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Abstract

Recently, we proposed a novel entry of the pp-wave holographic dictionary,
which equated the Berenstein-Maldacena-Nastase (BMN) two-point functions
in free NV = 4 super-Yang-Mills theory with the norm squares of the quantum
unitary transition amplitudes between the corresponding tensionless strings in
the infinite curvature limit, for the cases with no more than three string modes
in different transverse directions. A seemingly highly non-trivial conjectural
consequence, particularly in the case of three string modes, is the non-negativity
of the BMN two-point functions at any higher genus for any mode numbers. In
this paper, we further perform the detailed calculations of the BMN two-point
functions with three string modes at genus two, and explicitly verify that they
are always non-negative through mostly extensive numerical tests.
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1 Introduction

We continue the studies of free BMN correlators in our recent paper [1]. The gen-
eral motivations and the physical settings are explained in the previous paper. We
shall provide a recapitulation with some new comments more relevant to the current
context.

The AdS/CFT correspondence [2], B, 4] is a conceptual breakthrough in our un-
derstandings of quantum gravity, in particular provides a non-perturbative definition
of string theory in AdS background in terms of N' = 4 SU(N) super-Yang-Mills
theory. We consider the Penrose limit [5], which gives rise to another maximally
supersymmetric background [6], known as the pp-wave or plane wave geometry

ds? = —Adatde™ — p2(F2 + 7 ) (dat)? + di  + dif 2, (1.1)

where z, 2~ are light cone coordinates, 7,7 are 4-vectors, and the parameter p
measures the spacetime curvature as well as the Ramond-Ramond flux Fli934 =
F 5678 ~ p. This appears to be a promising ground for quantitative explorations of
the holographic duality in stringy regimes, as the dual theories on both sides can be
either free or weakly coupled.

In the groundbreaking paper [7], Berenstein, Maldacena and Nastase (BMN) pro-
posed a type of near-BPS operators, which correspond to the type IIB closed strings
on the pp-wave background. The free string spectrum is correctly reproduced by
gauge interactions as the planar conformal dimensions of BMN operators. The BMN
scaling limit with large R-charge J ~ v/N ~ oo appears to be the right Goldilocks



limit in this situation, since a smaller R-charge would not provide finite string interac-
tions in the strict N ~ oo limit, while a larger R-charge may blow up the strings into
D-branes, known as giant gravitons, studied in early papers e.g. [8 9] 10 [T} 12} 13].
Some recent studies relating to the large R-charge limit or Penrose limit, as well as
applications in more general theories can be found in e.g. [14] 15l 16] 17, 18, 19, 20].

As in our previous papers [21} 22, 23], 24], 25, 1], we focus on free gauge theory and
study the BMN correlation functions. This corresponds to the pp-wave background
with infinite curvature and infinite Ramond-Ramond flux as p ~ oo in the geometry
, where the strings are tensionless with completely degenerate spectrum. There
are still interesting string interactions as we identify the finite genus-counting param-
eter g ;= JWQ as the effective string coupling constant in this case. Some non-planar
BMN correlators are first computed in [26], 27].

The celebrated standard AdS holographic dictionary [4] seems not directly appli-
cable for string interactions in the pp-wave background, as the geometries are quite
different. So in some cases, certain guessworks may be required to identify the correct
entries of the “pp-wave holographic dictionary”. In this paper we focus on a proba-
bility interpretation of BMN two-point functions [24] [I]. There are other interesting
entries of the pp-wave holographic dictionary, namely the comparisons of free planar
BMN three-point functions with Green-Schwarz light-cone string field cubic vertices
[28, 29] [30], 2], B1], the factorization formulas [22] 23], which are most recently ex-
plored in the recent paper [I] in the context of many string modes. Higher point
correlators, including the planar three-point functions, actually always vanish in the
strict BMN limit, and are now perceived by us as a kind of virtual processes.

Let us introduce some notations. The BMN vacuum operator is simply propor-
tional Tr(Z”) where Z is a complex scalar in the N' = 4 SU(N) super-Yang-Mills
theory. One can insert the four remaining real scalars into the trace with phases,

corresponding to string modes in four of the eight transverse dimensions. The BMN
J

(m1,ma,- ,my)?
ger modes represent the left and right moving stringy excited modes, while the zero

operators are then denoted as O where the positive and negative inte-
modes are supergravity modes representing discretized momenta in the corresponding
traverse direction. We will consider the case of string modes in different transverse
directions, otherwise the BMN operators are no longer near-BPS and there may be
some potential issues as discussed in [I]. Due to the closed string level matching
condition ), m; = 0, the excited stringy states have at least two string modes. The
BMN operators are properly normalized to be orthonormal at planar level, and the
genus h two-point functions are proportional to ¢** as

<O{m1,m2,~-~ ,mk)O{nLnQ,--- ,nk)>0 = 5m1,n1 to 6mk,nk7
<O{m1, OJ >h ~ g2h_

(n17n27"' ,Nk)

(1.2)

ma, - my)

As discussed in [1], the BMN two-point functions are real and symmetric, and



there is a nice normalization relation summing over one set of mode numbers

2h

~J J _ g
Z <O(m1,m2,'“7mk)0(n1,n2,'“7nk)>h o 22h(2h + 1)[ (13)
Z§:1 ng=0

We may define a matrix element, summing up all genus contributions with a proper
normalization by the all-genera formula of vacuum correlator

[ee]
p(m1,m2,--~ 7mk)7(n17n2,"' 77'74@) 2 Slnh 2 Z (ﬂ’Ll,’rTLQ7 mk)O 7’L1,’n2, ,n k)>h7 (14>
2 h=0
so that it looks like a probability distribution
Z P(mr,ma, ), (n1nz, mg) = L- (1.5)

Z’L 1 k= =0

To interpret the matrix elements as a probability distribution, they need to be non-
negative. For the case of two string modes, the non-negativity at any genus can be
easily proven since the two string modes are opposite numbers [24], while for the
case of four string modes, it turns out that the genus one two-point functions can
be negative [I]. There seems to be a rule forbidding the “crowdedness” of string
modes, that we can not holographically use up all four remaining scalars to fully
occupy the four transverse dimensions with SO(4) rotational symmetry unbroken by
the Ramond-Ramond flux in the pp-wave background. In this paper, we focus on the
case of three string modes. Unlike the case of two string modes, we are not aware
of a simple analytic proof of the non-negativity. Instead, we perform the detailed
calculations and explicitly verify the non-negativity up to genus two.

