

Forr ! 0 the function £ (r) In (15) approaches de Sitter asym ptotic

3
= — (21)
0

2f (r) =

SN

and the m etric describes rotating de Sitter vacuum in the corotating fram e [32].

In the NED -GR regular solutions, an intemal equatorialdisk (20) is lled w ith rotating de
Sitter vacuum , it has properties of both perfect conductor and idealdiam agnetic, and displays
superconducting behavior w ithin a single spinning soliton [32].

4 Origin ofam inim al length scale in annihilation

Them inimum in the tfound with 5 signi cance, corresponds to the characteristic length
scalel’ 157 10Y an related to the energy scale E 7 1253 TeV .

T he existence of the lin iting length scale L In experin ents on annihilation, testi es for an
extended particle rather than a point-dike one. The e ective size of an interaction region 1.
corresponds to amininum in 2, so that it can be understood as a m inin al length scale in
annihilation which cannot be m ade sn aller.

G eneric features of electrom agnetic soliton give som e idea about the origin of the charac-
teristic length scale L given by experin ents. T he certain feature of annihilation process is that
at a certain stage a region of interaction is neutral and spinless. W e can roughly m odel it by
a spherical um p w ith de Sitter vacuum interior. T he key point is the existence of zero-gravity
surface at which strong energy condition is violated [56, 54]and gravitational acceleration be-
com es repulsive. The related length scale r ! (rir,)'™ appears naturally in direct m atching
de Sitter Interior to the Schwarzschild exterior [58].

T he gravitational radius of a um p on the characteristic energy scale E ' 125 TeV, is
r; ' 332 10* an. Adopting for the interior de Sitter vacuum the experin ental vacuum
expectation value for the electroweak scale Ezy = 246 G €V related to theelectron m ass [59 Jwe
get the de Sitter horizon radius ry = 1:374 an . Characteristic radius of zero gravity surface is
r ' 086 10 an,sothatthescalel tsinsidea region where gravity is already repulsive.
The scale L can be In agined as a distance at which electrom agnetic attraction is stopped by
gravitational repulsion due to interior de Sitter vacuum .

In extended regular m odels based on nonlinear electrodynam ics there exists a characteris-
tic cuto on selfenergy whose value depends on a chosen density pro le ([33] and references

11



therein). In regular m odels w ith de Sitter interjor it can be qualitatively evaluated as

2

r_g,8GO:

(22)

Il w

Tt gives a rough estim ate for the characteristic length scale r. at which electrom agnetic attrac—
tion is balanced by de Sitter gravitational repulsion r. = 105 10 !’ an which is quite close
to experim ental value L, although estin ate is qualitative and m odelindependent.

5 Summ ary

N onlinear electrodynam ics coupled to gravity predicts that spinning particles dom inated by
the electrom agnetic interaction, would have to have de Sitter interiors arising naturally in
the regular geom etry asym ptotically K errNewm an for a distant observer. D e Sitter vacuum
supplies a particle w ith the nite positive electrom agnetic m ass related to breaking of space-
tin e symm etry [32].

In allasym ptotically K errNewm an m odels, sym m etry of an oblate ellipsoid (3) leads to es-
tin ates of the Intrinsic radius ofan intemaldisk by the C om pton wavelength 7 39 10 an,
and of the transverse size (thickness ofellipsoid ) by the classicalelectron radius’ 28 10 ' an .

NED theories appear as low -energy e ective lim its in certain m odels of string/M —theories
(for review [60, 61]). The above results apply to the cases when the relevant electrom agnetic
scale ismuch less than the Planck scale.

E xperin ents reveal the existence of a m Inim al length scale in the process of annihilation,
L’ 157 10Y an forthe electron. This characteristic length can be explained as a distance
at which electrom agnetic attraction in annihilation is stopped by gravitational repulsion due
to an interdor de Sitter vacuum .

O ne can conclude that experin ents suggest an extended electron picture.
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