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Abstract

We derive a compact formula for the one-loop, bosonic string partition function of Eu-

clideanized J3J̄3 deformed AdS3 with periodic Euclidean time as an integral transform

of the partition function of the undeformed Euclideanized AdS3. Such a deformation

is interpretable as an irrelevant “single-trace T T̄ deformation” of the boundary. We

will do this by first establishing a formal procedure to compute a worldsheet torus

zero point function for an exactly marginal JJ̄ deformation of a sigma model with

U(1)L×U(1)R global symmetry. We then describe how this procedure is implemented

on SL(2, R) sigma model and its Euclidean continuation. Finally, we describe the

embedding of the deformed SL(2, R) torus amplitude into critical string theory and

interpret the result as the leading perturbative contribution to the thermal partition

function of the deformed theory.
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1 Introduction

Anti-de-sitter space in three dimensions is an important background in string theory. Such

a background is related to conformal field theories in two dimensions via holography (see

[1] for a review). When the AdS3 is supported by a NSNS three-form flux field, in the

weak coupling limit, it admits a worldsheet description in terms of a SL(2, R) WZW sigma

model at level k combined with some CFT N [2]. For the particular case of superstrings

on AdS3 × S3 × T 4/K3 with NSNS three-form flux, the background can be thought of as

obtained from a stack of parallel p F1-strings on k NS5-branes in its near-horizon limit.

It was realized right away that AdS3 background contains wound states that can reach the

boundary of AdS3 with finite energy [3, 4]. Such states are referred to as “long strings”. The

spectrum of free strings in this background was analyzed in [2] who showed that the states

consist of discrete and continuum representations of SL(2, R). The long strings correspond

to the continuum states. The discrete states are often termed in the literature as the “short

strings”. The Euclidean continuation of AdS3 is also called H3 = SL(2, C)/SU(2). String

theory on H3 ×N with time compactified to period β is also referred to as string theory on

“thermal AdS3” or “Euclidean BTZ” times “internal space”. The one-loop string amplitude

in this background was computed in [5], and is interpretable as the thermal Boltzmann sum

of the states identified in [2] along the lines of [6].

In [7, 8], a solvable deformation of the SL(2, R) sigma model by a marginal deformation

J−J̄− was considered. This deformation gives rise to a background that interpolates between

a linear dilaton background at a large radius and the zero mass BTZ solution at a small

radius. Holographically, this deformation is interpretable as an irrelevant deformation giving

rise to non-local physics of the little string theory (LST) in the UV, flowing to 1+ 1 CFT in

the IR. The full spacetime CFT dual to perturbative string theory in AdS3 is not known in

general but it is believed that the long strings sector of the theory has a symmetric product

structure. It is also possible to show [8, 9] that the target space theory of a single long probe

string in the deformed background does appear to deform like T T̄ of [10, 11]. Because of

this, one often refers to the holographic duality in string theory on the background in [7, 8]

as “single-trace T T̄ holography”. 1

1For the present status of single-trace T T̄ holography see e.g. [12, 13, 14].
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In this article, we consider a different but closely related solvable deformation of SL(2, R)

sigma model by a marginal operator J3J̄3 and its embedding into critical string theory. The

resulting string theory background interpolates between a linear dilaton background at a

large radius and a global AdS3 at a small radius. The topology of this background is such

that the spatial circle at a fixed radius is contractable near the origin. From the holographic

perspective, this construction can be regarded as the “single-trace T T̄ deformation” of string

theory in global AdS3. Here the boundary field theory flows from LST at short distances to

a CFT2 in its SL(2, R) invariant ground state (the NS ground state in the SUSY case) in the

IR. As in the case of J−J̄− deformation of massless BTZ, J3J̄3 deformation of global AdS3

acts as the T T̄ deformation of the spacetime theory of a single long string while the full

long string sector takes the form of a symmetric product of T T̄ deformed long string CFT.

The discrete states however do not have a symmetric product structure. In this article, we

compute the dimensions of worldsheet operators of J3J̄3 deformed SL(2, R) WZW model.

Embedding it in critical string theory we compute the perturbative spectrum of both the

discrete and the continuous states of the spacetime theory to further support the above-

mentioned symmetric product structure of the long strings.

The main goal of this article is to study the spectrum and the one-loop vacuum ampli-

tude (interpretable as the thermal partition function) for the J3J̄3 deformed AdS3, and its

Euclidean continuation H3, embedded into critical string theory. It is straightforward to

compute the spectrum by formulating the deformed theory as a gauged sigma model. The

partition function for H3 with Euclideanized time coordinate compactified with period β

turns out to be a little involved. We will show that this quantity, for the deformed theory,

can be computed by utilizing the folding/unfolding trick which was used in the analysis

of [6] and an integral kernel formula for computing the partition function deformed by the

bilinear operator of the form JJ̄ . That a bilinear operator deformation leads to an integral

transform of the partition function was found in the context of double-trace deformation of

matrix models in [15]. Similar results were obtained for T T̄ and JT̄ deformation in [9]. We

will derive an integral kernel for the J3J̄3 of the SL(2, R) sigma model which reproduces the

deformed spectrum. We will then use this kernel formula and the folding/unfolding trick to

compute the one-loop partition function for the J3J̄3 deformed H3 target space compactified

with period β and twist µ, and provide various tests by embedding the result into string

theory and computing the one-loop zero-point string amplitude.

“Single-trace T T̄ deformation” of string theory in global AdS3 was considered previously

in [16] using TsT techniques. The TsT deformation appears to be related to JJ̄ deformation,

and as such, our analysis of the non-linear sigma model background associated with the

deformed theory and spectrum of the continuum states of the spacetime theory partially

overlaps with the work of [16]. In this work, we do a thorough analysis of the discrete
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as well as the continuum states by analyzing the J3J̄3 deformed worldsheet sigma model

systematically. We also discuss how the additive constant component of the NSNS B-field,

discussed in [14], affects the spectrum and the partition function. From the thermal partition

function of the spacetime theory, we derive a closed-form expression of the density of states

of the spacetime long strings and show that it smoothly interpolates between the density of

long string states in AdS3 computed in [5] in the IR to that of the cigar in the UV [17].

The organization of this paper is as follows. In section 2, we analyze, in detail, the

JxJ̄x ∼ ∂x∂̄x deformation of a free, compact scalar field x with period x = x+ β. This is a

trivial, solvable system where the effect of the deformation simply changes the proper radius

of the compact scalar. Despite its triviality, we will analyze it using a chain of arguments that

may seem unnecessarily complicated at first sight. The point of section 2 is to establish a

template for the analysis of the more sophisticated H3 and SL(2, R) case. We will introduce

concepts such as the gauged sigma model formulation of the marginal deformation, chemical

potentials, folding/unfolding trick, and the kernel in the scalar context first. Then, in section

3, we will consider the H3 model. We will provide a precise mathematical formulation of

the partition function we are interested in computing in section 3.3, and then trace the

arguments outlined in section 2. In section 3.7, we provide the solution to the problem

posed in section 3.3. The solution involves an integral kernel. The fact that the action

of the kernel on a Boltzmann term reproduces the spectrum of the deformed theory serves

as a consistency check of our solution. In section 4, we describe the target space physics

encoded in the string one-loop partition function obtained by embedding H3 into critical

string theory on H3 × N . We describe the status of spectral decomposition where one

expresses the worldsheet partition function as a trace of exp(2πi(τL0− τ̄ L̄0)) in section 4.4.1.

While such a decomposition is standard in conformal field theories, the non-compactness of

H3 arising from the existence of long strings makes computation and manipulation of this

quantity extremely subtle. To highlight the thermal interpretation of the one-loop amplitude

on H3×N and its deformation manifest, the spectral decomposition is extremely convenient.

In section 4.4.2, we show that the spectrally decomposed form can be used to compute the

density of states of the long strings in the deformed spacetime theory with all the desired

properties. A flow chart illustrating the logical structure of these arguments is provided

in figure 4 in the discussion section. In appendix A, we describe some technical aspects of

performing the path integral of gauged SL(2, R) sigma model.
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2 JxJ̄x deformation of a free scalar boson theory

In this section, we will analyze vacuum torus amplitude for the JxJ̄x deformed free scalar

theory

S =
1

2π

∫
dz1 dz2 ∂x∂̄x , (2.1)

where we impose a periodicity

x ∼ x+ β , (2.2)

and2

Jx(z) = i∂x , J̄x(z̄) = i∂̄x , (2.3)

so that

Jx(z)Jx(0) ∼
1

z2
. (2.4)

The coordinate radius, Rx, of the compact scalar field x is related to β via the equation

β = 2πRx.

This is a trivial deformation of a trivial theory. We will nonetheless analyze this defor-

mation extremely thoroughly. In fact, we will describe three different approaches to analyze

this problem. The point is that the more seemingly roundabout approach is more easily

adaptable to the analysis of the SL(2, R) case and its Euclidean continuation.

Since the free boson theory is extremely simple, the approach we take will likely come

across as unnecessarily complex. The point, of course, is that this slightly expanded approach

will apply naturally when we consider the more complicated SL(2, R) theory. The free

boson theory is a lot more convenient for establishing some of the subtle steps we will be

implementing in the later sections.

Let us start by establishing the convention∫
dz1 dz2 = (2π)2τ2 , (2.5)

and

z = z1 + iz2 ∼ z + 2π ∼ z + 2πτ . (2.6)

Some care is needed in comparing to literature e.g. (2.1.7) of [18] where

d2z = idz dz̄ = 2dz1 dz2 . (2.7)

We will implement the JxJ̄x deformation by adding two auxiliary fields: (a) a timelike,

non-compact field t(z, z̄) and (b) a compact spacelike field y(z, z̄) with periodicity y ∼
2These currents are defined with the normalization that ϵ(Jx + J̄x) corresponds to the shift x → x+4πϵ.

See (2.3.12) and (2.3.13) of [18].
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y + 2πRy, and gauging the combined system as follows. Consider a set of holomorphic and

anti-holomorphic null current

J = l1Jx + l2Jt + l3Jy , J̄ = l1J̄x + l2J̄t − l3J̄y , (2.8)

where the currents Jt = i∂t and Jy = i∂y with the following normalizations

Jt(z)Jt(0) ∼ − 1

z2
, Jy(z)Jy(0) ∼

1

z2
. (2.9)

By setting

l21 − l22 + l23 = 0 , (2.10)

one can make the gauge current, J(z) and J̄(z) null. In other words, the OPE

J(z)J(0) ∼ regular . (2.11)

Since J is null, we can (arbitrarily) set the overall normalization of J by setting

l3 = 1 . (2.12)

If so, the null condition (2.10) implies l2 =
√
1 + l21 and so the space of charges (l1, l2, l3) is

parameterized by a single quantity l1.

Gauging the system of (x, t, y) fields independently with respect to J(z) and J̄(z) leads

to an action of the form

S =

∫
dz1 dz2 L , (2.13)

where

2πL =
(
∂x∂̄x+ 2l1B∂̄x+ 2l1Ā∂x+ 2l21BĀ

)
−(∂t∂̄t− 2l2B∂̄t− 2l2Ā∂t+ 2l22BĀ)

+∂y∂̄y − 2B∂̄y + 2Ā∂y − 2BĀ , (2.14)

and is invariant (up to total derivatives) under the transformation 3

x(z, z̄) → x(z, z̄) + l1Λ(z, z̄) + l1M(z, z̄) ,

t(z, z̄) → t(z, z̄)− l2Λ(z, z̄)− l2M(z, z̄) ,

y(z, z̄) → y(z, z̄) + Λ(z, z̄)−M(z, z̄) ,

A(z, z̄) → A(z, z̄)− ∂Λ(z, z̄) ,

Ā(z, z̄) → Ā(z, z̄)− ∂̄Λ(z, z̄) ,

B(z, z̄) → B(z, z̄)− ∂M(z, z̄) ,

B̄(z, z̄) → B̄(z, z̄)− ∂̄M(z, z̄) . (2.15)

3At this stage we regard Aα, Bα as independent gauge fields.
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The idea to gauge the left and right movers independently as is done in (2.14) for field

theories in 2 dimensions was first proposed in [19] and has since been discussed e.g. in

[20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25] and is frequently used in gauging WZW sigma models. We will refer

to this type of gauging as ”asymmetric gauging” to distinguish it from the more ordinary

gaugings based on minimal coupling. One can represent the content of this gauging in the

coset form
U(1)x ×Rt × U(1)y

U(1)L × U(1)R
. (2.16)

Invariance under large gauge transformation constrains the period of y and the period of x

by relation Ry = Rx/l1. It is clear that if l1 = 0, the gauging does not affect the x(z, z̄) field

and corresponds to the undeformed limit.

In the rest of this section, we will analyze the vacuum partition function of this system

on a torus with modular parameter τ . This quantity,

Zdef x
cft (τ, τ̄ , β, l1) , (2.17)

depends on τ1, τ2, β, and l1. We will provide three separate analyses. They will all lead to

the same conclusion but will highlight different features. Going through these three separate

analyses will facilitate the process of understanding the SL(2, R) model.

2.1 Integrating out the auxiliary fields

In this subsection, we will compute Zdef x(τ, τ̄ , β, l1) by simply integrating out the auxiliary

fields in (2.14). There are some choices in the order of integrating out various fields. Let us

first present one particular order that highlights the relation between null gauging and more

ordinary gauging.

Let us start by imposing a partial gauge fixing condition

∂Ā− ∂̄B = 0 . (2.18)

We can then integrate out the y field using the formula for the gauge field effective action

of Polyakov and Wiegmann [26, 27]

∂y∂̄y − 2l3B∂̄y + 2l3Ā∂y − 2l23BĀ

→ −l23B
∂̄

∂
B − l23Ā

∂

∂̄
Ā+ 2l23BĀ− 2l23BĀ

= −2l23ĀB

= 2l21ĀB − 2l22ĀB . (2.19)

The residual gauge symmetry restricts

Λ(z, z̄) = M(z, z̄) , (2.20)
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so we might as well call B = A. This will make the action read

2πL =
(
∂x∂̄x+ 2l1A∂̄x+ 2l1Ā∂x+ 4l21AĀ

)
−(∂t∂̄t− 2l2A∂̄t− 2l2Ā∂t+ 4l22AĀ) . (2.21)

In this form, the x and t fields are minimally gauged as a linearly charged field. We can

therefore represent this model as a timelike coset

U(1)x ×Rt

U(1)
, (2.22)

and the gauge invariance is completely manifest.

