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Abstract

We calculate n-point hard string scattering amplitudes (HSSA) with n − 2 tachyons and 2

tensor states at arbitrary mass levels. We discover the stringy scaling behavior of these HSSA.

It is found that for HSSA with more than 2 transverse directions, the degree of stringy scaling

dimM2 decreases comparing to the degree of stringy scaling dimM1 of the n − 1 tachyons and 1

tensor HSSA calculated previously. Moreover, we propose a set of K-identities which is the key

to demonstrate the stringy scaling behavior of HSSA. We explicitly prove both the diagonal and

off-diagonal K-identities for the 4-point HSSA and give numerical proofs of these K-identities for

some higher point HSSA.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Recently, it was discovered [1–3] that the degree of freedom or number of kinematic

variables reduced for the n-point with n − 1 tachyons and 1 tensor hard string scattering

amplitudes (HSSA) and the Regge string scattering amplitudes (RSSA). Historically, the

first stringy scaling behavior was conjectured by Gross [4–7] for the 4-point HSSA and later

explicitly proved in [8–11]. Indeed, all functional forms of 4-point HSSA at each fixed mass

level are found to be proportional to each other with constant ratios (independent of the

scattering angle φ, or the deficit of the kinematics variable dimM1 = 1 − 0 = 1). See the

recent reviews [12, 13].

This stringy scaling behavior, similar to the QCD Bjorken scaling [14, 15] and its GLAP

correction [16, 17], was recently generalized to arbitrary n-point (n − 1 tachyons and 1

tensor) HSSA with n ≥ 5 [1, 2]. As an example, the number of degree of freedom of 6-point

HSSA (5 tachyons and 1 tensor) with 3 transverse directions reduced from 8 to 2, and

dimM1 = 8− 2 = 6.

Since massive higher spin tensor string states receive more degree of freedom of spin

polarizations, it is tempted to speculate that the degree of stringy scaling or dimMk (k ≤ n)

for the n-point k-tensor HSSA with k ≥ 2 may decrease and is smaller than dimM1. In

this paper, we calculate n-point (n ≥ 4) HSSA with n − 2 tachyons and 2 high energy

tensor states at arbitrary mass levels. It is found that the degree of stringy scaling dimM2

for HSSA with more than 2 transverse directions or r ≥ 3 (see Eq.(4.10)) indeed decreases

comparing to that of the 1 tensor HSSA dimM1 calculated previously.

In the saddle-point calculation of the HSSA, the saddle-point of the integration can be

exactly solved only for some lower point HSSA calculation. For the cases of general n-point

saddle-point HSSA calculation, we propose a set of the so-called K-identities. Without

directly solving the saddle-point equation, these K-identities can be used to simplify the

HSSA calculation, and turn out to be the key step of the calculation to demonstrate the

stringy scaling behavior.

Some of these K-identities were originally proposed for the calculation of n-point 1 tensor

HSSA [1, 2]. They are the direct results of the identification of two different calculation of

HSSA, namely, the saddle-point calculation and the decoupling of zero-norm state (ZNS)

calculation [12, 13]. However, only K-identities for the 4-point HSSA with 1 and 2 ten-
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sors will be analytically proved in this paper, other K-identities of higher point (n ≥ 5)

HSSA calculation will be tested numerically. Presumably, these K-identities are results of

conservation of momenta in the hard scattering limit at the saddle-point.

For the saddle-point calculation of n-point 2 tensor HSSA, in addition to the diagonal

K-identities one obtained during the calculation of n-point 1 tensor HSSA, it turns out

that one needs to introduce1 more off-diagonal K-identity. This off-diagonal K-identity will

contribute to the degree of stringy scaling dimM2 for HSSA out of the scattering plane. It

is conjectured that for general higher k tensor HSSA calculation (k ≤ n), these off-diaganal

K-identities are crucial to show the consistent result that dimMk ≥ 0.

This paper is organized as following. In section II, we first calculate an example of 4-

point 2 tensor HSSA for mass level M2 = 2. We then extend the calculation to arbitrary

mass levels and obtain the ratios consistent with calculation from the method of decoupling

of ZNS. In section III, we calculate general n-point 2 tensor HSSA. One key step is

to propose both the diagonal and off-diagonal K-identities to simplify the calculation and

obtain the consistent ratios calculated from the method of ZNS. In section IV, we discuss

in details the K-identities and apply them to the calculation of the degree of stringy scaling

dimM2. We also explicitly verify all 4-point 1 and 2 tensors K-identities and discuss the

numerical check of the higher point K-identities. A brief conclusion is given in section V.

II. THE FOUR-POINT TWO TENSOR HSSA

In this section, we will use the saddle-point method to calculate the 4-point HSSA with

2 tachyons and 2 tensors. We begin with a brief review of the calculation of HSSA with

3 tachyons and 1 tensor state [8–11]. For the 4-point HSSA, we first note that in the

hard scattering limit, components of polarization orthogonal to the scattering plane are

subleading order in energy. Defining eP = 1
M2

(E2, k2,~0) =
k2
M2

the momentum polarization,

eL = 1
M2

(k2, E2,~0) the longitudinal polarization and the transverse polarization eT = (0, 0, 1)

on the scattering plane, it can then be shown that at each fixed mass level M2 = 2(N − 1)

only states of the following form [8–11] (in the hard scattering limit eP ≃ eL)

|N, 2m, q〉 =
(
αT
−1

)N−2m−2q (
αL
−1

)2m (
αL
−2

)q |0; k〉 (2.1)
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are leading order in energy. Note in particular that states with
(
αL
−1

)2m+1
are of subleading

order in energy. To achieve BRST invariance, it can be shown that states in the physical

state basis (PSB) can be written as a linear combination of states in the oscillator state

basis (OSB) in Eq.(2.1) [12, 13].

There are two different methods to calculate the stringy scaling behavior of HSSA, the

method of decoupling of ZNS and the saddle-point method. Both methods lead to constant

ratios among 4-point HSSA at each fixed mass level [8–11]

A(N,2m,q)

A(N,0,0)
=

(2m)!

m!

( −1

2M

)2m+q

.(independent of φ !). (2.2)

In Eq.(2.2), A(N,m,q) is the 4-point HSSA of any string vertex Vj with j = 1, 3, 4 and V2 is

the high energy state in Eq.(2.1). A(N,0,0) is the 4-point HSSA of any string vertex Vj with

j = 1, 3, 4, and V2 is the leading Regge trajectory string state at mass level N . Note that we

have omitted the tensor indice of Vj with j = 1, 3, 4 and keep only those of V2 in T (N,2m,q).

For the j tensor cases with j = 2, 3 and 4, it is easy to argue from the method of the

decoupling of ZNS that the ratios are j products of ratio in Eq.(2.2). However, it is highly

nontrivial to calculate n-point multi-tensor HSSA at arbitrary mass levels. Moreover, as

will will see in section IV that one important step of this saddle-point calculation is to

introduce the K vectors and K-identities, and give information to calculate the degree of

stringy scaling dimM.

