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Resumo

Nesta tese sao apresentadas duas aplicagoes do modelo sigma para a supercorda
usando o formalismo de espinores puros. A primera aplicacdo é o cédlculo da in-
variancia conforme a um-loop para a supercorda tipo II, resultando em equagoes de
movimento no super-espaco para campos de fundo acoplados com a supercorda. A
segunda aplicagao estd relacionada com a invariancia BRST da supercorda heterdtica
no nivel quantico, que permite encontrar correcoes oriundas da teoria de supercordas

para os vinculos de super Yang-Mills/supergravidade em dez dimensoes.

Palavras Chaves: Supersimetria; Supercordas; Modelo Sigma; Correcés de Chern-

Simons.

Areas do conhecimento: Fisica de Particulas e Campos.
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Abstract

In this thesis are presented two aplications of the sigma model for the superstring
in the pure spinor formulation. The first aplication concerns the computation of the
one-loop conformal invariance for the type II superstring, resulting in equations of
motion written in superspace for the background fields coupled to the superstring.
The second application is related to the BRST invariance of the heterotic superstring
at the quantum level, which allows to find stringy corrections to the ten-dimensional

super Yang-Mills/supergravity constraints.

Key Words: Supersymmetry; Superstrings; Sigma Model; Chern-Simons Correc-

tions.

Areas of Knowledge: Fields and Particles Physics.
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Chapter 1

Introduction

The description of Physics in terms of fields dates back to the 19th century and had
as origin the study of the electric and magnetic phenomena. Since then, the field
language has seem appropriate to describe electromagnetism, gravitation, and the
remaining two type of interaction discovered in the 20th century; namely the weak
and strong interactions. The Standard Model of particle physics, which describes
all but gravitational phenomena, is a beautiful example of a unified description for
various fundamental interactions in terms of quantum fields. Nevertheless the Stan-
dard Model can be thought of as a built theory, which can be adjusted if some minor
changes are required by the experiments. Furthermore, there are ingredients, in the
philosophy of constructing, that are put by hand instead of deduced from more fun-
damental principles, for example, the way various particles are acomodated in the
standard model multiplets. In some way, the ability to adjust such a theory also
leaves the unsatisfactory taste of not having the right core from where to extract it

in a unique manner.

Although the gravitational field has a well established classical field description, its
quantum description has been elusive for quite long, as well as its incorporation,
together with the other three interactions, in a single framework. Perhaps this first

fact is an indication that the right type of description has not been used.

An important step in the direction of a quantum theory of gravity has been provided
by precisely changing the type of description used in particle physics, namely Quan-
tum Field Theory. String theory, which was accidentally discovered by studying an
apparently singular behavior of the mass and the spin of some heavy particles in
the late sixties; is a different proposal for describing particle physics. A string is
a one-dimensional object, which expand a two-dimensional surface as it evolves in

time, called the worldsheet. In its simplest version, namely the bosonic string, the



spectrum of particles is obtained by quantizing the modes of vibration of closed and
open strings. In the first case, the massless sector of the spectrum contains a particle
of spin two and mass zero, which is the graviton. In the second case, the massless
particle of the spectrum, which has spin one is the photon. In this simplified model
one can already handle with gravity and electromagnetism using a single frame-
work. Actually this is not the first time that a single framework contains gravity
and a gauge field. This is the case of the Kaluza-Klein theories, which appear as a
compactification of a five-dimensional gravity theory to four dimensions. In string
theory the appearance of extra dimensions is “natural”’, as explained below. In that

sense, string theory also has room for Kaluza-Klein theories.

String theory is a huge subject of study and it is not the aim of this thesis to continue
discussing their generalities. So in the following a description more focused in the

topic of interest will be given.

1.1 Strings in a Generic Background

It is known since the early eighties that the coupling of strings to a generic back-
grounds puts restriction on it, namely, puts the background on-shell. This equations
of motion for the background can be computed perturbatively by considering the
quantum regime of the worldsheet symmetries. In this section it will be discussed

the bosonic string and superstring in a generic background.

1.1.1 Bosonic String Sigma Model

In the simplest case, a bosonic string propagates in a Minkowski space-time. In such
a case, the theory possess conformal symmetry at the worldsheet level. However, of
primordial interest in this thesis is to consider the case when the strings propagates
in a curved space-time, which is described by coupling the bosonic string to a generic

space-time metric. Such a coupling is described by a non-linear sigma model action

S =

/ d*0 /990 X" 0p X" G n (X)), (1.1)

where X™ describe the coordinates of the string in D dimensional space-time, g, is

4o/

a metric for the worldsheet, o’ is proportional to the inverse of the string tension and
Gmn 1s the space-time metric. This action is a direct generalization of the Polyakov
action [1] when the Minkowski 7,,, = diag(—1,1,...1) metric is replaced by the
Riemannian metric. The interest of studying this type of action is related with the

information one can extract out of it. As well as the preservation of the conformal



symmetry at the quantum level indicates that space-time should be 26 dimensional in
the Minkowski space case, in the curved space case the preservation of this symmetry
at the quantum level makes the space-time metric to satisfy the Einstein equations [2]
3], as will reviewed in detail. This is a way to obtain equations of motion for space-
time fields, which could help to know the structure of the string effective action.
Furthermore, perturbative methods can be used to compute stringy corrections to
space-time equations of motion, giving also hints of string corrected effective actions:
this requirement of conformal invariance can be computed perturbatively in the
string parameter o/, so the Einstein equations can receive stringy corrections.

The space-time metric is associated to one of the massless bosonic string states,
namely the graviton. There are two more states at the massless level which can be
associated to an antisymmetric tensor, denoted by B,,, and a scalar field & known
as dilaton. In this way a generalized sigma model can be constructed, whose action

in the conformal gauge is given by

1
Y

S

/ dza(\/gg“baaXm&,X”Gmn+e“b8aXm8bX"an)+% / do\/grPo(X),
(1.2)
where € is the purely antisymmetric tensor in two dimensions and r® is the scalar
curvature in two dimensions. The requirement of conformal invariance at the quan-
tum level also puts the background field on-shell. These equations of motion can be
found as requirements for scale invariance, i.e. computing the beta function for the
generalized non-linear sigma model (1.2).
The condition for conformal invariance can be written as conditions for the stress-

energy tensor being traceless:

(T,") = S, g0, X" 0 X" + BE 0, Xm0, X" + B R, (1.3)
where
G = Ry — iHmern " 4+2v,V,o, (1.4)
= —%VTHmm + VYV, ®H 0, (1.5)
g = -2 1_226 +a (R - ?—22 + AV — 4(v<1>)2) , (1.6)

and H,,,, are the components of the three form H = dB. So, the theory is conformal
invariant if the beta-functions are zero. In the following it will be explained the

procedure to compute this S-functions, taking [4] as reference.



Covariant Background Field Expansion

By making a perturbative expansion it will be found a diagramatic expression for

the terms in such expansion. With this goal, it will be introduced the partition

function
Zy =Wl = / (dX]exp (—(S[X] + X - 7)), (1.7)
which defines the functional generator W[.J] of connected diagrams, where
X.-J= /d%X’”Jm. (1.8)
Variating respect of J, one defines the mean field
ow 1
X'= — = — [ [dX]X™e 1.
p= = flaxixee, (1.9
with
S;=SX]+X-J (1.10)

This mean field X" will play the role of a background field; it will be the field around

which the perturbative expansion will be made. The effective action is defined by

=W —X,-J (1.11)

From this equation, the current can be written as

or
I = ————, 1.12
¢ ( )
so, the effective action takes the form
or
Fr=w+ Xy — 1.13

what allows to write exp(—1I") using (1.7), (1.12) and (1.13):

e TXo] = /[dY] exp <—(S[Xo +Y]-Y. %)) : (1.14)

where Y = X — XJ'. The field Y will play the role of a quantum field in the
background field method. Insted of using the last functional, it will be used

or
Q[Xo] = /[dY] exp <—(S[Xo +Y] - S[X]-Y - 57)) : (1.15)
0
This will be the generator of the 1PI diagrams. Subtracting S[X,] from the ex-

ponential in (1.14), the expansions of the fields around X, will always contain the
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quantum field Y. Making a Taylor expansion around X, a power series in Y will
be obtained. Each term of such a expansion will not be invariant under general co-
ordinate transformations of spacetime, since Y is a subtraction of two coordinates,
does not have such an invariance. That is why it will be useful to find a system of
coordinates in which the coordinate invariance is manifest, such a coordinate system

is denoted as normal coordinate system.

Normal Coordinate System Let X" be coordinates for a point F, in space-time
and X" + Y™ coordinates for a point P, it is possivel to find another coordinate
system by using a geodesic that joins both points. By considering a parameter t for
the geodesic
d*\m d\"™ \P
e + 17, pTap T 0 (1.16)
such that \™(0) = X" and A(1) = X" + Y™. Defining £™ as

_dx"
™= 0), 1.17
en =" (0) (117
it will be a tangent vector to the geodesic in Fp, and as such, will transform as a
vector under a change of coordinates. So, any geometrical object when expanded in

Taylor series around X" will be a diffeomorphism expression.

1/ 0 9]
Topeons( X0+ &) =D i (agm @) Ty .oms (X0)E™ .75 (1.18)
k=0

Supposing a solution for the geodesic equation in Taylor series (1.16)

1 d”
Zk—% k. (1.19)
k=

then this solution, with the initial conditions already given has the form

AT(t) = Xy+§mt—%rgn2gnlg"2t2 %rg";mnggmgmg"at?’—..., (1.20)
= X'+ gmt—zk' R S L 2 (1.21)
where
L e = Op I —TL  Tp —TL  Tm, 1.22)
= V17, (1.23)



The definition (1.23) is used recursively for defining I'}) | ~as the covariant derivative
acting only in the lower indices
o =V (1.24)

Finally, A(t = 1) defines a coordinate transformation in which Y™ is written as a

contravariant vector in this coordinate system
[ g = 0, (1.25)

this defines the normal coordinate system. Here the bar notation indicates that the
expression is valid in a normal coordinate system.

Using such a coordinate system several expressions are simplified. Christoffel sym-
bols cancel, although not their derivatives, so the curvature tensor in components is

written as

R™ =00 — 8,I0). (1.26)
From (1.25) when ¢ = 3

O = = — a9, (1.27)
Adding 28nfg} to both sides of (1.27) and using the symmetry of the Christoffel

symbols, one gets

_ 1, _ _
O I == (R™ nyning + R™ ngnans) - (1.28)

1+ nang 3

In the following this result will be used to find an expansion in normal coordinates
for G-

Perturbative Expansion

From (1.18) it can be found

1 0

2 9€loer G

+ (Xo)eler.... (1.29)

As this expression is written in normal coordinates, then

0 - —
a—glen = Vlena (130)



but if the metric G,,,, is covariantly constant, then this term does not appear in the
expansion.

The derivatives of the third term in (1.29) can be written as

0,0pGrn = ViVpGon + 0T, Gon + 0T, G g (1.31)

Symmetryzing (1.31) in the indices [ and p, and using (1.28)

_ _ 1 _ _ _ _
0199 Grn = V1V p)Gn + 5 Baptym + Rumip) + Rntpyn + Rniap)]- (1.32)

Replacing this expression in (1.29), and using the symmetries of the curvatures

tensor

Rmnlp - _Rmnpla Rmnlp = Rlpmna (133)

one obtains

1_
Grn(Xo+Y) = Grun(Xo) + nglpnglgp + .. (1.34)

where again, the covariant derivatives of G,,, are zero. Now, the expansion (1.34)
is written purely in tensorial terms and as such is valid in any coordinate system.
So, the bar notation is no longer necessary. It will also be necessary to compute
Ou (X" + Y™). With this aim, one computes (1.20) in t = 1 and take derivatives :

1
(XTI +Y™) = 0, X + 0,6™ — §8nr;§§’gpaaxg — s (1.35)
and using again (1.28),

1_
Ou(XT +Y™) = 0, X" + Vo™ + ng IpnOa XJEEP — (1.36)

where
Vo™ = 0, + Tl 0, X8 (1.37)

is the covariantization of 9,£™. Then, (1.36) can be written manifestly covariant.
Finally multiplying (1.34) and (1.36) one finds

1
SelXo+V] = SolXo+ 5o / 2o/ Tgl G XV ,E" (1.38)
T n
+— / o/ 1919” (Grin V€™ V€™ + Riipn O X 0 XEEP) + ..,
Ao |y

where Y denotes the two-dimensional manifold. In subsequent chapters this notation

will be dropped off. Now, for the antisymmetric tensor B,,, one obtains



1
an(XO + Y) = an(XO) + vamn(XO)gp + i(vpquMN(XO)

1 1
3R pam Bun(X0) SR pon But(X0)) €767 + .. (1.39)
From (1.39) and (1.36), it can be found

1
Sp[Xo+Y] = Sp[Xol+ =— [ d*0e”(Bun(X0)0.X{' V"
2ma’ I,

1
+§Vlen0aX5”8bX0"§l) (1.40)

A2 [Bn(X0) V" V4™ + 2V B0, X V™

Ao Js
1
+§(vlvamn + 2quRq lpn)aannangzglgp] +

Nevertheless, note that the action for the antisymmetric tensor Sg is invariant under
the following transformations

By = B + Oy — OuAin, (1.41)

form some vector A,,(X). So it is important that the terms in the expansion have

also this symmetry, and one look for a expansion in terms of the field strength
Hyi = Vi Bui + Vo B + ViByn = Vim By, (1.42)

which is invariant under (1.41). The square bracket notation in sub-indices means
they are antisymmetrized. Up to surface terms, one finds the following expression
at second order in &

1 1

Sp[Xo+Y] = Sp[Xol+— / dPoe® (Hlmnaaxggmvbgn + §V1Hmnp8aX6”8bX5‘§l£p) +

b

(1.43)
The expansion for Sg can easily be obtained
SolXo+Y] = SolXo] +—/d2a\/\g ROV, B(Xo)e
+E/d2m/|g|R(2 ViV ®(X)EmE™ + ... (1.44)
5

If X, satisfy its classical equation of motion, then the linear term in £ vanishes.
To read the propagators, it will be useful to implement an orthogonal frame, or

vielbeins, for which G,,,, = e,'€,7 ;.



Orthogonal Frame Denoting by {&n} the vectors in a coordinate basis, another

basis can be written as a linear combination of them

éi = €; mﬁm, (145)
with ¢ =0, ..., D — 1. For being orthonormal, it must satisfy

G(él, éj) = Gmnde & dX"(eZ lél, €; ;Dép) = Nij, (146)

then

Gmnei mej "= Nig- (147)

Denoting by e, the inverse elements of e; ™, they satisfy

ei™em? =07, emles" = 0", (1.48)

and from (1.47) one finds

Nijem ' en’ = Gumn. (1.49)

In this base, a conexion wy, is introduced, with components wy,*;. It is defined by

the condition that the covariant derivative acting in the tetrad base is zero:

Vien' = 0pmen =T ;' +wp'je,? =0. (1.50)
Now, it is easy to see how the components of a vector are related among the two
basis
from which
£ = Ee;™. (1.52)

Therefore, using (1.47), (1.50) and (1.52)

Gmnvagmvbgn = 5ij€mienjva£mvb£nu (15?))
= (Va&)'(Vi)" (1.54)

In this case, V, denote that the derivative d, has been covariantized, given by
(vag)i = 8a§i + Wm ‘ jaamej, (155)

10



and it is assumed that the derivative acting in e,, * is zero.
With the help of the tetrad base, the following expansion for the generalized bosonic

non-linear sigma model is found

Se[Xo+Y] = S,[Xo] +

— /2 P \/Tglg™ (Ve (Vi)'
+ Ronijn(X0)0u X0y X 1€
! / P \/Tg1g" Ronisi(X0) 0 XIH (V) EE €D
>

_'_
3ma

1
127ma/

/ 20 €™ [Hypiy(Xo)0u X € (Vo
>

+ / o/ T910% Ruay(Xo)(Va (V1 VERE  (1.56)

+

4o

1 .
+§vsznj (Xo)aannﬁngbglgj]

1 -
+E/d2m/|g|R<2>vivj<1>(X0)§Z§J+....
b

One-loop conformal invariance

In this section it will be studied the conditions for the energy-momentum tensor

being traceless. Noting that the functional generator

Q=c", (1.57)

depends only on the worldsheet metric (in a fixed gauge) and, as a consequence of

the diffeomorphism invariance satisfies
or
0= / do—(V4’ + V'), (1.58)
s 0g°
which in the conformal gauge and using coordinates z = o' +i0? and z = o' — io?

takes the form

or or . . 14T 5
_ 2 U XTZ,,% Z, 2 _ 7 z oz 1.
0 /2d z ((WZV v® + 5922V v 25W(Vzv + Vv )) , (1.59)

where w is a conformal factor. Integrating by parts this expression

- fes (5 () ()
(e ) e ()

11




and as v* and v® are arbitrary, the following set of equations is obtained

1 6T 1 6T
v. ) - v (2 1.61
(%) = ¥ (vaa) (61

1 6T /1 6T
v ) = V= . 1.62
(25) = ¥ (ve) (162

These equations are the analog of the conservation of the classical energy-momentum

tensor.
It is possible to show that the right hand side are derivatives of the expectation

value of the zz and ZZ components of this tensor, as explained in the following
From (1.57),

or 1 60
__ -9 1.
5gzz Q 5gzz ( 63)

The measure element is chosen in such a way for not contributing to the energy-

momentum tensor. This allows to write

47 o
V.| —=—] = V¥T1..), 1.64
(55 - s

and in the same way

v. (% 5(;1;5) _ VAT, (1.65)

The left hand side of (1.61) will be identified with the expectation value of the com-
ponent zZ of the energy-momentum.
In this way, independent of the metric g component under consideration, the vari-
ation of the effective respect of the metric is identified with the energy-momentum
tensor in the quantum regime:
(Taw) = 4—7T5—F, (1.66)
|g| Gab

therefore, (1.61) takes the form of a conservation law

VZ<TZZ> + V§<Tzz> = 0. (167)

The idea is to use the value of (T.,) computed at 1—loop, to compute the trace of
the energy-momentum tensor. Initially can be considered a flat worldsheet, and as
discussed later, worldsheet curvature effects will be taken into account. Using the
notation ¢ = ¢*, ¢ = ¢%, in momenta space the conservation law (1.67) takes the

form

12



7(T.2(q)) + ¢(T:.(q)) = 0. (1.68)

It will be first computed the contribution to (7.) coming from the variation of the

effective action containing the term Sg. From (1.66) and (1.63)

1 4« 6(Sa[Xo + &) — Sa[Xo])
T,,) = —————= [ |d¢]exp{—(5|Xo+ & — S| X .
(T = oy s | eleapt (X +.6) = S} o
(1.69)
The term in the exponential can be written as
SG[XO + g] - SG[XO] = SF?"ee + Slntu (17O>
with
St = 1o [ oV Tolg"0uE 06 (1.71)
Free Aol . a b .
and
1 a m ne¢ted
St =~ || PVl R X5 0TS (1.72)

Having chosen a tetrad basis allows to find an expression for the propagator, which

can be expressed diagrammatically as

q i dro'n
o 2
lal (1.73)

while from Sy,,; can be found a vertex

ﬁ = — V1919 Rinju0u X500, X5E6°E7

(1.74)
where the curved lines represent background fields. Writing (1.69) as
(T..) = L /[d&]e—(sm) ia é’la 52 + e~ Stnt (1.75)

and making an expansion of the exponential, the following diagram can be formed

13



L10.60.¢ — /19197 Rjmin 0a X3 0, X E7EF

q+1 (1.76)

where the cross represents an insertion of the energy-momentum tensor. This dia-
gram leads to
07 T/T . =

(Tde =1 [ G i o R XPOXT ) ), (.77
In this equation the keys denote an expression in momentum space, but independent
of the momenta [.
To compute this integral in (1.77), one can use a Feynman parameter z to write it as
a known integral, whose value could be found using the dimensional regularization

formulas [5]. Introducing the parameter x, the integrand of (1.77) is written as

7T = 1 1_ 51232 1 a2\ _ 2
I(l+q) :/ da:(l il?)? + (I' — il*)(q" —iq ) (1.78)
Pl+a)?*  Jo [#0? + (1 —2)(l + ¢)*]?
Defining
=14+ (1—-2)¢", a=1,2 (1.79)
then

/ didl I(I + q)2 _ /1 dx/ Pk (KY)?2 — (k2)? — 2ik'k2 — 2(1 — 2)(q" — ig?)?