We can now impose a gauge condition that t = 0 and integrate out A, Ā;

2πL =
(
1 + l21

)
∂x∂̄x = ∂x∂̄x− l21J

2
x = l22∂x∂̄x . (2.23)

This reproduces the expectation that JxJ̄x deformation rescales the “proper length” of the

target space parameterized by x. 4

We can also obtain (2.23) by imposing the gauge t = y = 0 to (2.15) and integrating out

Ā and B. 5

Let us now complete the computation of

Zdef x
cft (τ, τ̄ , β, l1) =

∫
[Dx]e−S . (2.24)

This can easily be done by looking at (8.2.11) of [18] but substituting

α′ = 2× 1

l22
, 2πR = β , (2.25)

where we account for the normalization of the x field in the action in our convention and in

[18]. Upon Poisson resummation which takes (8.2.11) to (8.2.9), we arrive at

Zdef x
cft (τ, τ̄ , β, l1) = |η(τ)|2

∑
n,w

exp

[
−πτ2

(
8π2 n2

(l2β)2
+

1

8π2
w2(l2β)

2 − 1

6

)
+ 2πiτ1nw

]
.

(2.26)

4The deformation that decreases the size of x is obtained by a vector gauging in the x direction in

(2.14),(2.21); this will give rise to (2.23) with l21 → −l21.
5As such we could have skipped the discussion between (2.18) and (2.23), but we found it useful to review

the relation between asymmetric gauging and ordinary gauging. Specifically, the coefficient of l21AĀ term

in (2.21) is 4 and allows for the completion of the square line by line, but the coefficient of l21ĀB in (2.14)

is 2 and the expression does not form a complete square. One can confirm by explicit analysis that (2.14)

is invariant with respect to (2.15), but the analysis between (2.18) and (2.23) can be considered a quick

consistency check of gauge invariance.
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We see that this partition function satisfies a simple relation

Zdef x
cft (τ, τ̄ , β, l1) = Zx

cft(τ, τ̄ , β̃ = l2β) , (2.27)

and is simply a reflection of the fact that a free periodic scalar x ∼ x+ β with action (2.23)

is the same as that of a free periodic scalar x̃ = l2x whose period is x̃ ∼ x̃+ β̃ for β̃ = l2β.

The expression (2.23) is also an explicit confirmation that the U(1)x×Rt×U(1)y/(U(1)L×
U(1)R) asymmetrically gauged (x, t, y) system is the deformation of free scalar action L given

in (2.1) by JxJ̄x with coefficient l21/2π.

2.2 JxJ̄x deformation as a kernel

In this subsection, we will show that the expression for the partition function of the JJ̄

deformed model (2.26) can be expressed in the form of a kernel acting on the partition

function of the undeformed theory along the line similar to [9]. This is achieved by evaluating

the path integral of (2.14) in a different choice of gauge and the order of integrating out the

field.

Specifically, let us use the freedom of Λ(z, z̄) and M(z, z̄) to make all but the zero mode

components of the gauge fields to zero, so that

Ā(z, z̄) = Ā0 , B(z, z̄) = B0 . (2.28)

We can then integrate out the t and y fields to arrive at

2πL =
(
∂x∂̄x+ 2l1B0∂̄x+ 2l1Ā0∂x+ 2l21B0Ā0

)
−2l22B0Ā0

−2B0Ā0 , (2.29)

which can also be written as

2πL =
(
∂x∂̄x+ 2l1B0∂̄x+ 2l1Ā0∂x+ 4l21B0Ā0

)
−4l22B0Ā0 . (2.30)

An easy way to do these integrals is to use (A.9)–(A.14) of [9] in the limit of large r.

Next, we wish to perform the path integral over the x field in (2.30) and present the

result in the form of the trace of exp(2πi(τL0 − τ̄ L̄0)) and interpret the dependence on Ā0

and B0. Once again, we can use the analysis in Appendix A of [9] and define

Zx
inv(B0, Ā0) =

∫
[Dx]e−

1
2π

∫
dz1 dz2(∂x∂̄x+2l1B0∂̄x+2l1Ā0∂x) . (2.31)
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It is also convenient for later to define

Zx
asym(B0, Ā0) =

∫
[Dx]e−

1
2π

∫
dz1 dz2(∂x∂̄x+2l1B0∂̄x+2l1Ā0∂x+2l21B0Ā0) ,

Zx
minimal(B0, Ā0) =

∫
[Dx]e−

1
2π

∫
dz1 dz2(∂x∂̄x+2l1B0∂̄x+2l1Ā0∂x+4l21B0Ā0) , (2.32)

which are related to Zx
inv(B0, Ā0) as follows

Zx
inv(B0, Ā0) = Zx

asym(B0, Ā0)e
−l21B0Ā0/π = Zx

minimal(B0, Ā0)e
−2l21B0Ā0/π . (2.33)

If we now rescale

− i

τ2
ξ̄ = 2l1B0 , − i

τ2
ξ = 2l1Ā0 , (2.34)

we can write (2.31) as

Zx
inv(ξ, ξ̄) =

∫
[Dx]e

− 1
2π

∫
dz1 dz2

(
∂x∂̄x− i

τ2
ξ∂x− i

τ2
ξ̄∂̄x

)
. (2.35)

This expression is recognizable as (A.14) of [9]. Then, we can use (A.9) and (A.11) of [9]

and write

Zx
inv(ξ, ξ̄) = Zx

cft(ξ, ξ̄)e
π(ξ−ξ̄)2/τ2 , (2.36)

where

Zx
cft(τ, τ̄ , ξ, ξ̄) =

∑
states

exp
[
2πi(τ(∆0 +N)− τ̄(∆̄0 + N̄)− τ2/12) + 2πiξj0 − 2πiξ̄ j̄0

]
,

(2.37)

where

∆0 + ∆̄0 = 4π2n
2

β2
+

1

16π2
w2β2 , ∆0 −∆0 = nw +N − N̄ , (2.38)

and

j0 =
n

Rx

+
wRx

2
,

j̄0 =
n

Rx

− wRx

2
, (2.39)

with Rx = β/(2π) are the charges of the states with respect to the currents 2πJx and 2πJ̄x

(See (2.3.14a) and (2.3.14b) of [18] regarding the origin of this factor of 2π.)

Jx(z)e
ikx(0, 0) =

kL
z
eikx(0, 0) + . . . , J̄x(z̄)e

ikx(0, 0) =
kR
z̄
eikx(0, 0) + . . . , (2.40)

and N, N̄ are the left and right moving oscillator numbers.
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Now, let us go back to (2.30) and complete the computation

Zdef x
cft (τ, τ̄) =

∫
dξ dξ̄

τ2

l2
l21
eπ(ξ−ξ̄)2/τ2e−2πξξ̄/τ2l21Zx

cft(τ, τ̄ , ξ, ξ̄) . (2.41)

We can recognize (2.41) as a kernel acting on the partition function of the undeformed

partition function Zx
cft(τ, τ̄ , ξ, ξ̄) where one integrates over the chemical potential (ξ, ξ̄). The

factor of l21 arises from the change of variable (2.34). The factor of τ2 was adjusted to

reproduce the correct l1 → 0 limit, and the factor of l2 was adjusted so that the deformed

partition function is naturally normalized. If one were to apply the kernel term by term on

Zx
cft expressed in the form (2.37), one finds

Zdef x
cft (τ, τ̄) =

∑
states

exp
[
2πi(τ(∆ +N)− τ̄(∆̄ + N̄)− τ2/12)

]
, (2.42)

where

∆ + ∆̄ = 4π2 n2

(l2β)2
+

1

16π2
w2(l2β)

2 , ∆− ∆̄ = nw +N − N̄ , (2.43)

in agreement with (2.26).

2.3 Analysis using folding and unfolding trick

In this subsection, we will describe another approach to compute the partition function

of the JxJ̄x deformed compact scalar theory. The approach we describe utilizes the fold-

ing/unfolding trick which was used extensively in [5, 6] and is reviewed in [28]. One can

efficiently generalize this approach to the case of SL(2, R) sigma model.

Our starting point is (8.2.11) of [18] which we reproduce below

Zx
cft(τ, τ̄ , β) =

∞∑
m,w=−∞

Zx
(m,w)(τ, τ̄) =

Rx√
α′τ2

|η(τ)|2
∞∑

m,w=−∞

exp

(
−πR2

x|m− wτ |2

α′τ2

)
,

(2.44)

where in our convention,

α′ = 2 , 2πRx = β . (2.45)

When summed over all m and w, Zx
cft(τ, τ̄) is modular invariant.

The folding/unfolding trick utilizes the fact that one can exchange the sum over w by

setting w = 0 and summing over the orbit of Λ ∈ SL(2, Z)/Z where Z is generated by the

T element τ → τ + 1 of SL(2, Z), and write

Zx
cft(τ, τ̄ , β) = Zx

(0,0)(τ, τ̄) +
Rx√
α′τ2

|η(τ)|2
∞∑

m=1

∑
Λ

exp

(
−πR2

xm
2

α′(Λτ2)

)
. (2.46)
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Like in [5], the contribution from the (0, 0) sector is independent of β and will be ignored in

the remainder of our analysis. The orbit of Λ acting on the fundamental domain F spans

the strip −1/2 < Re(τ) < 1/2. If we further define

Zx
(1,0)(τ, τ̄ , β) =

Rx√
α′τ2

|η(τ)|2 exp
(
−πR2

x

α′τ2

)
, (2.47)

then we can write

Zx
cft(τ, τ̄ , β) =

∞∑
m=1

∑
Λ

1

m
Zx

(1,0)(Λτ, Λ̄τ,mRx) , (2.48)

to recover Zx
cft(τ, τ̄ , R) in terms of Zx

(1,0)(τ, τ̄ , Rx).

Let us now take a closer look at Zx
(1,0)(τ, τ̄ , β) which can be written in the form

Zx
(1,0)(τ, τ̄ , β) =

β

2π

∫
dEx |η(τ)|−2 exp

[
−2πτ2E

2
x − iβEx

]
. (2.49)

If we let

Ex = −i(1− iϵ)ET , (2.50)

then one can write

Zx
(1,0)(τ, τ̄ , β) = − iβ

2π

∫
dET |η(τ)|−2 exp

[
2πτ2E

2
T − βET

]
, (2.51)

With this analytic continuation of the integration variable Ex (which does not change the

value of the integral), we see that the path integral expression for the partition function

takes on the standard Boltzmann form. This analytic continuation is also interpretable as

the path integral of a timelike non-compact boson, T = ix with action

2πL = −∂T ∂̄T , (2.52)

and with primary operators of the form

eiExx = e−iET T , (2.53)

whose dimensions and charges are respectively given by

∆0 + ∆̄0 = −E2
T , ∆0 − ∆̄0 = 0 , j0 + j̄0 = −2iET , j0 − j̄0 = 0 , (2.54)

and its descendants.

Now, if one were to imagine first deforming the compact x model and then identifying

the (1, 0) partition function, one finds

Zdef x
(1,0) (τ, τ̄ , β) = − β

2π
i

∫
dET |η(τ)|−2 exp

[
2πτ2
l22

E2
T − βET

]
. (2.55)
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We will now show that (2.51) and (2.55) are related by the kernel relation (2.41). To

show this, let us first re-write (2.51) in the form

1

β
Zx

(1,0)(τ, τ̄ , ξ, ξ̄) = − 1

2π
|η(τ)|−2i

∫
dET e−2πτ2(∆0+∆̄0)+2πi(ξj0−ξ̄̄j0)

= − 1

2π
|η(τ)|−2i

∫
dET e−2πτ2(∆0+∆̄0)+πi(ξ−ξ̄)(j0+̄j0) , (2.56)

where we are relating

2πξ =
1

2
(βµ+ iβ) , 2πξ̄ =

1

2
(βµ− iβ) . (2.57)

Acting on this expression with the kernel (2.41) and changing variables back from ξ to β

leads to
1

β
Zdef x

(1,0) (τ, τ̄) = −i
1

2π

∫
dET |η(τ)|−2 exp

[
2πτ2
l22

E2
T

]
. (2.58)

While the modified spectrum ∆ = ∆0/l2 is reproduced faithfully, this expression is not useful

to apply (2.48) to recover the partition function of the compact x theory, as the dependence

on chemical potential β is integrated out in (2.58). This, however, can be remedied by using

the modified kernel discussed in Appendix B of [9]. We simply modify (2.41) to

1

β
Zdef x

(1,0) (τ, τ̄ , ξ, ξ̄) =

∫
dξ0 dξ̄0

τ2

l2
l21
eπ((ξ−ξ0)−(ξ−ξ̄0)2/τ2e−2π(ξ−ξ0)(ξ̄−ξ̄0)/τ2l21

1

β
Zx

(1,0)(τ, τ̄ , ξ0, ξ̄0) ,

(2.59)

and then apply it on (2.51) to obtain Zdef x
(1,0) (τ, τ̄ , ξ, ξ̄). 6

We can summarize the logic of this subsection using the illustration in figure 1. The

essential point here is that in order to understand the deformation of the compact theory,

all that is needed is the deformation of the decompactified theory where the periodicity of

the x coordinate is replaced by the chemical potential in the decompactified theory. The

chemical potential β is coupled naturally to the charge associated with the isometry shifting

the coordinate x before, and after, the deformation.

We can systematize this logic even further as follows. We start with a model where x is

compact under x → x + β, and the set of primary operators are labeled by integers (n,w)

with dimensions and charges

∆0 + ∆̄0 = 4π2n
2

β2
+

1

16π2
w2β2 ,

6Although the kernel formula (2.59) has been derived for the case of JxJ̄x deformation of a free compact

boson, it’s likely to be true for JJ̄ deformation of a larger class of CFT2 with U(1)L×U(1)R global symmetry.

