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We investigate the Brower-Goddard extension of the Veneziano and Virasoro-Shapiro four-point
amplitudes obtained by generalizing the Koba-Nielsen integrals to d-dimensional conformally in-
variant integrals. The amplitudes derived from this framework exhibit polynomial residues and can
be shown to adhere to polynomial bounds at high energies. In odd dimensions, the amplitudes
decompose into sums of three partial amplitudes, enabling the formulation of general amplitude re-
lations that subsume the Kawai-Lewellen-Tye (KLT) formula as a particular case. The amplitudes
contain multiple tachyons in their spectra. Still, we demonstrate that their residues comply with
the positivity conditions mandated by unitarity for spacetime dimensions at or below critical values
Derit(d), where Dt (6) = 26 and Derig(00) = 10. In closing, we contemplate physical applications
for membranes and potential extensions of the formalism.

Introduction New physical insights sometimes come
about through analysis of scattering phenomena from the
ground up by examining the analytic properties of am-
plitudes. In this manner, the Veneziano amplitude [!]
played a pivotal role in the advent of string theory. In
this presentation, we examine the properties of the four-
point amplitudes derived by expanding the Koba-Nielsen
integral measure in string theory [2] to higher dimensions,
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where the generalized integration measure is provided by

8(Zo — T7) 0(T — 7)) 6(F. — 7). (2)
Here 7,, Tp, and Z. are any three of the four vector-
valued integration variables #; to 7, and 7?0, #2, and
#0 are any three distinct vectors in RY. We denote the
dimensionless momenta with o’ absorbed into them by
k;. They are conserved and satisfy a tachyonic on-shell
condition, which reads (k;)? = d in a mostly-positive sig-
nature. This mass condition ensures that the PSL(2,R)
and PSL(2,C) symmetry for d € {1,2} is replaced with
d-dimensional conformal symmetry for the dimensionally
uplifted amplitudes. By manipulating known gamma
function integral identities assuming analytic continua-
tion, as outlined in Appendix A, the integral in (1) can

be readily performed, resulting in the identification
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AD (s, t) = 7/2 (3)

where the Mandelstam invariants are defined by s =
—(kl “+ k2)2, t= —(kl + k3)2 Wlth s+ t +u= —4d Ap—
pendix B presents an equivalent expression for A(d)(s, t)

in terms of a type of zeta function. For d = 1, one recov-
ers, as expected, the Veneziano amplitude,

AV (s, ) =B(=1—s,—1—t)+ B(—1 —s,—1 —u)
+B(-1—t,—1—u), (4)

L(=)I'(y)
I'(z+y)
ting d = 2 yields the Virasoro-Shapiro amplitude [3, 4].

The extended amplitudes A (s,t), both in the con-
formally symmetric integral form (1) and in the explicit
gamma function form (3), were first written down in 1971
by Brower and Goddard [5], who also presented evidence
for the correct factorization of the higher-point ampli-
tudes but cautioned that the for d # {1,2}, the un-
derlying theory might not be ghost-free. The formulas
(1) and (3) were independently rediscovered in 1993 by
Natsuume [6] after his advisor Polchinski suggested that
he study the problem of generalizing bosonic worldsheet
amplitudes to (hyper)worldvolumes. Ref. [6] also pro-
vided early indications that A(%9(s,t) is consistent with
unitarity for general values of d. However, based on
observations of a natural extension of A (s, t) to six-
particle scattering, Green and Thorn [7] reported indica-
tions of ghosts in the spectrum unless d € {1, 2}, and lit-
tle has been written on the subject since. (See, however,
Refs. [8, 9] for more recent work by Siegel on supersym-
metrized, higher-dimensional Koba-Nielsen integrals.)