The normalization relations and non-negativity with two and three string modes
suggest a novel entry of the pp-wave holographic dictionary

p(m1,~~~,mk),(n1,~~,nk) = |<m17 o 7mk|U(g)|n17 e 7nk>|27 k= 27 37 (16)

where the operator U (g) describes the quantum unitary transition between the degen-
erate tensionless strings. The BMN single string states form a complete orthonormal
basis of the Hilbert space under such finite string interactions

> I, (g g, m| = 1 (1.7)

Z§:1 ni=0

Of course, the probability interpretation only requires the matrix element is non-
negative. In flat space it is well known that the string coupling constant is related
to the vacuum expectation value of a complex axion-dilaton field. In our context
of holographic duality, we focus on the correspondence with gauge theory where the
effective string coupling g = JWQ is an arbitrary real non-negative constant. It would



seem rather contrived to have negative two-point functions at some higher genus
but the total contribution still manages to always remain non-negative. Expecting
the same phenomenon as in the case of two string modes, we make the stronger
conjecture that the BMN two-point functions with three string modes are also always
non-negative separately at each genus.

If our proposal of the entry of pp-wave holographic dictionary is correct, to
our knowledge, it would not only provide first examples of systematic calculations
of (the norms of) the higher genus critical superstring amplitudes, but may also in
principle gives exact complete results for any string coupling, due to the convergence
of genus expansion, as mentioned in [25]. Thus it is important to go through the
laborious calculations with three string modes at genus two, in order to ensure the
previously observed non-negativity at genus one is not just a lucky coincidence, but
more likely a manifestation of the deep mathematical structures of the underlying
holographic duality.

The paper is organized as the followings. In Sec. [2| we provide some more dis-
cussions on the physical motivation. In Sec. [3| we review some calculations at genus
one. We provide a complete proof of the non-negativity including some cases with
mode number degeneracies which require a little extra attentions. In Sec. [ we
perform the detailed calculations at genus two, utilizing some symmetries. Although
the calculations are quite complicated, we report the result in a relatively compact
form in terms of standard integrals, defined in the Appendix [Al We then numerically
verify the non-negativity for small modes numbers and give an argument for large
mode numbers. We conclude in Sec. [p| with some potential future directions.

2 More on The Physical Motivation

Since the paper consists of rather technical calculations, it is useful to explain further
about the physical motivation. A main goal of the theories of quantum gravity is to
understand the physics in the regime beyond the reach of classical gravity, e.g. in
the highly curved spacetime region near the black hole singularity. For AdS,; space
with d > 2, the scalar curvature is negative R = —% where r is the radius
of the AdS space, so the spacetime is highly curved if the radius r is very small
(compared to the string or Planck length). For the pp-wave background (L.I), the
scalar curvature actually vanishes, while the non-vanishing component of the Ricci
curvature is proportional to u? [6]. As we mentioned, we will focus on the p ~ oo or
infinite curvature limit. Certainly the effective action of classical gravity completely
breaks down in this case, but this is not necessarily a bad situation as we can instead
probe the fundamental nature of spacetime. As the background remains maximally
supersymmetric, the physics is much more amenable to studies than e.g. those near

black hole or big bang singularities. Thanks to the helps from holographic duality,



the physical string amplitudes can still be subjected to quantitative studies with
some reasonable conjectures and indirect constrains such as unitarity, which is a
fundamental principle that we expect to remain valid in the infinite curvature limit.

In our context, the main goal of the current calculations is to better understand
the conjectured entry of pp-wave holographic dictionary. This seemingly simple
equation has eluded research on the topic for many years, as the physical picture of
string dynamics in the infinitely curved pp-wave background turns out to be drasti-
cally different from those familiar in flat spacetime or AdS space with large radius. In
particular, there is no finite physical process of multiple particles or strings scattering
to and from asymptotic region of spacetime, as the higher point functions always van-
ish in the strict N ~ oo limit. Instead, the tensionless string directly jumps from one
excited state to another through a quantum unitary transition, much as in a S-matrix
where the incoming and outgoing states have the same energy. Of course, the BMN
higher point functions are still very useful since infinitely many of them may combine
to make a finite contribution. The cubic string vertices are in fact the fundamental
building blocks of the string (loop) diagrams in the factorization formulas studied in
[22, 23], but are not needed in the current paper. Since the only finite BMN two-point
functions are always real and symmetric, unitarity of string interactions rules out the
naive possibility that they are directly identified with quantum transition amplitudes
on the string theory side [24]. So we arrive at the otherwise seemingly most natural
conjecture .

There is no technical obstruction for our calculations on the free gauge theory side
at any genus, however the available tools on the string theory side are very limited.
Much progress for the calculations of higher genus critical superstring amplitudes
focused on using the RNS (Ramond-Neveu-Schwarz) formalism in flat space, and is
already quite difficult at genus two, see e.g. an early review [32]. Some obstructions
to higher genus calculations were discussed more recently in [33]. Our conjecture
(1.6) gives the norms of certain critical superstring amplitudes including all genus
contributions. Of course, the string amplitudes are complex, and consist of the norms
and phase angles. As discussed in [24], unitarity can in principle determine a large
part of the phase angles, but not completely. Our studies thus provide a long term
motivation for future research to develop techniques that can deal with string theory
on highly curved background, with flux, and including highly excited stringy states,
for the purposes of a direct verification of the conjecture as well as the complete
determination of string amplitudes including the phase angles. Some recent studies
concerning highly excited strings are [34], 35]. For the moment, our verifications of
non-negativity on the gauge theory side provide indirect non-trivial evidence of the
conjecture ([L.6).