In section 3 and 4, we apply this kernel formula (2.59) to SL(2, R) WZW CFT and consider its string theory

embedding. This can be considered as a highly non-trivial check for the validity of the kernel formula beyond

free compact boson CFT.
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Zx
(1,0)(τ, τ̄ , ξ, ξ̄) → Zdef x

(1,0) (τ, τ̄ , ξ, ξ̄)

↑ ↓
Zx

compact(τ, τ̄ , ξ, ξ̄) ⇒ Zdef x
compact(τ, τ̄ , ξ, ξ̄)

Figure 1: Chain of connections relating Zx
compact(τ, τ̄ , ξ, ξ̄) and Zdef x

compact(τ, τ̄ , ξ, ξ̄). The red

arrow is the effect of the deformation that we are primarily interested in understanding.

Here, for the compact scalar, we argue that we can obtain the effects of the deformation also

using the folding/unfolding track and the application of the kernel.

∆0 − ∆̄0 = nw ,

j0 + j̄0 =
4πn

β
,

j0 − j̄0 =
2πw

β
. (2.60)

Restricting to the (m,w) = (1, 0) was seen to be tantamount to decompactifying the x

coordinate, which in turn is equivalent to parameterizing

n =
βEx

2π
, (2.61)

and approximating the sum over n by an integral over Ex with the measure (β/2π)dEx, and

setting w = 0. The dimensions and charges in this parameterization becomes

∆0 + ∆̄0 = E2
x ,

∆0 − ∆̄0 = 0 ,

j0 + j̄0 = 2Ex ,

j0 − j̄0 = 0 . (2.62)

When we deform the model and consider the gauged action (2.14) with the auxiliary

fields, the operators of the deformed theory can be written as

eiExxe−iEtt , (2.63)

and its descendants. The gauge condition (2.15) constrains

l1Ex + l2Et = 0 . (2.64)

The dimension and charge of operators (2.63) is a gauge invariant notion. It is convenient

to compute it in the Ā = B = 0 gauge where it is clear that the dimension

∆ + ∆̄ = E2
x − E2

t =
1

l22
E2

x . (2.65)
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The charge Ex of the operator (2.63) with respect to the isometry d/dx is independent of the

deformation. The partition function Zdef x
(1,0) (τ, τ̄) which we wish to insert in (2.48) therefore

is of the form

1

β
Zx

(1,0)(τ, τ̄ , ξ, ξ̄) = − 1

2π
|η(τ)|−2i

∫
dET e−2πτ2(∆+∆̄)+πi(ξ−ξ̄)(j0+̄j0) , (2.66)

and is recognizable as the result of applying (2.59) to (2.56).

2.4 Embedding into string theory and integrating over (τ, τ̄)

In this subsection, we describe how to embed the worldsheet torus partition function into

critical string theory and interpret the result from the spacetime perspective.

Let us begin by writing (2.56) in the form

1

β
Zx

(1,0)(τ, τ̄ , ξ, ξ̄) (2.67)

= − 1

2π
i
∑
N,N̄

dx(N, N̄)

∫
dET e−2πτ2(∆0+∆̄0+N+N̄−1/12)+2πiτ1(N−N̄)+πi(ξ−ξ̄)(j0+̄j0) ,

where ∑
N,N̄

dx(N, N̄)qN q̄N̄ ≡ |q−1/24η(τ)|−2 , q ≡ e2πiτ . (2.68)

To obtain the one-loop amplitude of the critical string theory, we begin by multiplying

the partition functions

ZN (τ, τ̄) =
∑
h,h̄

dh(h, h̄)q
h−cN /24q̄h̄−cN /24 , τ−1

2 Zghost(τ, τ̄) = |η(τ)|4 . (2.69)

where τ−1
2 Zghost(τ, τ̄) is the quantity (7.2.26) and (7.2.27) in the notation of [18], so that

1

βτ2
Zx

(1,0)(τ, τ̄ , ξ, ξ̄)Z
N (τ, τ̄)Zghost(τ, τ̄) (2.70)

= − 1

2π
i
∑

N,N̄,h,h̄

D(N, N̄, h, h̄)

∫ ∞

−∞
dET e−2πτ2(∆0+∆̄0+N+h+N̄+h̄−2)+2πiτ1(h−h̄+N−N̄)+πi(ξ−ξ̄)(j0+̄j0) ,

with∑
N,N̄,h,h̄

D(N, N̄, h, h̄)qN+hq̄N̄+h̄ ≡ (
∑
N,N̄

dx(N, N̄)qN q̄N̄)× (
∑
h,h̄

dh(h, h̄)q
hq̄h̄)× |q−1/24η(τ)|4 .

(2.71)
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The CFT on N is some CFT with cN = 25 so that the system combined with the CFT x is

critical. The sum of (h, h̄) over the operators of N includes the descendants.

To get the one-loop string amplitude, we need to apply (2.48) and sum over m and Λ, and

then integrate (τ, τ̄) over the fundamental domain F . We can however exchange the sum over

Λ by integrating (τ, τ̄) over the strip S instead. The integral over (τ, τ̄) is interpretable as

the level match condition and the Schwinger parameter, and the sum over m is interpretable

as the sum over the m-string sector of the multi-string gas [6].

Let us review the technical aspect of the argument of [6] as follows. We start with (2.70)

and first integrate out ET . This leads to

1

βτ2
Zx

(1,0)(τ, τ̄ , ξ, ξ̄)Z
N (τ, τ̄)Zghost(τ, τ̄) (2.72)

=
1

2π

∑
N,N̄,h,h̄

D(N, N̄, h, h̄)

√
1

2τ 22
e
− 1

8πτ2
β2−2πτ2(N+h+N̄+h̄−2)+2πiτ1(h−h̄+N−N̄)

.

The integral over (τ1, τ2) can be done in closed form and leads to

1

β

∫
S

d2τ

τ2
Zx

(1,0)(τ, τ̄ , ξ, ξ̄)Z
N (τ, τ̄)Zghost(τ, τ̄) (2.73)

=
1

β

∑
N,N̄,h,h̄

D(N, N̄, h, h̄) e−β
√

(N+N̄+h+h̄−2)
∣∣∣
h−h̄+N−N̄=0

.

This expression is interpretable as the Boltzman sum of single-string on-shell states satisfying

the Virasoro and level-matching conditions which will become clear in the discussion that

follows. This is what [6] showed in general for string theory of the form S1 ×N .

It is useful to understand how one obtains the same conclusion if one were to do the

(τ, τ̄) integral first and the ET integral last. To do this, we go back once again to (2.70) and

re-write it as follows
1

βτ2
Zx

(1,0)(τ, τ̄ , ξ, ξ̄)Z
N (τ, τ̄)Zghost(τ, τ̄) (2.74)

=
1

2π

∫ ∞

−∞
dy

∫ ∞

−∞
dz eiz(y−ET )

− 1

2π
i
∑

N,N̄,h,h̄

D(N, N̄, h, h̄)

∫ ∞

−∞
dET e−2πτ2(∆0(y)+∆̄0(y)+N+h+N̄+h̄−2)+2πiτ1(h−h̄+N−N̄)−βET .

The z integral simply inserts a delta function 2πδ(y−ET ). One can perform the y integral,

followed by the (τ, τ̄) integral in closed form, leading to

1

β

∫
d2τ

τ 22
Zx

(1,0)(τ, τ̄ , ξ, ξ̄)Z
N (τ, τ̄)Zghost(τ, τ̄) (2.75)

=
∑

N,N̄,h,h̄

D(N, N̄, h, h̄)

∫ ∞

−∞
dET e−βET

∫ ∞

−∞
dz

e−iET z+iz
√

N+h+N̄+h̄−2

z

∣∣∣∣∣
h−h̄+N−N̄=0

.
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The z integral leads to a step function Θ(ET −
√

N + h+ N̄ + h̄− 2). Finally, by integrating

by parts, we arrive at

1

β

∫
d2τ

τ 22
Zx

(1,0)(τ, τ̄ , ξ, ξ̄)Z
N (τ, τ̄)Zghost(τ, τ̄) (2.76)

=
1

β

∑
N,N̄,h,h̄

D(N, N̄, h, h̄)

∫ ∞

−∞
dET e−βET δ(ET −

√
N + h+ N̄ + h̄− 2)

∣∣∣
h−h̄+N−N̄=0

.

It’s easy to see that the boundary term arising from the integration by part vanishes. The

analysis above manifests that the (τ, τ̄) integral imposes the Virasoro and level matching

condition which constrains the zero mode integral over ET to its on-shell value. We will

take advantage of this perspective as follows. The effect of JxJ̄x deformation simply modifies

the spectrum (∆, ∆̄) of each state keeping (j0, j̄0) unchanged. The density of off-shell states

parameterized by ET are unaffected by the deformation. The effect of the deformation on

the single string one-loop zero point amplitude can be understood as stemming from the

change in the Virasoro condition arising strictly from the change in the dimensions (∆, ∆̄) of

the operators corresponding to the single string states. Taking advantage of this perspective,

one can make manifest that the one-loop zero point amplitude with compact Euclidean time

is the Boltzmann sum of the on-shell string states in the SL(2, R) case as we will show below.

Summing over multi-string sectors labeled by m in (2.48) will recover the full multi-string

one-loop zero point amplitude. (The sum over Λ is not needed since we integrated (τ, τ̄)

over S.)

In the discussion that follows, we will implement the kernel formula on the SL(2, R)

WZW model and eventually embed it into critical string theory. This, as we will show, has

the interpretation of J3J̄3 deformation of string theory in global-AdS3 ×N which from the

spacetime point of view can be viewed as “single-trace T T̄ deformation” of the boundary

CFT2.

3 J3J̄3 deformation of SL(2, R) and H3 sigma model

In this section, we will extend the analysis of the J3J̄3 deformation to SL(2, R) and H3 sigma

model. The target space of SL(2, R) sigma model is AdS3, and H3 is its continuation. The

goal of this exercise is to derive the partition function of the sigma model on worldsheet

torus with H3 as the target space with compact Eucleidan time coordinate. By embedding

the H3 into critical string theory on H3 × N , we can interpret the result as the thermal

partition function of the spacetime theory. Unlike the free boson warm-up exercise of the

previous section, the effects of J3J̄3 deformation are much more intricate. However, we can

18



follow the template of the analysis of the free boson and obtain a concrete expression for the

partition function of the deformed H3 sigma model.

The spectrum of operators on SL(2, R) sigma model and the worldsheet torus partition

function on H3 was analyzed in [2, 5]. The spacetime interpretation by embedding SL(2, R)

and H3 into critical string theory, AdS3 ×N and H3 ×N , have also been analyzed in [2, 5].

The goal of this section is to generalize the result of these analyses to the J3J̄3 deformed

model.

We will begin by reviewing the basic background of SL(2, R) andH3 sigma models mostly

reviewing [2, 5]. After reviewing the known facts about the SL(2, R) and H3, we will provide

a precise formulation of the J3J̄3 deformed models and compute data such as its spectrum

and the torus partition function. Just like in the compact scalar case, the deformed partition

function can be expressed in terms of an integral kernel form. We will eventually embed the

deformed sigma model into critical string theory and comment on the physical features of

the deformed spacetime theory.

3.1 Review of SL(2, R) sigma model

In this subsection, we review the physics of the SL(2, R) WZW model. We will mostly

follow [2, 5, 29]. As the subject itself is rather technical, our review will mostly consist of

establishing conventions with selected comments.

Group manifold SL(2, R) is a Lorentzian signature geometry. There are various ways to

parameterize g ∈ SL(2, R). One example is

g = e
i
2
θLσ3e

1
2
ρσ1e

i
2
θRσ3 , (3.1)

and if we further parameterize

θL = T + ϕ , θR = T − ϕ , (3.2)

the metric takes the form

ds2 = k

(
− cosh2(ρ/2)dT 2 +

1

4
dρ2 + sinh2(ρ/2)dϕ2

)
, (3.3)

and describes a Lorentzian-filled cylinder geometry with AdS3 metric. The existence of

isometries d/dT and d/dϕ are manifest in this expression. There will be a corresponding

conserved quantum number that we will identify shortly. There is also a B-field and a

constant dilaton.

The WZW action of a Lie group manifold takes the form

S = − k

2π

∫
dz0 dz1 Tr(∂g−1∂̄g) + kΓWZ , (3.4)
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where k denotes the level of the Lie algebra and also encodes the Neveu-Schwarz three-form

field strength H, in terms of which the action takes the form

S =
k

4π

∫
dz0 dz1

(
∂ρ∂̄ρ− ∂θL∂̄θL − ∂θR∂̄θR − cosh ρ(∂θR∂̄θL + ∂θL∂̄θR)

)
− k

4π

∫
dz0 dz1 (B0 + cosh ρ− 1)(∂θR∂̄θL − ∂θL∂̄θR) , (3.5)

where B0 is the additive constant component of the Neveu-Schwarz 2-form potential in the

τϕ directions which does not affect the H = dB field.7 We will be setting B0 = 0 for most of

this paper, 8 and we will have more to say about the meaning of the parameter B0 in section

4.2.

We will consider the conserved holomorphic, anti-holomorphic currents9

J3(z) =
k

2
Tr
(
iσ3∂gg

−1
)
= −k

2
(∂θL + cosh ρ∂θR) ≡ −iJ3(z) ,

J̄3(z̄) =
k

2
Tr
(
iσ3g

−1∂̄g
)
= −k

2
(∂̄θR + cosh ρ∂̄θL) ≡ −iJ̄3(z̄) , (3.6)

which are normalized such that

J3(z)J3(0) ∼ −k

2

1

z2
, (3.7)

and as such they are timelike.

