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Abstract
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1 Introduction

The celebrated AdS/CFT correspondence asserts that the dual description of N'=4
four dimensional super Yang Mills is type IIB string theory in AdSs x S° with self-dual
RR five-form field strength [1-3]. The radius of curvature of AdSs and S°® scales like
R/ly ~ (g3 N)"* ~ (gN)"*. The spectrum of string states in this background corre-
sponds to the spectrum of operators in SYM. Part of the difficulty in directly verifying
this proposal is that string quantization in the presence of RR flux is notoriously diffi-
cult. On the other hand type IIB supergravity, which describes the dynamics of massless
string modes, is only valid for the large values of R/l;, while on the SYM side one can
perform reliable computations only for small 't Hooft coupling g/N. Until recently, one
mostly studied the properties of supergravity modes, and the corresponding protected
SYM operators, appealing to nonrenormalization theorems to compare their correlators

in the dual descriptions [4].

The GS superstring can be quantized exactly in the plane wave background [5, 6], which
can be viewed as the Penrose limit of the AdSs x S geometry [7,8]. The limit involves
scaling both the AdSs radius R — oo and the R-charge J ~ R2. One considers states with
finite plane wave light cone energy and momentum. It has been proposed by Berenstein,
Maldacena and Nastase (BMN) [7] that such string states correspond to single trace
operators in the gauge theory with certain phases inserted. Remarkably, the parameter
controlling perturbative expansion of scaling dimensions of such operators is ' = gN/J?,
which can be made small to allow reliable gauge theory computations. BMN were able
to resum the diagrams weighted by powers of A’ and show precise agreement between the
scaling dimensions of SYM operators and the light cone energies of corresponding string
states. This has been further confirmed in [9-11]. The following development included

studying string interactions both in the plane wave string theory and in the gauge theory
[11-20].

The plane wave limit is a dramatic improvement over being able to handle just the
supergravity states and protected operators. But we would still like to get closer to the full
AdS string theory. One way to gain insight is to do systematic perturbation theory around
the plane wave limit, taking 1/R? as a small parameter. This approach has been tested
in [21] on the AdS3 x S? background with NS-NS flux. String theory in this background
is described by an exactly solvable SL(2) x SU(2) WZNW model. It has been shown [21]
that one can recover the exact string spectrum at small coupling g to the next to leading

order in 1/R? expansion.

In the present paper we use this approach to determine the leading order finite radius



corrections to the string spectrum in AdSs x S°. On the Yang Mills side, the corre-
sponding calculation involves refining the definition of BMN operators and computing
their scaling dimensions. We work at small string coupling ¢, which corresponds to com-
puting only planar diagrams in the gauge theory. Furthermore, we consider only the
leading non-trivial term in the X expansion. The calculation of scaling dimensions in
SYM then reduces to computing the matrix of two-point functions and its subsequent
diagonalization. We identify the gauge theory operator which corresponds to the light
cone worldsheet Hamiltonian, and show that its matrix elements relevant for diagonaliza-
tion agree with the string theory results. Hence we conclude that to the accuracy we are
working at, the scaling dimensions of gauge theory operators agree with the spectrum of
string states in AdSs x S°.

The paper is organized in the following way. In section 2 we describe how to quantize
the string in the background which includes the O(1/R?) corrections to the plane wave
metric, and show how to compute the leading corrections to the spectrum of bosonic
plane wave states. In section 3 we explain how the definition of BMN operators should be
extended to include finite J effects. There we also establish agreement between string and
SYM results for a subset of matrix elements of the light cone Hamiltonian. In section 4 we
discuss our results and mention possible future developments. In appendix A we present
an alternative technique, based on the formalism of [22], for computing 1/R? corrections
in string theory. The results for physical quantities are the same as in section 2. Appendix
B contains the tools we use in the SYM calculations. In appendix C we generalize the
results of section 3.

Note added: As we were completing this paper, we found out that related issues are
addressed in [23-25].

2 Corrections to the plane wave string spectrum

In this section, we do perturbation theory on the worldsheet following the method
described in [21]. We start by outlining the procedure used in [5-7] for deriving the
leading order spectrum in the Penrose limit of AdSs x S°. The AdSs x S® metric is

ds* = R? [—alt2 cosh’ + dp? + sinh’p dQ3 + dip? cos?d + d6? + sin0 dﬂﬂ . (2.1)

The Penrose limit of this geometry is obtained by zooming in on the neighborhood of a

lightlike geodesic circling the equator of S°. This is done by changing variables as

1 1 r Y
+ — — 2 — —
X (t+w), X (t ¢)R y P R 0 R (2.2)



and taking R to be large, while keeping |X*| r,y finite. At leading order in 1/R?, the
AdSs x S° metric (2.1) reads

dsy = —4dX~dX" — (r? + y*)dXTdXT + dr; dr; + dy; dy;. (2:3)

Coordinates y; and r; parameterize two copies of R?, but the SO(8) symmetry of the
metric (2.3) is broken down to SO(4) x SO(4) by the RR flux

