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Abstract

We derive a compact formula for the one-loop, bosonic string partition function of Eu-
clideanized J3.J3 deformed AdS3 with periodic Euclidean time as an integral transform
of the partition function of the undeformed Euclideanized AdSs3. Such a deformation
is interpretable as an irrelevant “single-trace 7T 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 J.J deformation of a sigma model with
U(1)r x U(1)g 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 AdS; 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 AN [2]. For the particular case of superstrings
on AdSz x 83 x T*/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 AdS; background contains wound states that can reach the
boundary of AdS; 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 AdSs is also called Hy = SL(2,C)/SU(2). String
theory on Hz x N with time compactified to period S is also referred to as string theory on
“thermal AdSs;” 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_J_ 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 AdSj 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 TT of [10, 11]. Because of
this, one often refers to the holographic duality in string theory on the background in [7, [§]
as “single-trace TT holography”. [[]

'For the present status of single-trace 7T holography see e.g. [12] 13} [14].



In this article, we consider a different but closely related solvable deformation of SL(2, R)
sigma model by a marginal operator J3J3 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 7T deformation” of string
theory in global AdS3. Here the boundary field theory flows from LST at short distances to
a CFTs 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_.J_ deformation of massless BTZ, J5.J5 deformation of global AdS;
acts as the TT deformation of the spacetime theory of a single long string while the full
long string sector takes the form of a symmetric product of TT 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 Js.J5 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 J3.J5 deformed AdSs, and its
Euclidean continuation Hj, 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 S
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 J.J. 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 [I5]. Similar results were obtained for TT and JT deformation in [9]. We
will derive an integral kernel for the J3.J3 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 .J5.J5 deformed Hy target space compactified
with period  and twist p, and provide various tests by embedding the result into string

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

“Single-trace TT deformation” of string theory in global AdS3 was considered previously
in [16] using TsT techniques. The TsT deformation appears to be related to .J.J 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 J3J; 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 AdS; 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
JyJy ~ 0x0x deformation of a free, compact scalar field z with period # = x + 3. 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
[, 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 In section 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 Hj into critical
string theory on Hz x N. We describe the status of spectral decomposition where one
expresses the worldsheet partition function as a trace of exp(2mi(7Ly—7Ly)) in section [4.4.1]
While such a decomposition is standard in conformal field theories, the non-compactness of
Hj; 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 Hy x 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.



2 J,J, deformation of a free scalar boson theory

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

theory
1 _
S = o /d21 dzy Ox0x | (2.1)
where we impose a periodicity
x~xTH+ [0, (2.2)
and?]
Jo(2) = i0z | Jo(Z) = i0x | (2.3)
so that .
Jo(2)J:(0) ~ R (2.4)

The coordinate radius, R,, of the compact scalar field x is related to [ via the equation
b =27R,.

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

/d21 dzy = (27)°1y | (2.5)

and
2=z 4129~ 2427~ 2+ 27T . (2.6)

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

A’z =idzdz = 2dz dz . (2.7)

We will implement the .J,.J, deformation by adding two auxiliary fields: (a) a timelike,
non-compact field ¢(z,2) and (b) a compact spacelike field y(z,z) with periodicity y ~

2These currents are defined with the normalization that €(J, + J,;) corresponds to the shift z — z + 4re.
See (2.3.12) and (2.3.13) of [1§].



y + 27 R,, and gauging the combined system as follows. Consider a set of holomorphic and

anti-holomorphic null current

J = lp]x + lgjt + Z3Jy 5

where the currents J; = i0t and J, = 10y with the following normalizations

Ji(2)J(0) ~

By setting

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

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

1 1

T o9
22

B—1+13=0,

J(2)J(0) ~ regular .

13:1.

J=ULJ, +1aJ — 3],

(2.8)

(2.9)

(2.10)

(2.11)

(2.12)

If so, the null condition (2.10]) implies Iy = y/1 + {2 and so the space of charges (I1,ls,[3) is

parameterized by a single quantity /.

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

to an action of the form

where

2L =

S:/d21d22£,

(020 4 21, BOx + 21, Adx + 2] BA)

—(0tot — 20, BOt — 21, A0t + 215 BA)
+0ydy — 2B0y + 2A0y — 2BA |

and is invariant (up to total derivatives) under the transformationﬂ

e

4

3 At this stage we regard A, Ba

x(z,2) + LUA(z,2) + 1M (2, Z) ,
t(z,2) — loA(2,2) — oM (2, 2) ,
y(z,2) + A(z,2) — M(z,2) ,
A(z,2z) — 0A(z, 2) ,

A(z,2) — OA(2, 2)

B(z,z) —0M(z,Z) ,

B(z,2) — OM(z, 2)

as independent gauge fields.

7
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The idea to gauge the left and right movers independently as is done in for field
theories in 2 dimensions was first proposed in [I9] 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(l), x Ry x U(1),

Ul xU(1)g
Invariance under large gauge transformation constrains the period of y and the period of x
by relation R, = R, /l;. It is clear that if [; = 0, the gauging does not affect the z(z, z) field

and corresponds to the undeformed limit.

(2.16)

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

on a torus with modular parameter 7. This quantity,
ch;g. I(T77_—7/87l1) ) (217)

depends on 7y, 79, 5, and l;. 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 Z%/ (7,7, 3,1;) 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
OA—0B=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]

dyody — 2lgB_5y + 213A0y — 2l§B/_l
o _zgggg - zgfxg;x L 92BA - 22BA
= —23AB
= 2l]AB —-2I5AB . (2.19)

The residual gauge symmetry restricts

A(z,2) = M(z,%) | (2.20)

8



so we might as well call B = A. This will make the action read

2rL = (0xdx + 20, A0z + 21, Adx + 417 AA)
—(0tOt — 20, A0t — 21, A0t + 4I5AA) . (2.21)

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

therefore represent this model as a timelike coset

U(l)r X Rt
_— 2.22
and the gauge invariance is completely manifest.
We can now impose a gauge condition that ¢ = 0 and integrate out A, A;
2L = (1 + 13) 020z = 0xdx — I} J} = 13020z . (2.23)

This reproduces the expectation that .J,.J, deformation rescales the “proper length” of the

target space parameterized by x. E|

We can also obtain ([2.23]) by imposing the gauge ¢t = y = 0 to (2.15)) and integrating out
A and B. Pl

Let us now complete the computation of
Zg;ﬁt]c (1,7, 8,1) = /[Dsc]es ) (2.24)
This can easily be done by looking at (8.2.11) of [I8] but substituting
1
o/:2><l—2, 2rR=70, (2.25)
2

where we account for the normalization of the z 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

2 1 1
noy —w?(lyp)? — 6) + 2m’7’1nw]

27070, = O e [m (372 +

(2.26)

4The deformation that decreases the size of x is obtained by a vector gauging in the z direction in
,; this will give rise to with 13 — —[2.

As such we could have skipped the discussion between and , but we found it useful to review
the relation between asymmetric gauging and ordinary gauging. Specifically, the coefficient of 1244 term
in is 4 and allows for the completion of the square line by line, but the coefficient of I2AB in
is 2 and the expression does not form a complete square. One can confirm by explicit analysis that
is invariant with respect to , but the analysis between and can be considered a quick
consistency check of gauge invariance.



We see that this partition function satisfies a simple relation
Zgﬁif w(7_777-757l1) = fot(,r?,fa/é: ZQ/B) ) (227)

and is simply a reflection of the fact that a free periodic scalar = ~ x + 3 with action (2.23))

is the same as that of a free periodic scalar # = lyz whose period is & ~ & + 8 for 3 = l,f3.

The expression ([2.23)) is also an explicit confirmation that the U(1), x Ry xU(1),/(U(1)L %
U(1)g) asymmetrically gauged (x,t, y) system is the deformation of free scalar action £ given
in (2.1) by J,J, with coefficient 12/27.

2.2 J,J, deformation as a kernel

In this subsection, we will show that the expression for the partition function of the J.J
deformed model 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 in a different choice of gauge and the order of integrating out the
field.

