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Abstract We give a lightning introduction to critical string theory, including the 26-
dimensional bosonic string, the 10-dimensional superstrings and heterotic strings
with and without spacetime supersymmetry. We also discuss open strings and D-
branes, as well as the orientifold constructions, in ten dimensions.
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1 Motivating String Theory

String theory is currently regarded as a most promising framework in which quantum
gravity is unified with gauge interactions and matter. Its origins can be traced back
to the seminal work of Veneziano [1], who proposed the simple expression

𝐴(𝑠, 𝑡, 𝑢) = 𝐵(−𝛼(𝑠),−𝛼(𝑡)) + 𝐵(−𝛼(𝑠),−𝛼(𝑢)) + 𝐵(−𝛼(𝑡),−𝛼(𝑢)) , (1)

for a relativistic 2 → 2 amplitude obeying the requirements of Regge trajectories
and high-energy behaviour along with crossing symmetry, in order to account for
the large amount of experimental data on hadronic resonances produced throughout
the ’60s. 𝐵(−𝛼(𝑠),−𝛼(𝑡)) is the Euler beta function with 𝛼(𝑧) = 𝛼′𝑧 + 𝛼0, clearly
symmetric under the exchange of its arguments, which guarantees the full 𝑠 ↔ 𝑡 ↔ 𝑢

crossing symmetry in (1), where 𝑠, 𝑡, 𝑢 are the familiar Mandelstam variables. Using
standard properties of the Euler gamma function, it follows that 𝐵(−𝛼(𝑠),−𝛼(𝑡))
has an infinite number of equally spaced poles at 𝑡 = (𝑛 − 𝛼0)/𝛼′, 𝑛 = 0, 1, 2, . . .,
with residues that are order-𝑛 polynomials in 𝑠. This incorporates the linearly rising
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Regge trajectories
𝑚2 = (𝐽 − 𝛼0)/𝛼′ , (2)

observed in many hadronic resonances, where 𝐽 = 𝑛 is the maximal spin of the
particle exchanged in the 𝑡 channel, and a similar behaviour is clearly present in
the 𝑠 and 𝑢 channels. Experimental fits required the Regge slope 𝛼′ to be of order
𝛼′ ∼ 1 GeV−2, while the Regge intercept 𝛼0 was left undetermined. Subsequent
works dealing with unitarity and the absence of ghosts, led to no-ghost theorems
fixing 𝛼0 = 1 and the dimension of spacetime to 𝐷 = 26.

In the high energy regime, the Stirling formula implies the asymptotic behaviour
∼ 𝑠𝛼(𝑡 ) for the beta function, valid in the Regge limit of large 𝑠 and fixed 𝑡. For
sufficiently negative 𝑡, the high energy behaviour of the Veneziano amplitude is thus
extremely soft, something which can only occur if an infinite number of particles are
exchanged in the 𝑡 channel. Similarly, the Veneziano amplitude at high energy and
fixed angle is exponentially suppressed ∼ 𝑓 (𝜃)−𝛼(𝑠) , with 𝑓 a given function of the
scattering angle 𝜃.

Soon after the work of the Veneziano, it was realised [2, 3, 4, 5] that the linear
Regge trajectory could be reproduced by the mechanical model of a vibrating quan-
tum string. In this framework, the interactions are no longer localised in spacetime,
which explains the softness of the high energy limit.

This extreme UV softness of the dual models emerging from (1), together with
their prediction of a massless spin-2 (hadronic) particle, and the surprising require-
ment for the dimensionality of spacetime, appeared to be incurable problems. The
discovery of quantum chromodynamics (QCD) as the correct theory of strong inter-
actions, eventually led to their demise.

Actually, the presence of a massless spin-2 particle, and the soft behaviour of the
dual models turned out to be a blessing in disguise when, thanks to the seminal work
of Yoneya [6, 7] and Scherk and Schwarz [8, 9], it was proposed that the models
of relativistic strings should rather be interpreted as a theory of quantum gravity,
with 𝛼′ now being related to the Planck scale. In this description, the apparently
“wrong” dimensionality of spacetime is no longer a problem, since spacetime be-
comes dynamical and can undergo a spontaneous compactification down to four
dimensions.

Ever since, string theory underwent a series of momentous developments which
contributed to sharpening our understanding of the subject and led to the many
diverse steps which eventually shaped it into its present form. The string section
of the handbook aims at giving an introduction to this exciting field, ranging from
formal aspects to phenomenological implications in particle physics and cosmology.

This chapter is organised as follows. In Section 2 we introduce the bosonic string,
its quantisation and discuss its light spectrum in some detail. The partition function
for closed bosonic strings is derived using the operatorial approach and its inter-
pretation in terms of the torus amplitude is given. In Section 3 we focus on the
salient properties of the conformal field theory living on the two-dimensional string
world-sheet, including the Virasoro algebra and the 𝑏, 𝑐 ghost system. In Section 4,
we discuss the path integral and BRST quantisation, the vertex operators for physical
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fields are derived and the structure of string perturbation theory is presented. Con-
formal invariance on a general background and the associated low-energy effective
action are briefly discussed. The Shapiro-Virasoro and Veneziano amplitudes are
derived in some detail, along with a path integral evaluation of the torus vacuum am-
plitude. Fermionic strings and their light-cone quantisation are presented in Section
5, with emphasis on modular invariance and the GSO projections, leading to the con-
struction of the ten-dimensional type IIA, IIB, 0A, 0B theories. We briefly comment
on the concept of orbifolds, within the context of constructing 0A, 0B from type
IIA, IIB superstrings. Heterotic strings are introduced in Section 6, along with their
ten-dimensional vacuum configurations with and without space-time supersymme-
try. Section 7 contains a discussion of open strings and their boundary conditions,
leading to the notion of D-branes. Their tensions and R-R charges are computed
by studying the corresponding cylinder (transverse channel) amplitudes. Finally,
the orientifold construction, involving orientifold planes and D-branes, is presented
in Section 8. The ten-dimensional Type I superstring and the Sugimoto vacuum,
together with the various orientifolds of type 0B superstrings are also discussed.

The topics outlined in this review clearly do not exhaust this very rich field, and
the style of the presentation reflects the authors’ idiosyncrasies and biases. Given the
lightning spirit of the exposition, the list of provided references is clearly incomplete
and we apologise in advance for the inevitable omissions. We warmly encourage the
interested reader to consult the many excellent books [10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17,
18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27] and reviews [28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36,
37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 45] available in the literature, many of which provide
detailed references to the original papers.

We also refer to the various other contributions to this handbook for an introduc-
tion to the tentacular developments and applications of string theory.

2 The Bosonic String

Consider a point-particle of mass 𝑚 freely moving in 𝐷-dimensional Minkowski
spacetime of signature (−, +, . . . , +). It traces a world-line 𝑥𝜇 (𝜏) parametrised by
the proper time 𝜏, whose invariant length 𝑑𝑠2 = −𝜂𝜇𝜈𝑑𝑥𝜇𝑑𝑥𝜈 is defined by the
Minkowski metric 𝜂𝜇𝜈 , where 𝜇, 𝜈 = 0, . . . , 𝐷 − 1. The dynamics is controlled by
the action

𝑆 = −𝑚
∫

𝑑𝑠 = −𝑚
∫

𝑑𝜏
√︁
−𝜂𝜇𝜈 ¤𝑥𝜇 ¤𝑥𝜈 , (3)

proportional to the invariant length of its world-line. For higher-dimensional objects,
the natural generalisation is in terms of an action proportional to the area of the
hypersurface traced by the object as it moves in spacetime. In the case of a string of
tension 𝑇 = 1/2𝜋𝛼′, the action reads

𝑆 = −𝑇
∫
Σ

𝑑𝜏𝑑𝜎

√︃
− det

(
𝜂𝜇𝜈𝜕𝑎𝑋

𝜇𝜕𝑏𝑋
𝜈
)
, (4)
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as proposed by Nambu and Goto. Here, 𝜏 and 𝜎 denote the proper time and the
proper length on the worldsheet Σ, which is embedded into spacetime by the maps
𝑋𝜇 (𝜏, 𝜎). Furthermore 𝜕𝑎, 𝑎 = 0, 1 denotes the partial derivatives with respect to 𝜏
and 𝜎 ∈ [0, 1], respectively. One of the main differences with the point-particle case
is the fact that strings come in two different topologies: they may be either open or
closed and, thus, require suitable periodicity or boundary conditions at 𝜎 = 0, 1.

Notice that the actions (3) and (4) are non-polynomial, which poses difficulties
for quantising the theories. The situation may be remedied by introducing new non-
dynamical auxiliary fields, which act as Lagrange multipliers and remove the square
roots. For the point particle, the new action reads

𝑆 =
1
2

∫
𝑑𝜏

(
𝑒−1𝜂𝜇𝜈 ¤𝑥𝜇 ¤𝑥𝜈 − 𝑒 𝑚2

)
. (5)

The equation of motion (e.o.m.) for the auxiliary field 𝑒 acts as the constraint
𝑒−2 𝜂𝜇𝜈 ¤𝑥𝜇 ¤𝑥𝜈 + 𝑚2 = 0, which one may solve for 𝑒 and plug back into the action to
recover (3). The constraint actually imposes the mass-shell condition 𝑝2 + 𝑚2 = 0,
which corresponds to the vanishing of the energy-momentum tensor of the one-
dimensional theory living on the world-line of the point-particle. This is so because
the 𝑒(𝜏) is naturally identified as the einbein on the world-line, making reparametri-
sation invariance manifest.

Following a similar route in the case of the string, one introduces the world-sheet
metric 𝑔𝑎𝑏 of signature (−, +), which plays the role of the Lagrange multipliers, and
the action

𝑆 = −𝑇
2

∫
Σ

𝑑2𝜎
√−𝑔 𝑔𝑎𝑏𝜕𝑎𝑋𝜇𝜕𝑏𝑋

𝜈 𝜂𝜇𝜈 , (6)

as proposed by Brink, di Vecchia, Howe [46] and Deser, Zumino [47], and known
as the Polyakov action. Also in this case, the e.o.m. for 𝑔𝑎𝑏 imposes the vanishing
of the two-dimensional energy-momentum tensor

𝑇𝑎𝑏 = − 2
𝑇

1
√−𝑔

𝛿𝑆

𝛿𝑔𝑎𝑏
= 𝜕𝑎𝑋

𝜇𝜕𝑏𝑋
𝜈 𝜂𝜇𝜈 −

1
2
𝑔𝑎𝑏𝑔

𝑐𝑑𝜕𝑐𝑋
𝜇𝜕𝑑𝑋

𝜈𝜂𝜇𝜈 = 0 . (7)

Again, solving the constraint and plugging it back into (6) reproduces (4). Whether
or not this equivalence persists at the quantum level is an open problem. In the
following, we shall take the Polyakov action as the starting point for the quantisation
of strings.

Aside from 𝐷-dimensional Poincaré symmetry and two-dimensional diffeomor-
phisms 𝜎𝑎 → 𝜎′𝑎 (𝜎), the Polyakov action has the remarkable property of being
invariant under Weyl rescaling of the two-dimensional metric, 𝑔𝑎𝑏 → 𝑒𝜔 (𝜎)𝑔𝑎𝑏,
which is reflected in the vanishing of the trace of the energy-momentum tensor,
𝑔𝑎𝑏𝑇𝑎𝑏 = 0. This is a special property of two-dimensional world-sheets which
plays a crucial role in the quantisation of the theory and singles out strings from
higher-dimensional objects.

We can employ two-dimensional reparametrisation invariance and Weyl rescaling
to locally gauge fix the world-sheet metric to 𝑔𝑎𝑏 = 𝜂𝑎𝑏, usually called the conformal
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gauge. With this choice, the e.o.m. for 𝑋𝜇 becomes simply the two-dimensional
d’Alembert equation, 𝜕+𝜕−𝑋 = 0, whose general solution 𝑋𝜇 (𝜏, 𝜎) = 𝑋

𝜇

𝐿
(𝜎+) +

𝑋
𝜇

𝑅
(𝜎−) is the superposition of left-moving waves 𝑋𝐿 and right-moving waves 𝑋𝑅,

with 𝜎± = 𝜏 ± 𝜎. The tracelessness of the energy-momentum tensor implies that
𝑇±∓ = 0, while

𝑇±± = 𝜕±𝑋
𝜇𝜕±𝑋

𝜈𝜂𝜇𝜈 . (8)

Its conservation then becomes 𝜕∓𝑇±± = 0, so that each component is separately
conserved.

In order to extract the e.o.m. from (6), one needs to specify appropriate periodicity
or boundary conditions. Closed strings clearly satisfy 𝑋𝜇 (𝜏, 𝜎 + 1) = 𝑋𝜇 (𝜏, 𝜎) so
that we can Fourier expand the solution as

𝑋
𝜇

𝐿
(𝜎+) = 1

2
𝑥
𝜇

0 + 𝜋𝛼′𝑝𝜇 𝜎+ + 𝑖
√︂
𝛼′

2

∑︁
𝑛≠0

𝛼
𝜇
𝑛

𝑛
𝑒−2𝜋𝑖𝑛𝜎+

,

𝑋
𝜇

𝑅
(𝜎−) = 1

2
𝑥
𝜇

0 + 𝜋𝛼′𝑝𝜇 𝜎− + 𝑖
√︂
𝛼′

2

∑︁
𝑛≠0

�̃�
𝜇
𝑛

𝑛
𝑒−2𝜋𝑖𝑛𝜎−

.

(9)

It is straightforward to see that 𝑥𝜇0 corresponds to the centre of mass position of
the string, which freely moves with momentum 𝑝𝜇. Furthermore, the reality of 𝑋𝜇

implies the relations 𝛼𝜇
−𝑛 = (𝛼𝜇

𝑛 )∗, and similarly for the right-moving coefficients.
In the case of open strings, the boundary term arising from the Polyakov action

is 𝛿𝑋𝜇𝜕𝜎𝑋𝜇 |𝜎=1
𝜎=0 = 0, and one has to distinguish among three inequivalent cases:

Neumann (N) boundary conditions 𝜕𝜎𝑋𝜇 = 0 at both endpoints, Dirichlet (D)
boundary conditions 𝜕𝜏𝑋𝜇 = 0 at both endpoints, or N boundary condition at one
endpoint and D on the other. In all cases, the left-moving waves are reflected into
the right-moving ones so that 𝑋𝜇

𝐿
and 𝑋𝜇

𝑅
are no longer independent, and

𝑋𝜇 (𝜎, 𝜏) = 𝑥𝜇0 + 2𝜋𝛼′𝑝𝜇 𝜏 + 𝑖
√

2𝛼′
∑︁
𝑛≠0

𝛼
𝜇
𝑛

𝑛
𝑒−𝑖 𝜋𝑛𝜏 cos(𝑛𝜋𝜎) , (10)

for NN boundary conditions. In the DD case, the solution reads

𝑋𝜇 (𝜎, 𝜏) = 𝑥𝜇0 + 𝛿𝜇 𝜎 +
√

2𝛼′
∑︁
𝑛≠0

𝛼
𝜇
𝑛

𝑛
𝑒−𝑖 𝜋𝑛𝜏 sin(𝑛𝜋𝜎) , (11)

which clearly shows that the centre of mass is no longer moving, while 𝑥𝜇0 and 𝑥𝜇0 +𝛿
𝜇

are the fixed positions of the two endpoints 𝜎 = 0, 1. In ND case there are no zero
modes, while the frequencies are half-integral.

In canonical quantisation, one imposes the equal-time commutator relation
[𝑋𝜇 (𝜏, 𝜎),Π𝜈 (𝜏, 𝜎′)] = 𝑖𝜂𝜇𝜈𝛿(𝜎 − 𝜎′) between the coordinates 𝑋𝜇 and their
conjugate momenta Π𝜈 = 𝜕𝜏𝑋

𝜈/2𝜋𝛼′. In terms of the Fourier coefficients, one finds

[𝛼𝜇
𝑚, 𝛼

𝜈
𝑛] = 𝑚 𝛿𝑚+𝑛 𝜂

𝜇𝜈 , [�̃�𝜇
𝑚, �̃�

𝜈
𝑛] = 𝑚 𝛿𝑚+𝑛 𝜂

𝜇𝜈 , [𝛼𝜇
𝑚, �̃�

𝜈
𝑛] = 0 , (12)
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that, together with the Hermiticity conditions 𝛼𝜇
−𝑛 = (𝛼𝜇

𝑛 )†, identifies them as
creation and annihilation operators for an infinite number of harmonic oscillators.
The naive construction of the Fock space is plagued by negative-norm states, akin to
the canonical quantisation of Maxwell theory. Indeed, ∥𝛼𝜇

−𝑛 |0⟩∥2 = 𝑛 𝜂𝜇𝜇 is negative
in the temporal direction. As in the Gupta-Bleuler procedure, these ghost-like states
are eliminated once the vanishing of the energy-momentum tensor is weakly imposed
on the physical spectrum. Actually, in string theory the construction of a ghost-free
spectrum is more subtle since 𝑇𝑎𝑏 has a quadratic dependence on the oscillators. A
careful though tedious analysis reveals that it is only possible in 𝐷 = 26 dimensions.