For later reference, we begin with a brief description of the 4-point saddle-point calcula-

tion with 3 tachyons and 1 tensor state here. The t− u channel of HSSA with 3 tachyons

and 1 high energy state in Eq.(2.1) can be calculated to be (after SL(2, R) fixing)

A(N,2m,q) =

∫ ∞

1

dzz(1,2)(1− z)(2,3)
[
eT · k1

z
− eT · k3

1− z

]N−2m−2q

·
[
eP · k1

z
− eP · k3

1− z

]2m [

−eP · k1
z2

− eP · k3
(1− z)2

]q

(2.3)

where (1, 2) = k1 · k2 etc. We can rewrite the amplitude above into the following form

A(N,2m,q)(K) =

∫ ∞

1

dz u(z)e−Kf(z) (2.4)
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where

Λ ≡ −(1, 2) → s

2
→ 2E2, (2.5)

τ ≡ −(2, 3)

(1, 2)
→ − t

s
→ sin2 φ

2
, (2.6)

f(z) ≡ ln z − τ ln(1− z), (2.7)

u(z) ≡
[
(1, 2)

M

]2m+q

(1− z)−N+2m+2q(f ′)2m
︸ ︷︷ ︸

∗

(f ′′)q(−eT · k3)N−2m−2q. (2.8)

The saddle-point z = z̃, is defined by

f ′(z̃) = 0, (2.9)

which can be exactly solved to be

z̃ =
1

1− τ
= sec2

φ

2
. (2.10)

It is now easy to see that

u(z̃) = u′(z̃) = .... = u(2m−1)(z̃) = 0, (2.11)

and

u(2m)(z̃) =

[
(1, 2)

M

]2m+q

(1− z̃)−N+2m+2q(2m)!(f ′′
0 )

2m+q(−eT · k3)N−2m−2q. (2.12)

It is important to note that in calculating HSSA containing high energy states in Eq.(2.1)

with
(
αL
−1

)2m
, the naive energy order of the amplitudes based on the naive mass counting

vanishes [8–11], and the real leading energy order HSSA will in general drop by an even

number of energy power as can be seen from Eq.(2.11). On the other hand, HSSA corre-

sponding to states with (αL
−1)

2m+1 turn out to be of subleading order in energy.

With these inputs, one can evaluate the Gaussian integral in Eq.(2.4) and show explicitly

that the angular dependence of HSSA depends only on the level N but not m and q

A(N,2m,q) =

√

2π

Kf ′′
0

e−Λf0

[

(−1)N−q 2
N−2m−q(2m)!

m! M2m+q
τ−

N
2 (1− τ)

3N
2 EN +O(EN−2)

]

, (2.13)

and we have [8–11]

lim
E→∞

A(N,2m,q)

A(N,0,0)
=

(−1)q(2m)!

m!(2M)2m+q
= (−2m− 1

M
)....(− 3

M
)(− 1

M
)(− 1

2M
)m+q

=

(
1

2

)m+q (

− 1

M

)q+2m

(2m− 1)!!, (2.14)

5



which is remarkably consistent with calculation of decoupling of high energy ZNS obtained

in Eq.(2.2).

We now turn to calculate the 4-point HSSA with 2 tachyons and 2 tensor states. We

choose to put the 2 tensors on z2 and z3. The kinematics of 4-points HSSA can be written

as

k1 =
(

E −E 0
)

,

k2 =
(

E E 0
)

,

k3 =
(

−E −E cosφ −E sinφ
)

,

k4 =
(

−E E cos φ E sinφ
)

, (2.15)

which imply

k12 = −2E2,

k13 = E2 (1− cosφ) ,

k23 = E2 (1 + cos φ) . (2.16)

For the 2 tensor cases, we will use the following short notations for polarizations

T2 =
(

0 0 1
)

,

T3 =
(

0 − sin φ cos φ
)

,

L2 =
1

M2

(

E E 0
)

,

L3 =
1

M3

(

−E −E cosφ −E sinφ
)

(2.17)

where T2 means eT2 etc. One can easily calculate the following projections

kT2

1 = 0, kT2

3 = −E sinφ, kT3

1 = E sinφ, kT3

2 = −E sinφ; (2.18)

kL2

1 =
−2E2

M2
, kL2

3 =
2E2

M2
τ, kL3

1 =
2E2

M3
(1− τ) , kL3

2 =
2E2

M3
τ ; (2.19)

and after SL(2, R) fixing

f ′′
0 = − 1

z̃2
+

τ

(1− z̃)2
=

(1− τ)3

τ
. (2.20)
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A. An example of mass level M2 = 2

As a simple example of 4-point HSSA with 2 tachyons and 2 tensor states, we first

calculate HSSA for tensor states at mass level N = 2. By Eq.(2.1), there are 3 high energy

states in the OSB
(
αT
−1

)2 |0; k〉 ,
(
αL
−2

)
|0; k〉 ,

(
αL
−1

)2 |0; k〉 . (2.1)

By Eq.(2.2), the ratios of HSSA with 3 tachyons and 1 tensor in Eq.(2.1) are

AT2T2 : AL2 : AL2L2 = 4 :
√
2 : 1. (2.2)

For the case of HSSA with 2 tachyons and 2 tensors, the calculation of the decoupling of

zero-norm state (ZNS) gives

(T2T2 ⊕ L2 ⊕ L2L2)⊗ (T3T3 ⊕ L3 ⊕ L3L3)

=
(

4 :
√
2 : 1

)

×
(

4 :
√
2 : 1

)

. (2.3)

We will recalculate the ratios by using the saddle-point method. In calculating theHSSA,

one needs to pay attention to the state
(
αL
−1

)2 |0; k〉 with m = 1 in Eq.(2.1), as has been

mentioned in the paragraph after Eq.(2.12). The calculation for HSSA with m = 0 are

straightforward and we obtain

AT2T2;T3T3 =

∫

d4ze−Λf

(
kT2

1

z1 − z2
+

kT2

3

z3 − z2
+

kT2

4

z4 − z2

)2(
kT3

1

z1 − z3
+

kT3

2

z2 − z3
+

kT3

4

z4 − z3

)2

= e−Λf0

(

4E2 (1− τ)3

τ

)(

4E21− τ

τ

)√

2π

f ′′
0

, (2.4)

AT2T2;L3 =

∫

d4ze−Λf

(
kT2

1

z1 − z2
+

kT2

3

z3 − z2
+

kT2

4

z4 − z2

)2(
kL3

1

(z1 − z3)
2 +

kL3

2

(z2 − z3)
2 +

kL3

4

(z4 − z3)
2

)

= e−Λf0

(

4E2 (1− τ)3

τ

)(
2E2 (1− τ)

M3τ

)
√

2π

f ′′
0

. (2.5)

With M3 =
√
2, Eq.(2.4) and Eq.(2.5) give the consistent ratios in Eq.(2.2).