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

components of the gauge fields to zero, so that

Az, 2) = Ay, B(z,z) = By . (2.28)
We can then integrate out the ¢ and y fields to arrive at

o2l = <8x5x —+ 2[1B05.ﬁlf + 2[1/_106.T + QZ%BOAO)
—212By Ay
9By A, . (2.29)

which can also be written as

2rL = (axéx + 2[1305% + 2[1A08$ + 4Z%BOA0)
—42ByA, . (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 z field in (2.30)) and present the
result in the form of the trace of exp(27i(rLy — 7Lg)) and interpret the dependence on A,
and By. Once again, we can use the analysis in Appendix A of [9] and define

Zl’

mnuv

(Bo, Ag) = /[Dx]ezlw J de1 dzo(9wda+2h Bode+2h Aodz) (2.31)

10



It is also convenient for later to define

72, (Bo, Ay) = / [Dale & [ dz1 dzo (920w+20 Bodz+211 Agdw+213 Bo A ) ’
7 l(BO AO) _ /[Dm]e 5 J[d= dzg<8x8m+2l1B08:v+2l1A06z+4lzBoA0) (2 32)
minima ? Y :

which are related to ZZ (B, Ag) as follows

muv

24, (Bo, Ag) = By (Bo, Ag)e™ 1M/ = 72 By, Ag)em 1o/ (2.33)
If we now rescale , ,
~LE=2B,, ——£=24,, (2.34)
T2 T2
we can write (2.31]) as
Zi(6.€) = [[(Daje = i) (235)

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

and write
Z2,(€,6) = Z%;,(€,£)em e (2.36)

where

Z2(1,7,6,6) = Z exp [2mi(T(Ag + N) — 7(Ag + N) — 172/12) + 2mi&jo — 2mi&jo]

states

(2.37)
where |
Ao—f—AO /82 2/32 s AO_AO :nw+N—N s (238)
and
oo whe
Jo = Rm 2R )
- n wR,
o = -2, (239

with R, = 3/(27) are the charges of the states with respect to the currents 27.J, and 27.J,
(See (2.3.14a) and (2.3.14b) of [I8] regarding the origin of this factor of 27.)

ko - , kp .
—eM0,0) 4, L)€M (0,0) = Zet(0,0) +., (240)

()e(0,0) = 1 .

and N, N are the left and right moving oscillator numbers.

11



Now, let us go back to (2.30) and complete the computation

200 *(7.7) = / de d€ O mamE /it ga (2 7 € F) (2.41)

cft T2 { %

We can recognize ([2.41)) as a kernel acting on the partition function of the undeformed
partition function ZZ (7, 7, ¢, ¢) where one integrates over the chemical potential (¢,€). The
factor of [? arises from the change of variable (2.34). The factor of 7 was adjusted to
reproduce the correct [; — 0 limit, and the factor of [, was adjusted so that the deformed

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

Z%;, expressed in the form (2.37), one finds
Zil H(r,7) =) exp 2mi(r(A+ N) = 7(A + N) — 1/12)] (2.42)

states

where ) .
n _ _
(125)2 +Ww2(l2ﬁ)2 s A—A:nw—l—N—N s (243)

in agreement with ([2.26]).

A+ A = 472

2.3 Analysis using folding and unfolding trick

In this subsection, we will describe another approach to compute the partition function
of the .J,J, 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 [I8] which we reproduce below

. R, > TR:m — wrl?
ZcftTT7ﬁ Z me TT |7](7—)|2 Z exp (_ | / | ) )

e \/04_7‘2 = a'Ty
| (2.44)
where in our convention,
o =2, 2R, =0 . (2.45)

When summed over all m and w, ZZ;,(7,7) 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 A € SL(2,7)/Z where Z is generated by the
T element 7 — 7+ 1 of SL(2,Z), and write

Z2(1,7, ) = Zio ) (7,7) + \/F ok ZZGXP( mh, m)) . (246)

m=1 A

12



Like in [5], the contribution from the (0, 0) sector is independent of § and will be ignored in
the remainder of our analysis. The orbit of A acting on the fundamental domain F spans
the strip —1/2 < Re(1) < 1/2. If we further define

T - Rw 2 7TR§
Zio7:7.5) = —olutr)Pexp (- 52 ) | (2.47)
then we can write
e (= L. .
Zcft(Ta T, ﬁ) = Z Z EZ LO)(ATa AT7 me) ) (248)
m=1 A
to recover Z7;,(7, 7, R) in terms of Z{; (7,7, R,).

Let us now take a closer look at Zf, (7, 7, #) which can be written in the form

Z{o)(1,7,B) = % /dEx In(7)| 7 exp [-21E; — iBE,] . (2.49)
If we let
E,=—i(1—ie)Er (2.50)
then one can write
. _ i
Zho(7.7,8) = =5 [ dB7 In(7)|exp [2nmEF — BBr] (2.51)

With this analytic continuation of the integration variable E, (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, 7 = iz with action
o2nL = —9TOT, (2.52)
and with primary operators of the form
e'Bet — gTETT (2.53)
whose dimensions and charges are respectively given by
Aog+Ag=—-EF, ANg—ADg=0, jo+jo=-2Er, jo—jo=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

SULE: ] . (2.55)

e X — /8 .
254" ( 7,7,8) = —5_i [ dEr |n(7 )| 7% exp E —2EZ - BEr

13



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

FEo(nT 6D = —gn(n] 7 [ et ar o nc-a)
= _%WT”—%/dET6—2m(Ao+Ao)+m(£—£)oo+jo) : (2.56)
where we are relating
e = L(Butif), o€ = (5u—if). (2.57)

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

leads to ) ) )
def — . _ Ty

52(1’5) (1,7) = ~io— /dET In(7)] % exp [?Egr} : (2.58)

While the modified spectrum A = A/ls 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 /3 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

U defar — o = A€o A€o Ly (et (62 /ms —om(e—torEinmai? L e . =

527115 (r,7,6,6) = /_72 Z (et (E-)/mgmantet0)E- G/ 21152(170)(777750750) 7
1

(2.59)

and then apply it on (2.51)) to obtain Z?ﬁo)m(ﬂ 7,6,6). H

We can summarize the logic of this subsection using the illustration in figure [I. 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  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 z is
compact under z — z + 3, and the set of primary operators are labeled by integers (n,w)

with dimensions and charges

Ao—f-Ao = 4r

6 Although the kernel formula has been derived for the case of J,.J, deformation of a free compact
boson, it’s likely to be true for .J.J deformation of a larger class of CF Ty with U(1), x U(1) g global symmetry.
In section [3|and [4] we apply this kernel formula 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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Z(ml,o)(T77_-7£7§> - Z(dle,é)x@-??:gaé)

T
Zgompact(7—77ia£>€) = Zdefx (7—77ia€>€)

compact

<7-777_>£a§) and Zdef . (T,f,f,f). The red

Figure 1: Chain of connections relating Z7 compact

compact
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.

AO_AO = nw,

o+ 4dmn
0 0 = —5
Qﬁ
- Tw
jo—Jo = — . (2.60)
B
Restricting to the (m,w) = (1,0) was seen to be tantamount to decompactifying the z

coordinate, which in turn is equivalent to parameterizing
_ BE,
2

and approximating the sum over n by an integral over E, with the measure (5/27)dE,, and

n (2.61)

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

Ag+ Ay = Ei,

AO - AO — O 5
jO _'_50 - 2Ex )
jo—jo = 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

e Faremibit (2.63)
and its descendants. The gauge condition (2.15)) constrains
LWE; +1E =0 . (2.64)

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

to compute it in the A = B = 0 gauge where it is clear that the dimension
1

A+A:E§—E§:l—2E§. (2.65)
2
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The charge E, of the operator (2.63]) with respect to the isometry d/dz is independent of the

deformation. The partition function Z(df g)‘”(r, 7) which we wish to insert in ([2.48)) therefore

is of the form

1
5
and is recognizable as the result of applying (2.59) to (2.56)).