In light of the massive developments that have taken
place over the past decades in the study of S-matrices,
we here subject the amplitudes A(d)(s,t) with d > 2 to
renewed and closer scrutiny, discovering in the process
a number of appealing features from the perspective
of physics. Our initial focus will be on examining
the pole structure and high energy asymptotics of the
generalized amplitudes. Subsequently, we demonstrate
the feasibility of splitting A(®(s,t) for odd d into a
sum of three partial amplitudes, enabling us to derive
a KLT-like formula for the generalized amplitude.

where B(z,y) = is the Euler beta function. Set-




Finally, we investigate the partial wave decompositions
and critical dimensions of the generalized amplitudes
before concluding and looking ahead. The consis-
tency of higher-point amplitudes in string theory [10]
is a crucial requirement and warrants further investi-
gation, but we are here devoted to four-point amplitudes.

Polynomial Residues and High Energy Limits

The s-channel poles of Az(jd) (s,t) are located at the points
s =m2 = —d+ 2n, where n is a non-negative integer. It
implies the presence of f%1 tachyons in the theory’s spec-
trum. For d > 2, the spectrum suggests the possibility of
a potential with multiple unstable directions. Focusing
on the s-channel residues, we can express them in terms

of Pochhammer symbols:
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which are polynomials in ¢ as required by locality. The
t-dependencies of the residues indicate that the states at
mass level m? carry even spins 0 to 2n, with tachyonic
states carrying spins 0 to 2 [%] —2.

The amplitudes exhibit benign high-energy asymp-
totics in that they are polynomially bounded. Invoking
Stirling’s approximation, one can check that in the Regge
limit of large s, fixed t, the generalized amplitudes exhibit
the following asymptotics
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where the symbol “~” indicates that the ratio tends to
one in the given limit. Meanwhile, setting ¢t = —#(1 +
cos #), we find that in the limit of large s and fixed cos 8,
the asymptotics are given by
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where we have introduced the two shorthands
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(It can readily be checked that the function f() satisfies

the bounds i < f(0) <1, so that the factor of [f(@)]s/2
in (7) signifies exponential decay.)

Finally, in the limit of large s and ¢, the asymptotics
of the amplitudes are given by
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which is consistent with the main result of Ref. [11]. This
paper proves that for any amplitude A(s,t) containing
higher-spin particles in its spectrum, under mild tech-
nical assumptions, the leading piece at large s and ¢ of
log A(s,t) is given by o/ <(5+t) log(s+t)—slog s—tlog t).

Partial Amplitudes, Monodromy and KLT Just
as the full Veneziano amplitude is expressible as a sum of
three partial amplitudes in (4), so too, it turns out, are
the amplitudes with d odd. By analyzing the residues of
(3), one discovers that A(?(s,t) can be built up out of
generalized partial amplitudes given by
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Adding up the partial amplitudes for the three scattering
channels, one finds that

AD (s, t) + AD (s, u) + AW (t,u) = (11)
A (s, 1) for d odd,

A (s 1) for d even.

2
(1 + 1+cos(7rs)+cos(7rt)+Cos(7ru))

While the partial amplitudes contain all the poles of the
full amplitudes, they also contain additional poles that
cancel when adding together the partial amplitudes. For
even d, the partial amplitudes have bi-infinite sequences
of extra poles, all with non-polynomial residues. The odd
d partial amplitudes A,(,d) (s,t) contain new poles situated
at s = —2d+2+2n for n a non-negative integer. Of these
new odd d poles, those with s > —4 have polynomial
residues, while those with s < —4 have residues that are
rational in ¢ rather than polynomial. This pathology can
be cured by adding an (s <+ t)-symmetric correction term
R (s,t) that is a rational function in s and ¢:
Al (5,1) = AD (s,t) + RD(s,1). (12)
The decomposition of the full amplitude into partial am-
plitudes remains valid for the corrected partial ampli-
tudes Aéd)(s, t) as long as
RD(s,t) + RD(s,u) + RD(u,t) =0.  (13)
The above-mentioned conditions do not suffice to
uniquely determine the corrections R(¥ (s, t) unless their
behaviour at infinity is known. But there does exist a
physically motivated method of deriving the corrected
amplitudes .A;(,d)(s7 t). The idea is to decompose the in-
tegral in (1) into three fundamental domains related by
conformal symmetry and to identify each integral with a
partial amplitude. We describe this method in detail in