An alternative way of quantising the theory which avoids negative-norm states is
light-cone quantisation [48], that we shall now follow. The conservation of 𝑇𝑎𝑏
actually implies the existence of an infinite number of Noether charges, since
𝜕∓ ( 𝑓± (𝜎±)𝑇±±) = 0 for arbitrary functions 𝑓±. This suggests that the Polyakov
action in the conformal gauge enjoys infinite residual symmetries. In fact, a com-
bined action of Weyl rescaling 𝛿𝑔𝑎𝑏 = 𝜔 𝑔𝑎𝑏 and diffeomorphisms 𝛿𝜎± = 𝜉± can
leave the two-dimensional Minkowski metric invariant provided

𝜕∓𝜉
± = 0 and 𝜔 = −𝜕+𝜉+ − 𝜕−𝜉− . (13)

The finite transformations are then given by the arbitrary chiral reparametrisations
𝜎± → 𝜎′± (𝜎±), which implies 𝜏′ = 𝜎′+ (𝜎+)+𝜎′− (𝜎−) also satisfies the d’Alembert
equation. The light-cone quantisation identifies the proper time 𝜏 with the 𝑋+ =

(𝑋0 + 𝑋𝐷−1)/
√

2 coordinate

𝑋+ = 𝑥+ + 2𝜋𝛼′𝑝+𝜏 , (14)

thus eliminating the oscillators along this direction. This has the advantage of lin-
earising the constraint (7), which can be solved for 𝑋− = (𝑋0 − 𝑋𝐷−1)/

√
2,

𝜕±𝑋
− =

1
2𝜋𝛼′𝑝+

𝜕±𝑋
𝑖𝜕±𝑋

𝑖 , (15)

with 𝑖 = 1, . . . , 𝐷 − 2 labelling the transverse coordinates. In terms of oscillators,

𝛼−
𝑛 =

1
2
√

2𝛼′𝑝+
∑︁
𝑚∈Z

𝛼𝑖𝑛−𝑚𝛼
𝑖
𝑚 , (16)

for open strings with NN boundary conditions, while

𝛼−
𝑛 =

1
√

2𝛼′𝑝+
∑︁
𝑚∈Z

𝛼𝑖𝑛−𝑚𝛼
𝑖
𝑚 , (17)

for closed strings, together with a similar equation for the right-movers. Here, we
have introduced 𝛼

𝜇

0 =
√

2𝛼′ 𝑝𝜇 for open strings, while 𝛼𝜇

0 = �̃�
𝜇

0 =
√︁
𝛼′/2 𝑝𝜇.

From eqs. (16) and (17), it is clear that the physical oscillators are only those in the
transverse directions and, hence, automatically build a Fock space of positive norm.
Among all modes, the 𝑛 = 0 one is special since it provides the mass-shell condition
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𝑀2
open = 2𝑝+𝑝− − 𝑝𝑖 𝑝𝑖 = 1

2𝛼′
∑︁
𝑚≠0

𝛼𝑖−𝑚𝛼
𝑖
𝑚 , (18)

for open strings, and

𝑀2
closed =

1
𝛼′

∑︁
𝑚≠0

𝛼𝑖−𝑚𝛼
𝑖
𝑚 =

1
𝛼′

∑︁
𝑚≠0

�̃�𝑖−𝑚�̃�
𝑖
𝑚 . (19)

We next employ the commutation relations (12) to bring the sums into normal-
ordered form, ∑︁

𝑚≠0
𝛼𝑖−𝑚𝛼

𝑖
𝑚 =

∑︁
𝑚>0

(
𝛼𝑖−𝑚𝛼

𝑖
𝑚 + 𝛼𝑖𝑚𝛼𝑖−𝑚

)
= 2𝑁 − 𝐷 − 2

12
, (20)

where 𝑁 =
∑

𝑚>0 𝛼
𝑖
−𝑚𝛼

𝑖
𝑚 and we have used zeta function regularisation to evaluate

the infinite contribution
∑

𝑚>0 𝑚. Although the latter step appears to be a somewhat
ad hoc procedure, it is nevertheless justified by introducing a suitable counter-term
proportional to a cosmological constant in the world-sheet action. Putting everything
together, the mass formulae for open strings reads

𝑀2
open =

1
𝛼′

(
𝑁 − 𝐷 − 2

24

)
, (21)

while for closed strings

𝑀2
closed =

2
𝛼′

(
𝑁 + �̃� − 𝐷 − 2

12

)
, (22)

and must be supplemented by the level-matching condition 𝑁 = �̃� .
We are now ready to discuss the light spectrum, starting with open strings. The

unique vacuum |0⟩ is a space-time scalar with mass 𝑀2 = −(𝐷 − 2)/24𝛼′. The
first excitation is 𝛼𝑖−1 |0⟩ and transforms in the vectorial representation of the little
group SO(𝐷 − 2). This is compatible with Lorentz invariance if and only if this
state is massless, which is the case only in 𝐷 = 26 dimensions. This implies that
the vacuum corresponds to a tachyonic state. The next levels 𝛼𝑖−2 |0⟩ and 𝛼𝑖−1𝛼

𝑗

−1 |0⟩
are then massive with 𝑀2 = 1/𝛼′. Although they are built out of the transverse
oscillators, they can be re-organised into irreducible representations of the little
group 𝑆𝑂 (𝐷 − 1), since a spin-2 representation of SO(𝐷 − 1) can be decomposed
into a spin-2 tensor plus a vector and a scalar of SO(𝐷 − 2),

(𝐷 − 1)𝐷
2

− 1 =
(𝐷 − 2) (𝐷 − 1)

2
− 1 + (𝐷 − 2) + 1 . (23)

This is the Higgs mechanism applied to spin-2 fields. A similar pattern repeats for
all higher levels.

Turning to closed strings one has to properly tensor together left movers and right
movers, while respecting level-matching. The unique vacuum |0, 0̃⟩ is again a space-
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time scalar with mass 𝑀2 = −(𝐷 − 2)/6𝛼′. The first excited level is 𝛼𝑖−1�̃�
𝑗

−1 |0, 0̃⟩
which decomposes into the symmetric traceless, the anti-symmetric and the singlet
representations of SO(𝐷−2). As before, consistency with Lorentz symmetry requires
that these states be massless, which occurs in 𝐷 = 26 dimensions. Therefore, these
states correspond to a massless spin-2 field, to be identified with the space-time
graviton 𝐺𝜇𝜈 , a massless rank-2 anti-symmetric tensor 𝐵𝜇𝜈 , known as the Kalb-
Ramond field, and a massless scalarΦ, known as the dilaton. The next level describes
104 976 massive degrees of freedom which, among others, include a massive spin-4
field.

A convenient way to count the massive degrees of freedom of open and closed
strings is to compute the one-loop vacuum energy. In quantum field theory, it is not
a quantity of particular relevance since it is simply a function of the particle masses.
Different is the situation in string theory, since it describes infinite particles associated
to the various harmonics. As we shall see, it imposes non-trivial constraints on the
consistency of the theory, especially in the case of fermionic strings. For a real scalar
field, the quantity we wish to compute is

Z =

∫
[D𝜙] 𝑒

∫
𝑑𝐷 𝑥 1

2 𝜙 (□−𝑚
2 )𝜙 = Det−1/2 (−□ + 𝑚2) , (24)

or, rather, its logarithm. This can be most conveniently evaluated in the Schwinger
representation

log Z = −1
2

∫ ∞

𝜖

𝑑𝑡

𝑡
Tr 𝑒−𝜋𝑡 (−□+𝑚2 ) , (25)

where 𝑡 is the proper time for a point particle moving along a circle, and 𝜖 regulates
the UV divergence. In the following, we shall be cavalier and set 𝜖 to zero. The
contribution of the box operator is universal and reads

Tr 𝑒𝜋𝑡□ =
∫

𝑑𝐷 𝑝 ⟨𝑝 |𝑒−𝜋𝑝2𝑡 |𝑝⟩ =
∫

𝑑𝐷 𝑝 𝑒−𝜋𝑝2𝑡

∫
𝑑𝐷𝑥 ⟨𝑝 |𝑥⟩⟨𝑥 |𝑝⟩

=
𝑉𝐷

(2𝜋)𝐷
1
𝑡𝐷/2 ,

(26)

so that
log Z = − 𝑉𝐷

2(2𝜋)𝐷

∫ ∞

0

𝑑𝑡

𝑡1+𝐷/2 Tr 𝑒−𝜋𝑡𝑚2
. (27)

It is straightforward to extend this expression to string theory, by simply replacing
the mass of the particles 𝑚2 by the mass operator 𝑀2. For open strings,

log Z = − 𝑉𝐷

2(2𝜋)𝐷

∫ ∞

0

𝑑𝑡

𝑡1+𝐷/2 Tr 𝑒−𝜋𝑡 (𝑁− 𝐷−2
24 )/𝛼′

. (28)

Recall that 𝑁 is the Hamiltonian of a system containing an infinite number of
harmonic oscillators with frequencies 𝑛 = 1, 2, . . .. Therefore, setting 𝑞 = 𝑒−𝜋𝑡/𝛼′

and introducing the properly normalised ladder operators 𝑎𝑖𝑛 = 𝛼𝑖𝑛/
√
𝑛 and (𝑎𝑖𝑛)† =

𝛼𝑖−𝑛/
√
𝑛,
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Tr 𝑞𝑁 = Tr 𝑞
∑𝐷−2

𝑖=1
∑

𝑛>0 𝑛(𝑎𝑖
𝑛 )†𝑎𝑖

𝑛 =

[∏
𝑛>0

∑︁
𝑘≥0

𝑞𝑛𝑘

]𝐷−2

=
1∏

𝑛>0 (1 − 𝑞𝑛)𝐷−2 ,
(29)

which indeed counts the number 𝑃(𝑛) of possible partitions of the total energy 𝑛
into the various oscillators. Inserting this result into (28), one gets

log Z = − 𝑉𝐷

2(2𝜋)𝐷

∫ ∞

0

𝑑𝑡

𝑡1+𝐷/2
1

𝜂(𝑞)𝐷−2 , (30)

written in terms of the Dedekind eta function

𝜂(𝑞) = 𝑞1/24
∏
𝑛>0

(1 − 𝑞𝑛) . (31)

As promised, upon Taylor expanding the integrand around 𝑞 = 0, eq. (30) encodes
the degrees of freedom of open-string states at all mass levels. Indeed, introducing
𝑍 = 1/𝜂(𝑞)24 in the case of 𝐷 = 26 dimensions, one finds

𝑍 (𝑞) =
∑︁
𝑛

𝑑 (𝑛)𝑞𝑛 =
1
𝑞
+ 24 + 324 𝑞 + 3200 𝑞2 + . . . , (32)

where 𝑑 (𝑛) is the number of states at mass level 𝑀2 = 𝑛/𝛼′. From this expansion we
then recognise the real tachyon of the open string, the 24 d.o.f. of a massless vector,
the 324 d.o.f.’s of a spin 2 field with mass 𝑀2 = 1/𝛼′, and so on.

Moving to the closed string case, the mass operator receives contributions from
both left-moving and right-moving oscillators, but physical states are those which
obey the level-matching condition. Taking this into account, the closed string ana-
logue of (28) is

log Z = − 𝑉𝐷

2(2𝜋)𝐷

∫ ∞

0

𝑑𝑡

𝑡1+𝐷/2 Tr
[
𝛿𝑁−�̃� 𝑒

−2𝜋𝑡 (𝑁+�̃�− 𝐷−2
12 )/𝛼′

]
= − 𝑉𝐷

2(2𝜋)𝐷

∫ ∞

0

𝑑𝑡

𝑡1+𝐷/2

∫ 1/2

−1/2
𝑑𝑠 Tr 𝑞𝑁− 𝐷−2

24 𝑞 �̃�− 𝐷−2
24 ,

(33)

where now 𝑞 = 𝑒2𝜋𝑖 (𝑠+𝑖𝑡/𝛼′ ) . A similar computation as in (29), yields

log Z = − 𝑉𝐷

2(2𝜋)𝐷

∫ 1/2

−1/2
𝑑𝑠

∫ ∞

0

𝑑𝑡

𝑡1+𝐷/2
1

(𝜂(𝑞)𝜂(𝑞))𝐷−2 , (34)

where, by abuse of notation, we adopt the standard convention where the right-
movers contribute with the anti-holomorphic function 𝜂(𝑞) ≡ (𝜂(𝑞))∗. As before,
Taylor expanding the integrand
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𝑍 (𝑞, 𝑞) =
∑︁
𝑛,𝑚

𝑑 (𝑛, 𝑚) 𝑞𝑛 𝑞𝑚 =
1
𝑞𝑞

+ 24
(

1
𝑞
+ 1
𝑞

)
+ 576 + 324

(
𝑞

𝑞
+ 𝑞
𝑞

)
+ 7776(𝑞 + 𝑞) + 3200

(
𝑞2

𝑞
+ 𝑞

2

𝑞

)
+ 76800(𝑞2 + 𝑞2) + 104 976 𝑞𝑞 + . . . ,

(35)

and, upon imposing level-matching to select the physical excitations 𝑀2 = 4𝑛/𝛼′, we
recognise the real tachyon, 576 massless states comprising the graviton, the dilaton
and the Kalb-Ramond field, and so on.

Actually, eq. (34) does not really take into account the extended nature of closed
strings. The logic leading to (34) was to follow the analogy with quantum field theory
of point particles, where the one-loop vacuum-to-vacuum amplitude corresponds to
a world-line with the topology of a circle. The same diagram in closed strings should,
thus, correspond to a doughnut, i.e. a worldsheet with the topology of a torus. As we
shall see, the global properties of this worldsheet will impose non-trivial constraints
on the consistency of a closed string vacuum.

By analogy to the case of a circle, a flat torus can be constructed starting from
two non-degenerate vectors 𝝎1, 𝝎2 in the complex plane, upon the identification
Λ : 𝑧 ∼ 𝑧 + 𝑛𝝎1 + 𝑚𝝎2, for all integers 𝑛, 𝑚. Therefore, the torus 𝑇2 = C/Λ is an
elementary cell, where opposite sides are identified. Contrary to the case of a circle,
different choices of 𝝎1 and 𝝎2 do not necessarily define distinct torii. In fact, two
choices of non-degenerate vectors 𝝎𝑖 and �̃�𝑖 related by the linear transformation(

�̃�1
�̃�2

)
=

(
𝑑 𝑐

𝑏 𝑎

) (
𝝎1
𝝎2

)
, (36)

define the same torus provided that 𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐, 𝑑 ∈ Z and 𝑎𝑑 − 𝑏𝑐 = 1, which preserves
the volume of the torus. Using the rotational and scaling symmetries, one may always
bring one side of the parallelogram to lie on the real axis and normalise its length
to one, so that the torus is identified by a complex number 𝜏 = 𝜏1 + 𝑖𝜏2 = 𝝎2/𝝎1,
known as the complex structure. The maps (36) act on 𝜏 as the fractional linear
transformations

𝜏 =
𝑎𝜏 + 𝑏
𝑐𝜏 + 𝑑 . (37)

The set of matrices in (36) are elements of the modular group SL(2;Z), generated
by

𝑇 =

(
1 1
0 1

)
, 𝑆 =

(
0 −1
1 0

)
, (38)

which act as translations, 𝑇 : 𝜏 → 𝜏 + 1, and inversions, 𝑆 : 𝜏 → −1/𝜏, on the
complex structure.

Returning to the partition function of closed strings (34), it is natural to identify
𝜏 = 𝑠 + 𝑖𝑡/𝛼′. Indeed, using the definition of 𝑞, the trace in (33) can be conveniently
rewritten as

Tr
[
𝑒−2𝜋𝜏2 (𝑁+�̃�−2) 𝑒2𝜋𝑖𝜏1 (𝑁−�̃� )

]
, (39)
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where 𝑁 + �̃� − 2 is recognised as the two-dimensional Hamiltonian 𝐻 associated to
time-evolution, while𝑁−�̃� is the two-dimensional momentum operator 𝑃 generating
translations along the spatial world-sheet direction. This has an interesting physical
interpretation as a closed string state propagating for proper time 𝜏2 to form a
cylinder, whose two ends are to be then glued together by the trace, after a relative
rotation by an angle 2𝜋𝜏1. The resulting object is clearly a torus with metric 𝑑𝑠2 =

𝜏−1
2 |𝑑𝜎1 + 𝜏𝑑𝜎0 |2, which therefore justifies the aforementioned identification.

Since 𝜏 and 𝜏 related by (37) correspond to different parameterisations of the
same worldsheet, consistency requires that the integrand of (34) be invariant under
the action of the modular group. For the simple example of the closed bosonic string
discussed so far, this is guaranteed by the modular properties of the Dedekind eta
function

𝜂(𝜏 + 1) = 𝑒𝑖 𝜋/12 𝜂(𝜏) , 𝜂(−1/𝜏) =
√
−𝑖𝜏 𝜂(𝜏) , (40)

as first noticed by Shapiro [49]. In more general situations, however, we shall see
that the requirement of modular invariance is non-trivial and actually provides the
rationale for the construction of consistent string vacua. The integration over the 𝑠
and 𝑡 variables in (34) is now interpreted as a collective contribution of all world-
sheet geometries with the topology of the torus. However, to avoid over-counting we
should restrict the integration only over those complex structures that correspond to
gauge-inequivalent torii. This effectively reduces the integration domain to

F = H/SL(2;Z) = {|𝜏 | ≥ 1, − 1
2 ≤ 𝜏1 <

1
2 , 𝜏2 > 0} , (41)

known as the fundamental domain of SL(2;Z), where H is the Poincaré upper-half
plane, endowed with the hyperbolic metric.

A similar interpretation can be given for open strings, although in this case there
is a single Schwinger parameter and modular invariance is no longer present. We
defer this discussion to Section 8, since a deeper interpretation of the amplitude can
be best achieved only after world-sheet fermions have been introduced.

