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Motivations

There has been a good deal of success recently in comparing the energies
of semi-classical string solutions with the anomalous dimensions of gauge
invariant operators in the context of AdS/CFT (in the planar limit).

Much of the progress has involved considering specific string solutions e.g.
the solutions with certain large charges of Frolov, Tseytlin, GKP, BMN and
many others.

In particular the (possible) presence of integrability in the classical
(quantum) worldsheet theory (Bena, Polchinski, Roiban also KMMZ and
others) and in the dual gauge theory (Minahan&Zarembo) has led to the
introduction of a number of powerful tools e.g. the Bethe ansatz.

The S-matrix seems to be a particularly simple tool to describe the system
and there has been significant progress in finding the correct S-matrix for
the gauge theory and worldsheet theory using symmetries, generalised
crossing, perturbative results, wild conjectures,...(AFS, BDS, HL, FK,RTT,
Janik, Beisert, Staudacher, HM, BHL/BES,...)

Of course it would be useful to have a direct way to calculate and test the
various conjectured S-matrices and in this talk | will try to outline a few
partial results regarding the worldsheet S-matrix in the small momentum
limit.

Based on hep-th/0611169 with T. Klose, R. Roiban, and K. Zarembo and
work in progress (with T. Klose, J. Minahan and K. Zarembo ) .

April 26th, 2007



Outline

Briefly outline Metsaev & Tseytlin Green-Schwarz string theory on
supercoset space PSU(2.2[4)

SO(4,1) x SO(H)
and in particular the construction of a gauge fixed light-cone action.

Describe the calculation of the classical string S-matrix in light-cone gauge.
This calculation leads to several puzzles, in particular the resulting S-matrix
appears be inconsistent with underlying symmetries: outline and explain
how this issue is resolved, in particular the appearance of a non-trivial
coproduct is important.

Compare results with spin chain description of dual YM theory and the S-
matrix for the dynamical SU(2|2) sector.

Discuss the “near-flat space” model, the higher loop calculation (up to two-
loops) for this model and how it compares with full string S-matrix. We also
describe how the symmetries of the theory are realised in this limit and
notably the restoration of “Lorentz invariance” and super-symmetry.

Describe the one-loop calculation for the full theory in the near-plane wave
limit and outline difficulties, in particular unforseen divergences

Conclusions and possible future directions.

April 26th, 2007



AdSs x S° Geometry

The metric in global coordinates is given by:

)

W

ds* = R%*(—cosh?p dt*+dp*+sinh?p dQ2+cos?0 d¢*+db* +sin?6 d$

where R denotes the radius of both the AdSs; and S° subspaces,

. .) ':’ .) P . [ . . . I
and d€23, d€Q)5 are 3-spheres. The coordinate ¢ has periodicity 27.

 We must use the covering space so that t is not periodic

« Bosonic isometry group, SO(4,2) x SO(6), combines with the
supersymmetries into the supergroup PSU(2,2|4)
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« The string action in this background is

R? r
S = y= o (vV—h h Gy v(X)0, X Mo, XN ) 4 fermions
T

« Action is non-linear and quantization of string theory in this
background is extremely difficult & so far unsolved.

« Itis only tractable in certain limits or when expanding about certain
classical solutions e.g. spinning string solutions (Frolov, Tseytlin,...)
or the fast point-like string moving on a geodesic on the sphere
(BMN).

« Can describe the target space as a (super)-coset which allows for a
simple (relatively speaking) description of the action including the
fermions.

« Just like for sigma models on coset spaces this action is classically

integrable (it has an infinite number of (non-local) worldsheet
conserved currents) which gives us hope that it might be solvable.
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String S-matrix

First we discuss expanding the Metsaev & Tseytlin action for the
GS string about the BMN vacuum and using the light-cone
Lagrangian to find the S-matrix. The covariant action is

. 1 ; o _
S = —= / o \Jgg" LFLY + i / ST AN LITH A LY
OM3a

M3
The L* and L%are the bosonic and fermionic components of the
super-vielbien

)

.« AdSs x S° can be written as a coset manifold which makes finding

the vielbien possible (Kallosh, Rahmfeld, Rajaraman)

sinh M
.'"\/‘

- a1 [ SInh?*(M)/2
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Worldsheet Action

There are several issues involved in finding the appropriate action.