21 (1 + q) T (k2 4+ A)? ’

(1.80)
with
A=x2(1—2)¢ (1.81)

In the integral (1.80) there are omitted linear terms in & that vanishes because of
symmetry. Extending the two-dimensional space to d = 2 + ¢, (1.80) has a known

form. The quadratic terms in k£ cancel among them using

/ddk il —”%abm—c—i) 1) (1.82)
(k24+ A2 2 27\ A ' '
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Now, using

/ddkm = a2 — g) <%)2_2 (1.83)

in the limit ¢ — 0, one obtains

PLil+q9 g
/ 2 2(1+q)?2 ¢ (184

Substituting (1.84) in (1.68) one obtains an expression for the trace of the energy

momentum tensor 1
(ng)g = ZRmnaaX(’)”a“Xg, (1.85)

which was the desired result.

It can also be found an interaction with the first term in (1.43). A diagram with only
the linear term in the expansion of the exponential is canceled by the antisymmetry
of H, therefore, such a term should be considered in quadratic order. The type of

interaction is given by

l
e“wa-jé?an%{iVb&j
a9,£ma.Em I+ k
dH 10 XJERV 46!
[+4q (1.86)
from which one obtains
1 4 N3 ab cd
(Toa) by = ( ) A XX o Ho ' (187)

"(4ra’)? \/H\/g

/ dldl (14 q).(1 + k)yl.lg
2(2m)% 12(1+q)?(l+ k)2
Without lost of generality, one can make k = 0. Using

1
bla = §gbdl2 (1.88)
and
GGbECded = g*, (1-89)

the equation (1.87) is written
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didl (I + q)

— 1.
2r (14 q)%’ (1.90)

1
(T, =~ g 0. X70,X; [
with

H? = H,,H,". (1.91)

Using the computed value for this integral (1.84) and having in mind the existence
of other four identical configurations to the diagram (ref diagram 2) the following
expression for (T,,) can be found
— 1 q 2 ab m n
<TZZ>H2 - __Hmng aa)((] ab)(() . (192)
16 ¢
Finally, using the expression for the energy-momentum conservation (1.68) can be

found the expression for (7).

Up to now the results are

1 1 €ab

1
T.:) = “Run — —=Hpn? ) 0. X570 XY + | ==V Hynn | ——=0. X0, X5 (1.93

< > (4 16 ) 0 0 + ( 8 l ) \/m 0 b 0 ( )
Until now the contributions coming from the dilaton were ignored by choosing
gab = Oap. It seems that (1.93) would be all the contributions at first order in
o/. Nevertheless, in a flat worldsheet, variations of the action including the dilaton
respect of infinitesiaml variations of the metric, when evaluated in a flat worldsheet

are different from zero. Making this variation

65y = —% / d*06(1/]g|R?)®(X), (1.94)

Palatini’s identity can be used:

SR = V,0T¢, — V,0I%,, (1.95)
where
1
5F2b = _ng(SgdeFZb + §ng(5gda,b + 6gdb,a - 5gab,d)7 (196>
to write
9196 RS = V4(v/19lg*0T%.) — Vo(/]glg™oTS,). (1.97)

Integrating by parts (1.94) one finds
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550 = o [ o Ve TLAS0X) - T 0000}
+%/d20{5\/\9|ﬁ’(2 ®(X) + /lgl6g° R} (1.98)
X

Replacing (1.96) in (1.98), integrating again by parts and making g, = d4, the

energy-momentum tensor can be computed

TH = 2(0,0p — 0ap D) P(X). (1.99)

The simbol A is the Laplacian in the worldsheet. In coordinates (z, Z),

il _ —%A(I)(X(a)), (1.100)

and the trace is different from zero, as expected by the lack of conformal symmetry
of S. To compute the contributions of this trace to the total conformal anomaly,

one computes (1.100) in X,

A(I)(XO) = 29228282(1)()(0)7
= 207%0,(0m®(X0)0: X",
= O X2 X 0,0m®(Xo) + AXT 0P (Xo). (1.101)

But as X satisfy the classical equation of motion

1 ab
AXY = —Tg™0,X00° X + =H™ y——

20l

Du XJ O X, (1.102)

replacing (1.102) in (1.101), one finds

Eab

V19l

That is, the classical contributions coming from the variation of S are of the same

1
AD(Xy) = V,, V,,®(X)0, X 0" X§ + 5vmcgb()('O)J%,W 0. X0, X},  (1.103)

order as the one-loop contributions coming from (7¢) and (Ty). Therefore, the

following partial result can be written
ab

€
n\/m

(T3) = Bran0aX3'0" X5 + By,

B X0y X2, (1.104)

with
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1

G = Rpn(Xo) — ZHmlpHn’p(Xo)+2van<I>(X0), (1.105)
1
B = —§VlHlmn(X0)+HlmnVlCI>(XO). (1.106)

To find the remaining terms in the beta functions, some computations of two point
functions must be done, i.e two insertions of the energy momentum tensor. To
see that this is the case, one must remember that because of the diffeomorphism
symmetry in two dimensions, a worldsheet metric can be written as a scale factor
times a flat metric. In this case, to state that a theory has Weyl symmetry is
equivalent to say that the energy-momentum tensor is traceless, when computed
using the metric gq, = €*0,,. This must be independent of the scale factor w such
that the result is valid for any curved worldsheet. Then, at least the first variation
with respec to to w must be zero. This first variation can be written as

ab

o Tl g = LD

and evaluating in w = 0, the variation (1.107) is written in terms of the two point

(1.107)

function for the energy-momentum tensor

<Tz2(z)>e2w5 = _%<T22(2)Tz2(z/)>6, (1108)

(Toz(2)Tea(#))5 = (TE(A)TE())s + 2TE()TE(E))s + (TE(2)TE(2))s. (1.109)

Integrating w allows to write the trace of the energy-momentum tensor in terms of
the results obtained from the computation of the two point function. The result will
be something known: a term proportional to the worldsheet curvature scalar R,
whose constant of proportionality contains the space-time dimension. Furthermore,
some contributions fo the fields G and H will be found.

Consider for the time being just the terms in the classical action with Weyl symme-
try: Sg and Sp. At the lowest order in o’ in the two point function, (7,.7.), the

next graph is found
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9,60, (q) 9.60.87(-q)

q+1 (1.110)

from which is obtained

_D 2 P+ q)?
(T.:(q)T /d B+ q) (1.111)

To write the integral in (1.111) as an integral whose value is known, a Feynman

parameter x is introduced. The two point function (1.111) takes the form

(T.o(q)Tez(—q)) = —/ /dd — ) k2+A§1 —T (1)

with k& and A given by (1.79) and (1.81) respectively. The terms with odd powers
of k are zero because of symmetry, while the quadratic terms cancel among thems,

as in (1.80) . It is not difficult to prove that the quadratic term in k vanishes using

R A d\ 4
d _ (=) A2 ab scd ac sbd ad sbe ] 1.11
/dk<k2+A)2 T ( 2) (5%5e 4 gacgbd 4 gad sbe) (1.113)

Using (1.83), one finds

(T (@) T —0))s = = DL (1114
zz\q )L 2z q))s = 48 q . .
Using twice the energia-momentum tensor conservatoin ¢7.(q) +¢1.:(q) = 0, it can

be found

(Te:(0)Tez(—q))s = 4—8qu (1.115)

Writting this equation in coordinate space

(T2 Te(0))s =~ 120 2), (1.116)

where it was used

2
A (o) = ——— d q qqe’w. (1.117)




From (1.108), an expression for (7,;) can be found

D
(Tz) 205 = iD) V]9lAw.

Using the following expression for the two-dimensional scalar curvature

R® = —2Aw,

which is valid in conformal gauge, one can write

D
<T22>62“’6 = _ﬁ V |g|R(2)

Multiplying both sides of (1.120) by 2¢**

D

= - —R®.
12

(Ta%)

(1.118)

(1.119)

(1.120)

(1.121)

This expression is modified as D — D — 26 by considering the ghost fields that

appear when fixing the conformal gauge.

This last contribution to the trace of the energy-momentum tensor as a different
structure, since it is proportional to R® and neither to 9, X{"0° X nor €29, X0 X

Moreover, in this contribution do not appear terms containing G neither H. To find

their contributions proportional to R, it is necessary to go to higher order terms

in the expansions of S¢[X] and Sg[X]. Those contributions can be found computing

the graphs [6]

Rijklgifjaagkaagg

9.£'0.€(q) 9.£70.67(—q)
q+1 qg+1’
€ H, ;110,67 D,E"
0,79 ¢ 9.£70.¢
cab Hijp. E10,E70,EF
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(1.123)



EabHijkgiaagjabgk ‘fabHijkfiaagjabgk
0.€9.¢ 0.679.¢

z
9t (1.124)

These two loops computations are more complicated, since subdivergences can ap-
pear. Nevertheless, according with [6] their contributions to the trace (7, %) can
be computed using the same strategy of the conservation of the energy-momentum
tensor. They contribute

2
(T, = o (R - %) R®, (1.125)

where R is the scalar curvature of space-time.

There are remaning contributions that can appear considering the two-point func-
tions (T2 (2)T2(2')) and (TS (2)T2(2")). From the expansion for the action with @
is not difficult to find

Tf; = %5;ZZ (—%/d%\/g]%(z)vicbgz‘)

= 2[00(V;®)E" 4 0(V,; D)0 + O(V,;0)0¢" + (V;8)00¢"].  (1.126)

Taking just the last term in the last equation
1 o
(TE(@)TE(=))s = Vi@V, 2(ALAL);5 (1.127)

which can be represented by the following diagram

V@AL' . VAL
° ] * (1.128)
from which it is obtained
(TET2)s = ma' (VO)?qq. (1.129)

Using the energy-momentum conservation twice, a contribution of —2a/(V®)2R®

is obtained for the trace of the energy-momentum tensor.
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Nevertheless, the expansion for the energy-momentum tensor coming from variating
Sg also contributes at o order, so it is necessary to compute (TST2). To compute

T? the same procedure that allowed to find contributions coming from the variation

of the action including ® can be used. The following result is found

A O 1 o

e _ 20 _ 2 @y, PLicd

T, NTE ( i /d 23/gRYINV OV ;DL )
= —[0*(V.V;®)E'E +40(V,V,;9)0EE + 2(0;0;9)€'0°¢

+2(V,;V;®)0¢'0¢). (1.130)

Out of these terms, only the last two will give a non-zero contribution. The product

of the last term with TS is represented in the following diagram

0,£70,¢ V,V,;00.£0.6

g+ (1.131)

while the term before the last in (1.130) with TS can be represented by a similar

diagram. From the last diagram can it can be found

1 L1+ q)
TGTS)s = —=d 2®/dldli 1.132

< 2z zz>5 2aV 12(1+q)27 ( 3 )
this integral is the same as in (1.111). Then, using the same result one finds

/ —\ 3
(TET®); = —%v%@ (1.133)
q

To compute the remaining contribution

B+ q)
/dldlm (1.134)

has to be computed. The result is the double of (1.133) and adding up everything,

one finds

(T,z) 205 = 20"/ |g|V>®RP. (1.135)

Adding up all the computed contributions as indicated in (1.109) to the trace of the

energy-momentum tensor it can be written as
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(T, ") = B5,9"0. X3 0 X5 + B 0. X5 0, Xy + B* R, (1.136)

with
1
Bon = Bom — 7 HuipHy " +29,,9,9, (1.137)
1
o = 5V Honp + ViOH' (1.138)
D —26 H?
Bt o= - I o (R -zt 4V — 4(v<1>)2) : (1.139)

In the following, it will be shown that these beta functions can be consistently set

to zero, in such a way that the theory has no conformal anomaly at one-loop.

Consistency conditions of the Weyl invariance

When the fields B,,, and ® are zero and G,,, is the flat metric, the coefficients
G ;B

mn? mn

Nevertheless when the bosonic string is coupled to space-time fields, there appear

in (1.136) are zero, and 3% reduces to a number proportional to D — 26.

terms in the trace of the energy-momentum tensor which do not have this property:
they are proportional to 9,X™8,X". Furthermore, 3® appears as corrections to
the D — 26 term. In order to have an anomaly free theory, all of the three 3
functions must cancel, in a consistent way, where by consistent is meant to preserve
the property of 3® being a number. The term of order o/ in S includes fields in
spacetime, then in principle would not be constant numbers. Nevertheless, as will be
shown in the following the conditions 85, = 0 and 32, = 0 imply that the gradient
of 8% is zero, therefore 3% is a constant.

Using the Bianchi identity for the curvature tensor

ViR =0, (1.140)

is easy to see that the Ricci R,,, tensor satisfy

1
V"Ryn = ivnR. (1.141)
From the definition of H,,,; can be verified that it satisfies the identity

VipHpmy = 0, (1.142)

what allows to write
1
V" (HpipH, ?) = Hyppy V' H, P+ ngH2= (1.143)
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Then, computing V3%, is obtained

1 1 1
VRS = 5 Vmlt = ﬂVmHz — 1 Hm PN Hypp 4 2V, V20 4+ 2R, V'O, (1.144)
where it was used the definition of the curvature tensor [V,,, V,Jv! = — R, 0P

In terms of the beta functions 3¢ and SZ  the equation (1.144) is written as

1 1 1
AVATC IS 5 Vim (R — EH2 + 4V — 4(V<I>)2> + §B£Hm " 2B Ve, (1.145)

or

1 1
V" Bn = 5. VmB® + 5B + 287, V"2, (1.146)

which implies 3% is a constant if 58S and 82, are zero. Therefore, when all the /3

functions are zero the theory has Weyl symmetry at the quantum level.

Spacetime Effective Action

The system of equations obtained by the vanishing of the £ functions can be written

in a more suggestive way. From 3% = 0 it can be found

R= 1—12H2 — 4V — 4(VD)?, (1.147)

with this and from 85, = 0 one obtains
1

R = 5GomnR = O, (1.148)

where

1 1
Omn = 1 (H;n — aGmnﬂz) — 2V, V@ + 2G,,, V2@ — 2G,,,,(VP)?. (1.149)
The equation (1.148), satisfied by the metric field, is the Einstein equation in space-
time, with energy-momentum tensor (1.149). This is a symmetric tensor, but its
conservation must be checked. In fact, applying the operator V" to the equation
(1.148), the left hand side is identically zero, as can be checked by using the Bianchi

identity(1.140). The right hand side can be written as
V"0, = BE,H, ™ — 2% V™. (1.150)
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So the conditions for preserving the Weyl symmetry at the quantum level 8S =0,
B

mn

Now is possible to find another two equations for the other fields in spacetime. By
taking the trace of 3¢

= 0 guarantee the conservation for the matter energy-momentum tensor.

1
GBS = R— ZHfm + 2V20, (1.151)

but the condition ¢ = 0 together with 3% = 0, allows to eliminate R to write

o L

12
what constitutes the equation of motion for the dilaton. Finally, the equation for
the field H will come from the condition 82 =0

V20 — 2(V®) H>. (1.152)

V' Hyppy = 2V' O Hipp. (1.153)

As is known, Einstein’s equations can be derived as an equation of motion of the
Einstein-Hilbert action. It is tempting to think that the three equations for the
spacetime fields (1.148), (1.152) and(1.153) could be deduced from an action prin-
ciple. This work was done by Metsaev and Tseytlin [7], where the following action

was found

S = /d2GX\/|G\e‘2q’ <R — 1—12H2 + 4(v<1>)2) : (1.154)

By making the variation of (1.154) with respect of the fields G H and &:

|
55 = / APX TG (3G (R — 5 RGynn + 29V = 26y V20
1 1 1
2, 2 T2 = ¢ _
F2G (VO + 5 G H? = 12, ] — 5585
|

éHm"laHmnl}. (1.155)

The sector of derivatives of the field G, in (1.154) does not have the form of the
Einstein-Hibert action because of the exponential of the field ®, but by making a
transformation Gy = € Gnn,s (1.154) takes the form

~ D-2 _~ — 1 —
S = /dDX |Gle™?*e* 2 {R— (D —1)V2w — Z(D —1)(D — 2)(Vw)?

1 ~
+4(VP)2 — Ee_2wH2}, (1.156)

where the notation with ~indicates that the indices are contracted with the metric
G. The Einstein-Hilbert action will be contained in (1.156) by choosing
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W= — (1.157)

in that way (1.156) can be written as

~ ~ 4 —— 1 s -~
— D - 2 _ ~ o,p3[g?
S /d XA/ |G| (R D—Q(V(I)) 126 H ) ) (1.158)

In the action (1.158) can be identified a kinetic term for the Dilaton and a Maxwell

term for the antisymmetric field, but with a coupling to the dilaton.

1.1.2 Superstring Sigma model

Phenomenologically, superstrings are more interesting than bosonic strings since
they contain fermions in their spectrum. Before concentrating on the superstring
sigma model, it will be given a brief description of the superstrings in Ramond-

Neveu-Schwarz and Green-Schwarz formalism [8], [9].

In the first half of the seventies supersymmetry was discovered within string theory
in an attempt to construct a more realistic theory which could incorporate fermions
in it’s spectrum. This more elaborated version of the string incorporating fermions
is known as the superstring, and differently from the bosonic string, which is defined
in 26 space-time dimensions to cancel the conformal anomaly, the vanishing of the
superconformal anomaly makes the superstring live in 10 space-time dimensions.
The first formalism used for describing the superstring dates back to that decade
and is known a the RNS formalism standing for Ramond-Neveu-Schwarz. It has
N = 1 superconformal symmetry at the world-sheet level and is also space-time
supersymmetric, although this feature is rather involved. Nevertheless, the covariant
quantization in this formalism is a straightforward task.