3 Two-Dimensional Conformal Field Theory

The residual symmetry (13) that allowed us to quantise string theory in the light-
cone actually plays a prominent role in the world-sheet description of the theory.
Already the fact that the energy momentum tensor is traceless is an indication that the
two-dimensional theory is invariant under conformal transformations. In general, the
conformal group is the subgroup of general coordinate transformations, 𝛿𝑥𝜇 = 𝜉𝜇 (𝑥),
which leave the metric invariant up to an overall local rescaling

𝛿𝑔𝜇𝜈 (𝑥) = 𝜔(𝑥) 𝑔𝜇𝜈 (𝑥) . (42)

In 𝐷 dimensions, and specialising to the Minkowski metric this implies the relation
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𝜕𝜇𝜉𝜈 + 𝜕𝜈𝜉𝜇 =
2
𝐷
𝜂𝜇𝜈∇ · 𝜉 . (43)

In 𝐷 > 2 the general solution involves 1
2 (𝐷 + 1) (𝐷 + 2) independent parameters,

comprising the Poincaré transformations 𝜉𝜇 = Λ𝜇
𝜈 𝑥

𝜈 + 𝑎𝜇, together with scale
transformations 𝜉𝜇 = 𝜆 𝑥𝜇, and special conformal transformations 𝜉𝜇 = 𝑏𝜇 𝑥2 −
2𝑥𝜇𝑏 · 𝑥. In 𝐷 = 2, instead, eq. (43) reduces to the Cauchy-Riemann equations
admitting an infinite number of solutions. These are nothing but the transformations
𝜎± → 𝜎′± (𝜎±) that we discussed in Section 2.

In two-dimensional conformal field theories (CFTs) [50, 51, 52, 53] (see [54,
55, 56, 57, 58, 59] for an introduction), it is useful to work in Euclidean space and
introduce the complex coordinates 𝑧 = 𝑒𝜏+𝑖𝜎 , 𝑧 = 𝑒𝜏−𝑖𝜎 , which map the cylinder
spanned by a closed string to the whole complex plane. In terms of these variables, the
proper time 𝜏 becomes the radius of circles centred around the origin and, therefore,
the generator of scale transformations on 𝑧 is identified with the Hamiltonian of the
system. This is referred to as radial quantisation. The conservation of the energy
momentum tensor

𝜕𝑇𝑧𝑧 + 𝜕𝑇𝑧�̄� = 0 , (44)

together with the scale invariance property 𝑇𝑧�̄� = 0, imply that 𝑇𝑧𝑧 ≡ 𝑇 (𝑧) is
(classically) an holomorphic function of 𝑧 so that, for any holomorphic function
𝜉 (𝑧),

𝑇𝜉 =

∮
𝑑𝑧

2𝜋𝑖
𝜉 (𝑧) 𝑇 (𝑧) , (45)

generates the infinitesimal conformal transformations 𝛿𝑧 = 𝜉 (𝑧), once the contour is
taken to encircle the origin. Similar arguments can be made for the transformations
𝛿𝑧 = 𝜉 (𝑧) generated by the anti-holomorphic energy-momentum tensor 𝑇 (𝑧) ≡ 𝑇�̄� �̄� .

On general grounds, an infinitesimal conformal transformation on an operator
O (𝑧, 𝑧) is given by the equal-time commutator [𝑇𝜉 + 𝑇𝜉 ,O (𝑧, 𝑧)], which in QFT
is to be suitably averaged in the path integral sense. However, path integrals return
the time-ordered correlator and, therefore, in order to compute a commutator one
needs to slightly deform the time of the Noether charges. In radial quantisation, this
amounts to

[𝑇𝜉 ,O (𝑧, 𝑧)] =
∮

𝑑𝑤

2𝜋𝑖
𝜉 (𝑤) 𝑇 (𝑤) O (𝑧, 𝑧) , (46)

where the integration contour encircles 𝑧, and similarly for its anti-holomorphic
counterpart. This integral is determined by the singular behaviour of the operator
product expansion (OPE) of 𝑇 (𝑤) O (𝑧, 𝑧) as 𝑤 → 𝑧. The latter depends on the prop-
erties of O . For a tensorial operator O𝑧...�̄�... (𝑧, 𝑧) of rank (ℎ, ℎ̄), the transformation
under 𝑧 → 𝑧′ and 𝑧 → 𝑧′ reads

O𝑧...�̄�... (𝑧, 𝑧) →
(
𝑑𝑧′

𝑑𝑧

)ℎ (
𝑑𝑧′

𝑑𝑧

) ℎ̄
O𝑧...�̄�... (𝑧′, 𝑧′) , (47)

which implies the OPE
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𝑇 (𝑤) O (𝑧, 𝑧) = ℎ

(𝑤 − 𝑧)2 O (𝑧, 𝑧) + 1
𝑤 − 𝑧 𝜕O (𝑧, 𝑧) + regular terms ,

𝑇 (�̄�) O (𝑧, 𝑧) = ℎ̄

(�̄� − 𝑧)2 O (𝑧, 𝑧) + 1
�̄� − 𝑧 𝜕O (𝑧, 𝑧) + regular terms .

(48)

Fields that satisfy (48) are called primary fields of conformal weight (ℎ, ℎ̄), but do
not exhaust the fields present in a CFT. Secondary or descendant fields, which are
derivatives of the primaries, have higher-order singularities in their OPEs with the
energy-momentum tensor.

We are now ready to apply these techniques to the Polyakov action and, for sim-
plicity, we shall first consider a single free boson 𝑋 (𝑧, 𝑧) described by the Lagrangian

𝑆 =
1

2𝜋𝛼′

∫
𝑑2𝑧 𝜕𝑋 𝜕𝑋 , (49)

with energy-momentum tensor

𝑇 (𝑧) = − 1
𝛼′
𝜕𝑋 𝜕𝑋 (𝑧) , 𝑇 (𝑧) = − 1

𝛼′
𝜕𝑋 𝜕𝑋 (𝑧) , (50)

and we suppress the explicit display of the normal ordering symbol. It is straightfor-
ward to work out the 2-point function

⟨𝑋 (𝑧, 𝑧) 𝑋 (𝑤, �̄�)⟩ = −𝛼
′

2
log |𝑧 − 𝑤 |2 , (51)

which is ill-defined in the IR and, thus, 𝑋 itself is not a conformal field. Its holomor-
phic derivative, however, is a primary field of conformal weight (1, 0), as shown by
the OPE

𝑇 (𝑧) 𝜕𝑋 (𝑤) = − 2
𝛼′
𝜕𝑋 (𝑧) ⟨𝜕𝑋 (𝑧) 𝜕𝑋 (𝑤)⟩

=
1

(𝑧 − 𝑤)2 𝜕𝑋 (𝑤) +
1

𝑧 − 𝑤 𝜕2𝑋 (𝑤) + regular terms .
(52)

Similarly, 𝜕𝑋 (𝑧) is primary with weight (0, 1), while higher-order derivatives of 𝑋
are not primary, as may be easily verified. There is, however, another important class
of primary fields that may be constructed out of a free scalar, obtained by the normal
ordered exponentials of the form 𝑒𝑖 𝑝𝑋 (𝑧,�̄�) , where 𝑝 is a real parameter. Its OPE with
the energy-momentum tensor

𝑇 (𝑧) 𝑒𝑖 𝑝𝑋 (𝑤,�̄�) =
𝛼′𝑝2/4
(𝑧 − 𝑤)2 𝑒

𝑖 𝑝𝑋 (𝑤,�̄�) + 1
𝑧 − 𝑤 𝜕

(
𝑒𝑖 𝑝𝑋 (𝑤,�̄�)

)
+ regular terms (53)

reveals that it has conformal weight (𝛼′𝑝2/4, 𝛼′𝑝2/4). Notice that 𝑒𝑖 𝑝𝑋 classically
has zero scaling dimension and it is only at the quantum level that it acquires a
non-trivial conformal weight.
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In the space of holomorphic functions, the monomials 𝑧𝑛+1 constitute a basis,
each corresponding to a different conformal transformation. The algebra of the
corresponding generators

𝐿𝑛 =

∮
𝑑𝑧

2𝜋𝑖
𝑧𝑛+1𝑇 (𝑧) , (54)

requires the 2-point function of the energy-momentum tensor with itself. On dimen-
sional grounds, since the naive conformal dimension of 𝑇 (𝑧) is (2, 0), one would
expect

𝑇 (𝑧)𝑇 (𝑤) = 𝑐/2
(𝑧 − 𝑤)4 + 2

(𝑧 − 𝑤)2 𝑇 (𝑤) +
1

𝑧 − 𝑤 𝜕𝑇 (𝑤) + regular terms , (55)

for some constant 𝑐. This form of the 𝑇𝑇 OPE can be shown to be true for a general
CFT, and in the case of a single free scalar 𝑐 = 1. A direct computation gives the
Virasoro algebra

[𝐿𝑛, 𝐿𝑚] = (𝑛 − 𝑚)𝐿𝑛+𝑚 + 𝑐

12
𝑛(𝑛2 − 1) 𝛿𝑛+𝑚 . (56)

The constant 𝑐 is the central charge and, as we shall see, reflects a quantum violation
of Weyl symmetry. From eq. (56), it is also clear that only 𝐿0, 𝐿±1 close into a
finite-dimensional sub-algebra and, together with their right-moving counterparts
�̄�0, �̄�±1 they form the SL(2;C) subgroup of the conformal group.

We may build the Hilbert space of the CFT by defining suitable in- and out-states.
Because of the map 𝑧 = 𝑒𝜏+𝑖𝜎 taking the cylinder to the sphere, the past 𝜏 → −∞
corresponds to 𝑧 → 0 while the future 𝜏 → ∞ corresponds to 𝑧 → ∞. Given a
primary field 𝜙(𝑧, 𝑧) of conformal weight (ℎ, ℎ̄), the in-state is defined as

|𝜙⟩ = lim
𝑧,�̄�→0

𝜙(𝑧, 𝑧) |0⟩ , (57)

where |0⟩ is the SL(2;C) invariant vacuum annihilated by the Virasoro operators
𝐿𝑛, with 𝑛 ≥ −1. Clearly, the 𝑇𝜙 OPE implies

𝐿0 |𝜙⟩ = ℎ|𝜙⟩ , 𝐿𝑛 |𝜙⟩ = 0 for 𝑛 ≥ 1 . (58)

The action of raising operators 𝐿𝑛, 𝑛 < 0 on |𝜙⟩ builds the descendant states
associated to the primary field and define the Verma module of 𝜙. As a simple
example, take 𝜙(𝑧) = 𝜕𝑋 , which admits the Laurent expansion

𝑖𝜕𝑋 (𝑧) =
√︁
𝛼′/2

∑︁
𝑛∈Z

𝛼𝑛

𝑧𝑛+1 . (59)

The corresponding in-state is, hence,

lim
𝑧→0

𝜕𝑋 (𝑧) |0⟩ ∝ 𝛼−1 |0⟩ , (60)
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and is clearly identified with the first excited state (the vector) of the open string. The
field 𝜙(𝑧, 𝑧) is known as the string vertex operator and plays a crucial role in string
amplitudes. The definition of the out-states requires a careful analytic continuation
to the Minkowski space cylinder (for a review, see [53, 54, 58, 59]).

The scalar field we have described so far does not exhaust the list of interesting
CFTs with a free-field realisation. Another notable example important for string
theory is the so-called (ℎ, 1 − ℎ) system [53]. This is made up of anti-commuting
holomorphic primary fields 𝑏, 𝑐 with conformal weight ℎ and 1− ℎ, respectively. As
we shall see, this system is rich enough to contain the reparametrisation ghosts as
well as world-sheet fermions. The system is defined by the action

𝑆 =
1

2𝜋

∫
𝑑2𝑧 𝑏𝜕𝑐 , (61)

from which one may extract the non-trivial correlator

⟨𝑏(𝑧) 𝑐(𝑤)⟩ = 1
𝑧 − 𝑤 , (62)

and the energy-momentum tensor

𝑇𝑏𝑐 (𝑧) = −ℎ 𝑏𝜕𝑐 + (1 − ℎ) 𝜕𝑏 𝑐 . (63)

From these expressions it is possible to extract the central charge of the 𝑏𝑐 system
by simply evaluating the most singular term in 𝑇 (𝑧)𝑇 (𝑤). The result is

𝑐 = 12 ℎ(1 − ℎ) − 2 . (64)

An analogous construction can be made for the analogous ( ℎ̄, 1− ℎ̄) system involving
the anti-holomorphic fields �̄�, 𝑐, with right-moving central charge 𝑐 = 12 ℎ̄(1− ℎ̄)−2.

Another interesting family of (ℎ, 1 − ℎ) systems is built out of commuting holo-
morphic primary fields 𝛽 and 𝛾. The change of statistics simply implies an extra
minus sign in the correlator and in the central charge.

4 String Perturbation Theory

We return now to the study of the Polyakov action (6), seen as a two-dimensional
QFT of 𝐷 free scalars. The naive path integral quantisation

Z =

∫
[D𝑋] [D𝑔] 𝑒−𝑆 [𝑋,𝑔] , (65)

is ill-defined since the action is clearly invariant under the local diffeomorphisms
and Weyl rescalings. Therefore, the correct way [60] to compute the path integral is
via the Faddeev-Popov procedure, which we now review in the simple case where
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the Riemann surface is taken to be the sphere (see [31] for a detailed exposition).
Under reparametrisations, the “off-diagonal” components of the metric transform as

𝛿𝑔𝑧𝑧 = 2∇𝑧𝜉𝑧 , 𝛿𝑔�̄� �̄� = 2∇�̄�𝜉 �̄� , (66)

so that the appropriate conformal gauge fixing condition is 𝛿𝑔𝑧𝑧 = 𝛿𝑔�̄� �̄� = 0. As
usual, this is achieved by inserting

1 =

∫
[D𝛾] 𝛿(𝑔𝛾𝑧𝑧) 𝛿(𝑔𝛾�̄��̄�) det

(
𝛿𝑔

𝛾
𝑧𝑧

𝛿𝛾

)
det

(
𝛿𝑔

𝛾

�̄��̄�

𝛿𝛾

)
, (67)

into the path integral, where 𝑔𝛾 denotes the new metric into which 𝑔 is transformed
by a reparametrisation 𝛾 and the integral over the group manifold. Since both the
action and measures are invariant under the diffeomorphisms 𝛾, the integration
over the group manifold factorises and yields an irrelevant (infinite) volume factor.
Furthermore, upon converting the determinants into Berezin integrals, one obtains

Z =

∫
[D𝜔]

∫
[D𝑋] [D𝑏] [D𝑐] 𝑒−𝑆𝑋 [𝑋]−𝑆ghost [𝑏,𝑐] , (68)

with

𝑆𝑋 [𝑋] =
1

2𝜋𝛼′

∫
𝑑2𝑧 𝜕𝑋𝜇 𝜕𝑋𝜈 𝜂𝜇𝜈 , 𝑆ghost [𝑏, 𝑐] =

1
2𝜋

∫
𝑑2𝑧 (𝑏𝜕𝑐 + �̄�𝜕𝑐) .

(69)
Here, 𝑏 and 𝑐 are the anti-commuting ghost fields associated to diffeomorphisms
and carry conformal weight 2 and −1, respectively. They are a particular realisation
of the (ℎ, 1 − ℎ) system discussed previously, with ℎ = 2 and 𝑐ghost = −26. The
function 𝜔(𝑧, 𝑧) parametrises the “diagonal” components of the metric 𝑔, which
is conformal to the two-dimensional Minkowski metric, 𝑔𝑧�̄� = 𝑒𝜔 𝜂𝑧�̄� . Classically,
the integrand in (68) does not depend on 𝜔 and, again, its integral would give
an irrelevant multiplicative (infinite) constant. However, this is not true quantum-
mechanically, since in arbitrary dimension 𝐷, there is a Weyl anomaly proportional
to 𝑐tot = 𝑐𝑋 + 𝑐ghost. Although (68) may define a sensible theory even when 𝑐tot is
different than zero, critical string theory requires the vanishing of the Weyl anomaly
and selects the dimension of spacetime 𝐷 = 26. Indeed, in 𝐷 = 26, the Virasoro
algebra associated to the total energy-momentum tensor does not have a central
extension, and conformal symmetry is exact at the quantum level.