We now turn to calculate HSSA containing state
(
αL
−1

)2 |0; k〉. The saddle-point calcu-

lation gives

AT2T2;L3L3 =

∫

d4ze−Λf

(
kT2

1

z1 − z2
+

kT2

3

z3 − z2
+

kT2

4

z4 − z2

)2(
kL3

1

z1 − z3
+

kL3

2

z2 − z3
+

kL3

4

z4 − z3

)2

=

∫

dz2e
−Λf

(

−E sin φ
τ − 1

τ

)2
(

2E2

M3

cos2 φ
2

−1
+

2E2

M3

sin2 φ
2

z2 − 1

)2

. (2.6)
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We note that the above integrand vanish if we evaluate z2 at the saddle point z2 = z̃2. To

obtain the real energy order HSSA, we need to do Tayor expansion about the saddle point

z̃2 before performing the integration. By doing so, we obtain

AT2T2;L3L3 =

∫

dz2e
−Λf

(

−2E
√

τ (1− τ)
τ − 1

τ
+ · · ·

)2

·
(

−2E2

M3
(1− τ) +

2E2

M3
τ
1− τ

τ
−

2E2

M3
sin2 φ

2

(z20 − 1)2
(z2 − z̃2) + · · ·

)2

=

∫

dz2e
−Λf

(

−2E
√

τ (1− τ)
τ − 1

τ
+ · · ·

)2
(

0−
2E2

M3
sin2 φ

2

(z20 − 1)2
(z2 − z̃2) + · · ·

)2

= e−Λf0

(

4E2 (1− τ)3

τ

)(
2E2

M2
3

(1− τ)

τ

)√

2π

f ′′
0

, (2.7)

which gives the ratio consistent with Eq.(2.2). Similar calculation can be performed for

other HSSA in Eq.(2.2) and all consistent ratios can be obtained except the AL2L2;L3L3 one

which needs to be treated carefully.

We first note that in calculating HSSA in Eq.(2.3), contraction terms from ∂2X2 · · and
∂3X3 · · are considered to be of subleading order in energy and can be ignored. However,

for the special case of AL2L2;L3L3 amplitude, one encounters the naive energy order problem,

and it turns out that one has to include contraction terms from ∂2X2 · · and ∂3X3 · · in order

to achieve the consistent ratios calculated by the method of decoupling of ZNS in Eq.(2.3).
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We thus follow the standard KLT [18] method to calculate the amplitude

AL2L2;L3L3 =

∫

d4zeik1X1eik2X2+iξ2∂2X2+iξ′
2
∂2X2eik3X3+iξ3∂3X3+iξ′

3
∂3X3eik4X4 (2.8)

=

∫

d4ze−Λf exp







[
k1·ξ2
z1−z2

+ k3·ξ2
z3−z2

]

+
[

k1·ξ′2
z1−z2

+
k3·ξ′2
z3−z2

]

+
[

k1·ξ3
z1−z3

+ k2·ξ3
z2−z3

]

+
[

k1·ξ′3
z1−z3

+
k2·ξ′3
z2−z3

]

+
[

ξ2·ξ3
(z3−z2)

2 +
ξ2·ξ′3

(z3−z2)
2 +

ξ′
2
·ξ3

(z3−z2)
2 +

ξ′
2
·ξ′

3

(z3−z2)
2

]







multilinear

(2.9)

=

∫

d4ze−Λf







[
k1·ξ2
z1−z2

+ k3·ξ2
z3−z2

] [
k1·ξ′2
z1−z2

+
k3·ξ′2
z3−z2

] [
k1·ξ3
z1−z3

+ k2·ξ3
z2−z3

] [
k1·ξ′3
z1−z3

+
k2·ξ′3
z2−z3

]

+ ξ2·ξ3
(z3−z2)

2

[
k1·ξ′2
z1−z2

+
k3·ξ′2
z3−z2

] [
k1·ξ′3
z1−z3

+
k2·ξ′3
z2−z3

]

+
ξ2·ξ′3

(z3−z2)
2

[
k1·ξ′2
z1−z2

+
k3·ξ′2
z3−z2

] [
k1·ξ3
z1−z3

+ k2·ξ3
z2−z3

]

+
ξ′
2
·ξ3

(z3−z2)
2

[
k1·ξ2
z1−z2

+ k3·ξ2
z3−z2

] [
k1·ξ′3
z1−z3

+
k2·ξ′3
z2−z3

]

+
ξ′
2
·ξ′

3

(z3−z2)
2

[
k1·ξ2
z1−z2

+ k3·ξ2
z3−z2

] [
k1·ξ3
z1−z3

+ k2·ξ3
z2−z3

]

+ ξ2·ξ3
(z3−z2)

2

ξ′
2
·ξ′

3

(z3−z2)
2 +

ξ2·ξ′3
(z3−z2)

2

ξ′
2
·ξ3

(z3−z2)
2 ,







(2.10)

The result in Eq.(2.10) includes contraction terms from ∂2X2 · · and ∂3X3 · ·. By setting

ξ2 = ξ′2 = L2 and ξ3 = ξ′3 = L3 in Eq.(2.10), we obtain

AL2L2;L3L3 =

∫

d4ze−Λf







[
k
L2

1

z1−z2
+

k
L2

3

z3−z2

]2 [
k
L3

1

z1−z3
+

k
L3

2

z2−z3

]2

+ 4L2·L3

(z3−z2)
2

[
k
L2

1

z1−z2
+

k
L2

3

z3−z2

] [
k
L3

1

z1−z3
+

k
L3

2

z2−z3

]

+2(L2·L3)
2

(z3−z2)
4







(2.11)

≃
∫

dz2e
−Λf







(

0 + 2E2

M2

(
(1−τ)3

τ

)

(z2 − z20) + · · ·
)2 (

0− 2E2

M3

(1−τ)2

τ
(z2 − z20) + · · ·

)2

+
4
(

2E2τ
M2M3

)

(1− 1

1−τ )
2

(

0 + 2E2

M2

(
(1−τ)3

τ

)

(z2 − z20) + · · ·
)

·
(

0− 2E2

M3

(1−τ)2

τ
(z2 − z20) + · · ·

)

+
2
(

2E2τ
M2M3

)2

(1− 1

1−τ )
4







.

(2.12)

In Eq.(2.12) we have done Taylor expansion about the saddle point z20 for the first two

terms and have put 0 for each naive energy order amplitude [8–11]. Most importantly, the

last two terms of Eq.(2.12) involve crossing contraction terms and will be seen soon that

they are indeed of the same energy order as the first term in Eq.(2.12) which we have done

Taylor expansion about the saddle point z̃2 due to the naive energy order problem.

Finally, we perform the integration in Eq.(2.12) to obtain
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AL2L2;L3L3 ≃
∫

dz2e
−Λf







(
2E2

M2

)2 (
2E2

M3

)2
(1−τ)10

τ4
(z2 − z̃2)

4

−4
(

2E2

M2

)2
2E2

M2

3

(1−τ)7

τ3
(z2 − z̃2)

2

+22E2

M2

2

2E2

M2

3

(1−τ)4

τ2







(2.13)

= e−Λf0







(
2E2

M2

)2 (
2E2

M3

)2
(1−τ)10

τ4

(
−2
1

)2 (−1
2

) (
−3
2

) (
1
f ′′
0

)2√
2π
f ′′
0

−4
(

2E2

M2

)2
2E2

M2

3

(1−τ)7

τ3

(
−2
1

) (
−1
2

)
1
f ′′
0

√
2π
f ′′
0

+22E2

M2

2

2E2

M2

3

(1−τ)4

τ2

√
2π
f ′′
0







(2.14)

= e−Λf0
2E2

M2
2

2E2

M2
3

(1− τ)4

τ 2

√

2π

f ′′
0

. (2.15)

which gives the ratio consistent with Eq.(2.3). This completes the saddle-point calculation

of HSSA in Eq.(2.3). We conclude that for the 4-point 2 tachyons 2 tensor HSSA, the

degree of stringy scaling dimM2 = 1 is the same as that of 3 tachyons 1 tensor HSSA

dimM1 = 1 calculated previously. However, as we will see in the next section, for the higher

point HSSA, dimM2 will be in general smaller than dimM1.