General Outline:

Introduce light-cone coordinates and make gauge choice.

We fix x* =1, p. =1 and using kappa-symmetry 1+ = 0
Remove x using the constraint equations from the metric equations
of motion (actually leaves zero mode undetermined) .

Determine the world sheet metric using the x equation of motion

We calculate the light-cone Hamiltonian and express it in terms of
the transverse coordinates & momenta

_P_|_ = ch (p‘[, x/I7 xI7 p? ¢/7 C'C)

At this point it is necessary to make a redefinition of the fermions in
order to get canonical Poisson brackets.

Legendre transform in the transverse directions to find the light-
cone Lagrangian.

Expand in inverse powers of v
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Light-cone gauge and expansion parameters

This leads us to the issue of different gauge choices: a useful
interpolating choice is (AFZ)
P_=(1-— ('I)E + a.J
— If we choose J=P_to be constant and this gauge choice should give a

s-matrix which agrees with the small momentum limit of AFS (once we
take into account the difference in the definition of the string length).

— The “uniform” light cone-gauge, corresponding to E+J constant, the
formula are a little simpler and the scattering matrix should agree with
that of Frolov, Plefka and Zamaklar. Of course in the end these
different choices should give equivalent physical descriptions.

— Another issue is the exact expansion parameters: Gauge choice fixes
string length 9
J=—=P_
VA
one can now take </ to infinity, which allows a sensible definition of the
2

S-matrix and va as the loop counting parameter.

Equivalently one can rescale the world-sheet coordinate byV A the world-
sheet length is P_ which we take to infinity and now take a small
momentum expansion. At least at tree-level these two expansions
should be equivalent.
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PSU(2,2|4) String S-matrix

After gauge fixing physical fields form a bi-fundamental representation of
psu(2]|2), x psu(2|2)g (with shared center) v 7
@i — l/a.C't

| |
Taéz — Z fa%s"

Two particle S-matrix acts on the tensor product of the su(2|2)*2 module W,
S: W, W, — W, 2 W,

The expectation is that S-matrix describes an integrable system which
implies that

— That it splits into two factors, one for each psu(2|2) L = S e S

— That there is no particle production

— The the multiparticle S-matrix factorizes into two-particle S-matrices which in turn
satisfy the YBE.

— To lowest order

271 D.p 1
S(p,p) =1+ — T(p‘p.) +0 <—)
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« T-matrix also factorisesas T'=1@T+T & 1
and satisfies the cYBE.
Using the manifest su(2)* symmetries we can write the T-matrix as

T = A§°5% + B6o¢ | T;o — Cepe® .
T = D6&16% + E825Y TM Fe et
T, = G 6°0% T = L8157,
T;S = HOdO , Tab =K OO Oy -

 This leads to a puzzle:

— T-matrix does not commute with global symmetries

— Resolution: Existence of additional central charges and the global
charges are non-local in light-cone gauge i.e. they have a non-trivial
coproduct.
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« First the extra central charges (Beisert & AFPZ): The algebra when realized in
terms of Noether charges only closes up to constraint equations (or if all gauge
invariances are fixed) up to compensating transformations. In the case at hand
the level matching constraint is imposed on states and the Poisson bracket of
susy charges closes up this constraint.

Tr{Q,Q} x / do (P'XT +i7*T) = — / do X~

« Secondly there is non-trivial braiding for global charges: Quite generally currents
in 1+1 dim field theory can have non-trivial braiding relations with fields

JAp(x) P (y) = OASE OP (y) JE p(x)

where there is an implicit time ordering of fields. (Fields at a later time lie to the left).

J(z)Py) = J(z,t+€) D(y,1)|,_,

* When fields are mutually non-local and their definition requires a choice of
contour one must be careful to deform the contour when reordering fields.