As in the case of Yang-Mills theory, 𝑆𝑋 + 𝑆ghost has a residual BRST symmetry
generated by the Hermitian, nilpotent charge 𝑄BRST = 𝑄 + �̄�, with

𝑄 =

∮
𝑑𝑧

2𝜋𝑖

[
𝑐(𝑧)

(
𝑇𝑋 (𝑧) +

1
2
𝑇ghost (𝑧)

)
+ 3

2
𝜕2𝑐(𝑧)

]
, (70)

and �̄� similarly given in terms of anti-holomorphic fields [53]. Note that the products
in the integrand are assumed to be normal ordered, while the nilpotency of 𝑄 and
�̄� is a consequence of the vanishing of the total central charge. Clearly, physical
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(gauge invariant) states |𝜓⟩ must be closed under the action of the BRST operator,
𝑄BRST |𝜓⟩ = 0. A trivial way to satisfy this requirement is to consider exact states,
|𝜒⟩ = 𝑄BRST |𝜂⟩, but these have zero norm and, therefore, decouple from physical
processes,

(⟨𝜓 𝑓 | + ⟨𝜒 𝑓 |) 𝑆 ( |𝜓𝑖⟩ + |𝜒𝑖⟩) = ⟨𝜓 𝑓 | 𝑆 |𝜓𝑖⟩ . (71)

Therefore, if the 𝑆-matrix defines a unitary theory on the full Hilbert space, it is
also unitary once restricted on the BRST cohomology. On general grounds, one
expects that physical states do not contain any ghost excitation and, thus, should be
proportional to the ghost vacuum. Notice that the zero modes 𝑐0 and 𝑏0 of the ghost
fields commute with the Hamiltonian and satisfy the Clifford algebra {𝑐0, 𝑏0} = 1,
which admits a two-dimensional representation |±⟩ satisfying 𝑏0 |+⟩ = |−⟩ and
𝑐0 |−⟩ = |+⟩. It turns out that the correct definition of physical states involves |−⟩, so
that |𝜓⟩ = 𝜓(0) |0⟩ ⊗ |−⟩ and

𝑄 |𝜓⟩ =
(
𝑐0 (𝐿𝑋

0 − 1) +
∑︁
𝑛>0

𝑐−𝑛𝐿
𝑋
𝑛

)
|𝜓⟩ = 0 , (72)

yields the physical conditions (58) with conformal weight ℎ = 1.
A generic physical state in string theory carries spacetime momentum 𝑝𝜇, which

is injected by the operator 𝑒𝑖 𝑝 ·𝑋. Indeed, from (59) it is clear that the momentum
operator 𝛼𝜇

0 acts on the state as

𝛼
𝜇

0 𝑒
𝑖 𝑝 ·𝑋 |0⟩ = 𝑖

√︁
2/𝛼′

∮
𝑑𝑧

2𝜋𝑖
𝜕𝑋𝜇 (𝑧) 𝑒𝑖 𝑝·𝑋 (0) |0⟩ =

√︁
𝛼′/2 𝑝𝜇 |0⟩ . (73)

The BRST condition then implies that the state created by the vertex operator
𝑒𝑖 𝑝·𝑋 is a tachyon with 𝑝2 = 4/𝛼′, which coincides with the vacuum discussed
previously in the context of light-cone quantisation of closed strings. The first excited
states correspond to the vertex operator 𝑉 (𝜁, 𝑝) = 𝜁𝜇𝜈 𝜕𝑋

𝜇𝜕𝑋𝜈 𝑒𝑖 𝑝 ·𝑋, which has
conformal dimension (1, 1) provided 𝑝2 = 0. The BRST condition further implies
transversality, 𝜁𝜇𝜈 𝑝𝜇 = 𝜁𝜇𝜈 𝑝

𝜈 = 0, so that it describes the massless graviton, the
dilaton and the Kalb-Ramond field. The construction of physical massive states
proceeds in a similar fashion.

Until now, we have considered the propagation of strings on a simple Minkowski
spacetime and it is natural to ask what happens when the background geometry is
non-trivial [61, 62, 63, 64, 65, 66, 67, 68]. This implies that the Minkowski metric 𝜂𝜇𝜈
in the Polyakov action should be replaced by a general pseudo-Riemannian metric
𝐺𝜇𝜈 (𝑋). Actually in string theory one has the freedom to deform the background
by introducing non-trivial configurations for the Kalb-Ramond field 𝐵𝜇𝜈 (𝑋) and the
dilaton Φ(𝑋). This gives rise to a non-trivial sigma model described by

𝑆 = − 1
4𝜋𝛼′

∫
Σ

𝑑2𝜎
(√−𝑔 𝑔𝑎𝑏𝜕𝑎𝑋𝜇𝜕𝑏𝑋

𝜈 𝐺𝜇𝜈 (𝑋) + 𝜖𝑎𝑏𝜕𝑎𝑋𝜇𝜕𝑏𝑋
𝜈 𝐵𝜇𝜈 (𝑋)

−𝛼′√−𝑔 𝑅 (2) Φ(𝑋)
)
,

(74)
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where the last term is the coupling of the dilaton to the two-dimensional Ricci
scalar. An important point is that not all backgrounds admit a consistent propagation
of strings, due to the occurrence of the Weyl anomaly at the quantum level. It is
possible to show that consistent backgrounds are those which yield vanishing beta
functions for the three above action terms. A long and tedious computation yields
the conformal invariance conditions

0 = 𝛽𝐺𝜇𝜈 = 𝑅𝜇𝜈 +
1
4
𝐻𝜇

𝜆𝜌𝐻𝜈𝜆𝜌 − 2∇𝜇∇𝜈Φ + O(𝛼′) ,

0 = 𝛽𝐵𝜇𝜈 = ∇𝜆𝐻
𝜆
𝜇𝜈 − 2∇𝜆Φ𝐻

𝜆
𝜇𝜈 + O(𝛼′) ,

0 = 𝛽Φ = 4∇𝜆Φ∇𝜆Φ − 4∇𝜆∇𝜆Φ + 𝑅 + 1
12
𝐻𝜆𝜌𝜎 𝐻

𝜆𝜌𝜎 + O(𝛼′) ,

(75)

where ∇ is the standard covariant derivative acting on tensors and 𝐻𝜇𝜈𝜌 = 𝜕𝜇𝐵𝜈𝜌 +
𝜕𝜈𝐵𝜌𝜇 + 𝜕𝜌𝐵𝜇𝜈 is the field strength for the Kalb-Ramond field. Therefore, only
backgrounds which satisfy these conditions are conformal and give rise to consistent
string theories. It is not a coincidence that these equations correspond to the Euler-
Lagrange equation emanating from the effective action

𝑆eff = − 1
2𝜅2

∫
𝑑26𝑥

√
−𝐺 𝑒−2Φ

(
𝑅 − 4∇𝜇Φ∇𝜇Φ + 1

12
𝐻𝜇𝜈𝜆𝐻

𝜇𝜈𝜆 + O(𝛼′)
)
, (76)

where, on dimensional grounds, 𝜅2 is proportional to (𝛼′)12. TheO(𝛼′) terms contain
higher derivative couplings and describe string corrections to Einstein gravity. The
overall factor 𝑒−2Φ is a characteristic of string theory and originates from the way
the dilaton couples to the two-dimensional Ricci tensor in (74). Although technically
this factor could be removed by a suitable Weyl rescaling of the spacetime metric so
that one recovers the canonical Einstein-Hilbert term, it is actually useful in the sense
that it identifies the quantum corrections to the effective action. Indeed, expanding
(74) around a constant dilaton background, which trivially solves the beta function
equations (75), the path integral weights each world-sheet topology by the factor
𝑒−⟨Φ⟩𝜒 (Σ) , with 𝜒(Σ) being the Euler characteristic of the world-sheet Σ. This way,
we can identify 𝑒⟨Φ⟩ with the string coupling constant 𝑔𝑠 and the path integral implies
a sum over all topologies of increasing Euler number. For closed oriented strings,
𝜒(Σ) = 2 − 2𝑔 with the genus 𝑔 counting the number of handles of Σ. In open (and
possibly unoriented) strings, the Riemann surfaces involve boundaries (and possibly
cross-caps) so that the Euler number becomes 𝜒(Σ) = 2− 2𝑔− 𝑏− 𝑐 where 𝑏 counts
the number of boundaries and 𝑐 the number of cross-caps, not to be confused with
the 𝑏, 𝑐 ghosts. This way, the topological expansion parallels the loop expansion of
QFT, where 𝜒 is the stringy analogue of the loop order. As a result, the effective
action 𝑆eff is a double expansion in both 𝛼′ which contains the corrections due to
the extended nature of strings, and in 𝑔𝑠 which incorporates quantum effects. In this
sense, the terms weighted by 𝑒−2Φ in (76) are the tree-level contributions associated
to the world-sheet topology of the sphere.

At fixed genus 𝑔, a generic scattering amplitude of interest will involve 𝑁 inser-
tions of vertex operators associated to the external legs, whose positions typically
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have to be integrated over the corresponding Riemann surface. It turns out that for
𝑔 = 0, 1 there is a residual symmetry which is not fixed by our choice of conformal
gauge. This is known as the Conformal Killing Group (CKG) and is SL(2;C) in the
case of the sphere, and translations in the case of the torus. For higher genera the
CKG is trivial. This residual symmetry is reflected in the presence of zero modes for
the 𝑐-ghost, and there are 𝐶0 = 3 of them on the sphere, only 𝐶1 = 1 on the torus,
while 𝐶𝑔>1 = 0. Also the 𝑏-ghost can have non-trivial zero modes which count the
number of conformally invariant complex moduli that describe a surface Σ of genus
𝑔. The Riemann-Roch theorem relates the number 𝐵𝑔 of the 𝑏-ghost zero modes to
𝐶𝑔 by

𝐵𝑔 − 𝐶𝑔 = 3𝑔 − 3 , (77)

so that there are no 𝑏 zero modes on the sphere, which indeed has no moduli, one 𝑏
zero mode on the torus which is characterised by its complex structure 𝜏, and 3𝑔 − 3
𝑏-zero modes on a genus-𝑔 surface. Given that 𝑏, 𝑐 are Grassmann variables, the path
integral is non-trivial only provided a suitable number of 𝑐 and 𝑏 fields are inserted.
For instance, on the sphere, the SL(2;C) symmetry allows one to fix the positions
of three vertex operators, conventionally chosen as 0, 1,∞, while dressing each of
them with a 𝑐-ghost. Diffeomorphism invariance then requires that the positions of
the remaining 𝑁 − 3 vertex operators be integrated over the sphere.

As an example, we can study the simplest non-trivial scattering amplitude on the
sphere involving four external tachyons of incoming momenta 𝑝𝑖 . According to the
previous discussion, we fix the positions of three of them 𝑧1,2,3 accompanying their
vertex operators by 𝑐-ghosts, while the fourth one does not carry any ghost and its
position 𝑧4 is integrated over the sphere,

A𝑐 (𝑝𝑖) ∼ 𝑔2
𝑠

〈
𝑐(𝑧1)𝑐(𝑧1)𝑒𝑖 𝑝1 ·𝑋 (𝑧1 , �̄�1 )𝑐(𝑧2)𝑐(𝑧2)𝑒𝑖 𝑝2 ·𝑋 (𝑧2 , �̄�2 )𝑐(𝑧3)𝑐(𝑧3)𝑒𝑖 𝑝3 ·𝑋 (𝑧3 , �̄�3 )

×
∫

𝑑2𝑧4 𝑒
𝑖 𝑝4 ·𝑋 (𝑧4 , �̄�4 )

〉
.

(78)

The 𝑔𝑠 dependence of the amplitude can be justified as follows. This is a tree-level
diagram involving the topology of a sphere, and is therefore weighted by 𝑔−2

𝑠 . For
each external leg, there is a cylinder (the propagator) which connects the scattered
states to the sphere, therefore introducing a boundary which by the previous argument
is weighted by 𝑔𝑠 . Upon mapping the sphere to the complex plane, each external leg
shrinks to a puncture, where the vertex operator is inserted. In the case at hand we
have four external states, so that the overall factor is 𝑔−2

𝑠 𝑔4
𝑠 = 𝑔

2
𝑠 .

The correlators involving the holomorphic and anti-holomorphic ghosts factorise
and can be computed independently. Requiring that the conformal symmetry gener-
ated by 𝑐(𝑧)𝜕 be regular at infinity implies that only the three generators 𝑐−1𝑧

2𝜕, 𝑐0𝑧𝜕
and 𝑐1𝜕 corresponding to the SL(2;C) subgroup contribute. Taking into account the
fact that the operators 𝑐𝑛 anti-commute, one finds

⟨𝑐(𝑧1)𝑐(𝑧2)𝑐(𝑧3)⟩ = 𝑧12𝑧13𝑧23 , (79)
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and similarly for the anti-holomorphic ghosts. Here and in the following, we adopt
the standard notation 𝑧𝑖 𝑗 = 𝑧𝑖 − 𝑧 𝑗 . Evaluating the 𝑋 correlators also produces the
standard momentum conserving delta function so that

A𝑐 (𝑝𝑖) ∼ 𝑔2
𝑠 𝛿

(26) (𝑝1 + 𝑝2 + 𝑝3 + 𝑝4) |𝑧12𝑧13𝑧23 |2
∫

𝑑2𝑧4

4∏
𝑖< 𝑗=1

|𝑧𝑖 𝑗 |𝛼
′ 𝑝𝑖 ·𝑝 𝑗 . (80)

It is conventional to set 𝑧1,2,3 to 0, 1,∞, respectively, and introduce the Mandelstam
variables 𝑠 = −(𝑝1 + 𝑝2)2, 𝑡 = −(𝑝1 − 𝑝3)2, and 𝑢 = −(𝑝1 − 𝑝4)2. Using the mass-
shell condition 𝑝2

𝑖
= −4/𝛼′ one arrives at the celebrated Shapiro-Virasoro amplitude

[69, 70]

A𝑐 (𝑝𝑖) ∼ 𝑔2
𝑠 𝛿

(26) (𝑝1+𝑝2+𝑝3+𝑝4)
Γ(−1 − 𝛼′ 𝑠

4 ) Γ(−1 − 𝛼′ 𝑡
4 ) Γ(−1 − 𝛼′ 𝑢

4 )
Γ(2 + 𝛼′ 𝑠

4 ) Γ(2 + 𝛼′ 𝑡
4 ) Γ(2 + 𝛼′ 𝑢

4 )
. (81)

In the field theory limit, this single amplitude describes the three processes associated
to the 𝑠, 𝑡 and 𝑢 channels, so that crossing symmetry is built in. Using the properties
of the Γ functions, one may show that A𝑐 (𝑝𝑖) enjoys the Regge behaviour

A𝑐 (𝑝𝑖) ∝ 𝑠2+𝛼′ 𝑡/2 Γ(−1 − 𝛼′ 𝑡
4 )

Γ(2 + 𝛼′ 𝑡
4 )

, (82)

for large 𝑠 and fixed 𝑡, and is exponentially suppressed

A𝑐 (𝑝𝑖) ∝ 𝑒−
𝛼′
2 (𝑠 log 𝑠+𝑡 log 𝑡+𝑢 log𝑢) , (83)

for 𝑠, 𝑡, 𝑢 → ∞.
For completeness, we can briefly discuss the scattering of four open string

tachyons. The endpoints of open strings trace boundaries upon their propagation, so
that the relevant Riemann surface is now a disk with vertex operators attached to its
boundary. Conformal transformations map this surface to the upper complex plane
with vertex operators inserted on the real axis. The corresponding amplitude reads

A𝑜 (𝑝𝑖) ∼ 𝑔𝑠
〈
𝑐(𝑥1)𝑒𝑖 𝑝1 ·𝑋 (𝑥1 ) 𝑐(𝑥2)𝑒𝑖 𝑝2 ·𝑋 (𝑥2 ) 𝑐(𝑥3)𝑒𝑖 𝑝3 ·𝑋 (𝑥3 )

∫
𝑑𝑥4 𝑒

𝑖 𝑝4 ·𝑋 (𝑥4 )
〉
.

(84)
The calculation of the correlators follows a similar procedure and, by fixing 𝑥1,2,3 to
0, 1,∞, respectively, and integrating 𝑥4 over [0, 1] one obtains

A𝑜 (𝑝𝑖) ∼ 𝑔𝑠 𝛿 (26) (𝑝1 + 𝑝2 + 𝑝3 + 𝑝4) 𝐵(−1 − 𝛼′𝑠,−1 − 𝛼′𝑡) , (85)

where 𝐵(𝑝, 𝑞) is the Euler beta function. Clearly this is only one out of six possible
choices of ordering the positions 𝑥𝑖 . Summing over all possibilities, one obtains the
celebrated Veneziano amplitude [1]
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A𝑜 (𝑝𝑖) ∼𝑔𝑠 𝛿 (26) (𝑝1 + 𝑝2 + 𝑝3 + 𝑝4) [𝐵(−1 − 𝛼′𝑠,−1 − 𝛼′𝑡)
+𝐵(−1 − 𝛼′𝑠,−1 − 𝛼′𝑢) + 𝐵(−1 − 𝛼′𝑡,−1 − 𝛼′𝑢)] ,

(86)

which is fully crossing symmetric.
Higher genus amplitudes can be computed following a similar pattern, but involve

the CFT correlators on genus-𝑔 Riemann surfaces, as well as the integration over
the corresponding moduli. In general, this can quickly become involved and, in the
following, we shall focus on the genus one vacuum energy [71].

In this case, the path integral over the worldsheet metric reduces to a finite
dimensional integral of the complex structure 𝜏 of the torus, parametrising gauge
inequivalent metrics. The CKG of the torus is Abelian and contains two translations.
Its volume is finite and given by

∫
𝑑2𝑧 = 𝜏2 and, thus,∫ [D𝑔]

vol(CKG)
→

∫
F

𝑑2𝜏

𝜏2
, (87)

with F being the fundamental domain (41). Notice that for scattering amplitudes,
one instead fixes the position of one vertex operator and, therefore, the 𝜏2 factor
associated to vol(CKG) is now absent. One is left to perform the Gaussian integrals
over the scalar fields 𝑋𝜇 and the reparametrisation ghosts.

