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Abstract

Spectral curve methods proved to be powerful techniques in the context of relativistic

integrable string theories, since they allow to derive the semiclassical spectrum from

the minimal knowledge of a Lax pair and a classical string solution. In this paper

we initiate the study of the spectral curve for non-relativistic strings in AdS5 × S5.

First we show that for string solutions whose Lax connection is independent of

σ, the eigenvalues of the monodromy matrix do not have any spectral parameter

dependence. We remark that this particular behaviour also appears for relativistic

strings in flat space. Second, for some simple non-relativistic string solutions where

the path ordered exponential of the Lax connection can be computed, we show that

the monodromy matrix is either diagonalisable with quasi-momenta independent of

the spectral parameter, or non-diagonalisable. For the latter case, we propose a

notion of generalised quasi-momenta, based on maximal abelian subalgebras, which

retain a dependence on the spectral parameter.
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Introduction

The purpose of this paper is to initiate the application of analytic methods to identify the

spectrum of non-relativistic (NR) strings in AdS5×S5. The theory has been found in [1],

which is a theory with non-relativistic target space but with a relativistic worldsheet. By

taking a further NR limit in the worldsheet, the theory becomes Spin Matrix theory, a

generalisation of the Landau-Lifshitz model [2,3]. NR string theory has first been discov-

ered in flat space [4,5], and generalised in [6] for generic curved backgrounds. The ambient

geometry seen by a NR string is non-Lorentzian, and identified to be a string Newton-

Cartan geometry. NR string theory is free of Weyl anomalies, and imposing the vanishing

of the beta function implies the background fields need to fulfil some NR (super)gravity

equations [7]. There are two main approaches to derive a theory of NR strings. One is the

limit approach [1, 4, 6, 8], while the second one is the null-reduction method [2, 3], which

derives a NR string action starting from a relativistic one by dimensionally reducing the

target space along a null isometry direction. The two procedures have been proved to be

equivalent under a technical assumption. There is also a third approach, based on the

expansion of the string action at higher orders in the speed of light parameter [9]. Many

other topics have been studied, such as action symmetries [3,6,8,10], connection to double

1



field theory [11], Hamiltonian formalism [12], and open strings [13]. For a recent review

on NR strings, see [14] and references therein.

Motivations to study NR strings can come from different angles, such as providing a

different perspective to quantum gravity, seen as the UV completion of a NR theory of

GR. For us the motivation comes from holography, as the target space of NR strings is

a string Newton-Cartan manifold, and therefore they provide an interesting arena where

to study non-Lorentzian holography. Some progress has been made in understanding

the string side of a NR AdS5/CFT4 correspondence, in particular regarding classical NR

string solutions [15], semiclassical expansion [16], coset space formulation of NR strings

in AdS5 × S5 and Lax pair [17, 18]. The ultimate goal is to understand the spectrum of

NR strings in AdS5 × S5, to possibly match with some data, like scaling dimensions of

operators, of the dual field theory which is still undetermined.

Finding the spectrum of strings in a generic background is a very hard problem.

However, in certain AdS backgrounds a lot of progress have been made by using the

integrability of the worldsheet theories. In particular, in the case of relativistic AdS5×S5

the full quantum spectrum at large N can be obtained using intergability.1 Similarly, the

spectrum of strings in AdS4 × CP 3 [21] and various AdS3 × S3 × M4 backgrounds [22]

have been studied using the integrability of the worldsheet theories.

At a classical level, integrability of these string backgrounds manifests itself through

the reformulation of the equations of motion in terms of a Lax pair. Such a description

is possible for any background which can be written as a symmetric coset space.2 Using

the Lax pair we can construct a monodromy matrix – the integral of the Lax connection

around the worldsheet – whose trace, the transfer matrix, is independent of the world-

sheet time τ and acts as a generating function for the higher conserved charges of the

integrable model. The eigenvalues of the monodromy matrix span a Riemann surface,

known as the spectral curve,3 which not only encodes the spectral data of the string solu-

tion, but also provides an efficient method for finding the leading semi-classical quantum

corrections [25]. Understanding the spectral curve corresponding to a solution to the

classical string equations of motion is an important step in the application of integrability

based methods to string theory. In this paper we will initiate a study of the spectral curve

of strings in the NR AdS5 × S5 background.

This paper is structured as follows. In section 1 we give the setting of the paper. We

introduce the NR string action in AdS5 × S5, review the coset description and the Lax

pair. In section 2 we study solutions to the characteristic equation for the monodromy

matrix, and present our main theorem. We discuss the monodromy matrix evaluated on

two string solutions, leading to non-diagonalisable matrices. We propose in this case a

1For an overview of integrability in AdS5 × S5 see the reviews [19, 20].
2For supersymmetric backgrounds the corresponding coset is a semi-symmetric space.
3For a review of the spectral curve of AdS5 × S5 see [23]. A general classification of spectral curves

for AdS backgrounds was given in [24].
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generalisation of the notion of quasi-momenta, based on the maximal abelian subalgebra

decomposition. In section 3 we discuss the monodromy matrix for relativistic strings in

flat space, where we find again, as in the NR context, a non-diagonalisable monodromy

matrix with eigenvalues independent of spectral parameter.