In the eighties superstring theory gained more interest. Green and Schwarz [10]
showed that the theory is free of gauge, gravitational and mixed anomalies by con-
sidering it’s low energy limit, which is N =1 D = 10 super Yang-Mills theory cou-
pled to supergravity. Also in this decade Green and Schwarz found a new formalism
for the superstring, known as the GS formalism [11], which has manifest space-time
supersymmetry. It has a new fermionic local symmetry at the worldsheet level,
known as Kappa symmetry [12], which is more involved than the superconformal
symmetry of the RNS formalism. For quantizing the GS formalism, one has to use
the light-cone gauge so the space-time symmetries are no longer manifest. In this

decade it was known the full set of superstring theories: Type I, TypellA, Type IIB,
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Heterotic SO(32) and Heterotic Eg x Eg, which in the nineties were related to each
other using dualities [13].

Ramond-Neveu-Schwarz sigma model

For the superstring, one can similarly consider the coupling to background fields
corresponding to massless states, giving further information about the equations
of motion for the background fields. Nevertheless, because of the complicated su-
persymmetric space-time structure of the RNS formalism, only some sector of the
possible couplings can be turned on, namely, the NS-NS sector [14] [15]. In the con-
formal gauge, the sigma model action for the Heterotic string in the RNS formalism

1S

S = 210/ / d22d9[%DXm5X"(Gmn(X)+an(X))+DXm71AmI(X)+9XADS\A]
T
R TG
top | LA (1.159)

where D = 0y+00, is the N = 1 D = 2 supersymmetric derivative, X™ = X" +6y™
and J = 1KLL s AANP are the Heterotic string currents that can be written in terms of
the structure constants X7, for the gauge group Es x Fg and right handed fermions
M, with A = 1,...,32. A,, is the gauge potential. Besides the beta functions
already written, in the absence of the Kalb-Ramond and Dilaton superfields, the
check of conformal invariance allows to find a beta function associated to the gauge
field: ;;‘I = V"F,,.r- The lack of manifest super-Poincaré invariance does not allow
to couple the RR sector, then using this formalism there are missing equations of
motion for the background fields. Therefore, the sypersymmetrical aspects of those
equations of motion are missed, turning this formalism an inappropriate language
for studying supersymmetrical aspect such as dualities. The use of a manifestly

space-time covariant formalism is in order.

Green-Schwarz sigma model

The GS formalism makes use of superspace in 10 dimensions. For that reason,
the action written using superfields makes the supersymmetry invariance manifest.
Using the GS formalism, one can write a sigma model in a manifestly Super-Poincaré

invariant form. The sigma model action is given by [16]

S_l

2o’

/ d?*20ZM07ZN (G yn + Bun)(2). (1.160)

27



Here ZM stands for the D = 10 N = 1 superspace coordinates (X™,6%), with
m=20,..9and o = 1,...16. Gyn and B,y are superfields whose content is the
supergravity multiplet. Some attempts have been taken to compute the beta func-
tions in this formalism, see [17] [18]. Nevertheless, its quantization in a manifest
super-Poincaré invariant way is an unsolved problem that rises difficulties in the

computation of the conformal anomaly.

Besides these two formalism, there exist a formalism suitable for studying com-
pactifications to four dimensions, known as the hybrid formalism [19]. By using
this description, the Heterotic string and type Il superstring beta functions were
computed by studying the N = (2,0) and N = (2,2) superconformal algebra re-
spectively [20] [21] [22].

Since one cannot couple all the background fields corresponding to the massless su-
perstring states and covariantly quantize in ten dimensions neither with the RNS or
GS formalism, one should look for a more convenient way of describing the super-
string. Fortunately, there exist a formulation in which the super-Poincaré invariance
is manifest and can be quantized covariantly. This is the pure spinor formulation
for the superstring [23], whose sigma model for describing the Heterotic and type
IT superstrings [24] has been used to compute the equations of motion for the back-
grounds, giving respectively the super Yang-Mills/supergravity equations of motion
for the heterotic case [25] and supergravity equations of motion for the type II sigma
model [26]. It is worth to note that before pure spinors were used to describe su-
perstrings, integrability along pure spinor lines allowed to find the super Yang-Mills
and supergravity equations of motion in ten dimensions [28] . Before discussing the
pure spinor sigma model, which will be done in chapter two and three, it will be
useful to give a brief review of the pure spinor formalism in a flat background. For

detailed and pedagogical reviews, see [29] and [30].

1.2 Pure spinor formalism

The Pure Spinor formalism has its roots in the Siegel approach for describing the
superstring [31]. This approach had success for covariantly quantizing the super-
particle, but it could not be used to describe the physical superstring spectrum.
Nevertheless it had the advantage that all the worldsheet fields are free, making
trivial the computation of the OPE’s. Instead of describing the Siegel approach,
the pure spinor description for the Heterotic and type II superstrings will be given

directly.
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1.2.1 Heterotic superstring in the Pure Spinor formalism

The action for the heterotic superstring in the pure spinor formalism is given by

S—l

2ma!

/dzz(%aXmng + pad® + bOC) + Sy + S, (1.161)

where the worldsheet variables (X™, 6% p,), with m = 0...9, « = 1...16, describe
the N = 1 D = 10 superspace. p, is the conjugate momentum to 8%. This formalism
takes its name from the bosonic spinor A%, which is constrained to satisfy the pure
spinor condition A%(7™),sA? = 0, where 4™ are 16 x 16 symmetric ten-dimensional
gamma matrices. The pure spinor part of the action, denoted by S, is the action
for a free 3 v system, where the conjugate momentum to A is denoted by w,. S5
denotes the action for the heterotic right-moving currents and (b, ¢) are the right
moving Virasoro ghosts. It is worth to note that the Lorentz currents N = %)\vabw
and ghost number current J = A\®w,, satisfy

a/np[nNM}q(z) — i NP (%) o pmlappln

32T 1.162
y—z (y — 2)? ( )

N™(y)NP(z2) —

40/2
(y—2)*
It is worth to note that the —3 coefficient in the double pole, added with a +4

coefficient for the double pole of the Lorentz curent in Siegel approach M™ =

J(y)J(z) = — (1.163)

%pvmné’, gives a +1 coefficient, which is the same as in the Lorentz current of the

RNS formalism. These currents have OPEs with the pure spinors

1 N (2) A% (2)
Nmn « -] mn\o « / 11 4
(¥)A%(z) = Sy )By_z, J(y)A (Z)—my_z, (1.164)
while the right-moving currents satisfy
—I, \—=J f”KjK(z) , o7
J Yy J (2) = Oé,f +CY/ B B—— 1.165
7' () > o T o (1.165)

where f!7/y are the Eg x Eg structure constants. Physical states are defined as
vertex operators in the cohomology of the BRST charge* @ = ¢ dzA\*d, and Q =
§(eT +cdcb), where d,, are the worldsheet variables corresponding to N =1 D = 10

space-time supersymmetric derivatives and is given by

) 1
da = o = 57250° O + SV ()00 00" (1.166)

*For a reference of BRST quantization of the superstring and a proof of equivalence of the pure

spinor formalism and GS formalism, see [32] and [33].
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1.2.2 Type II superstring in the Pure Spinor formalism

The pure spinor closed string action in flat space-time is defined by using the super-
space coordinates X™ with m = 0,...,9 and the conjugate pairs (pa, %), (P=, 55)
with (o,@) = 1,...,16. For the type ITA superstring the spinor indices a and @
have the opposite chirality while for the type IIB superstring they have the same
chirality. In order to define a conformal invariant system we need to include a pair
of pure spinor ghost variables (A%, w,) and (Xa, wz). These ghosts are constrained
to satisfy the pure spinor conditions (Ay™A) = (Ay™\) = 0, where Yo and Vag
are the 16 x 16 symmetric ten dimensional gamma matrices. Because of the pure
spinor conditions, w and & are defined up to dw = (M™)A,, and 6@ = (Ay™)A,,.
The quantization of the model is performed after the construction of the BRST-like
charges Q = § \*d,, @ =4 Xaga, here d,, and dy are the world-sheet variables cor-
responding to the N = 2 D = 10 space-time supersymmetric derivatives and are
supersymmetric combinations of the space-time superspace coordinates of confor-
mal weights (1,0) and (0, 1) respectively. The action in flat space is a free action

involving the above fields, that is

1 2 1 m9 Eayalel ~ ana
S_Qmﬂ/dzgaanm+nﬁ9+nﬁ9y+&m” (1.167)
where Sy, is the action for the pure spinor ghosts.

The left N™ = %)\vm"w and right-moving currents Nmn = %va"@ satisfy the

OPE’s

mn «a 1 / mn\o )\B(z> Nrmn Na 1 (. mn\a )\B(’Z)

N )A(E) = 5o (7 N N(E) - 5o (T (L16)

PPN () — el NP (2) o " lanPIn
N™(y)NP(z) — o — 3o ——, 1.169
(y)NP(2) - TESE (1.169)

- - pln Nmla () — paln Nmp () pmlagpin
N™™ (y) NP4 /1 ~ 30 1.170
()N (2) = « Tz G (1.170)

Having a covariantly quantized description for the superstring brings important ad-
vantages. Scattering amplitudes have been computed up to two loops, [34], [35],
[36], [37], [38], [39] and [40]. Also it has been possible to study the superstring in
a curved background more properly, that means, including the full D =10 N =1
supermultiplet and finding their equations of motion. In this area, is of importance
to know the effective field theories for the massless modes of the string. One reason

is to know the genuine effective stringy effects in the theory. A second reason is that
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it would be possible to test duality conjectures beyond the leading order and also
would be interesting to know the effects of the string corrections on the solutions of

the supergravity equations of motion.

As emphasized, these Ph.D thesis relays on the area of the non-linear sigma model
for the superstring in the pure spinor description. The coupling of the pure spinor
superstring to a generic background, including RR fields, was given for the first time
by Berkovits and Howe [24], where also a set of D = 10 N = 1 super-Yang-Mills and
supergravity constraints were computed in the heterotic superstring case by studying
the nilpotency of the pure spinor BRST charge and the conservation of its respective
BRST current. Also they found a set D = 10 N = 2 supergravity constraints analog
considerations for the type II superstring in a generic background. Both the het-
erotic and type II pure spinor superstrings in a generic background will be reviewed
in chapter 2 and 3. For the open superstring in the pure spinor description coupled
to a background, it was shown that the classical BRST invariance implies that the
background fields satisfy the full non-linear supersymmetric Born-Infeld equations
of motion [41]. The one-loop beta functions for the heterotic superstring using the
pure spinor formalism were computed by Chandia and Vallilo [25]. These authors
also show that the sYM/supergravity constraints makes the beta functions to be
zero, implying in conformal invariance at one-loop. In collaboration with Chandia
[26] the one-loop beta functions for the type II superstring were computed, and
also were verified the conformal invariance of this theory by using the lowest order
D =10 N = 2 supergravity constraints. This will be developed in detail in chapter
3 of this thesis. It is worth to note that using the pure spinor formalism, the full
superfield multiplet can be coupled to the superstring. So this allowed to compute
covariantly the equations of motion for the background superfields, even the RR

superfields in a manifestly covariant manner?.

There is one more study that can be performed using the superstring sigma model us-
ing the pure spinor formalism. The Green-Schwarz mechanism demands an anoma-
lous transformation of the the Kalb-Ramond superfield [10], which amounts to an
o/ order Chern-Smons modifications of the field-strength related to this superfield.
It will now be explained how to compute such o/ corrections. Using the pure spinor
sigma model it was shown at the lowest order in o', that the BRST invariance
puts the background fields on-shell [24]. It is in the quantum regime of the BRST

invariance that it is expected to find the Chern-Simons modifications. These Chern-

TFor further studies of the pure spinor superstring in a generic background see [27] and references

therein.
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Simons modifications are of two types: Yang-Mills and Lorentz, as is known since
the Green-Schwarz mechanism for the cancellation of gauge, gravitational and mixed
anomalies in the framework of the ten-dimensional low-energy effective field theo-
ries [10]. Also Hull and Witten [42] noted the appearance of those modifications to
cancel the sigma model gauge anomalies. Atick, Dhar and Ratra [43] gave further
evidence for the existence of the Yang-Mills Chern-Simons modification by making
a Superspace description of N = 1 supergravity coupled to N = 1 super Yang-Mills.
The Chern-Simons modifications were even noted in the component formulation of
supergravity in order to have a consistent theory [44]. Furthermore, integrability
along pure spinor lines allowed Howe [45] to incorporate the Chern-Simons correc-
tions. By studying what conditions are imposed on the background superfields by
the preservation of the BRST invariance properties at first order in o’ for the Het-
erotic sigma model in the pure spinor description, the Yang-Mills Chern-Simons
modifications have been computed in as-yet unpublished work [46] which will be
described in detail in chapter 4. The Lorentz Chern-Simons modifications consti-
tute work in progress and will be discussed in chapter 5. Both Yang-Mills and
Lorentz Chern-Simons modifications appear as stringy corrections to some of the
classical SYM/SUGRA constraints mentioned in the preceding paragraph. Besides
the Chern-Simons modifications, other corrections are expected to preserve super-
symmetry. Being a manifestly supersymmetric, it seems promising that the pure
spinor sigma model would be useful to find a complete o’ correction preserving su-
persymmetry in space-time. This will help to settle an old debate found in the
literature, discussed in some works of Gates et al. [47] , [48] and [49] on one hand
and Bonora et al. [50], [51], [52], [53] and [54] where two sets of string corrected
constraints cannot be related among them.

Recently a new set of supergravity constraints have been introduced by Lechner
and Tonin [55] and it will be of interest to compare their o/ corrections with those

computed directly from the pure spinor superstring.
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Chapter 2

Ten-Dimensional Supergravity Constraints from the
Pure Spinor Formalism for the Heterotic Super-

string

Before discussing the conformal anomaly and the gauge and Lorentz anomaly for the
superstring, it will be introduced the sigma-model type action in the pure spinor
formalism [24] for the heterotic superstring. As in the bosonic string case [56],
the starting point for costructing a sigma-model action are the integrated vertex
operators corresponding to the massless states. This chapter is fully based on [24]
and the pourpose of including it in the thesis is to make the text more complete and

set notation, instead of being original in this topic.

2.1 Vertex Operators in the pure spinor formalism

The massless supergravity and super Yang-Mills vertex operators are respectively

given by

Vsa = /dzz[ﬁeo‘Aam(:ﬁ, 0) + 0" A, (7, 0) + do B2 (20) + N,,,Q,,"P102™,  (2.1)

Vivm = /d22[09aAaI(x, 0) + 11" A, (2, 0) + d W (20) + anUI"p]jl, (2.2)

where the last two terms in each vertex operators are present to make them BRST
invariant and II"™ = 0z™ + %97’”89. Note that any of this two vertex operators

could be constructed from the open string vertex operator

Viypen = / 2[00 Ag(z,0) + 1" An (2, 0) + daW(20) + NoyU™]  (2.3)
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multiplying either with [ dzdx™ or [dzJ. By computing the conditions for BRST

invariance of (2.1) one finds

Vopgrs) P DaAgm =0, 0™ (OmApn — OnApm) =0, (2.4)
which are the linearized N = 1 supergravity equations motions, and also
Apm = _%Da(’yn)aﬁABma Emﬁ = _%0(’7”>aﬁ(DaAnm - anAam)a (2-5)

1
0 = S Da(0")*4Eni® = Oy

which defines the linearized supergravity connections and field-strengths in terms of
A Similarly, the BRST invariance of (2.2) leads to the linearized N = 1 super

Yang-Mills equation of motion

(f)/npqrs)aBDaAﬁI = 07 (26)

as can be read-off from the condition A*A\° D, Ag; = 0 using the pure spinor condi-
tion; and also to the definitions of the linearized super Yang-Mills connections and

field strengths in terms of A,;:

) )
Apr = —gDa(%)“ﬁAm, W’ = _E(VH)QB(DaAnI = OnAar), (2.7)
1
U/ = gDa(’Vnp)aBWIB = 8[71‘417}1‘

The on-shell graviton h,,, is contained in the (7"0)ahmn() of Agm(x,0), while the
on-shell gluon a,; is in the (7"0),a,1(x) of Ayr(x,0).
By considering the coupling of the superstring to a generic background, (2.4)-(2.7)

will be generalized to covariant non-linear equations.

2.2 Heterotic Superstring in a Generic Background

By adding the supergravity and super Yang-Mills vertex operators (2.1) and (2.2)
to the flat action (1.161) and covariantizing respect to N = 1 D = 10 super-
reparameterization invariance, one can arrive to an action for the coupling of the
Heterotic superstring to a curved background. Also, one can consider the worldsheet
fields Oz™, dx™, 96%, D%, d,, J and A*ws. Then, by making products among them,
one can write an expression which is classically invariant under worldsheet conformal

transformations. The action is given by

1 1. = _ _
S = / d2z[§aZMaZN(GNM + Byat) + dadZM Ep® + 02T Ay (2.8)

2ma!

Hdo T WE + NwsT Ura? + X°ws02M Q1a?] + Spr + Syhost + Sa + S
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In this notation ZM = (2™, ") are coordinates for the superspace. Middle alpha-
bet indices denote the curved superspace indices, while beginning alphabet indices
a = (a,a) denote the tangent superspace indices. The set of background super-
fields is given by Gyn, Bun, Ev®, Ay, WE, Ui, Quo® and ®. In terms of the
supervielbein Ey 4, Gy is given by Gyun = Ey®Ex"e. By is the two-form
Kalb-Ramond potential, and ® is the dilaton. A,;; is the super Yang-Mills po-
tential, while W¢ and Uy,” will be related to the super Yang-Mills field strengths.
Spr denotes the Fradkin-Tseytlin action Spr = L [ d?2®(2)r®, where r® is the
two-dimensional scalar curvature. Finally, Q.° is the sping connection super-
field. Because of the form that w, appears in (2.8) and the pure spinor condition,
there is a gauge invariance dw, = A% (Y4\)a, so the background superfields satisfy
(7174) 3% Q10 = (19°0) 52U = 0, which imply

. Loy o . e
Qra” = 0.7 + 20 ()a”, Ura® = U8, + U (). (2.9)

The action (2.8) is invariant under local gauge transformations

OByt = negA®E e, SEy® = ZgEMB, e’ = 0 Sa” + ZZzQM'YB - Z?/QMQV’
SWi = S0W/, 0Ur” = ¥3U1," = X5UL", 6A% = B5N, dwe = —XJw,, (2.10)

as well as under local shift transformations.

00 = 4(V)ash™, 690" = 2(v%)ash?, 6dy = —6Q0as" N w,, 6U1" = W]6Q,.7,
(2.11)
where the transformation of 2,57 has been chosen in such a way for not to change

the pure spinor BRST current.