Appendix C. The first few correction terms are given by
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It is possible to write-down general closed form expres-
sions for the correction terms. They are given by sums
over two types of terms: terms with the reciprocal linear
in s and in ¢, and terms with the reciprocal quadratic in
s and in ¢,
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with the coefficients for the two types of terms given by
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The formulas we present in the remainder of this sec-
tion are phrased in terms of Az(,d)(s,t), which results in
simpler equations. Using (12), the formulas for d odd
can all be recast in terms of the more physical, corrected
partial amplitudes Al(fl)(s, t), but the resulting equations
get increasingly unwieldy as the correction term R(%) (s,t)
grows convoluted with increasing d. Such is the price of
working in higher dimensions.

The Veneziano partial amplitudes are related to one
another via a set of monodromy relations [12—14]. Iden-
tical relations also exist for the odd d partial amplitudes,

:11;1((:2)) for d odd,
AI()d)(S’ U) = Aigd)(s’ t) X 1+cos(mu) (18)
Trcos(rt) for d even.

An important property of the Veneziano and Virasoro-
Shapiro amplitudes are the KLT relations [15-17], a type
of open-closed string relation, which in our notation reads

sin(7s) sin(7t)
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This relation is but the first instance of an amplitude

doubling formula, valid for both even and odd d:
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The relations between partial and full amplitudes ad-
mit a further generalization into the following addition-
multiplication formula:

sin(7s) sin(7t)
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where the function f(%4)(s,t) is given by
/ 2
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with the functions h and H defined as
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It can be readily verified that for d and d’ odd, h(x) and
H(x) are rational functions.

There also exists a different uplift of KLT that ex-
presses the full amplitude as a finite weighted sum over
products of two Veneziano partial amplitudes, valid only
for even d:

_ sin(ms) sin(mt) 2 /d-2 i
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One way to derive this equation from (1) is to perform a
change of variables for the non-gauge fixed Koba-Nielsen
variable Z = (x1,2,...,24) by introducing a radial
coordinate r = \/x3 + ...+ z2. After an integral over
angular variables, which gives the surface area of the
(d —2)-sphere, one is left with a two-dimensional integral
that can be factorized by going to complex variables
vy = x £ ir, just as in the derivation of the standard
KLT relation [17] except now the integral contains a
factor of r*72 = (“*=)?"2, which can be expanded
out using the binomial theorem.



Positivity and Critical Dimensions Unitarity dic-
tates that the residues of tree-level amplitudes decom-
pose into positively weighted sums of partial waves. In
D spacetime dimensions, the spin-¢ partial wave is given

D-3
by the Gegenbauer polynomial Cé 2 )(cos ), where cos 6
is the center-of-mass frame scattering angle. In our case,
the partial wave decomposition reads

2n

Zc

Since the full amplitudes are symmetric in ¢ and wu, they
are even in cos, and therefore the decomposition (25)
only contains terms with even spin /. To probe whether
the candidate amplitudes A® (s, t) might carry any phys-
ical significance, let us investigate when, if ever, the pos-
itivity conditions for the coefficients cgd)(n7 D) are satis-
fied. Let us define Dgjt(d,n) as the lowest value of D

beyond which, at fixed d and n, one or more of the coef-

—ResA n, D) C( z )(cosﬂ). (25)

ficients c( )(n7 D) become negative. Of course, positivity
must be satisﬁed at all levels n, so we can also more
properly define

D (d) = m€1§ Dt (d, n) . (26)