B. General mass levels

In this subsection, we extend our previous result to two general mass levels M2
i = 2(Ni−

1), i = 2, 3. We first define the K-vectors

Ki =
∑

j 6=i

−kj

zj − zi
= (KLi

i , KTi

i ), (2.16)

which will be important in our following discussion. By setting z1 = 0, z4 = ∞ in

k12f =
∑

i>j

kij ln (zi − zj) , (2.17)

we obtain

k12f = k12 ln z2 + k13 ln z3 + k23 ln (z3 − z2) . (2.18)

At the saddle point

k12
∂f

∂z2
=

k12

z2
− k23

z3 − z2
= M2K

L2

2 = 0, (2.19)

k12
∂f

∂z3
=

k13

z3
+

k23

z3 − z2
= M3K

L3

3 = 0. (2.20)
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After setting z3 = 1, we get

KL2

2 = −2E2

M2

(1− τ)3

τ
(z2 − z̃2) , (2.21)

KL3

3 =
2E2

M3

(1− τ)2

τ
(z2 − z̃2) . (2.22)

One important property of the Kj vector is that its longitudinal component K
Lj

j is pro-

portional to ∂f
∂zj

and thus vanishes at the saddle point

K̃
Lj

j = 0, (2.23)

The K-identities [1–3] can then be written as

K̃2
j + 2Mj∂jK̃

Lj

j = 0. (2.24)

We will discuss these K-identities in section IV.

The 4-point HSSA with 2 tachyons and 2 tensors of Eq.(2.1),

|pi, 2mi, qi〉 =
(
αTi

−1

)pi (
αLi

−1

)2mi
(
αLi

−2

)qi |0, k〉 , i = 2, 3 (2.25)

with the mass levels

Ni = pi + 2mi + 2qi and N = N2 +N3, (2.26)

can be calculated to be

A(pi,2mi,qi) =

∫

d4z2e
−Λf

(
KT2

2

)p2 (
KT3

3

)p3 (−∂2K
L2

2

)q2 (−∂3K
L3

3

)q3

· exp
{

2m2∑

j2=1

K2 · ξ2,j2 +
2m3∑

j3=1

K3 · ξ3,j3 +
2m2∑

j2=1

2m3∑

j3=1

[
ξ2,j2 · ξ3,j3
(z3 − z2)

2

]}

multilinear

=

∫

d4ze−Λf
(
KT2

2

)p2 (
KT3

3

)p3 (−∂2K
L2

2

)q2 (−∂3K
L3

3

)q3

2m∑

j=0

j!C2m2

j C2m3

j

[
L2 · L3

(z3 − z2)
2

]j
(
KL2

2

)2m2−j (
KL3

3

)2m3−j
(2.27)

where in the last line we have set ξ2,j = L2, ξ3,j = L3 and m = min (m2, m3). Plugging in

the kenematics, we have

A(pi,2mi,qi) =

(

4E2 (1− τ)3

τ

)N2/2+m2+m3 (
4E2 (1− τ)

τ

)N3/2 2m∑

j=0

j!C2m2

j C2m3

j

[ −τ

2E2 (1− τ)3

]j

·
( −1

2M2

)2m2+q2 ( −1

2M3

)2m3+q3 ∫

dz2e
−Λf (z2 − z̃2)

2m2+2m3−2j
. (2.28)

11



We can now perform the integration to get

A(pi,2mi,qi) =

(

4E2 (1− τ)3

τ

)N2/2+m2+m3 (
4E2 (1− τ)

τ

)N3/2 2m∑

j=0

j!C2m2

j C2m3

j

[ −τ

2E2 (1− τ)3

]j

·
( −1

2M2

)2m2+q2 ( −1

2M3

)2m3+q3 (−2d

df ′′
0

)m2+m3−j
√

2π

f ′′
0

. (2.29)

After differentiation, we obtain

A(pi,2mi,qi) =

(

4E2 (1− τ)3

τ

)N2/2+m2+m3 (
4E2 (1− τ)

τ

)N3/2 2m∑

j=0

j!C2m2

j C2m3

j

[ −τ

2E2 (1− τ)3

]j

·
( −1

2M2

)2m2+q2 ( −1

2M3

)2m3+q3
√

2π

f ′′
0

[2 (m2 +m3 − j)]!

2m2+m3−j (m2 +m3 − j)!
(f ′′

0 )
−(m2+m3−j)

=

√

2π

f ′′
0

(

4E2 (1− τ)3

τ

)N2/2(
4E2 (1− τ)

τ

)N3/2( −1

2M2

)2m2+q2 ( −1

2M3

)2m3+q3

·
2m∑

j=0

j!C2m2

j C2m3

j (−2)j
[2 (m2 +m3 − j)]!

(m2 +m3 − j)!
. (2.30)

Surprisingly, the summation in the last equation of Eq.(2.30) can be calculated to be

2m∑

j=0

j!C2m2

j C2m3

j (−2)j
[2 (m2 +m3 − j)]!

(m2 +m3 − j)!
= Γ

(

m2 +
1

2

)

Γ

(

m3 +
1

2

)

, (2.31)

and finally the 4-point 2 tensor HSSA is

A(pi,2mi,qi) =

√

2π

f ′′
0

(

4E2 (1− τ)3

τ

)N2/2(
4E2 (1− τ)

τ

)N3/2

·
( −1

2M2

)2m2+q2 ( −1

2M3

)2m3+q3

Γ

(

m2 +
1

2

)

Γ

(

m3 +
1

2

)

=

√

2π

f ′′
0

(

4E2 (1− τ)3

τ

)N2/2(
4E2 (1− τ)

τ

)N3/2

·
[(

1

2

)m2+q2 (−1

M2

)2m2+q2

(2m2 − 1)!!

][(
1

2

)m3+q3 (−1

M3

)2m3+q3

(2m3 − 1)!!

]

.

(2.32)

One can now easily calculate the ratio

A({p2,p3},2m2,2m3,q2,q3)

A({N1,N2},0,0)
=

[(
1

2

)m2+q2 (

− 1

M1

)q2+2m2

(2m2 − 1)!!

]

·
[(

1

2

)m3+q3 (

− 1

M2

)q3+2m3

(2m3 − 1)!!

]

, (2.33)

which is consistent with the calculation of ZNS method in Eq.(2.2).
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III. THE n-POINT TWO TENSOR HSSA

In this section, we calculate the general n-point HSSA with n−2 tachyons and 2 tensors

of Eq.(2.1). For the cases of n ≥ 5, one needs to consider scattering processes out of the

scattering plane with r-dimensional transverse space. We begin with the case of HSSA

with n − 1 tachyons and 1 tensor. The general high energy states at each fixed mass level

M2 = 2(N − 1) can be written as

|{pi} , 2m, q〉 =
(
αT1

−1

)N+p1 (
αT2

−1

)p2 · · ·
(
αTr

−1

)pr (
αL
−1

)2m (
αL
−2

)q |0; k〉 (3.1)

where
∑r

i=1 pi = −2(m+ q) with r ≤ 24.

One generalizes the transverse polarization eT = (0, 0, 1) to eT̂ = (0, 0, ~ω) where

ωj = cos θj

j−1
∏

σ=1

sin θσ, with j = 1, · · · , r, θr = 0 (3.2)

are the solid angles in the transverse space spanned by r transverse directions eTi . For this

case, the method of decoupling of ZNS leads to the ratios of n-point HSSA [1–3]

A({pi},2m,q)

A({0i},0,0)
=

(2m)!

m!