2.2.1 Heterotic Nilpotency Constraints

The constraints found by requiring that the BRST charge remains nilpotent when
the string is coupled to a curved background can be found either by using canonical
commutation relations [24], computing directly twice the BRST variation on various
worldsheet fields in (2.8) [57] or by a tree level computation, as explained in chapter

4. In this section we use the first approach, with a commutator algebra
[Par 2V = 0™, Jwas X = 08, [T, 7] = 15T, (2.12)

where the canonical momentum is defined as usual Py; = 6L/5(0pZ™). By comput-

ing this momentum one finds
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1 _ _
do = oM (P + 5(02N —02%) Byar — NwsQuis” - 7' Anr). (2.13)

Then, one can use the commutators algebra (2.12) to find
1 = —I
{Qu Q} = %)‘QAB[TaﬁCDC - 5(82]\] - 8ZN>HaBN - AwwéRaﬁ“/& —J Faﬁl]v (214>

where DC = ECM(PM - )\OCWBQMQB - 7IAM[).

From (2.14) one can read the nilpotency constraints

A NIT5€ = AN Hoge = AN N Ry’ = A*NP Fsp = 0. (2.15)

2.2.2 Heterotic Holomorphicity Constraints

In this subsection it will be computed the conditions for d(A\%d,) = 0 at the lowest
order. Again there are three possible ways to compute this constraints. One is by
using the classical equations of motion derived for the worldsheet fields in (2.8) [24],
by computing directly the BRST variation of this action [57] or by computing tree
level diagrams, as will be shown in chapter four. In this chapter it will be followed
the first approach.

By variating A* and w, in (2.8) one obtains respectively
gwa = —(EZMQMOCB +7IUIQB)w5, O\ = (EZMQMBQ —i—le]Ba))\B. (2.16)

The equations of motion for the right-moving Heterotic currents can be found by

using bosonization. The result is

0T = fY T (0ZM Appy + daW§ + Awsl "), (2.17)

Finally, by computing the variation of (2.8) with respect of superspace coordinates
ZM one finds

_ 1 _
9do, = E,"[(0p Ean™) Ex®llay + Op En* Eni®nay — 5HPMN)aZMaZN (2.18)
+2(8[PEN}ﬁ)dﬁ -+ 8[}39]\/}76)\7&)5)52]\[ — prﬁg()\wwﬁ) — Ap[ajl

+(201p Ay 10ZM + 0pWidg + 0pUp,* Nwg) T,

So, by using (2.16), ( 2.17) and (2.18) one finds the that derivative in the z direction
of the BRST current is

— —c ]_ —C =C =C
O(A\*dy) = \*[II°TI (TabC+Tacb—Habc)]+§HﬁH (Tope—Hupe) +dsTl To’ +2°w T Roes”]
(2.19)
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_ 1 _ 1
FNITET (For + §Wf (Tugo — Hap)) + 0T (For + 5Wflara,yﬁ)]

AN (VWP = TorP W7 = Upe®) + Nwsd (VaUr® — Rag,?)],

where HA = 8ZMEMA, ﬁA = EZMEMA and TABc = TABdT]dC.
Since TI* is related to through II" = —7IWI‘” by using the equation of motion
for the worldsheet field d,, in (2.8), we arrive at the following set of constraints for

holomorphicity of the BRST current at the lowest order in

Totvey = —Hape = Tog® — Hop® = Too” =0, NN Ryos” =0, Fopr = —%W}’ng,
(2.20)
Fopt = =W Tyap, VaWP = Ton W) = U, XN (VU5 + Rans®W7) = 0.
It will be explained in chapter 4 how to compute those constraints perturbatively
in o.
In the following chapter, it will be discussed the pure spinor sigma model for the

type II superstring.
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Chapter 3

One-loop Conformal Invariance of the Type II Pure

Spinor Superstring in a Curved Background

Having gained experience with the Heterotic sigma model, the type II sigma model
will be introduced and the conditions for conformal invariance will be computed. At
the end of the chapter it will be shown how the classical constraints imply in the

equations of motion for the background.

3.1 Classical Considerations

In a curved background, the pure spinor sigma model action for the type II su-
perstring is obtained by adding to the flat action of (1.167) the integrated vertex
operator for supergravity massless states and then covariantizing respect to ten di-
mensional N = 2 super-reparameterization invariance. The result of doing this
is

1 1 aTy? 1 AFB 7 9 1o el r'e) Yo~ \O
S = 2m//d2z (§H II nab+§H 1" Bpa+doIl" +dal1® + (XN ws) 2 + (A 05) Q2"
(3.1)

+dadz PP + (Aws)d5Co” + (N05)d, Ca™ + (A ws) (\7@5)Suw™) + Spure + Spr,

where 114 = 8ZMEMA,ﬁA = 0ZMEy” with Ey* the supervielbein and ZM are
the curved superspace coordinates, Bg, is the super two-form potential. The con-
nections appears as Q.° = 0ZM Q0" = ﬁAQAaﬁ and Q58 = 0ZM QP = TAQLL".
They are independent since the action of (3.1) has two independent Lorentz sym-
metry transformations. One acts on the a-type indices and the other acts on the
a-type indices. Sy is the action for the pure spinor ghosts and is the same as in
the flat space case of (1.167).

As was shown in [24], the gravitini and the dilatini fields are described by the lowest
9-components of the superfields C,”7 and 5537, while the Ramond-Ramond field

38



strengths are in the superfield P°f_ The dilaton is the theta independent part of
the superfield ® which defines the Fradkin-Tseytlin term

1
SFT = %/CFZ T (I), (32)

where r is the world-sheet curvature. Because of the pure spinor constraints, the

superfields in 3.1 cannot be arbitrary. In fact, because of the gauge invariances

dwe = A (74\)q and dwg = A%(Y,\)z one can find
1 o 1a _
Qaa” = Qud," + ZQAab(”Yab)aB, Qaa” = Quds” + ZQAab(”Yab)aB, (3.3)

_ _ 1. - =~ 1 _
C,7=C76," + ZCab“’(W“b)aﬁ, Ci" = C65" + ZCab“’(fy“b)aﬁ, (3.4)
= = 1 =z 1~ = 1 3
Saaﬁﬁ = Séaﬁ(saﬁ + ZSab(fya%aﬁ(saﬁ + ZSab (”Yab)aﬁéaﬁ + 1_65abcd (fyab)aﬁ(fyCd)Eﬁ- (35)
The action of (3.1) is BRST invariant if the background fields satisfy suitable con-
straints. As was shown in [24], these constraints imply that the background field
satisfy the type II supergravity equations. The BRST invariance is obtained by
requiring that the BRST currents jp = A“d, and }B = Xaja are conserved. Besides,
the BRST charges Q = § jp and @ =4 }B are nilpotent and anticommute. Let us
review these properties now.

3.1.1 Nilpotency

As was shown in [24] (see also [57]), nilpotency is obtained after defining momentum
variables in (3.1) and then using the canonical Poisson brackets. The only momen-
tum variable that does not appear in (3.1) is the conjugate momentum of Z™ which
is defined as Py = (27/)8.5/6(0oZ™M) where 8y = 1(0+ ). It is not difficult to see
that w, is the conjugate momentum to \* and that wg is the one for 2T, Nilpotence

of () determines the constraints

XN Hyga = AN N Rog = NN Rys:? = 0, (3.6)
NN 5" = NMNT, 57 = NN T,57 =0, (3.7)

where H = dB, the torsion Tp“ and RABV‘; are the torsion and the curvature
constructed using 2457 as connection. Similarly, 745" and éABWS are the torsion
and the curvature using Q2 A3 as connection.

The nilpotence of the BRST charge () leads to the constraints

Nah B Ny B d N\ BT D K
NNPH 5, = NN R 5 = NN NR 5% =0, (3.8)
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ANNT 5" = NN T g = AN 157 = 0. (3.9)

Finally, the anticommutation between () and @ determines

Hoga=T,5"=T,5" = T,5 = NN Ryas® = NN R 5 = 0. (3.10)

«

Note that given the decomposition (3.3) for the connections, we can respectively

write

1

RDCOCB = RDC(SOCB + ZRDCef(’yef)aB> (311)
L _1- _
Rpca” = Rpeda” + ZRDCef(Wef)aB- (3.12)

3.1.2 Holomorphicity

The holomorphicity of jp and the antiholomorphicity of EB constraints are deter-
mined after the use of the equations of motion derived from the action (3.1). The

equation for the pure spinor ghosts are

VA + N (d5C5°T + N05855°7) = 0, Vwa — (d5C"T + X05S0a™)ws = 0, (3.13)

and

VAT N (d,C5™ 4+ A°%wsS,57%) = 0, Vg — (d,Ca” + A wsSua™ )5 = 0, (3.14)

where V is a covariant derivative which acts with €2 or €2 connections according to

the index structure of the fields it is acting on. For example,
VPP = gpef 4 PVBQV‘” + PWQJ.
The variations respect to d, and Ja provide the equations
" + d5P + X505 = 0, 1% — dgP™ + A w7 = 0. (3.15)

The most difficult equations to obtain are those coming from the variation of the
superspace coordinates. Let us define 04 = §ZM E)4, then it is not difficult to

obtain

ST = 9o? — oPTIC EpM BN Oy By (—1) BT,

Here we can express this variation in terms of the connection €2 . In fact,
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ST = Vo — oPTI(Tep? + Qe (—1)P9).

There is a point about our notation for the torsion that we should make clear. Using

tangent superspace indices, the torsion can be written as

T = —Eg™ (OnEc™)Ey® 4+ (—) P EN (OnEp™) Ex® + Qpce® — (—)PQep™.

(3.16)

In our notation, Tpc® will mean that the connection in (3.16) is Qc® while Tc®

means that the connection in (3.16) is ﬁcga. Since we also have two connections

with bosonic tangent space index Q¢* and Q¢®, we use Tpo® to denote the torsion

when we use the first and TBCG to denote the torsion when we use the second.

We vary the action (3.1) under these transformations and, after using the equations

(3.14), (3.15) and some of the nilpotence constraints, we obtain

Vd,

and

.

1 1 .
—inan”(Ta(b@ + Hopo) + 5HBH (Thoa — Haaa) — daT1 Tho® (3.17)

~ 5 1_3 —a
—dgl*(T,” + §P75(Twa + Hyoa)) + Nw T Rynp?

G ar s o Lo ~ - 1 =
+N@ YR, 57 — 505“’5(%% + Hsoa)) — d3ll (106" + iPwHMa)
3 NP P

—l—)\BwVHéRgaB’Y + )\BWVH(S(R(SQB’Y + §CE’YPHP50)

+d5d7(f"57T5a5 - vapfﬁ) + A%Vdé(viégé + O Tpe’ + PPR_57)
+Mw,d5(VoaCs™ — PP Rpag?) — Nw N&p(VaSgs " + C5"" Ry 5"

+5gﬁ0Roa5ﬁ/),

1 1 3 - .
—§H“Hb(Ta(ba) + Hapa) + §H“H5(Tgaa + Hyyy) — dgl1"Ts”  (3.18)
— 1 . o
T (o — L P (T — Hog) + 3,1
Y 1 - - 1~
AN, I (Raag” — 50676(%@ — Hyg,)) — dpTl (T” + §P56H735)

N U —35 1., .-
+>\ﬁw7H5RéaEﬁ/ + )\BWVH (Rgaﬁfy + §CQWPHSP—Q)
+dd(PPOTS.T — VaP?) + Nw, ds(VaCy™ + C3PThs’ — PP Ryas")
+ N0y ds(VaC3" + PPR_57) — Nw, N55(VaSss" + C5™ Ros”
‘I‘égﬁURo—aﬁ’y).

From these equations, (3.13), (3.14) and also two equations in (3.10) we obtain the

holomorphicity constraints. In fact, Vjz = 0 implies
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Ta(ab) = Haab = Taﬁa — Haﬁa = Taaﬁ = T B + PPYET,YQG = )\aAﬁRaaﬁﬁ/ = 07

~ — 1 —
R,5 — C5 " Traa = Tha” + §P5ﬁH5W Rs 5" + C—’Y s = 0,

aaﬁ (
PMT&O‘ - VO‘PB'Y - COCBW = vaéﬁﬁé + CE’ypra + P(SpRﬁaE - SaB‘W =0,
AN (VoC3" = PP Roos") = NN (VoS5 + 37 Ryi” + O Roas) = 0,

and V}B = 0 implies

Ta(ab) - Haab Taﬁa + H_i = Taag = Taaﬁ - PBWT’yioca - Xa’j\ﬁé BV =

1
2Pﬁ5H 5o = Rsag’ + Cg””H(;pa =0 (3.20)

PAT; 7 — VPP + O = Va5 + O T’ — PP Ruag” — Spa™ =0
XN (VaCy™ + PPR_57) = 0, "N (VaSs5"T + O3 Rys? + C57° Roms”) = 0.

pa oaf

Rua” = C5" Tyqy = Toa +

3.1.3 Solving the Bianchi identities

We can gauge-fix some of the torsion components and determine others through the
use of Bianchi identities. It is not necessary but it will simplify the computation of
the one-loop beta functions. As in [24], we can set Hap, = Hapy = H, 35 = Hyze =0
since there is no such ten-dimensional superfields satisfying the nilpotency constrains
of Q and Q. We can use the Lorentz rotations to gauge fix Top® = Yap and T 5" =
7§3a therefore the above constraints imply Haga = (Va)ap and Hgp, = —(74)53. We

can use the shift symmetry of the action (3.1)

0o = 600Ny, 8d = 007N Gy, 6C" = PT60.5,  6C" = P50, °

da
68,570 = Ca 65" + C5" 607,

to gauge-fix T,p" = T,57 =
The Bianchi identity for the torsion is

(VT)asc” = ViaTpe)” + Tia" Tee)” — Riase)” =0, (3.21)

where brackets in (3.21) mean (anti-)symmetrization respect to the ABC' indices.
The curvature will be R or R if the upper index D is 6 or § respectively. When
D = d, we use the notation (VT)pc? or (VTV)ABCd, if we use the connection Qpz.*

or Q B."; then the curvatures in each case will be R or R.
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The Bianchi identity (VT)as,* = 0 implies Towp = 2(7ap)a’ . Similarly, the
Bianchi identity (VTV)EEW“ = 0 implies Touy = 2(%5,)53625. The Bianchi identity
(VT),35"* = 0 implies Q, = T,," = 0. Similarly, the Bianchi identity (VT)zs," = 0
implies Oz = T4,” = 0. It is not difficult to show that the constraints 7T,,* = T,z* =
0 imply €, = Q. = 0.

We can write two sets of Bianchi identities for H depending on what is the connection
we choose in the covariant derivative. Note that the components of the superfield
H do not depend on such choice. The Bianchi identities come from VH = 0 and
VH =0 and it is not difficult to check that both sets are equivalent. Let us write

only one of them

3
(VH)apcp = ViaHpep) + 5 " Hpep) = 0. (3.22)

There is one more Bianchi identity involving a derivative of the curvature
(VR)ascn” = VRupcp” + Tiag" Rrcp” = 0. (3.23)

The identities (VH)agys, (VH )55 (VH) opv5, (VH) 555 (VH ) 5575 are easily sat-
isfied if we recall the identities for gamma matrices v(,5(7a)ys = W?EE(%)W)S = 0.
The identities (VH )aapy, (VH)aapy, (VH) 05, (VH)aapy ave satisfied after using the
dimension—% constraints. The identity (VH)upap = 0 implies Tope + Hope = 0 and
the identity (ﬁH)abaB = 0 implies Tore — Hope = 0. The identity (VH),,,5 = 0 is
satisfied if we use the constraints involving the superfield P*? in the first lines of

(3.19) and (3.20).

3.1.4 The remaining equation of motion

In the computation of the one-loop beta function we will need to know the equation
of motion for IT* and II". Since we know that the difference VII" — VII* is given
by the torsion components, then we only need to determine VII' + VII* which is
determined by the varying the action respect to o = §Z™ E;®. To make life simpler
we will write this equation using the above results for torsion and H components.

The equation turns out to be
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1o = 1, 1. _ _
(VI +VIL) = JIPT Ho, - §H“HbTaab + AT T + AwslT Rapa”

1~ e e 1 g
+§daHﬁTaﬁa + da 1P (T,™ + 5PBC“TW,)

~_ ~ — 1 ~ —
+>\awﬁnb(RabaB + QCEBFYTA/ab)

1~5"’ D B 1. =B a 1 o . T s oB
F AR Ry + oIl T,5% + S AWl Rz + dadgVa P
AW (VaCaT — P Rys”) + N05d, (VoCa™ + PP R 5,7)
AW N D5(VSax™ — CP Rype” — CoPP R ). (3.24)

3.1.5 Ghost number conservation

As it was shown in [24], the vanishing of the ghost number anomaly determines that
the spinorial derivatives of the dilaton superfield ® are proportional to the scale
connection 2. This relation is crucial to cancel the beta function in heterotic string
case [25] and will be equally essential in our computation. Let us recall how this
relation is obtained. Consider the coupling between ghost number currents and the

connections in the action (3.1). Namely

/dzz (JQ+ JQ).

2ma!
The BRST variation on this term contains the term

/ APz (BINQy + 0TNQy).

2w/
The anomaly in the ghost number current conservation turns out to be proportional
to the two dimensional Ricci scalar, as noted by dimensional grounds. The pro-
portionality can be determined by performing a Weyl transformation, around the
flat world-sheet, of the anomaly equation. In this way, the triple-pole in the OPE

between the current and the corresponding stress tensor yields

Vo® =4Q,, Vi =405, (3.25)

which will be used in section 5 to cancel the UV divergent part of the effective

action.

3.2 Covariant Background Field Expansion

We use the method explained in [20] and [25]. Here, we need to define a straight-line

geodesic which joins a point in superspace to neighbor ones and allows us to perform
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an expansion in superspace. It is given by Y4 which satisfies the geodesic equation
AYA =YBV YA = 0. The connection we choose to define this covariant derivative
has the non-vanishing components Q4,%, Q4.° and Q Aaﬁ‘ These same connections
are defined in the action (3.1). In this way, the covariant expansions of the different

objects in (3.1) are determined by

ATTA = VYA — YBICT g4, AQLS = VAT Rpas?, AQLS = —YVATIBRpal’.
(3.26)

Any superfield ¥ is expanded as AV = YAV 0.