Let us start with the contribution of a single scalar 𝑋 with periodic boundary
conditions along both cycles of the worldsheet torus with metric

𝑔𝑎𝑏 =
1
𝜏2

(
1 𝜏1
𝜏1 |𝜏 |2

)
. (88)

We can now expand 𝑋 onto the orthonormal basis of eigenmodes 𝜙𝑚,𝑛 (𝜎1, 𝜎2) of
the Laplace operator □ on the torus,

𝑋 =
∑︁
𝑚,𝑛

𝑐𝑚,𝑛𝜙𝑚,𝑛 , (89)

where □ 𝜙𝑚,𝑛 = −𝜆𝑚,𝑛𝜙𝑚,𝑛 with

𝜆𝑚,𝑛 =
𝜋2

𝜏2
2
|𝑚 − 𝜏𝑛|2 . (90)

Notice that the zero mode 𝜙0,0 is actually constant, due to the periodicity conditions,
and it is fixed by the normalisation condition ∥𝜙0,0∥ = 1 to be 𝜙0,0 = 𝜏

−1/2
2 . The path

integral over 𝑋 now turns into an integral over the Fourier modes 𝑐𝑚,𝑛. In particular,
the integral over the zero mode is∫

𝑑𝑐0,0 =

∫
𝑑𝑥

𝜙0,0
= 𝐿

√
𝜏2 , (91)

where 𝐿 is the infinite linear volume spanned by the centre of mass 𝑥 of the string.
The integral over the remaining Fourier modes produces (det′□)−1/2 =

∏′
𝑚,𝑛 𝜆

−1/2
𝑚,𝑛 ,
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where the primes indicate that the zero eigenvalue 𝜆0,0 is excluded. This infinite
product is clearly divergent and must be carefully defined using zeta function regu-
larisation. The main ingredients needed for this calculation are∏

𝑛≠0
𝑎 = 𝑎−2𝜁 (0) ,

∏
𝑛>0

𝑛𝛼 = 𝑒−𝛼𝜁 ′ (0) ,
∏
𝑛>0

(
1 − 𝑎2

𝑛2

)
=

sin 𝜋𝑎
𝜋𝑎

. (92)

A straightforward computation then yields

det′□ = (2𝜏2 𝜂 𝜂)2 . (93)

Putting everything together, one finds 𝐿/(√𝜏2 𝜂𝜂), up to an overall constant.
The contribution of the reparametrisation ghosts to the vacuum energy proceeds

in a similar fashion, although one has to properly treat the zero modes. From the
Riemann-Roch theorem we know that there is one zero mode for each ghost and,
therefore, one should compute∫

[D𝑏] [D𝑐] [D �̄�] [D𝑐] 𝑏𝑐�̄�𝑐 𝑒−𝑆ghost . (94)

The ghost insertions simply soak up the zero modes from the integration measure, so
that their contribution to the path integral no longer vanishes, and gives 𝜙4

0,0 = 𝜏−2
2 .

The non-zero modes instead contribute with

det′∇𝑧 det′∇�̄� ∼ det′□ = (2𝜏2 𝜂 𝜂)2 . (95)

Assembling the contributions of the 26 bosonic coordinates 𝑋𝜇, together with those
of the ghosts, one recovers the result

log Z = 𝑉26

∫
F

𝑑2𝜏

𝜏14
2

1
𝜂24 𝜂24 , (96)

which precisely matches eq. (34) for 𝐷 = 26 upon restriction of the integral to the
fundamental domain.

5 Fermionic Strings

In spite of successfully providing a quantum theory of gravity, the simple bosonic
string model discussed so far clearly has a number of drawbacks. Its spectrum
necessarily contains a tachyon, while spacetime fermions are absent. In order to
overcome these problems, one is lead to introduce additional degrees of freedom on
the string worldsheet [72]. The natural choice is two dimensional Majorana fermions
𝜓𝜇, so that the Polyakov action, in a suitable generalisation of the conformal gauge,
reads
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𝑆 = − 1
4𝜋𝛼′

∫
𝑑2𝜎

(
𝜕𝑎𝑋

𝜇𝜕𝑎𝑋𝜇 − 𝑖�̄�𝜇𝜌𝑎𝜕𝑎𝜓𝜇

)
, (97)

where 𝜌0 = 𝜎2 and 𝜌1 = 𝑖𝜎1 being the two-dimensional Dirac matrices satisfying
the Clifford algebra {𝜌𝑎, 𝜌𝑏} = −2𝜂𝑎𝑏 and the index 𝜇 = 0, . . . , 𝐷 − 1 runs over
𝐷-dimensional spacetime. In addition to global Poincaré symmetry and conformal
invariance on the worldsheet, this action is also invariant under the supersymmetry
transformation [73]

𝛿𝑋𝜇 = 𝜖𝜓𝜇 , 𝛿𝜓𝜇 = −𝑖𝜌𝑎𝜖 𝜕𝑎𝑋𝜇 , (98)

with real parameter 𝜖 , transforming as a Majorana spinor1. The Dirac equation
of motion implies that the two components of 𝜓𝜇 propagate independently as left
or right movers, in accordance with the fact that, in two dimensions, irreducible
spinorial representations of the Lorentz group are Majorana-Weyl fermions. As a
consequence, the supersymmetry transformations independently rotate the left and
right moving fields

𝛿𝑋
𝜇

L,R (𝜎
±) = ∓𝑖𝜖±𝜓𝜇

± , 𝛿𝜓
𝜇
± (𝜎±) = ±2𝜖±𝜕±𝑋𝜇 , (99)

thus, respecting the factorisation of two-dimensional conformal symmetry. The
energy-momentum tensor 𝑇 and the supercurrent 𝐺 read

𝑇±± = 𝜕±𝑋
𝜇𝜕±𝑋𝜇 + 𝑖

2
𝜓
𝜇
±𝜕±𝜓± 𝜇 , 𝐺± = 𝜓

𝜇
±𝜕±𝑋𝜇 . (100)

The vanishing of energy-energy momentum tensor, together with the structure of the
supersymmetry algebra𝐺𝐺 ∼ 𝑇 , also requires the vanishing of the supercurrent. This
constraint can be also seen to arise from the consistent coupling of the worldsheet
fermions to two-dimensional supergravity.

As usual, the equations of motion have to be supplemented by appropriate bound-
ary conditions. For the bosonic coordinates they were already discussed in Section
2, together with the corresponding mode expansions. In the case of closed strings,
the vanishing of the boundary terms for the fermions simply implies periodicity or
anti-periodicity in the 𝜎 variable. In the case of open strings, the boundary condi-
tions imply 𝜓𝜇

+ 𝛿𝜓+ 𝜇 = 𝜓𝜇
−𝛿𝜓− 𝜇 at each endpoint; this leads to the two possibilities

𝜓
𝜇
+ = ±𝜓𝜇

− at 𝜎 = 1, upon conventionally fixing 𝜓𝜇
+ = 𝜓𝜇

− at 𝜎 = 0.
In the closed string case, the mode expansions, thus, read

𝜓
𝜇
+ =

√
2𝜋𝛼′

∑︁
𝑛∈Z

𝑑
𝜇
𝑛 𝑒

−2𝜋𝑖𝑛𝜎+
, 𝜓

𝜇
+ =

√
2𝜋𝛼′

∑︁
𝑟∈Z+ 1

2

𝑏
𝜇
𝑟 𝑒

−2𝜋𝑖𝑟 𝜎+
, (101)

1 Actually, this transformation only realises a faithful representation of the supersymmetry algebra
on-shell, where indeed the bosonic and fermionic degrees of freedom match. An off-shell realisation
would require the introduction of the auxiliary real scalar field 𝐵𝜇 , entering the action via the
bilinear −𝐵𝜇𝐵𝜇 . The transformation of the fermion then involves the additional term 𝐵𝜇 𝜖 , while
𝛿𝐵𝜇 = −𝑖 𝜖 𝜌𝑎𝜕𝑎𝜓

𝜇 .
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for periodic and anti-periodic fermions, respectively. Similar expressions hold for
the right movers 𝜓𝜇

− , with 𝑑 → 𝑑, 𝑏 → �̃� and 𝜎+ → 𝜎− . In the open string case, we
have

𝜓
𝜇
± =

√
𝜋𝛼′

∑︁
𝑛∈Z

𝑑
𝜇
𝑛 𝑒

−𝑖 𝜋𝑛𝜎±
, 𝜓

𝜇
± =

√
𝜋𝛼′

∑︁
𝑟∈Z+ 1

2

𝑏
𝜇
𝑟 𝑒

−𝑖 𝜋𝑟 𝜎±
(102)

for the two cases 𝜓𝜇
+ = ±𝜓𝜇

− at 𝜎 = 1, respectively. For both closed and open strings,
integer modes define the Ramond (R) sector [74, 75], while the half-integer ones
define the Neveu-Schwarz (NS) sector [76, 77, 78].

The canonical quantisation of the fermions amounts to imposing the equal-time
anti-commutation relations {𝜓𝜇

± (𝜎), 𝜓𝜈
± (𝜎′)} = 𝜋𝜂𝜇𝜈𝛿(𝜎 − 𝜎′). Similarly to the

bosonic string, the Fock space contains negative norm states, generated by the
Fourier modes of 𝜓0 in both NS and R sectors. These are non-propagating degrees
of freedom, which are removed by imposing that physical states lie in the cohomology
of 𝐺±, and it can be shown that this happens only in 𝐷 = 10 spacetime dimensions.

An alternative way to quantise the action (97) is to resort to light-cone quan-
tisation. As in the bosonic case, there is an infinite number of conserved Noether
charges associated to 𝑇±± and 𝐺±. Indeed, any current of the form 𝑓 (𝜎±)𝑇±± and
𝑔(𝜎±)𝐺± is trivially conserved for any 𝑓 and 𝑔. This implies the existence of an
infinite number of generators that extend the bosonic conformal symmetry to the
infinite-dimensional superconformal group. Making use of these symmetries, we
can set 𝑋+ = 𝑥+ + 2𝜋𝛼′𝑝+𝜏 and 𝜓+ = 0, so that the energy-momentum tensor and
supercurrent constraints can be solved for

𝜕±𝑋
− =

1
2𝜋𝛼′𝑝+

(
𝜕±𝑋

𝑖𝜕±𝑋
𝑖 + 𝑖

2
𝜓𝑖
±𝜕±𝜓

𝑖
±

)
, 𝜓−

± =
1

𝜋𝛼′𝑝+
𝜓𝑖
±𝜕±𝑋

𝑖 . (103)

As a result, only the transverse (super)coordinates 𝑋 𝑖 , 𝜓𝑖 are physical and generate
a Fock space with positive norm. Indeed, plugging in the mode expansions, we find

𝛼−
𝑚 =

1
√

2𝛼′𝑝+


∑︁
𝑛∈Z

𝛼𝑖𝑛𝛼
𝑖
𝑚−𝑛 +

∑︁
𝑟∈Z+ 1

2

(𝑚
2
− 𝑟

)
𝑏𝑖𝑟𝑏

𝑖
𝑚−𝑟

 (104)

and

𝑏−𝑟 =

√︂
2
𝛼′

1
𝑝+

∑︁
𝑠∈Z+ 1

2

𝛼𝑖𝑟−𝑠𝑏
𝑖
𝑠 , (105)

for the NS sector of the left-movers of closed strings. Similar expressions can be
derived for the right-movers, as well as for the 𝑅 sectors. In the open string case one
simply multiplies the r.h.s. of both equations by a factor of 1/2.

As in the bosonic case, among the infinite relations (104), the 𝑚 = 0 one plays a
special role, since it provides the mass-shell condition. Recalling that 𝛼𝜇

0 =
√

2𝛼′ 𝑝𝜇

for open strings, while 𝛼𝜇

0 = �̃�
𝜇

0 =
√︁
𝛼′/2 𝑝𝜇 for closed strings, one finds
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𝑀2
open =

1
𝛼′

(
𝑁𝑋 + 𝑁𝜓 − 𝐷 − 2

16

)
, (106)

in the NS sector, and
𝑀2

open =
1
𝛼′

(
𝑁𝑋 + 𝑁𝜓

)
, (107)

in the R sector. In the closed string case, the left movers contribute with

𝑀2
closed,𝐿 =

4
𝛼′

(
𝑁𝑋 + 𝑁𝜓 − 𝐷 − 2

16

)
, (108)

in the NS sector, and
𝑀2

closed,𝐿 =
4
𝛼′

(
𝑁𝑋 + 𝑁𝜓

)
, (109)

in the R sector, with similar expressions for the right moving mass. Closed string
states are then built by combining the left and right-moving oscillators while re-
specting the level matching condition 𝑀2

closed,𝐿 = 𝑀2
closed,𝑅. In these expressions, we

used the definition of 𝑁𝑋 given in Section 2, while

𝑁𝜓 =

{∑∞
𝑟=1/2 𝑟𝑏

𝑖
−𝑟𝑏

𝑖
𝑟 in the NS sector ,∑∞

𝑛=1 𝑛𝑑
𝑖
−𝑛𝑑

𝑖
𝑛 in the R sector .

(110)

Furthermore, the zero point energy inside the brackets is computed via zeta func-
tion regularisation and each periodic boson contributes with −1/24, each R fermion
contributes with +1/24, while each NS fermion contributes with −1/48. The overall
vanishing of the zero point energy in the R sector reflects the fact that the boundary
conditions of bosons and fermions respect supersymmetry. In the NS sector, instead,
the anti-periodicity of the fermions “spontaneously break” worldsheet supersymme-
try and represent the simplest realisation of the Scherk-Schwarz mechanism [79].

We now have all the ingredients to discuss the light spectrum, starting from the
open strings. In the NS sector, the vacuum |0⟩ is a spacetime scalar with mass
𝑀2 = −(𝐷 − 2)/16𝛼′ and is, thus, tachyonic (for 𝐷 > 2). The first excited level is
𝑏𝑖−1/2 |0⟩ transforming in the vectorial representation of the little group SO(𝐷 − 2).
This is clearly compatible with Lorentz invariance if and only if this state is massless,
which is the case only in 𝐷 = 10 dimensions. Indeed, it can be shown that the
spacetime Lorentz algebra is properly realised in this critical dimension. Massive
states can be similarly constructed by the (repeated) action of 𝛼𝑖−𝑛 and 𝑏𝑖−𝑟 and
correspond to higher spin fields. In the R sector, instead, the vacuum is massless, but
is no longer a singlet. This can be easily seen from the fact that 𝑑𝑖0 commutes with
the Hamiltonian and satisfies the Clifford algebra {𝑑𝑖0, 𝑑

𝑗

0 } = 2𝛿𝑖 𝑗 . As a result, the
vacuum transforms in the spinorial representations 8𝑠 and 8𝑐 of the spacetime little
group SO(8), corresponding to the Majorana-Weyl fermions of opposite chirality 𝑠
and 𝑐. This implies that the superstring in the R sector describes spacetime fermions.

The closed string spectrum can be built by combining left and right movers and
one has to distinguish between four possibilities. In the NS-NS sector is bosonic and
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its lightest state is the vacuum |0⟩𝐿 ⊗ |0⟩𝑅, which clearly satisfies level matching
and describes a tachyonic scalar of mass 𝑀2 = −(𝐷 − 2)/4𝛼′. The next level-
matched states originate from 𝑏𝑖−1/2�̃�

𝑗

−1/2 acting on the vacuum. This decomposes
into the symmetric traceless, the anti-symmetric and the singlet representations of
SO(𝐷 − 2), and consistency with Lorentz symmetry requires that these states be
massless, which again fixes 𝐷 = 10. These states are identified as the graviton 𝐺𝜇𝜈 ,
the rank-2 anti-symmetric tensor 𝐵𝜇𝜈 , and the dilaton Φ. Also the R-R sector is
bosonic, and its tower of states starts already at the massless level. To identify the
spacetime representations of the latter states, we have to consider the tensor product
decomposition of (8𝑠 ⊕ 8𝑐) ⊗ (8𝑠 ⊕ 8𝑐). As a result, 8𝑠 ⊗ 8𝑠 = 1 ⊕ 28 ⊕ 35+ yields a
scalar, a 2-form and a 4-form whose field strength is self-dual in 𝐷 = 10 dimensions,
8𝑐 ⊗ 8𝑐 = 1 ⊕ 28 ⊕ 35− yields another scalar, another 2-form and a 4-form whose
field strength is now anti self-dual, while 8𝑠 ⊗ 8𝑐 = 8𝑣 ⊕ 56 yields a vector and a
3-form field, and similarly for 8𝑐 ⊗ 8𝑠 . The NS-R sector is fermionic and its level-
matched spectrum starts at the massless level. It is obtained by the tensor product
decompositions 8𝑣 ⊗ 8𝑠 = 56𝑠 + 8𝑐 and 8𝑣 ⊗ 8𝑐 = 56𝑐 + 8𝑠 . Therefore, it comprises
two spin 3/2 fields of 𝑠 and 𝑐 chirality, known as the gravitini, and two spin 1/2
fields of 𝑐 and 𝑠 chirality, known as the dilatini. The R-NS sector gives an additional
copy of the NS-R spectrum.