F_|_1234 = F+5678 = const. (24)

We would like to quantize type IIB superstring in the background (2.3), (2.4). As was
shown in [5, 6], the way to do this is to look at the sigma-model part of the GS action,
and use k-symmetry in light-cone gauge to determine the rest of the worldsheet action.
Bosons and fermions decouple for the plane wave background (2.3) in light-cone gauge
[5,6]. We will only be interested in the bosonic part of the full superstring action. The
light cone gauge for bosonic fields is specified by

Xt = 7 (2.5)
80700 = 07
dety,g = —1,

where the worldsheet coordinates are 7 € (—o0,00), o € [0,1]. The worldsheet metric can

be written as [26]
of — oo (T) Yor ('7_, 0’)
! ( Yor(T,0) M)A = A2.(7, ) ) : (2.6)

In this section we consider only the y part of the theory. The r part can be included
by noticing that (2.3) and (2.4) are invariant under y < r while in the O(1/R?) correction
to the plane wave metric y and r terms come with opposite signs (see below). This means
that to restore the r terms in the final result one needs to copy the y part, substitute
y — r and flip the sign in front of the O(1/R?) terms. This is confirmed in appendix A,

where explicit calculations are performed.

In the light cone gauge (2.5) the bosonic part of the Lagrangian is

I - . _ . _
LOZ_E . {%a {4X + Z(yzyz_yzyz)] —2%57 {Q(X )= Z yiyé} o0 (1=72,) Z ?/z/?/z/} )
(2.7)
where we used the leading order spacetime metric (2.3). The equation of motion for the
worldsheet metric (Virasoro constraints) are

1 . 1 o
(X7) = 5 Z?Jiyz{, X~ = 1 > {?)Z?JZ + Yy — yzyz} : (2.8)

(2



One can use the equation of motion for X~ and the leftover gauge freedom o — o + f(7)

to set v, = 0 in (2.7) [26]. The equation of motion for the zero mode of X~ implies that

Yso 18 related to the conserved light cone momentum P_ = —z'aXL,. Choosing the gauge
| =2mn, where n=—3P_, (2.9)

sets v, = 1 at the leading order in 1/R2. The plane wave Hamiltonian that follows from

(2.7) can therefore be written as
1 o
Ho= E/O do 37 |(2m)*PyPy + yiyi + vy - (2.10)

where P; = ¢;/2m. The worldsheet theory of a light cone string is massive in the plane

wave background. The fields can be expressed in terms of eigenmodes

ﬁm i, — i) (2.11)

where the 7, o-dependent oscillators y?, y' T are defined as

i
SRRV ;
. —iWn T—ino . . iWn T+ino
Yy, =ape 1 yit=allfe™ 7 | (2.12)
and the frequencies are given by

wy, = 1\/N? + n?. (2.13)

Substituting the field expansions into (2.10) diagonalizes the plane wave Hamiltonian

1 .
Hy==> w,N}, (2.14)
’f] ,n

where N! = 4iTy¢ . The normal ordering constant cancels between bosons and fermions
by virtue of spacetime supersymmetry, so we do not include it in (2.14). The leading

terms in the expansion of Hy in powers of 1/n? are

L1 Z. 1

In addition, we have the level matching condition

nN: = 0. 2.16
>_nh, (2.16)

To compute O(1/R?) corrections to the string spectrum in the plane wave background,
one would add the O(1/R?) correction ds? to the leading metric dsZ, write down the
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bosonic part of the light cone Lagrangian, and then use k-symmetry to write the full GS
action. Subsequently the system can be quantized perturbatively in 1/R?. Expanding
(2.1) to next to leading order in 1/R? we have

1 1 1
ds? = 2 —2dX~dX T (r* — y?) — 5(7“4 —yNdXTdXT + g(r4d§232 — Q)| . (2.17)
The bosonic part of the O(1/R?) Lagrangian is therefore quartic in the fields. The leading
form of the k-symmetry then implies that the fermionic part of the O(1/R?) GS action is at
most bi-quadratic in bosons and fermions. We are considering corrections to the spectrum
of bosonic states, so the fermionic part of the action can only contribute diagonal matrix

elements of the type .

where f(w,) is some function. Fixing the exact form of f(w,) in (2.18) requires dealing
with the O(1/R?) fermionic part of the superstring action. This we have not bothered to
do. We also drop all terms that are due to the normal ordering of bosonic operators in

all subsequent calculations.