1 NR string action in AdS5 × S
5

As first obtained in [1], the NR string action in AdS5 × S5 is4

S = −T

2

∫

d2σ

[

γαβ
(

xaxa(−∂αx
0∂βx

0 + cos2 x0∂αx
1∂βx

1) + ∂αx
a∂βxa + ∂αx

a′∂βxa′

)

+ εαβ
(

(λ+eα
+ + λ−eα

−)∂βx
0 + (λ+eα

+ − λ−eα
−) cosx0∂βx

1

)]

,

(1.1)

where T is the string tension, σα = (τ, σ), with α = 0, 1, are the string worldsheet co-

ordinates, γαβ ≡
√
−hhαβ is the Weyl invariant combination of the inverse worldsheet

metric hαβ and h = det(hαβ), and eα
± are (the light-cone components of) the worldsheet

zweibein, see appendix A for our conventions. The xA ≡ (x0, x1) are longitudinal coordi-

nates originating from AdS5, while xa and xa
′

, with a, b, ... = 2, 3, 4 and a′, b′, ... = 5, ..., 9,

are transverse coordinates originating from AdS5 and S5 respectively, which are con-

tracted with δab. λ± are non-dynamical (Lagrange multipliers) scalar fields, depending on

the worldsheet coordinates.

1.1 Closed string solutions

In this section we present two closed string solutions relevant for the spectral curve dis-

cussion. We start by fixing conformal gauge, i.e., hαβ = ηαβ . The worldsheet zweibein

eα
± is fixed as in [15],

eα
+ = (−1,−1) , eα

− = (−1, 1) . (1.2)

The closed string solution must satisfy the equations of motion for the target space coor-

dinates and Lagrange multipliers, Φ ≡ (x0, x1, xa, xa
′

, λ±), and the Virasoro constraints.

On top, closed string boundary conditions are imposed, i.e., Φ(τ, σ + 2π) = Φ(τ, σ).

In conformal gauge, (a combination of) the equations of motion for the Lagrange

multipliers gives
1

2 cosx0
(Eλ+ + Eλ−) = −x′0 sec x0 + ẋ1 = 0 ,

1

2 cosx0
(Eλ+ − Eλ−) = ẋ0 sec x0 − x′1 = 0 ,

(1.3)

4We refer to [16] for other choices of coordinates.
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where dots and primes indicates ∂τ and ∂σ, respectively. By introducing the variable y

defined by integration of dy = sec(x0)dx0, the two equations above become

− y′ + ẋ1 = ẏ − x′1 = 0 , (1.4)

which imply that y and x1 satisfy the wave equation, whose most general solution is

y = f+(σ+) + f−(σ−) , x1 = f+(σ+)− f−(σ−) + const. , (1.5)

where f± are generic functions of their argument σ± ≡ τ ± σ, which parametrise the

Diff+⊕Diff− residual gauge symmetry after imposing conformal gauge. We may fix such

redundancy by taking f± = Id, which gives

y = τ , x1 = σ , (1.6)

where we also set the constant to zero. The solution x1 = σ is clearly not periodic in σ.

We use the fact x1 is an isometry for the background geometry of the NR action (1.1),

and we make it compact x1 ∼ x1 + 2π. Under this assumption, x1 = σ describes a closed

string. After this short introduction, we are ready to present the two string solutions

considered in this paper.

• Longitudinal solution: This is the simplest solution (with non-trivial x0) admitted

by the theory, given by

x0 = gd(τ) , x1 = σ , others = 0 , (1.7)

where y has been inverted for x0, and gd(·) is the Gudermannian function, which

can be expressed in terms of trigonometric functions as gd(x) = 2 arctan
(

tanh x
2

)

.

This solution has non-trivial dynamics only on the longitudinal coordinates.

• BMN-like solution: This solution is reminiscent of the BMN solution, as it has the

simplest non-trivial dynamical behaviour we can write in both the old AdS and

sphere coordinates

x0 = gd(τ) , x1 = σ , x5 = Jτ , λ± = ±J2

2
cosh τ , others = 0 ,

(1.8)

where J is a constant with meaning of linear momentum, as the 5-sphere becomes

R
5 in the NR limit. In contrast to their relativistic counterparts, the Virasoro

constraints tie the dynamics on the x5 coordinate to the Lagrange multipliers λ±

instead of tying them to x0 and x1.
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1.2 Coset description of the AdS5 × S5 NR string action

As found in [17], and later generalised in [18], the coordinate NR action (1.1) admits

a coset G/H description. In this paper we shall work with the setting given in [18],

since it brings two useful advantages, namely the Lie algebra g of the group G admits a

spinorial representation and an adjoint invariant inner product under the full g. The Lie

algebra g of the group G is chosen to be the direct sum of the extended string Newton-

Hooke and extended Euclidean algebras. The extensions are given by the NR Lie algebra

expansion [26] applied to the AdS5 × S5 isometry algebra.