As in [25], we see that d,,, c?a and the pure spinor ghosts are treated as fundamental

fields, then we expand them according to

do = doo + day A" =X+ A%, Wa = Wao + Das (3.27)

e = duo + de, N =NT4 N, G = G0 + Wm0, (3.28)

where the subindex 0 means the background value of the corresponding field which
will dropped in the subsequent discussion.
The quadratic part of the expansion of (3.1), excluding the Fradkin-Tseytlin term,

has the form

Sy  =5,+ / d*z2 (YAYPBEps + YAVYPCpra + YAVYPCpy (3.29)

2o

Ao YA DA + deY DA™ + (D) Ho + (N T3)Ha® + (\wg + A Q)Y 4T
+(N B + AN Q5)Y A e + dad5 PP + (Nws + \T5)d5 0o +

~ o~~~ — ~ =7 ~ ~
(X @y + A05)d, O™ + (W wg + ADg) (X Ty + N5)Sar™),

where Fg4,Cpa,... are background superfields given by
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1 _—>b
Epa = ZHCH (TCBEHEDA(_l)D(C+B) —TDBEHECA(—l)BC+VBHDCA(—1)B(C+D)

u | p—
+2T 5 Tpaa(—1)PC+B)) — ZH( I )(RCBAa — Tep"Tpaa + VeTead(—1)P9)

1 —c
+5dall (=) B(=Repa® + TepPTpa® — VeTea®(—1)59) (3.30)
1~ _ _ _
+§daﬂc(_1)A+B(_RCBAa + TopPTpa™ — VpToa™(—1)P°)

1., =c
5 A wpll (Tes”Rpas” — VpReoad (1))

1~ = = 1 ~ B
—l—i)\awEHC(TCBDRDAaB — VBRCAEB(—l)BC) + idadngvAP A

1 ~ _ 1 -
+§>\%5d7VBVACaBV(—1)A+B + 5A%EdVvaAoa/ﬁ(—1)A+B

1 ~ _
+§A%ﬁmgv3wsﬂﬁé,
1 a 1 C a 1 A 1 « A+B 1 « B
Cpa = _ZH Tpaq — §H Toaddp — EH Hepa — §daTBA (—1) — = A"wsRBaa”,
(3.31)
_ 1 l—c o1 1~ ~ lve o ~ 5
Cpa == MTpa0 = ST Toaady + ;1 Hopa = 5daTpa® (=)0 = SA05Rp0",
(3.32)
BAQ = —ﬁBTBAa + JEVAPQE(—DA + XE@VVAégﬁa, (333)
D" = —TIPTp,™ — dgV 4P (1) + Nw, V4C5 7, (3.34)
H,” = Q,° + d5C N 0555,,% (3.35)
Hy® = 05 4+ d,CaP + NwsSya, (3.36)
Taa? = —T"' Rpao® + -V 40P (1) + N335V 1807, (3.37)
Iia” = —ITP Rpaa” + d, V 4C" (= 1) + NwsV 4S5 (3.38)
In (3.30) S, provides the propagators for the quantum fields and is given by
S ! /d2 (1VY“VY ATV 4+ VYT £ L (3.39)
= z (= = .
» omal 2 a « a pures

where £,,,. is the Lagrangian for the pure spinor ghosts.
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3.3 The one-loop UV divergent Part of the Effective Action
The effective action is given by

e Sers — / DQ e, (3.40)

where Q represents the quantum fluctuations.

To compute the one-loop beta functions we need to expand (3.1) up to second order
in the quantum fields. In this way, we will obtain the UV divergent part[2] of the
effective action, Sy. Here A is UV scale. Note that the Fradkin-Tseytlin term is
evaluated on a sphere with metric Adzdz. Finally, the complete UV divergent part
of the effective action becomes

Sa + 2i / Pz (VIT'V & + T TPV 5V 1) log A. (3.41)
T

The computation of Sy is performed by contracting the quantum fields. From (3.39)

we read

Yz, 2)Y(w, w) = —a/n®log |z — wl|? (3.42)

1S B ~ _ /E
Do oY) »

o~

do(2)YP(w) —

(3.43)

(z —w) (z —w)
For the pure spinor ghosts we note that, because of (3.3), they enter in the combi-

nations

1 ~ 1 ~
Nab — 5()\,yabw)’ J — Aawaa Nab — 5()\’7[117(:;), J — )\a&;a.

We can expand each of these combinations as J + J; + Jo, similarly for J. , N
and N%. As in [25], the only relevant OPE’s involving the pure spinor ghosts and

contributing to Sy are

N (2)Ni (w) — (=" N (w) + "N (w)), (3.44)

(z —w)

N (2) N (@) — (=N (@) + "N (w)). (3.45)

G-w)
The one-loop contributions to Sy come from self-contraction of Y4’s in the term
with Fp, in (3.30) and a series of double contractions in (3.30). These come from

products between the term involving Cz4 with the one involving Cpa, Cpa with
EAE, 6BA with DAﬁ, EAE with DAB, EBA with PQE, Tcaﬁ with Caﬁﬁ, [Caﬁ with
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C% and S,ﬂﬁg with itself. After adding up all these contributions, the one-loop

UV divergent part of the effective action is proportional to

/d2Z [_nabEba + na[cnd}bcbaédc + nabC[aa]Eba + 77aba[aa] Dba + BEBDBE + E[aE] PQB
(3.46)
— o~ ~ 1 ~ — —
TN T Co™+ N o Cn®+ 5 N NS, Speap+VIT V4 B+ TPV 5V 4] log A,
where we used the expressions (3.3).

Now it will be shown that (3.46) vanishes as consequence of the classical BRST

constraints.

3.4 One-loop Conformal Invariance

To write the equations derived from the vanishing of (3.46), we need to determine
—A . . . .
VII' from the classical equations of motion from (3.1). In order to do this, we need

to know

VA — VIT' = I8 T, (3.47)

Note that we are using here the connection 4% to calculate the covariant derivatives
and the torsion components.

The equation for VII, is

VI, = TP T — IO Toap + dall?To™ + doTT Top® + AT5110 Rogs” (3.48)
X WAL Rapa® + dellP T + A5AT Ro” + dod5V o P
AN WA (VaCaT — P Ry50") + N05d, (VoCa™ + PR 5.7
+)\OCWB}\/W(:53(VGJSQ§BE - 675pRapa6 — Caﬁﬁéamg).
Now we compute the equation for II". We start by noting that this world-sheet field

is determined from the equation of motion (3.15), then
VII" = =V (dzP* + N&5C57%).
Remember that the covariant derivative on P*? and 5'53'7 acts with Q.7 on a-indices

and with Q4” on a-indices. Now we can use the equations (3.14) and (3.18) to obtain
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o ~

VII® = dgdz(C57° P + PO P) 4+ M ds(—Ss7° PP + CPV5P%)  (3.49)
~ 511V, PP — 10V PP 4 Nods (CF°C — O O — PoPV,C57
—P*(V5C57 + P R 557)) + Mw, N@,(S5577Co™ — Sge 057
+C7 V505 + P°¥(VeSg5"" + C"" R’ + C57" Ryzs™))
NI (Vo C57 + Rz P%) — NP 1105557,

To obtain the equation for " we can use (3.47). After all this we get

VII' = dpdo(C57T PP — PYIVPP) 4 Ndy (S 57 PP — C57PV, P9 (3.50)
+dgTT"V PP + dgTT Vo PP + M, d5(C5"C, "™ — C,° Cy™ + PPV 05
+PP (V5057 — PP Resg")) + Nw, X@s( 85577 Co7™ — 8,577 C7
—FC%EUVUCB'YE + PQE(VESBSPW + Cgﬁﬁéﬁgﬁ + 5’35”}20;57))
N TT(V,C57™ — Rug? PT) — Aﬁ%ﬁ‘ssﬁgﬂ 4T T, — TIPTTT,57
—d511" PPT,, " — No11°C5 7 T 5™

3.4.1 Beta functions

Now we can obtain the equations for the background fields implied by the van-
ishing of the beta functions. These are the background dependent expressions for
the conformal weights (1,1) independent couplings in (3.46). That is, all the in-
dependent combinations formed from the products between (I1%, 11, d,, A*ws) and
(ﬁa, ﬁa, Ja, Xafug) because II” and II" are determined from the equations of motion
(3.15). Let us first concentrate on the beta functions coming from the couplings to
HAﬁB, d,I" and HAJE fields. After using the results for the expansion (3.30)-(3.38)
and the equations (3.49)-(3.50) in (3.46), the couplings Ho‘ﬁﬁ, Haﬁb, T and 11T

lead respectively to a first set of equations

T3 Tso — Toa Ts5" + 4V V5P = 0, (3.51)

Vot + Raaen™ + Th Tsa" + 4V, Vo ® = 0, (3.52)

Rﬁdeande + TaC(ST@C - TcﬁéT(Sac + 4VQVE(I> - O, (353)

nCd(RaCdb + Rbcda) - VCT‘abc + Tc(aaTb)ac + 8TaaETbﬁa + 4Tabcch) (354)
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+4T 3, Va® + 4V, V,® = 0.
We wrote them by increasing their dimensions, that is, if X* has dimension —1 and
each 6%, 6% have dimension —%, then the first has dimension 1, the second and third

dimension % and the fourth dimension 2. The couplings to daﬁﬁ, H“c?—, daﬁb and

H“él% lead respectively to a second set of equations

VT, 5% — 2V5P* V@ + 2PV V50 = 0, (3.55)

V. + 2V, PPV, & — 2PV, V& =0, (3.56)

VT = Toa Ty + (Toy"Tiz™ — Rims®) P + Tyz’ (3Vs P*T — 2PYTV5®) + 2T, VP
(3.57)
—2V,PYV5® = 0,

VT’ — 21T, + PPT,%T,y, + R, s"P"° — T, °(3VsP"" —2PPV5®) (3.58)

ayg
+2T,.°Ve® + 2V, PPV ® = 0.

The first two with have dimension 2 and the second two have dimension g Now we
will prove that these equations are implied by the classical BRST constraints, the
Bianchi identities (3.21) and the relations (3.25).

Firstly, it is important to know the expression for the scale curvature in terms of

the scale connection. This are found to be

Ras = VaQs), Ru3=V4, R3=0,
Ray =T, Ruy=VaQs, Rz=T359,. (3.59)

B =Val), Ru=Vallz Ras=0,
Eab = Tabiﬁﬁ Eaﬁ = VGQE7 Eaﬁ = TaﬁWQV' (36())

Secondly, let us write some expressions useful for later use. We note that the Bianchi
identity (VT)aw® = 0, using (3.59) can be written as

Ra[ab}c = voaj—‘abc - Q(VC[a)aﬁRb}ﬁ + (’yc)oaBTabB - TadcTabd - Ta[adTb]dca (361)
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now, we can use the identity

2Roabe = Ra[ab]c + Ra[ca]b - Ra[bc]aa (362)
and the Bianchi identity (VH)aape = 0 to write (3.61) as

Raabc - Ta[bﬁ('yc})ﬁa - 2(7bc)ocﬁRaB~ (363)
An identical procedure starting with (VTV Jaap® = 0 allows us to find

é&abc = Ta[bg(')/c})aﬁ - 2(7bc)agéaﬁ~ (364)
Then, replacing (3.63) and (3.64) respectively in (VT )ua5° = 0 and (VT>aaBE =0,
we find

VooTha” = 8Raa;  25Tha” = 8 R (3.65)
We have enough information to show that the equations (3.51) , (3.52) and (3.53)

are satisfied. From the Bianchi identity (VT),s" = 0 we obtain

1
Top?Tys” = 1TRom + ZRWd(fd)aﬁ . (3.66)

Since we need an expression for Ryge4, we can use (VT),5," = 0, finding

Rspea = 2(7ea) 5" V4% + Tex (Va)es + Tep (Va)er- (3.67)
Replacing (3.67) in (3.66) ,using the second equation in (3.59) , V,® = 4}, and the
constraints coming from holomorphicity-antiholomorphicity of the BRST current
T.s7 = —(7a) s P, T.5" = (%)WPVS we can verify the equation (3.51).
To verify (3.52) and (3.53), we must contract the a and b indices using 7% in (3.63)
and (3.64), and use (3.65) together with the relations (3.25).
For deriving the remaining equation of the first set, the coupling to H“ﬁb, it is
useful to find an expression for R, which can be found from the Bianchi identity

(VT)abaB

1 _
Rabcd - _g(’ycd)ﬁa(vaTabB - Ta[aeTb}eB - Ta[a’yTbHB)a (368)

from this equation we construct 7°( Recay + Rbeda):
N°Y(Racay + Roeda) = —%UCd[(%lb)ﬁavaTacB + (Yaa) 5V T3] (3.69)
+%n6d[(7db)BaTa[aeTc]eﬁ + (Yaa) 8" Tap“Te”)
+%n0d[(wb)ﬁ°‘Ta[aeTc}zﬁ + (V)8 Tapp e -
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Let us consider the right hand side of (3.70) line by line. We can use (3.65) , the
Bianchi identity (VR)aqs5Y to write

(1)°V o Ras = =2V, Vi ® — 2TV, ® — 2(75Yae) P QL R — (Vo) 3° PP Res, (3.70)

and the beta function with dimension 1 (3.51) to find the following expression for
the first line in the right hand side of (3.70)

—4VbVa<I>—|—2TabCVc<I>—4nab(76)55951%65—#4(%)5‘395]%&5+4(%)5ﬁQﬁRb5+inaandT055Tg.
(3.71)

Finding an expression for the second line is a matter of gamma matrices alge-

bra, once we use (3.59) . For this line we find 114TscaT°% — 2T.,"T;)5°. Using

T.57 = —(74)ps P and some gamma matrices algebra, it is straightforward to find

To Thy" — inaandT usg =" for the third line. So, adding the results for the three

lines and using (3.65) we find

N“YRacay + Rieda) = —4AVyVo® — T Tys” + 2T " Vp® + Tp Ty, (3.72)

which contains some of the terms in (3.54) . It is also needed to use (VT')u" = 0

in order to generate the term V°T,;.. This Bianchi identity gives

VC,—rabc - Tc[aeTb}ec - c[aeTb}ec - nCd(Racdb - Rbcda) = 0. (37?))

Finding an expression for 7°¢(Reeqy — Rpeda) is not difficult following the description

given to compute (3.72) . After we compute it and replace it in (3.73) we find
VeTube + Lo’ Tys” — 2T V@ + 21,7V, @ — 2T, 7V;d = 0. (3.74)

Combining (3.72) and (3.74) gives the desired beta function equation (3.54).
A similar procedure, but with more steps, is performed to prove the equations of
the second group. To probe (3.55) one can start by computing {Vax, VE}PVB =

—V;BVCP“’B + éa%EP“’g. Then we split the curvature as a scale curvature plus a

Lorentz curvature. For the latter, use (Vf)agcd = 0 to obtain

Rezed(v)5" = —180VaQs + ()5 Vg Twea + 1615 Toca + (VY55 Tecas  (3.75)

so on one hand we will have
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— — _ — _ 1 _ - _
{Va.V5}P? = ~VTa" + RsP? — 45Val5P7 + 2 (v VTaeaP”

U 1 ~ _
—4TachngP76 + E(WCd’ye)gaTechﬁfé. (376)

On the other hand, we can use V4P?7 = C.78, C7 = —PVSQS and
5’ch =1/ 10(7“)70‘§wcd, which come from antiholomorphicity of the BRST current,

to write

_ — — ~ ]_ ~ —_
{Va, V3 PP = —17V2P"°Q5 — 1TP°Vall; + 4—0(w)“*O‘VE(RCLM(ycd)aﬁ). (3.77)

Using (Vf)abcd =0 and (%H Jabea = 0 it is straightforward to find

(v")* Raaed = 10Tug” = 10P Ty, (3.78)

Since there is a derivative acting on this terms in (3.77) , we make use of (VTV)ECd'Y =
0 to find

(YN V5T = =18V Tue” + (v9) 5 TeeaP™® + 16T5eqTuc". (3.79)

We can now replace the last two equations in (3.77) and equate it to (3.76) . The
identity

()& )y = —10865"05)° +8(7" ) (7)™, (3.80)

which can be proved using (v*)5(7a);5 = 0, will be of help to find (3.55). A
completely analog procedure allows us to arrive to (3.56).

To prove (3.57) we make use of the Bianchi identities (VR)aaps” = 0, (VI)eap” =0
and the identity (7,)* Rag,® = —2(7a)* R,a5°, which follows from (VT),s,° = 0,

to arrive to

(NP (VaRaps” = 2Tafa Rijes” — Tofa" Rujes”) — 8T,y + 8V T + 21,V
1

—g(v)aﬁ (V") Rapealw” + T (") Reap” = 0. (3.81)

The last term in this equation is zero as can easily seen using (V71 ')zs3” = 0. The
first term can be worked out using (3.68) and (VT)4” = 0, the curvature in the
first term of the second line can be rewritten using (V7T ),s,> = 0. The use of
(VT)ea® = 0 will be also needed to generate (3.57). Again, an analog procedure
will allow at arrive to (3.4.1).

53



So far, we concentrated on a specific set of beta functions. The remaining ones can
be classified in a third and fourth sets. The third set involves first order derivatives
of the curvatures. We present it again as the dimension increases. 3

At dimension 5/2 we find respectively from the couplings to Jﬁﬁ, I J, , N «T” and
1o Nbe

VR,5+ VeRg,P* +2(V5C™ — Ry P7")V5® + 20°V5V5P = 0, (3.82)

VP Rba — V(s Raye P + 2(VoC? + Rox PP)V 30 + 2C°VV,d =0, (3.83)

VR 500 + Ve Ra510c ™+ 2(V5Ca" — Ry

Byac

PV + 20, V5V50 = 0, (3.84)

V Raave — V(s Rayere P + 2(VaCie” + RozpoP70)V,® 4+ 205V, Vo ® = 0. (3.85)

While at dimension 3 we find respectively from the couplings to Jﬁb, IeJ. , N acT]’
and I1* Nb

VRap — Ty R + Tha" R + 3T1° Vo O7 + 2Ry, V°® + 2Rz PV, &
+2(VyC% — Ry, P7*)Va® + P(VeRg, + ThsRee + Ti" Rs,) =0,  (3.86)

VP Ryo + Tuy" RO + Tupe C°T5 + 37,7V 507 + 2Ry VP ® — 2R, PP V50
+2(Va66 + éaﬁpﬁi)vﬁq) - Pég(vééaz + T(SacéEc + Taﬁiéa) = 07 (387)

V*Raivae = Tv™ Raeae + To* Racac + 3135V Cac® + 2Rytc VIO + 2R3, POV D (3.88)

+2(V3Ci” — Rieae PY)V5® + 2Ry5,,Co® 4+ P(VeRspae + Tos? Refac + Tie' Rinae) = 0,

V9 Raape+To ™ Razbe+ T Coe T 43T 05V eCie? +2 Ry VB — 2 Ry PPV D (3.89)

+2(va6bc5 + éaEbcpég)Véq) + 2§a66b6065 - Pég(v6§6abc + TaéféEfbc + Taévéabc) = 0.