Using the identities dy;dy; = dy* + y?dQ? and ydy = y;dy; we can write y*dQ4? =
vividy,;dy; — yiy;dy;dy; and deduce the correction to the leading order Lagrangian (2.7)

_ 1 : 1 4 1 22 2 \2 Il e .
Ly = W/O do [gzi:yi—gg[yi(yj—yj—(yj) )y (i —ii;)] (2.19)
1 2 _
ZyPX
+2y ]

Terms proportional to 7,, are higher order in 1/R? and do not contribute to (2.19). As
explained in [21], for the purpose of computing the leading corrections to the spectrum,
the correction to the Hamiltonian equals minus the correction to the Lagrangian.! The

correction to the plane wave Hamiltonian can therefore be written as

Lo 1 1 . /
i = 4ﬁRa/0 do l— gzyﬂgé: {yf[(%PﬁV—y?—(yj)z] (2.20)
7 i#£]

+yiy; (viy;— (27)* P, P )} — 5 2 U @rP)) + (4)” = vl

0]
where in rewriting the last term we used the Virasoro constraint [the second equation in

(2.8)].

LOne can convince oneself that this is the case by perturbing the Lagrangian, calculating the canon-

ically conjugate momenta, and keeping only terms up to O(1/R?) in the Hamiltonian. In [21] the zero

mode of X~ was treated separately, but one can show that this is not necessary.



Next we expand (2.20) in modes (2.11). We are interested in first order corrections
to the energies, so we only need to compute matrix elements of H; between degenerate

states. Plane wave string states are

yﬁlT. ?J%T---W)- (2.21)

They are degenerate only when the two sets of worldsheet momenta (nq,...ng,...) and
(nf,...n},...) are permutations of one another. Thus the only relevant terms in H; are

of the form yylyy. Diagonal contributions come from yiyify/y/T: they add up to

1 1« n?(N})? n?N! NJ
D _ 1 n)” NN | 2.22
! 2nR? (2 Zzn: w2 ”zm:n Wy W, ( )

The relevant off-diagonal terms are of the form y? Ty yi Tyl i # j, m # n; and y? Tyt Ty yI
1 # j. These add up to

1 nm
HOD: i, 01, it ittt

i#j;mzn Wntm i#gn Y
(2.23)

Expanding (2.22) and (2.23) in powers of 1/n we obtain

7 7 ] 1
HP = 3R2 ( Zn (N))?= > nQNnNgl> +0 <n5R2> (2.24)

L,35m,n
and
1 7 ) ) 7
2n3R? .~
Z#Jymsﬁn
1
2, 07,4t ,,7
3R2 Z n yn yn ynyn+0 <775R2> )
i£jm

respectively. The leading 1/n term in H; is a sum of these two expressions.

An alternative derivation is given in appendix A, where more details are provided.

3 Anomalous dimensions and AdS/CFT

We now turn to the boundary N/ = 4 Super Yang-Mills theory. Our starting point
will be the BMN operators [7] which correspond to plane wave states in the Penrose
limit. One can still regard plane wave states as belonging to the Hilbert space of the full
AdS5 x S% theory, even though they are no longer eigenstates of the full Hamiltonian.



As explained in the previous section, departing from the Penrose limit corresponds to
turning on perturbative corrections to the plane wave Hamiltonian. Eigenstates of the

full Hamiltonian can be found using ordinary quantum-mechanical perturbation theory.

SYM operators which correspond to string eigenstates must have definite conformal
dimensions. Such operators may be obtained from a complete set of operators by di-
agonalizing the matrix of their two-point functions. This procedure is analogous to the
diagonalization of the string theory Hamiltonian. We find that the spectra computed
on both sides of the correspondence match, and the operator defined by the matrix of

two-point functions is the SYM counterpart of the string Hamiltonian.

This section is organized as follows. In section 3.1 we define operators that correspond
to plane wave states away from the strict Penrose limit. In section 3.2 we show how the
matrix of two-point functions is related to the string Hamiltonian. In section 3.3 we
match the matrix elements of the light cone Hamiltonian between the string and the
gauge theory. We analyze a simple case where all of the excited modes have distinct
SO(4) indices and none of them is excited more than once. The most general case is

treated in appendix C. Feynman rules are discussed in appendix B.

3.1 Operators

The important assumption that we start with is that suitably refined BMN operators
continue to correspond to plane wave states, regarded as states in the Hilbert space of
AdS5 x S°, even away from the plane wave limit. To define the right operators we will
follow closely the logic of BMN. We start with the operator which corresponds to the light
cone vacuum

%w 2] e ), (3.1)

where z = %(qﬁ‘r’ +1i¢®) and Q is a normalization constant (more about this below). For
the ground state (3.1) there is a relation J = R?n, but this gets modified by O(1/R?)

terms for excited states.