7 | o
Zho)(1,7,8,8) = —%|77(T)|_2i/dE7’ e~ 2mm2(A+A)FmiE=E)loHo) (2.66)

2.4 Embedding into string theory and integrating over (7, 7)

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, =
BZ(I,O)(TaTaé.vg) (267)
— —ilzdx(N, N)/dE e—27rTg(Ag+A0+N+N 1/12)+ 27Ty (N—N)+mi(é— f)(]g—&—]o)’
o
where
> (N, NGV = g P ()P, g=e (2.68)
N,N

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

the partition functions

ZV(7,7) = 3 du(h, R)gh o2t s gtz g — (7). (2.69)
h,h

where 7, ' 29"t (7, 7) is the quantity (7.2.26) and (7.2.27) in the notation of [I8], so that

1 = _ os _
%ZETLO)(T77—7§7€)ZN(’RT)Zgh t(TaT) (270)
_ —iz’ Z D(N N h }—1) /Oo dET6727@(A0+AO+N+h+N+572)+2mn(th+NfN)+Tri(£*£_)(io+To)
2m N,N,hh —
with
3" DN, N, b h)g" g = (3 do(N, N)g ™) Zdhhh x g (r)[t
N,N,hh N,N
(2.71)
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The CFT on N is some CFT with ¢y = 25 so that the system combined with the CFT z is

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

To get the one-loop string amplitude, we need to apply and sum over m and A, and
then integrate (7, 7) over the fundamental domain F. We can however exchange the sum over
A by integrating (7, 7) over the strip S instead. The integral over (7,7) 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 F7. This leads to

1 = ¢ —= 0s =
%Zgjl,O)@_?Tafag)ZN(Ta T)Zgh t(T, 7—) (272)
— i Z D(N N.h B) 1 e SMQ,BQ 2779 (N+h+N+h—2)+2mit; (h—h+N—N)
27‘(‘ & ) y Iy 27_2 .
N,N,hh
The integral over (71, 72) can be done in closed form and leads to
1 d2 — 0S =
E/S_Zu o(7, 7, &, Y ( ,T) 291 (7, 7) (2.73)
= (N N.h.b) e BV (N+N+h+h-2) .
5 N%h Vb h)e h—h+N—-N=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 S; x N.

It is useful to understand how one obtains the same conclusion if one were to do the
(1,7) integral first and the Er integral last. To do this, we go back once again to (2.70]) and

re-write it as follows

LZ(lo)(T 7, &, §)ZN(T 7)Z9host (1 7) (2.74)

BT
/ dy/ dz ¢ W=ET)

Z (N N h, h) / dEr e—27r72(Ao(y)+Ao(y)+N+h+N+B—2)+2m’n(h—E+N—N)—ﬁET.
27T N,N,h,h -
The z integral simply inserts a delta function 2wd(y — E7). One can perform the y integral,

followed by the (7,7) integral in closed form, leading to

1 [d*7 - B ostr
RN AR 0.1
2
B _ 0 _4E e’} efiETz+iZ\/m
= Y DIN.N.hh) [ dEr e PET [ dz
N,N,h,h > > : h—h+N—N=0
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The z integral leads to a step function ©(Er— \/N +h+ N + h — 2). Finally, by integrating

by parts, we arrive at

L dQ—JZa,O)(T,m,é)ZNu, #2999 (7, ) (2.76)

h—h+N—N=0

1 _ _
= 3 Z N,N,h,h)/ dEr e PET§(Ey — \/N+h+N+h—2)
N,N,h

—00

It’s easy to see that the boundary term arising from the integration by part vanishes. The
analysis above manifests that the (7,7) integral imposes the Virasoro and level matching
condition which constrains the zero mode integral over Es to its on-shell value. We will
take advantage of this perspective as follows. The effect of .J,.J, deformation simply modifies
the spectrum (A, A) of each state keeping (jo, jo) unchanged. The density of off-shell states
parameterized by E7 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 (A, A) 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 A is not needed since we integrated (r,7)

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 Js.J5 deformation of string theory in global-AdSs x N which from the
spacetime point of view can be viewed as “single-trace 7T deformation” of the boundary
CFTs,.

3 J3J; deformation of SL(2, R) and H; sigma model

In this section, we will extend the analysis of the J3.J5 deformation to SL(2,R) and Hj sigma
model. The target space of SL(2, R) sigma model is AdSs, and Hj is its continuation. The
goal of this exercise is to derive the partition function of the sigma model on worldsheet
torus with Hj as the target space with compact Eucleidan time coordinate. By embedding
the Hj into critical string theory on Hz X A/, 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 .J3J3 deformation are much more intricate. However, we can
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follow the template of the analysis of the free boson and obtain a concrete expression for the

partition function of the deformed Hj3 sigma model.

The spectrum of operators on SL(2, R) sigma model and the worldsheet torus partition
function on Hs was analyzed in [2 [5]. The spacetime interpretation by embedding SL(2, R)
and Hj into critical string theory, AdSs; x N and Hz x N, have also been analyzed in [2, [5].
The goal of this section is to generalize the result of these analyses to the Js;.J5 deformed

model.

We will begin by reviewing the basic background of SL(2, R) and Hj sigma models mostly
reviewing |2, B]. After reviewing the known facts about the SL(2, R) and Hj, we will provide
a precise formulation of the Js.J5 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= ¢20193¢3P71 0 30R03 , (3.1)
and if we further parameterize
0p=T+¢, Or=T—-9, (3.2)
the metric takes the form
ds* =k (— cosh?(p/2)dT? + idp2 + sinh2(p/2)dgb2> , (3.3)

and describes a Lorentzian-filled cylinder geometry with AdS; metric. The existence of
isometries d/dT and d/d¢ 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

k _
S = —%/dzo dz; Tr(0g10g) + kTwz , (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

k _ _ _ _ _
S = E dZo le (8,08,0 - 80L86’L - 893893 — cosh p((‘?@Rﬁé’L + (%Lé’HR))

—4£ /dZ() le (Bo + COShp - 1)(89R59L - 80L593) s (35)
™

where By is the additive constant component of the Neveu-Schwarz 2-form potential in the
7¢ directions which does not affect the H = dB field[] We will be setting By = 0 for most of
this paper, E| and we will have more to say about the meaning of the parameter By in section
4.2

We will consider the conserved holomorphic, anti-holomorphic currentsﬂ

Js(z) = gTr (z’agagg_l) = —g(@GL + cosh pdbg) = —iJs(z) ,

Ji(z) = gTr (iosg~0g) = —2(50}3 + cosh pdfy) = —iJs(2) , (3.6)

which are normalized such that

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%;ui (I)fn me\/%[(m+§w)YL+(m+§w)YR] ’ (38)

7m—

are labeled by the quantum numbers j, m, m, and the spectral flow parameter w. ®7, ;, are

not charged with respect to J; and J3, and

Jy = —\/gaYL , Jy = —\/;OYR : (3.9)

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

N Ag. . - . Ag. i
T(2)V3e(0) = Z—;v,f;%(()) to.., TEVIEW0) = Z—QV%(O) T (3.10)
(VA O0) = 2V O) s BEVIRO) = 2V 4 (31D)

"Except at p = 0 where there is a delta function localized H flux.
8This is also required form maintining SL(2, R) x SL(2, R) invariance of the global AdS; 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]
G-y w1 kw?
o = Ty T R\t )
_ G-y mE 1 kw)
Bo =2 "% R\t ) o
_ (ke
Jo = 92 )

jo = (m+%w) : (3.12)

The charges
E=jo+jo=m+m+tkw, I=j—jo=m-meZ, (3.13)

are interpretable as the charges associated with the isometries d/d7 and d/d¢ respectively.