The extended string Newton-Hooke algebra is spanned by a longitudinal boost M ,

longitudinal translations HA, transverse rotations Jab, transverse translations Pa, string-

Galilei boosts GAb, and non-central extensions ZA, Zab and Z, with commutation relations

[Pa, Pb] = Zab , [HA, Pb] = GAb ,

[Jab, Jcd] = δbcJad − δacJbd + δadJbc − δbdJac , [M,GAa] = −εA
BGBa ,

[Jab, Pc] = δbcPa − δacPb , [HA, ZB] = −εABZ ,

[Jab, GAc] = δbcGAa − δacGAb , [M,ZA] = −εA
BZB ,

[GAa, GBb] = δabεABZ , [Z,HA] = −εA
BZB ,

[GAa, Pb] = δabZA , [M,HA] = −εA
BHB ,

[GAa, HB] = −ηABPa , [GAa, GBb] = δabεABZ − ηABZab ,

[Jab, Zcd] = δbcZad − δacZbd + δadZbc − δbdZac , [HA, HB] = −εABM ,
(1.9)

The extended Euclidean algebra is spanned by spatial translations Pa′ , spatial rotations

Ja′b′ and non-central extensions Za′b′ , with commutation relations

[Pa′ , Pb′ ] = −Za′b′ ,

[Pa′ , Jb′c′] = δa′b′Pc′ − δa′c′Pb′ ,

[Ja′b′, Jc′d′ ] = δb′c′Ja′d′ − δa′c′Jb′d′ + δa′d′Jb′c′ − δb′d′Ja′c′ ,

[Ja′b′, Zc′d′ ] = δb′c′Za′d′ − δa′c′Zb′d′ + δa′d′Zb′c′ − δb′d′Za′c′ .

(1.10)

The gauge group H , with Lie algebra h, is taken to be everything that generates G

except of HA, Pa, Pa′ . The algebra g admits a decomposition under a Z2 automorphism,

g = g(0) ⊕ g(1), where

g(0) = span{M,Jab, GAa, Zab, Z, Ja′b′ , Za′b′} , g(1) = span{HA, Pa, Pa′ , ZA} , (1.11)

where g(0) and g(1) are eigenspaces with eigenvalues 1 or −1 under the action of the Z2

automorphism, respectively. We denote by P the projector into g(1).

By taking a group element g ∈ G, we construct the Maurer-Cartan (MC) 1-form
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A = g−1dg whose components are

A = AHAHA + APaPa + APa′Pa′ + AZAZA + AMM +
1

2
AJabJab

+ AGAaGAa +
1

2
AZabZab + AZZ +

1

2
AJa′b′Ja′b′ +

1

2
AZa′b′Za′b′ ,

(1.12)

The Lagrange multipliers are collected into a separate algebra-valued 1-form Λ,

Λα = ΛZA
α ZA ≡ λ−eα

− Z+ + λ+eα
+ Z− , (1.13)

which combines with A into the generalised MC current Jα, defined as

Jα ≡ Aα − (⋆Λ)α = Aα + γαβε
βγΛγ . (1.14)

The coordinate action (1.1) then can be written in a coordinate-free language as

SG/H = −T

2

∫

d2σ γαβ〈J (1)
α , J

(1)
β 〉 , J (1) ≡ PJ (1.15)

where 〈·, ·〉 is an inner product on g invariant under the full adjoint action of g, given

in [18], chosen such that 〈H+, H−〉 = 0. Such inner product is grading compatible, i.e.,

non-vanishing only when both elements have same grading.

1.3 Comment on the choice of coordinates

We discuss here the issue of implementing a prescribed coset representative in the coordinate-

free relativistic and NR AdS5 × S5 string actions. There are two procedures that one can

follow to derive the NR string action in AdS5 × S5:

• Limit procedure. We take a coset representative and plug it into the relativistic

AdS5 × S5 action, rescale coordinates by the contraction parameter c in the way

suggested by the contraction of the isometry algebra of AdS5×S5 to string Newton-

Hooke (without extensions here), and take the limit on c. This will lead to a

NR string action written in a specific set of coordinates, as done originally in [1]

for the “GGK” coordinates, or as generalised in [16] for cartesian and polar global

coordinates.