Since we cannot check all values of n, any value we assign
t0 Derit(d) will be conjectural, whereas Deit(d, n) can be
explicitly computed case by case and perhaps provides
an accurate estimate of Dt (d). Figure 1 displays plots
of Deyit(d,n) for n equal one to seven. For d equal to
five and above, the critical dimension appears to be de-
termined by the level n = 1. The value D¢.it(d,n) with
n = 1 owes to the spin-zero coefficient,

a2 8+ 2d(4 + 5d) — (d — 2)?D

(d) _
¢ (1.D) = 8(D — )I(1 + 9)

(27)

Setting this coefficient equal to zero and solving for D,
we find that

4 + 4d + 5d>

Dcrit(da ]-) =2 (d — 2)2

(28)
Setting d to one gives D¢t (1, 1) = 26, the critical dimen-
sion for the Veneziano amplitude. We recover this same
critical dimension by setting d to six:

Deyit(6,1) = 26. (29)

To conceive of world volumes propagating inside a larger
spacetime, we should perhaps require d < D. However,
mathematically, there is no obstruction to considering
sigma models with a lower-dimensional target space than
the world volume, and sometimes dualities play strange
tricks on dimensionalities. In any event, taking the large
d limit gives

lim Deyie(d, 1) = 10. (30)
d— o0

Derin(d,n)
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FIG. 1. Critical dimensions Deit (d, n) beyond which partial
wave coefficients become negative at mass level n, plotted for
the first six excited levels of the amplitudes A? (s, t) obtained
from a d-dimensional Koba-Nielsen integral. For a given level
n, inflection points in the curve indicate changes of which

spin-¢ coefficients cgd) become negative for the lowest value
of spacetime D. For d = 1 and d = 6, the lowest value of
Decrit(n, d) equals 26. As d tends to infinity, the lowest value
of Deit(n,d) asymptotes to 10.

For d > 2, the n = 1 mass level which produces this lim-
iting value is tachyonic. If a consistent procedure exists
for excising tachyons from the amplitudes, it will raise
the lower bound on the critical dimension.

It is difficult to make sense of the equation (1) for neg-
ative d, but equation (3) remains meaningful when d is
assigned a negative value. However, at negative d, the
partial wave coefficients become sign-indefinite for any
D, so these cases are unlikely to be of physical interest.
(The same occurs for d = 0 except in D = 2, where at
least the first many partial wave coefficients all have the
same sign.)

While empirical positivity checks of the first many
poles do not prove unitarity, a method for rigorously
establishing positivity for some ranges of D has been
developed in Ref. [18], through the use of contour in-
tegral representations of partial wave coefficients. Their
methodology can be straightforwardly carried over and
applied to the d = 3 partial amplitude,

2m (—s—4)T(—t—4)

AP (s 1) = GrOETD " T(s—t-7)
(31)

The non-zero partial wave coefficients cy(n, D), which
have ¢ + n even, satisfy the formula
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where the contours wind
From the fact, proven in |

around the origin.
], that the function



(1 — 2)~*(=1log(l — 2))® has a positive expansion in
Gegenbauer polynomials for o« > —2, it follows from
(32) that the polynomial residues of Aé?’)(s,t) satisfy
positivity for D < 22.

Conclusion The preceding sections have uncovered
new properties of dimensionally extended string ampli-
tudes and elucidated why we consider them to be a com-
pelling subject matter for physicists to study. The in-
tegration formula (1) hints at a potential interpretation
of A (s,t) as describing the scattering of extended ob-
jects through the integration of world-(hyper)volumes (d
even, (d — 1)-dimensional objects) or boundary surfaces
thereof (d odd, d-dimensional objects). (The amplitudes
A (s,t) with d > 2 could perhaps be termed “hyperam-
plitudes”).