The fourth set involves second order derivatives of the background fields PeB CP7,
C5%7 and SQEV‘;. There is an equation at dimension 3, coming from the coupling to
dodz
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V2PeP —2p1g 0B 4 Ty 0T — 9V PPV PYT — 2V, PPVD (3.90)
—2(P°VP + POV PPV, 4 2(PYVs PP 4 PPV PVLD = 0,

At dimension 7/2 we find respectively from the couplings to J c%, daj , N “Cc% and
daﬁbc

V0P =PIV V5 CF =T, R 4+2R, V. PV 42V PPV ,CT = O Rz P (3.91)
+PP(V R, — VisRa P7T) — 2(V,C° — PR, )V® — 2(PPV,C7 + PV, C°

_ _ - 1~ - _ =
+P R P )V® 4+ 2(SP™ + Zscd(ycd)gﬁpae — V5PV, =0,

V20 — PPV 3V C® = Ty * RY — 2R5PV, PT —2VCPV 3 PO7 + CP Rges® P (3.92)
—P*(V.R5" + VsRy5P"7) — 2(VyC® + P Rys) VPP + 2(PPV5C7 + PPV 5C

_~ _ - 1 o~ -
+P*Rey PV, ® — 2(SP*P + Zks*cd(ycd)fzﬂf — C"V,PP)V5d =0,

V2Cac3 - Pégv[évﬂ Cacg - RdeacheB - 2Rd5acvdPEB + 2VSPEBVE Cacg - Cacyéﬁéggpég
—PBE (VdeBac -V (6 RE]B&CP&“'QRBS@@CCES) —I-QVSCeaBCCES—Q (VdcacB_PGBRdeac) qu)
1

~2(Coc’ V5P = 80P = L Suera(7")5 P 7) V@

—2(PPV,Co’ + PPV, Cot” — PR PPV = 0, (3.93)

V2C3" — PPV 5V Ch® — Raebe T% + 2Ry VP — 2V5C, SV P + Cy Ryes™ P
—P°? (VIR 5.~V s Ry PP+ 2R354, Co) 42V 5Co " Co* —2(V 4 Cype+ PP R 5, ) VD
+2(Ch’V5PYT — 8 PT — i wabe(774)5% POT) V=@

+2(PPV5Cy0 + PPV5C," + PY“Reyy P)V5® = 0. (3.94)

Finally, at dimension 4 we find from the couplings to J J, J N ac Nab J and NebNed

respectively
V2S — PPV5VgS — R Ry, + 2R 5VCP + 2R3V CP — 2V5CPV ;07

95



—CP(VRys — P*V5Ra5) — C7(V°R,5 — PV 5Ry5) + 2(C* Ry + C% Rig) V' ®
—2(C™V5C? + P (VS 4+ CTReg + C'Ry5)) Vs
—2(C°V,C7 — PP(V,8 + CTRy, + C'R,,)) V5@ = 0, (3.95)

V2S0e — PPV 5V S0 — R Regae + 2R 5,V C° + 2Ry5 V' C,.> — 2V5C,. V5CP
—2V553,Ce? — CF (VIR 5, — PPV s Rops + 2R354, Ce) — Co (V! Ras — PV 5Ryp5)

+2(Ca? Ras+C7 R 5, V4@ —2C°V5C, 'V, 0+48,,C7V, 0 —2C, V50TV = 0,
(3.96)

V2Sab — P(SEV[(ng] Sap — ECdRcdab + 2R05abvcéé + QECSVCCQIF — QVVCV“SV(;C@(,V

~2V55:aCy? = CV (VR — PV 5 R + 2R 5,,Co°) — Co T (V' Riy — PV 5 Repy)
—I—Q(é'defyab—l-CabWédﬁab) V% —QCab7V75’5V5®+4SachCSVg(I> —267 V-y Cabng(I) =0,
(3.97)

V2 Subed — P&V[(sva Sabed — EefcdRefab + QEfEchfCabg + QRfEabvféch
_2VE/CV’Cdﬁ/v“/CCLbE + QVESafchbe + 2VeSabcdédf6 - Cabg(veﬁegcd - P(WV[(SEV]Ecd
+2§€5666’d65> - Cv’cdﬁ(veReeab - P(Wv[éRﬂeab) + 2(5cdeReeab + CabgﬁeEccoveq)

—2CTV5Ced Ve ® + 4840 Ca’ VB — 2C0q"Vy Cap Ve + 45, 50aCh’ Vo ® = 0.

(3.98)
Since the Bianchi identities allow to write the curvature components in terms of
the torsion components, we expect that the beta functions of the third set will be
implied by the eight beta functions already proven, i.e first and second set. In the
same way we expect that the beta functions of the fourth set will also be implied by
the first two sets of beta functions since the constraints coming from holomorphicity
and antiholomorphicity of the BRST current allows to relate the background fields
to some components of the torsion. This is not too hard to check in the case of lower
dimension, for example, at dimension 5 /2 consider the beta functions coming from

the coupling to JI

VeR,5+ V(ERB)(;P(SE +2(V5C" = Rg P"*)V5® + 2C°V5V5® = 0. (3.99)
By using R,3 = 1,57, and Rz5 = V{25, which follow from the definition of the

curvature, and C? = P*AQ),,, which follows from the antiholomorphicity constraints,
we find that (3.99) can be written as
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(VT,5% — 2V5P V450 + 2P*TV,V50)0, = 0, (3.100)
so, the beta function (3.55) with dimension 2 implies (3.99). Similarly we checked
that (3.56) implies (3.83) and that the beta functions with dimension 5/2 (3.57) and

(3.4.1) imply respectively the beta functions with dimension 3 (3.86) and (3.87) .
This concludes the study of the beta functions for the type II sigma model.

Another application of the superstring sigma model will be presented in the next

chapter, based in the heterotic sigma model, in which the quantum consistency of
the BRST symmetry will be studied.
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Chapter 4

Yang-Mills Chern-Simons Corrections from the Pure

Spinor Superstring

The BRST properties play a key role when the superstring is coupled to a generic
background. In this chapter it will be shown how these properties can be computed
perturbatively in the inverse of the string tension, allowing to find expected Yang-

Mills Chern-Simons corrections.

4.1 Lowest Order Constraints in o/

In this section we compute the constraints coming from the nilpotency of the BRST
charge and holomorphicity of the BRST current at tree level.

The action which describes the Heterotic Superstring in a curved background can be
obtained by adding the massless vertex operators to the flat action and then covari-
antizing with respec to to the D = 10 N = 1 super-reparameterization invariance

[24], as discussed in chapter 2 . The action is as follows

1

2ma!

S

1 1 - I _
/ d2z(§H“anab + §HAHBBBA AT+ AT Apy + dod W (4.1)

)\aijIU[aB + )\QW5ﬁCQCaB) + SA + Sj + Sq>,

where 14 = 0ZM EL.(2), o= 0ZMFE3(Z) and Ef;(Z) is a supervielbein:

Gun(Z) = B E e, ZM denote the coordinates for the D = 10 N = 1 super-
space (X™,0") with m =0,...,9 and = 1,...,16. S\ and S5, as before, are the
actions for A and J' = %foqB@EA@EB respectively, with A, B = 0,...,32. Sg is the
action for the dilaton coupling to the worldsheet scalar curvature. The nilpotency
of the BRST charge is guaranteed in a flat background because of the pure spinor
condition. Nevertheless, when the superstring is coupled to the curved background,

the background fields must be constrained in order to maintain this nilpotency [24]
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[57] . We can find these constrains by performing a tree level computation. To
set that, we perform a background field expansion [20] by splitting every worldsheet
field into a classical and quantum part, where the classical part is assumed to satisfy
the classical equation of motion and the quantum part will allow to find propagators

and form loops. Specifically, we will use the following notation for the splitting

ZM = XM Y™, = doo + da, (4.2)
A = >‘8{+5\a7 Wa = Wao + Wa, IEAZIE({I—FJA'

So the expansion for the term 5 [ d?210Z2™0ZN Gy in (4.1) in second order of

the quantum field is

1
2ma!

1. 1 —C~ 1— - 1 e
/ dzz(§8Y“8Ybnab — §8Y“YBHCTCB“ — §0Y“YBHCTCB“+ ZaYBYC I Tep"

(4.3)

)

1— . 1 - e 1 Dy~
+ OV Y N T + §YBYCHDTDC“HETEB“ - ZYBYCH(“HD Toes®),

where 7T is the part of the torsion which only contains derivatives of the vielbein:
TMNA = 8[MEN]A and TDCBA = —TDCETEBA + (—)CDVCTDBA. Note that T in
this chapter is not related to the one used in the last chapter. Repeated bosonic

indices in (4.3) are assumed to be contracted with the Minkowski metric. On the
other hand, the expansion for 52 [ d?2d,0ZM Ep® is

2o’

1
2ma!

~_ ~ O~ 1 ~ -
/ d22(d, 0V — A, Y PT Top® + §(dao + dy )oY BY T 5" (4.4)
1 > \vBPyC T a1 Ef « L~ =D pry N B«
—§(da0 +d)YPIT YY(0cTpe® + Tep™Tes®™) + §daH YYYOnEN T Tep®™)
In the subsequent, we will drop off the 0 subindex. From the first term in the last

two expressions we can read the propagators

as,p

Yz, 7)Yz, 2) = —a/n®log|z — 2|, da(2)YP(2) = :
T—z

(4.5)

4.1.1 Nilpotency at tree level

The propagators (4.5) allow to compute the conditions for the nilpotency of Qprsr
perturbatively in o/. In fact, we can easily compute a tree level diagram using the
second propagator and the fifth term in (4.3) expanding e~ in a series power, giving

as a result

1, 1
Ny (w)Ndg(2) = §a’—AaAﬁHCTﬁaC(z). (4.6)

w—z
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The expansions for the remaining terms in the expansion of the action (4.1) are
written in the appendix. Initially we are interested in computing the tree level

diagrams coming from terms in the expansions with Y AY 2, since they will give

rise to the same kind of poles as in (4.6). So, the contributions to the pole (w —z)™!

will be
1 o

NNTIE(T50,° + HC 4, —
p— (Tha“ + B)(Z)+2w_z

1 o

NN H g, (4.7)

/ /

AN T3 (2) + —— AN Nws Rgar (2).

w—z w—z

«

_|_

In our notation, the Torsion superfield T}, is given by
Tsa” = Tpa" — o — Qag”, (4.8)
while the curvature superfield is given by
Ragy® = Daf8,° + DQur® + Qor s + Q3 Qu’ + Top®Qy?,  (4.9)

where D, is the supersymmetric derivative. There also other possible tree level
contractions of \*d,(w)\’dgz(z) with terms including Y 4Y? which will lead to

1, =2 , gmcr o 11 1, W—2 _, s
W=z, B—IF
Oéi(w_z)2)\ AT afI-

In our notation the field-strength superfield is given by
Fopr = DoAgr + DgAar + 15 AusAgic + TagCAcy. (4.11)

To compute the tree-level diagrams that give rise to the above result, we need to

compute the integral

1 ~ (z—w) 1 w—Z
d? =— [ d®z0, =T 4.12
/ 2:(w—x)(a:—z)Z / e W (x — 2)? 7T(w—z)Z (4.12)
From (4.7) and (4.10) we deduce that the conditions for the nilpotency of Qprsr at

the lowest order in o are

MNNT % =0, NN Heag =0, NN F5 =0, NN NwsRsa,’ =0.  (4.13)

These are the same set of constraints found in [24] and [57] .
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4.1.2 Holomorphicity at tree level

To compute the conditions for holomorphicity of the BRST current 95 = 9(\%d,,) =
0, we must know the expansion up to first order in Y of the sigma model action.
This expansion for the term == f dzzéaZMgZNGNM is

2wal

1

4o

/ P[IDY Py + Y P + IPTT Y O Tep ™ + HPTIY CTeop na]. (4.14)

The conditions for holomorphicity will appear as conditions for vanishing to the inde-
pendent couplings H“ﬁb, T°TT and so on. For example, forming a tree level diagram
contracting dd, in Jj with the third term in (4.14) , we obtain %)\aﬂbﬁcfcadnbd.
Following this procedure with all the terms in the expansion written in the appendix

up to order Y, we arrive at

1 —c —c
5)\(1[_1_-[1)1_-[ (Tabdndc+Tacdnbd+cha)_I'HBH (TBQC_HBQC)+HbT(T'yoeb_l'H'yoeb) (415)

TP Ho o — 24T T — 2dsTU TP + 211°T Fyap + 21197 Faoy + 20w, T Ryus?
—2d5 T (DaWP =W Auge 1 —Ura®) 42000, T (Qas Ut — Qs Urs "+ U 57 Asc 15
—W} Rsag” — 04Ur5")] = 0.

Since TI* is related to T through II" = —7IWI“ by using the equation of motion for
the worldsheet field d,, in (4.1) , we arrive at the following set of constraints for the

holomorphicity of the BRST current at the lowest order in

1
Ta(bc) = _Habc = aﬁc - Haﬁc = Tcaﬁ = 07 AaAﬁRdaﬁw = 07 Faﬁ[ = _§W;/H7057
(4.16)
Fapt = =W Tyab, VaW] = Tor* W) = Ura”, XN (Vali1s" + Rags”W}) = 0.

This was the same set of constraints found in [24] and [57] .

4.2 Yang-Mills Chern-Simons Corrections

In this section we will compute o corrections to the nilpotency constraints (4.13)
. In the first subsection we will explain how to compute all of the twenty possible
contributions to the nilpotency of the BRST charge. In the second subsection, we
will explain how, adding some counter-terms, we can find the Yang-Mills Chern-

Simons 3—form.
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4.2.1 One-loop Corrections to the Constraints

In the expansion for the 47 A a1 term, the following will play a role in our compu-
tation: HAYOng(ﬁgAAI + TBACA(;I)(a:) and 8YA7£AAI(y). Contracting them with
Nd, (w)NPdg(z) we can form a 1-loop diagram

)\'Q' -I° =
dy(w) Y7 Y dy(2)

(4.17)

The dashed lines denote background fields while the continuous lines denote the
contractions using the propagators. So one can compute how these terms contribute
to the nilpotency of ()prsr. To determine the coefficient for this diagram, note that
there is an 1/2 from the expansion of exp|—S] and there is a factor of 2 coming from
the possible ways to put the superfields at x or y. Denoting the integration over the
world-sheet fields by [[Dwsf], we find

1 ~ ~
N ()N dg(2); = W/[Dwsf]/d%dzy}\o‘da(w))\ﬁdg(z) (4.18)
1EY (D, Apr + Ty" Apr) (@)0Y * Asy (y) To() T3 (y)
/2
:a_aﬁHCA DaA T.D A /22 1
e Mo AartDader = T PAon) [ ety ot =y = gp
) 1 1 (4.19)
— L NNPIIS Ay (Do Acy + Toc” A /22
e Mo AsrDedder = TacAon)(@) [ Eedr, =G = G

where 7;(:2’)7; (g) — (é)_z;;]. The second line in the last equation is obtained from

minus the first by interchanging a with 8 and w with 2. So, we will just compute

one of the integrals.

2. d2 1 _ 2 p 1 _
/d dy(w—x)Q(z—y)(:f—g)2 /d dy(w—g;)2(z_y)ayf_g (4.20)

=21 2p0d? Py —2) =27 2y !
=2 /d Vo —ap@—p /d (w—22@—2)

where in the second step we integrated by parts with respect to 4. In the last integral

we can integrate by parts with respect to x to obtain

2xd? 1 1 _ (2m)?
/d dy(lU—:L’)z(z—y) (z —7)? w— 2 (4.21)
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Then a first contribution to our check of nilpotency will be

12 A” >‘B

w—z

Ado(wINdg(2); = —2a 11§ A (80 Act + Tac” Apr) (2). (4.22)

A second contribution comes from contracting A*d,(w)\’dg(z) with
8Y77£A7 I(x)ayéjj Ass(y) as shown in the diagram.

(4.23)

To determine the coefficient of this diagram, note that there is an 1/2 coming from

the Taylor expansion of exp(—S). So we find

Ny (w) Ny (2) = AN [ tay Lol Aueute) )

2 (2m)? w—1)?(z—-y)? (w—y)?*z—2)*(T-y)?
(4.24)

The second term in the integrand is obtained from minus the first by interchanging

w with z and a with 8. The integral we are left to solve is

| oy At @A) [ T OcAw(@) A (y)
F‘/d P e T /d dy(y—x)(w—x)%z—%f%)

Y

+/dgxdgyAaI(if)ABI(y)ax52(if —w)
(5 —2)(z —y)?
where we integrated by parts with respect to . The first and second integral on

the right hand side of (4.25) can be integrated by parts with respect to y and z to

obtain
_ o o T 0cAar(@)Asi ()8 (y— ) [ o o TO0cAwr(x)Asr(y)d*(x — w)
e e e e e R G-l

Evaluating the superfields in z, using (4.12) in the first integral and integrating by

parts with respect to y in the second, we obtain

w—z — 2m)?
[I'= —(27T)2mﬂcacz4a[z45[(2) - %HcﬁcAa[Ag[(z). (427)
Then
w—z _ o
dea(w))\ﬁdﬁ(z)n = —a’zm)\a)\ﬁﬂcacflaﬁlm(z)—w — ZAaAﬁﬂcﬁcAa[Ag[(Z)
(4.28)
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5 2
+a’2w7228>\°‘>\/314an461 + = 0NN A Ag (2)

(w—2) w—z

A third contribution to the nilpotency property comes from contractions of Hg‘ng Al
twice 8YA7£A ar and Xd,(w)Ndg(z) giving rise to the diagram

(4.29)

L
3!

from the possible ways to put the superfields at =, y and u, so there will be a —1/2

Since we are at order S® in the expansion of e, there is an + and also a factor of 3

coefficient in front:

Ny ()N (2) g = — —— E / (Dwsf] / PadydPurd, (w)\dy(z)  (4.30)

227

1 5.8 6

—_ ay B171C 2 2 2 a Vg
2(2%)3o/>\ Ny Acr Ay Ask (2) /d xd yd U((w =z —u) (4.31)

50465 7 —=I —J —K
e RO O
It is not hard to verify that that
N3 £IJK

@) T3 )75 () = —— )T i (132)

(Z -9y —u) (-1
where by ... means less singular poles which are not important in this computation.

Then the type of integrals we must compute are

2:1: 2 2U 1
e R e e e

The integral in x gives

/d%(_ L :/d%ax(ff_?{) L _ g8z (4.34)

T—y)(z—u) T—y'T—u y—u
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so (4.33) yields

_ 2, 12 1 y—u
r = 27T/d yd ugy(w—y)(z—u)Q(?j—ﬂ)?’

(4.35)

Integrating by parts in y, 4 and then in u we find T’y = (27)3/(w — 2). In this way
(4.24) gives

A )\B
)\ada(’LU))\BdB(Z)[II = _(a/)2mfIJKH€ACIAaJABK(Z). (436)
Note that a fourth loop could be formed with 10Y*YPI¢(T3. + Ha), afajéwja
and OYajéAa ; as shown in the diagram below.