• Algebraic procedure. We take a coset representative (the same that has been taken

in the limit procedure), but assuming that the generators satisfy the extended string

Newton-Hooke and Euclidean algebras (1.9), (1.10), with the generator identification

HA ≡ PA, GAb ≡ JAb, and we plug it into the NR string action (1.15).

One may wonder whether the two procedures give the same action. Before answering
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that, we have to keep in mind that different parametrisations of the same space lead to

different non-relativistic limits, as discussed in Appendix A of [16]. Three particularly

interesting coset representatives are

GGK g = ex
1P1ex

0P0ex
aPaex

a′Pa′ ,

Polar g = etP0−ψ1J12−ψ2J34earcsinxJ13earcsinhρP1eφP9−χ1J56−χ2J78earcsinwJ57earcsin rP5,

Cartesian g = etP0eziPieφP5eyiP5+i , i = 1, ..., 4,

What we found by direct computation is that, among the coset representatives given

above, only GGK and polar coordinates5 give the same result in the two procedures. For

the cartesian coordinates, the two methods do not give the same result, and we did not

find a way to modify the coset representative for the algebraic procedure to get a match.

1.4 Lax pair and monodromy matrix

The independent, and some of the redundant6, equations of motion obtained from (1.15)

can be written as

∂α(γ
αβJ

(1)
β ) + γαβ [Jα, J

(1)
β ] = 0 , (1.16)

where Jα is the generalised current defined in 1.14. However, the equations of motion for

the Lagrange multipliers,

Eλ+ ≡ εαβeα
+A

H+

β = 0 , Eλ− ≡ εαβeα
−A

H−

β = 0 . (1.17)

cannot be incorporated into (1.16), which instead will be imposed as a constraint. The

equations of motion written in the form (1.16) admit a representation in terms of the Lax

connection

Lα = A(0)
α +

z2 + 1

z2 − 1
A(1)
α − 2z

z2 − 1
γαβε

βγJ (1)
γ . (1.18)

where z is the spectral parameter. The Lax representation of the equations of motion

holds on solutions of the constraint equations (1.17).

It is well known that a Lax pair codifies information about an infinite tower of con-

served quantities of the dynamical system it is associated to. In order to extract them,

5In polar coordinates the results are the same if in the limit procedure one rescales generators leaving
coordinates as they are. If one wants to rescale coordinates, and leave generators untouched, then the two
actions match if one linearises arcsinx and arcsin r with x and r respectively in the coset representative
for the algebraic procedure.

6Some of the equations of motion obtained by varying g in (1.15) are redundant, and gauge invariance
relates them via Noether identities. In the end, the number of independent equations of motion matches
the coset degrees of freedom.
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we first have to construct the monodromy matrix M

M(z, τ) = Pexp

[
∫ 2π

0

Lσ dσ

]

, (1.19)

where Pexp indicates that the integrals in the exponential are path-ordered. Flatness of

the Lax pair guarantees we can choose to perform the integral just along the σ direction.

In addition, it also imples that the monodromy matrix satisfies the following evolution

equation

∂τM = Lτ (z, τ, 2π)M−MLτ (z, τ, 0) = [Lτ (z, τ, 0),M] , (1.20)

where we have specified the explicit dependence of the τ component of the Lax pair on

the spectral parameter z and the worldsheet coordinates. In the last equality we have

assumed that Lτ is periodic in the worldsheet σ coordinate. It is now trivial to check that

the trace of powers of the monodromy matrix, Hk = Tr[Mk], are constants of motion.7.

Among the methods at our disposal to understand and solve integrable models, one

of them is to study the locus of zeros of the characteristic polynomial of the monodromy

matrix, i.e., the Riemann surface defined by the eigenvalues of the monodromy matrix as

functions of the spectral parameter

det[M(z, τ)− ω(z) Id] = 0 . (1.21)

The eigenvalues ω cannot depend on τ , as they can be expressed as linear combinations

of Hk.

For later convenience, we define the quasi-momenta p(z) as ω = eip. In the literature

regarding strings on AdS5 × S5, quasi-momenta associated to the AdS space are usually

denoted with a hat, p̂, while the ones associated to the sphere are denoted with a tilde,

p̃. We will use the same notation for the non-relativistic background.

Similarly to relativistic AdS5 × S5, our Lax connection becomes the Maurer-Cartan

current in the z → ∞ limit. This means that

lim
z→∞

M(z, τ) = Pexp

[
∫ 2π

0

Aσ dσ

]

= Pexp

[
∫ 2π

0

g−1∂σg dσ

]

= g(τ, 2π)g(τ, 0)−1 .

(1.22)

Due to the periodicity of our solutions, this imposes limz→∞ ω(z) = 1. However, this does

not imply that the quasimomenta vanish in this limit. In fact, limz→∞ p(z) = 2πm, where

m carries information regarding winding numbers.