April 26th, 2007



For example if we consider the bilocal current in PCM’s

Joy =*Jay + 3Ty Xl x= [, *Jq

The non-trivial braiding can be schematically shown by the contour argument

C .
—00 -2 ";‘ \‘T.{X} +00  _ 00 - {b(}]/;\l 1(x) +00
d(y) - D
X
tx> ty ty> tx

which results in the expression
1 ' ' 4 wbe A b c (.
Jioy (@) P(y) = P(y) J (o) (@) — 3.1 Q1)(2(y)) TGy (2)
where the action of the charge on a field is given by

0% (B(y)) = / A28 (2)8(y)

and where the contour is

-

—00 > /’_\y +00
= \__/

which reduces to the usual commutator when the current is local.
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« For the worldsheet theory the global susy Noether currents depend
explicitly on x- rather than it's derivatives: Jo=eb JQ( X.T)

« One can then use the constraints to show that

r (x) = / dw ™ (w) {7 (w), @(y)} =1 & (‘)(u — q)(])( Y)
Jo, vV 2
andso g (2)B(y) = (e~ ’ZC’AB%@( )) Joa, () x>

« Can now calculate the action of the charges on fields by integrating along

C, using the contour manipulation
CZ > CZ C A4
————— e R + 5 ; +
-00 '/ 00 — 00 ’V © 4 -0 ° 00

* Implying the result

@'(41)3(@0(;17:) ) = QE%)BJ’C(I) — (6"?’_1"""2001‘ P (1)) Qs

« The other charges don’t involve any countour in their definition however as
always to define the higher (non-local) conserved charges we will introduce
extra contours as before.
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« Similarly we can calculate the action on tenor products and it’s easy to see that
the charges do not satisfy the usual Leibnitz rule but rather have a non-trivial

coproduct ' )
AlQ1)) =Q)RI[+ezI® Q)

« The other “local” charges have a trivial coproduct though as mentioned the
higher conserved charges will be more complicated (in principle gives a
definition for all powers and combinations of operators).

« This coproduct is similar to that constructed by considerations of the gauge
theory Gomez & Hernandez, PST:

— Infact using a nonlocal field redefinition they can be made the same
where Z'’s are the length changing operators: 4* — @”z%

— On both sides the non-trivial braiding is due to the length changing
operators (loosely defined): pTiz™ ., z+
With a canonical choices for the counit (and unit and mult.)
e(r) =0V xreg e(l) =1

there is a unique choice for the antipode 7 s.t.’

.~"\/l O (ld X "’,) oA\ = 10 €= ."’\/I O (A" % ld) o A
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We now go ahead and calculate the S-matrix to lowest order
in vA (actually rescaled coefficients of T-matrix )

T|Y,iYpi) = Alp, p)[YaiVei) + Bl p)Yei Yai) + Clp, peare™ | Tai Vi)

T|Y,iT5i) = Glp. p)|YaiY54) + H(p. p)| V51 Y5)
T|Ya1Y,i) = Kip, p)|Y3iY3) + Lip, P Tai Vi)
T|Y,iY%;) = Dp, P)Y,iT5) + E(p, P) 5 7Y.5) + F(p, p')ease™ |V, Y3)

:l'-‘-

v 1 9
(.7) = 71— 20) (P = =) + (0 =)

B(p.p') = —E(p.p’) = pp’

= VEFDEF D (' —cp +0 —p)

—(p— 1)’)2]

[SW

C(p,p') = F(p.p')

2

‘ / 1 . / Iy &
D(p,p') = I[“ — 2a)(c'p —ep’)

| 1 | )
G(p,p') =Ly .p) = 1 [(1 —2a)(s'p—ep')" —p* + 1)’2]

o, ., 1 (e+D(+1)—pp
H(p.p) = K(p,p) = 5pp ( \/(,:)i 5 (,:,)+ 11.))] :
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* Notable features:
— invariant w.r.t. global charges only when we use non-trivial coproduct
and where now algebra includes extra central charges. In terms of
oscillators we have for example at quadratic level:

([) *y £ *y LY d) i
Q. = /2—] (—) [u c ¢ — ('o(l'} B = )—I P"Tu A4
. "/T X ~7‘— 4
— such that
' b 1 ab
{Q.% Q5" = —3€ap” P .
{64, 6"} = —Feare™ P .