(4.37)

In this case, we are also at the order S3, so there is an % which is cancelled by the
symmetry factor responsible for the localization of the superfields, either at x, y or
u. The % coming from the coefficient of the term with II¢ is cancelled by a symmetry

factor of the possible ways of contraction:

12

(6%
A do (w)Ndg(2) v = — (%)QMABHC(TMC + Héa )W Agr(2) (4.38)
5 (x —w)
x [ d*xd*yd*u
/ w0ty — 0@ - 0P
Integrating x we have to solve
1 5 (y — w) (2m)?
2, 12 — 9 2042 _ .
[ vt = o e
(4.39)
Then .
(6%
Ao ()N dg(2) v = o ZAaAﬁHC(TM;C + HCs )W} Agi(2) (4.40)

Considering the same last diagram but with the vertex 11" H., g, instead of $11¢(Tjs,"+
Hg,©), gives a fifth contribution to the coupling to I17

O/2

Ny (W)Ndg(2)y = N NTIY HL s WP Ay (2) (4.41)

w—z
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A sixth contribution can be formed with iH@YAYB (TBAC + H°ga) and twice
OY AT Aup:

AL
do(w)

(4.42)

There are 8 possible ways of making the contractions, a 3 factor from the possible
ways to put the superfields at x, y or u, an 1/3! because we are at S? in the expansion,

and the factor of 1/4 of the II¢ term gives a one coefficient:

12

A d ()N dg(2)y g = —

(27)?
2 52(35_70) 1
/“d A s T Py Y

The integral is the same as in (4.38) , so the answer is

)\a)\BHC(TdaC + Hcda)Ad[AB[(Z) X (443)

a/2

)\ada(w))\ﬁdg(Z)V] = )\a)\BHC(TdaC + Hcda)Ad[AB[(Z). (444)

w—z

In the same way, the last diagram but with the vertex %HVHV B4 instead of iHC(TB A%+

Hp4°) leads to a seventh contribution

04/2

)\ada(’LU))\BdB(Z)V[[ = )\a)\BHPYH»YdaAd]ABI(Z). (445)

w—z

An eighth contribution can be formed with —%EY“YB HCTCB“ and twice 0YA7£A AT

A —
do(w) Y(u),

11§ Tod! (4.46)

There are 4 possible ways of making the contractions, a 3 factor from the possible
ways to put the superfields at z, y or u, an % because we are at S® order in the

expansion and a factor of 1/2 of the I1* coefficient, giving at the end a 1 coefficient:
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a/2

X do(w)N dg(2)v i = — 2m)? NN T e AgrAgr(2) % (4.47)
—276%(u — ) 1
d*rd*yd*u .
n/ S TS | CR RN G

Integrating in u, the integral we have to solve is

2,72 1 - 2. d2 0*(z — w) _ (2m)?
| et = F S e e (449

then

a/2

Ad(WINdg(2)v i = AN T Agr Agr(2). (4.49)

w—z
Let’s consider the couplings to o

A diagram like (4.37) can be formed with iﬁcﬁYAYB(TVBAC — H°ga), 8YA7£AAI
and OTJQW;* . There are 4 possible ways of making the contractions, a 6 factor from
the possible ways to put the superfields at x, y or u, an % because we are at S®
order in the expansion and a factor of 1/4 of the II° coefficient, giving at the end a

1 coefficient to this ninth contribution:

2

Mdy (w)Nd(2)1x = (27T)3>\a)\5ﬁc(T5ac — H%, )W?P Ay (2) % (4.50)
21, 2 2u 1
[ tat st ==

Integrating y by parts, we are left to solve the integral

20 Rudu 0*(y — ) — 9 | & 1
/4 R e G T B / oG _ap

The right hand side in the last equation is the same as (4.12) , so

w—Zz

Ady (w)Ndg(2)1x = —a” NN (Tha° — Hesa)W) Api(2). (4.52)

(w—z)
In the same way, considering vertex —iﬁyH,y 4 instead of —iﬁc(TB A¢— Hpa¢) leads
to the tenth contribution

p W—Z2

Aedy(w)Nds(2)x = a AN Hosoa WS Agy(2) (4.53)

(w = 2)
An eleventh contribution comes from a diagram like (4.42) which can be formed
with iﬁcﬁYAYB(fBAC — Hg4) and twice 8YA87£AA1 . There are 8 possible ways

of making the contractions, a 3 factor from the possible ways to put the superfields
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at x, y or u, an % because we are at S* order in the expansion and a factor of 1/4

of the II” coefficient, giving at the end a 1 coefficient:

12

Ao (WINdg(2) x1 = ( 2W)3A%Bﬁc(fdac — HC0)Aar Asr(2) % (4.54)
21’ 2 2u 1
[ ool ==

The last integral is the same as the integral in (4.50) , so the result is

w—Zz —=c, =
7)2)\06)\61_[ (Tdac - Hcda)Ad[AB[(Z). (455)

Mo ()N dg(2) x1 = —a? (W=

In the same way, a twelfth contribution comes from considering the vertex — iﬁwﬂﬁ, BA
instead of the vertex iﬁc(TBAC — Hpa%), leading to

w—Zz
m}\a)\ﬁﬁfyH.ydaAd[AB[(Z). (456)
Another diagram like (4.46) can be formed with —%0Y“Yﬁﬁcf(;5“, 6Y“7£Aa1 and
8Y°‘7§Aa 1, giving rise to a thirteenth contribution

)\O‘da(w))\ﬁdg(z)xn = Oé/2

w—z —C ~
Aada(w))‘ﬁdﬁ(z)XIH - —0/2mAaABHCTCadAdIAﬁl(Z)- (4-57)

A fourteenth contribution and the last for the couplings to " can be formed with
—CZXYBﬁCTV o and twice OY AJAur:

(4.58)

giving as result

NN A Tea Ay (4.59)

(w = 2)

Aada(w)kﬁdg(z))([v = 20/

Let’s consider the couplings to 7é
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A fifteenth contribution to the nilpotency will come from a diagram formed with
%8}/‘4}/376(8[314,4}] + TBACACI), cToJ;W;’ and 8Ya7£z4a1:

AL =l 5 (@)

—K ! -
Jo (D, Apyi + Tos% Ack) (4.60)

There are 4 possible ways of making the contractions, a 6 factor from the possible
ways to put the superfields at z, y or u, an % because we are at the S order in the

expansion and a factor of 1/2 of the 7é coefficient, giving at the end a 2 factor:

205/2 - .
A d (w)NPds(2) xy = W)\“ABJ(IZ(D(VAQ)I + Tl Ac)WIAgy(2)x  (4.61)
1
dxd?®yd*u .
/ Y =22 —ully — o) @ - g)?

The last integral is again the same as in (4.50) , so the result is

w—z

A d (W)Ndg(2) xv = —202 A NI (D Ayt + Too& Act) W Agy (2

).
(4.62)
A sixteenth contribution can be formed with %0YAYBjé(0[BA Alr T pa®Acy) and
twice 8YA7£A AL

(w = 2)

- . 2 Ty () 7)) AR
do(w) Y7(u) 9YF 9Y© Y dy(2)

=K ' '
J[} (D[.},Aﬂ[{ + T:-rfCACK) (4 63)

There are 8 possible ways of making the contractions, a 3 factor from the possible
ways to put the superfields at z, y or u, an % because we are at the S order in the

expansion and a factor of 1/2 of the 7(1] coefficient, giving at the end a 2 coefficient:

12

A do ()N dg(2) xyp = 2

o AN T (OeAas + ToaP Apr) AcsAps(2)x  (4.64)
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1
dzxd2yd2u —
/ (w—2)*(z — u)*(y — 2)(y — u)?
which contains the same integral as before, so the result is

w—Z — ~
NN T (0 A+ Tea " Apr) Aus Ay (2). (4.65)

)\ada(’LU))\BdB(Z)XV] = —20/2 (w — Z)

Finally, let’s consider the couplings to d,.
A seventeenth contribution can be formed with %d,ﬁYﬁ Y”i,go‘, JJQW;Y and 8Y“7§Aa I

(4.66)

There are 4 possible ways of making the contractions, a 6 factor from the possible
ways to put the superfields at z, y or u, an % because we are at the S order in the

expansion and a factor of 1/2 of the d, coefficient, giving at the end a 2 coefficient:

O/2

2n)?
% 20 Rudu 52(37_7”)
/d S P T s

Integrating x, the integral we are left to solve is

A do(WINdg(2)xy s = —2 NN A T5a VWP Agy(2) (4.67)

1 52(y — w) (2)?
d*yd? = -2 /d2al2 = —
/ S ) TR ¢ ) Y i () [ ) E R
(4.68)
So,
a 8 20/ avB.g T 5
A da(’LU))\ dB(Z)XVII = W — Z)\ A d-yTga’yWIAB](Z). (469)

An eighteenth contribution can be formed with %dagYB YCTC g and twice 8YA7;A AL

Act . CAsg
XL — . AP
do(w) Y7(u)i dY' aY* OY? dg(z)
aiwfnfﬂy

(4.70)
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There are 8 possible ways of making the contractions, a 3 factor from the possible
ways to put the superfields at x, y and u, an % because we are at the S® order in

the expansion and a factor of 1/2 of the d,, coefficient , giving a 2 coefficient:

2

a ~
Aada(w))\ﬁdg(z))(v[[[ = 2WAQ)\BCZ«/TCQ’YAC[A5[(Z)X (471)
6 (x —w)
dzxdzydzu — .
/ (z —u)*(y — 2)(y — u)?
This integral is the same as in (4.68) , so the result is
205/2 .
)\ada(w))\BdB(Z)XVIII = _'LU — Z)\a)\ﬁd.cha’YAc]AB[(Z). (472)

Because of the pure spinor condition, the action is invariant under dw, = (Ayy°))a,
so Up? = U2 + iU rea(7°))o?. We can form a nineteenth one-loop diagram by
contracting JjéUI(:z) with 8Y°‘7§AQI:

(4.73)

giving the contribution

12

A d ()N dg(2)x1x = —2—

w—z

AN 6,7 Ag Uy (4.74)

Similarly, a diagram like (4.73) can be formed contracting %N“bjéUIab(:)s) with
8Y°‘7§AOJ, giving as contribution
1 05/2
Ny (W)Ndg(2)xx = -3 NN (Y)Y Ure Agr (4.75)

w—z

Now, let us summarize our results adding the twenty one-loop contributions to the
tree level constraints. Each independent worldsheet coupling will receive corrections,
as indicated below:

Corrections to the the coupling to II°

O{/

NN (Tha + Hs) — 40/ Agr(DoAct + TacP Apr) 4 20/ Agr0.Ans (4.76)

1
2w —z

_2a,fIJKACIAaJABK+2a,(Ta66+HCa6)W;;ABI+2QI(Tdac+Tcaened+Hcda)AdIABI] (Z) .
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Corrections to the coupling to II°
1, w—

—ia'ﬁ)\a)\ﬁﬁc[(Tgac—HC(w)—2a'A5186Aa1+2a’(T(;ac—Hcga)W}SABI (4.77)

+20 (T + TeaNea — H40) Aar Apr — 404,146[%00471471](2)-

Corrections to the coupling to I17

O{/

1 ~
S Z)\“)\BHV [H. 50 — 40/ Agr(Do Ayt + Ton P Apr) — 20/ Agr D Aup (4.78)
—QO/fIJKA.y]AaJABK + QO/H.YO“;WI(SAB[ + QQI(Tfyad — H—yad)AdIABI](Z)~

Corrections to the coupling to I’
1 L
ia/ﬁAaAﬁﬁy[nyag—2OK/A5[D,YAQI—|—20/H75QWIJA5[—20/(H7ad—|—prad)Ad[Ag[
(4.79)
—|—4Oé/AB[T.ya5A5]](Z).
Corrections to the coupling to d,

O/

AW, [T + 20/ T Wi Agr — 20/ Too At Agr — 20/UseY Agr]. (4.80)

Corrections to the coupling to 7(1]
;W2 a7l / T C vy
—0 =N Wesr + 20/ (D Ay + T Acr) Wi Ay (4.81)

+20/ (01 A1 + fcaDADI)AcJABJ] (2).

4.2.2 Addition of Counter-terms

Let’s now concentrate in finding the Yang-Mills Chern-Simons 3—form by adding
appropriate counter-terms. Keeping in mind the lowest order in o holomorphicity

constraints Tope + Ty = 0 = Hape; the conditions for nilpotency at one loop look
like
From the coupling to II¢

AN [(T3a + HCga) — 40" Apr(DoAct + Tac® Apr) + 20/ Ag 10, Auy (4.82)

=20/ f1E A  Aas Apic + 20 (Tos® + HCos)W7 Agi] (2) = 0.

From the coupling to II°

>\a>\ﬁ [(Tgac — Hcaﬁ) — 20/145[86140{[ —|—20/(T5ac — Hcga)WIéAg[ —40/14517’:00;/144/[] (z) =0
(4.83)
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Adding (4.82) and (4.83) gives the condition
NN [T — 20 Agp (00 Act + Tac” Apr) — & F175 Ap Ay Apic +20/ Tos" Wi Ay (4.84)

—QO/ABITC@’YA,Y[] = 0.
Subtracting (4.82) and (4.83) gives the condition

)\a)\ﬁ [Hcﬁa — QOé/Aﬁ[(D[aAC]] + faCDAD[) — O/fIJKAC[AaJAﬁK + 2OA/Ha56W}$Aﬁ[
(4.85)
—}—QO/AB]TCOC’YA»Y[] = 0.

Now, suppose that we add a counter-term of the form % [ d*20ZM0ZN An1 Ang
to the action, where K; is a constant to be determined. This amounts to redefine
the space-time metric[59] Gyn — Gun + 20/ K1 Ay Any. The expansion of this

counter-term will contain the terms

K —~ — 1~
So = 2_1 / P[0V AY B Ap; Aar + OY AT Ap YO (00 Any + 5TCADADI) (4.86)
™
FOYAMTT Y (0c Apr + Ton® Apr)Aar + TAOY B Ap YO (00 Aur + ToaP Apr)+
_ 1~
HA8YBYC(8CABI + iTCBDADI)AAI]
which can be used to compute tree level diagrams contracting with )\O‘ga(w))\ﬁgﬁ(z).
However this diagrams will contribute to the order o’?, entering at the same foot as

the one-loop diagrams. The result of these tree level diagram is

w—Z —=C ~ ~
—OéQKlm)\a)\BH [AC](D(aAﬁ)[ —I— TQBDAD[) — 2ABI(DOLACI —I— TaCEAE])](Z)
(4.87)

AN ~ ~
HC[AC[(D(OCA@[ -+ TagDADI) — QABI(DQACI -+ TaCDAD[)](Z)

w—z

O/2 Kl

K

— 2
ONNP AL LA + 202
2 14a1(2) w—z

(w = 2)

Then, (4.82) and (4.83) will be modified respectively to

—|—20/2K1 8)\0‘)\5/1&1/151(2)

AQAB[(TB(JC + Hcﬁa) - 4O/AﬁI(DaAcI + facDADI> + QO/ABIaCAOJ (488>

20/ fTE Ay Aay Apic + 20/ (Tas® + Hca(;)WI‘gAﬁI + 20/ K1 Acr (Do Apyr + TaﬁDADI)
—40/K1AﬁI(DaAcI + TacDADI)](Z) = 0.

AN [(Tao® = Heap) — 20" Agr0Aar + 20/ (Tsa® — Hosa) W} Agr (4.89)
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+20/K1AC[(D(aAﬁ)[—i‘fagDAD[)—4O/K1A51(DQAC[+TQCDAD[)—40/1451,1’:00{714«/[](Z) =0
We can add (4.88) with (4.89) to obtain

)\a}\ﬁ [Tﬁac_2a/ABI(DaACI+TacDADI) _a/fIJKAcIAaJABK_I'QO/ a6cWI§Aﬁf (490)

—|—2CEIK1AC[(D(aAﬁ)[—I—TaBDAD])—4O/K1AB[(DOCAC[—|—TOCCDAD[)—QCE/ABITCQ’YA,YI] = 0.

If K1 = —1/2 and using the constriaint AaABFaM = 0 we arrive at
)\a)\B[Tﬁac + 20/ a5CW15A5[ - QO/ABITCQWA,Y[] = 0. (491)

Furthermore, forming a three-level diagram with C/Z\ayﬁﬁCTCﬁa and Y *0Y P AprAar
in (4.86) , with precisely this value for K; we can cancel the term proportional to
AngCOC'YAW in (4.91) and (4.85) . Also, with this value for K7, the counter-terms in
the last line of (4.87) will cancel the contributions proportional to IA* and dA* in
(4.28) .

Note that we can add a second counter-term of the form £2 [ d?2d,0ZM Ay W§.
This amounts to redefine the supervielbein Ep® — En® 4+ o Ko Ay Wit After
expanding this counter-term, we can form a tree-level diagrams contracting it with
LOYY (T, + Hsy):

T+ Har®) oAV
A-a---- ~~\‘ "” ----- Aﬁ
do(w) OYY°(z) d.0Y"(y) ds(2)
(4.92)
giving a contribution to the nilpotency
2 )\a)\ﬁ c c c y
a K2w — ZH (Ta'y + Ha’Y )WI ABI(Z)a (493)
while contractions with i&Y”Y‘SﬁC(T 57¢ — Hs,¢) will form the diagram
H(Te" = Hsy")_ Ay Vi
2> Teo R A3
da(w) OYYo(x) dDY'(y) ds(z)
(4.94)
which gives the contribution
0Ky T NN (T — Ho )W) Agy. (4.95)
('LU _ Z)Q 2l Y I
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It can be easily checked that for Ky = —1, adding (4.93) and (4.95) to (4.82) and
(4.83) respectively; then A*A°T,5¢ will not receive o’ corrections, i.e. this second

counter-term cancels the o’ correction in (4.91); while the corrections for H,z® are
)\a>\ﬁ [Hcga — QOé/Ag[(D[aACN + TQCDAD[) — O/fIJKAC[AaJABK] = 0. (496)

Now, the couplings to II” also receive corrections from the two counter-terms just
introduced. Some of these corrections come from the coupling to I1¢ in (4.87) when

C'is 7. Another correction comes from the tree-level diagram

Y
H H’st(ﬁ ~o . AT[IV[/}E
ka---- “\‘ "” ----- Aﬁ
d Y9y’ d.oY"(y) d
L) YY) dDY(y) () Lo
Adding those corrections and using the holomorphicity constraint Fig; = —%W}y Hop,

we can check that the o' corrections to the coupling to I17 are
NN [H. 50 — 20/ Apr(Dio Ayr + Toy P Apr) — o FE A A s Api) = 0. (4.98)

Let’s now identify the Chern-Simons form. We can use the lowest order constraints
in o coming from nilpotency condition A*A\°F,5r = 0 to write (4.96) in the desired
form. Since A*\° = M )\@

1~
)\a)\B[Hcaﬁ - O/TT’A[Q(DBAC} + iTBC]DAD}) - 2a/fIJKACIAaJABK](Z) =0 (499)

Since 2f1E A AnsAsr = %TTA[CAaAﬁ] then

2 1, ~
NN [H s — o/ Tr(AnDsAg + 3ArAady + §A[QTBC]DAD)](Z) =0, (4.100)

which is the desired form. Similarly, (4.98) can be written as
. 2 1~
A )\B[Haﬁpy — a/TT(A(aDBAﬁ/) + gA(’YAOlAﬁ) + §A(QT57)DAD)](Z) = 0. (4.101)

Adding a further third counter-term —s= [ d?zX*ws0Z™M Ay Up,”, which amounts
to redefine Qp0” = Qua® — o’ Ay Ur”; and thanks also to the other two counter-
terms added, can verify that neither A*\°T, ag” = 0 nor AN Fopr = 0 will receive o/
corrections.