The issue of ghosts is a critical obstacle that obstructs
ambitious attempts to leverage such higher-dimensional
amplitudes to develop a broadened understanding of
tachyon condensation and uplift string field theory to
membrane field theory. The infinite-dimensional confor-
mal symmetry for d € {1,2} plays an essential role in
excising ghosts from string theory. Green and Thorne [7]
have argued that the finite-dimensional conformal sym-
metry for other values of d does not suffice to accomplish
this feat, based on an analysis of the residue at the first
excited mass level for the most natural six-point gener-
alization of equation (1). However, after many rigorous
checks, the four-point amplitude continues to stand out
as a healthy physical amplitude to all appearances (when
allowing for tachyons) — and this provides a measure of
encouragement to explore potential remedies to the con-
cern raised by Ref. [7].

One avenue for trying to incorporate the extended am-
plitudes into a genuine physical theory free of pathologies
would be to search for analogous fermionic and super-
symmetric amplitudes along with an enlarged version of
the GSO projection [19]. But this line of inquiry is faced
with another obstruction, namely the instability of the
supermembrane observed by de Wit, Luscher, and Nico-
lai [20]. Under a standard kinetic term, M2 branes are
susceptible to deformations extending the world-volume
into elongated tendrils due to the absence of a penalty
associated with length, leading to a contrasting behavior
with strings. In Ref. [21] a speculative solution to this
challenge was put forward, which set aside the local ki-
netic term and proposed a non-local but covariant sigma
model on general manifolds M, grounded in the concept
of geodesic arc length d(¢(z), #(y)) between two values
of a field ¢ : M — R?. Ref. [21], however, focused on a
bosonic action,

7'udfsr( d;—s)

AT s TSAT(—3)

44z ddiy
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d(6(&), 67, (33)

where p is an auxiliary length scale, 4 a loop-counting

parameter, and s a positive-valued tunable parameter.
Taking the s — 2 limit gives the Polyakov action [22-24],
from which the Veneziano amplitude may be derived,
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Establishing a formula like (1) for membrane scattering
with standard exponential-type vertex operators requires
a logarithmic propagator on the world volume. In gen-
eral, the attainment of a logarithmic correlator for d > 2
necessitates a higher-derivative kinetic term, and for odd
d, the requisite kinetic term is non-local, as in (33). Tak-
ing the s — d limit of this action produces the needed
logarithmic world volume propagator.

A comparable situation in physics, to which a paral-
lel may be drawn with the dimensionally extended sigma
model, occurs in the case of Liouville theory, which sup-
ports a dimensional uplift to non-unitary theories with
higher-derivative and non-local kinetic terms [25, 20].
The simple d-dependence in (3) aligns closely with the
generalizations of the DOZZ formula for the Liouville
three-point function.

An alternative pathway to shedding light on the physi-
cal significance of the extended amplitudes, which is com-
plementary to top-down explorations founded on specific
theories, is offered by the bottom-up approach of the nu-
merical and analytic bootstrap. More broadly, it would
be desirable to determine the locations of prospective am-
plitudes constructed from the higher-dimensional Koba-
Nielsen measure within the S-matrix landscape that is
being charted out by ongoing bootstrap studies, as in
Refs. [27-31]. The formulas for the corrected partial am-
plitudes given in (12), (16), and (17), and also in equa-
tion (C10) in Appendix C, reveal that there are whole
new classes of functions to consider when attempting to
build amplitudes from the ground up, namely sums of
rational functions and gamma function ratios that sepa-
rately have non-polynomial residues but that when taken
together no longer suffer from this issue.

In short, we hope to have shown that revisiting early
dual model attempts to extend worldsheet S-matrices
to higher dimensions, from a more modern point of
view, offers engaging prospects to search for new physics.

Acknowledgement

We are grateful to Jacob Bourjaily, Changha Choi, Poul
Henrik Damgaard, Nick Geiser, Yaron Oz, Fedor Popov,
Piljin Yi, and Wayne Zhao for illuminating discussions
that helped improve this work. C. B. J. thanks the Niels
Bohr International Academy for its hospitality during
part of this work. N. E. J. B.-B. acknowledges partial
support from DFF grant 1026-00077B and the Carls-
berg Foundation. The work of C. B. J. is supported by
the Korea Institute for Advanced Study (KIAS) Grant
PG095901.