Actually, the closed string spectrum discussed so far yields an inconsistent string
vacuum. One way to see this is the fact that keeping all the above states, together with
their massive excitations, is incompatible with modular invariance. As we shall see,
only certain sub-sectors will give a consistent string theory [80]. For open strings,
the argument is slightly more involved and we will return to this in the next sections.
In order to construct consistent vacua, it is useful to package the states of the NS and
R sectors according to their worldsheet fermion parity (−1)𝐹ws . The latter is defined
such that states built out of an even (resp. odd) number of 𝑏𝑟 and/or 𝑑𝑛 oscillators
have (−1)𝐹ws = +1 (resp. −1). The parity of R vacua is positive for |8𝑠⟩ and negative
for |8𝑐⟩ since, conventionally, |8𝑠⟩ (resp. |8𝑐⟩) is built out of an even (resp. odd)
number of 𝑑0 oscillators. This packaging yields the four traces

𝑂8 (𝑞) ≡ Tr NS

[
1 + (−1)𝐹ws

2
𝑞𝑁𝑋+𝑁𝜓−1/2

]
,

𝑉8 (𝑞) ≡ Tr NS

[
1 − (−1)𝐹ws

2
𝑞𝑁𝑋+𝑁𝜓−1/2

]
,

𝑆8 (𝑞) ≡ Tr R

[
1 + (−1)𝐹ws

2
𝑞𝑁𝑋+𝑁𝜓

]
,

𝐶8 (𝑞) ≡ Tr R

[
1 − (−1)𝐹ws

2
𝑞𝑁𝑋+𝑁𝜓

]
,

(111)

associated, respectively, to the singlet/adjoint, vectorial, and the two spinorial con-
jugacy classes of SO(8). In general, these traces can actually be identified with the
characters [81] of the level-one current algebra of SO(2𝑛), given by
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𝑂2𝑛 (𝑞) =
𝜗3 (0|𝜏)𝑛 + 𝜗4 (0|𝜏)𝑛

2𝜂𝑛 (𝜏) ,

𝑉2𝑛 (𝑞) =
𝜗3 (0|𝜏)𝑛 − 𝜗4 (0|𝜏)𝑛

2𝜂𝑛 (𝜏) ,

𝑆2𝑛 (𝑞) =
𝜗2 (0|𝜏)𝑛 + 𝑖−𝑛𝜗1 (0|𝜏)𝑛

2𝜂𝑛 (𝜏) ,

𝐶2𝑛 (𝑞) =
𝜗2 (0|𝜏)𝑛 − 𝑖−𝑛𝜗1 (0|𝜏)𝑛

2𝜂𝑛 (𝜏) .

(112)

For a review on affine current algebras, see [82]. Here, we have introduced the four
Jacobi theta functions

𝜗1 (𝑧 |𝜏) = 2 sin 𝜋𝑧 𝑞1/8
∏
𝑛>0

(1 − 𝑞𝑛) (1 − 𝑞𝑛 𝑒2𝜋𝑖𝑧) (1 − 𝑞𝑛 𝑒−2𝜋𝑖𝑧) ,

𝜗2 (𝑧 |𝜏) = 2 cos 𝜋𝑧 𝑞1/8
∏
𝑛>0

(1 − 𝑞𝑛) (1 + 𝑞𝑛 𝑒2𝜋𝑖𝑧) (1 + 𝑞𝑛 𝑒−2𝜋𝑖𝑧) ,

𝜗3 (𝑧 |𝜏) =
∏
𝑛>0

(1 − 𝑞𝑛) (1 + 𝑞𝑛−1/2 𝑒2𝜋𝑖𝑧) (1 + 𝑞𝑛−1/2 𝑒−2𝜋𝑖𝑧) ,

𝜗4 (𝑧 |𝜏) =
∏
𝑛>0

(1 − 𝑞𝑛) (1 − 𝑞𝑛−1/2 𝑒2𝜋𝑖𝑧) (1 − 𝑞𝑛−1/2 𝑒−2𝜋𝑖𝑧) ,

(113)

evaluated at 𝑧 = 0. Notice that 𝜗1 (0|𝜏) vanishes identically, reflecting the fact that at
each mass level we have an equal number of fermionic states of opposite chirality.
This degeneracy can be lifted by turning on suitable background magnetic fields, so
that one may then really distinguish between the 𝑆8 and 𝐶8 traces. The generators 𝑇
and 𝑆 of the modular group SL(2;Z) have the well-defined action

𝑇 : 𝜗1 → 𝑒𝑖 𝜋/4 𝜗1 , 𝜗2 → 𝑒𝑖 𝜋/4 𝜗2 , 𝜗3,4 → 𝜗4,3 ,

𝑆 : 𝜗1 →
√
−𝑖𝜏 𝜗1 , 𝜗2,4 →

√
−𝑖𝜏 𝜗4,2 , 𝜗3 →

√
−𝑖𝜏 𝜗3 ,

(114)

on the Jacobi theta functions with 𝑧 = 0 which, together with the transformation
properties (40) of the Dedekind eta function, implies the matrix representations

𝑇 = 𝑒−𝑖 𝜋𝑛/12 diag(1,−1, 𝑒𝑖 𝜋𝑛/4, 𝑒𝑖 𝜋𝑛/4) , 𝑆 =
1
2

©«
1 1 1 1
1 1 −1 −1
1 −1 𝑖−𝑛 −𝑖−𝑛
1 −1 −𝑖−𝑛 𝑖−𝑛

ª®®®¬ . (115)

on the space of the SO(2𝑛) characters 𝜒 = {𝑂2𝑛, 𝑉2𝑛, 𝑆2𝑛, 𝐶2𝑛}.
Consistent closed string vacua thus correspond to the sesquilinear combinations

𝑍 =
1

𝜂8 𝜂8 T ≡ 1
𝜂8 𝜂8

∑︁
𝑖, 𝑗

�̄�𝑖 N𝑖 𝑗 𝜒 𝑗 , (116)
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of left moving and right moving characters, with the matrix N𝑖 𝑗 enforcing the
Gliozzi-Scherk-Olive (GSO) projection [80]. Its entries can be either ±1 or 0, and are
required to satisfy spin-statistics and the (genus one) modular invariance constraints

𝑇†N 𝑇 = N , 𝑆†N 𝑆 = N . (117)

It can be shown that these conditions automatically guarantee higher genus modular
invariance. There are only four inequivalent solutions,

TIIA =(𝑉8 − 𝑆8) (�̄�8 − �̄�8) ,
TIIB =|𝑉8 − 𝑆8 |2 ,
T0A =|𝑂8 |2 + |𝑉8 |2 + 𝑆8�̄�8 + 𝐶8𝑆8 ,

T0B =|𝑂8 |2 + |𝑉8 |2 + |𝑆8 |2 + |𝐶8 |2 ,

(118)

corresponding to the type IIA, type IIB, type 0A and type 0B superstring theories in
𝐷 = 10 [80, 83, 84].

The type IIA and type IIB superstrings enjoy N = (1, 1) and N = (2, 0)
spacetime supersymmetry, respectively, and their corresponding partition functions
vanish identically, as implied by the equatio identica satis abstrusa identity of Jacobi

𝜗4
3 (0|𝜏) − 𝜗

4
4 (0|𝜏) − 𝜗

4
2 (0|𝜏) = 0 . (119)

Their massless excitations, thus, correspond to the field content of the associated
supergravity multiplets. In type IIA they comprise 𝐺𝜇𝜈 , 𝐵𝜇𝜈 and Φ from the NS-
NS sector, a 1-form 𝐶1 and a 3-form 𝐶3 from the R-R sector, together with a pair
of opposite-chirality gravitini and dilatini. In type IIB they comprise 𝐺𝜇𝜈 , 𝐵𝜇𝜈

and Φ from the NS-NS sector, a 0-form 𝐶0, a 2-form 𝐶2 and a 4-form (with self-
dual field strength) 𝐶 (+)

4 from the R-R sector, together with two gravitini of the
same (𝑆) chirality and two dilatini of opposite (𝐶) chirality. This chiral spectrum is
actually anomaly-free [85], as guaranteed by modular invariance [86, 87, 88]. The
type 0A and type 0B superstrings are non-supersymmetric and only contain bosonic
excitations. The NS-NS sector is common to both theories and comprises a tachyon,
𝐺𝜇𝜈 , 𝐵𝜇𝜈 andΦ. In the R-R sectors, type 0A comprises two 1-forms and two 3-forms
from the R-R sectors, while type 0B comprises two 0-forms, two 2-forms, and one
unconstrained 4-form.

Although the partition functions in (118) define four independent string theories
in ten dimensions there is, nevertheless, an interesting way to relate them. As an
example, let us start from type IIB and observe that it is invariant under the ac-
tion of the spacetime fermion parity (−1)𝐹 . This discrete symmetry can then be
gauged, by restricting the Hilbert space HIIB to only those states invariant under this
transformation. This amounts to computing
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T ′ = TrHIIB

[
1 + (−1)𝐹

2
𝑞𝐿0 𝑞 �̄�0

]
=

1
2
|𝑉8 − 𝑆8 |2 +

1
2
|𝑉8 + 𝑆8 |2 .

(120)

In accordance with the gauging of the spacetime fermion parity, the resulting spec-
trum only contains bosonic states from the NS-NS and R-R sectors of the type IIB
superstring theory. However, T ′ is not modular invariant and, therefore, cannot de-
scribe a consistent string vacuum. A way out is to restore modular invariance with
the addition of new “twisted” states, which are not part of the original Hilbert space.
In the case at hand, the only solution is

T ′ → 1
2
|𝑉8 − 𝑆8 |2 +

1
2
|𝑉8 + 𝑆8 |2 +

1
2
|𝑂8 − 𝐶8 |2 +

1
2
|𝑂8 + 𝐶8 |2 , (121)

which is nothing but the partition function of the type 0B theory. This construction
[83, 84] is simplest instance of an orbifold, whereby discrete symmetries can be
gauged at the cost of introducing new “twisted” states which restore modular invari-
ance. Similar constructions involving the full spacetime fermion parity or its right
moving analogue (−1)𝐹R , relate the four theories in (118). As we shall see in the
next section, this procedure is an efficient way to construct new consistent closed
string vacua.

6 Heterotic Strings

In the previous section, we saw that an interesting way to generalise the bosonic string
construction was to introduce additional fermionic degrees of freedom described in
terms of Majorana-Weyl spinors 𝜓𝜇

± carrying the same Lorentz index as the bosonic
coordinates 𝑋𝜇. This lead to a natural factorisation of the corresponding super-CFT
into a left and right moving sector, where 𝜓𝜇

+ and 𝜓𝜇
− are independently rotated into

𝜕±𝑋𝜇 by supersymmetry transformations. This factorisation lies at the heart of string
constructions and actually allows for an asymmetric generalisation. One may replace
𝜓𝜇
− by 𝑁 free fermions 𝜆𝐴− , which are now invariant under the spacetime Lorentz

group but transform in the fundamental representation of SO(𝑁) [89, 90, 91]. The
resulting worldsheet action reads

𝑆 = − 1
4𝜋𝛼′

∫
𝑑2𝜎

(
𝜕𝑎𝑋

𝜇𝜕𝑎𝑋𝜇 − 2𝑖𝜓𝜇
+ 𝜕−𝜓+ 𝜇 − 2𝑖𝜆𝐴−𝜕+𝜆𝐴−

)
, (122)

and the quantisation proceeds as in the fermionic string with an important difference:
the right-moving sector is no longer supersymmetric and, therefore, there is no
associated conserved supercharge. One is, thus, left with the constraints
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𝑇++ = 𝜕+𝑋
𝜇𝜕+𝑋𝜇 + 𝑖

2
𝜓
𝜇
+ 𝜕+𝜓+ 𝜇 = 0 ,

𝑇−− = 𝜕−𝑋
𝜇𝜕−𝑋𝜇 + 𝑖

2
𝜆𝐴−𝜕−𝜆

𝐴
− = 0 ,

𝐺+ = 𝜓
𝜇
+ 𝜕+𝑋𝜇 = 0 .

(123)

As usual, in light-cone quantisation, the infinite conserved charges associated to 𝑇++
and𝑇−− , allow us to eliminate the oscillators in 𝑋+ = 𝑥++2𝜋𝛼′𝑝+𝜏. The chiral nature
of worldsheet supersymmetry, however, now implies that the infinite conserved
charges associated to 𝐺+ only allow us to set 𝜓+

+ = 0, while all right-moving 𝜆𝐴−
oscillators must be retained. Taking this into account, the above constraints may be
solved for 𝑋− and 𝜓−

+ ,

𝜕+𝑋
− =

1
2𝜋𝛼′𝑝+

(
𝜕+𝑋

𝑖𝜕+𝑋
𝑖 + 𝑖

2
𝜓𝑖
+𝜕+𝜓

𝑖
+

)
,

𝜕−𝑋
− =

1
2𝜋𝛼′𝑝+

(
𝜕−𝑋

𝑖𝜕−𝑋
𝑖 + 𝑖

2
𝜆𝐴−𝜕−𝜆

𝐴
−

)
,

𝜓−
+ =

1
𝜋𝛼′𝑝+

𝜓𝑖
+𝜕+𝑋

𝑖 .

(124)

These relations are enough to remove the negative-norm states associated to 𝑋0 and
to the left-moving 𝜓0

+, and include the mass-shell conditions for the heterotic string.
Using the mode expansions for the bosons (9) and the left-moving fermions (101),

together with the mode expansions

𝜆𝐴− =
√

2𝜋𝛼′
∑︁
𝑛∈Z

�̃�𝐴𝑛 𝑒
−2𝜋𝑖𝑛𝜎−

, 𝜆𝐴− =
√

2𝜋𝛼′
∑︁

𝑟∈Z+ 1
2

�̃�𝐴𝑟 𝑒
−2𝜋𝑖𝑟 𝜎−

, (125)

for the periodic and anti-periodic right-moving fermions 𝜆𝐴, respectively, and as-
suming that all 𝜆𝐴’s carry the same periodicity conditions, one finds

𝑀2
L =

{
4
𝛼′

(
𝑁𝑋 + 𝑁𝜓 − 𝐷−2

16

)
in the NS sector ,

4
𝛼′

(
𝑁𝑋 + 𝑁𝜓

)
in the R sector ,

(126)

for the left-moving mass, and

𝑀2
R =


4
𝛼′

(
𝑁𝑋 + 𝑁𝜆 − 2𝐷+𝑁−4

48

)
in the anti-periodic 𝜆 sector ,

4
𝛼′

(
𝑁𝑋 + 𝑁𝜆 − 𝐷−𝑁−2

24

)
in the periodic 𝜆 sector ,

(127)

for the right-moving mass. Clearly, physical states require the level-matching con-
dition 𝑀2

L = 𝑀2
R. Notice that also in the right-moving periodic 𝜆 sector, the zero

modes �̃�𝐴0 commute with the Hamiltonian and satisfy the SO(𝑁) Clifford alge-
bra {�̃�𝐴0 , �̃�

𝐵
0 } = 2𝛿𝐴𝐵. Therefore, the periodic 𝜆 vacuum transforms as a spinor of

SO(𝑁). Compatibility of the light spectrum with the spacetime Lorentz symmetry,
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requires also in this case 𝐷 = 10 dimensions, while fixing 𝑁 = 32. As in the type
IIA/IIB superstrings, in the left-moving sector, the GSO projection removes the NS
tachyonic vacuum and the Ramond 8𝑐 vacuum together with their excitations. In
the right-moving sector, the GSO projection removes instead the states belonging to
the conjugacy classes of the fundamental and one of the spinorial representations of
Spin(32). The modular invariant partition function, thus, reads

TSO(32) = (𝑉8 − 𝑆8) (�̄�32 + 𝑆32) . (128)

The massless states comprise the graviton, the 𝐵-field and the dilaton from
𝑏𝑖−1/2�̃�

𝑗

−1 |0⟩𝐿 ⊗ |0⟩𝑅, the Rarita-Schwinger field of chirality 𝑠 and a Majorana-
Weyl spinor of chirality 𝑐 from �̃�

𝑗

−1 |8𝑠⟩𝐿 ⊗ |0⟩𝑅, together with 496 gauge bosons and
𝑠 Majorana-Weyl fermions from 𝑏𝑖−1/2�̃�

𝐴
−1/2�̃�

𝐵
−1/2 |0⟩𝐿 ⊗ |0⟩𝑅 and �̃�𝐴−1/2�̃�

𝐵
−1/2 |8𝑠⟩𝐿 ⊗

|0⟩𝑅, respectively. This spectrum enjoys N = (1, 0) supersymmetry in ten di-
mensions, and the aforementioned states form the gravity multiplet and the gauge
multiplet of SO(32). This spectrum is free of irreducible gravitational and gauge
anomalies [85], while the reducible anomalies are cancelled by the Green-Schwarz
mechanism [92] (see [93, 94] for a review of anomaly cancellation in string theory).

In the above, we imposed the same periodicity conditions for all 32 𝜆’s, which
gave rise to the SO(32) heterotic string with N = (1, 0) spacetime supersymmetry.
This is not the only allowed choice, and one could instead split the right-moving
fermions into sets obeying different periodicity conditions. If one insists on pre-
serving spacetime supersymmetry in 𝐷 = 10, the GSO projection implies that the
partition function factorises into the holomorphic contribution 𝑉8 − 𝑆8 times an
anti-holomorphic one associated to the gauge degrees of freedom. As a result, the
latter must be modular invariant by itself and, it turns out, that there are exactly
two choices involving 32 fermions: the �̄�32 + 𝑆32 combination discussed above, and
(�̄�16 + 𝑆16) (�̄�16 + 𝑆16) which gives rise to the celebrated E8 × E8 heterotic string
with partition function

TE8×E8 = (𝑉8 − 𝑆8) (�̄�16 + 𝑆16) (�̄�16 + 𝑆16) . (129)

Aside from the N = (1, 0) gravitational multiplet, the light spectrum comprises a
vector multiplet transforming under the 248-dimensional adjoint representation of
E8 ×E8. Indeed, an E8 gauge group is isomorphic to Spin(16)/Z2, where one retains
the conjugacy classes associated to the adjoint and one spinorial representation of
Spin(16). Notice that we have exactly 248 + 248 = 496 copies of a vector multiplet,
as in the case of the SO(32) heterotic string, which is essential for gravitational
anomaly cancellation.