One key feature of the SL(2, R) sigma model explained in [2] is that the operators
come in two categories. One is referred to as “Discrete States” and are parameterized by
(4,n,n,w, N, N) Where

m=j+n, m=j+m0, (3.14)
with
<3< E
SIs 5

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

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

N | —

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

Y

The other, referred to as “Continuum States,’
(s,a,n,n,w, N, N), with

on the other hand, are parameterized by

1
j:§+i57 m=a+n, m=uoa-+n. (316)

The parameter « takes value in range 0 < o < 1. One can think of o, n, n being parametrized
by one continuous parameter 0 < o + n < oo and one discrete parameter [ = n — n. The

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

10Here we focus on the Dj sector.
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[3, 14]. Note that for the continuous states, 7, m, and m 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) x
N x (ghost) where the central charges csr2,Rr) + ca 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,h) of the CFT N,

subjected to the Virasoro constraints:
Ay+N+h=1, A+N+h=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 Hy = SL(2,C)/SU(2) such that

T =iz, (3.18)

so that the non-linear sigma model metric is
1
ds* =k <Cosh2(p/2)dgr;2 + Z—lalp2 - sinhQ(p/Q)dng) : (3.19)

with periodicities [I]
(z,¢) ~ (z,¢ +2m) ~ (x+ 5,0+ Bp) . (3.20)
The resulting partition function, therefore, is a function of the worldsheet moduli (7, 7) and

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

k— 2)1/2 e—kB2|m—nT\2/47r7'2+27r(ImUn,m)2/7-2
o) S i - M2 5 S
(3.21)
with
Unin = = 5= (B + iuB)(nm =m) Oy = 5-(8 = inB)(n7 —m) (3:22)

It was further shown in eq.(61)-(63) of [5], by embedding the Z% (8, yi; 7, 7) partition
function in critical string theory and performing an intricate (7, 7) integral, that the single

string contribution to the one-loop string amplituddﬂ

- drdr -
Zin (81 = /S ; 22 (B 1, ) 2 (T T) Zghost (7, 7) (3.23)
2
- Z D(h,h, N, N, w) ZeﬁEiﬁ“le/ dsp(s)eﬁE(S)w“l]
h,h,N,Nw N, 0

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

1 1 d (% —is+m)[(3 —is—m)
=——1 ——1 2 2 3.24
ps) T og(e) + Arids ° (F(% + s+ m)F(% +is — m)) ’ ( )
and
k 1 52—1—% k 1 /s?+1 -
= w4+ — N+h—-1 n=——w+ — L4 N+h—-1

m 4w+w<k_2+ +h ), m 4w+w<k_2+ +h ),
(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 (319).

As a consequence of the presence of the continuum states, the conformal field theory on
Hj; is non-compact even when the Euclidean time coordinate is compactified. This is what
gives rise to the loge divergence [5] in (3.24)).

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

Next, we will describe its J3.J5 deformation.

3.2 J3J3 deformation of the SL(2, R) sigma model

In this subsection, we will formulate .J3.J3 deformed SL(2, R) sigma model as a null gauged
sigma model SL(2,R) x R, x U(1),/(U(1)r x U(1)R) of the type discussed e.g. in [19, 21}
22, 23, 24, 25] [

The gauged action takes the form]

2L
- g (8p6p — 00.,(00;, + 21, A) — (90 + 21, B)d0r — 2(00r + [, B) (90, + [, A) cosh p

(90,90, — aeLéeR>>

—(0tot — 20, BOt — 21,A0t + 215 BA)
+0ydy — 213 By + 2I3A0y — 2I13BA . (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 .J3.J; deformation parameterized by the

deformation parameter [;.

131t is equivalent to a timelike coset SL(2, R) x R;/U(1), similar to the equivalence of 1} and (2.22]).
14 As was the case in the previous section, regard A, B, as independent gauge fields even though A, B do

not appear in .
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First, we note that this action is invariant under gauge transformation (up to total
derivative) [23]

0r(2,2) — 0p(2,2)+4LA(z,2),
Or(2,2) — Or(z,2)+ULM(zZ2),
t(z,2) = t(z,2) —laA(z,2) — bM(z,2) ,
y(z,2) — y(z,2)+13A(z,2) — I3M(z,2)
A(z,z2) — Az,z2) —0A(z,2), (3.27)
A(z,2) — A(z,2) —0A(z,2),
B(z,2) — B(z,z) —0M(z,2),
B(z,2) — B(z,z2)—0M(z,2),
with [
ko o o
2[1 I5+105=0. (3.28)
We will frequently find it convenient to parameterize
ki?
ly = 1—71, Is=1. (3.29)
The gauge fields couple to currents
J = Z1J3 + lgjt -+ lgjy 5 j = lljg —|— lgjt - lgjy . (330)

We take [ < 0, I; > 0, and I3 > 0 so that the coordinates (T, ¢) and (¢,y) have the same

orientation when projected to the J = J = 0 sector.
As in section , the variable y is compact with periodicity y ~ y + 27 R,,.

One feature easily derivable from is the geometry of the deformed sigma model
target space. This is achieved by integrating out A and B while using 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 0 = g = 0. This leads to a sigma model whose target space geometry iﬂ

1 212 1 212 k
2 _ = ] 2 - =3 2 v 2
ds® = 2(1 A)dt—i-z(l A)dy —|—4dp,
[ 2151
B = <—£+ 23>dt/\dy, (3.31)
2

20-20 _  “
(& A,

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

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

A= % coshp+ 13+ 15, (3.32)

and ®g is the value of the dilaton field at p = 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

$2:__mwﬂym M“”m%mwhﬁ+%ﬁ,
1 + ecosh®(p/2) 1 + ecosh®(p/2) 4
ksinh®(p/2
B = <§/ ) 4T ndo | (3.33)
1+ ecosh®(p/2)
20-2d L+e

‘ B 1+ ecosh®(p/2)

where [7]

ki3
= 2_@ ,
and the coordinates 7, ¢ defined in (3.2). The Euclidean continuation of the non-linear
sigma model constructed using is the H3 counterpart of encountered previously
for the free compact boson.

€ (3.34)

We have set B =0 at p =0 in (3.31)) and (3.33|) by shifting the constant part which does
not affect H = dB. [[¥]

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

21y 2

t==T,  y=-10. (3.35)

The relative minus sign is a consequence of the fact that we work in the branch where [; < 0,
ly > 0, and l3 =1 in 330

Another feature that is manifest in and 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/d¢. 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 p limit whereas in the large p limit, the geometry approaches a linear

dilaton geometry R; X R, x S' where p is the linear dilaton coordinate. The undeformed

1"The ¢ < 0 deformation is obtained by a vector gauging in the J3, Js direction instead of the axial one in

623,65
]

[his is also required by gauge invariance (see footnote .
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limit {; — 0 is such that the large p asymptotics becomes AdSs3. In the maximally deformed
lo — 0 limit, the target space geometry becomes that of Lorentzian “time” times Euclidean
cigar, R; x (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 6, = 0 = 0
gauge is more convenient for taking the [ — 0 limit where the sigma model approaches the

R, x (SL(2, R)/U(1)) limit.

We can also see that because of and the fact that ¢ is 27 periodic, y must have
periodicity y ~ y + 27 R, where
R, =2 (3.36)
h
One can easily understand this periodicity of y as the consequence of the fact that large
gauge transformations of the form
1 1

Az, 2) = ——21, M(z,z) = A (3.37)
1

where z; is defined in (2.6]), which shifts ¢ — ¢+ 27, also shifts y — y —4xl;*. For (3.37) to
be a consistent large gauge transformation, the periodicity of the y coordinate is constrained
to (13.36)).

Another feature that can easily be extracted from the ¢t = y = 0 gauge fixed sigma model
with A and B integrated out is that in the small /; expansion with ([3.29)) imposed, the sigma

model (3.33]) has the form
27T£def = 27T£SL(2,R) — Z%J?,jg + ... (338)

and as such it establishes near the /; = 0 undeformed limit that this exactly marginal
deformation is generated by the Js.Js deformation.m This is precisely analogous to the
observation that the action shifted by 2.J,.J, in the scalar case (2.23). @

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 Js.J5 deformed Hy 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)

“Indeed, (3.33) was obtained by J3.J3 deformation of SL(2, R) [35].
20 As before, J3.J3 deformation in the opposite direction of (3.38)) is obtained by a vector instead of an axial

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

3. Compute the worldsheet torus partition function of Js.J5 deformed Hs, Zdel Hs (B, ;7,7 1y).

compact

This quantity will depend on the worldsheet moduli (7, 7), the spacetime moduli 8 and

1, and the deformation parameter [;.