[1] G. Veneziano, Nuovo Cim. A 57, 190 (1968).
[2] Z. Koba and H. B. Nielsen, Nucl. Phys. B 10, 633 (1969).
[3] M. A. Virasoro, Phys. Rev. 177, 2309 (1969).
[4] J. A. Shapiro, Phys. Lett. B 33, 361 (1970).
[5] R. C. Brower and P. Goddard, Lett. Nuovo Cim. 1S2,
1075 (1971).
[6] M. Natsuume, arXiv: 9302131 (1993).
M. B. Green and C. B. Thorn, Nucl. Phys. B 367, 462
1991).
[8] W. Siegel, arXiv: 1601.03953 (2016).
[9] W. Siegel, arXiv: 2012.12938 (2020).
[10] N. Arkani-Hamed, C. Cheung, C. Figueiredo, and G. N.
Remmen, Physical Review Letters 132, 091601 (2024).
[11] S. Caron-Huot, Z. Komargodski, A. Sever, and A. Zhi-
boedov, Journal of High Energy Physics 2017, 1 (2017).
[12] E. Plahte, Nuovo Cimento 66, 713 (1970).
[13] N. E. J. Bjerrum-Bohr, P. H. Damgaard, and P. Vanhove,
Physical Review Letters 103, 161602 (2009).
[14] S. Stieberger, arXiv: 0907.2211 (2009).
[15] H. Kawai, D. C. Lewellen, and S.-H. Tye, Nuclear Physics
B 269, 1 (1986).
[16] Z. Bern, L. J. Dixon, M. Perelstein, and J. S. Rozowsky,
Nucl. Phys. B 546, 423 (1999).
[17] N. E. J. Bjerrum-Bohr, P. H. Damgaard, T. Sgndergaard,
and P. Vanhove, Journal of High Energy Physics 2011,
1 (2011).
[18] N. Arkani-Hamed, L. Eberhardt,

—~

Y.-t. Huang, and

S. Mizera, Journal of High Energy Physics 2022, 1
(2022).

[19] F. Gliozzi, J. Scherk, and D. Olive, Nuclear Physics B
122, 253 (1977).

[20] B. de Wit, M. Luscher, and H. Nicolai, Nucl. Phys. B
320, 135 (1989).

[21] S. S. Gubser, C. B. Jepsen, Z. Ji, B. Trundy, and
A. Yarom, Journal of High Energy Physics 2019, 1
(2019).

[22] S. Deser and B. Zumino, Physics Letters B 65, 369
(1976).

[23] L. Brink, P. Di Vecchia, and P. Howe, Physics Letters B
65, 471 (1976).

[24] A. M. Polyakov, Physics Letters B 103, 207 (1981).

[25] T. Levy and Y. Oz, Journal of High Energy Physics 2018,
1 (2018).

[26] A. C. Kislev, T. Levy, and Y. Oz, Journal of High Energy
Physics 2022, 1 (2022).

[27] C. Cheung and G. N. Remmen, Physical Review D 108,
026011 (2023).

[28] K. Héring and A. Zhiboedov, arXiv: 2311.13631 (2023).

[29] C. Eckner, F. Figueroa, and P. Tourkine, arXiv:
2401.08736 (2024).

[30] C. Cheung, A. Hillman, and G. N. Remmen, arXiv:
2406.02665 (2024).

[31] B. Justin and H. Elvang, arXiv: 2406.03543 (2024).

[32] P. G. Freund and E. Witten, Physics Letters B 199, 191
(1987).

[33] P. Ruelle, E. Thiran, D. Verstegen, and J. Weyers, Mod-
ern Physics Letters A 4, 1745 (1989).

Appendix A

This appendix describes the steps that lead us to identify (1) with (3).