It is a property of two-dimensional CFTs that a pair of real free fermions 𝜆1,2 can
be bosonised [95, 96] into a chiral compact scalar Φ at radius

√︁
𝛼′/2, known as the

fermionic point. Indeed, the dictionary

𝜆± ≡ 𝜆2 ± 𝑖𝜆1
√

2
→ 𝑒±𝑖

√
2/𝛼′Φ , 𝜆+𝜆− → 𝑖𝜕Φ , (130)
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consistently reproduces the OPE relations. As a result, one may give an alterna-
tive description of the heterotic strings whereby the right-moving sector involves
16 compact scalars Φ𝑎. The chiral factorisation induced by the requirement of
spacetime supersymmetry, together with the modular invariance of the holomorphic
and anti-holomorphic sectors, implies that the compact Φ𝑎’s are associated to a
16-dimensional even, self-dual chiral lattice. The only two such cases are the root
lattices of Spin(32)/Z2 and E8 × E8, corresponding to the partition functions (128)
and (129), respectively [89, 90, 91].

Although these cases are the only possible choices of heterotic theories in ten
dimensions enjoying spacetime supersymmetry, they do not exhaust the space of all
consistent, modular invariant, heterotic vacua. The most notable example is the non-
supersymmetric SO(16) × SO(16) theory of [97, 83, 84]. In this case, the modular
invariant partition function

TSO(16)×SO(16) = 𝑉8 (�̄�16�̄�16 + 𝑆16𝑆16) − 𝑆8 (�̄�16𝑆16 + 𝑆16�̄�16)
+𝑂8 (�̄�16�̄�16 + �̄�16�̄�16) − 𝐶8 (�̄�16�̄�16 + �̄�16�̄�16)

(131)

no longer factorises, and the light spectrum comprises the universal graviton, 𝐵-field
and dilaton, gauge bosons in the adjoint representation of SO(16) × SO(16), left-
handed fermions in the (128, 1) + (1, 128) and right-handed fermions in the (16, 16)
representations. The would-be tachyonic state originating from 𝑂8 is actually mas-
sive, because of level-matching, which makes this non-supersymmetric closed string
theory unique in 𝐷 = 10.

As in the superstring case, the SO(16) × SO(16) theory can be constructed
from the supersymmetric E8 × E8 one by employing the Z2 orbifold, generated
by (−1)𝐹+𝐹1+𝐹2 . Here 𝐹 is the usual spacetime fermion number, while 𝐹1,2 are
the analogous “fermion numbers” for each E8 factor. Also in this case, modular
invariance requires the presence of a twisted sector respecting the orbifold symmetry,
which is precisely encoded in the second line of (131).

The only other choices are non-supersymmetric and have gauge groups SO(32),
SO(16) ×E8, (SU(2) ×E7)2, SO(8) ×SO(24), U(16) [83, 84] and E8 [98]. However,
all of them involve tachyonic states, which render them classically unstable.

Among these theories, the E8 one is special, in that it has reduced rank and
involves a current algebra of level 2. It can be constructed as a permutation orbifold,
where the exchange of the two E8’s is accompanied by (−1)𝐹 . The partition function
reads

TE8 =
1
2
[
(𝑉8 − 𝑆8) �̄�8 (𝑞) �̄�8 (𝑞) + (𝑉8 + 𝑆8) �̄�8 (𝑞2)

+(𝑂8 − 𝐶8) �̄�8 (
√︁
𝑞) + (𝑂8 + 𝐶8) ¯̂𝜒8 (−

√︁
𝑞)

]
,

(132)

where, for convenience, we denote by �̄�8 = �̄�16 + 𝑆16 the chiral E8 character and we
have also introduced the hatted characters

�̂�(−√𝑞) = 𝑒−𝑖 𝜋 (ℎ−𝑐/24) 𝜒(−√𝑞) , (133)
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of conformal weight ℎ and associated central charge 𝑐. The light spectrum comprises
the universal graviton, 𝐵-field and dilaton, a vector and a Majorana fermion in the
adjoint representation of E8, together with a singlet tachyon. This vacuum is a
prototype example of a larger class of lower-dimensional constructions with reduced
rank involving (freely-acting) permutation orbifolds, known as CHL strings [99].

7 Open Strings and D-branes

Until now, we have mainly focused on the construction of closed string vacua. As
we shall see, open strings also lead to interesting, although less straightforward,
constructions. Closed strings naturally require periodicity conditions for the 𝑋𝜇

coordinates, which imply that their centre of mass is free to move in the whole
ten-dimensional spacetime. Open superstrings, instead, require the specification of
Neumann or Dirichlet boundary conditions at the two endpoints, and this affects
their propagation. The main difference between NN and DD strings lies in the zero
modes of their 𝑋𝜇 coordinates, whereby only the former admit a centre of mass
momentum, while the latter are stuck, as can be seen from eqs. (10) and (11).
Therefore, open strings with 𝑝 + 1 NN and 9 − 𝑝 DD boundary conditions specify
a (𝑝 + 1)-dimensional hypersurface along which the open strings are free to move,
and naturally break SO(1, 9) down to SO(1, 𝑝) ×SO(9− 𝑝). In this way, the Lorentz
index 𝜇 splits into 𝜇 → (𝑎, 𝑖), where 𝑎 = 0, . . . , 𝑝 spans the directions along the D𝑝
brane, while 𝑖 = 𝑝 + 1, . . . , 9 labels the transverse coordinates. This hypersurface is
known as a D𝑝 brane [100, 101, 102] (for reviews, see [34, 33, 35, 41, 44]) and fully
specifies the set of boundary conditions of open strings. Following similar steps as
in Section 5, light-cone quantisation yields the mass formula

𝑀2
open =

1
𝛼′

(
𝑁𝑋 + 𝑁𝜓 + Δ

)
, (134)

for open strings whose endpoints live on the same D𝑝 brane, with Δ being the zero
point energy which vanishes in the R sector, whereas it equals −1/2 in the NS sector.
In the NS sector, the light spectrum contains the tachyonic vacuum |0⟩, together with
a massless vector in (𝑝+1) dimensions from 𝑏𝑎−1/2 |0⟩ and 9−𝑝 scalars from 𝑏𝑖−1/2 |0⟩.
The latter are actually associated to the position of the D-brane along the transverse
directions. In the R sector, the vacuum is massless and, as usual, describes the 8𝑠
and 8𝑐 spinors of the original Lorentz group SO(1, 9), which are then to be properly
decomposed. All these fields are free to propagate only along the world-volume of
the D𝑝 brane.

Also in this case, one has to properly truncate the Hilbert space in order to
construct a consistent open string theory. The way to proceed, however, is drastically
different from the closed string case, since the one-loop vacuum diagram associated
to an open string does not enjoy modular invariance. Indeed, it is given by a Riemann
surface with the topology of an annulus, where the two boundaries are traced by
the string endpoints, as shown in Fig. 1. Such a Riemann surface has vanishing
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Euler characteristic and may be built from a double-covering torus via the anti-
holomorphic involution 𝑧 → 2 − 𝑧. The compatibility of this involution with the
torus identification 𝑧 ∼ 𝑧 + 𝑚𝜏 + 2𝑛, where 𝑚, 𝑛 ∈ Z, implies that the modulus of
the double-covering torus is purely imaginary, a requirement clearly incompatible
with modular invariance. Actually, the fact that the complex structure must be purely
imaginary is not surprising since, in the case of open strings, one does not need to
impose level-matching and, therefore, the Schwinger proper time 𝜏2 is sufficient to
parametrise the vacuum diagram.

Fig. 1: The left figure shows the one-loop vacuum diagram of an open string which
propagates for a (vertical) proper time 𝜏2; its end-points trace the two boundaries of
an annulus. The right figure illustrates the tree-level propagation of a closed string
bouncing between the two boundaries; the proper time ℓ now flows horizontally.
Both figures also display the double covering torus with modulus 𝑖𝜏2/2.

Another important difference is that, although the torus always describes the one-
loop propagation of closed strings, independently of the choice of elementary cell,
in open strings an inversion of 𝜏2 implies that time now flows horizontally as shown
in Fig. 1 and calls for a completely different interpretation in terms of closed strings
freely propagating between the two boundaries of a cylinder [103, 104, 105, 106].
The main lesson to be drawn from this observation is that open strings alone do not
define a unitary theory, since their endpoints may join to form a closed string and/or
the loop diagrams admit dual descriptions in terms of open/closed propagation.
Given this fact, the open string spectrum encoded in the annulus partition function
must be compatible with the closed string spectrum propagating along the dual
cylinder. It is this constraint that essentially replaces modular invariance and selects
the correct GSO projection of the open string Hilbert space. Therefore, if we wish
to consistently describe open strings together with type II (closed) superstrings, we
must employ the same supersymmetric GSO projection [80], so that, aside from an
irrelevant multiplicative volume factor, the annulus partition function reads

A =

∫ ∞

0

𝑑𝜏2
𝜏2

1
𝜏
(𝑝+1)/2
2 𝜂8 ( 𝑖𝜏2

2 )
(𝑉8 − 𝑆8) ( 𝑖𝜏2

2 ) , (135)
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where Dedekind and Jacobi functions naturally depend on the modulus 𝑖𝜏2/2 of the
double-covering torus. Here, we have assumed that open strings have NN boundary
conditions along 𝑝 + 1 coordinates, so that the massless spectrum corresponds to
the dimensional reduction of a ten-dimensional vector and left-handed spinor on the
(𝑝 + 1)-dimensional world-volume of the D𝑝 brane. This is the field content of a
vector supermultiplet in a theory with 16 supercharges.

The representation (135) of the open string vacuum amplitude is normally referred
to as the loop or direct channel amplitude. The transformation 𝜏2 → ℓ = 2/𝜏2 defines
what is called the tree-level or transverse channel amplitude

˜A = 2−(𝑝+1)/2
∫ ∞

0

𝑑ℓ

ℓ (𝑝−9)/2
1

𝜂8 (𝑖ℓ)
(𝑉8 − 𝑆8) (𝑖ℓ) , (136)

which describes the propagation of NS-NS and R-R states for proper time ℓ between
the two boundaries, i.e. the D𝑝 branes. In the limit of an infinitely long cylinder,
ℓ → ∞, only massless excitations survive and the resulting diagram involves 1-point
functions coupling the massless fields to the boundaries, and an on-shell propagator
evaluated at zero momentum. This shows that D𝑝-branes are physical objects carry-
ing tension as well as charge for the R-R potentials [107], which identifies them as
the BPS solitons of type II supergravity [108, 109, 110] (see also [111] for a review),
preserving 16 of the original 32 supercharges. Since a (𝑝 + 1)-form potential natu-
rally couples to a 𝑝-dimensional (static) source, D𝑝 branes exist in type IIA (IIB)
superstring theory for 𝑝 even (odd).

Notice that, if the space transverse to the D-brane is compact, the theory of
closed and open oriented strings discussed so far cannot yield a consistent vacuum.
This is because, on a compact space, Gauss’ law requires a neutral configuration of
charges, so that Faraday lines emitted from positively charged sources are absorbed
by negatively charged ones. A consistent vacuum configuration may still be built, but
it requires the inclusion of unoriented strings, and we defer the relevant discussion
to the next section.

Before we conclude this section, it is instructive to consider the situation depicted
in Fig. 2, where two parallel D-branes are separated by a distance 𝛿. Here we can
identify two types of open strings: those which start and end on the same D-brane and
those which stretch between the two different D-branes. The former case is similar
to what has been discussed so far, and the light spectrum contains a pair massless
Abelian vectors 𝐴1,2

𝜇 , each living on the world-volume of a D-brane. In the latter
case, the mass operator is shifted by the distance 𝛿,

𝑀2
open =

1
𝛼′

(
𝑁𝑋 + 𝑁𝜓 + Δ

)
+ 𝛿2

(2𝜋𝛼′)2 , (137)

so that the stretched strings produce a pair of massive vectors 𝐴±
𝜇, charged with respect

to 𝐴
1,2
𝜇 . In the limit where 𝛿 → 0 and the D-branes form a stack, the 𝐴±

𝜇 become
massless and it can be shown that the original gauge symmetry U(1)2 is enhanced
to U(2) [112, 113]. This exercise can be repeated in the case where 𝑁 D-branes are
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Fig. 2: D-branes and their open strings. The open strings stretching between the
yellow and green branes include a massive vector that becomes massless when the
relative distance 𝛿 goes to zero. The stack of the blue branes yields a non-Abelian
gauge group.

involved. When they form a single stack, the gauge symmetry is maximal, while the
various separations induce the breaking U(𝑁) → U(𝑁1) × U(𝑁2) × . . . × U(𝑁𝑚),
with 𝑁1 +𝑁2 + . . .+𝑁𝑚 = 𝑁 . This way of describing non-Abelian gauge symmetries
in open strings is equivalent to the introduction of Chan-Paton factors 𝜆𝑎

𝑖 𝑗
dressing

string states. It has been shown [114, 115] that the proper factorisation of scattering
amplitudes restricts the consistent gauge group factors that can appear in open
string constructions to U(𝑁), SO(𝑁) and USp(2𝑁), with the last two requiring
unoriented strings. Note that one may alternatively recover these gauge groups from
the dynamics of additional degrees of freedom living at the two endpoints of an open
string [116].

8 Orientifolds

In Sections 5 and 6, we saw that a useful way to construct new string vacua is
to gauge discrete symmetries. This method was employed in building the type 0
theories from type II superstrings, or the non-supersymmetric heterotic SO(16) ×
SO(16) using the spacetime fermion number, as well as the level-two E8 theory
where the discrete symmetry involves the permutation of the two E8 factors of the
supersymmetric heterotic string. Even the GSO projection itself can be seen as an
orbifold construction, where the full spectrum is modded out by the world-sheet
fermion number. Following this paradigm, one may wonder if there are additional
discrete symmetries whose gauging could lead to new constructions.
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To this end, recall that the type IIB theory employs the same GSO projection
for left and right movers and thus, although being chiral in spacetime, is non-
chiral on the world-sheet. We may then use world-sheet parity Ω : 𝜎 → −𝜎 to
restrict its spectrum. This operation, known as the orientifold construction [103,
104, 117, 102, 106, 81, 118, 112] (for a detailed review with applications to lower-
dimensional vacua see [44] and [119]), exchanges the left and right waves on a
closed string via the natural action of mapping left-moving oscillators into their
right-moving counterparts, i.e. 𝛼𝜇

𝑛 ↔ �̃�
𝜇
𝑛 and similarly for the fermion modes2.

Under this operation, the graviton and the dilaton, corresponding to the symmetric
part of 𝑏𝜇−1/2 �̃�

𝜈
−1/2 |0⟩L ⊗ |0⟩R, are clearly invariant, while the 𝐵-field, corresponding

to the anti-symmetric part, is odd and thus it is projected away. A similar projection
is also at work in the R-R sector, while only one combination of the fermions in the
NS-R and R-NS sectors survives. As usual, a natural way to encode the spectrum of
the theory is to compute the partition function, which now involves a projector onto
Ω-invariant states,

𝑍 = Tr
[

1 +Ω

2
𝑃GSO 𝑞

𝐿0 𝑞 �̄�0

]
≡ 𝑇 + 𝐾

2
, (138)

where 𝑃GSO enforces the GSO projection of type IIB. The first term is nothing but
the familiar torus partition function,

𝑇 =
1

𝜂8 (𝜏)𝜂8 (𝜏)
|𝑉8 (𝜏) − 𝑆8 (𝜏) |2 . (139)

whereas the second one involves the insertion of the Ω operator in the trace and reads

𝐾 =
1

𝜂8 (2𝑖𝜏2)
(𝑉8 − 𝑆8) (2𝑖𝜏2) . (140)

Notice that 𝐾 only receives contributions from the NS-NS and R-R sectors. Taken
together with 𝑇 , it symmetrises the contribution of the NS-NS sector, thus eliminat-
ing the 𝐵-field from the massless spectrum, and it anti-symmetrises the contribution
of the R-R sector, thus eliminating the 0-form and the self-dual 4-form. Ω exchanges
the NS-R and R-NS sectors so that only their diagonal combination survives the
projection, which is reflected in the 1/2 factor multiplying 𝑇 . All in all, the massless
spectrum enjoys N = (1, 0) supersymmetry and comprises the fields in the super-
gravity multiplet: the graviton, the dilaton, the R-R 2-form potential, the left-handed
gravitino and the right handed dilatino. This chiral spectrum is, however, anomalous
and does not define a consistent theory in ten dimensions. An alternative way to see
this inconsistency is to understand the topology of the Riemann surface associated
to 𝐾 .

2 Actually, the simplest instance of a closed string invariant under world-sheet parity is the bosonic
string itself. However, the resulting theory is not rich enough to reveal the salient features of
orientifold constructions and will not be discussed here. We refer the interested reader to the
original literature [120, 121, 116, 105] and to [44] for a review.
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Fig. 3: The left figure shows the one-loop vacuum diagram of a closed string which
propagates for a (vertical) proper time 𝜏2 and flips its orientation. The right figure
illustrates the tree-level (horizontal) propagation of a closed string bouncing between
the two cross-caps. Both figures also display the double covering torus with modulus
2𝑖𝜏2.

Fig. 4: The cross-cap is obtained by identifying antipodal points on the sphere. The
sides of the fundamental domain are identified following the direction of the arrows,
so that the surface has no boundaries and is unoriented.