( −1

2M

)2m+q r∏

j=1

ω
pj
j (# of kinematic variables dependence reduced !).

(3.3)

These ratios are valid to all string loop orders, and for the string-tree level case, Eq.(3.3)

can be rederived from the saddle-point calculation [1–3].

We are now ready to discuss the 2 tensor case. We first define

Li =
ki

Mi
, i = 1, 2. (3.4)

For simplicity of the amplitude calculation, we choose to put 2 tensors at z1 and z2. We

consider 2 high energy states of Eq.(2.1) at vertex i

|2mi〉 =
r∏

j=1

(

α
Tij

−1

)pij (
αLi

−1

)2mi
(
αLi

−2

)qi |0, k〉 (3.5)

with the total mass level

Ni =

r∑

j=1

pij + 2mi + 2qi (3.6)

where i = 1, 2 and j = 1 · · · r.
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The Ki vectors can be similarly defined as in the 4-point case in Eq.(2.16)

K1 =
∑

j 6=1

−kj

zj − z1
= (KL1

1 , KT11

1 , KT12

1 , · · · , KT1r

1 ), (3.7)

K2 =
∑

j 6=2

−kj

zj − z2
= (KL2

2 , KT21

2 , KT22

2 , · · · , KT2r

2 ). (3.8)

Since the longitudinal component KLi

i vanishes at the saddle point as in Eq.(2.23), we can

formally use two set of Eq.(3.2), ωj
1 and ω

j
2 to parametrize the K vectors

K̃
Tij

i =
∣
∣
∣K̃i

∣
∣
∣ω

j
i , i = 1, 2 and j = 1 · · · r. (3.9)

We stress that not all kinematic variables of ωj
1 and ω

j
2 are independent due to the various

K-identities which put constraints on ω
j
i . We will discuss this issue in section IV.

For the kinematics of n-point amplitudes in the hard scattering limit, p = E → ∞, we

define the 26-dimensional momenta in the CM frame to be

k1 = (E,−E, 0r) ,

k2 = (E,+E, 0r) ,

kj =
(
−qj ,−qjΩ

j
1, · · · − qjΩ

j
25

)
(3.10)

where j = 3, 4, · · · , n, and

Ωj
i = cosφj

i

i−1∏

σ=1

sin φj
σ with φ

j
j−1 = 0, φ

j
i>r = 0 and r ≤ min {n− 3, 24} (3.11)

are the solid angles in the (j − 2)-dimensional spherical space with
∑j−2

i=1

(
Ωj

i

)2
= 1. In

Eq.(3.10), 0r denotes the r-dimensional null vector. The condition φ
j
j−1 = 0 in Eq.(3.11)

was chosen to fix the frame by using the rotational symmetry. The independent kinematics

variables can be chosen to be some ϕ
j
i and some fixed ratios of infinite qj . See section IV

for the example of n = 5.

The HSSA of n-point string scattering with 2 general tensors at z2 and z1 can be ex-

pressed as

A({pij},2mi,qi) =

∫ 1

0

dzn−2 · · ·
∫ z4

0

dz3

∫ z3

0

dz2 ue−Λf (3.12)

where

u =

[
r∏

j=1

(

K
T2j

2

)p2j (

K
T1j

1

)p1j

]

(
−∂2K

L2

2

)q2 (−∂1K
L1

1

)q1

· exp
{

2m2∑

j2=1

(K2) · ξ2,j2 +
2m1∑

j1=1

(K1) · ξ1,j1 +
2m2∑

j2=1

2m1∑

j1=1

[
ξ2,j2 · ξ1,j1
(z1 − z2)

2

]}

multilinear

. (3.13)
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In the second line of the above equation, we can set ξ2,k = L2, ξ1,k = L1 and m =

min (m2, m1) to obtain

u = (−1)q1+q2

2m∑

k=0

[
r∏

j=1

(

K
T2j

2

)p2j (

K
T1j

1

)p1j

]

(
∂2K

L2

2

)q2 (
∂1K

L1

1

)q1

·
(
KL2

2

)2m2−k (
KL1

1

)2m1−k
k!C2m2

k C2m1

k

[
k21

M2M1 (z1 − z2)
2

]k

= (−1)q1+q2

2m∑

k=0

uk. (3.14)

Since K̃Li

i = 0, i = 1, 2 at the saddle-point, the leading order term in each term of the

summation is

∂2m2+2m1−2k
2 ũk = C2m2+2m1−2k

2m1−k

[
r∏

j=1

(

K̃
T2j

2

)p2j (

K̃
T1j

1

)p1j

]
(

∂2K̃
L2

2

)q2+2m2−k

(

∂1K̃
L1

1

)q1 (

∂2K̃
L1

1

)2m1−k

(2m2 − k)! (2m1 − k)!k!C2m2

k C2m1

k

[
k21

M2M1 (z̃1 − z̃2)
2

]k

(3.15)

where we have used

∂n (fg) =

n∑

k=0

Cn
k f

kgn−k. (3.16)

The next important step is to apply the diagonal and the off-diagonal K-identities

K̃iK̃j + 2Mi∂jK̃
Li

i = 0 ⇒







K̃2
i + 2Mi∂iK̃

Li

i = 0, i = j

K̃iK̃j +
2kij

(z̃i−z̃j)
2 = 0 i 6= j

(3.17)

to obtain

∂2m2+2m1−2k
2 ũk =

[
r∏

j=1

(∣
∣
∣K̃2

∣
∣
∣ω

j
2

)p2j (
∣
∣
∣K̃1

∣
∣
∣ω

j
1

)p1j

](

− K̃2
2

2M2

)q2+2m2−k

(

− K̃2
1

2M1

)q1 (

−K̃2K̃1

2M1

)2m1−k

(2m2 + 2m1 − 2k)!k!C2m2

k C2m1

k

(

− K̃2K̃1

2M2M1

)k

.

(3.18)

One can now use

K̃
Tij

i =
∣
∣
∣K̃i

∣
∣
∣ω

j
i , (3.19)

Ni =

r∑

j=1

pij + 2mi + 2qi with i = 1, 2 and j = 1 · · · r (3.20)
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to get

∂2m2+2m1−2k
2 ũk =

[
r∏

j=1

(∣
∣
∣K̃2

∣
∣
∣ω

j
2

)p2j (
∣
∣
∣K̃1

∣
∣
∣ω

j
1

)p1j

](

− K̃2
2

2M2

)q2+2m2

·
(

− K̃2
1

2M1

)q1 (

−K̃2K̃1

2M1

)2m1

(2m2 + 2m1 − 2k)!k!C2m2

k C2m1

k

(

−K̃2
2

2

)−k

(3.21)

=

[
r∏

j=1

(
ω
j
2

)p2j (
ω
j
1

)p1j

]

K̃N2+2m2+2m1

2 K̃N1

1

(

− 1

2M2

)q2+2m2
(

− 1

2M1

)q1+2m1

· (2m2 + 2m1 − 2k)!k!C2m2

k C2m1

k

(

−K̃2
2

2

)−k

. (3.22)

Finally, we can use the saddle-point method to evaluate the integral to obtain

A({pij},2mi,qi) ≃
∫

dzn−3
2m∑

k=0

(−1)q1+q2 ∂2m2+2m1−2k
2 ũk

(2m2 + 2m1 − 2k)!
(z2 − z̃2)

2m2+2m1−2k
e−Λf̃

≃ e−Λf̃
2m∑

k=0

(−1)q1+q2 ∂2m2+2m1−2k
2 ũk

(2m2 + 2m1 − 2k)!