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 [; = 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 [; =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 J3.J; deformed SL(2, R) theory

In this subsection, we enumerate the operators of the gauged sigma model where the
target space has a Lorentzian signature with a non-compact time coordinate. To do this, it
is convenient to work in the A = B = 0 gauge. This gauge will cause the SL(2, R) sector, the
t, and the y sector in 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 A(z, z) and
M (z, z) 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%i’lfﬂe—ZEtt‘f'ZPLyL +iPryYR ’ (3.40)

where V,ﬂ;;’fn 1} is the vertex operator in the SL(2, R) sector,

n wy, R
Pop=-"2L4+1Y2 3.41
LvR Ry 2 7 ( )

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

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

With the proper condition (3.36]) on the periodicity of the y coordinate, the large gauge
transformation (3.37) shifts (w, w,) = (w+1,w, + 1) keeping w — w, fixed. We can use this

gauge freedom to set w, = 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 A and M. This then imposes
a constraint

k n
0 = [ <m+§w) +Z2Et+R_Zv

k n
0 = [ (m + 5w) + LE, — R—yy , (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 A = B = 0 partial

gauge choice will cancel two towers of oscillator modes coming from the ¢ and y sectors. So
we only need to consider the descendent of V,,Jfffh in D for the full theory.

The constraints implies that we can solve for (£, n,) and parameterize the opera-
tors by (m,m), or solve for (m,m) and parameterize the operators by (£, n,). This choice
is another manifestation of gauge choice which leads to target space geometries and
. 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,m) that is dressed by plane wave

operator e~ FHPLu+PrYR Qo its dimensions are

E2 P2
A = At 1L
A= Ag—L+-E. 3.43
0" + 9 (3.43)
Recalling that the charges are constrained by (3.42), we arrive at
A = Aot o =T = o+ ?
0 ] 0 0 8[% 0 0 y
A ALl e B o
A = Ao+ =(o—Jo)" — 5500 +o)” (3.44)
8 815

where (Ao, Ao, jo, jo) 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 J which we construct as follows.

Let’s define

J =nrds+radi +r3dy J =113+ rod — 13, . (3.45)
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In the gauge where we set w, = 0, the J and J charges respectively read

. k n - _ k n
j=n (m+§w>+T2Et+7’3R—Z, j=rn (m+§w>+r2Et—r3R—Z. (3.46)

Using ((3.42)) to eliminate E; and n, in terms of m and m, plugging it into (3.46)) and imposing

the orthogonality condition

k
J(2)T(0) ~0 = §l17“1 +lory —lgrs =0, (3.47)

and a normalization convention

kp2 4 p2 2 k1
IJ@)I0) =——F—"=-05, (3.48)
leads to .
j+JT:E(jO + o) , i =i =la(jo —jo) - (3.49)

Here, (3.48) is one arbitrary convention for establishing the normalization of J and 7.

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

eigenvalues j and j, their linear combinations

. Y . o . v 1 . S

jo +jo=1la(i +j) , JO_]OZE(]_J) ; (3.50)
are the charges with respect to the manifest isometries d/d7 and d/d¢. In other words, by
combining the holomorphic and anti-holomorphic currents 7 and 7, we can construct the
Noether current associated with d/dT and d/d¢ for the deformed theory" 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 J is a strong statement that may prove useful for extracting more information
about this CFT. To address the problem stated in section , the relation (3.50]) relating
charges associated with the isometry generators, d/d7 and d/d¢, and the holomorphic-

antiholomorphic generators, J and 7, 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,3), (jo,jo) are not charges of holomorphic and anti-holomorphic currents of the deformed

theory. Nonetheless, jo +jo = l2(j +j) constitutes the charge of a non-holomorphic Noether current d/d7.
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operators of the gauge sigma model (3.26)):

12 - [? -
A = A 10 T2 4o T \2
0+ 3 (Jo — jo) 312 (Jo +o)” ,
A A l% LT N2 l% R
= Ao+ g(lo —jo)” — 8_@(10 +j0)” (3.51)

jo+io = li(J'JrJT) :

jo—jo = Z_(J_D 7
2

where (Ag, Ao, jo, jo) 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 J;J; deformation as a kernel

In this subsection, we formulate the partition function of the J3.J; deformed CFT as an
integral kernel of the undeformed CFT for the SL(2, R) model generalizing the previous
statement (2.41]) for the ¢ = 1 model.

Consider a Boltzmann factor for a state in the undeformed SL(2, R) model
exp [2mi(T(Ag + N — ¢/24) — T(Ag + N — ¢/24)) + 2mi&jo — 2mi&jo] - (3.52)

This is a Boltzmann factor in the worldsheet sense, where (7,7) encodes the temperature
and the twist of the worldsheet theory, and (£, €) are the chemical potential for charges j,
and jo. The quantities (Ag, Ag,jo,jo) are as is given in . 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.@
Consider an integral transform of (3.52)) of the form

/ dg dg 1y o~ TH(E—E)2/2ms —mtE o1}

T2 l% .
exp [2mi(T(Ao + N — ¢/24) — 7(Ao + N — ¢/24)) + 2mi&jo — 2mi€jo)
= exp [2mi(T(A+ N —¢/24) = 7(A + N — ¢/24))] . (3.53)

22We present a separate argument motivating the form of the kernel for 1D in Appendix A.

30



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 J.J 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 (¢, ) integral which is Gaussian and can be done in closed form.

The fact that the result of the (¢, ) integral given in the last line of (3.53)) is also in the
Boltzmann form is quite non-trivial by itself. The values of A and A 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 H; 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 J5.Js
deformed model. On the other hand, the problem we posed in section is to derive the J5.J5
deformation of the Euclidean compactified H3 model. Fortunately, we can follow the same
folding/unfolding procedure used in section . The main idea is that the partition function
on compactified Euclidean Hs is related to the partition function of Lorentzian decompactified

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

One important difference between the compact scalar in section 2.3] and Hj is that in
Hj, there are two isometries d/dx and d/d¢. The ¢ coordinate is 27 periodic. The fold-
ing/unfolding trick only involves the = coordinate, but there is one more data that parame-

terizes the twist in the ¢ 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 (z, ¢) coordinates)

(B +if), and (uf —if) . (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 ]

H = |n;(g7")"n; + Zm’(g —bg~'b)yym? + mby (g7 ) n; | (3.55)

BEquation (3.55) is in the convention that o’ = 2 whereas (2.4.1) of [36] was in the convention that o’ = 1.
As such, g = 2G and b = 2B.
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with
1 L (0
g = Bu Bzng“Q 5 b=1 Bbo 6 5 (356)
27 42 T
and i,j = 1,2. Here, (ny,m2) are the winding numbers of the worldsheet torus mapping

onto the Euclideanized time coordinate. If one Poisson resumes ns to ws and then set
(wq,m2) = (1,0), and then integrate in Fr as was done in (2.51)), we obtain

1
27T7'2H = 27TT2 (n% + me) + Zﬁ,unl — 27TT2E3— + B(ET + boml) . (357)

Although this analysis was for the case where target space T? is a decoupled sector of the
worldsheet theory, this property should continue to hold if the T2 is warped as in the case
for AdSs (3.3) and its deformation (3.33)).