SYM operators which correspond to states with excited zero modes can be generated
by acting on the light cone ground state (3.1) with generators of the global symmetry
group. The generators that we will be interested in are rotations in ij plane, denoted by
T;; and their combinations 7T}, = %(7—;5 +iT;) and Tj; = %(Tﬁ —1T;). They act on the
fields as

T2 = 0, (T2 =¢  [T,¢)] =24, (3-2)
[7—;22’ Z] = ¢ia [,‘rziaz] = Oa [7—‘227@5]] = _255
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On the worldsheet we have a correspondence

Consider as an example the operator corresponding to the state yéfyéf\n), 1 # j. Itis
obtained by computing successive commutators of T;; and Tj; with (3.1). Either of these
generators can turn any z in the string of z-s into ¢ or ¢’/ respectively. The result is

therefore the sum of tr(z, ...¢"z ... ¢’ z...] over all possible positions of inserted ¢’s:

1 [ 7 ' ' o
= DD [z T (e )| =yl (3.4)
\/ﬁ a=0 b=a
This formula has an obvious generalization for higher number of ¢ insertions, as long as
no label appears more than once. If some of the ¢’s indices do coincide, T;; can act on
the same field. In this case, z is first turned into ¢, and then into —Zz. For example, in

the case of two ¢ insertions we have

1 J J ' ) J+1 o
— (2 SN [t 2 = D [0z z‘]+1_“]> < yityiTn). (3.5)
\/ﬁ a=0b=a a=0

To construct an operator with three ¢’s with the same index inserted, one should act by

Tz on both terms in (3.5) to produce

%(Ztr[zgb’gb’gb’]—?)z:tr[ng’z]) < yiTyityitln),  (3.6)

where dots stand for a bunch of z’s and the sum is over all possible positions of the
insertions. The second sum in (3.6) has J + 1 times fewer terms than the first sum, and
is subleading when it comes to computing two-point functions. Throughout this paper
we are interested in the subleading corrections in 1/.J ~ 1/nR? and therefore we should
keep this term. If we act with T;; one more time, a term 3Y tr(z...Z...Z...] appears
when Tj; hits the ¢! in the second sum in (3.6). This piece is O(1/J?) compared to the

leading term, so we can drop it.

In general, when an arbitrary number of zero modes excited, the corresponding SYM

operator is

l

0o - 6-o0., (3.7)
O - \/iﬁztr[z...wl...w.”], (3.8)
0, = \/Lﬁ trlz... " k. PP, (3.9)

(p,9): ip=iq



where ¢ stands for ¢ being omitted from the string of operators and the sum in O,
runs over all possible pairs of (¢, ¢') with the same indices. When writing (3.7), we
omitted terms which appear when 7;; hits the same field more than twice, as such are
O(1/J%). When all ¢’s inserted have different flavors, the operator O, vanishes and we
have O = O.

Next we turn to the construction of operators which correspond to general string states
(2.21). Such operators must satisfy a few necessary requirements. First, if only the zero
modes are excited, they must reduce to the BPS operators described. Second, they must

vanish unless the level matching condition
> nN! =0, (3.10)

is satisfied. Finally, our operators must reduce to the BMN operators as J — oo.

Suppose there is a total of N oscillators excited,
N=>"N, N, => N.. (3.11)

Due to the cyclicity of the trace,

1 i ix
ﬁtr[z...é ] (3.12)

is equivalent to (J 4+ N) other terms in O which are related to it by cyclic permutations.

According to [7], at the leading order in the 1/J expansion, oscillators ¥’ correspond to

2mingag
J

left of this ¢**. One has to be be more careful when 1/.J effects are taken into account.

insertions of ¢ with the phase exp( ), where a;, counts the number of z’s to the
In order for an operator to vanish when the level matching condition is not satisfied, each
sum over cyclically related terms in (3.12) must vanish separately. This happens when
the phases assigned to the ¢% insertions are

an 27rz'nkak
i = e (G (313

Here a;, counts all operators appearing to the left of the ¢ insertion, and not just the z-s.
Similar arguments can be made to fix the form of O,. Again, each ¢ insertion comes
with a phase given by (3.13). In order to satisfy the level matching condition we should

also assign a phase g’ ,, to Z.

To summarize, we have a correspondence which relates SYM operators and plane wave

string states away from the strict Penrose limit
— (O i1 T it
O0=(0-0.) < y'' oyt |n), (3.14)

9



where

O = Z(Hq ) RO L ) (3.15)

O, =

sl- al-

Z ( H qgi) Trogn, T (... 0" . .¢%.. LI LB J,(3.16)

(np,nq)ip=iq \k#P,q

and the phases g+ are given by (3.13).

The normalization constant (2 will be chosen so that the leading term in 1/.J expansion
of the O(¢°) two-point function is normalized to one. This leading term is given by the

interaction-free diagrams , ,
11 K
ni ng

Zl Zk
ni Nk

where the subscript ny in qﬁ“@ means that the corresponding insertion of ¢% in the string

, (3.17)

of operators comes with the phase gy*. Expression (3.17) contains only contractions of
the same ¢} . Interaction-free diagrams with contractions of ¢ and ¢ with ny # ny

are also allowed, as long as i = 7;. Such diagrams however are subleading in 1/.J.