We first perform a gauge-fixing of (1),

choosing 70 = 0, Z2 = ¢, and ¥ = oo, where é is any unit vector in R4

A(d)(S,t):/ dd—o|x| —2d— s| —»‘ —2d— t (Al)
R4

We will evaluate this integral using manipulations that are a simple variation of the standard way of relating the beta
function to a ratio of gamma functions. Recall the analytically extended Fourier transform of a power function || ~%:

d=| 2| —a 27iE-& —ja—d _a—4< F(d_Ta)
dZ || "% T = |G YT == (A2)
Rd I'(3)
We now define a special kind of gamma function and use (A2) to evaluate it:
. 1—\( —s—d)
F(d)(s) _ / ddf |f‘72d75627me-z _ 7T%Jrs 2 ) (A3)
Ra I(24ts)
Taking the product of two gamma functions and formally combining the integrand gives
F(d) (8) F(d) (t) _ / dfdg|f|72d7t |g|72d75627ri e(T+y) / dfdg|f|72d7t |zi i:|f2dfse27rié»5’ (A4)
Rd Rd

where Z = ¥ + . The Z-integral is rotationally invariant and so can only depend on the magnitude of 2, and by

dimensional analysis, the Z-integral scales as |2] ™3¢~

. Changing variables from & to ¥ = Z/|Z], the two integrals

factorize, with the Z integral evaluating to a gamma function:

LD ()T D(t) =D (s +t +d) / dv o] 7247 e — o] 24 (A5)
Rd



By (A1) and (A5), we conclude that

'@ (s) T (¢)
AD (g 4) = = - A6
(s,2) I (s+t+d) (A6)
which through the use of (A3) reproduces (3) as advertised.
Appendix B
It is a fact, first observed by Witten and Freund [32], that the full Veneziano amplitude is expressible in terms
of Riemann zeta functions. Similarly, the four-gluon amplitude of type-I string theory can be re-expressed in terms
of ratios of the Dirichlet L-function for the field of Gaussian rationals [33]. One generalization of the Riemann zeta
function is the hypercubic Epstein zeta function, defined for Re[s] > d by
1 ! 1
(d(g) = =
SIOEEIEDS g (B1)

2 2 2
(n1,n2,...,nq) €L (nl +n3+...+ nd)

where the prime indicates that the point at the origin is excluded from the sum. For Re[s] < d the function is defined
via analytic continuation. Like the Riemann zeta function, the Epstein zeta function satisfies a functional equation:

(2 (D) = 7 T (L0 (O - s). (B2)

From (B2), it straightforwardly follows that the amplitudes in (3) can be re-expressed in terms of Epstein zeta
functions:
¢ D(2d + 5) ¢ D(2d +t) (D (2d + u)

A (s,t) = (D (—d—s)(D(=d— t) @D (—d - w) ' 9

Appendix C

In this appendix we describe how the corrected odd-d partial amplitudes can be obtained through a partitioning of
the R? integration domain in equation (A1). The form (A1) of the amplitude has been obtained from (1) by using
the conformal symmetry to perform a choice of gauge-fixing. But even in gauge-fixed form, there remains a residual
symmetry. In particular, any set of conformal transformations that permutes the gauge-fixing values 0, €, and oo will
leave the gauge-fixed amplitude (A1) invariant. Let us consider a specific example of such a transformation. For the
sake of explicitness, we will take the unit vector é to be the unit vector in the abscissa direction, é; = (1,0,0, ..., 0).

By performing a special conformal transformation followed by a translation,

‘#76 2
Foi =—"2 27 , 7 @ =7 +a, (C1)
1-2b-7+0b222

where we choose for both @ and b to be the abscissa unit vector, d = b= é1, we arrive at the combined transformation

1 11—

T2 1 T2
- | s N g~ | s | 2
* . 1— 2z, + a2 (C2)

Ld Td



X2

X1

FIG. C1. Plot of the fundamental domains of the transformation (C2). Blue gets mapped to yellow, yellow to green, and green
to blue. In dimensions d higher than two, the domains are rotationally symmetric around the z; axis.