{Qa” 66} = 83 £6° + 65 Ra” + 35565 O
and the S-matrix should satisfy the intertwiner condition
~ ~ LT B Vo
(ﬂ_ |;| (2(1\48 | Q(I)AB X e VA P ].) S5=325 (()(NB ) 1 + e

which at tree-level corresponds to
Q" @ F +F @ Q" T) = +(3PF) @ Q.° — Q.° @ (IPTF)
G @F+F@ 6, 7. T) = —(PF) @ &,.° + &,” @ (3PF)

iwe

- =48 _ A
vV A pL '::fl:' QEAil)B)

and this is indeed satisfied.
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« At least for the rank one sector involving a single boson we can explicitly show
the absence of 2 ->4 particle production or equivalently the factorisation of three
body scattering

D1 _— Pa D1 I -
\ _— I Ay
= - Pa
P2 -~ T~ > e s _ = O
Tl:) D2 — "
A(4,5,6) Pe o
l)l \,_,,A,A,-,,Av-,_, l)r)
L T Do
e
. T Da

C(4,5,6)

« The T-matrix does satisfy the cYBE
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Spin Chains

* |In calculating anomalous dimensions it is useful to shift focus
from two-point functions to the dilatation generator acting on
the space of local, gauge invariant operators

« Consider the space of single trace operators consisting of
two complex scalars Z & W

O=T(ZZWZ---ZWZ)

+ Identify Z = 1) W=[l) O=[ITIT-T1lT)
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The N=4 SYM Spin Chain

At weak coupling planar U(N) gauge theory can be described by a
spin chain. In particular the eigenvalue problem for the dilatation
operator is related to that of a spin chain Hamiltonian

D-O=A0.

E.g. one-loop su(2) subsector is just the Heisenberg spin chain

Dy=> 1-Pon O=T(ZZWZ-- - ZWZ)

Focus on a spin chain with su(2|3) symmetry (arises as subsector
of full psu(2,2|4) theory). Each spin site can take one of five
orientations

X ={Z.¢', 0% | ' v}

A generic state is a single trace gauge invariant operator and
D=gl(1) generator C su(2|3).
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« Hamiltonian can been explicitly constructed in perturbation theory at low
orders

2 /\ (/iz'}[ ;\f
9 = 55—

) ) Q.9
(\,\/lu (\,\/‘ld

« Perturbative calculations confirm the presence of integrability at low orders
(and recent four loop calculations (Bern et al, BES) have confirmed
conjectures assuming integrability to all orders).

« Hamiltonian at higher loops is long-ranged, the maximum length of
interaction being that of the loop order.

« The action is dvnamic, the generators can change the number of spin sites

0. 6 ~ [0, Z]

« Define vacuum state: >< (ZZ7Z - - - Z277) , consider infinitely long and
asymptotic states. Remaining excitations are

v= {0 ¢ | v 0P

the algebra which preserves the number of excitations is su(2|2), consists of
two su(2)’s, the central charge (the dilatation operator), the susy charges
(which can change the site numbers).
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However it is necessary to extend the algebra to include two additional
central charges. This is because the only possible (2|2) representations
of su(2|2) have D=+1/2 and anomalous dimensions must vary
continously with g.

Additional central charges vanish when evaluated on physical states
satisfying the trace cyclicity condition.