From (3.17) we infer that

Q=cN™NT+N)Q, (3.18)
where c is an irrelevant numerical prefactor; N’/*N arises from the number of color loops
n (3.17); and (J + N) takes care of the fact that performing a cyclic permutation in one
of the operators entering the two-point function gives an equivalent diagram. When no
oscillators are excited more than once, there is no further choice of contractions and €
is equal to the number of ways N ¢'’s can be distributed among J z’s, ) = IN_,(J +n).
When there are multiple excitations of the same mode, there can be N!! inequivalent
permutations of the ¢! in either one of the operators. This gives rise to N'! copies of the
diagram (3.17). We conclude that in general,

N
0= HN%' (J +n). (3.19)

n=1
3.2 Two-point functions and the light cone Hamiltonian

The light cone energy of a string state and its momentum are related to the anomalous

dimension A and R-charge J of the corresponding operator as follows

He — —P, —i2 S=A- (3.20)

i A+ T
20X-  2R?

77 = —%P_ =

(3.21)



One can find anomalous dimensions of the gauge theory operators by looking at two-
point functions, and we are now going to explain this in detail. We will only consider
planar diagrams. This amounts to neglecting string amplitudes of genus one and higher.

Furthermore, we will only look at the terms in H;. which behave like

1 R2\*  (4mgN)"
IR Bk S S eV .22
77211 ( J ) J2a ) (3 )
1 1 (R2\* (4ngN)®
R2p2a+1 “m\J = T J2ati

with a = 0, 1.

On the string theory side, the first line in (3.22) corresponds to the truncated expansion
in powers of 1/n? of the plane wave Hamiltonian Hy. The second line corresponds to the
expansion of Hy. Terms in the two lines differ by a factor of 1/J. On the gauge theory
side this factor arises when finite J corrections are taken into account, which leads to the
modification of BMN operators, explained in section 3.1. The first perturbative (from the
SYM point of view) correction to the light cone energy in (3.22) corresponds to a = 1,
which implies that a = 0 term in the second line of (3.22) vanishes. This is in complete

accord with the expansion of H; in powers of 1/7.

Consider a set of gauge theory operators O, labeled by a = {(ix,nx)}. We will be
interested in the SYM operators which correspond to plane wave states with N worldsheet

oscillators excited. Their two-point functions can be arranged as

(0a(2)05(0)) = (Ou(2)O05(0)) g0 + (Ou(2)O3(0)) g1 + O(g?) (3.23)
= W%N) {Tocﬁ — Foplog(p’a®) + 0(92)} :

Here, T is a matrix of combinatorial factors which come from interaction-free diagrams in
(On(x)O5(0)) 4o, while F captures the O(g) effects of SYM interactions in (O, (2)Os(0)) 1.

O(g) contributions to the two point functions (3.23) come from diagrams of the type

X -1 (3.24)

In appendix B we show that (3.24) is equal to

N
v = —Blog u’z* = —92— log 12a? (3.25)
T

times a numerical factor determined by the fields which go into the 4-point vertex.

11



Operators O, may not have well defined scaling dimensions at order O(g). To find pure
operators and their anomalous dimensions, we need to transform to a basis of eigenstates

of the dilatation operator. By a linear transformation, we should bring (3.23) to the form
1 .

2PN {1 — diag[{A,}] 10%(,“2552)} ; (3.26)

where the order O(g) anomalous dimensions ), are the eigenvalues of T~'F, and 1 is a

unit matrix [27]. The matrices in (3.23) have the form

T = 1+ %T(l) +0O(1/J%), (3.27)
F = FO 4 %F(l) +0(1/J%, (3.28)

since the operators O, were chosen to be orthonormal at leading order, see the end of
section 3.1. Hence, up to corrections that are higher order in 1/.J
1
T 'F=FO ¢ 5 (FO —TOFO) + 0(1/.7%). (3.29)
Finally, light cone energies of worldsheet states are related to the quantum numbers
of operators in N'=4 SYM as
A—J=N+A,. (3.30)

In other words, N1 + T~!F, plays the role of the light cone Hamiltonian. In the next
section we will show that H;, — N = Hy + H; — N is identical to T~'F computed in the
gauge theory [the Hy and H; are given by (2.15), (2.24) and (2.25)]. This means that to
the accuracy we are working at, the spectrum of eigenstates of the light cone worldsheet

Hamiltonian is the same as the spectrum of the dilatation operator in SYM.

3.3 Equality of matrix elements

Let us now show that T™'F and H;. — N indeed have the same matrix elements that
are relevant for the diagonalization. In this section we consider matrix elements between
states with all modes having distinct SO(4) indices. We also assume that no modes are
excited more than once, N! < 1. In appendix C we generalize these results to matrix

elements between arbitrary plane wave states.