We should note that the BMN two-point functions are exactly zero in the cases
of the mode numbers m; # 0,n; = 0 for an index i, as can be easily seen from



the integral formula at any genus. This can be understood as a consequence of
momentum conservation since a zero mode represents a discretized unit of momentum
in the corresponding transverse direction. If we extend the mode numbers to be
real, generically there is no indication that these would all be extremal points of
the two-point function formula, which may no longer even be real. So the non-
negativity seems to be an intrinsically stringy phenomenon, valid only for integer
mode numbers satisfying the level matching condition, but can not be extended to
real mode numbers. The usual technique of extremization in dealing with functions
of complex or real variables is probably not much helpful in our context.

3 Genus One

The calculations of the torus BMN two-point functions with many string modes are
explained e.g. in our recent paper [I]. The formula is

NS J
<O(m1,m27"' 7mk)0(n1,n2,"' ,nk)>t°rus

1 x1 ‘
= 92/ dxldx2dx3dx4(5<l’1 + Ty + T3+ Ty — 1) / dyke2m(nk_mk)yk X
0 0

k-1

1 r1+T2 1—x4 1
H(/ +€27Tini (z3+24) / +627rini (za—x2) / +€—27rini (z2+z3) / )dyieZTri(m—mi)yi
0 1

i=1 1 T1+T2 —T4
(3.1)

The result for three string modes were calculated in [23], and can be written in
terms of the standard integrals in the Appendix[A]l For convenience we factor out the
coupling constant and denote <O(Jm1,m2,m3) (nl,ng,n3)>torus = F\¢?, with
F = 2[1(5,1,1)(0, m; — ng, —m; + nj) + 1(2,272,1)(0, —mj, —m; +n;,m; — nl)
i#]
+ L(2,2.21)(0, 5, =m; + nj, m; — n;) + L221.1,1)(0, =my; +nj, —my, ng,m; —ny;)
+ 111,111, (0, m4, ng, —my, —nj, my — ny, —my + n;)].
(3.2)

Since this is a 7-dimensional integral, the indices in the standard integrals always sum
to 7. One can explicitly compute the standard integrals using the formulas . In
the generic case where none of m;, n;, m; £n;’s is zero, there is no further degeneracy

in the arguments of the standard integrals in (3.2), the result is

— 2?213(77% B ni)2 , (33)
324 [Ty (mi — ny)?

1

which is of course manifestly positive.
We check also the numerous degenerate cases where some of m;,n;, m; + n;’s
vanishes. Most cases also have manifestly non-negative results. However, there are



several degenerate cases where the results are somewhat complicated to check the
non-negativity, namely the cases 3,7,8 in [23]. In the followings we perform a more
careful analysis to show that they are always positive.

1. n3 = mg and everything else generic. Using the level matching conditions
there are three independent modes numbers. We express the result in terms of
mi,ny,M3 as

B 1 n 1
o 48m2(my —ny)? 1674 (my — np)t
2,2

— ms + (my + na)m3 + myinam3 — mang (M + ny)ms — ming

Fy

1674(my — n1)?myinym3i(ms + mq)(ms + nq)

1
1674 (my — ny)?minim3i(ms + mq)?(ms + nq)
+2m5(miny +myn +mi 4+ nd) + mi(dming + 2ming + dmin + mi +ni)

3 3, .3 2,3 3 3,3 44
+ 2mzmyng (my + ny) — 8mgminy — dmsmini(my + ny) — 2mini}.

2 {ms(mi +ni)

(3.4)
The expression looks more complicated even than the formula for the generic
case (3.3]). However after some manipulations we can write it as

1 2 1 1 mi —ming +n?
Fy

T 1674 (my —ni )2 3 m_?))) (my — ny)? min?
+ ! + ! }+ !
2(m3 + m1)2 2(777/3 + n1)2 327?4(7713 + ml)z(mg + n1)2'

(3.5)

Now in this form it is clear that each term is manifestly positive.

2. ng = mgz,ny = mo and everything else generic. The level matching condition
also requires m; = ny. The result is

1 5 1 1 1 (m? 4+ m3 + m3)?
=g T el Tt ) - -
120 1674 m]  m3  m; 19272mimsms3

(3.6)

Fy

There are two independent mode numbers as mi+msy+ms = 0. Without loss of
generality we can assume my, mo > 0. The negative last term can be estimated

(mi+m3+m3)> 1 mi+mi+mms, 3 (37)
19272m2mim3 4872 myma(my + mo) 6472 '

This is clearly less than the first term, so the result must be overall positive.

3. ng = mg,ny = my and everything else generic. The level matching condition
also requires ny = my. Correcting a typo in the expression in [23], the result is

1
— 9 6 6\ 12 4 4
4874 m3n3(my — ny)*(my + m)Q[ (i - i (1my ) (3.8)

= 9mini(my + n) + 36ming + wmini(my — ny)’]

Fy
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It is convenient to denote the positive integers a = |my|,b = |ny|. Since my #
+nq, we can estimate (m? — ni)? = (my + n1)?*(my —nq1)? > (a + b)% So the
numerator is no less than

9(m$ + nb) — 12mini (m7 + nj) + 36min. (3.9)
We can further discuss two cases
(a) my,n; have the sam sign. Then the expression is
9(a® + %) — 12ab(a* + b*) + 36a°V? (3.10)
Using the inequalities
2a°% + a®b® > 3a°b,  20° + a®b® > 3ab’, (3.11)

it is easy to see the result is positive.

(b) mq,n; have different signs. Then the expression (3.9) is
9(a® 4 b°%) + 12ab(a* + b*) — 36a*b* > 6a°b® > 0. (3.12)

Thus we have provided a complete proof of non-negativity at genus one for any
mode numbers.

4 Genus Two

In this section, we will calculate the genus two BMN two-point functions. At genus

h, we need to divide the trace in the BMN vacuum operator Tr(Z”) into 4h parts,
(4h—1)!
2h+1
the Wick contractions of Feynman diagrams [36]. The analysis is quite complicated

and there are cyclically inequivalent permutations of (12-- - (4h)) representing

at genus two. Fortunately, we find some symmetries that will be useful to simplify
the calculations. First we will give some explanations about the symmetries, then we
use them to write the results in terms of standard integrals.