The spectrum of operators of this SL(2, R) sigma model was analyzed in [2]. The oper-

ators

V j;w
m,m̄ = Φj

m,m̄e
√

2
k
[(m+ k

2
w)YL+(m̄+ k

2
w)YR] , (3.8)

are labeled by the quantum numbers j, m, m̄, and the spectral flow parameter w. Φj
m,m̄ are

not charged with respect to J3 and J̄3, and

J3 = −
√

k

2
∂YL , J̄3 = −

√
k

2
∂̄YR . (3.9)

The dimensions and charges of operators are defined by the standard relation

T (z)V j;w
m,m̄(0) =

∆0

z2
V j;w
m,m̄(0) + . . . , T̄ (z̄)V j;w

m,m̄(0) =
∆̄0

z̄2
V j;w
m,m̄(0) + . . . , (3.10)

J3(z)V
j;w
m,m̄(0) =

j0
z
V j;w
m,m̄(0) + . . . , J̄3(z̄)V

j;w
m,m̄(0) =

j̄0
z̄
V j;w
m,m̄(0) + . . . . (3.11)

7Except at ρ = 0 where there is a delta function localized H flux.
8This is also required form maintining SL(2, R)× SL(2, R) invariance of the global AdS3 background.
9See (A.20) of [25] where the relation between J3 and J3 are explained.
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Here, the subscript “0” is to indicate the fact that these are the spectrum data for the

undeformed SL(2, R) sigma model. The vertex operators (3.8) have dimensions and charges

[2]

∆0 = −j(j − 1)

(k − 2)
+

m2

k
− 1

k

(
m+

kw

2

)2

,

∆̄0 = −j(j − 1)

(k − 2)
+

m̄2

k
− 1

k

(
m̄+

kw

2

)2

,

j0 =

(
m+

kw

2

)
,

j̄0 =

(
m̄+

kw

2

)
. (3.12)

The charges

E ≡ j0 + j̄0 = m+ m̄+ kw , l ≡ j0 − j̄0 = m− m̄ ∈ Z , (3.13)

are interpretable as the charges associated with the isometries d/dT and d/dϕ respectively.

One key feature of the SL(2, R) sigma model explained in [2] is that the operators (3.8)

come in two categories. One is referred to as “Discrete States” and are parameterized by

(j, n, n̄, w,N, N̄) where 10

m = j + n , m̄ = j + n̄ , (3.14)

with
1

2
≤ j ≤ k − 1

2
, and n, n̄ = non-negative integers . (3.15)

w is an integer-valued spectral flow parameter, and N, N̄ are the left and right moving

SL(2, R) oscillator numbers. There are some degeneracy d(n, n̄, w,N, N̄) for fixed (n, n̄, w,N, N̄).

The parameter j is continuous at the level of considering the set of SL(2, R) operators. (This

parameter is discretized when SL(2, R) sigma model is embedded into critical string theory

through the Virasoro constraint.)

The other, referred to as “Continuum States,” on the other hand, are parameterized by

(s, α, n, n̄, w,N, N̄), with

j =
1

2
+ is , m = α + n , m̄ = α + n̄ . (3.16)

The parameter α takes value in range 0 ≤ α < 1. One can think of α, n, n̄ being parametrized

by one continuous parameter 0 < α + n < ∞ and one discrete parameter l = n − n̄. The

existence of continuum states can be understood as arising from the existence of long strings

10Here we focus on the D+
j sector.
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[3, 4]. Note that for the continuous states, j, m, and m̄ are not related, unlike the discrete

states.

To embed the SL(2, R) sigma model into critical string theory, we consider the SL(2, R)×
N × (ghost) where the central charges cSL(2,R) + cN of the matter, add up to 26 in the case

of bosonic string theory. The spectrum of free strings from the spacetime point of view

is parameterized by the SL(2, R) operator data and the dimension (h, h̄) of the CFT N ,

subjected to the Virasoro constraints:

∆0 +N + h = 1 , ∆̄0 + N̄ + h̄ = 1 . (3.17)

Finally, the one-loop partition function was computed in [5] using an earlier work [30].

What [5] considered is the worldsheet torus partition function for the sigma model (3.5)

analytically continued to H3 = SL(2, C)/SU(2) such that

T = ix , (3.18)

so that the non-linear sigma model metric is

ds2 = k

(
cosh2(ρ/2)dx2 +

1

4
dρ2 + sinh2(ρ/2)dϕ2

)
, (3.19)

with periodicities 11

(x, ϕ) ∼ (x, ϕ+ 2π) ∼ (x+ β, ϕ+ βµ) . (3.20)

The resulting partition function, therefore, is a function of the worldsheet moduli (τ, τ̄) and

the spacetime moduli data β and µ. The result of the analysis, given in eq.(27) of [5], is

ZH3
compact(β, µ; τ, τ̄) =

∑
n,m

ZH3

(m,n)(β, µ; τ, τ̄) =
β(k − 2)1/2

2π
√
τ2

∑
(m,n)

e−kβ2|m−nτ |2/4πτ2+2π(ImUn,m)2/τ2

|θ1(τ, Un,m)|2
,

(3.21)

with

Um,n = − i

2π
(β + iµβ)(nτ −m) , Ūm,n =

i

2π
(β − iµβ)(nτ̄ −m) . (3.22)

It was further shown in eq.(61)-(63) of [5], by embedding the ZH3
compact(β, µ; τ, τ̄) partition

function in critical string theory and performing an intricate (τ, τ̄) integral, that the single

string contribution to the one-loop string amplitude12

ΞH3

(1,0)(β, µ) =

∫
S

dτ1dτ2
τ 22

ZH3

(1,0)(β, µ; τ, τ̄)ZN (τ, τ̄)Zghost(τ, τ̄) (3.23)

=
∑

h,h̄,N,N̄,w

D(h, h̄, N, N̄ , w)

[∑
n,n̄

e−βE−iβµl +

∫ ∞

0

ds ρ(s)e−βE(s)−iβµl

]
,

11This background is that of thermal AdS3 and/or Euclidean BTZ.
12Here, (h, h̄) parameterizes the set of all operators in internal space, N , including the descendants.
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with

ρ(s) = − 1

π
log(ϵ) +

1

4πi

d

ds
log

(
Γ(1

2
− is+ m̄)Γ(1

2
− is−m)

Γ(1
2
+ is+ m̄)Γ(1

2
+ is−m)

)
, (3.24)

and

m = −k

4
w +

1

w

(
s2 + 1

4

k − 2
+N + h− 1

)
, m̄ = −k

4
w +

1

w

(
s2 + 1

4

k − 2
+ N̄ + h̄− 1

)
,

(3.25)

is interpretable as the spacetime thermal partition function of single string states analogous

to [6]. The analysis of [5] can be understood as the generalization of [6] where the compact

Euclidean time coordinate x is warped non-trivially along the radial direction as can be seen

in (3.19).

As a consequence of the presence of the continuum states, the conformal field theory on

H3 is non-compact even when the Euclidean time coordinate is compactified. This is what

gives rise to the log ϵ divergence [5] in (3.24).

This concludes the review of the analysis of SL(2, R) and H3 sigma models by [2, 5].

Next, we will describe its J3J̄3 deformation.

3.2 J3J̄3 deformation of the SL(2, R) sigma model

In this subsection, we will formulate J3J̄3 deformed SL(2, R) sigma model as a null gauged

sigma model SL(2, R) × Rt × U(1)y/(U(1)L × U(1)R) of the type discussed e.g. in [19, 21,

22, 23, 24, 25].13

The gauged action takes the form14

2πL
=

k

2

(
∂ρ∂̄ρ− ∂θL(∂̄θL + 2l1Ā)− (∂θR + 2l1B)∂̄θR − 2(∂θR + l1B)(∂̄θL + l1Ā) cosh ρ

+ (∂θR∂̄θL − ∂θL∂̄θR)

)
−(∂t∂̄t− 2l2B∂̄t− 2l2Ā∂t+ 2l22BĀ)

+∂y∂̄y − 2l3B∂̄y + 2l3Ā∂y − 2l23BĀ . (3.26)

We will see below that such an action defines a one-parameter family of conformal field

theories, and we will take (3.26) as defining the J3J̄3 deformation parameterized by the

deformation parameter l1.

13It is equivalent to a timelike coset SL(2, R)×Rt/U(1), similar to the equivalence of (2.16) and (2.22).
14As was the case in the previous section, regard Aα, Bα as independent gauge fields even though A, B̄ do

not appear in (3.26).

23



First, we note that this action is invariant under gauge transformation (up to total

derivative) [23]

θL(z, z̄) → θL(z, z̄) + l1Λ(z, z̄) ,

θR(z, z̄) → θR(z, z̄) + l1M(z, z̄) ,

t(z, z̄) → t(z, z̄)− l2Λ(z, z̄)− l2M(z, z̄) ,

y(z, z̄) → y(z, z̄) + l3Λ(z, z̄)− l3M(z, z̄) ,

A(z, z̄) → A(z, z̄)− ∂Λ(z, z̄) , (3.27)

Ā(z, z̄) → Ā(z, z̄)− ∂̄Λ(z, z̄) ,

B(z, z̄) → B(z, z̄)− ∂M(z, z̄) ,

B̄(z, z̄) → B̄(z, z̄)− ∂̄M(z, z̄) ,

with 15

−k

2
l21 − l22 + l23 = 0 . (3.28)

We will frequently find it convenient to parameterize

l2 =

√
1− kl21

2
, l3 = 1 . (3.29)

The gauge fields couple to currents

J = l1J3 + l2Jt + l3Jy , J̄ = l1J̄3 + l2J̄t − l3J̄y . (3.30)

We take l1 < 0, l2 > 0, and l3 > 0 so that the coordinates (T , ϕ) and (t, y) have the same

orientation when projected to the J = J̄ = 0 sector.

As in section 2, the variable y is compact with periodicity y ∼ y + 2πRy.

One feature easily derivable from (3.26) is the geometry of the deformed sigma model

target space. This is achieved by integrating out Ā and B while using (3.27) to set some of

the embedding coordinates to zero as is done e.g. in [32, 23, 33, 34]. This is a version of the

temporal/static gauge for which the Faddeev-Popov determinant is trivial. One convenient

choice is to set θL = θR = 0. This leads to a sigma model whose target space geometry is16

ds2 = −1

2

(
1− 2l22

∆

)
dt2 +

1

2

(
1− 2l23

∆

)
dy2 +

k

4
dρ2 ,

B =

(
− l2
l3

+
2l2l3
∆

)
dt ∧ dy , (3.31)

e2Φ−2Φ0 =
2

∆
,

15We stress that B0 which appeared in (3.5) is set to zero here. The term proportional to B0 is not

invariant under (3.27). This is related to a footnote on page 4 of [31].
16There is also a non-trivial dilaton in the background, unlike the SL(2, R) case.
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where

∆ =
kl21
2

cosh ρ+ l22 + l23 , (3.32)

and Φ0 is the value of the dilaton field at ρ = 0. The other obvious choice of gauge fixing

condition is set t = y = 0. This leads to a sigma model whose target space geometry is

ds2 = − k cosh2(ρ/2)

1 + ε cosh2(ρ/2)
dT 2 +

k(1 + ε) sinh2(ρ/2)

1 + ε cosh2(ρ/2)
dϕ2 +

k

4
dρ2 ,

B =
k sinh2(ρ/2)

1 + ε cosh2(ρ/2)
dT ∧ dϕ , (3.33)

e2Φ−2Φ0 =
1 + ε

1 + ε cosh2(ρ/2)
,

where 17

ε =
kl21
2l22

, (3.34)

and the coordinates T , ϕ defined in (3.2). The Euclidean continuation of the non-linear

sigma model constructed using (3.33) is the H3 counterpart of (2.23) encountered previously

for the free compact boson.

We have set B = 0 at ρ = 0 in (3.31) and (3.33) by shifting the constant part which does

not affect H = dB. 18

These two choices of gauge from the sigma model point of view are related from the

target space point of view simply as coordinate transformation

t = −2l2
l1

T , y = − 2

l1
ϕ . (3.35)

The relative minus sign is a consequence of the fact that we work in the branch where l1 < 0,

l2 > 0, and l3 = 1 in (3.30).

Another feature that is manifest in (3.31) and (3.33) is the fact that there are two

isometries. In (3.31), they are d/dt and d/dy. In (3.33), they are d/dT and d/dϕ. Clearly,

the isometries in two gauge choices are related by coordinate transformation (3.35). These

isometries imply that the operators/states in the CFT can be labeled by the eigenvalues

associated with these isometries.

Regardless of the choice of gauge/coordinates, the target space geometry approaches

AdS3 in the small ρ limit whereas in the large ρ limit, the geometry approaches a linear

dilaton geometry Rt × Rρ × S1 where ρ is the linear dilaton coordinate. The undeformed

17The ε < 0 deformation is obtained by a vector gauging in the J3, J̄3 direction instead of the axial one in

(3.26),(3.30).
18This is also required by gauge invariance (see footnote 15).

25



limit l1 → 0 is such that the large ρ asymptotics becomes AdS3. In the maximally deformed

l2 → 0 limit, the target space geometry becomes that of Lorentzian “time” times Euclidean

cigar, Rt × (SL(2, R)/U(1)). The t = y = 0 gauge is more convenient for taking the limit

l1 → 0 to recover the undeformed SL(2, R) sigma model as a limit. The θL = θR = 0

gauge is more convenient for taking the l2 → 0 limit where the sigma model approaches the

Rt × (SL(2, R)/U(1)) limit.

We can also see that because of (3.35) and the fact that ϕ is 2π periodic, y must have

periodicity y ∼ y + 2πRy, where

Ry = − 2

l1
. (3.36)

One can easily understand this periodicity of y as the consequence of the fact that large

gauge transformations of the form

Λ(z, z̄) = − 1

l1
z1 , M(z, z̄) =

1

l1
z1 , (3.37)

where z1 is defined in (2.6), which shifts ϕ → ϕ+2π, also shifts y → y−4πl−1
1 . For (3.37) to

be a consistent large gauge transformation, the periodicity of the y coordinate is constrained

to (3.36).

Another feature that can easily be extracted from the t = y = 0 gauge fixed sigma model

with Ā and B integrated out is that in the small l1 expansion with (3.29) imposed, the sigma

model (3.33) has the form

2πLdef = 2πLSL(2,R) − l21J3J̄3 + . . . (3.38)

and as such it establishes near the l1 = 0 undeformed limit that this exactly marginal

deformation is generated by the J3J̄3 deformation.19 This is precisely analogous to the

observation that the action shifted by l21JxJ̄x in the scalar case (2.23). 20

3.3 Statement of problem

At this point, we can provide a mathematically precise formulation of the problem of com-

puting the torus partition function of the J3J̄3 deformed H3 that we will be pursuing in this

paper.

1. We consider the CFT action in the form of the gauged sigma model (3.26) and ana-

lytically continue

T = ix . (3.39)
19Indeed, (3.33) was obtained by J3J̄3 deformation of SL(2, R) [35].
20As before, J3J̄3 deformation in the opposite direction of (3.38) is obtained by a vector instead of an axial

gauging in the J3, J̄3 direction.
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2. Impose periodicity to x, ϕ fields according to (3.20).