Using only the symmetry algebra one can find the one impurity
eigenvalues of the dilatation operator (for asymptotic states) up to a
single arbitrary function of the coupling

5\/1 + f(g) sin? ]:))

To include the effects of interactions between states we use the S-
matrix which describes two particle permutations

ggk l’ e ‘-‘i\f’k “Yl, .. — sk ’ L ""Yl” (J(j’li S

The Bethe equations for are then simply the boundary conditions on
eigenfunctions for the integrable spin chain Hamiltonian.

ePrl — H S(pk,pj)
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Comparison of Spin Chain/String theory

The requirement that the S-matrix commutes with (centrally extended) symmety algebra

S’ |6e) = 82lda) — 30al¢c) Ra’[1hy) = 85 [Wa) — 505145 |
Dabl’j’c> = a Oglha> ; Qabl'l.j"}) — bfaﬁfbcléc2+> ’
6aﬁl‘.§0> = Cfabf&""*'l"'*r'z_> ; Gaﬁld’ﬁ) - d5$|@a> -

Blx) =ab[x2%) . Kx)=cd|x27)

fixes all coefficients up to a single overall factor

S1a|dG ) = A12|c)) c')l ) + Blz\c)z c')l) %C’lge“beag|‘-¢'fn§"--¢frf_2_>,
S1o| s > = D12|1s Ly Jj}} + E12|L 1/ ‘3]> + 3 Fyoe® Teap| 52T,
S1a|¢5es) = G 2|L2C’1> + Hia|d507),

Si2lY7d3) = Ki2|567) + Lia|¢o07).

+ P~ ZEN L
« In this a key step is using |ZFX) = et PIXZ7) this is the source of the
coproduct for the gauge theory which is similar to that of the worldsheet
theory but not identical (a separate gauge issue).
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For comparison with string theory we will be particular interested in
the small momentum limit: to see why, recall the string length was

21

J=—=F_
\//\
and we considered the limit of infinite length with our loop

. 27
parameter being —

\//\
The spin chain length is L= J+a M thus we must rescale all
: . 2T . . 2T
dimensional parameters by o n particular p., = T_\pst
Thus we rescale and expand s.t. pi — 0 A — 00 Ap;. = fixed
So for example | 1
rt — o ' ~0 ToTP  i(p.p)
AB—g0 ¥ P with Spp = 1—}’1 b
bp Ty — T T e
_ +5p [ \
+ e 2 /. A 9P
where I =—=——=|(1+/1+—5sm” =
d Vv sin % \’ 2 2
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+
« The complex spectral parameters £ provide a useful description
of the worldsheet momenta, dispersion relation,

S-matrix etc.
vV 1 1
+y _ VA + N (.-
- B () (- 2)
+ + -
A Vidp 1+4+ztz~

* The parameters mi satisfy the relation

(o8- (1)

and provide a convenient description of various regimes of
particular interest in the strong coupling limit

V> 1
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Three Regimes

Giant Magnon limit: p = fixed VA — oo

€ ~ g sing T~ xi_
Plane-wave limit: k = \/Xp = fixed , \/X — 00 p — 0
e ~ \V/n2 + k2 T~ xT
Near-flat space limit (interpolating limit): )\%p = fixed
+

T ~x ~ —]
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With ® equal to that of AFS (which reproduces the semiclassical string
spectrum) we get the string theory result for const-J (a=0) gauge .

g | VA . . o 1 1 1
O(p,p') = Q_EZﬂHM}%J uLm::u~y4—+(b~—ynO-_J]

Ty Ty Ty

The resulting gauge theory answer is
aﬂnﬁ):i“ﬂp—ﬂﬂz—ﬂﬁ—pﬂfp—ﬂﬂ+%p—ﬂf]

and the corresponding string answer is

. , 1 e -
A(p,p) = n ((1 —2a) [fp’ — e"[)_]‘? + (p — 1;’)2‘)
There are additional terms due to ditferences (M) in definition of spin
chain/worldsheet length which drop out when we calculate physical quantities. (An

appealing simple alternative is to choose S%=exp(i(p-p’) ) and we get the a=1/2
result)

We find similar results for all ten coefficients and indeed we can tensor two copies to
find the full S-matrix for all physical fields. Just as for the previous case it should be
possible to extend this S-matrix to all orders to include worldsheet loop effects.

Finally the spin-chain S-matrix, in a similar fashion to the string S-matrix, does not
satisfy the naive YBE but rather one has to include additional phases due to the Z=.
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Some further comments

* As we mentioned the spin-chain S-matrix is determined up to the
overall phase by the algebra and the action of charges on
asymptotic states.