4.1 Some Useful Symmetries

We draw the 21 cyclically inequivalent permutations o;,7 = 1,2,---,21 in the Fig.
[l For convenience we denote the total genus two contrition in terms of individual
permutations as

21
<O{m1,m2,m3)0{n1,n2,n3)>2 = g4 Z FUi (m’ ﬁ)’ (4]‘)
=1



1 2 3 45 6 7 8 1 2 3 45 6 7 8 1 2 3 45 6 7 8

l
X
X

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 1 2 3 45 6 7 8
(1). o= (14863275) (2) o= (15387426) (3) o= (16483752)
1 2 3 45 6 7 8 1 2 3 45 6 7 8 1 2 3 45 6 7 8

l
s
S

123 456 78 1 23 456 7 8 12

(4). o = (16528473) (5). 0 = (17362854) (6). o = (18537264)

1 2 3 45 6 7 8 1 23456 78 123456 78
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 1 2 3 45 6 7 8
(7). o = (15842763) (8). o = (17438625) (9). o = (14875326)

1 3 45 6 7 8 123456 7 8 123 456 7 8
1 23 456 78 123456 7 8 123456 7 8
(10). o = (14732865) (11). o = (15428736) (12). o = (17625843)

[oe]
—_
no
w
o~
ot
=}
N
[oe]
Ju—
(o]
w
Ny
ot
(=2}
-3
(o)

1 2 3 4 5 6 7

LG DR

1 2 3 4 5 1 2 3 45 6 7 8 1 2 3 45 6 7 8
(13). o = (15837642) (14). o = (18643725) (17). o = (14765832)

)-o=(

1 2 3 4 5 6 7

o
—_
no
w
[°S
ot
[}
-3
o

1 2 3 45 6 7 8

XL

Vi

123456738 1 2 3 456 7 8 123 45
(15). o = (18472653) (16). o = (17548362) (18). o = (18725436)

[=2}
-
oo
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(19). o = (14325876) (20). o = (18365472) (21). o = (16385274)

Figure 1: The genus 2 diagrams

where m = (mqy,mg,m3),n = (n1,n9,n3). Here we always fix o(1) = 1 by cyclic
symmetry. We can then insert the three string modes and sum over all positions with
phases. We also choose to put the third string mode in the first segment using again
cyclic symmetry. The contribution of a particular diagram can be explicitly written

as

1 1 .
Fg(ﬁi, ﬁ) = / (dl’l s dxg)(;(l'l + -+ 23— ].) / dy3627rz(n3—m3)y3 X
0 0

2 T 8 rin 8 o (i) 1+t (42)
H(/ 1 + 62 Koo () l)/ 1 ] )dyj e )Yk
k=1 V0 j=2 x

— R
where s,(7, j) is a sign function encoding the phase shifts of the string modes

0, i=4j, or i<jo(i)<o(j), or i>jo(i)>aoa(y),
So(1,7) =1 1, i>j,0() <a(j), (4.3)
-1, i<j,0(i) > o(j).

For example, the contribution of the first diagram o = (14863275) in Fig. [1|is

1 T1 .
(7, 71) = / (dar -+~ dag)( + - + a5 — 1) / g2 —ma)us
0 0

2 1 ) T1+x2 ] T1t+x2+23
H(/ _’_627rzn,-(z5+x6) / +6—2W2ni($1 +z2+x3) / +

i—=1 YO0 z1 1422

4 4 5 5 6
. > T 2ming(xe— Y, x;) PR —2ming Y, x; 2w (44)
2min;(xs+x6+x8—3) j=1 =" j=1 " Jj=1
e 3 te - 4 te = 5
> > > )

j=1 Jj=1 Jj=1

1—zxg 1
+ e2mini(ws—aw3) /6 +e~2mini(z3+aatar) / )dyie%i(nrmi)yi.
Z Tj 1—xg

Jj=1

Note this formalism also works for the simpler genus one case, where the formula
(3.1) comes from the only permutation (1432) in this case.
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A convenient way to check the normalization of (4.1) is to compare with the
summation formula (1.3). Summing over the m string modes can be done by the

Poisson summation formula 377 e?™™ =37 §(y —p). The delta functions

constrain the non-vanishing contributions to the cases where all string modes are

inserted in the same segment. Using the special formula (A.5)) it is straightforward
4h—1)!1 1 1

to check that for general genus h the sum is indeed (

2ht+1 (4h)! — 2ZR(2ht1)!"
There are two types of involution actions on a permutation o, denoted as o~ *
and o’. The o~ ! is the usual inverse permutation, i.e. o(oc~'(7)) = i, where i =
1,2,---,8, while ¢’ is a conjugate action discussed in [I], which maps the permutation
o= (l,ay,as,--- ,a7) to ¢’ = (1,10 — a7,10 — ag,--- ,10 — ay). The two types of
actions can be visualized as flipping the diagrams vertically for 0~ and horizontally
for ¢’ in Fig. [Il Some pairs are related by both actions at the same time, and
such relations are not completely explicitly captured in the Fig. [I Namely we have
0 = 03" = 04,011 = 079 = 0,018 = 077 = 0},. We also have some permutations
invariant under the involution actions o7 = 07,08 = 03", 09 = 0h, 012 = O}y, 019 =
Trg = Olg, 020 = Ogy = O, 0a1 = 03" = 0.

The contributions of the permutations related by the involution actions are related
by a simple transformation of the string mode numbers. Specifically, we have

F, (1, 71) = Fyr (—if, —1it) = Fypr(—1i, —id). (4.5)

To illustrate we consider the example of the first diagram o = (14863275), which
has o= = (16528473), ¢’ = (15387426). Using the general formula, we can explicitly
write

Fyor (—if, —1)

1 -
= / (dxy---dxg)d(zy + -+ + 23 — 1)/ dy3€27rz(n3—m3)y3 x
0 0

2

1 ‘ T1+T2 ) r1+T2+T3
H(/ _|_627”mi(933+w4+x6+x8)/ +€2mmi(x4+x6+xggpg)/ +
0

i=1 x1 T1+z2

4 s 5 6 (46)
ywima(a+3) 321 xj —2mim; 3 @5 j;l T iy (5223 —5) ];1 z;
e ; te i=6 ; +e i(es—@2—23-25) [
T > T >z

=1 j=1 j=1

1—xg 1
L o 2mimi(zs—s) / | mimi(ertatas) / )y
Z T 1—zg

J=1
We can change the phase factors in (4.4]) from 7 to 7 by a shift of the y; integration
variable. For example we have

T1+x2
p2mini(zs+ag) / dy; e2mi(ni—mi)yi
# (4.7)

) r1+T2+T5+T6 )
_ eQmmi(xg,erg)/ dyi€2m(ni7mi)yi.
X

1+x5+Te

11



We then rename the integration variables in (4.4]) according to the permutation as
Ti — Tg(;), or more explicitly x1 — xy, 19 — T4, 73 — 78,74 — x6,x5 — T3, Tg —
To, X7 — T7,Tg — x5. It is easy to check that the expressions and . are
indeed equal.