3. Compute the worldsheet torus partition function of J3J̄3 deformedH3, Z
def H3
compact(β, µ; τ, τ̄ , l1).

This quantity will depend on the worldsheet moduli (τ, τ̄), the spacetime moduli β and

µ, and the deformation parameter l1.

The problem is identical to considering a non-linear sigma model whose target space geometry

is the Euclidean continuation of (3.33) with periodicity (3.20). The l1 = 0 limit will reduce

the problem to H3 which has already been solved [5].

The problem is mathematically well-defined but appears difficult on the first pass. In

the remainder of this section, we will provide a solution in the form of an integral expression

which we will obtain using the fact that (1) the deformed action has a concrete gauged sigma

model form, (2) the folding/unfolding trick of [6] can be utilized, and the fact that the l1 = 0

limit is already solved in [5]. The analysis will closely follow the template established for the

case of a free compact boson in the previous section.

3.4 Spectrum of operators in J3J̄3 deformed SL(2, R) theory

In this subsection, we enumerate the operators of the gauged sigma model (3.26) where the

target space has a Lorentzian signature with a non-compact time coordinate. To do this, it

is convenient to work in the Ā = B = 0 gauge. This gauge will cause the SL(2, R) sector, the

t, and the y sector in (3.26) to decouple. One can therefore construct the vertex operators

as if they are the tensor product of SL(2, R), t, and y sectors. The only effect of the gauging

stems from the residual gauge symmetries associated with the gauge parameters Λ(z, z̄) and

M(z, z̄) being constants. This will constrain the set of zero mode quantum numbers of the

vertex operators to equivalence classes.

The primary vertex operator takes the form

V j;w
m,m̄e

−iEtt+iPLyL+iPRyR , (3.40)

where V j;w
m,m̄ (3.8) is the vertex operator in the SL(2, R) sector,

PL,R =
ny

Ry

± wyRy

2
, (3.41)

are the momentum and winding quantum numbers on compact y coordinate, and E is the

continuous momentum quantum number on the non-compact t coordinate.

With the proper condition (3.36) on the periodicity of the y coordinate, the large gauge

transformation (3.37) shifts (w,wy) → (w+1, wy +1) keeping w−wy fixed. We can use this

gauge freedom to set wy = 0.
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In order for the vertex operators (3.40) to make sense in the gauged model, it must be

invariant under the residual gauge transformation by constant Λ and M . This then imposes

a constraint

0 = l1

(
m+

k

2
w

)
+ l2Et +

ny

Ry

,

0 = l1

(
m̄+

k

2
w

)
+ l2Et −

ny

Ry

, (3.42)

on the zero mode quantum numbers. It is easy to see that the above constraints (3.42) can

be obtained by demanding that the vertex operators (3.40) are annihilated by the null gauge

currents (3.30) with (3.29). The Faddeev-Popov determinant from the Ā = B = 0 partial

gauge choice will cancel two towers of oscillator modes coming from the t and y sectors. So

we only need to consider the descendent of V j;w
m,m̄ in (3.40) for the full theory.

The constraints (3.42) implies that we can solve for (Et, ny) and parameterize the opera-

tors by (m, m̄), or solve for (m, m̄) and parameterize the operators by (Et, ny). This choice

is another manifestation of gauge choice which leads to target space geometries (3.31) and

(3.33). Clearly, the two descriptions are physically equivalent, and it would be useful to be

able to go back and forth between the two descriptions. This is facilitated by recalling that,

equations (3.35) and (3.42) construct the dictionary.

It is now straightforward to compute the dimension of the operator (3.40). Simply think

of it as the SL(2, R) operator parameterized by (j, w,m, m̄) that is dressed by plane wave

operator e−iEtt+PLyl+PRyR . So its dimensions are

∆ = ∆0 −
E2

t

2
+

P 2
L

2
,

∆̄ = ∆̄0 −
E2

t

2
+

P 2
R

2
. (3.43)

Recalling that the charges are constrained by (3.42), we arrive at

∆ = ∆0 +
l21
8
(j0 − j̄0)

2 − l21
8l22

(j0 + j̄0)
2 ,

∆̄ = ∆̄0 +
l21
8
(j0 − j̄0)

2 − l21
8l22

(j0 + j̄0)
2 , (3.44)

where (∆0, ∆̄0, j0, j̄0) are given in (3.12).

Finally, let us address the global symmetry and the associated charges of the model (3.26).

We can show that the deformed model (3.26) admits holomorphic and anti-holomorphic

currents J and J̄ which we construct as follows.

Let’s define

J = r1J3 + r2Jt + r3Jy , J̄ = r1J̄3 + r2J̄t − r3J̄y . (3.45)
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In the gauge where we set wy = 0, the J and J̄ charges respectively read

j = r1

(
m+

k

2
w

)
+ r2Et + r3

ny

Ry

, j̄ = r1

(
m̄+

k

2
w

)
+ r2Et − r3

ny

Ry

. (3.46)

Using (3.42) to eliminate Et and ny in terms ofm and m̄, plugging it into (3.46) and imposing

the orthogonality condition

J(z)J (0) ∼ 0 ⇒ k

2
l1r1 + l2r2 − l3r3 = 0 , (3.47)

and a normalization convention

J (z)J (0) = −
k
2
r21 + r22 − r23

z2
= −k

2

1

z2
, (3.48)

leads to

j+ j̄ =
1

l2
(j0 + j̄0) , j− j̄ = l2(j0 − j̄0) . (3.49)

Here, (3.48) is one arbitrary convention for establishing the normalization of J and J̄ .

What we learn from this exercise is that while J and J̄ are holomorphic currents with

eigenvalues j and j̄, their linear combinations

j0 + j̄0 = l2(j+ j̄) , j0 − j̄0 =
1

l2
(j− j̄) , (3.50)

are the charges with respect to the manifest isometries d/dT and d/dϕ. In other words, by

combining the holomorphic and anti-holomorphic currents J and J̄ , we can construct the

Noether current associated with d/dT and d/dϕ for the deformed theory.21 This confirms the

expectation that vertex operators (3.40) subject to (3.42) are also equipped with quantum

numbers associated with these isometries since these isometries were manifestly preserved in

the non-linear sigma model data (3.31) and (3.33).

The fact that the CFT defined by (3.26) admits holomorphic and anti-holomorphic cur-

rents J and J̄ is a strong statement that may prove useful for extracting more information

about this CFT. To address the problem stated in section 3.3, the relation (3.50) relating

charges associated with the isometry generators, d/dT and d/dϕ, and the holomorphic-

antiholomorphic generators, J and J̄ , is the main information that we need to extract.

We close this subsection by summarizing, below, the dimensions and charges of the vertex

21Unlike the (j, j̄), (j0, j̄0) are not charges of holomorphic and anti-holomorphic currents of the deformed

theory. Nonetheless, j0 + j̄0 = l2(j+ j̄) constitutes the charge of a non-holomorphic Noether current d/dT .
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operators of the gauge sigma model (3.26):

∆ = ∆0 +
l21
8
(j0 − j̄0)

2 − l21
8l22

(j0 + j̄0)
2 ,

∆̄ = ∆̄0 +
l21
8
(j0 − j̄0)

2 − l21
8l22

(j0 + j̄0)
2 ,

j0 + j̄0 = l2(j+ j̄) ,

j0 − j̄0 =
1

l2
(j− j̄) ,

(3.51)

where (∆0, ∆̄0, j0, j̄0) are given in (3.12). We will use this data (3.51) to construct the one-loop

thermal partition function of the gauge sigma model (3.26) in the subsequent subsections.

3.5 J3J̄3 deformation as a kernel

In this subsection, we formulate the partition function of the J3J̄3 deformed CFT as an

integral kernel of the undeformed CFT for the SL(2, R) model generalizing the previous

statement (2.41) for the c = 1 model.

Consider a Boltzmann factor for a state in the undeformed SL(2, R) model

exp
[
2πi(τ(∆0 +N − c/24)− τ̄(∆̄0 + N̄ − c/24)) + 2πiξj0 − 2πiξ̄ j̄0

]
. (3.52)

This is a Boltzmann factor in the worldsheet sense, where (τ, τ̄) encodes the temperature

and the twist of the worldsheet theory, and (ξ, ξ̄) are the chemical potential for charges j0

and j̄0. The quantities (∆0, ∆̄0, j0, j̄0) are as is given in (3.12). The full SL(2, R) partition

function is a sum of these Boltzmann factors in a spectral decomposition. We will elaborate

on the structure of this sum later, but for the time being, let us consider the contribution of

a single state.

One would like to formally derive the expression analogous to (2.41) for the SL(2, R)

model, but here, we will take the approach of making an educated guess and justifying it

post priory.22

Consider an integral transform of (3.52) of the form

∫
dξ dξ̄

τ2

l2
l21
e−πk(ξ−ξ̄)2/2τ2e−πξξ̄/τ2l21

exp
[
2πi(τ(∆0 +N − c/24)− τ̄(∆̄0 + N̄ − c/24)) + 2πiξj0 − 2πiξ̄ j̄0

]
≡ exp

[
2πi(τ(∆ +N − c/24)− τ̄(∆̄ + N̄ − c/24))

]
. (3.53)

22We present a separate argument motivating the form of the kernel for (3.52) in Appendix A.
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The kernel in the first line of (3.53) is identical to (2.41) if we set k = −1. One can think

of the form of the kernel as being motivated by the universality of JJ̄ deformation but for

general k similar to what was discussed in appendix A of [9]. The last line of (3.53) is the

result of doing the (ξ, ξ̄) integral which is Gaussian and can be done in closed form.

The fact that the result of the (ξ, ξ̄) integral given in the last line of (3.53) is also in the

Boltzmann form is quite non-trivial by itself. The values of ∆ and ∆̄ in the last line (3.53)

are constrained by the first two lines, but it turns out to be precisely the expression (3.44)

which we found in the analysis of the spectrum of deformed SL(2, R) model.

This establishes that the kernel (3.53) will deform the Boltzmann factor in the spectral

decomposition of a partition function term by term. This is a rather powerful statement

which we will be utilizing extensively to address the problem formulated in section 3.3.

3.6 Folding and unfolding procedure for the H3 model

In the previous subsection, we obtained an explicit expression for an integral transform (3.53)

which converts the Boltzmann factor of the undeformed SL(2, R) model to that of the J3J̄3

deformed model. On the other hand, the problem we posed in section 3.3 is to derive the J3J̄3

deformation of the Euclidean compactified H3 model. Fortunately, we can follow the same

folding/unfolding procedure used in section 2.3. The main idea is that the partition function

on compactified Euclidean H3 is related to the partition function of Lorentzian decompactified

SL(2, R) with dependence on chemical potential along the lines of (2.49).

One important difference between the compact scalar in section 2.3 and H3 is that in

H3, there are two isometries d/dx and d/dϕ. The ϕ coordinate is 2π periodic. The fold-

ing/unfolding trick only involves the x coordinate, but there is one more data that parame-

terizes the twist in the ϕ coordinate when we compactify the x coordinate.

To see this issue more clearly, consider a partition function of two free bosons whose

target space is a torus with complex structure moduli (in (x, ϕ) coordinates)

(µβ + iβ), and (µβ − iβ) . (3.54)

The zero mode contribution to the partition function (excluding the Casimir term −c/12),

in this case, as given in (2.4.11) of [36], takes the following form 23

H =

[
ni(g

−1)ijnj +
1

4
mi(g − bg−1b)ijm

j +mibik(g
−1)kjnj

]
, (3.55)

23Equation (3.55) is in the convention that α′ = 2 whereas (2.4.1) of [36] was in the convention that α′ = 1.

As such, g = 2G and b = 2B.
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with

g =

(
1 βµ

2π
βµ
2π

β2+β2µ2

4π2

)
, b = i

(
0 βb0

π

−βb0
π

0

)
, (3.56)

and i, j = 1, 2. Here, (n2,m2) are the winding numbers of the worldsheet torus mapping

onto the Euclideanized time coordinate. If one Poisson resumes n2 to w2 and then set

(w2,m2) = (1, 0), and then integrate in ET as was done in (2.51), we obtain

2πτ2H = 2πτ2

(
n2
1 +

1

4
m2

1

)
+ iβµn1 − 2πτ2E

2
T + β(ET + b0m1) . (3.57)

Although this analysis was for the case where target space T 2 is a decoupled sector of the

worldsheet theory, this property should continue to hold if the T 2 is warped as in the case

for AdS3 (3.3) and its deformation (3.33).

What we learn from this exercise, in analogy to (2.67), is the statement that

1

β
ZH3

(1,0)(τ, τ̄ , ξ, ξ̄)

=
∑
states

e−2πτ2(∆0+∆̄0+N+N̄−c/12)+2πiτ1(∆0−∆̄0+N−N̄)−βET −iµβl

=
∑
states

e−2πτ2(∆0+∆̄0+N+N̄−c/12)+2πiτ1(∆0−∆̄0+N−N̄)+πi(ξ−ξ̄)(j0+̄j0)−πi(ξ+ξ̄)(j0−̄j0) , (3.58)

and

1

β
Zdef H3

(1,0) (τ, τ̄ , ξ, ξ̄)

=
∑
states

e−2πτ2(∆+∆̄+N+N̄−c/12)+2πiτ1(∆−∆̄+N−N̄)−βET −iµβl

=
∑
states

e−2πτ2(∆+∆̄+N+N̄−c/12)+2πiτ1(∆−∆̄+N−N̄)+πi(ξ−ξ̄)(j0+̄j0)−πi(ξ+ξ̄)(j0−̄j0) , (3.59)

with

2πξ = βµ+ iβ , 2πξ̄ = βµ− iβ . (3.60)

We are also using the fact that

j0 + j̄0 ≡ ET , j0 − j̄0 = m− m̄ ≡ l ∈ Z , (3.61)

are the charges (3.13) associated with d/dT and d/dϕ. The normalization of (3.60) differs

by a factor of 2 compared to (2.57) because j0 + j̄0 is normalized differently betweeen (3.61)

and (2.62). Note that the energy Et in (3.40) is the charge associated with the isometry

generator d/dt and is relateded to ET defined in (3.61) via the dictionary

RyEt = −Ry
l1
2l2

ET =
1

l2
ET =

1

l2
(j0 + j̄0) = j+ j̄ . (3.62)

32



The above relation can be easily read off from the coordinate transformation (3.35).