∫ 1

0

dz2 (z2 − z̃2)
2m2+2m1−2k

e−
1

4
K̃2

2
(z2−z̃2)

2

= e−Λf0

2m∑

k=0

(−1)q1+q2 ∂2m2+2m1−2k
2 ũk

(2m2 + 2m1 − 2k)!

(

−4
d

dK̃2
2

)m2+m1−k
√

4π

K̃2
2

. (3.23)

After doing differentiation and putting in Eq.(3.22), we obtain

A({pij},2mi,qi) = e−Λf0

2m∑

k=0

(−1)q1+q2 ∂2m2+2m1−2k
2 ũk

(2m2 + 2m1 − 2k)!

√

4π

K̃2
2

(2m2 + 2m1 − 2k)!

(m2 +m1 − k)!

(

K̃2
2

)−(m2+m1−k)

= (−1)q1+q2 e−Λf0

√

4π

K̃2
2

K̃N2

2 K̃N1

1

[
r∏

j=1

(
ω
j
2

)p2j (
ω
j
1

)p1j

]

·
(

− 1

2M2

)q2+2m2
(

− 1

2M1

)q1+2m1 2m∑

k=0

k!C2m2

k C2m1

k (−2)k
[2 (m2 +m1 − k)]!

(m2 +m1 − k)!
.

(3.24)
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We can now calculate the summation to get

A({pij},2mi,qi) = e−Λf0

√

4

πK̃2
2

K̃N2

2 K̃N1

1

[
r∏

j=1

(
ω
j
2

)p2j (
ω
j
1

)p1j

]

·
(
1

2

)q1+q2 (

− 1

M2

)q2+2m2
(

− 1

M1

)q1+2m1

Γ

(

m2 +
1

2

)

Γ

(

m1 +
1

2

)

= e−Λf0

√

4π

K̃2
2

K̃N2

2 K̃N1

1

[(
1

2

)m1+q1 (

− 1

M1

)q1+2m1

(2m1 − 1)!!

r∏

j=1

(
ω
j
1

)p1j

]

·
[(

1

2

)m2+q2 (

− 1

M2

)q2+2m2

(2m2 − 1)!!

r∏

j=1

(
ω
j
2

)p2j

]

. (3.25)

At last, the ratio can be easily calculated to be

A({p1j ,p2j},2m1,2m2,q1,q2)

A({N1,N2},0,0)
=

[(
1

2

)m1+q1 (

− 1

M1

)q1+2m1

(2m1 − 1)!!

r∏

j=1

(
ω
j
1

)p1j

]

·
[(

1

2

)m2+q2 (

− 1

M2

)q2+2m2

(2m2 − 1)!!
r∏

j=1

(
ω
j
2

)p2j

]

, (3.26)

which is consistent with the calculation of ZNS method in Eq.(2.2).

IV. THE K-IDENTITIES AND THE DEGREE OF STRINGY SCALING

In the general n-point multi-tensor HSSA calculation, one key step is to introduce the

diagonal and off-diagonalK-identities propsed in Eq.(3.17). TheK-identities were originally

proposed only for the diagonal ones for the calculation of n-point 1 tensor HSSA calcula-

tion [1–3]. They are the direct results of the identification of two different calculation of

HSSA, namely, the saddle-point calculation and the decoupling of zero-norm state (ZNS)

calculation [1–3].

We will show in this section that both diagonal and off-diagonal K-identities for the

4-point HSSA with 1 and 2 tensor can be analytically proved. For the 5-point HSSA

calculation, although the saddle-point equation is quadratic and can be exactly solved, the

explicit proof of the K-identities is too lengthy, and we will only prove them numerically.

We have also used maple to numerically prove the K-identities for the 6-point HSSA.

Presumably, these K-identities are direct results of conservation of momenta in the hard

scattering limit at the saddle-point.
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It is important to point out that the diagonal K-identities put constraints on the number

of independent ωj
i , and the off-diagonal K-identities put further constraints on the number

of independent ω
j
i . So studying K-identities is crucial to calculate the degree of stringy

scaling dimMk.

A. The K-identities

We begin our discussion of the K-identity with one example of 6-point 1 tensor HSSA

calculation. For n = 6 and r = 3, the ratio of HSSA can be calculated by using saddle-point

method to be [1–3]

A(p1,p2,p3,2m,q)

A(N,0,0,0)
=

(2m)!

m!

(−1

2M

)2m+q

(
∑

i6=2,n=6

k
T2
i

z̃i−z̃2

∑

i6=2,n=6

k
T1
i

z̃i−z̃2

)p2 (
∑

i6=2,n=6

k
T3
i

z̃i−z̃2

∑

i6=2,n=6

k
T1
i

z̃i−z̃2

)p3

(
∑

i6=2,n

k
T1
i

z̃i−z̃2√
2Kf̃22

)2m+2q . (4.1)

On the other hand, the decoupling of ZNS method gives [1–3]

A(p1,p2,2m,q)

A(N,0,0,0)
=

(2m)!

m!

(−1

2M

)2m+q

ω
p1
1 ω

p2
2 ω

p3
3 =

(2m)!

m!

( −1

2M

)2m+q
(tan θ1 cos θ2)

p2(tan θ1 sin θ2)
p3

(cos θ1)2m+2q
.

(4.2)

Eq.(??) and Eq.(4.2) can be identified for any p2, p3, m and q if

∑

i 6=2,n=6

kT1

i

z̃i − z̃2
=

√

2Λf̃22 cos θ1, (4.3)

∑

i 6=2,n=6
k
T2
i

z̃i−z̃2
∑

i 6=2,n=6
k
T1
i

z̃i−z̃2

=

√

2Λf̃22 tan θ1 cos θ2, (4.4)

∑

i 6=2,n=6
k
T3
i

z̃i−z̃2
∑

i 6=2,n=6
k
T1
i

z̃i−z̃2

=

√

2Λf̃22 tan θ1 sin θ2. (4.5)

which allow us to formally express θ1 and θ2 defined in Eq.(3.2) in terms of kinematics

variables defined in Eq.(3.10) as

θ1 = arctan

√
(

k̃T2

⊥

)2

+
(

k̃T3

⊥

)2

k̃T1

⊥

, θ2 = arctan
k̃T3

⊥

k̃T2

⊥

. (4.6)

It is important to note from Eq.(??) that the ratios of 6-point HSSA with r = 3 depends

only on 2 kinematics variables θ1 and θ2 instead of 8. We see that Eq.(4.3), Eq.(4.4) and
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Eq.(4.5) gives the K-identity

K̃2
2 + 2M2∂2K̃

L2

2 = 0 (4.7)

in Eq.(2.24) for the case of n = 6 and r = 3. We note that theK-identity puts 1 constraint on

ω1, ω2 and ω3. Thus there are only r−1 = 3−1 = 2 angles θ1 and θ2, and dimM = 8−2 = 6.