The case of ¢’ was discussed in [I], and we give some more details here. For the
example we can write

1 o |
= / (dxy - -drg)d(zy + -+ a5 — 1) / dy3€—2m(n3—m3)y3 %
0 0

2

xr1 ) T1+T2 ) T1+x20+T3
H(/ +e—2WZni(I3+Z‘G+SC7)/ _|_e—27rmz-(a:7—x2)/ +
0

i=1 T1 T1+T2
L 5 g, 09
—omin. . . Tj . 4 Zj . : Zj
. ﬂznz(igszz) /;_1 +e—27r1m(336+937+zs—334) /i_l +e—27rzm($7—:v2—x4—z5) /;_1
2 x; 2 x; 2 x;
+e j=2 ) +e wing(xa+xs) )dyz i (n;— ml)yz.
> oz 1—zg
j=1

We change the integration variables in (4.4) by y; — 1+ x1 —y;, ¢ = 1,2,3. This
gives an overall phase which is trivial by closed string level matching conditions
exp|2mi Z(nl m;)x1] = 1. The first integration range [0, x;] is not changed since

the y; can be always shifted by an integer. The other 7 integrals are reversed in order

as visualized by horizontally flipping the diagram. We further change the integration
variables x; — x19_;, © = 2,3,---8 with x; unchanged. It is not difficult to check
that the integrals and are also equal.

It is clear that the m — —m,”n — —n transformation is the complex conjugate
action. Using together with the symmetry of inverse permutation , since the set
of 21 diagrams in Fig. [1|is closed under both involution actions, we have explicitly
verified the two-point functions are real and symmetric at genus two. Similarly this
works at any higher genus h since flipping the diagrams vertically or horizontally does
not change the genus

~J * NS J
<O(m1,m27m3)0 n17n2,n3)>h = <O(m1,m2,m3)0(n17n2,n3)>h
(4.9)
~J = J .
<O(m1,m27m3)0 (n1 n2,n3)>h = <O(n17n2,n3 0 ml,m2,m3)>h

In fact, there are some more refined symmetries with specified positions for string
modes. First we introduce a notation F,(n,)(i, 7, k), denoting the contribution
of a permutation o with the three string modes inserted in the 7, j, k’th segments.
The formula 1’ is then simply F,(m,7) = Zij:l F,(m,7)(i,5,1). Suppose P
is one of 6 permutations of (123), then we note that the contribution is obviously
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b3 P1 P2 ®3 P2 91 o3 1 ®2
I | | | | | |
1 2 3 45 6 7 8 1 23456 7 8 1 23 456 7 8
Ve

o = (14863275) o = (15387426) o~ = (16528473)

Figure 2: The symmetry relations with three string insertions

invariant under the permutation of the three positions (7,7, k) and mode numbers
simultaneously, namely F,(P(m), P(7))(P(i,7,k)) = F,(m,)(i, j, k).
Similarly as the symmetry formulas (4.5)), we can derive the more refined formulas

F, (7, @) (i, 5, k) = F.r (=i, —)(10 — 4,10 — 5,10 — k)

= For (=11, —m)(o(i),0(j), o(k)),
where the three positions are understood to be equivalent mod 8. As an example,
in Figure (), o = (14863275), three string modes (¢1, ¢, ¢3) is inserted into the
segments (2,3, 1), and we have the symmetry relation

F, (1, 1)(2,3,1) = Fo (=1, —i1)(8,7,1) = Fy-1(—it, —m)(4, 8, 1). (4.11)

(4.10)

So from one contribution, we can infer the results of the other two. In this case their
formulas in terms of standard integrals are

Fo(m,1)(2,3,1) = I39222)(0,n1, =12, =ma, ny +ms),
F(m,m)(8,7,1) = I(32222)(0, —n1,ng, ma, =0y — ms), (4.12)
Fo1(m,1)(4,8,1) = I(322,22)(0, =mq, ma, na, —ng — myq).

Finally, there is a useful residual cyclical symmetry. When writing two-point
function, we have fixed the third string mode into the first segment using the cyclicity,
which breaks the symmetry between different modes. But due to the permutation
symmetry of string modes, there is still some useful relations for calculations. For
a permutation o, if we insert (¢, ¢o, ¢3) into the positions (i, 7,1), and rotate the

8 segments such that the o(i) or o(j) is put into the first segment, the integral
contribution is still the same, so we have

Fa<m7ﬁ>(i7j7 ]-) - Fo‘—a(i)+1(m7 ﬁ)<]~7] — 1+ 17 2— 7’)
=Fy oy (m,m)(i+1—7,1,2 = j)
where ¢ — ¢ means that we subtract ¢ from each number of the permutation o, and

using the cyclicality to put 1 into the first place. Again it is implicit that the numbers
are equivalent mod 8.

(4.13)
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03 ¢1 02 o1 P2 03 o2 3 ¢1

bl | | | I

1 2 3 45 6 7 8 1 2 3 45 6 7 8 1 23 456 7 8

123456 78 1 2 3 45 6 7 8 1 2 3 45 6 7 8
o1 = (14863275) o9 = (15387426) o3 = (17438625)

Figure 3: The cyclical symmetry

As an example, consider the three permutations in Fig. , where o, = (14863275)
and 09 = 07 — 3,03 = 01 + 1. We have the following relations also with results in
terms of a standard integral

Fo (m,1)(2,3,1) =I(3222:2)(0,n1, —ng, —mg, nq + msg)
=F,,(m,1)(8,1,7).
We see this symmetry relates the different diagrams in the group with the same string
diagram multiplicity in the classification in [I]. In our calculations we always put ¢3
into the first segment in every diagram, we can use the above formulas to nicely

combine the contributions into sums over the permutations of the three string modes.
For the current example we have

JA)(2,3,1) + Fy, (11, 7)(3, 2, 1) + Fy, (17, ) (2, 8, 1)
7, 7)(8,2, 1) + F, (170, 7)(8,7,1) + Fyy (111, 7)(7, 8, 1
I3

(3,2,2,2,2)(0, 05, —=nj, —myj, n; + my,),

(4.15)

Fy (m
Fo(
k)
where the sum (i, j, k) is over the 6 permutations of (123).