The relevant off-diagonal terms in Hj. are given by (2.25). When sandwiched between

) =yt m#£n, (3.31)
and
X)) =yt oyl i), m#n, (3.32)

12



with ¢ # j, the off-diagonal part of the Hamiltonian (2.25) gives rise to the following

(X[HPP|X') = —= | = mny/ Ny, NINNGY, (3.33)

where we expressed 7 as

matrix element

n= % (1 + % ZN; + (9(1/J2)) : (3.34)

This follows from (3.20) and (3.21). The second term in the brackets gives an O(1/.J)
correction when used in the leading order Hamiltonian (2.15). We should also reinstate
the normal ordering term (2.18). The SYM calculations will fix it to be R%ng Sin 2N
Combining these contributions, the diagonal matrix elements' read
2 2 -
<(9|H()+1111D—N|(9>:1 <E> Z#N;ﬁl (iz) [— > RN, NI+> W]
2\J ) & J\J g P 4

(3.35)
For the states considered in this subsection N = 1 and off-diagonal elements of H; other
than (3.33) vanish.

We will also denote the SYM operators corresponding to states (3.31)-(3.32) by X and
X', As explained in section 3.1, no terms of the type tr[z...z...¢"...] appear as long as
all 7 labels distinct. That is, X, = X! =0, and X = X, X' = X'. Contributions to T
and Tpp come from the diagrams similar to (3.17),

G D0 O,

gbin’ ¢‘31/ 7;7{2

(3.36)

The top and bottom rows in (3.36) correspond to the two SYM operators entering the

two-point function. Summing the phases over positions of ¢’s we obtain

1 6m n,m/+n’ 1-— 5mm’ 5rm’
NI = G Oy — —E ( ) +0O(1/J?). (3.37)
The prime on the sum in (3.37) means that we count modulo cyclic permutations, and
we defined omi )
. mi(ng —n
Tny = nipQnj, = €XP <?Nk> . (3.38)

'Here and below O stands for an arbitrary worldsheet state or SYM operator, for example X or A”.

Diagonal matrix elements are all given by the same expression.

13



Only 7, and r,, are different from one, so (3.37) can be computed by making use of the
invariance under cyclic permutations and fixing a,, = 0 (and so r%* = 1). The O(1/J)
term in (3.37) appears because the range of a,, is [1, J + N — 1]. Contributions with more
than two r,, # 1 are suppressed by at least 1/.J? compared to (3.37), so we do not need

to worry about them. Comparing (3.37) with (3.23) and (3.27), we arrive at
¢, =TV, =0, TG, =—1. (3.39)

We now turn to the computation of F. Consider the diagrams that contribute both
to (X(2)X’(0)),1 and to the diagonal correlator (O(x)O(0)),1. These are

i i

2 ny 2
[ L} + [ [ X+ ez o), (3.40)
zZ o ez
and e il ik ik i ik
N 7Ny zZ N NE 7Ny Z ng ] ] ) )
X+ DX T 4@ ool oh o). (341)
1k AU 1 U 4 )
The level matching condition gives
m+n=m'+n. (3.42)

The diagrams in (3.41) which contribute to F(;)X, have ny = n; = m,n; = nj, = n. The

contribution (3.40) differs from the interaction-free diagram (3.36) just by an overall factor
7 (@n " + qny — 2). (3.43)

Therefore, summing over possible configurations of fields gives (3.37) times (3.43), for a
particular ¢ participating in the interaction vertex in (3.40). Since any one of the ¢

can be used in the interaction (3.40), this must be further summed over k. We find

5m n,m’+n’ 1— 5mm’5rm’ *
oy |G By — ot (J ) zk:(qn; + gy, — 2). (3.44)

This expression overcounts certain diagrams which do not appear in (3.40). More precisely,
whenever two ¢’s are sitting next to each other the ¢ — ¢ line cannot cross or touch a
z — Z line, either to the left or to the right. We will deal with such diagrams separately.

We can read off the O(J°) part of F from (3.44) by using (3.23) and v = —f3 log p?2?,

k
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Expanding the ¢’s in powers of 1/.J and taking the leading term gives the result of BMN,

FO = 701, (3.46)
2mrgN 1 (R?\’ ,
0 2 _ 2 n\7t
£ = > (nk)? = 3 <_J ) > n’N. (3.47)

k n

To get O(1/J) corrections to this result we have to be more careful. As explained above,
in (3.44) we overcounted the configuration of fields where two ¢’s appear next to one
another in the top row of (3.40), as in (3.41):

(g2 .. ). ¢n¢h ]+ (k< D). (3.48)

Now diagrams in (3.40) where ¢ (¢%!) interacts with z — z propagator to the right (left)

are not allowed. The value of such diagrams is

=@y + 00y =2) 0, Gy Tyt TF 2 1) = =@, A =20, G) Ty iy~ (B 2 1),

(3.49)
where we used (3.42). Their contributions have to be substituted by the ones that appear
in (3.41) instead. These are given by

V(@ G; = Gy )Ty eyt + (B 1) (3.50)

The difference of (3.50) and (3.49) is the same for both diagonal (n}, = ng,n; = n;) and

off-diagonal (nj, = n;, nj = ny) cases, and equals
VG, + Gns = @iy, = D7 gy gy + (K 2 ). (3.51)

This should be summed over a;, and divided by the normalization constant . Since the
number of configurations with two ¢’s next to each other is down by 1/J compared to the
total number of configurations, we pick up an overall factor of 1/.J. Configuration which
have three and more ¢’s next to each other are suppressed by even higher powers of 1/.J,

and we can neglect them to the order we are working.