There are some similarities between the terms including the gauge connection and
the spin connection in the heterotic sigma model action. This suggest that a similar
computation would help to find similar Chern-Simons corrections for the gravity

side, which will be presented in the next chapter.
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Chapter 5

Lorentz Chern-Simons Corrections

In this chapter we consider the Lorentz Chern-Simons type of corrections to the field
strength H. To achieve this purpose we consider in the first section the background
field expansion of the terms in the action (4.1) that includes the spin connection

Qare” and compute their o/ corrections to the nilpotency of the BRST charge.

5.1 Omne-loop Correction to the Nilpotency Constraints from

Pure Spinors Lorentz Currents

Because the pure spinor condition, (4.1) is invariant under dw, = (Ay7°A)s. Then
Qe = Q38,7 + iQMabwb)aﬁ, (5.1)
so the terms including the spin connection can be written
Aw T Qe = JITCQY + %N“bﬁCQCab, (5.2)

where J = \w, and N* = 1(Ay*w). Because of the splitting (4.2) J and N also
splits as
J=Jy+ i+ J, N =N+ N 4 Ngb, (5.3)

where the subindex 1 or 2 stands for one or two quantum fields respectively in each
definition. Let us now consider the terms in the background field expansion of (5.2)
that will allow to form loops. Before that, note that \wzdZQy,° is analog to
ozM 7IAM1, then some diagrams of the Yang-Mills Chern-Simons corrections will
have a Lorentz analog.

In the expansion for JﬁAQEj) there are terms JgﬁAYﬁ(DBQS) + TVBADQ(DS)) and
Y J,08) which can be used to form a one-loop diagram like (4.17) contributing to
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the nilpotency of the BRST charge:

T (D,QF) + T,,°08))

d,(w) Y7 DY ® dy(2)
(5.4)

There is a 1/2 coming from the expansion at second order or exp(-S), a factor of
2 because the different possibilities of putting the superfields at = or y, a factor
of —4, coming from Jy(x)Jo(y) = —4(x — y)~2 and a factor of two because of the

symmetries of the diagram, giving

Ny ()N dy () s = m / [Duws f] / Loy \dy(w)Nods(z)  (5.5)

a s =10 s -~ s
oY ()T, Y (Do) + Tsp P05 () Ja(y) Jo()

8a'? 6% (z — 2)

— 2% AT QY (D08 + TP (2 / A2z d> . (5.6
SO
/ w—z . — s s — s
N do(w)Ndg(2) xx1 = —8(a )2m)\ MTOOL (0508 + TacQY))(2). (5.7)

This result is analog to (4.22).
There is also an one-loop diagram like (4.23) formed contracting \*d,(w)N\’ds(2)
with twice Y 7O Jy:

(5.8)

which gives a result analog to (4.28)

wW—Zz —c s 40 &) (s
Ao (w)Ndg(2) xx11 = —4a'2mAaA6H aCngmg’(z)—w —A N0
(5.9)
T o— 5 4 12
—40” 2 GNP () - ———ar NPl
(w— 2)? w—z

There is no contribution QS)QS)QS)
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There is a similar contribution to (5.7) , coming from forming a diagram with
%NgbﬁCYC‘S (DsQcap + Tsc®Qpay) and %5YCN§I’QCM, , which are in the expansion
of %Ngbﬁ QCab:

m (D'}'Qb'ab + Iix!:-'c'QC'a

chicd
)\.a_-:- SO N () Ned(ylerl A2
do(w) Y7 0Y? dg(2)
(5.10)
giving as result
a B _ ne W—2 |4\ gFC ed | 71 F(y ed
A da(w)A dB(Z>XXIH = —3(&) m)\ A1 Qade(DQQc —|—Tgc QF )(Z)
(5.11)
Also there is a similar contribution to (5.9) , making a diagram contracting
Aaga(w)Aﬂgﬁ(z) with twice 20Y7Ng* Qg
(5.12)
giving as result
a 3 w—z ay B¢ a
X do (w)Ndg(2) xxrv = —50/2 (w = 2)2)\ NI 06 Q025" (2) (5.13)
3 a? 3 W—Z = 3 o
—= AN O Q0ap 25" — = 0 ————ON* N Q25" (2) —= AN Q2™
2w —z CFfaabits o0 (w—2)? b7 (2) 2w—za b

There is a diagram like (4.29) which gives a cubic contribution in €2, coming from
contracting %N;bﬁcﬁcab and a product of two %EYQNSCQQI,C:

(5.14)



1
3!
expansion of exp(—S) at third order, a factor of 3 because the different ways to put

the superfields at z, y or u, an é coming from the one halves in each of the three

terms and a factor of 2 because of the possible ways of contracting, giving

To determine the coefficient of this diagram, note that there is a 5 coming from the

1 .
A, ()N dg(2) xxv = — NN Qi Qned Qe (2) % (5.15)

8(2m)3c
/dQ:zd2yd2u(27r)252(x —w)0*(y — z)Ngb(z)Nfd(y)NSf(u),
It is not hard to compute

_3(a/)3(nbcna[fne]d _ nacnb[f,r]e}d _ nbdna[fne]c + ,r]ad,r]b[f,r]e}c)

ab T cd ef u) =

(5.16)
where by ... is meant less singular terms which are not of importance in this com-

putation. Then
1

(w—2)(z —u)(w—u)
(5.17)
The type of the last integral was already solved and has the form of (4.34) , then

30/2
N ()N dy(2)xxv =

™

AQABHOCQCaanbeQQGQ(Z)X/d2u

we arrive to an answer analog to (4.36)

2 w—z

)\ada(w))\ﬁdg(Z)XXV = —3(0/) 2)\a)\BﬁCQCdeQaefQde(Z) (518)

(w = 2)

With the computations of the present section, the o’ corrections to the nilpotency

condition for the couplings to II¢ and TI" are respectively

NN [(Tpo + Hpo®) + 80’0500 + 30/0570. Q0] = 0 (5.19)
NN [(Tpo — Hpo®) +160'Q5) (DLQY + T,.2Q5)) — 82/Q50.00 (5.20)

+6O/anb(DaQCba —+ TQCDQDM) - 30/Qﬁbaacﬁaab + 60é/QcaanbdQQda] = O,

so adding and subtracting (5.19) and (5.20) we obtain respectively

AN [T + 8a/Q5 (Do) + T, Q%)) + 30/ Qpop (D2 + ToPQp™)  (5.21)
+3a/QcaanbdQQda] =0

NN Hpgo® — 80/Q5) (D08 + T, PQ)) — 30/ Qpap (Do Q™ + TocP Q™) (5.22)

g

79

+...



—30/Qcaanbngda] =0
Using the lowest order in o’ constraint A*A\° Rgacq = 0, we can write (5.22) as

s s - s 3 a T a
NN [ Hgo® — 80/ (D) + T Q) — ia'(ﬂﬁabw[a@c}b + Toe"Qm®) (5.23)

+Qaab(D[BQc]ba + TBCEQEba) + Qcab(D(aQB)ba + TaBEQEba) + 4QcaanbdQBda)] = 0.

To use the same notation as in the gauge case, let’s use the same representation as
in that case. Let’s write Q4,¢ = Qa7 (T7),¢, where (T1T7 — T7T1),¢ = f17 5 (TH),¢
and (T1),¢(T7).2 = 26'7. Using this notation (5.23) can be written as

1~ 1~
AN [Hpo® — 40/Qf5 (DL Q) + §TQCEQS)) = 30'Tr(s(Dal + 5700 ") (5.24)

2
50 )] = 0.

Which gives the desired form of the Lorentz Chern-Simons.

Summarizing, the Yang-Mills and Lorentz Chern-Simons corrections are
2 1, ~
AN [Hgoe — o' Tr(AjnDgAg + SAnAsAg + 5,al[aTﬁcf?AD) (5.25)
: 2 ly 7 b N ), 15 By _
—3« TT(Q[OCD(BQC} + 59[09590} + §Q[QTBC} QD) —4a Q[B (DQQC] + §Tac QE )] =0

There are further one-loop diagrams that can be formed with terms in the expansion

containing three quantum fields. It’s computation constitutes work in progress.
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Chapter 6

Conclusions

This thesis covered two applications of the non-linear sigma models, namely the com-
putation of equations of motion for the background fields coupled to the bosonic and
type II superstring and also the appearance of the Yang-Mills Chern-Simons three-

form for the heterotic superstring.

The first application was explained in detail for the bosonic string and for the type
IT superstring using the pure spinor formalism. Both of them are conformally in-
variant in a flat space, so when they are coupled to a generic background, which has
a direct correspondence with the massless states in each case, the conformal invari-
ance must be checked. The background field method, useful to obtain a covariant
expansion was discussed in detail for the bosonic string computations. A version
adapted to superspace [20] of the background field method was used to obtain the
expansions for the type II and heterotic string. The result of expanding an action
using this method allowed to form Feynman diagrams at one loop, contributing to
the possible lack of invariance of conformal symmetry at the quantum level. When
all those diagrams were computed, giving contributions to the beta functions, it was
shown that for the bosonic sigma model, these beta functions can be set consistently
to zero. In the introduction it was also presented a spacetime action from which
the conditions for conformal invariance can be obtained as equations of motion by a
simple variation of this action in space-time. The necessity to use another formalism
to make the computations for the superstring is supported because neither the RNS
nor the GS sigma model can not be covariantly quantized and at the same time
include all the background fields. The pure spinor formalism was briefly discussed
in the introduction, and the non-linear sigma model for the heterotic and type II
superstring were discussed in more detail. It was explained how the properties of
nilpotency of the pure spinor BRST charge and the conservation of its correspond-

ing current allows to find constraints on the background fields at the lowest order
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in o: super N =1 D = 10 Yang-Mills/supergravity for the heterotic and N = 2
D =10 for the type II superstring. For the heterotic string, it was explained by two
different methods how to arrive to those constraints: defining canonical momenta
and using Poisson brackets, as explained in chapter 2, or by performing a tree level
computation as explained in chapter 4.

In the one-loop computation of the beta functions for the type II superstring it
was necessary to introduce a scale A to regulate the diagrams. By studying the
conditions under which the theory does not depend on that scale, a set of equa-
tions was computed in chapter 3, corresponding to all the independent couplings to
products of worldsheet fields. Because of the background field expansion used, the
result of the one-loop computation has super-Poincaré symmetry. With the help
of some Bianchi identities and gauge invariances of the sigma model action, some
components of the torsion where gauge fixed. Also, the scales connections {2, and
ﬁa where related to the derivatives of the dilaton V,® and V5P respectively. It
was verified for the lowest dimension equations of motion that the lowest order o
type II supergravity constraints can set the beta-functions to zero, implying in this
way in conformal invariance. This is a straightforward, although non-trivial task,
whose level of difficulty increases as one considers equations of motion with higher

dimension.

The second application concerns the quantum regime of the BRST symmetry for
the heterotic string sigma in the pure spinor formalism. A similar background field
expansion as the one used for the pure spinor type II sigma model was included
in the appendix, where the gauge and spin connections appear explicitly. One-
loop diagrams were formed as a result of considering the product of two BRST
charges evaluated in different points. The result of computing these diagrams has
poles structure as the two points are approached. This pole structure are of two
types: double poles and (w — z)(w — z)~2 poles, coupling to independent world-
sheet fields. From the set of equations obtained by imposing the vanishing of the
poles coefficients, corrections of the order o' are obtained for the classical nilpo-
tency conditions. Chapter 4 was focused in the computations including the gauge
fields, which allowed to find the Yang-Mills Chern-Simons three-forms correction
of o order to the field strength of the two-form superpotential, or Kalb-Ramond
superfield: Hynp — Hynp —’wyryp. These corrections are known since the stud-
ies of N = 1 super Yang-Mills coupled to N = 1 supergravity in 10 dimensions
[44], [10], [43]. Other interesting redefinition of the fields of o/ order were found,
such as a redefinition of the metric superfield Gy ny — Guny — &’TrAy Ay, also

known since the preservation of the N = 1 supersymmetry at the quantum level
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in the RNS sigma model [59]. A field redefinition not known until now was found
Ey® — Ey® — o’ Ay Wi, since this component of the super-vielbein does not ap-

pear neither in the RNS nor GS sigma models.

A perspective of the present thesis is to compute the Lorentz Chern-Simons correc-
tions. Partial results were presented in chapter 5, in which similar diagrams to the
gauge side were computed. Using the Lorentz connection (23,,° a Lorentz Chern-
Simons three-form can be identified, although the role of a Lorentz Chern-Simons
three form formed with the scale connection Q) is not yet understood. The re-
sults presented in chapter 5 concerned only computations involving the pure spinors
Lorentz currents N® = %)w“bw and pure spinor ghost current J = A*d,,. Neverthe-
less, because of the holomorphicity and nilpotency constraints at the lowest order
in o/ and using some symmetries of the action, some components of the torsion can
be gauged fixed to zero, allowing to write iaﬁ = 0.7 and i,aﬁ = Qﬁ,aﬁ + Qa,yﬁ )
Furthermore, the spin connection can be written in terms of a Lorentz and scale
connections. Considering these facts in the background field expansion for the term
ﬁ [ da0ZM Ey®, written in equation (4.4) and denoting by M® = %da(vab)%Yﬁ,

this expansion can be written as follows

_ 1o _ 1o 1-
/ d%[-dYHdQﬁ;)+§M“bnd9dab—dmym$>+§Mabaymmb—§adayayﬁgz§;>

(6.1)
1 — 1 — s 1 — 1 = s T s
2 (8d7“bY)YBQ/3ab—idYYBHdﬁdQ(B )+1M“bYBHd8ngab—idYHdYV(&YQEl V4 T,208))

2ma!

R ~ 1w o) Lo ami
+ZM“bHdY'Y(&,QdamLTﬁ,dEQEab) —5daY” Y7740 - gdaY” 'Y T Qg (1°0)

(_)d(ber)A—C ByDp Pp N
+Tdaﬂ YPYPERt Ep” OnEp®, |

where dY denotes the current dY = d,Y“ and it satisfy
dY (y)dY (z) — 16 (y — 2) 72, (6.2)

while the Lorentz currents M have the following OPE

[d,,c]b

M (z) — e (z) g y
y—=z (v —=2)
which is not surprising since this is the Lorentz current algebra of Siegel approach

M®(y) M (2) — (6.3)

to the Green-Schwarz superstring. It is expected that including the one-loop dia-
grams contributing to the nilpotency of the BRST charge, formed with the terms in
(6.3), the —3 coefficient in front of the Lorentz Chern-Simons three-form (5.25) will
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turn into +1 and also the relative coefficient between the Chern-Simons three-forms
constructed with the scale connection and with the Lorentz connection can be un-
derstood.

Some one-loop diagrams have been computed formed with the terms in the expan-
sion (6.1), from which some of them give finite results, while others give divergent
results which have no analog in the gauge side. It would be very interesting to
understand if those diagrams giving infinite result cancel among themselves or the
Fradkin-Tseytlin term will play a role in the cancellation of divergences. It would
also be interesting to check if further o field redefinitions are necessary. One field
redefinition which one could find is Gy — Gunv — Ko'TrQ,Qn, where K is some
number, which is an analog of the redefinition in the gauge side. In that case the
torsion component 7,4° did not receive o’ corrections, so it will be necessary to check
if this component of the torsion receives or not corrections. There is no direct analog
to the o redefinition of Ej/* found on the gauge side, so it will be interesting to
check if the gravity side computations suggest a field redefinition for this component
of the supervielbein.

Having found all the o/ corrections to the classical constraints, the next thing to
do is to tray to relate them to those found in the literature, see Gates et al. [47]
, [48] and [49] and Bonora et al. [50], [51], [52], [53] [54] in which the two groups
have given answers which could not be realted among them. Recently Lechner and
Tonin [55] have proposed a new set of N = 1D = 10 supergravity constraints. Those
authors also claim that in this new formulation of N = 1D = 10 supergravity the
apparently not conciliated set of constraints can be related. So, a perspective of the
work presented in this thesis will also be to relate the constraints coming from the

pure spinor computation with the set recently proposed.
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Apéndice A

Appendix
In this appendix we present the results of the background field expansions of the
terms in the pure spinor heterotic sigma model.

A.1 Background Field Expansions

From the expansion of the term %82 MAZN By

1 1 1 _ 1.
o / d2z[§HBnAYCHC 4B + ZYAﬁYBHCHCBA — YAV IHepa (A1)
1 _
+ZYAYBHCHDHDCBA],

where H,po = (=)t etn)@)3pEpN G\ By py,
1
O Brp) = 5(OuBp + ()" "0y Bpas + (=)0, Byy) (A2)

and Hpopa = (—)BCHPIVgHpea — (=) BTppP Hpoa + ()P BT TepP Hypa.

From the expantion of (9ZM71AMI

i / A22[(To+ Ty + To)(OY A Ap; + TAYB(0pAur + TpaCAcy) + T4 A4 (A.3)
1 - 1 - -
+§8YAYB(8[BAA}I + Tpa%Act) + §YAYBHCTCBD<8DAAI + Tpa” Agr)
(e

—TYAYBHC Op(0cAar + TeaPApy)

From the expansion of d,0Z E$;

1

2o

/d2z[(da0 + do)(BY ™ + ﬁBYCTCBO‘)], (A.4)
where the terms quadratic in Y were written in (4.4) .
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From the expansion of daleVf‘

~ 0 -1 -1 1
/d%[(daa +d) T+ T+ Jg)(ﬁYBYcacaBWf‘ +YCOcW + W), (A5)

2ma!

From the expansion of )\awgﬁcﬂcaﬁ

1
2ma!

~ o~ 1= ~ _
/dzz[()\awﬁ -+ XJ‘wB —+ )\awﬁ)(igyDYC(ﬁ[CQD]aﬁ + TCDEQEQB) + HCQCaﬁ
' (A.6)
+§YCYDﬁETEDF(8FQCQ5 FT0% 060 +0Y € Qo+ T Y (00 + Toe FQra?)
1 _ -
—5(—)DEycyDnEaD(aEQcaﬁ + Trct Qra))).
From the expansion of XJ‘wﬁjIU 10”

1
2ma!

~ ~ -1 =1 =11
/ A22[(A\ws + A\ws + A\°Dg + A°Dp) (T5 + T, + Jﬁ)(§ycyDaDacUlaﬁ (A7)

+Y080U1a5 —+ U[aﬁ)].
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