For the second example of the K-identities, we consider n-point 2 tensor with general

r HSSA calculated in section III. For this multi-tensor case, in addition to the diagonal

K-identities, we proposed the off-diagonal K-identity

K̃iK̃j + 2Mi∂jK̃
Li

i = 0 ⇒







K̃2
i + 2Mi∂iK̃

Li

i = 0, i = 1, 2,

K̃1K̃2 +
2k12

(z̃1−z̃2)
2 = 0

(4.8)

in Eq.(3.17). The diagonal and off-diagonal K-identities proposed for the calculation of 2

tensor HSSA are generalization of the diagonal K-identity proposed for the calculation of

1 tensor HSSA. They are the key step to obtain the consistent multi-tensor HSSA in the

saddle-point calculation.

B. The degree of stringy scaling

For the general n-point 1 tensor HSSA, it was shown that [1–3]

dimM1 =
(r + 1) (2n− r − 6)

2
. (4.9)

For a given (n, r), we have [1–3]

dimM1 r = 1 r = 2 r = 3 r = 4

n = 4 1

n = 5 3 3

n = 6 5 6 6

n = 7 7 9 10 10

.

For the general n-point 2 tensor HSSA, the off-diagonal K-identity in Eq.(3.17) puts

1 further constraint except for the cases of r = 1 which contain only trivial ω1
1 = ω1

2 = 1

according to Eq.(3.2). We thus have

dimM2 =
(r + 1) (2n− r − 6)

2
− (r − 1) + (1− δr1)

= dimM1 − (r − 1) + (1− δr1) (4.10)
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where max r = min (n− 3, 24). The (r − 1) factor in Eq.(4.10) is the number of angles of

ω
j
2, j = 1, 2, · · · , r, and (1− δr1) factor is the effect of the off-diagonal K-identity.

For a given (n, r), we have

dimM2 r = 1 r = 2 r = 3 r = 4

n = 4 1

n = 5 3 3

n = 6 5 6 5

n = 7 7 9 9 8

.

We note that for r = 1, 2, dimM2 = dimM1. For r ≥ 3, dimM2 = dimM1 − r + 2.

It is interesting to see that the off-diagonal K-identity contributes to the degree of scaling

dimM2 for HSSA out of the scattering plane with r ≥ 2. We see that for HSSA with more

than 2 transverse directions or r ≥ 3, the degree of scaling dimM2 decreases as one would

have expected.

On the other hand, for a consistent check, for the case of r = 24 and n ≥ 27, one can

show that dimM2 ≥ 0. For the case of r = n− 3 and n ≤ 27, we also have the consistent

result

dimM2 =
(n− 2) (n− 3)

2
− (n− 3) + (2− δr1)

=
(n

2
− 2
)

(n− 3) + (2− δr1) ≥ 0. (4.11)

For the general n-point k tensor HSSA, it will be a challenge to calculate dimMk. It

is conjectured that for general higher k tensor HSSA calculation (k ≤ n), the off-diaganal

K-identities similar to Eq.(3.17) are crucial to show the consistent result that dimMk ≥ 0.

C. Checking the K-identities

In this subsection, we will explicitly prove the K-identities of HSSA for the 4-point 1

and 2 tensor cases. We will also discuss K-identities of some higher point HSSA. We begin

with the 4-point kinematics in the hard scattering limit
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k1 = (E,−E, 0) ,

k2 = (E,+E, 0) ,

k3 = (−E,−E cosφ,−E sinφ) ,

k4 = (−E,E cos φ,E sinφ) , (4.12)

which can be used to calculate

k1 · k2 = −2E2, k2 · k3 = 2E2τ , k1 · k3 = 2E2 (1− τ) . (4.13)

For the 4-point case, the saddle-point equation is linear, and the saddle-point can be

easily solved to be

τ = sin2 φ

2
, x̃2 =

1

1− τ
. (4.14)

For the 4-point 1 tensor case, we want to show that

K̃2
2 + 2M2∂2K̃

L2

2 = 0 (4.15)

where

K2 (z2) =
k1

z2
− k3

1− z2
. (4.16)

In the hard scattering limit

K̃2 = (1− τ)

(

k1 +
k3

τ

)

, (4.17)

K̃2
2 = (1− τ)2

(

k2
1 +

k2
3

τ 2
+ 2

k1 · k3
τ

)

= (1− τ)2
(

0 +
0

τ 2
+

4E2 (1− τ)

τ

)

= 4E2 (1− τ)3

τ
. (4.18)

On the other hand

∂2K2 (z2) = −k1

z22
− k3

(1− z2)
2 , (4.19)

so

∂2K̃2 = − (1− τ)2
(

k1 +
k3

τ 2

)

(4.20)

and

∂2K̃
L2

2 = − (1− τ)2
(

k1 +
k3

τ 2

)

· k2

M2

= −2E2 (1− τ)3

τ

1

M2
. (4.21)
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The K-identity in Eq.(4.15) is thus proved.

For the 4-point 2 tensor cases, we define

K1 (z2) = − k2

z2 − z1
− k3

z3 − z1
, K2 (z2) = − k1

z1 − z2
− k3

z3 − z2
. (4.22)

It is straightforward to calculate

K̃1 K̃2

−k2 (1− τ)− k3
(
k1 +

k3
τ

)
(1− τ)

∂1 −k2 (1− τ)2 − k3 k1 (1− τ)2

∂2 k2 (1− τ)2 −
(
k1 +

k3
τ2

)
(1− τ)2

(4.23)

and

K̃L1

1 K̃L2

2

0 0

∂1
−2E2

M1
(1− τ) τ −2E2 (1− τ)2

∂2 −2E2

M1
(1− τ)2 −

(
k1 +

k3
τ2

)
(1− τ)2

. (4.24)

One can now check the diagonal K-identities

∣
∣
∣K̃1

∣
∣
∣

∣
∣
∣K̃1

∣
∣
∣+ 2M1∂1K̃

L1

1 =
∣
∣
∣K̃1

∣
∣
∣

2

+ 2M1∂1K̃
L1

1

= (−k2 (1− τ)− k3)
2 + 2M1

(
−k2 (1− τ)2 − k3

)
· k1

M1

˜2k2 · k3 (1− τ)− 2
(
k1 · k2 (1− τ)2 + k1 · k3

)

= 4E2τ (1− τ)− 2
(
−2E2 (1− τ)2 + 2E2 (1− τ)

)
= 0 (4.25)

and

∣
∣
∣K̃2

∣
∣
∣

∣
∣
∣K̃2

∣
∣
∣ + 2M2∂2K̃

L2

2 = K̃2
2 + 2M2∂2K̃

L2

2

=

(

k1 +
k3

τ

)2

(1− τ)2 − 2M2

(

k1 +
k3

τ 2

)

· k2

M2

(1− τ)2

˜2k1 · k3
(1− τ)2

τ
− 2k1 · k2 (1− τ)2 − 2k2 · k3

(1− τ)2

τ 2

= (1− τ)2
[
4E2 (1− τ)

τ
+ 4E2 − 4E2τ

τ 2

]

= 0. (4.26)
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Similarly, the off-diagonal K-identity is

∣
∣
∣K̃1

∣
∣
∣

∣
∣
∣K̃2

∣
∣
∣+ 2M1∂2K̃

L1

1 =
∣
∣
∣K̃2

∣
∣
∣

∣
∣
∣K̃1

∣
∣
∣+ 2M2∂1K̃

L2

2

=

√

(−k2 (1− τ)− k3)
2

√
((

k1 +
k3

τ

)

(1− τ)

)2

+ 2M1 (1− τ)2
k2 · k1
M1

˜
√

2k2 · k3 (1− τ)