» On the world sheet we don’t expect the coproduct to take quantum
corrections:

—Lagrangian only involves derivatives of x- and so is local function of
transverse fields to any finite order in perturbation theory. Hence we don’t
expect any renormalization of the currents to introduce any additional
factors of x-.

—the x field is the only field with non-trivial boundary conditions

r(—o0) — 7 (+00) = Pus
and given that in a massive theory we don’t expect q. fluctuations to effect
long range physics we don’t expect the action of x- will be unchanged. In
essence we don’t expect that the coproduct will receive quantum
corrections and so we can expect that we can now make the same

argument as on the gauge theory and determine the S-matrix up to an
overall phase.

To understand how integrability is realised we can study the invariance of
the higher non-local charges (or even just the first bi-local one) (C.f. two
loop Yangian symmetry for spin chains Agarwal&Rajeev, Zwiebel).
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Near-Flat Space Model

Let us consider the “near-flat space” limit of Maldacena &
Swanson:

Start with a solution: ¢ =1, ® =1 and

all other fields zero. We now perform a world-sheet boost
and expand in fluctuations

i ¢ \1
>y L,z
9: — T —

\7 P 7

we also expand the fermions in powers of fluctuations
@1 w— @2 ¢+
AE A
and finally take the limit A\ — oo
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* The resulting Lagrangian is

% ((02)* = 2% + (9y)* = y*) = 2i (1 O_thy + V_0y¢p_ + 4, Te)_)
*% (7 =) ((0-2)" + (8-9)?)] — 418 [(1‘ PMp_) (hors) = (W F ) (-a--i:_f:f-”’-a--i:_)]

-|-§ (22 —y?) (V_0_tp_) +2_ (5'_ 2y + 0_y J-;ﬁr-'""j) (Zﬁ-ﬁfﬂ' — y,r\-f*rﬂ"f) L‘] .

« This can also be reached by taking the appropriate limit (plus field
redefinition) of the near-plane wave Lagrangian. In this case we can see
that the gauge dependence (i.e. the a-dependence) drops out. Similarly the
coproduct becomes trivial and the non-locality drops out. However the
interactions are non-trivial.

« However the above action is exact in this limit and we can conjecture that
the quantum corrections calculated with this model correspond to the near-
flat space limit of the quantum corrections for the full model.

* Itis convenient to rescale the fields to put a 1/\/X in front of the
interactions. However this dependence is fake and the Lagrangian only
depends on two parameters. In fact if we make a Lorentz transformation
plus a rescaling of the coupling we find that the action is invariant.
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« The corresponding limit in terms of the spectral parameters is
7 (p) > —1— =+
VA

p

* In this limit the dispersion relation becomes

m2pt

A £2 2 _
€ = \/ 1+ bm )\ 1+ p= 3\
with the first correction from the sine function occurring at two-loops.

« The exact S-matrix with the BHL/BES phase in this limit can be

written in terms of the rapidity difference 6 = ¢; — 65
T

and a momentum dependent coupling 5 = Tppo
A
4i4% 1—8f coth @ A =1+ ¢ tanh %, B = —FE = 24 csch
N e T sinh & . . oy e 9 Y - 18
@ _ Eﬂb 'ZEZ'.&J? D=1 e.;tanhg, C'=F =i¥ysech 3,
1 +42 coth” 3 G =1+, H=K =ijeschg,

L=1-—d.