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

,7,6,6)

727‘(‘7’2(A0+Ao+N+N70/12)+2ﬂ'iT1 (A0750+N7N)7,BET77;/L5Z

\]

1 H.
34%(

(]

e

6—27TT2(A0+50+N+N—6/12)+27”'71(Ao—Ao-f-N—N)+Wi(§—5)(io+§0)—ﬂi(f+5)(1'0—170) ’ (3.58)

I
&
M@
&
™
w

states

and
1 def Hs — -
BZ(LO) (T7Ta€7£)
_ Z e—27r7-2(A+A+N+N—c/12)+2m’n(A—A—i—N—N)—BET—iu,Bl
states
_ Z 22 (A+ AN+ N —c/12)42mims (A=At N =N)+mi(§=€) (o+jo)~mi(E-+€) Go—jo) (3.59)
states
with
omE = Bpu+if,  2mE=pp—iB. (3.60)

We are also using the fact that
jo+io=Er , jo—jo=m—-m=leZ, (3.61)

are the charges (3.13)) associated with d/d7T and d/d¢. The normalization of (3.60|) differs
by a factor of 2 compared to (2.57) because jy + jo is normalized differently betweeen (3.61])
and (2.62). Note that the energy E, in (3.40) is the charge associated with the isometry
generator d/dt and is relateded to E7 defined in (3.61]) via the dictionary

Iy 1

1 . e . -
y2—l2E7— = _ET = —(]o + ]0) =) +] . (362)

R,E, = —R
vt lo Iy
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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 ngo) (7,7,€,€) or Zzil'ié)Hi” (7,7, €, €) in section
[, 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 Ay and Ay whereas the other has A and A.

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

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 Z(Ifb) can be inferred from (3.21

B(k o 2)1/2 67(k72)ﬂ2/47r7'2

2my/T 102(r, —i(B — iuB) /2m)? (3.63)

Zg?o)(ﬁu w7, 7_-) =

2. Z(df’{))H * can be inferred from Z (Iigo) using the integral transform

1,4 =
BZ(dLé)H:a (7—7 T, g) €a ll)
déo déy 3 £z 1 _
— / &7)_2 €0 Z_Zeﬂ((f—éo)—(ﬁ—§0)2/7’2e—W(E—Eo)(ﬁ—SO)/Tzl%Bz{lf?o)(,r’ 7, &, 60) 7
1

(3.64)

where 3, p, &, and € are related according to ([3.60))
21€ = Bu +1if 2m€ = B — i . (3.65)

This is what was discussed in section [3.5

3. 7%l s can be obtained from Z(d e/ Hs by applying (2.48

compact 1 70)

e _ 1 4 -
Zighpoc BT 1) = D07 —Zh M (m, s Ar R a) (3.66)
m A

This is what was discussed in section |3.6| and then summing over the modular images
generated by the action of A € SL(2,7)/Z and m.
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/]\
ZHs (1.7, 6,6) = Z% (1. 7,6,€)

compact compact

~—

Figure 2: Chain of connections relating ngnpact(ﬁ 7,&,€) and Zj;fwfjgt(r, 7,€,€). This is the

Hj; 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 Hj 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

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 J3.J;3 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 § = 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 in the rest of this

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

4 String theory on (J3.J; deformed AdSs;) x N

In this section, we discuss various physical spacetime features of J3.J3 deformed SL(2, R)
and Hj 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 Hj 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; x N with NSNS flux is the
existence of long strings [3 4]. At the semi-classical level (i.e. kK — 00), one can understand
these objects by considering the embedding of strings winding the periodic ¢ coordinate at
some fixed p. 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,
1 2w
Uers(p) = g/ dp (|wl\/=977966 — wBTs) (4.1)
0

approaches a constant value in the large p limit for w > 1. This feature is unique to AdSs.
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 J3.J; deformed target spacetime
. Since only the AdSs; part of the spacetime is deformed and N is factorized, we
only need the information contained in or . These two background geometries
are related by a coordinate transformation , so they contain the same information.
We choose to compute the energy in ¢ coordinate in units of R, which is natural in (3.31])

coordinate system

obe R 2Ry 1
R,EY = el y,/ dy (‘w‘\/ —YttGyy — U)Bty) = o (lw] = lw) | (4.2)
ma! J, pmo 2A
where we recall (3.62)
[ 1 . - -
RyE, = —Ry—~Er = —FEr=—(io+j0) =i+ , (4.3)
2l lo lo
are various equivalent ways of parameterizing the energy, and
1 o
=_l=— 4.4
2 1 Ri ) ( )

is a convenient parameterization of the deformation parameter.

In figure {3a and [3b, we plot R,Er "% (p) 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 AdSs continues to exist as J3.J5 deformation is turned on. Perhaps more interesting is the
observation that in the J3.J; deformed theory, the long string exists also for w = —1, but the
value of R,E"(p = oo) goes to infinity in the undeformed limit. This implies that long
strings exist with both positive and negative winding in the J3.J; deformed theories, but the
ones with negative winding become infinitely massive and decouple in the AdS3 limit (see
also [§]). This is not unexpected because in the cigar limit I, — 0, long strings exist with

both positive and negative windings.
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Figure 3: R,EY(p) as a function of p for a long string with winding (a) w = 1 and (b)

w = —1. The red line is the undeformed AdSs3 limit. The blue lines are for increasing
values of the J3.J5 deformation parameter \. The w = —1 states become infinitely massive
and decouple in the AdS3 limit, but do have finite energy in the large p limit for any finite

deformation.
4.2 Comment on constant By,

In this subsection, we will briefly discuss the issue of the possibility of adding a constant
By, = By(p = 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 ny will, however, modify by an amount proportional to w.
In other words, B?y 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 AdSs.
We will in fact argue that the natural value for By, is zero as follows. From the spacetime
point of view, p = 0 is not a special point. It is simply the origin of a local polar coordinate
system parameterized by p and y. A non-vanishing B, would then imply that there is a
non-vanishing H ~ §2(p)dt A dy A dp NSNS 3-form field strength. ﬁ 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 AdSs limit, the condition on By, that [3§] found to be
natural (see between (2.11) and (2.12) in [38]) is in agreement with setting By, to zero. [’] In

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

empty AdSs and its deformation considered in this paper shouldn’t have.
251t 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 [I4].

To avoid introducing a singular three-form H-field strength at p = 0, we set B?y = 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 By, = 0. m

4.3 Spectrum of string states

In this subsection, we will describe the spectrum of closed string states that arises upon Js.J5
deforming the AdSs; x N spacetime. In AdS3 x 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
A+N+h=1, A+N+h=1, (4.5)

where A and A is what we worked out in and is explicitly dependent on the deforma-
tion parameter [;. (N, N) are the oscillator number in the SL(2, R) sector. The oscillator
number in A is contained in the internal-space scaling dimensions (h, k). Here, we are work-
ing in bosonic string theory so that cy = 26 — cgr2,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 when

necessary.

4.3.1 Continuum States

The tracking of continuum states under the Js.J5 deformation is a bit easier. We begin by
recalling that on AdSs x N, continuous states correspond to a state created by a product
vertex operator (3.8)) and a vertex operator of N, with

1
j=gtis,  m=atn, m=a+tn. (4.6)

As such, the continuum states are labeled by continuous parameters s, a, and integer pa-
rameters w, n, 7, N, and N, 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
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Upon J3J3 deformation of AdS; x 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
A~A+N-N+h—h=0, (4.7)

leads to constraints on discrete data w, n, 7, N, N, and h — h. This constraint turns out to

be insensitive to the J3.J5 deformation. The sum, on the other hand, leads to the constraint
A+A+N+N+h+h=2. (4.8)

We can use this constraint to fix, for instance, the continuous parameter « in terms of the
rest of the data.

We focus on energy
RE =j+]. (4.9)

Recall that [; is negative, so F; is positive, . One can compute the energy of a state
satisfying the Virasoro constraint by solving and substituting it into j as is given in
,. This will lead to a somewhat complicated expression but can be made to
look simple by doing the following. First, note that in the I; — 0 limit, the complicated

expression reduces to

1 2 —1)  kw? ] ]
Rﬁﬁzz(—jg_2W+§’+N+N+h+h—@. (4.10)

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

one obtains

w? w(R,E? — kw/2 ~ low
RyEt:\/W—f— (yt)\ /)+(n—n)2—;—)\.