4.2 The Result

We can classify the 21 diagrams in Fig. (1)) into four groups according to [1], then
we can use the two involution symmetries to further separate the diagrams into small

o S, (2),(4), 5)}, {3),0)}, {(7), ()}
H{H09),(12)}, {(10), (A1)}, {(13), (14), (15), (16)} }

D), (18)), {(19)}, {(20)}}

(21)}.

(4.16)

— &= 0o 0o

—
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To calculate the total contribution (4.1)), we only need to choose one permutation in
each small group, e.g.

(1), (3),(7),(9), (10), (13), (17), (19), (20), (21).

The contributions of other diagrams can then be obtained by symmetry. Each per-
mutation consists of % = 36 different standard integrals, so the computation is still

very complicated.
After some very lengthy calculations, we finally obtain the result in terms of
standard integrals, which is organized into four parts as

Iy (i, 1)
= Z 211(9,1,1y(0, i — my, —nj +my) 4 I(5,51)(0, 7 — My, —nj +my)
(i,5,k)
+ I(5,2,2,1,1)(0,n — my, —nj +mj,ng +mj, —n; —m;) (4.17)
+1I(5,1,1,1,1,1,1) (0, 25 — My, —ng + my, my, 0y, —mpg, —ny)
+61(3,3,2,2,1)(0, 7 — My, ng, —my, —n; +m)
+2I(3.2,2,1,1,1,1)(0, 5 — mj, —ng +my, nj, —ng, —mg;, my)
+1(2,2,1,1,1,1,1,1,1) (0, =1 + M, —ng, M, Mg, =5, —Np — My, Ny + Mg, Mg — M),
Iy(m, 77)
= Z 51(6,2,2,1)(0, =i, —ni, ng +my) 4 516 2,1,1,1)(0, =1 + My, —ng, mi, g, — my,)
(4,5,k)
+ 1(5,2,2,2)(0,m5 + my,ng —my, —n; +my) + I5221,1)(0,m4, ng, 0 +my, —ny; —my)
+1(5,1,1,1,1,1,1) (0, =ng, mj, —ng + My, ng +my,ng — my, —ng —my)
+21(4,3,3,1)(0, —=m;, —n, g +my)
+31(4,2,2,2,1)(0, My, —ni, —ni + My, g — Mmy,)
+ La1,1,1,1,1,1,1) (0, =M, N, —nj — My, ng + Mg, My, —ng, ng — my)
+413,3,3,1,1)(0, 7 — my, —my, ng, —ny +my)
+21(3,2,2,2,2)(0, =ng, —mj,nj — mj, —ng +my,) (4.18)

+2I(3,2,2,2,1,1)(0, ng, my, —n; — mj, —ng, —m;)

+ 1(3,2,2,1,1,1,1)(0, Ny —Mj, =N — My, My — Mj, Ny + My, —ng, + M)
+I(3,2,2,1,1,1,1) (0,5, =My, —ng, my, nj —my, —n; +my)

+I(3,2,2,1,1,1,1)(0, 5, mj, —ng, —my, nj — mg, —n; +my)

+1(2,2,2,2,2,1) (N +mgi, my, —ng, nj, —my, 0)

+1(2,2,2,2,1,1,1)(0, 5 — My, —ng + Mg, My, =N, =g, ny + My)

+ 1 (2,2,2,2,1,1,1)(0, =ng, —my, —ng — mj, ng, ng + my, —ng +my)
+2022,21,1,1,1,1)(0, 75 — My, —ng + My, —ng, nj, —my, —ng — mj, ng + my)
+12,2,2,1,1,1,1,1) (0, =g, —ng + Mg, ng, —my, —ng — My, ng —mg,ng + my)

+202,2,2,1,1,1,1,1) (0, =g, —ng + M, g, —ng — Mg, =My, M, My A M),
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13(m’ ﬁ)

= > Iz, (0,0, —nk, —mj, —ng — my, i + my, —ng + my)
() (4.19)
+20(3,2,2,2,2)(0, 05, —mj,mi — My, —nj + my)

+I(3,2,2,1,1,1,1)(0, My, —=my, nj, —ng, —my +nj,my —n;)

+12,2,1,1,1,1,1,1,1) (0, mi, nj, ny — my, —mj, —ng — mj, —n; 4+ mg, ng + my, —n;),

I(

\_/

m,
Z 516,2,2,1)(0, =my, n; — my, —nj +myj) + 4l 321)(0,ms, —n; + my, ng — my)
1,5,k

+ 41(5,3,2,1)(07 Niy M, —Nj — M) +4l(5.2,2,1,1)(0, i, n — My, —my, —nj +my)
+1I(5,1,1,1,1,1,1) (0, =ng, ng, Mg, g + M, ng — my, —ng — my)

+ 31(4,4,2,1)(0, 5,3 — My, —nj +my) + 3L4321,1)(0, 05, 0y — My, =y, —nj + M)
+214,3,2,1,1)(0, =i, —ng, —ng — mg, ng +my)

+ Ia,2,1,1,1,1,1)(0, Mg, =M, —ny, —my — nj, m; + ng, ng — mg)

+ 1(4,2)11171’171) 0 Mgy My =N, Mg — Mj, =Ny — M, N + mk)

+ L4,2,1,1,1,1,1) (0, =my, —nj, mp, ng, ng — my, —n; +my)