We will be more precise about the meaning of sum over “states” when we write the

detailed form of the spectral decomposition of ZH3

(1,0)(τ, τ̄ , ξ, ξ̄) or Z
def H3

(1,0) (τ, τ̄ , ξ, ξ̄) in section

4, but at this point, a useful point to stress is that they are the same sums for both the

deformed and the undeformed theory. The only difference between (3.58) and (3.59) is that

one has ∆0 and ∆̄0 whereas the other has ∆ and ∆̄.

This concludes our quest to collect all the necessary data we may need to answer the

question posed in section 3.3, which we do in the following section.

3.7 Answer to the problem posted in section 3.3

We are now ready to combine the result of section 3.5 and section 3.6 to formulate the answer

to the problem posed in section 3.3. This can be summarized as follows.

1. Explicit expression for ZH3

(1,0) can be inferred from (3.21)

ZH3

(1,0)(β, µ; τ, τ̄) =
β(k − 2)1/2

2π
√
τ2

e−(k−2)β2/4πτ2

|θ1(τ,−i(β − iµβ)/2π)|2
. (3.63)

2. ZdefH3

(1,0) can be inferred from ZH3

(1,0) using the integral transform

1

β
Zdef H3

(1,0) (τ, τ̄ , ξ, ξ̄, l1)

=

∫
dξ0 dξ̄0

τ2

l2
l21
eπ((ξ−ξ0)−(ξ−ξ̄0)2/τ2e−π(ξ−ξ0)(ξ̄−ξ̄0)/τ2l21

1

β
ZH3

(1,0)(τ, τ̄ , ξ0, ξ̄0) ,
(3.64)

where β, µ, ξ, and ξ̄ are related according to (3.60)

2πξ = βµ+ iβ , 2πξ̄ = βµ− iβ . (3.65)

This is what was discussed in section 3.5.

3. Zdef H3
compact can be obtained from Zdef H3

(1,0) by applying (2.48)

Zdef H3
compact(β, µ, τ, τ̄ , l1) =

∑
m

∑
Λ

1

m
Zdef H3

(1,0) (mβ, µ; Λτ, Λ̄τ, l1) . (3.66)

This is what was discussed in section 3.6 and then summing over the modular images

generated by the action of Λ ∈ SL(2, Z)/Z and m.
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ZH3

(1,0)(τ, τ̄ , ξ, ξ̄) → Zdef H3

(1,0) (τ, τ̄ , ξ, ξ̄)

↑ ↓
ZH3

compact(τ, τ̄ , ξ, ξ̄) ⇒ Zdef H3
compact(τ, τ̄ , ξ, ξ̄) .

Figure 2: Chain of connections relating ZH3
compact(τ, τ̄ , ξ, ξ̄) and Zdef H3

compact(τ, τ̄ , ξ, ξ̄). This is the

H3 version of the flow diagram illustrated in figure 1 for the compact scalar. The red arrow is

the deformation we are interested in computing. In the H3 case, we do not presently have the

means to compute the deformation associated with the red arrow directly, but we can follow

the black arrow and obtain the result that we are after albeit in a somewhat roundabout

manner.

We can also summarize this procedure by a flow diagram analogous to figure 1

These three steps above are the answer to the problem posed in section 3.3 and the main

result we wish to present in this paper.

The partition function of the J3J̄3 and other related exactly marginal deformation of

SL(2, R) WZW model are also presented in equation (5.8) of [22] for the case where β = 0.

It is important to compare (3.64) with (5.8) of [22]. Both expressions involve integral over

zero modes but their equivalence is not manifest. We hope to return to this issue in the

future, but for now, we will proceed to discuss the consequences of (3.64) in the rest of this

paper by embedding the deformed sigma model in critical string theory.

4 String theory on (J3J̄3 deformed AdS3)×N

In this section, we discuss various physical spacetime features of J3J̄3 deformed SL(2, R)

and H3 sigma models after embedding them into critical string theory. To study the on-shell

spacetime dynamics, we will consider the Lorentzian SL(2, R) version of the story. In order

to study the spacetime vacuum one-loop amplitude as the thermal partition function, we

will consider the H3 story.

In sections 4.1 to 4.4, we will go over various on-shell physics in the Lorentzian signature

frame.
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4.1 Semi-classical analysis of the long strings

One of the important special features of string theory on AdS3 ×N with NSNS flux is the

existence of long strings [3, 4]. At the semi-classical level (i.e. k → ∞), one can understand

these objects by considering the embedding of strings winding the periodic ϕ coordinate at

some fixed ρ. We will take the trivial embedding into a point in N so that it does not

contribute energetically. The existence of the long string state is a consequence of the fact

that the effective potential experienced by the string,

Ueff (ρ) =
1

2π

∫ 2π

0

dϕ
(
|w|
√
−gT T gϕϕ − wBT ϕ

)
, (4.1)

approaches a constant value in the large ρ limit for w ≥ 1. This feature is unique to AdS3.

Large branes can exist for AdS in other dimensions, but it requires turning on angular

momentum [37].

It is straightforward to do the same analysis for the J3J̄3 deformed target spacetime

(3.31). Since only the AdS3 part of the spacetime is deformed and N is factorized, we

only need the information contained in (3.31) or (3.33). These two background geometries

are related by a coordinate transformation (3.35), so they contain the same information.

We choose to compute the energy in t coordinate in units of Ry which is natural in (3.31)

coordinate system

RyE
probe
t =

Ry

2πα′

∫ 2πRy

0

dy
(
|w|
√

−gttgyy − wBty

)∣∣∣∣
ρ=∞

=
1

2λ
(|w| − l2w) , (4.2)

where we recall (3.62)

RyEt = −Ry
l1
2l2

ET =
1

l2
ET =

1

l2
(j0 + j̄0) = j+ j̄ , (4.3)

are various equivalent ways of parameterizing the energy, and

λ ≡ 1

2
l21 =

α′

R2
y

, (4.4)

is a convenient parameterization of the deformation parameter.

In figure 3a and 3b, we plot RyE
probe
t (ρ) for w = 1 and w = −1, respectively. The red

curve corresponds to the undeformed limit. We see that for w = 1, the long string that exists

for AdS3 continues to exist as J3J̄3 deformation is turned on. Perhaps more interesting is the

observation that in the J3J̄3 deformed theory, the long string exists also for w = −1, but the

value of RyE
probe
t (ρ = ∞) goes to infinity in the undeformed limit. This implies that long

strings exist with both positive and negative winding in the J3J̄3 deformed theories, but the

ones with negative winding become infinitely massive and decouple in the AdS3 limit (see

also [8]). This is not unexpected because in the cigar limit l2 → 0, long strings exist with

both positive and negative windings.
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Figure 3: RyE
probe
t (ρ) as a function of ρ for a long string with winding (a) w = 1 and (b)

w = −1. The red line is the undeformed AdS3 limit. The blue lines are for increasing

values of the J3J̄3 deformation parameter λ. The w = −1 states become infinitely massive

and decouple in the AdS3 limit, but do have finite energy in the large ρ limit for any finite

deformation.

4.2 Comment on constant Bty

In this subsection, we will briefly discuss the issue of the possibility of adding a constant

B0
ty = Bty(ρ = 0) in (3.31). This modification will not affect H = dB and as such the

supergravity equations of motion are not affected.

The constant additive B0
ty will, however, modify (4.2) by an amount proportional to w.

In other words, B0
ty will act like a chemical potential to winding number w. It is however

strange for there to be a chemical potential for a charge w, which is not conserved in AdS3.

We will in fact argue that the natural value for B0
ty is zero as follows. From the spacetime

point of view, ρ = 0 is not a special point. It is simply the origin of a local polar coordinate

system parameterized by ρ and y. A non-vanishing Bty would then imply that there is a

non-vanishing H ∼ δ2(ρ)dt ∧ dy ∧ dρ NSNS 3-form field strength. 24 It is not immediately

clear if string theory in the presence of this singular H field can be considered sensible.

Recently, a similar issue regarding the constant component of NSNS B-field was discussed

in [38] (see also [39]). The discussion in [38] was mostly in the context of BTZ black holes

but when continued to the global AdS3 limit, the condition on Bty that [38] found to be

natural (see between (2.11) and (2.12) in [38]) is in agreement with setting Bty to zero. 25 In

24Such a singular H-field signifies the presence of a localized source in the middle of the geometry which

empty AdS3 and its deformation considered in this paper shouldn’t have.
25It is curious that in the finite temperature case, preferred B-field [38] appears to lead to a delta function

supported H field at the origin in the Euclideanized background. This issue is presumably connected to

subtle aspects of the black hole information paradox. This goes beyond the scope of what we are prepared
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the deformed theory, the issue of the constant B-field was discussed in some detail in [14].

To avoid introducing a singular three-form H-field strength at ρ = 0, we set B0
ty = 0.

We will find that the energy spectrum of continuum states in the semiclassical limit is in

agreement with (4.2) partly justifying our choice to set B0
ty = 0. 26

4.3 Spectrum of string states

In this subsection, we will describe the spectrum of closed string states that arises upon J3J̄3

deforming the AdS3 ×N spacetime. In AdS3 ×N , there are states arising from the discrete

and continuous representations of SL(2, R) as was described in [2]. These states have their

counterparts in the deformed theory. We will describe some of the features that we can infer

easily using the results of the earlier sections of this note.

For both the continuum and the discrete states, we will be imposing the Virasoro con-

straint

∆ +N + h = 1 , ∆̄ + N̄ + h̄ = 1 , (4.5)

where ∆ and ∆̄ is what we worked out in (3.51) and is explicitly dependent on the deforma-

tion parameter l1. (N, N̄) are the oscillator number in the SL(2, R) sector. The oscillator

number in N is contained in the internal-space scaling dimensions (h, h̄). Here, we are work-

ing in bosonic string theory so that cN = 26 − cSL(2,R). Working instead on superstrings

will lead to minor modifications in the formulas presented below. To compute the spectrum

of the spacetime theory, one also needs to impose the null gauge constraints (3.42) when

necessary.

4.3.1 Continuum States

The tracking of continuum states under the J3J̄3 deformation is a bit easier. We begin by

recalling that on AdS3 × N , continuous states correspond to a state created by a product

vertex operator (3.8) and a vertex operator of N , with

j =
1

2
+ is , m = α + n , m̄ = α + n̄ . (4.6)

As such, the continuum states are labeled by continuous parameters s, α, and integer pa-

rameters w, n, n̄, N , and N̄ , possibly with some degeneracy. Upon imposing the Virasoro

constraints one can easily compute the spacetime spectrum of the long string states as done

in [2].

to discuss here.
26Recall that this was imposed by gauge invariance in footnote 15.
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Upon J3J̄3 deformation of AdS3×N , the primary vertex operators of the deformed theory

are given by (3.40) subject to the null gauge constraints (3.42) times a vertex operator of

N and then imposing the Virasoro constraints (4.5) with (3.51) and (3.12). To compute

the spacetime spectrum, it is often useful to look at the sum and the difference of Virasoro

constraints. The difference

∆− ∆̄ +N − N̄ + h− h̄ = 0 , (4.7)

leads to constraints on discrete data w, n, n̄, N , N̄ , and h− h̄. This constraint turns out to

be insensitive to the J3J̄3 deformation. The sum, on the other hand, leads to the constraint

∆ + ∆̄ +N + N̄ + h+ h̄ = 2 . (4.8)

We can use this constraint to fix, for instance, the continuous parameter α in terms of the

rest of the data.

We focus on energy

RyEt = j+ j̄ . (4.9)

Recall that l1 is negative, so Et is positive, (3.36). One can compute the energy of a state

satisfying the Virasoro constraint by solving (4.8) and substituting it into j as is given in

(3.51),(3.12). This will lead to a somewhat complicated expression but can be made to

look simple by doing the following. First, note that in the l1 → 0 limit, the complicated

expression reduces to

RyE
0
t ≡ 1

w

(
−2j(j − 1)

k − 2
+

kw2

2
+N + N̄ + h+ h̄− 2

)
. (4.10)

This expression is equivalent to (80) of [2]. Now solving for RyEt from (4.8) and using (4.10)

one obtains

RyEt =

√
w2

4λ2
+

w(RyE0
t − kw/2)

λ
+ (n− n̄)2 − l2w

2λ
. (4.11)

This is a remarkable formula, and for w = 1, it almost looks like the spectrum of a T T̄

deformed CFT [10, 11] and in the more familiar form that appears in [9]. One minor

difference between here (4.11) for w = 1 and [9] is the factor of l2 and the second term in

parentheses inside the square root. The difference can be attributed to an additive shift in

energy

RyEt → RyEt +
(1− l2)w

λ
, (4.12)

which will make (4.11) recover (3.23) of [9]. The shift in the energy is not ad-hoc and has

its origin in the backreaction of the probe long string on the geometry. For more details on

the origin of this shift, we would forward the reader to [14].
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Also, from (4.11), we see that for finite λ, both positive and negative values of w lead to a

state with finite energy, just as we saw for the probe strings in semi-classical approximation

in (4.2). In fact, we can go further in comparing (4.11) and (4.2) in the large k limit. It was

explained in [2] that the spectrum of long strings is bounded

RyE
0
t >

kw

2
. (4.13)

When this bound is saturated, the deformed spectrum is

RyEt =
1

2λ
(|w| − l2w) ≡ RyE

threshold
t . (4.14)

This is exactly what was found in (4.2). In other words, we found that

Ethreshold
t = Eprobe

t (ρ = ∞) . (4.15)

4.3.2 Discrete States

Finally, let us discuss the flow of discrete states under the deformation. In the AdS3 limit,

the discrete states correspond to operator (3.8) with the condition that

m = ±(j + n) , m̄ = ±(j + n̄) , (4.16)

and
1

2
≤ j ≤ k − 1

2
, (4.17)

where n and n̄ are non-negative integers. The signs ± correspond to the contributions from

states in D±
j × D±

j in the notation of [2]. Condition (4.17) arises from the consideration of

normalizability and spectral flow, and is part of the definition of the principle discrete series

[2].

The main difference between the continuous and the discrete states is that the Virasoro

constraint constrains j directly. Since the values of j are bounded by (4.17), the set of

allowed h and h̄ are also bounded. In the AdS3 limit, this bound is given in (81) of [2].