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

(4.11)

deformed CFT [I0, 1I] 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 I and the second term in
parentheses inside the square root. The difference can be attributed to an additive shift in

energy

1-1
&ﬂ%%a+L7ﬁ?
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

(4.12)

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 A, 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

k
R,E" > 7“’ . (4.13)
When this bound is saturated, the deformed spectrum is
1
R,E; = 5(|w| — lyw) = R, Ereshold (4.14)

This is exactly what was found in (4.2)). In other words, we found that
Eihreshold — pprobe 5 — o) (4.15)
4.3.2 Discrete States

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

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

m=t(n),  m=t(in), (116)
and . b1
i< = 4.1
5 SIS 5 (4.17)

where n and n are non-negative integers. The signs £ correspond to the contributions from
states in D;-—L X Dj.: 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 h are also bounded. In the AdSs limit, this bound is given in (81) of [2].

With the J3.J; 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 [y — 0 limit
where the geometry becomes R; X cigar where cigar = SL(2, R)/U(1). In that limit, we

recover

Ty T r_2 T

+

) 2 o 9

m*
2
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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. [; — 0) however, one trivially obtains the well-known
spectrum of discrete states of AdS; x N as obtained in (78) of [2].

The general picture that emerges from these analyses is that as the deformation parameter
[y 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) x N string theory

Zdeng

In the final subsection, we will consider the embedding of partition function Z,,,q.

, obtained

in section [3.7]into critical string theory.

4.4.1 Spectral Decomposition of ng“o)

It is actually convenient to go back to Zg30) in (3.63). Just like in the ¢ = 1 case (|2.56), one

expects to write Zg%) for the case of Hj considered in [5] in the spectrally decomposed form

as follows

1 3 _
BZ(}{?O) <T7 T, 57 5) ll)

= Z d(N,N,w) (4.19)

n,n,N,N w

(k-1)/2 o .
/ dj 6727T72(A0+A0+N+N70/12)(j,n,’ﬁ,w)+2ﬂ'iT1 (N—=N—nw+nw)—pB(2j+n+n)—ifu(n—n)
1/2
1
. 0o s /’ o p(s m m)e—Qﬂ'Tg (Ao+Aog+N+N—c/12)(s,0,n,f,w)+2miTy (N—N—nw+ﬁw)—ﬁ(2a+n+ﬁ)—iﬁu(n—ﬁ)) )
0 0

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, p(s,m,m) 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 Hs.
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 What one can do however is to combine Z(dfo) Hs with

2TThe closest thing we found in the literature is [41] for just the discrete states.
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ZN for some CFT N and Z9'°t and compute

el (5o = / deT;Z{f3o< B, 1) 2N (r, 7) 250 (7, 7) | (4.20)

for both and (4.19). The calculation using was done in [5]. The fact that
the calculation using gives the same answer for arbitrary N is a strong constraint
that makes it essentially certain that and 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;-“ X D;-“ component of 5530) (B, ). We start by writing

1_ isc drdr (k=1)/
E:gﬁo)d (8, 1) :/ —2 >y / D(N, N, h, h,w) (4.21)

T2 AN Nk 12
—2772((Ao+2A0) (4,n,7,w)+N+N-+h+h—2)+2mits (h—h+N—N—nw+aw)—B(2j+n+n)—iBu(n—n)

e
Just as in the ¢ = 1 case, the degeneracy factor d(N, N,w) and D(N, N,w) are slightly
different because of the contribution of Z9m°(7 7). We now implement the same trick as in
the ¢ = 1 case of introducing auxiliary variables y and z to facilitate evaluating the (7, 7)

integrals. That is, we write

(k— 1)/2
%Eg?o)dwc » /dy dZ/ dridry Z / N N h h w) iz(y—j)

n,n,N,N,w,h,h
—27172((Ao+A0) (y,n,7,w)+N+N-+h+h—2)+271it (h—h+N—N—nw+nw)— ﬁ(2j+n+ﬁ)—zﬂu(n—ﬁ(4 22)

e

At this point, the y and the (7, 7) integral can be done in closed form, leading to

1—~ 3 disc \T 7
B‘:g?())d (@M) = Z D<N7N?h7h7w>
n,7,N,N,w,h,h
(k—1)/2
/ it [ 92 2T sitnn)-isun-m-iz0) (4.23)
1/2 i) 2w —iz ) _ ’
h—h+N—N —nw+nw=0
where
. o (k=2)w 1 1 1
f(j)=j+%—§—\/Z—(k:—Q)(h—1~I—N—nw—§w(w+1)) : (4.24)
The z integral then leads to
1 - isc = -
5 Bl Bm) = Y. D(N,N,hh,w)
n,7,N,N,w,h,h

41



(k—1)/2
/ dj Qle B(2j+n+n)—ifu(n—"n) @(f(]))
1/2 t

= > D(N,N, hh,w)

n,7,N,N,w,h,h

(k=1)/2
/ dj zlefﬁ(2j+n+ﬁ)fiﬁu(nfﬁ)5(f(j))
1/2 i B

h—h+N—N —nw+nw=0

(4.25)

h—h+N—N —nw+nw=0
where we used integration by parts in the last line.

The function f(7) 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 AdSs;. 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 .

Similar analysis can be done for the states in D x D 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 (7, 7), followed by z.

This leads to an expression

1
—~H3 cont(ﬁ7 ) — 1 Z D(N,N,}%h;w)

5 nnNNwhh
[ ds/ das pls, m, m)e=resm=i O ) o am)
with
R ] (T

The condition that f(a) = 0 is equivalent to the Virasoro constraint
Ag+Ag+N+N+h+h—-2=0, (4.28)

with

m=a+n, m=a+n. (4.29)
Integrating out « + n keeping n — n = [ fixed, we arrive at

~H3 cont(ﬁ7 ) (430)

QIH

- 5 Z D<N7N;w)/ ds,o(s7m)m)e—ﬂ(2a+n+ﬁ)—w#z |
! 0

I,N,N w,h,h h—h+N—N—nw+aw=0, f (a)=0

which again is in agreement with (3.23) including ((3.24)) and ( -
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So far we only focused on (m,n) = (1, 0) sector but because of the fact that we integrated
over § instead of F, the sum over A in and 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 J;.J; deformed AdS; x N

Once the spectral decomposition (4.19)) of Z (171[,30) (7,7, 3, B) is understood, it is straightforward

to extend the analysis for the Js.J5 deformed theory using the results of section . We can

immediately conclude that

gﬁﬁ%ﬁrggh)
= Y d(N.N,w) (4.31)

n,n,N,N ,w

k—1)/2
</( )/ d] e—?ﬂ'rg(A+A+N+J\_/—c/12)(j,n,ﬁ,w)—i—?wi’rl(N—N—nw—i—ﬁw)—ﬁ(?j-‘,—n—i—ﬁ)—iﬁul

Y

/ ds / dov ;0 ) 2773 (A+A+N+N—c/12)(s,a,n,7,w)+27iT) (N —N — nw+ﬁw)6(2a+n+ﬁ)iﬁpl)

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

From this, we can calculate the one-loop string amplitude of the J3.J5 deformed AdSs; x N
theory by integrating out (7,7) as was done in section 4.4.1 The result of the analysis is

dridT:
:def 1472 def H3 7N 08
E10)(B 1 5/ 2 Zioy 2 Z9host
1 oo ,
= — D(h,h, N, N,w) ZefﬂET 15“14_/ dsp(s)eﬁET(S)lﬁul] , (4.32)
ﬁ h,h,N,N,w n,n 0
with
1
p(s) = ——loge (4.33)
T
L—log D —is+m— 204 —is —m+ 52)
2mi ds T +is+m— "2 +is—m+2) )’
and
1 1 _ 1 1
m(s) = 5 (Er(s) +1) = 3 (LRyE(s)+1) , m(s)= 3 (Er(s) —1) = 3 (LRyEy(s) — 1)
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The divergent piece, loge, is an IR regulator whose origin can be traced back to the infinite
volume of the throat region of the spacetime geometry. E7 and E; are energies conjugate to
coordinates 7 and t introduced in section and are related by . The spectrum E7 or
equivalently F; and [ in will solve the deformed Virasoro constraint following the
argument of section and as such will automatically agree with the on-shell spectrum
presented in and for the continuous states and section for the discrete
states. The density of states depends on the deformation parameter through and the
Virasoro constraint. The density of state naturally interpolates between the known results
for AdSs x N of [B] and R; x (SL(2, R)/U(1)) x 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]

1 Ao ddyau
= — [ —loge? + — — w2t )
pLs) 2w ( oge T+ ds ds )

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

(4.35)

encodes the operator relation
VOl n,ﬁ(s) = R(S)Va n,ﬁ<_5> 5 (436)

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 [3], and an analytic expression for
R(s) = ®) | (4.37)

and 0yqu(s) for AdSs 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 , 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 and the deformed Virasoro constraints . Imposing
these constraints in the reflection coefficient and substituting it in reproduces

with (T3).