Indeed, the amplitude (140) describes the loop propagation of closed strings with
the exchange of left and right movers and, therefore, corresponds to a non-orientable
closed Riemann surface of vanishing Euler characteristic, known as the Klein bottle.
This can be built from the double-covering torus via the anti-holomorphic involution
𝑧 → 1 − 𝑧 + 𝑖𝜏2, which is compatible with the equivalence relations 𝑧 ∼ 𝑧 + 𝑛𝜏 + 𝑚
only if the torus is rectangular with 𝜏 = 2𝑖𝜏2. As a result, modular invariance is
lost and the Klein bottle admits two alternative descriptions, as depicted in Fig. 3: if
the proper time 𝜏2 is taken to flow vertically, it describes the one-loop propagation
of closed strings with an exchange of their left and right waves and the integrated
amplitude reads

K =

∫ ∞

0

𝑑𝜏2

𝜏6
2

1
𝜂8 (2𝑖𝜏2)

(𝑉8 − 𝑆8) (2𝑖𝜏2) . (141)
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If the proper time ℓ is instead taken to flow horizontally, which is obtained by the
𝑆-modular transformation ℓ = 1/2𝜏2, the integrated amplitude

˜K = 25
∫ ∞

0
𝑑ℓ

1
𝜂8 (𝑖ℓ)

(𝑉8 − 𝑆8) (𝑖ℓ) (142)

describes the tree-level propagation of the NS-NS and R-R states between two cross-
caps3 [103, 104, 105, 106], also known as orientifold planes (O-planes, for short),
see Fig. 3. In the limit of an infinitely long tube, ℓ → ∞, only massless excitations
survive and the resulting diagram involves 1-point functions coupling the massless
fields to the cross-caps, and an on-shell propagator evaluated at zero momentum.
This shows that also orientifold planes carry tension as well as charge for the R-R
potentials. Since the Ω involution preserves the ten-dimensional Lorentz symmetry,
the O-planes invade the whole space-time and, therefore, can only couple to the R-R
10-form potential 𝐶10. This field is (trivially) non-dynamical and its equation of
motion implies that the net charge of its sources must vanish, which is not the case if
only orientifold planes are present. This problem can be solved by the introduction
of D9 branes, which are also charged with respect to 𝐶10 and may yield a neutral
configuration.

Since the closed strings considered in this section are unoriented, so should be
the open strings living on the D9 branes. For unoriented open strings, the two end-
points are equivalent and, hence, the worldsheet parity exchanges them and acts as
Ω : 𝜎 → 1 − 𝜎. This action translates to

𝛼𝑛 → (−1)𝑛 𝛼𝑛 , 𝑑𝑛 → (−1)𝑛 𝑑𝑛 , 𝑏𝑟 → (−1)𝑟−1/2 𝑏𝑟 . (143)

As a result, the spectrum of unoriented open strings is encoded into

Tr
[

1 +Ω

2
𝑃GSO 𝑞

𝐿0

]
. (144)

The trace involving the identity corresponds to the annulus amplitude computed in
Section 7 and reads

A = 𝑁2
∫ ∞

0

𝑑𝜏2

𝜏6
2

1
𝜂8 ( 𝑖𝜏2

2 )
(𝑉8 − 𝑆8) ( 𝑖𝜏2

2 ) , (145)

where we have introduced a stack of 𝑁 D9 branes. The multiplicity factor 𝑁2 is due
to the fact that open strings can start and end on any of the D-branes in the stack
and reflects the possibility of introducing Chan-Paton charges at the string endpoints
[122, 115, 116]. The trace involving the world-sheet parity Ω reads

3 A cross-cap is the simplest unoriented Riemann surface with Euler characteristic 𝜒 = 1 and can
be built from the double-covering sphere by identifying antipodal points, as shown in Fig. 4. The
resulting surface has no boundaries and is unoriented.



42 Carlo Angelantonj and Ioannis Florakis

M = 𝜖 𝑁

∫ ∞

0

𝑑𝜏2

𝜏6
2

1
𝜂8 ( 1

2 + 𝑖𝜏2
2 )

(�̂�8 − 𝑆8) ( 1
2 + 𝑖𝜏2

2 ) . (146)

Here, the 1/2 shift in the argument reflects the action (143) of Ω on the oscillators,
the hatted characters defined as in (133) remove the fictitious overall phase, while
the sign 𝜖 is ascribed to the parity ambiguity of the vacuum and will be determined
shortly. In this case, the multiplicity scales like 𝑁 since the open strings must start
and end on the same D-brane so that the system respects the world-sheet parity that
exchanges the two endpoints.

Fig. 5: The left figure shows the one-loop vacuum diagram of an open string which
propagates for a (vertical) proper time 𝜏2 and flips its orientation; the end-points
trace the single boundary of the Möbius strip composed by the red and green vertical
lines. The right figure shows the tree-level (horizontal) propagation of a closed string
bouncing between a boundary and a cross-cap. Both figures also display the double
covering torus with modulus 1

2 + 𝑖𝜏2
2 .

Also this amplitude has a geometrical interpretation in terms of a Riemann surface
spanned by an open string which exchanges its endpoints. This unoriented Riemann
surface has a boundary and it is known as the Möbius strip, see Fig. 5. As in
the previous cases, it can be built via an anti-holomorphic involution of a double-
covering torus whose modulus now has a fixed real part 𝜏 = 1

2 + 𝑖𝜏2
2 . Also here,

there is no notion of modular invariance and, in fact, also the Möbius strip admits
two alternative descriptions depending on whether the proper time is taken to flow
vertically or horizontally. In the former case, it describes the one-loop propagation
of open strings which exchange their end-points while, in the latter, closed strings
freely propagate between a boundary and a cross-cap [103, 104, 105, 106], as shown
in Fig. 5. In the limit of an infinitely long tube, only massless states propagate and, in
the NS-NS sector, and the resulting diagram involves the product of the tensions D9
branes and O9 planes, times the on-shell propagator at zero momentum. Similarly, in
the R-R sector only the non-dynamical 10-form potential probes both the D9 branes
and the O9 planes and, therefore, the amplitude is proportional to the product of
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the two charges. The sign ambiguity 𝜖 reflects the possibility that the tensions and
charges of D-branes and O-planes have the same or opposite sign.

As usual, an 𝑆-modular transformation brings the direct (loop) channel represen-
tation (145) into the transverse (tree-level) representation

˜A = 2−5 𝑁2
∫ ∞

0
𝑑ℓ

1
𝜂8 (𝑖ℓ)

(𝑉8 − 𝑆8) (𝑖ℓ) . (147)

In the case of the Möbius amplitude, this map is realised by the transformation

𝑃 : 1
2 + 𝑖𝜏2

2 → 1
2 + 𝑖

2𝜏2
, (148)

with4 𝑃 = 𝑇𝑆𝑇2𝑆 [81], and 𝑆, 𝑇 being the standard generators of SL(2;Z). The
resulting transverse channel Möbius amplitude, thus, reads

M̃ = 2𝜖 𝑁
∫ ∞

0
𝑑ℓ

1
𝜂8 ( 1

2 + 𝑖ℓ)
(�̂�8 − 𝑆8) ( 1

2 + 𝑖ℓ) . (149)

Fig. 6: In the ℓ → ∞ limit, the transverse-channel Klein bottle, annulus and Möbius
strip amplitudes probe the tension and the charge of O-planes and D-branes. The
contributions ˜K + ˜A + M̃ factorise into the square of the tadpoles times the zero-
momentum propagator of the corresponding massless state.

In the ℓ → ∞ limit, aside from a multiplicative overall divergence ascribed to the
massless propagator at zero momentum, ˜K + ˜A + M̃ yield the perfect square

25 + 2−5𝑁2 + 2𝜖𝑁 = 2−5
(
𝑁 + 25𝜖

)2
. (150)

The term inside the parenthesis on the r.h.s. is nothing but the overall tension of
D-branes and O-planes in the NS-NS sector, while, it equals the overall 10-form
charge in the R-R sector. The consistency of the 𝐶10 equations of motion requires
the tadpole cancellation condition

𝑁 + 25𝜖 = 0 , (151)

4 Actually, on the hatted characters this transformation acts as 𝑃 = 𝑇1/2𝑆𝑇2𝑆𝑇1/2.
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which guarantees a neutral configuration in accordance with Gauss’ law. The unique
solution is 𝜖 = −1 and 𝑁 = 32. In this supersymmetric setup, the cancellation
of R-R tadpoles also guarantees the cancellation of NS-NS ones, since they are
related by supersymmetry transformations. Assuming that the physical D-branes
have positive tension and charge, this implies that the orientifold planes involved in
this construction have negative tension and charge and are known in the literature as
O9− planes.

Returning to the direct channel annulus and Möbius strip amplitudes, the tadpole
condition uniquely fixes the spectrum which, at the massless level, comprises an N =

(1, 0) vector multiplet in the adjoint representation of SO(32). Together with the
(unoriented) closed string spectrum this yields the field content of type I superstrings,
which is free of irreducible gravitational and gauge anomalies, as guaranteed by the
cancellation of R-R tadpoles [123, 124, 125, 126]. Although the type I superstring
shares the same massless spectrum as the SO(32) heterotic string, the elementary
degrees of freedom are obviously completely different. Because the various couplings
in the low energy effective actions emerge from different Riemann surfaces, the map
between the two is non-perturbative since it inverts the string coupling constants,
𝑔𝑠,het = 1/𝑔𝑠,I [108, 109, 110, 127].

Actually, this is not the only vacuum that one may construct as an orientifold of
the type IIB theory. In fact, although R-R tadpoles must always be cancelled for the
theory to be unitary, NS-NS ones are not associated to any conservation law and,
therefore, can be relaxed at the cost of modifying the background [128, 129]. This
new vacuum has the same Klein bottle (141) and annulus (145) amplitudes, but the
Möbius amplitudes now read

M = 𝑁

∫ ∞

0

𝑑𝜏2

𝜏6
2

1
𝜂8 ( 1

2 + 𝑖𝜏2
2 )

(�̂�8 + 𝑆8) ( 1
2 + 𝑖𝜏2

2 ) , (152)

and
M̃ = 2𝑁

∫ ∞

0
𝑑ℓ

1
𝜂8 ( 1

2 + 𝑖ℓ)
(�̂�8 + 𝑆8) ( 1

2 + 𝑖ℓ) . (153)

From the latter, we can extract that the tensions of O-planes and D-branes have the
same sign, while their R-R charges have opposite signs. Indeed, this vacuum involves
what is known as O9+ planes (with positive tension and R-R charge) and anti-D9
branes (with positive tension and negative R-R charge). The R-R tadpole cancellation
conditions still select 𝑁 = 32, while the NS-NS tadpoles are not cancelled and induce
the potential ∫

𝑑10𝑥
√
−𝐺𝑉 (Φ) ∼ (𝑁 + 32)

∫
𝑑10𝑥

√
−𝐺 𝑒−Φ , (154)

in the string frame. The dependence on the dilaton originates from the coupling to the
disk and the cross-caps, which both have Euler characteristic 𝜒 = 1. This vacuum
is known as the Sugimoto model [130]. It is characterised by a supersymmetric
closed string spectrum containing the massless N = (1, 0) supergravity multiplet,
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while supersymmetry is explicitly broken in the open string sector, whose massless
excitations now include a vector in the adjoint representation of USp(32) and a
left-handed fermion in the 496 anti-symmetric representation. Also in this case the
cancellation of the R-R tadpoles fix the gauge group and the representation of the
fermions and ensures the cancellation of irreducible anomalies [123, 124, 125, 126].
Notice that, in this case, the anti-symmetric representation 496 is reducible and
decomposes as 496 = 495 + 1. The singlet fermion plays the role of the Goldstino
and, together with the dilaton potential (154), implies that in the open string sector
supersymmetry is still present, albeit non-linearly realised [131, 132].

This vacuum is free of tachyonic instabilities. However, the emergence of the
dilaton potential, and thus a non-trivial interaction between O+-planes and anti-
branes, implies a back-reaction on the Minkowski vacuum breaking the SO(1,9)
down to SO(1,8) [133].

The type IIB superstring is not the only closed string theory which is left-right
symmetric. In fact, although heterotic strings are asymmetric by construction and
type IIA involves different GSO projections for the left and right movers, the type
0 theories are Ω-invariant and admit an orientifold projection. In the following, we
shall focus on type 0B orientifolds, and refer the interested reader to the original
work [81] and to [44] for a discussion of the 0A case.

The type 0B theory (118) involves the two R-R sectors |𝑆8 |2 and |𝐶8 |2 and,
therefore, two different (non-dynamical) 10-form potentials are present. As a result,
the O9 planes and D9 branes of the 0B theory are charged with respect to both of
them, in addition to carrying a non-trivial tension. This allows for a richer pattern of
O-planes and D-branes with vanishing R-R charges.

The standard orientifold projection of T0B starts with the Klein bottle amplitude
[81]

K = 𝑂8 +𝑉8 − 𝑆8 − 𝐶8 , (155)

where, to lighten the notation, we henceforth do not explicitly display the integral
nor the contribution of the world-sheet bosons, since they are unambiguous and may
easily be reconstructed. We will, however, take them into account when deriving the
transverse channel amplitudes. The projected closed string spectrum in (T0B+K )/2
comprises the metric, the dilaton, two R-R 2-forms, as well as a tachyon, which clearly
makes the system unstable. This orientifold is consistent and does not require the
introduction of D-branes. In fact, the transverse channel Klein bottle reads

˜K = 26𝑉8 , (156)

and only NS-NS states propagate in the tube between the two cross-caps. As a result,
the configuration of O-planes present in this construction has an overall tension but
vanishing R-R charges. Hence, Gauss’ law for both 𝐶10’s is no longer violated, and
the construction is self-consistent, although the dilaton tadpole in (156) induces a
potential of the form (154), as in the Sugimoto model. Open strings can be added
at the cost of introducing additional tachyons. In fact, the configuration of the D-
branes involved must be neutral with respect to the two 𝐶10 forms present in the
0B spectrum, and this can only happen if brane-anti-brane pairs are present, which
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inevitably contain a tachyon stretching between a brane and an anti-brane. This open
string sector was built in [81], and we refer the reader to the original work for further
details and to [44] for a description in terms of D-branes.

Actually, for type 0B orientifolds the action of Ω on the closed string sector is not
unique and, in fact, two more choices are possible [134, 135]. This is an instance of
a more general framework whereby different choices of Klein bottle projections are
allowed whenever simple currents are present in the CFT [136, 137, 138, 139, 140,
141, 142]. In the first case, Ω symmetrises states both in the NS-NS and R-R sectors
and is associated to the Klein bottle amplitude

K ′ = 𝑂8 +𝑉8 + 𝑆8 + 𝐶8 . (157)

The unoriented closed-string spectrum now comprises a tachyon, the graviton, the
dilaton, two R-R scalars and a 4-form potential. Also in this case, the vacuum is
consistent and does not require the introduction of open strings, since

˜K ′ = 26𝑂8 , (158)

indicates once more that the configuration of O-planes has vanishing R-R charges,
which guarantees compatibility with Gauss’ law for the𝐶10 potentials. Nevertheless,
as in the previous case, open strings can be added by introducing pairs of branes and
anti-branes, which induce further tachyonic instabilities, as discussed in [134, 135].

In the second case, the Klein bottle instead reads5

K ′′ = −𝑂8 +𝑉8 + 𝑆8 − 𝐶8 , (159)

and has the virtue of projecting away the tachyon, since it is now odd under Ω. There-
fore, the closed string sector is non-tachyonic and its massless spectrum includes
the graviton and the dilaton from the NS-NS sector, as well as a scalar, a 2-form
and a self-dual 4-form from the R-R sectors. This chiral spectrum is anomalous as
reflected in the non-trivial R-R tadpole in

˜K ′′ = −26 𝐶8 . (160)

To cancel it, open strings must now be added and involve two types of D9 branes
with charges (+, +) and (−, +) with respect to the two 10-forms originating from
|𝑆8 |2 and |𝐶8 |2, respectively. This is reflected in the coefficients of the 𝑆8 and 𝐶8
characters in the transverse channel annulus amplitude

˜A ′′ = 2−6 [
(𝑁 + �̄�)2 (𝑉8 − 𝐶8) − (𝑁 − �̄�)2 (𝑂8 − 𝑆8)

]
. (161)

Together with
M̃ ′′ = 2(𝑁 + �̄�) �̂�8 , (162)

˜K ′′ and ˜A ′′ yield the tadpole conditions

5 Clearly, there is an equivalent option, whereby the 𝑆8 and 𝐶8 characters are interchanged.
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𝑁 + �̄� = 64 , 𝑁 − �̄� = 0 . (163)

The direct channel annulus and Möbius strip amplitudes read

A ′′ = 2𝑁�̄� 𝑉8 − (𝑁2 + �̄�2) 𝐶8 , (164)

and
M ′′ = (𝑁 + �̄�) �̂�8 . (165)

The open string spectrum is also non-tachyonic and contains gauge bosons in the
adjoint representation of U(32) and right-handed fermions in the anti-symmetric
496⊕ 496 representations, precisely as needed to cancel the contribution of the self-
dual 4-form to the gravitational anomaly. Being in the anti-symmetric representations
of U(32), the theory is also free from gauge anomalies, although R-R forms of
different degree are at work to cancel the non-Abelian and Abelian parts, thus
generalising the Green-Schwarz mechanisms which is normally at work in ten [92]
and six [143] dimensions. This is the celebrated type 0′B vacuum of Sagnotti [134,
135]. Together with the SO(16) × SO(16) heterotic string and the Sugimoto model,
they are the only non-supersymmetric, non-tachyonic vacua in ten dimensions.

Orientifold vacua in lower dimensions exhibit a much richer structure involving
O-planes and D-branes of different dimensionality and various patterns of (partial)
supersymmetry breaking. However, they will not be considered here and we refer
the reader to [44] and [119] for reviews.
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