With the J3J̄3 deformation, the bound deforms as well. The relevant formula is obtained

by solving the Virasoro constraint (4.8) for j and imposing (4.17) but is unilluminating to

write it down.

The expression for the energy spectrum obtained by solving the Virasoro constraint for

j and substituting it into (4.9) is very complicated, but it does simplify in the l2 → 0 limit

where the geometry becomes Rt × cigar where cigar = SL(2, R)/U(1). In that limit, we

recover

−α′Et
2

2
− 2j(j − 1)

k − 2
+

m2

k
+

m̄2

k
= 0 , (4.18)
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which matches (2.4) of [40]. This is one test that the spectrum we are finding is in fact

correct. In the undeformed limit (i.e. l1 → 0) however, one trivially obtains the well-known

spectrum of discrete states of AdS3 ×N as obtained in (78) of [2].

The general picture that emerges from these analyses is that as the deformation parameter

l1 is varied, some discrete states might cease to exist, whereas some new discrete states might

appear. As these states appear or disappear, they are mixing with the continuous states.

It is reasonable to suspect that a more intricate structure is hiding in this threshold mixing

between discrete and continuum states, but we leave their exploration for future work.

4.4 One-loop amplitude of deformed SL(2, R)×N string theory

In the final subsection, we will consider the embedding of partition function ZdefH3
compact obtained

in section 3.7 into critical string theory.

4.4.1 Spectral Decomposition of ZH3

(1,0)

It is actually convenient to go back to ZH3

(1,0) in (3.63). Just like in the c = 1 case (2.56), one

expects to write ZH3

(1,0) for the case of H3 considered in [5] in the spectrally decomposed form

as follows

1

β
ZH3

(1,0)(τ, τ̄ , ξ, ξ̄, l1)

=
∑

n,n̄,N,N̄,w

d(N, N̄, w) (4.19)

(∫ (k−1)/2

1/2

dj e−2πτ2(∆0+∆̄0+N+N̄−c/12)(j,n,n̄,w)+2πiτ1(N−N̄−nw+n̄w)−β(2j+n+n̄)−iβµ(n−n̄)

+

∫ ∞

0

ds

∫ 1

0

dα ρ(s,m, m̄)e−2πτ2(∆0+∆̄0+N+N̄−c/12)(s,α,n,n̄,w)+2πiτ1(N−N̄−nw+n̄w)−β(2α+n+n̄)−iβµ(n−n̄)

)
.

The last two lines in the RHS of (4.19) correspond respectively to the contribution from the

(off-shell) discrete and continuum representation states.

Here, ρ(s,m, m̄) is the expression (3.24) which appeared earlier in the review of [5]. It

is important to stress that in (4.19), the substitution (3.25) is not imposed. This is because

(3.25) is a consequence of the Virasoro constraint which is not yet imposed when writing

(4.19) for the CFT on H3.

The relation (4.19) does not appear in [5] and to the best of our knowledge has not yet

been derived by manipulating (3.63).27 What one can do however is to combine Zdef H3

(1,0) with

27The closest thing we found in the literature is [41] for just the discrete states.
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ZN for some CFT N and Zghost and compute

1

β
ΞH3

(1,0)(β, µ) =

∫
S

dτdτ̄

τ 22

1

β
ZH3

(1,0)(τ, τ̄ , β, µ)Z
N (τ, τ̄)Zghost(τ, τ̄) , (4.20)

for both (3.63) and (4.19). The calculation using (3.63) was done in [5]. The fact that

the calculation using (4.19) gives the same answer for arbitrary N is a strong constraint

that makes it essentially certain that (3.63) and (4.19) are equal to each other, although it

would be nice to construct a more formal proof of that statement. We will proceed with the

assumption that spectrally decomposed form (4.19) follows from (3.63).

Let us proceed to compute the D+
j ×D+

j component of ΞH3

(1,0)(β, µ). We start by writing

1

β
ΞH3 disc
(1,0) (β, µ) =

∫
S

dτ1dτ2
τ2

∑
n,n̄,N,N̄,w,h,h̄

∫ (k−1)/2

1/2

dj D(N, N̄, h, h̄, w) (4.21)

e−2πτ2((∆0+∆̄0)(j,n,n̄,w)+N+N̄+h+h̄−2)+2πiτ1(h−h̄+N−N̄−nw+n̄w)−β(2j+n+n̄)−iβµ(n−n̄) .

Just as in the c = 1 case, the degeneracy factor d(N, N̄, w) and D(N, N̄, w) are slightly

different because of the contribution of Zghost(τ, τ̄). We now implement the same trick as in

the c = 1 case of introducing auxiliary variables y and z to facilitate evaluating the (τ, τ̄)

integrals. That is, we write

1

β
ΞH3 disc
(1,0) (β, µ) =

∫
dy dz

2π

∫
S

dτ1dτ2
τ2

∑
n,n̄,N,N̄,w,h,h̄

∫ (k−1)/2

1/2

dj D(N, N̄, h, h̄, w)eiz(y−j)

e−2πτ2((∆0+∆̄0)(y,n,n̄,w)+N+N̄+h+h̄−2)+2πiτ1(h−h̄+N−N̄−nw+n̄w)−β(2j+n+n̄)−iβµ(n−n̄).(4.22)

At this point, the y and the (τ, τ̄) integral can be done in closed form, leading to

1

β
ΞH3 disc
(1,0) (β, µ) =

∑
n,n̄,N,N̄,w,h,h̄

D(N, N̄, h, h̄, w)

∫ (k−1)/2

1/2

dj
1

i

∫
dz

2π

2π

−iz
e−β(2j+n+n̄)−iβµ(n−n̄)−izf(j)

∣∣∣∣∣
h−h̄+N−N̄−nw+n̄w=0

, (4.23)

where

f(j) = j +
(k − 2)w

2
− 1

2
−
√

1

4
− (k − 2)(h− 1 +N − nw − 1

2
w(w + 1)) . (4.24)

The z integral then leads to

1

β
ΞH3 disc
(1,0) (β, µ) =

∑
n,n̄,N,N̄,w,h,h̄

D(N, N̄, h, h̄, w)
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∫ (k−1)/2

1/2

dj
2π

i
e−β(2j+n+n̄)−iβµ(n−n̄)Θ(f(j))

∣∣∣∣∣
h−h̄+N−N̄−nw+n̄w=0

=
∑

n,n̄,N,N̄,w,h,h̄

D(N, N̄, h, h̄, w)

∫ (k−1)/2

1/2

dj
π

i

1

β
e−β(2j+n+n̄)−iβµ(n−n̄)δ(f(j))

∣∣∣∣∣
h−h̄+N−N̄−nw+n̄w=0

(4.25)

where we used integration by parts in the last line.

The function f(j) is linear in j, and the condition that it is set to zero is equivalent to

(76) of [2] for Virasoro constraint for the discrete states in AdS3. As a result, the j integral

in the range 1/2 ≤ j ≤ (k − 1)/2 will pick up the contribution of the states satisfying the

Virasoro constraint and the bound on j, consistent with the discrete contribution of (3.23).

Similar analysis can be done for the states in D−
j ×D−

j sector.

The analysis for the continuous states follows a similar line of argument, where we intro-

duce auxiliary variables (y, z) and integrate in the order y, followed by (τ, τ̄), followed by z.

This leads to an expression

1

β
ΞH3 cont
(1,0) (β, µ) =

π

iβ

∑
n,n̄,N,N̄,w,h,h̄

D(N, N̄, h, h̄, w)∫ ∞

0

ds

∫ 1

0

dα ρ(s,m, m̄)e−β(2α+n+n̄)−iβµl ∂f(α)

∂α
δ (f(α))

∣∣∣∣
h−h̄+N−N̄−nw+n̄w=0

(4.26)

with

f(α) = j − 1

2
+

√
1

4
+ (k − 2)

(
h− 1 +N − wn− αw − kw2

4

)
. (4.27)

The condition that f(α) = 0 is equivalent to the Virasoro constraint

∆0 + ∆̄0 +N + N̄ + h+ h̄− 2 = 0 , (4.28)

with

m = α + n, m̄ = α + n̄ . (4.29)

Integrating out α + n keeping n− n̄ ≡ l fixed, we arrive at

1

β
ΞH3 cont
(1,0) (β, µ) (4.30)

=
π

iβ

∑
l,N,N̄,w,h,h̄

D(N, N̄, w)

∫ ∞

0

ds ρ(s,m, m̄)e−β(2α+n+n̄)−iβµl

∣∣∣∣∣∣
h−h̄+N−N̄−nw+n̄w=0,f(α)=0

,

which again is in agreement with (3.23) including (3.24) and (3.25).
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So far we only focused on (m,n) = (1, 0) sector but because of the fact that we integrated

over S instead of F , the sum over Λ in (2.48) and (3.66) is already accounted for. All that

is needed in order to obtain the full spacetime one-loop amplitude is to sum over m. Just as

was the case in [6], this sum accounts for the multi-string sectors of the string gas and does

not contain any new physics in the non-interacting limit of the strings.

4.4.2 One-loop amplitude of the J3J̄3 deformed AdS3 ×N

Once the spectral decomposition (4.19) of ZH3

(1,0)(τ, τ̄ , β, β̄) is understood, it is straightforward

to extend the analysis for the J3J̄3 deformed theory using the results of section 3.7. We can

immediately conclude that

1

β
Zdef H3

(1,0) (τ, τ̄ , ξ, ξ̄, l1)

=
∑

n,n̄,N,N̄,w

d(N, N̄, w) (4.31)

(∫ (k−1)/2

1/2

dj e−2πτ2(∆+∆̄+N+N̄−c/12)(j,n,n̄,w)+2πiτ1(N−N̄−nw+n̄w)−β(2j+n+n̄)−iβµl

+

∫ ∞

0

ds

∫ 1

0

dα ρ(s,m, m̄)e−2πτ2(∆+∆̄+N+N̄−c/12)(s,α,n,n̄,w)+2πiτ1(N−N̄−nw+n̄w)−β(2α+n+n̄)−iβµl

)
,

where the only difference between (4.19) and (4.31) is that (∆0, ∆̄0) got replaced by (∆, ∆̄).

From this, we can calculate the one-loop string amplitude of the J3J̄3 deformed AdS3×N
theory by integrating out (τ, τ̄) as was done in section 4.4.1. The result of the analysis is

Ξdef
(1,0)(β, µ) =

1

β

∫
S

dτ1dτ2
τ 22

Zdef H3

(1,0) ZNZghost

=
1

β

∑
h,h̄,N,N̄,w

D(h, h̄, N, N̄ , w)

[∑
n,n̄

e−βET −iβµl +

∫ ∞

0

ds ρ(s)e−βET (s)−iβµl

]
, (4.32)

with

ρ(s) = − 1

π
log ϵ (4.33)

+
1

2πi

d

ds
log

(
Γ(1

2
− is+ m̄− kw

2
)Γ(1

2
− is−m+ kw

2
)

Γ(1
2
+ is+ m̄− kw

2
)Γ(1

2
+ is−m+ kw

2
)

)
,

and

m(s) =
1

2
(ET (s) + l) =

1

2
(l2RyEt(s) + l) , m̄(s) =

1

2
(ET (s)− l) =

1

2
(l2RyEt(s)− l) .

(4.34)
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The divergent piece, log ϵ, is an IR regulator whose origin can be traced back to the infinite

volume of the throat region of the spacetime geometry. ET and Et are energies conjugate to

coordinates T and t introduced in section 3.2 and are related by (3.62). The spectrum ET or

equivalently Et and l in (4.32) will solve the deformed Virasoro constraint (4.8) following the

argument of section 4.4.1 and as such will automatically agree with the on-shell spectrum

presented in (4.11) and (4.10) for the continuous states and section 4.3.2 for the discrete

states. The density of states depends on the deformation parameter through (4.34) and the

Virasoro constraint. The density of state naturally interpolates between the known results

for AdS3 ×N of [5] and Rt × (SL(2, R)/U(1))×N of [17].

As a check of the density of state (4.33), we can compare it to the scattering phase shift

of the long string states via the relation (70) of [5]

ρ(s) =
1

2π

(
− log ϵ2 +

dδ

ds
− dδwall

ds

)
. (4.35)

In order to extract the phase shift δ(s), one starts with the reflection amplitude R(s) which

encodes the operator relation

Vα,n,n̄(s) = R(s)Vα,n,n̄(−s) , (4.36)

for the SL(2, R) vertex operator in continuum representation. R(s) encodes the asymptotic

expansion of the bulk modes as is written in (64) of [5], and an analytic expression for

R(s) = eiδ(s) , (4.37)

and δwall(s) for AdS3 is given in (79) and (80) of [5].

In order to read off the reflection amplitude for the deformed theory, all that one needs

to do is to consider the dressed vertex operator (3.40), whose reflection coefficient trivially

takes the same functional form as that of AdS3 except now the quantum numbers are subject

to the null gauge constraint (3.42) and the deformed Virasoro constraints (4.5). Imposing

these constraints in the reflection coefficient (4.37) and substituting it in (4.35) reproduces

(4.33) with (4.34).

4.4.3 Natural coordinates for the deformed SL(2, R)

In this subsection, we will elaborate on the issue of choice of coordinates. It is useful

to discuss this issue explicitly since there is no single canonical coordinate system that is

convenient and natural to impose throughout our discussion. So far we have concentrated

on coordinates (T , ϕ) which are useful in formulating the undeformed theory. The same
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coordinate is not particularly natural from the target space point of view of the deformed

theory. It is also important to stress that energies (e.g. ET , Et, etc.), temperature β, and

chemical potential µ, are coordinate-dependent quantities and as such it is important to keep

track of the implied coordinate system when these quantities are referenced.

If one goes back to (3.33), one finds that the metric at large ρ, is

ds2 =
k(1 + ε)

ε

(
− 1

1 + ε
dT 2 + dϕ2

)
+ . . . =

k(1 + ε)

ε
(−l22dT 2 + dϕ2) + . . . . (4.38)

That is, the T coordinate gets stretched relative to the ϕ coordinate by a factor of l2. This

is precisely analogous to what we saw in (2.23) in the c = 1 model.