7Checking if these constants of motion are in involution would require us to study the Poisson structure
of the Lax connection, which is outside the scope of this article
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2 Some observations on the monodromy matrix

The goal is to write down the spectral curve associated to a NR string solution and extract

the spectrum. The first step is to compute the eigenvalues of the monodromy matrix

when evaluated on a given string solution. However, as we are going to explain, we find a

universal behaviour of the monodromy matrix eigenvalues, which holds regardless of the

particular string solution considered. The eigenvalues will be computed using two different

representations: one is the spinorial representation obtained by Lie algebra expansion from

the relativistic isometry algebra [18], the second one is the adjoint representation for the

“less” extended algebra as initially given in [17], see Appendix B for the detail. In both

representations, although the degeneracy of eigenvalues is different, the physical result is

the same. Our result will be presented in the spinorial representation.

2.1 Quasi-momenta are spectral parameter independent

Proposition 1. On solutions of the constraint (1.17), the eigenvalues of Lσ do not depend

on the spectral parameter.

Proof. We take the GGK set of coordinates given by8

g = ex
1H1ex

0H0ex
aPaex

a′Pa′ , (2.1)

and we evaluate the MC 1-form by using the spinorial representation, see Appendix B.

Then we compute the Lax pair (1.18), but we do not evaluate it on any string solution, so

the result will be independent of the solution chosen. For convenience, we fix conformal

gauge hαβ = ηαβ and we fix the zweiben as in (1.2). The Lax matrix in the spinorial

representation is a 24×24 matrix with two blocks: the 12×12 AdS5 block and the 12×12

S5 block.

The characteristic equations for the σ-component of the Lax connection,

det(Lσ − µ Id) = 0 (2.2)

admits the following solutions, where µ̂ and µ̃ belong to the AdS5 and S5 blocks respec-

tively. For the AdS5 block we have

µ̂±

1 = ±
√

a+ b+ 2
√
ab , with multiplicity 3 ,

µ̂±

2 = ±
√

a+ b− 2
√
ab , with multiplicity 3 ,

(2.3)

8The proof also holds for polar coordinates, with the modification of the coset representative as
discussed in section 1.3.
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where we defined

a ≡ −L
H+
σ L

H−

σ + (LM
σ )2 , b ≡ −(L J23

σ )2 − (L J24
σ )2 − (L J34

σ )2 . (2.4)

For the S5 block we get

µ̃i = gi(L
Ja′b′
σ ) , i = 1, ..., 12 , (2.5)

where gi are functions of the L
Ja′b′
σ components only, which we do not need to spell out as

they do not carry any spectral parameter by definition. The only contributions in µ̂±

1 , µ̂
±

2

which may bring a dependence on the spectral parameter must be coming from L H+
σ and

L
H−

σ , since all other terms belong to g(0), so do not carry any dependence on z. These

two terms are

L
H±

σ =
z2 + 1

z2 − 1

(

x′0 ± cosx0x′1
)

+
2z

z2 − 1

(

ẋ0 ± cosx0ẋ1
)

, (2.6)

which only appear in the quasi-momenta via the product L H+
σ L H−

σ . When such product

is evaluated on solutions of (1.17), it becomes

L
H+
σ L

H−

σ = cos2 x0
[

(ẋ1)2 − (x′1)2
]

. (2.7)

This ends the proof, since the result is independent of the spectral parameter z.

Theorem 1. On solutions of the constraint (1.17) and for Lσ independent of σ, the

eigenvalues of the monodromy matrix do not depend on the spectral parameter.

Proof. Because Lσ does not depend on σ, the path ordered exponential in (1.19) simplifies

drastically to

M(z) = e2πLσ(z) . (2.8)

Then the eigenvalues for the monodromy matrix are related to the eigenvalues of Lσ by9

ω = e2πµ or p = −2πiµ . (2.9)

Since on shell µ does not depend on z, neither ω nor p depend on z.

Corollary 1. On solutions of the constraint (1.17) and for Lσ independent of σ, the

quasimomenta p are proportional to the winding numbers of the solutions.

Proof. Theorem 1 guarantees that the quasimomenta are independent of the spectral

parameter. Combining this result with the asymptotic limit of the monodromy matrix

9If Lσ is diagonalisable, then this is straightforward, but if it is non-diagonalisable, then one can prove
this relation by transforming Lσ in its Jordan normal form.
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we discussed in the previous section, limz→∞M(z, τ) = g(τ, 2π)g(τ, 0)−1, the corollary

follows immediately.

2.2 Diagonalisable monodromy matrix

Suppose that Lσ is σ independent, so that its path ordered exponential can be computed,

and suppose the resulting monodromy matrix is diagonalisable. This is the case, e.g., when

the Lax connection is evaluated on the longitudinal solution (1.7). Then the monodromy

matrix can be written as

M = UeipiCiU−1 , (2.10)

where Ci are generators of the Cartan subalgebra (see Appendix B), pi are the quasi-

momenta and U is the similarity transformation that brings M into the diagonal form.