April 26th, 2007

(.28



One-lOOp S-matrix (Klose&Zarembo)

« As an example let us consider the forward scattering of two
bosons in a single su(2|2) sector

A ¢a¢§) — ¢a¢g
 In this limit the tree-level amplitude and S-matrix element are

497 20 (p/z + p’ )
A ree — + S ree — 1
t \/X(p p ) 6 \/— p12 _ p

* At one-loop we have the S|mple bubble dlagrams

P Z’I

81
Aone—loop = 7 (2 +p2)(p— + p"_)Ioo(p, ") + 80> 0 I0o(p, p) + (P2 + p) )*Ioo(p, —p')]
d?q 1
Too(p, —p') =
oo(p, —P') /(2’/T)2 (g2 —m?)[(qg +p —p)? — m?]
_ b PPl zi
2mm?2 p? —p? g
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Two-loop propagator

« At two-loops there is a non-trivial correction to the propagator. It is
necessary to calculate this as it gives corrections to both the dispersion
relation and to the wavefunction renormalisation. The relevant diagram is

the sunset
jf,.-;:l'i"“xxh 64iﬂ-2p4_ I ( )
p . /b = 000\ P—
~ A
B d*q d*k 1
Tooo(p-) = / 2m)4 (k2 —m2)(¢2 —m2) [(p — k — q)2 — m?]

. : 5 1
which contributes on-shell fom(p* = m*) = —— .

We can read off the mass-shift and wavefunction
renormalization

0 _ iZ(po)

2,4 —
p? —m? 4+ =P Too(p) 2P+ %(p-)

+ finite

Note: We are considering time evolution in theo T direction so
that 2p+ is the appropriate “energy’.

April 26th, 2007



Two-loop S-matrix

* Important points: Cancellations occur between corrections from 6-
function Jacobian

1 /dp! dp
0(Pioy — Ply) = 5 (dpf - dpf) o(p— —q-)o(p_ —¢_)

1

where P+ (P—) — 52(17—), the wavefunction renormalisation,

Z(p_), and the two-loop amplitutde A(p). The full S-matrix is

- 1 /dp, dp, - |
& = _ T Z'_Z'_,f
3 ]l+2(dp,_ dp_> (p-)Z(p-)A

 The relevant diagrams are the double bubble and the wineglass

diagram
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« Again consider the element for bosonic forward scattering in
a su(2|2) sector
.A o _163’?3.)!2 a2 . ! 412..;! . o -_112. -
Amotoop = T3 (PZ+p2) ((p- +P2) Lo (p, ) + (p— = pL) oo (p, =)
_8 Mw.g. - 8 ‘Sw.g. "l' 16 (pZ_T(p)?.Lg +pET(PI)ug))

Upg = 42 p"Woo(p,p') — 8pp'(p + P )Wio(p, P)
+(pZ + 6p-p_ + pZ)Wao(p, p') + ((p2 + 6p-p_ + p2)Wii(p,p')
Swe. = A p*Woo(p,—7) + 8pp'(p — P )Wio(p, —p)

+(p? — 6p_p_ + p*YWao(p, —p') + ((p2 — 6p_p_ + p*)Wii(p, —p')

T(P)wy. = Woolp,p) —4p-Wio(p,p) + 2Woo(p, p) + 2Wi1(p, p)
H; ( I)_/ dzk d‘zg U_)n(k,_)m
B PL T | RmE e (R — ) — m2) (k1 p)2 — mA)((k+ L - p)F — m?)
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« We can perform the integrals analytically and get significant
simplifications.

A 2im3 5 5 [(P2 +p2p. +p_p?+p?) 8p_p  (p* +p?) ) p”?+p* | P
= 3 P_P_ I 3 2 . 2\2 — 1
A2 (. —p-) (p” —p2) pZ—p2 p-

* Notably
— Double logarithms cancel

— No double poles (c.f. Giant magnon limit where double poles
correspond to magnon scattering with light intermediate states
going on-shell).

— Agrees with near-flat space expansion of BHL/BES phase at
two-loops

— Can calculate all elements for an complete su(2|2) sector and
show that the appropriate symmetries are present in this limit.
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Quantum Corrections in Near-plane wave limit

* Now we wish to calculate the one loop corrections to the four point
function and for this we will need the full Lagrangian incl. all fermions
and other bosons.