√

2k1 · k3
(1− τ)2

τ
+ 2 (1− τ)2 k1 · k2

=
√

4E2τ (1− τ)

√

4E2 (1− τ)
(1− τ)2

τ
− 4E2 (1− τ)2 = 0. (4.27)

We now turn to discuss the 5-point K-identities. The 5-point kinematics can be written

as

k1 =

(√

p2 +M2
1 ,−p, 0, 0

)

,

k2 =

(√

p2 +M2
2 , p, 0, 0

)

,

k3 =

(

−
√

q23 +M2
3 ,−q3 cosφ32,−q3 sin φ32, 0

)

,

k4 =

(

−
√

q24 +M2
4 ,−q4 cosφ42,−q4 sin φ42 cosφ43,−q4 sinφ42 sin φ43

)

,

k5 =

(

−
√

q25 +M2
5 ,−q5 cosφ52,−q5 sin φ52 cosφ53,−q5 sinφ52 sin φ53

)

. (4.28)

The energy-momentum conservation laws imply

√

p2 +M2
1 +

√

p2 +M2
2 =

√

q23 +M2
3 +

√

q24 +M2
4 +

√

q25 +M2
5 ,

0 = q3 cosφ32 + q4 cosφ42 + q5 cosφ52,

0 = q3 sinφ32 + q4 sin φ42 cosφ43 + q5 sinφ52 cosφ53,

0 = 0 + q4 sinφ42 sin φ43 + q5 sinφ52 sinφ53. (4.29)

The energy conservation gives

2p+

(
M2

1

2p
+

M2
2

2p

)

+ · · · = q3 + q4 + q5 +

(
M2

3

2q3
+

M2
4

2q4
+

M2
5

2q5

)

+ · · · , (4.30)

which in the hard scattering limit means

2p = q3 + q4 + q5. (4.31)
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We assume

q3 : q4 : q5 = 1 : r1 : r2 (4.32)

to get

q3 =
2E

1 + r1 + r2
, q4 =

2Er1

1 + r1 + r2
, q5 =

2Er2

1 + r1 + r2
. (4.33)

On the other hand, the momentum conservation laws become

0 = cos φ32 + r1 cos φ42 + r2 cosφ52,

0 = sin φ32 + r1 sin φ42 cosφ43 + r2 sinφ52 cosφ53,

0 = r1 sin φ42 sinφ43 + r2 sinφ52 sin φ53, (4.34)

which can be used to solve r2, φ53 and φ52. They are

r2 (φ32, φ42, φ43, r1)

=

√

(cos φ32 + r1 cos φ42)
2 + (sin φ32 + r1 sin φ42 cosφ43)

2 + (r1 sinφ42 sin φ43)
2
,

=
√

1 + r21 + 2r1 (cos φ32 cosφ42 + sinφ32 sinφ42 cos φ43), (4.35)

φ53 (φ32, φ42, φ43, r1)

= arctan

(
r1 sinφ42 sin φ43

sinφ32 + r1 sinφ42 cos φ43

)

(4.36)

and

φ52 (φ32, φ42, φ43, r1) (4.37)

= arctan

(

±
√

(r1 sin φ42 sinφ43)
2 + (sinφ32 + r1 sinφ42 cos φ43)

2

(cos φ32 + r1 cosφ42)
2

)

. (4.38)

Now, all parameters can be express in terms of the following 5 ones

E, φ32, φ42, φ43, r1. (4.39)

The 5-point kinematics in the hard scattering limit can thus be written as

k1 = (E,−E, 0, 0) ,

k2 = (E,E, 0, 0) ,

k3 = (−q3,−q3 cosφ32,−q3 sinφ32, 0) ,

k4 = (−q4,−q4 cosφ42,−q4 sinφ42 cos φ43,−q4 sinφ42 sinφ43) ,

k5 = (−q5,−q5 cosφ52,−q5 sinφ52 cos φ53,−q5 sinφ52 sinφ53) , (4.40)
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which can be used to calculate in the hard scattering limit

k12 = −2E2,

k13 =
2E2

1 + r1 + r2
(1 + cosφ32) ,

k23 =
2E2

1 + r1 + r2
(1− cosφ32) ,

k24 =
2E2r1

1 + r1 + r2
(1− cosφ42) ,

k34 =
4E2r1r2

(1 + r1 + r2)
2 (−1 + cosφ32 cosφ42 + sinφ32 sin φ42 cosφ43) . (4.41)

We are now ready to discuss the 5-point K-identities. We first discuss 5-point 1 tensor

K-identity. The saddle-point equation are

∂f (z2, z3)

∂z2
= 0, (4.42)

∂f (z2, z3)

∂z3
= 0, (4.43)

which can be expanded as

1

z2
+

k23

k12

1

z2 − z3
+

k24

k12

1

z2 − 1
= 0, (4.44)

k13

k12

1

z3
+

k23

k12

1

z3 − z2
+

k34

k12

1

z3 − 1
= 0. (4.45)

After some lengthy calculation, we end up with two quadratic equations for z2 and z3

(k12 + k24 + k23) (k12 + k13 + k23 + k24 + k34) z
2
2

− [(k12 + k13 + k24 + k23 + k34)k12 + (k12 + k24 + k23)(k12 + k23 + k13) + k23k34] z2

+(k12 + k23 + k13)k12 = 0,

(4.46)

(k13 + k34 + k23) (k12 + k13 + k23 + k24 + k34) z
2
3

− [(k12 + k13 + k24 + k23 + k34) k13 + (k13 + k34 + k23) (k13 + k23 + k12) + k23k24] z3

+ (k12 + k23 + k13) k13 = 0.

(4.47)

Although the saddle-point equation is exactly solvable, it turns out to be too lengthy to

explicitly calculate it. We have instead successfully used maple to check the 5-point 1 and 2
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tensor diagonal K-identities. The 5-point 2 tensor off-diagonal K-identity can be similarly

checked within the error range. In addition, we have also numerically checked the validity

of 6-point 1 tensor diagonal K-identity.

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we use the saddle-point method to calculate n-point HSSA with n − 2

tachyons and 2 tensor states at arbitrary mass levels. During the multi-tensor saddle-point

calculation, one encounters the naive energy order problem, and it turns out that one has to

include contraction terms from ∂2X2 · · and ∂3X3 · · in order to achieve the consistent ratios

calculated by the method of decoupling of ZNS in Eq.(2.3).

More importantly, we discover the stringy scaling [19] behavior of these HSSA. For

HSSA with r = 1,2, we found that dimM2 = dimM1. However, for HSSA with more

than 2 transverse directions or r ≥ 3, we found that the degree of stringy scaling dimM2

decreases comparing to the degree of scaling dimM1 of the n − 1 tachyons and 1 tensor

HSSA calculated previously.

In the saddle-point calculation of the multi-tensor HSSA, we propose a set of diagonal

and off-diagonal K-identities which is the key to demonstrate the stringy scaling behavior of

HSSA. We explicitly prove both the diagonal and off-diagonal K-identities for the 4-point

HSSA and give a numerical proof of these K-identities for the higher point HSSA.

For the general n-point k tensor HSSA, we expect that there exist more types of K-

identities, and it will be a challenge to calculate the degree of stringy scaling dimMk. It

is conjectured that for general higher k tensor HSSA calculation (k ≤ n), the off-diaganal

K-identities similar to Eq.(3.17) are crucial to show the consistent result that dimMk ≥ 0.
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