As a direct consequence of the theorem 1, the quasi-momenta do not depend on the

spectral parameter. This hinders any application of the spectral curve method, e.g., the

ones described in [27, 28, 27], since the analytic structure of the quasi-momenta on the

spectral parameter is trivial.

2.3 Non-diagonalisable monodromy matrix

Suppose again that Lσ is σ independent, but the monodromy matrix is non-diagonalisable.

This scenario is realised when the Lax connection is evaluated, e.g., on the BMN-like

solution (1.8).

In this case the monodromy matrix cannot be brought into the diagonal form (2.10),

however one can find a similarity transformation S such that M takes the Jordan normal

form. It is tempting to guess that the Jordan normal form of M may be realised by

the maximal abelian subalgebra (MAS) instead of the Cartan subalgebra10, such that the

monodromy matrix may be written as

M = SeiqiWiS−1 , (2.11)

where Wi are generators of the MAS and qi are generalised quasi-momenta. In this case,

theorem 1 would only apply to the quasimomenta associated to the Cartan subalgebra of

the MAS we are considering. The remaining quasimomenta can, in principle, depend on

the spectral parameter.

As a concrete example, we consider the monodromy matrix evaluated on the BMN-like

10This is motivated by the fact that the Cartan subalgebra is defined by the set of generators which
commute among themselves and whose adjoint representation is diagonalisable. Our generalisation con-
sists in dropping the diagonalisability requirement. However, although the Cartan subalgebra is not
unique, it can only have a fixed dimension, while the MAS is not unique and it may differ in dimension.
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solution,

M = e2π(a+H++a−H−+b+Z++b−Z−+cM+dP5) , (2.12)

where the coefficients a±, b±, c, d are

a± = ±z ± 1

z ∓ 1
sech τ , b± =

J2z

z2 − 1
cosh τ , c = − tanh τ , d =

2Jz

z2 − 1
. (2.13)

The MAS of g is not unique, suppose here we make the choice MAS = {M,Z, P2, ..., P9}.
By using a similarity transformation S, we can write (2.12) in the form (2.11)

M = Se2π
(

M+ξZ+dP5

)

S−1 , (2.14)

where M,Z, P5 ∈ MAS, ξ is a coefficient depending on the spectral parameter,

ξ = −
(√

2Jz

z2 − 1

)2

, (2.15)

and the similarity transformation is

S = eα+H++α−H−+β+Z++β−Z− , (2.16)

where the coefficients α±, β± are

α± = −z ± 1

z ∓ 1
arccos (− tanh τ) ,

β± = ∓ J2z

(z ± 1)(z ∓ 1)3

[

(z2 − 1) arccos (− tanh τ)

± 2z sinh τ + (z2 + 1) arccos (− tanh τ) sinh2 τ

]

.

(2.17)

Notice that the quasi-momenta accompanying Z and P5 depend on the spectral parameter

but the one accompanying M does not. This is because M is the only one of the three

generators that is diagonalisable in the adjoint representation, meaning that it is the only

one that has to satisfy theorem 1.

The generalised quasi-momenta qi now have a non-trivial dependence on z, but does

not have any branch cuts in z. The simple analytical structure of this solution is similar

to that of the BMN string in the relativistic case. More general solutions are expected

to have square root branch cuts in the spectral parameter. In the diagonalisable case,

the behaviour of the function along those cuts is governed by the Cartan matrix of the

symmetry group. In the non-diagonalisable case this is no longer applicable, and one needs

to find a generalised notion of Cartan matrix acting on the generalised quasi-momenta.

12



3 Monodromies for relativistic strings in flat space

In this section we want to temporarily put the non-relativistic strings to one side and

make some comments regarding the monodromy matrix eigenvalues for relativistic strings

in flat space. Our computation is based on choosing the adjoint representation of the

generators. The flat space action for relativistic strings can be written in the coset form

as

Sflat space = −T

2

∫

d2σ γαβ〈A(1)
α , A

(1)
β 〉 , (3.1)

where Minkowski spacetime is written as a coset as G/H = ISO(1, 9)/SO(1, 9), the

iso(1, 9) algebra is generated by translations Pa and angular momenta Jab, and it has a

Z2 outer automorphism, where Pa have grading 1 and Jab grading 0. The inner product

is so(1, 9)-adjoint invariant, and can be chosen to be 〈Pa, Pb〉 = ηab. A Lax pair is given

by

Lα = A(0)
α +

z2 + 1

z2 − 1
A(1)
α − 2z

z2 − 1
γαβε

βγA(1)
γ , (3.2)

and its associated monodromy matrix is constructed with the usual formula (1.19). For

the purpose of computing eigenvalues, we take generators in the adjoint representation of

iso(1, 9) following the convention in Appendix B.