The field theory dual to the undeformed and deformed AdS3 (H3) background is Lorentz

(rotationally) invariant in the decompactified limit. Therefore from the spacetime/boundary

theory point of view, a natural set of coordinates is (T̃ , ϕ), where

T̃ = l2T . (4.39)

So that the metric (4.38) becomes

ds2 =
k(1 + ε)

ε
(−dT̃ 2 + dϕ2) + . . . . (4.40)

These are the natural dimensionless coordinates to impose the periodicity condition. The

periodicity of ϕ is set to 2π. The periodicity fo T̃ is

β̃ = l2β . (4.41)

It is also natural to define µ̃ such that

µ̃ =
βµ

β̃
. (4.42)

In these sets of coordinates and moduli parameters, a null geodesic at the boundary is

T̃ = ±ϕ, and µ̃β̃ + iβ̃ is the complex structure in the Euclidean (x̃, ϕ) coordinates where

x̃ = −iT̃ . Just like in (2.27), we can express the partition function in terms of (β, µ) or

(β̃, µ̃), but unlike in (2.27), one can not absorb the J3J̄3 deformation by these rescalings.

It is also worth noting that (T̃ , ϕ) coordinate stays finite and regular as one interpolates

between the AdS3 and the Rt × cigar limits.

The only issue with this coordinate system is that if we define the J3J̄3 deformation as

we did in section 3.3, then β̃ = l2β varies with the deformation since the deformation keeps

β constant. This of course is another manifestation of (2.23). Here, β is the periodicity of

coordinate x defined in (3.18), and β̃ is the periodicity of “proper length” associated with

coordinate x. It is not difficult to go back and forth between these conventions as long as

they are explicitly defined.
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5 Discussions

In this article, we set out to compute the partition function for the J3J̄3 deformed com-

pactified H3, Zdef H3
compact(β, µ; τ, τ̄ , l1), and arrived at expression (3.66). The key ingredient

we developed to make this computation possible is the kernel relation (3.64) and our result

manifestly recover the partition function ZH3
compact(β, µ; τ, τ̄) obtained in [5] in the undeformed

limit.

The sequence of steps taken in this article to compute Zdef H3
compact(β, µ; τ, τ̄ , l1) is rather long,

involving the use of folding/unfolding trick, spectral decomposition of ZH3

(1,0)(β, µ; τ, τ̄), and

the application of the kernel formula. To better illustrate the sequence of steps, we prepared

a flow chart summarizing the procedure in figure 4. Figure 4 is the extended version of figure

2. In figure 4, the application of the kernel (3.64) is the step labeled by ⇕.

Some of the links illustrated in figure 4 are weak. Most notable is the step relating (3.63)

and (4.19). As was explained in section 4.4.1, the equivalence of (3.63) and (4.19) is argued

on the basis that they both lead to (3.23) for arbitrary choice of N . The spectrally decom-

posed expression (4.19) is well suited to apply the kernel (3.64). The fact that the spectral

decomposition of the deformed theory (4.31) leads to a sensibly normalized expression (4.32)

for Ξdef
(1,0)(β, µ, l1) which is expressed in terms of density of states function compatible with the

reflection amplitude for the long strings (4.33) is a non-trivial consistency check that (3.63)

and (4.19) are equivalent. This equivalence is also used to relate (4.31) and (3.64). It would

be more satisfying to establish the equivalence of (3.63) and (4.19) by direct computation.

One could subject the flow chart illustrated in figure 4 to more tests. For example, it

should be possible to show that (3.63) leads to (4.32) by embedding (3.63) into critical string

theory on H3 × N , acting on it by the kernel, and then evaluating the τ, τ̄ integrals. We

have not performed this test.

Although these additional consistency tests would be desirable, it is remarkable that

explicit expressions (3.64) and (3.66) can be written down.

The quantity (3.66) is the thermal partition function of SL(2, R) WZW CFT deformed by

exactly marginal J3J̄3 operator. From the SL(2, R) CFT point of view, such a deformation

is similar to T T̄ and JT̄ deformations, and a relation between the partition function of

the undeformed theory and the deformed theory can be presented explicitly as an integral

transform (3.53) closely resembling (3.23) of [9].

What is interesting about the exactly marginal deformation of SL(2, R) is that it can

be treated as a component of critical string theory on deformed AdS3 × N , which further

can be interpreted as an irrelevant deformation of a boundary CFT in a holographic sense.
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ZH3
compact(β, µ; τ, τ̄) (3.21)

↔ ZH3

(1,0)(β, µ; τ, τ̄) (3.63)
↘

ΞH3

(1,0)(β, µ) (3.23)

↗
Spectral Representation

(4.19)www� ⇕

Deformed Spectral Rep-

resentation (4.31)

↘xy Ξdef
(1,0)(β, µ, l1) (4.32)

Zdef H3
compact(β, µ; τ, τ̄ , l1) (3.66)

↔ Zdef H3

(1,0) (β, µ; τ, τ̄ , l1) (3.64)

Figure 4: Flow chart for computing Zdef H3
compact(β, µ; τ, τ̄ , l1) in terms of ZH3

compact(β, µ; τ, τ̄). The

relation between the leftmost column and the center column is the folding/unfolding trick.

The relation between the center and the rightmost column is the embedding of H3 into

critical string theory H3 ×N . The double arrow ⇕ is where the kernel (3.64) implementing

the J3J̄3 deformation is applied. The blue arrow relating (4.31) and (3.64) follows from the

fact that the relation between (3.63) and (4.19) can be generalized to the deformed case via

the relation indicated as ⇕. This figure is an extended version of figure 2. The red arrow

corresponds to the red arrow in figure 2.
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The one-loop vacuum amplitude with compactified time coordinate is then interpretable as

the thermal partition function of the boundary theory, which in this case is two-dimensional

LST.

One natural question is whether this one-loop vacuum amplitude of the deformed bound-

ary theory can be presented in a form resembling (3.23) of [9]. For this to be true implies

that the integral kernel smears the spacetime moduli (ξ, ξ̄). While the deformed partition

function (4.32) derived using (3.53) does involve integral over (ξ, ξ̄), it also involves an in-

tegral over (τ, τ̄) which is an auxiliary parameter from the point of view of the spacetime

theory. The fact that the smearing function (3.53) depends at all on (τ, τ̄) is an indication

that the deformation is not interpretable as the strict smearing of the spacetime moduli

parameter (ξ, ξ̄).

This failure for the one-loop vacuum amplitude to be like (3.23) of [9] is also apparent

from the expression for the deformed partition function (4.32). From (4.32) and (4.33), we

see that both the spectrum ET (s) or equivalently Et(s) and the density of states ρ(s) in the

continuum sector are affected by the deformation. But the deformation (3.23) of [9] only

affects the spectrum.

What this suggests is that only a part of the one-loop vacuum amplitude will transform

like (3.23) of [9]. It is also easy to see which part we should isolate from the form of

the expression (4.33). In (4.33), there are terms proportional to log(ϵ) and terms that are

independent of ϵ. For small ϵ, it is the log(ϵ) term that dominates. The log(ϵ) term captures

the physics of continuum strings living in a volume of order log(ϵ) near the boundary of the

deformed AdS3 geometry. This term is such that the density of the state is independent of the

deformation. The finite term in (4.33) and the contribution from the discrete states in (4.32)

are of order ϵ0 and are subleading to the log(ϵ) term. These ϵ0 terms are interpretable as

being sensitive to the physics in the core region of AdS3 which is capping off the linear dilaton

behavior away from the core. It then stands to reason that the log(ϵ) term is capturing the

physics of continuous strings ignoring the cap region.

What we conclude from this discussion is that

1. Terms proportional to log(ϵ) in the partition function of string theory on H3 ×N are

interpretable as having a symmetric product structure, and

2. The deformation of the terms proportional to log ϵ by J3J̄3 deformation behaves exactly

as the single-trace T T̄ deformation of a symmetric product CFT as was explained in

[42] but includes states with zero and negative winding numbers in the string gas. The

negative and zero winding number states decouple in the undeformed limit ε → 0 limit,

where ε is the quantity defined in (3.34) parameterizing the deformation.
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It seems then that the natural scaling limit which keeps only the log(ϵ) states and removes

the discrete states is the large ρ asymptotic limit of (3.33),

ds2 =
k(1 + ε)

ε
(−dT̃ 2 + dϕ2) +

k

4
dρ2 ,

B =
k
√
1 + ε

ε
dT̃ ∧ dϕ , (5.1)

Φ = −ρ

2
+ const ,

which is nothing other than a linear dilaton background times a two-dimensional flat space-

time on a circle with some B-field. Here, we are using the coordinate T̃ defined in (4.39).

The long string spectrum can be constructed with just the data available from string theory

in the background (5.1), as explained in [14].

Acknowledgements

We thank David Kutasov for extensive conversations and feedback throughout this project.

We also thank Juan Maldacena and Jan Troost for correspondence regarding their work [5]

and [41]. The work of SC received funding under the Framework Program for Research

and “Horizon 2020” innovation under the Marie Sklodowska-Curie grant agreement number

945298. This work was supported in part by the FACCTS Program at the University of

Chicago. The work of AG was supported in part by the ISF (grant number 256/22) and

the BSF (grant number 2018068). The work of AH was supported in part by the U.S.

Department of Energy, Office of Science, Office of High Energy Physics, under Award Number

DE-SC0017647.

A Kernel formula for the SL(2, R) sigma model

In the body of this article, we derived the kernel (2.59) for the JxJ̄x deformation of a free

boson model and conjectured that the same basic kernel (3.53) can be applied to the SL(2, R)

model. To the extent that we reproduced the spectrum and the density of states, we can

consider this conjecture passing a non-trivial check.

In this appendix, we will present a different argument leading to (3.53) by repeating the

analysis of section 2 directly to the gauged SL(2, R) sigma model.

We start with (3.26) but impose a gauge that Ā = Ā0 and B = B0 are constants. This

will lead to

2πL
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=
k

2

(
∂ρ∂ρ− ∂θL(∂̄θL + 2l1Ā0)− (∂θR + 2l1B0)∂̄θR − 2(∂θR + l1B0)(∂̄θL + l1Ā0) cosh ρ

+ (∂θR∂̄θL − ∂θL∂̄θR)

)
−(∂t∂̄t− 2l2B0∂̄t− 2l2Ā0∂t+ 2l22B0Ā0)

+∂y∂̄y − 2l3B0∂̄y + 2l3Ā0∂y − 2l23B0Ā0 , (A.1)

along with a Faddeev-Popov determinant. We can now integrate out t and y which will

cancel the above-mentioned Faddeev-Popov determinant leading to

2πL =
k

2

(
∂ρ∂ρ− ∂θL(∂̄θL + 2l1Ā0)− (∂θR + 2l1B0)∂̄θR

−2(∂θR + l1B0)(∂̄θL + l1Ā0) cosh ρ− 2l21B0Ā0

+ (∂θR∂̄θL − ∂θL∂̄θR)

)
−4l22B0Ā0 . (A.2)

The first line is then recognized as the usual gauged SL(2, R) WZW model [43]. Integrating

out the SL(2, R) fields from the first two lines formally leads to

Z
SL(2,R)
minimal(τ, τ̄ , B0, Ā0)

≡
∫

[Dρ][DθL][DθR] exp

[
− k

4π

(
∂ρ∂ρ− ∂θL(∂̄θL + 2l1Ā0)− (∂θR + 2l1B0)∂̄θR

− 2(∂θR + l1B0)(∂̄θL + l1Ā0) cosh ρ− 2l21B0Ā0 − (∂θR∂̄θL − ∂θL∂̄θR)

)]
.(A.3)

It is then natural to expect that the relation analogous to (2.36)

Z
SL(2,R)
minimal(τ, τ̄ , B0, Ā0) = Z

SL(2,R)
cft (τ, τ̄ , B0, Ā0)e

πkτ2l21(B0−Ā0)2e−4πkτ2B0Ā0 , (A.4)

would hold. Here, Z
SL(2,R)
cft , like in [9], is referring to a quantity like (A.7) of [9] or (4.19)

which is presented in the trace form. The rest of the argument, including the last line of

(A.2) will proceed identically as in section 2 and we will arrive at (3.53).

The statement of (A.4) would follow from the universality of (A.13) of [9], but the status

of the statement of universality is presently that of a conjecture. The fact that things seem

to work out for free boson and the SL(2, R) model is a non-trivial test for this conjecture.

It would be very nice to lift the status of this conjecture to a theorem, hopefully in the near

future.

References

[1] O. Aharony, S. S. Gubser, J. M. Maldacena, H. Ooguri, and Y. Oz, “Large N field

theories, string theory and gravity,” Phys. Rept. 323 (2000) 183–386,

hep-th/9905111.

50

http://www.arXiv.org/abs/hep-th/9905111
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9905111


[2] J. M. Maldacena and H. Ooguri, “Strings in AdS(3) and SL(2,R) WZW model 1.: The

Spectrum,” J. Math. Phys. 42 (2001) 2929–2960, hep-th/0001053.

[3] J. M. Maldacena, J. Michelson, and A. Strominger, “Anti-de Sitter fragmentation,”

JHEP 02 (1999) 011, hep-th/9812073.

[4] N. Seiberg and E. Witten, “The D1 / D5 system and singular CFT,” JHEP 04 (1999)

017, hep-th/9903224.

[5] J. M. Maldacena, H. Ooguri, and J. Son, “Strings in AdS(3) and the SL(2,R) WZW

model. Part 2. Euclidean black hole,” J. Math. Phys. 42 (2001) 2961–2977,

hep-th/0005183.

[6] J. Polchinski, “Evaluation of the One Loop String Path Integral,” Commun. Math.

Phys. 104 (1986) 37.

[7] A. Giveon, N. Itzhaki, and D. Kutasov, “TT and LST,” JHEP 07 (2017) 122,

1701.05576.

[8] A. Giveon, N. Itzhaki, and D. Kutasov, “A solvable irrelevant deformation of

AdS3/CFT2,” JHEP 12 (2017) 155, 1707.05800.

[9] A. Hashimoto and D. Kutasov, “TT , JT , TJ partition sums from string theory,”

JHEP 02 (2020) 080, 1907.07221.

[10] F. A. Smirnov and A. B. Zamolodchikov, “On space of integrable quantum field

theories,” Nucl. Phys. B 915 (2017) 363–383, 1608.05499.
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