The full result for (X (z)X’(0)), is given by (3.44), plus (3.51) with ny = m,n; = n.
Other terms in (3.41) are O(1/J?) and are not important for us. Since m’ = n,n’ =m

for an off-diagonal element, the first term in (3.44) vanishes, and we have

Fih = =83 (au +dn ~2) + (@ nFGnn— =G~ +2) | - (3.52)
k

To get the corresponding off-diagonal element of the light cone Hamiltonian, we should
add —[TOFO ]y /J to F$ /T, see (3.29). According to (3.39) and (3.45), such addition
precisely cancels the first term in (3.52), and we find

[T F s = —g(qfn_n+qm_n—qfn—qm—q;i—qnw). (3.53)
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Expanding the ¢’s in powers of 1/.J, taking the leading term and substituting the value

of B we arrive at

J\J

This reproduces the string theory off-diagonal matrix element (3.33), since for the states

[T 'Flox = —— <R2>2mn. (3.54)

we are considering N = 1.

Let us now compute the diagonal terms. Now all of the diagrams in (3.41) contribute,
(3.51) should be summed over k and added to (3.44) with m’ = m,n’ = n. This gives

(O@)O0)) g1 = =D (qn," + Gny, — 2) + 57 Z(qmﬁqm Gy, — 1+ cc). (3.55)
k k£l

Since Tpp = 1, we have

s
[T 'Floo = —52 Gy + G, — 2) + 27 > oy +an, — Gny—ny, — 1+ c.c). (3.56)
k£l
The first term gives (3.46) at the leading order, however the definition (3.13) of g, implies
that there is a 1/J correction to the leading term. Expanding in powers of 1/J and keeping
terms up to O(1/J) one can write (3.56) as

R2 ? R2\? S
[T 'Floo Z >+ — > w’NLNI—= > mng| . (357)
J .. 2,
2,7,M,n #l'lk#ll
Using the level matching condition (which now reads Y-, nx = 0), we can write the last

term in parenthesis as
1 1
k

2 jtiinstin
Substituting this back into (3.57) one can see that the resulting expression is equal to the
string theory result (3.35). In appendix C we generalize the results of this subsection to

matrix elements between the generic states.

4 Summary and further developments

It has been known for some time [5, 6] that type IIB string theory is solvable in the
plane wave background, which can be viewed as the Penrose limit of AdSs x S®. BMN [7]
showed that the string spectrum in this background, can be recovered from the boundary
N=4 super Yang-Mills. Motivated by these results, we analyzed the properties of this
correspondence when finite radius effects are included. We found that to the leading order

in 1/R? and \' = gN/J?, the string theory spectrum matches the spectrum of anomalous
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dimensions of (linear combinations of) BMN operators. On the string side we have an
interacting worldsheet theory, when the leading O(1/R?) corrections to the plane wave
metric are taken into account. Leading corrections to the string spectrum can then be
computed with quantum mechanical perturbation theory. On the SYM side, departing
from the Penrose limit forces one to refine the BMN operators, paying attention to 1/.J
corrections. We nevertheless assume that these refined operators continue to correspond
to plane wave states even away from the Penrose limit. Such operators however do not
have definite scaling dimensions, when 1/J corrections are included. Finding the spectrum
of scaling dimensions in SYM requires one to compute the matrices of two-point functions
(00Op) g0 ~ Top and (0, O0g) 1 ~ Fop. Then, T7'F is related to the light cone worldsheet

Hamiltonian. We find matching between the matrix elements of these operators.

There is a number of questions raised by the results of this paper. It would be interest-
ing to see if the correspondence between the operators we define in section 3.1 and plane
wave states is exact and holds for arbitrary values of AdS radius. So far we matched
the leading 1/R?, ) terms in matrix elements of the light cone Hamiltonian. We did
not include the fermionic part of the superstring in our analysis, which led to an unde-
fined normal ordering constant in diagonal matrix elements. Incorporating fermions and
extending the results of [5,6] to O(1/R?) corrections is an interesting open problem. It
would also be interesting to extend our analysis to higher powers of \'. This would require
computing diagrams with multiple interactions, but perhaps one may be able to come up
with a resummation technique similar to the one introduced in [7]. Extending our results
to higher orders in 1/R? seems more difficult technically, but might also deserve some

interest.

Other possible extensions include studying backgrounds that are more complicated
than AdSs x S°. Probing the strong coupling behavior of boundary theories with fewer
supersymmetries may be of particular interest, but it remains to be seen how far one can

go with this perturbative approach.
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Appendix

A An alternative worldsheet discussion

In Section 2 we discussed how to do the worldsheet calculations in the spirit of Polchin-
ski [26]. In this Appendix, we explain in detail how to fix the gauges using the method
described in GSW [22]. We find the same results for physical quantities as in Section 2.