As a first step, we compute the eigenvalues of Lσ(z), without evaluating it on a

particular string solution. It turns out that all eigenvalues only depend on L Jab
σ , which

by construction do not carry any spectral parameter dependence. Then for a Lσ(z)

independent of σ, the eigenvalues of the monodromy matrix also do not depend on z.

In the choice of coordinates given by the coset representative

g = ePaxa , (3.3)

one can consider the point-like string solution11

t = κτ , x1 = κτ , others = 0 . (3.4)

The monodromy matrix evaluated on this solution is non-diagonalisable, and already

comes in Jordan normal form

M = eiq0P0+iq1P1 , q0 = q1 =
i4πκz

1− z2
. (3.5)

11It is worthwhile pointing out that the monodromy matrix evaluated on the point-like solution (3.4)
at large z tends to the identity, due to periodicity of the solution. However, for the NR longitudinal and
BMN-like string solutions, x1 = σ is not immediately periodic. The fact x1 is an isometry allows us to
compactify x1 ∼ x1+2π and interpret x1 = σ as a periodic solution. However, computationally speaking,
the periodicity on the coset representative g(τ, 2π) = g(τ, 0) does not hold, and therefore formula (1.22)
does not apply.
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Therefore we find once again a monodromy matrix whose eigenvalues are independent

of the spectral parameter, but if we express the monodromy matrix as an exponential

of generators belonging to a MAS, in this case chosen to be {Pa}, then the generalised

quasi-momenta qi retain the spectral parameter dependence. This example shows that the

peculiarities that we described in the previous section are not exclusive of non-relativistic

strings.

4 Conclusions

In this paper we initiated the study of a spectral curve for NR strings in AdS5 × S5. As

a first step, we computed the eigenvalues of the monodromy matrix for a σ-independent

Lax component Lσ(z), without evaluating it on any classical string solution. We found

that the eigenvalues evaluated just on the constraint surface defined by the Lagrange

multipliers equations of motion are always independent of the spectral parameter.

Then, we evaluated the monodromy matrix on the longitudinal and BMN-like NR

string solutions. For the longitudinal solution, the monodromy matrix is diagonalisable

and its quasi-momenta are spectral parameter independent, in agreement with the general

theorem. In the BMN-like solution, the monodromy matrix is non-diagonalisable. In this

case it can be brought into a Jordan normal form, by a similarity transformation. We

proposed that the upper triangular form of the non-diagonalisable monodromy matrix in

the new basis is realised as an exponential of generators of a maximal abelian subalgebra,

and we found a concrete realisation for the BMN-like case. This allowed us to introduce

a notion of generalised quasi-momenta, in which case they retain a dependence on the

spectral parameter. In particular, for the BMN-like case, their dependence on z is the

same as for the relativistic BMN string in AdS5×S5. It is interesting to point out that for

a generic string solution the generalised quasi-momenta can be τ dependent, since there

are no universal evolution equations that constrain them.

It remains to understand how to take further the idea of replacing the Cartan sub-

algebra with the maximal abelian subalgebra at the level of the finite-gap equations, as

one needs to replace the Cartan matrix with a different generalised object. In the spec-

tral curve we would expect the sheets of the generalised quasi-momenta to be connected

through square root branch cuts. However, the BMN-like solution only gives rise to poles

in the spectral curve (as does the BMN string in AdS5×S5). It would be useful to consider

the monodromy matrix of the NR analogue of GKP solution [15], since the corresponding

solution would give rise to branch cuts in the relativistic string.

Since the eigenvalues of the monodromy matrix are independent of the spectral pa-

rameter, it is not possible to directly extract higher conserved charges from the transfer

matrix. However, this does not automatically mean that the model is not integrable.

Indeed, as we have seen, the transfer matrix of the relativistic string in flat space also

14



does not generate any higher conserved charges, but the free field theory of the flat space

string gives rise to many additional conservation laws. It would be interesting to further

investigate the integrability properties of the NR string and find a generalisation of the

transfer matrix which encodes any possible higher charges of the theory.

Finally it would be interesting to understand the relativistic origin of what we call

BMN-like NR string, in the sense whether there exists a relativistic string solution that

can be connected by a limit to our BMN-like solution. In such case, it would be interesting

to understand if one can take a limit in the monodromy matrix associated with such

relativistic string solution and recover the result found here for the BMN-like solution.

Since in the relativistic theory the monodromy matrix is diagonalisable, it would be

instructive to understand where the diagonalisability property breaks down in the limit.
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Appendices

A Conventions

For a generic object OA, we define its light-cone combinations as

O± ≡ O0 ±O1 , O± ≡ 1

2
(O0 ±O1) . (A.1)

The longitudinal Minkowski metric then has non-vanishing components η+− = −1/2 and

η+− = −2. We take ε01 = −ε01 = +1 for εαβ, εab and εAB. In light-cone components

ε+− = 1
2
, ε+− = −2.
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The Hodge dual of a p-form ω = 1
p!
ωµ1···µpdx

µ1 ∧ · · · ∧ dxµp is

⋆ ω =

√

|g|
p!(D − p)!