* The full light-cone bosonic Lagrangian to quartic order in fields is

L‘Z - ; [(a“r:)z - (()03‘)2 + (()Ty)z - (()Uy)z - ])2—(‘32 + yZ)}

2]~ 12 [0)? + (0.9
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while the terms quadratic in fermions are
Lo = P (S P05 — -'zf])_S'I_IS)

)

i o
Ly = —g(p_<5'p0075'—b’plc‘v’as)yz+szb((day)2—(Ofy)“’))
W = o L o 1- L
- Ifé'(b'por” S(0.y'y') — 35p' T S(9,y" ') + IAS'ﬁ)Oplrleac,yla,yf

with the fermionic fields S being eight component Majoranna spinors
and the p’s are two dimensional Dirac matrices. Also need all terms

with six fields but expressions are a little unwieldy.
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 We can now calculate the one-loop correction to the bosonic two point
function and combining contributions from the bosons and fermions we find

Zj—>©> Yy

P o [d*%*q 1
GPN(1.2) = (wiws — nyng — p° — — + finite
(1,2) = (wiwe — ning 1_,)' or) P12 /

« If we now impose energy/momentum conservation and the quadratic
equations of motion the divergent term goes away.

 This occurs as a non-trivial combination of the bosonic and fermionic
contributions and after dropping integrals of the type [ >2g x 1 -

.

« Even off-shell such a divergence can be removed by a redefinition of the
fields.
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« We now calculate the four point function which receives contributions from
terms involving

— two quartic vertices and vertices with six fields

3 T 3 7
q+pt+p, _
1 3
2 4 2 4 2 4
— If we calculate in the c.0.m frame and use the dispersion relation we
find that
1

o ‘ ([2—26(]
GH(p. —p. o). —p) ~ —(w?n? + w3n? ‘ - ,.
(P, =p. 7’ =P 2 (W™, 4w, )' o) P12
— which does not vanish nor does it seem to be removable by
renormalizing the fields.

« ltis perhaps most illuminatingly written as a divergent contribution to the
effective action in coordinate space and for the full SO(4) vectors (and after
using the equations of motion to simplify the expressions)

+ finatel

| I 1 o oo e ‘
__Z(dTy ' C)Uy)z + _2((-_)0y>2((-)ry)& - zy“(day)z / 2 . 12 + finite
p- p- q° + p=
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« Several comments are in order

— In light-cone gauge with a curved world-sheet metric the ghosts do not
decouple and so we must include their contribution at one loop. There is no
contribution to the two point function and unfortunately they do not remove
the divergences from the four point function.

— The finite part of the four point function does not vanish when one considers
zero-mode states, these excitations are BPS and so should remain free. A
similar problem arises in the calculation of near-BMN energies and is
remedied by making a field redefinition for the fermions. In fact we are
allowed to make arbitrary field redefinitions e.g.

S—S+My)S,  My) = Ay) + p"Bly) + p'C(y) + p°p* D(y)

and we expect that a similar redefinition will remove the zero-mode
interactions in this case. We can further ask if a field redefinition will
remove the divergences unfortunately this does not seem to be the case.
However it is possible that a more general redefinition may work

-- There is also the issue of world-sheet diffeomorphism invariance. We might
expect that a different choice of gauge would remove these divergences.
Certainly trying a different light-cone gauge where J is uniformly distributed

rather than P_ does not seem to fix these issues however perhaps there is a
more general transformation that would.
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Summary

« ltis of interest to find as much information about the string S-matrix
as possible and here we have described some partial results:

Studying the scattering of excitations in the physical light-cone like
gauges: tree level results seem to make sense, once we include novel
Hopf algebra structure and we get good agreement with the
corresponding gauge theory calculations.

Calculate higher-loop quantum corrections to the S-matrix in the near-
flat space limit. Here we find agreement at two-loops with the
conjectured exact asymptotic S-matrix.

For the full theory in the near-plane wave limit at one-loop we find
divergences which are difficult to interpret and suggest an alternative
approach is possibly needed.

Future work:
— Remaining issues regarding Hopf algebra structure, YBE,

non-local charges. Similar continuouso models with novel
Hopf alg. su(2|3) LL?

— Find a redefinition to remove divergences in l.c. gauge or
find a sensible interpretation.

— Higher loops in the nfs-model? Presumably integrable to all
orders: Exactly solvable?
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