(
(
(
+ 1(4,2,1,171,1,1)(01 Ny =M, My, My M5, Ny — My, =N — m;)
+ Ia,2,1,1,1,1,1)(0, My, =g, 5 — mj, —n; —my, —n; + my,ny +my)
+13,3,1,1,1,1,1) (0, =g, ng, —my, —ng — my, ng +my, —ng +mg)
+13,3,1,1,1,1,1)(0,n4, =My, —ng — mj,ng — my,ng +me, —ng +my) (4.20)
+21(3,2,2,2,2)(0, 0, =My, —nj, n; + M)
+21(3,2,2,2,1,1)(0, 5 — mj, —ng + My, my, nj, —m;)
+ 1(3,2,2,1,1,1,1)(0, Ny =Ny Ny = Mg, Ny — My, =N — M, mj)
+ I(3,2,2,1,1,1,1)(0, My, g, =y, nyj + my, —ng +my, —ng — my,)
+1I(3,2,2,1,1,1,1)(0, 2, =y, —ng — My, i + Mg, My, —ng + M)
+1(3,2,1,1,1,1,1,1) (0, =ng, s + M, g, mg — My, —my, —ng — My, M)
+13,2,1,1,1,1,1,1) (0, M5, —nj +mj, —nj, g, —n; —mg, ng +my, —m;)
+ 1(27272,272,1)(0, —Ng, Ny — Mj, =N — My, =Nk + Mg, 1)
+ 1(2’2’2’2’2,1) (0, Nj, =Nk, N5 — My, —Ng + My, —mj)
+2022,2.2.1,1,1)(0, nj —mj, —Mmj, —ng + My, =Nk, —Ng — My, M)
+12,2,2,1,1,1,1,1) (0, =np — myj, —mj, —ng, ng, ng — mj, ng + my, —ng + my)
+ 1 (2,2,2,1,1,1,1,1) (0, =m0, My, =g, g, Ny — My, —ny + My, my, + ny)
(

+1(2,2,2,1,1,1,1,1)(0, 5, =My, my, —ng, —ng — My, n; —mg, —n; +my),

where (i, 7, k) sums over the 6 permutations of (123), so each term is apparently in-
variant under permutations of the three string modes. There are 7, 20, 4, 28 elements
in I, I, I3, I, with a total of 59 elements. The total contribution to the two-point

16



function includes the elements in Iy, I5, I3, I, and their transformations as

—4 J
< m1,m2,m3)0(n1,n2,n3)>

So together with their transformations, each element in I, I5, I3, I, contributes 1,2,2,4
times. In the second equality we have used the fact that the transformation (m, 7)) —
—(m, 1) is the complex conjugation.

We can analyze the reality property. Each element in Iy (m, ), I3(m, 77), I3(—1, —m)
summing over the (7,7, k) permutations can be easily shown to be real using some
obvious symmetries of the standard integrals. On the other hand, each element in
Ly(m, 1), I,(m, ), I[,(7, M) summing over the (i, 7, k) permutations is not always real
with the exception of one element in I5, namely we can explicitly check that the
reality of the following sum

E 1(272’27171717171) (O, ng —mg, —nNg + Mpgy —Npey Mgy —Mj, =N — My, Ny + mk), (422)
(ih]?k)

though this is not easily derived by obvious symmetries of the standard integrals.

For the generic case where none of m;, n;, m; £n; is zero, we note that the element
with indices at most 2, i.e. the standard integral I(y..) appearing here, always has
vanishing real part. This is not obvious from symmetries of the standard integrals
but can be checked explicitly. This property is no longer always true if there are some
mode number degeneracies.

We can perform some tests on the rather complicated final result . For
example, when two string modes are zero ms = n3g = 0, the result correctly reduces
to the case of two string modes, previously first obtained in [27]. For the case mg =
0,n3 # 0, the result correctly vanishes. We can also test numerically the summation
formula . We fix one set of string modes and perform the sum over the other
set of modes numerically. As an example, we check that the two-point functions with
m = (1,1, —2) and all 7 modes in the range max(|n;|) < 1424 are always non-negative,
and their numerical sum is 0.999001 of the exact Value 1920

It seems far from obvious the expression is always non-negative. We check
numerically for all cases with mode numbers max(]mi\, In;]) < 30. Furthermore, we
also test some random mode numbers in larger range. For example, we take random
integers m;,n;, 1 = 1,2 from a Gaussian distribution with expectation value 0 and
standard deviation 100, while ms = —my — ms, n3 = —n; — ny are then determined.
We compute the result for more than a million random sets of mode numbers
in this way. In all tests we have not found any negative result.
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For the generic case, an analytic expression can be obtained, but it is too long to
write down completely for analysis. We find that the result (4.21)) can be written as

f,4<7ﬁ,ﬁ) + f*ﬁ(maﬁ) + f*B(mvﬁ)a (423>

where fi(m, ) is a rational function of the string mode numbers with homogeneous
degree k, which is also the degree of 7, the only irrational number appearing in the
final result. The expressions f_g, f_g are quite complicated, and can be either positive
or negative. However, we find that the f_4 expression is quite simple and is actually
related to the genus one result up to a numerical constant

7 Z?:l(mi - ni)2

oy (7, 7) = .
fal, ) 38407 [T°_, (mi — ns)?

(4.24)

We also note that f_4 comes from the element with most degenerate indices, namely
the first element Ig1,1)(0,n; — m;, —n; +m;) in I, in (4.17), which in turns comes
from the contributions with all three string modes in the same of the 8 segments.
For string mode numbers with large absolute values, the manifestly positive term
f-a(ni, 1) should be dominant, so it is indeed plausible that the total result should
remain positive in this case.

We expect this argument works also at general genus h. For generic mode numbers
with large absolute values, the dominant contributions should come from the cases in

the (42};:1) ! permutations where all string modes are in the same segment. For generic
case we can first perform the dy integrals in e.g. (4.2]) for the genus two case. Using

the formulas in Appendix [A] it is not difficult to calculate the leading term

~J J
<O(m1,m2,m3)0(n1,ng,n3)>h
2h +1

3 eQﬂ'i(nifmi)xl -1

1
/(dxl"'d'rﬁlh)é(xl_'_"'+$4h_1)H - +...
0 =1

2mi(n; —my)

_ g (h- ) ﬁ
©(2mi)3 2h+1 n; —

on_ N(4h —1) Zf 1(mz—ni)2
22h+2 (2], + >7T4H L(m; —n;)?