This transformation is of the above-mentioned type, as it cyclically permutes the origin, unit abscissa, and infinity:

/ O\ , (C3)

00— €1

The transformation (C2) induces a partitioning of the integration domain R¢ into three fundamental domains (.9),
(T), and (U). The transformation acts locally on each of these regions, in the sense that nearby points are mapped
to nearby points, but acts non-locally across the regions. The precise locations of the regions are as follows:

()= {m > I\ +ad+ . +ad <1},
(T):{x1<%} \{Q-z1)*+23+..+2]<1}, (C4)

U)={a?+a23+. . +ai<1}n{Q-z)?+2i+..+23<1}.

In Figure C1 we depict the sections of these domains that lie in the (x1, z2)-plane. Breaking the R? integral in (A1)
into integrals over these three sub-domains provides a way of splitting the full amplitude into partial amplitudes. While
the full integral does not converge, there are kinematic regimes where the integral over one sub-domain converges.
In particular, we can consider a u-channel regime where s,t < —d. Then the (U) integral converges, and by analytic
continuation of this integral, the integrals over the other sub-domains can be obtained according to the following
identifications:

AT |F) 720 — 2] 72 = A (s,1),
(v)

/ ddf|f|_2d_s|é1 _ f|—2d—t — / ddf‘f|2d+s+t|é1 _ i,»|—2d—s — .Az(fl)(u,s), (05)
(1) )
/ ddf|f|_2d_s|é1 _ f|—2d—t — / ddf|;ﬁ'|_2d_t‘é1 _ f‘2d+s+t _ A:E)d) (t,u) ]

() )

Visually, we can depict the way the transformation (C2) permutes the three fundamental domains and the partial
amplitudes with the following diagrams:

) AL (s, 1)

/ N\ /N | (Co)

(T) — () ' A (u, 5) — AD(t,u)



In consequence, we arrive at a decomposition of the full amplitude into partial amplitudes,

A (5. 1) = (/ / / )dd*x| ~2d=sja) 372t = AD (s 1) 4 AD(s,u) + AD(tu).  (CT)
ay Jay Jes)

Within the convergent region in the u-channel, the partial amplitude is given by the integral

1/2 Vz1(2—z1) z1(2—xl)—x§ \/zl(Q—xl)—xg—...—zi_l
A(d)(s t) =24~ 1(/ dacl/ dxg/ dxg.../ dzg
0

0

1/2 1 :clfzcz lfxffng..‘fmiil
/ d:z:l/ dl’g/ dxg.../ d:z:d) (C8)
0

—d—t/2

—d—s/2
(x%—i—x%—&—...—i—mé) ((1—x1)2+33§+...+x3)

By switching to cylindrical coordinates and carrying out the angular integration, we obtain a simpler integration
formula for the partial amplitude,

L 1/2 z(2—x) N —d—s/2 —d—t/2
(d) - G2 (52 — )2
A7 (s,t) DT /0 da:/O dvv 2 (m + v) ((1 x)° + v) + (s 1). (C9)

This formula makes sense only for d # 1, but the equations (C5) apply also for d = 1. By carrying out the partial
amplitude integral for odd values of d, we arrive at the master formula for the corrected partial amplitudes:

s+d—+2 t+d—+2 s+t+2d+3 F(—s—2d+2)1—‘(—t—2d+2)

AD (s 4) = —(167)2 .
p (5:8) = =(16m)* (5 : 2 /% 2 T 1024n D(—s — ¢ —2d— 1)

(C10)

_ <Z M (59 y N (3 —d) )
2d 41“% M(s+4+2M)(t+4+2M) M!(%)M(3+2d_2_QM)(t+2d_2_2M)

d=1-2M (g _ ;3 _ o)) (4=t2m) (34 M —d),,
nl(s+4+2M +2n)(t +4+ 2M + 2n)
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