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 (7, ¢) 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. E7, Fy, elc.), temperature (3, and
chemical potential u, 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 p, is

k(14 ¢)

ds® =

k
(—1igd7ﬂ+d¢2) ... = —<1;€)(—l§d7”2 Fde?) ... . (4.38)

That is, the T coordinate gets stretched relative to the ¢ coordinate by a factor of l5. This
is precisely analogous to what we saw in (2.23)) in the ¢ = 1 model.

The field theory dual to the undeformed and deformed AdSs (Hj) background is Lorentz
(rotationally) invariant in the decompactified limit. Therefore from the spacetime/boundary

theory point of view, a natural set of coordinates is (7~', ¢), where

So that the metric (4.38) becomes
k(1 -
ds? = m(—dTQ +d¢?) + ... . (4.40)

These are the natural dimensionless coordinates to impose the periodicity condition. The
periodicity of ¢ is set to 27. The periodicity fo T is

B=1bps. (4.41)
It is also natural to define fi such that
= BT’M : (4.42)
B

In these sets of coordinates and moduli parameters, a null geodesic at the boundary is
T = +¢, and ,&BN + zB is the complex structure in the Euclidean (Z, ¢) coordinates where
i = —iT. Just like in (2.27), we can express the partition function in terms of (3, ) or
(~, fi), but unlike in , one can not absorb the J3J; deformation by these rescalings.

It is also worth noting that (72, ¢) coordinate stays finite and regular as one interpolates
between the AdS3; and the R; x cigar limits.

The only issue with this coordinate system is that if we define the J3.J; deformation as
we did in section [3.3] then B = [y varies with the deformation since the deformation keeps
B constant. This of course is another manifestation of . Here, [ is the periodicity of
coordinate x defined in , and f 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 Js;.J; deformed com-
pactified Hs, Z% H3 (3 1.7 7. 1;), and arrived at expression |D The key ingredient

compact

we developed to make this computation possible is the kernel relation (3.64]) and our result

manifestly recover the partition function ngnpact

(B, ; T, 7) obtained in [5] in the undeformed
limit.

Zdef H3

The sequence of steps taken in this article to compute Z ;. gt

(B, p; 7,7, 1y) is rather long,
involving the use of folding/unfolding trick, spectral decomposition of Z(Ifo) (B, p; 7, 7), and
the application of the kernel formula. To better illustrate the sequence of steps, we prepared

a flow chart summarizing the procedure in figure[dl Figure[d]is the extended version of figure
. In figure , 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
and . As was explained in section , the equivalence of and is argued
on the basis that they both lead to for arbitrary choice of N. The spectrally decom-
posed expression (4.19]) is well suited to apply the kernel . The fact that the spectral
decomposition of the deformed theory leads to a sensibly normalized expression (4.32)
for E?f f)) (B, 11, 11) 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 [ 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 Hs x N, acting on it by the kernel, and then evaluating the 7,7 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 is the thermal partition function of SL(2, R) WZW CFT deformed by
exactly marginal J3.J3 operator. From the SL(2, R) CFT point of view, such a deformation
is similar to 77 and JT 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 AdSs x N, which further

can be interpreted as an irrelevant deformation of a boundary CF'T in a holographic sense.
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Z8 BT, 7) B21) | | 2B T) B63) | N

compact

= (B,m) (323

/

Spectral Representation

(E.19)

| s

Deformed Spectral Rep-

resentation (4.31))
N\

| =t (3, ly) (£32

z%l s (5 e, 700) (3.66) | ¢ Zdleg)HS(ﬁ w7, 7, 1) (3.64

compact

Figure 4: Flow chart for computing Zcoépfgt(ﬁ, Ww; T, T,11) in terms of ngnpact(ﬁ, w; 7, 7). 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 Hjs into
critical string theory Hz x N. The double arrow {} is where the kernel implementing
the J3J; deformation is applied. The blue arrow relating and 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 . 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 (¢,€). While the deformed partition
function derived using does involve integral over (£, &), it also involves an in-
tegral over (7,7) which is an auxiliary parameter from the point of view of the spacetime
theory. The fact that the smearing function depends at all on (7,7) is an indication
that the deformation is not interpretable as the strict smearing of the spacetime moduli

parameter (&, &).

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 and , we
see that both the spectrum E7(s) or equivalently F(s) and the density of states p(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 . In , there are terms proportional to log(e) and terms that are
independent of €. For small ¢, it is the log(e) term that dominates. The log(e) term captures
the physics of continuum strings living in a volume of order log(€) near the boundary of the
deformed AdSs geometry. This term is such that the density of the state is independent of the
deformation. The finite term in and the contribution from the discrete states in (4.32])
are of order €’ and are subleading to the log(e) term. These € 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(e) 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(€) in the partition function of string theory on Hz x N are

interpretable as having a symmetric product structure, and

2. The deformation of the terms proportional to log € by .J5.J5 deformation behaves exactly
as the single-trace 7T 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 ¢ — 0 limit,

where ¢ 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(€) states and removes
the discrete states is the large p asymptotic limit of (3.33)),

1 ~
i = M1t ;5) (—dT? + d¢?) + %dpQ ,
WIte -
B — %d’f/\ do , (5.1)
= —g + 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 T defined in (14.39).

The long string spectrum can be constructed with just the data available from string theory
in the background (5.1]), as explained in [14].
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A Kernel formula for the SL(2, R) sigma model

In the body of this article, we derived the kernel (2.59) for the .J,.J, 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 A = Ay and B = By are constants. This
will lead to

2L
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= g (8p3p - 80L<50L + 2l1f_10) - (89}{ + 2[130)503 — 2(8(93 + llBo)(éeL + lle) COShp

(90,90, — aeLéeR))
—(0tOt — 21y ByOt — 21y Ag0t + 213 By Ay)

along with a Faddeev-Popov determinant. We can now integrate out ¢ and y which will

cancel the above-mentioned Faddeev-Popov determinant leading to

2L = g (apap — 001,(001, + 21, Ag) — (00R + 21, By)00r
—2(00g + 1, By) (00, + 1, Ag) cosh p — 212 By Ay
(00300, — aeLaeR))
—412By Ay . (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
Z5MCR (1 7. By, Ao)

minimal

k - _ _
= /[Dp] [DO,][DOR] exp [_E (0p(9p —00.,(00, + 211 Ag) — (00r + 211 By)00r

— 2(89}2 + llBo)(éeL + llgo) COSh,O - 2[%30140 — (89359L - 86L59R)):| (A3)

It is then natural to expect that the relation analogous to (12.306|)

Z2HR) (17 By, Ao) = Z25 P (1,7, By, Ag)em™ el (Bo=Ao)? o= dnkraBodo (A.4)

minimal cft
would hold. Here, Zf}Lt(z’R), 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 [2f and we will arrive at (3.53]).

The statement of 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.
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