ωµ1···µpε
µ1···µp

νp+1···νDdxνp+1 ∧ · · · ∧ dxνD . (A.2)

B Representations and inner products

Spinorial representation. The spinorial representation of the algebra (1.9), (1.10) has

been constructed in [18], and it is inherited by Lie algebra expansion from the spinorial

representation of so(2, 4) ⊕ so(6). Here we shall review it. We split the generators into

three families created by the particular Lie algebra expansion in [26], i.e., g = g0⊕g1⊕g2,

g0 = {M,HA, Jab, Ja′b′} ,
g1 = {GAa, Pa, Pa′} ,
g2 = {Z,ZA, Zab, Za′b′} .

(B.1)

Each family creates a level, and to each level we associate a matrix ωi, with i = 0, 1, 2,

given by

ω0 =







1 0 0

0 1 0

0 0 1






, ω1 =







0 0 0

1 0 0

0 1 0






, ω2 =







0 0 0

0 0 0

1 0 0






. (B.2)

Then for a generator X̂ ∈ gi of level i, its spinorial representation ρ̂ is

ρ̂(X̂) ≡ ωi ⊗ ρ(X) , (B.3)

where ρ(X) is the spinorial representation of the parental generator in so(2, 4) ⊕ so(6)

from which X̂ comes from, accordingly to the following Lie algebra expansion rule

JAB → εAB(M + ǫ2Z) ,

JAa → ǫGAa ,

Jab → Jab + ǫ2Zab ,

PA → HA + ǫ2ZA ,

Pa → ǫPa ,

Ja′b′ → Ja′b′ + ǫ2Za′b′ ,

Pa′ → ǫPa′ .

(B.4)

Our convention for the spinorial representation of generators of so(2, 4) ⊕ so(6) is the

same as in [19]. A g-adjoint invariant inner product for the spinorial representation can
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be constructed with the general form

〈ρ̂(X̂), ρ̂(Ŷ )〉 ≡ STr
[

(

(aω0 + b ω1 + c ω2)
t ⊗ 1

)

ρ̂(X̂)ρ̂(Ŷ )
]

, (B.5)

where a, b, c constants. We need to set a = 0 in order to have 〈H+, H−〉 = 0, as required

by the string Newton-Cartan structure for the NR string. The supertrace ‘STr’ is defined

as

STr(m⊗M) ≡ Tr(m)STr(M) , (B.6)

where the supertrace in the spinorial representation is computed in the usual way, i.e.,

STr(M) = TrAdS(M)− TrS(M).

Adjoint representation. Another independent check about the eigenvalues of the mon-

odromy matrix come from considering the adjoint representation of the initial (equivalent)

model given in [17]. The algebra is less extended than in [18], and it has less nice prop-

erties. Nevertheless it provides an independent check of the result.

Our convention for the adjoint representation is

(

adXa

)

b
c = −fab

c , ∀ Xa ∈ g , (B.7)

where fab
c are the structure constants of g given in [17], formula (1.4). This representation

is faithful and non-unitary. To construct an inner product, it is useful to note that the

matrix product (adXa
)TadXb

is non-zero only if a = b. This allows us to introduce a

non-degenerate, Z2 grading compatible, inner product 〈·, ·〉ad rep between generators in

the adjoint representation,

〈adXa
, adXb

〉ad rep ≡ (adXa
)TadXb

(adXa
)TadXa

= δab . (B.8)

Such inner product is not invariant under the adjoint action of h̃ ≡ h\{ZA} as demanded

in [17] because, e.g., 〈adZ+ , adZ+〉rep is non-zero. However for the purpose of extracting

components from a MC 1-form, this inner product is enough. One can use such inner

product to define projectors into g(0) and g(1) of a generic algebra-valued function Θ in

the adjoint representation, as

Θ(0) =
∑

Xa∈ g(0)

[

(adXa
)TΘ

(adXa
)TadXa

]

adXa
, Θ(1) =

∑

Xa∈ g(1)

[

(adXa
)TΘ

(adXa
)TadXa

]

adXa
. (B.9)

The generators whose adjoint representation is diagonalisable are

H0, H1, M, Jab, Ja′b′ , (B.10)
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Notice that H± are not diagonalisable. Cartan subalgebras are constructed by picking

one generator among {H0, H1,M} together with a maximal set of commuting angular

momentum generators, e.g.,

{H0, J23, J56, J78} , {H1, J23, J56, J78} , {M,J23, J56, J78} . (B.11)
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