3
Z Toan—1,1)(0,m — m;) — Tean—1,1y(0,m; — n3)] + - -
=1

_+_...’

(4.25)
which is also proportional to the genus one formula and manifestly positive. Of
course, this argument does not apply to the cases with small absolute values of string
modes, where the non-negativity seems highly non-trivial.

The similar phenomenon actually also appears in the calculations in the case of
two and four string modes in previous papers. The dominant contribution for generic
mode numbers with large absolute values also comes from the situations where all
string modes are inserted in the same segment. In these cases of an even number k of
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string modes, the dominant contribution has the same sign as (27i)* Hle(ni —my),
which is always positive for k = 2, but can be either positive or negative for k > 4.
For the case of two string modes, the non-negativity is valid separately for groups
of diagrams related by cyclic symmetry, since the contributions in a group can be
combined into an integral of the form fol T dad (0 2 — 1), where the - - -
denotes a product of two complex conjugate factors. One may wonder whether this is
also true for the case of three string modes. At genus two, the 21 diagrams are divided
into four groups . In this case, each group is closed under the two involution
actions 0 — o1, 0/, so their individual contributions with three string modes are still
real and symmetric E| We further test the non-negativity for the four groups
with random mode numbers. In our tests we have not found any negative result for
the first three groups. However, for the last group with a single diagram, there are
some negative results, though such occurrences are quite rare, e.g. with random mode
numbers m;, n; ~ [—30,30], about 1/500 of the test results are negative. Of course,
the total contributions of the four groups are always non-negative in all our tests.

5 Conclusion

The main result of the paper is the explicit form (4.21]) of BMN two-point functions
at genus two. We are able to verify numerically and give an analytic argument in
the cases of generic mode numbers with large absolute values that they are always
non-negative. Now that we are more confident in the validity of the conjectured
non-negativity for three string modes, it would be certainly better to search for a
universal analytic proof, at genus two and further at any higher genus. Although
the integrals are completely elementary, it seems a complete proof may require some
advanced mathematical techniques, probably relating to the moduli space of higher
genus Riemann surfaces. Such a proof may elucidate the surprising entry of the
pp-wave holographic dictionary.

It is well known that string theory has a Hagedorn temperature inverse propor-
tional to the string length, which may be interpreted as a maximal temperature or a
temperature of phase transition. In our physical setting, the tensionless strings have
effectively infinite length, so the Hagedorn temperature is zero. This is not necessar-
ily a problem, since for example an extremal black hole emits no Hawing radiation,
has zero temperature, but can still have finite event horizon and entropy. In [25],

! This would be no longer true for higher genus h > 3. At genus three, there are 1485 diagrams,
i.e. permutations of (1,2,--- ,12) with 1 fixed at the first position, divided into 131 groups according
to cyclic symmetry. Most groups, i.e. 118 of them, have 12 diagrams, while the remaining groups
may have 6,4,1 diagrams. There is also a group with a single diagram (1,8, 3,10, 5,12,7,2,9,4,11,6),
which is invariant under both ¢ — ¢~1, ¢’ actions. Under the action ¢ — o~!, 27 groups are closed
while the others form 52 pairs. Under the action ¢ — ¢’, 33 groups are closed while the others form
49 pairs.
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we consider the entropy of these tensionless BMN strings, which can be interpreted
as the Von-Neumann entropy of a mixed BMN state due to decoherence. It would
be interesting to see whether we can further study some interesting thermodynamics
under such extreme conditions, e.g. along the line of the classic paper [37].

It would be very interesting to make connections with the influential Swampland
Conjectures [38], which has been studied extensively in the literature, e.g. [39,40]. In
particular, the Swampland Distance Conjecture [41] states that at large distance in the
moduli space, an infinite tower of exponentially light states will emerge, invalidate the
effective action description. In our setting, the tensionless strings are an infinite tower
of degenerate states with quantum transitions between them without energy cost.
Such systems do not have local effective action description but can be still regarded as
consistent quantum theories. It would be interesting to better understand the relative
place where our present setting fits in the string landscape and the swampland.

It is widely believed that strings may not be the right fundamental degrees of
freedom to formulate the still mysterious M-theory, since there are non-perturbative
objects like D-branes and M-branes. On the contrary, if our conjecture is cor-
rect, it seems that in our very special setting with infinite spacetime curvature and
Ramond-Ramond flux, the tensionless closed strings do provide the proper complete
degrees of freedom for physics at any coupling constant. Although we focus on a
highly unrealistic special situation, our studies may provide some insights for the
non-perturbative formulation of string/M-theory on general backgrounds.
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A Some Standard Integrals

We will use some standard integrals as in [I], which is defined by
1 -
I(uy, ug, -+ ,u,) = / dry - de,d(xy + - - + 2, — 1)rilmzt ), (A1)
0

It is clear that the integral is unchanged if we add an integer to all the arguments. If
some of the wu;’s are identical, one uses the following notation

Tigy oy (Ur, to, -+ suy) = I(ug, -+ ug, Uy -0 Uy oo Uy e Uy, (A.2)

where a;’s are integers representing the numbers of the u;’s in the right hand side,
and for a; = 0 we can just eliminate the corresponding argument. The integral can
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be calculated by some recursion relations, and one can obtain the following explicit
formulas

r . 1

I(uy, ug, -+ -u,) = Z p2miti H 271_1.—(“. —a (A.3)
i=1 j#i ’ J

1 (0/0ui)™

[(al+1,---,ar+1)(u17 e 7u7”) = H

I(uy, - u), A4
! (27’(”&')%@1! (U], U ) ( )

where the u;’s are different. We note we have used the ¢ symbol for both the pure
imaginary number and the product index, which are easy to distinguish and should not
cause confusion. In our calculations, the arguments u;’s will be linear combinations
of the integral string mode numbers, so the end results are always rational functions
of string mode numbers without the exponential functions.

A useful special case is when all arguments are degenerate at an integer. Applying
the formulas we have

1
1
]n+1(0) == / dlL‘l e dlL’n+15(ZL‘1 + 4 Ln+1 — ]_) == m, (A5)
O .
which is simply the volume of the standard n-dimensional simplex
i=1
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