A.1 Penrose limit of AdS; x S°

Before fixing any gauges, the bosonic part of the worldsheet action is

[(do)/="Ca (A1)

where the induced metric on the worldsheet is Gy, = 0,X#9,X"G,,,,. Using reparametriza-

S=—

4o/

tion invariance and Weyl invariance, we can bring the worldsheet metric to the form

~1 0
a a 2
Yab = Nab <0 1) (A.2)

in (7,0) coordinates. The leading order target space metric (2.3) is
dsi = —4dX~dX T — (r* + yH)dXTdXt + dX;dX; (A.3)

I =1,...,8. After fixing the worldsheet metric as in (A.2), the string action (A.1) becomes

1 L L o
Sy = / (drdo) [AX~X* + XXX+ - X, X,

4o

—A(XT)(XH) = XX (X + XX (A4)

The action (A.4) is not completely gauge fixed. We still have the freedom to reparame-

terize the worldsheet coordinates holomorphically,

ot —=ac*(c"), o7 =5 (o) (A.5)
where 0% = 7 £ o are the holomorphic and antiholomorphic worldsheet coordinates.
Under (A.5), the new

1
7= 3 {&JF(T +o)+o (17— O')} (A.6)

satisfies the free massless wave equation

7‘~; _ = [83 o ag} F=0 (A7)
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X~ enters the action (A.4) linearly, so we can integrate it out, imposing its equation of
motion as a constraint. This equation is X+ — (X*)” = 0, and it has the form (A.7).

Hence we can choose the light-cone gauge
Xt =zt +pr (A.8)

This exhausts all the gauge freedom in the problem. After integrating out X~ and choos-

ing the lightcone gauge, the action becomes

1 oo
S =~ / (drdo) [(p"?X? = X, X, + X} X]] (A.9)
From this, we find the lightcone Hamiltonian to be
1 2m
H, = / do [(2ma’) Py Py + X)X5 + (0)° XX (A.10)
dma’ Jo

where Py are the momenta conjugate to X;. The Hamiltonian (A.10) is quadratic, and

can be quantized exactly. Expand the X; and P; in modes as

X = n:zi:oooi ;;n [afl — afﬂ , 2wPr = n:z_:oo % [afl — aﬂ (A.11)
where the frequencies are
wy, =/ (p+)? + n? (A.12)
and the oscillators
al = alemi@nmmno) It — oI Teti(@nr=no) (A.13)

close as [a! , a/1] = 6775,,,. In terms of these oscillators, (A.10) reads

8 4oo
o= Y Y @

I=1n=—x

NI+ %} (A.14)

where the number operators are N! = a!Tal (no sum on either n or I). We will drop the
normal ordering constants, since they cancel against the fermionic ones in the plane wave
limit.

To compare space-time quantum numbers with worldsheet quantities, we look at the
Noether charges associated with target space isometries. The relevant ones for us will be
the energy E = i0;, and the angular momentum J = —i0,, where ¢ and 1 are the global
coordinates on AdS used in (2.1). In the dual CFT description, these correspond to the
conformal dimension A = E and the R-charge J. We find

2 551 .
ax* <~ Pi = 0 dO'P:t, where PH = 6)(—# = % G“,,X (A15)

—1
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are the momenta canonically conjugate to the coordinates X*. In the light-cone gauge,

A+J 0, _2pf
? <~ 'laX_ ~ —P. = o (A16)
. 1 Wn rrT

Given our gauge choice (A.8), P, and Hy should differ by a factor of —p™; the minus sign
in (A.17) comes about because H = i0;, while P = —i0dx. The light-cone states

Ly Ty ) = al TalT .0, pT) (A.18)
have pt = \/A:;{W’ with R* = 4rgNa? A—J =[1+ %] +[1+ ﬁ] + ... for large p™.

Oscillators (A.13) explicitly depend on time, so they are Heisenberg picture operators.
To go to the Schroedinger picture, we can just drop the time dependence and use the

equations of motion which follow from the Hamiltonian (A.10). These are

. d _ .

al = ol et Ea;ﬁ = —iwpal et (A.19)
; d _ ,

all = altemm, Eafj = tiwpall e (A.20)

It will be convenient to work with Heisenberg picture operators throughout, and convert

the final expressions to the Schroedinger picture before doing perturbation theory.

A.2 Corrections to the Penrose limit of AdS; x S°

The 1/R?* correction to the space-time metric is given by zzds? with

1 1
ds? = —2dX~dX T (r? — y?) — g(r4 —yHdXTdXT + g(r4d§232 —y*dQs?)  (A21)
Using the identities dridr; = dr? + r2dQ% and rdr = ridr;, we can write r*dQ3 =
[riridr;dr; — ryr;dr;dr;] and similarly for the y-s. This results in the contributions
1
Xab = g [XZXZ (8an)(8bX]) — XZX] (QlXZ)(aij)] (A22)

to the induced metric Gp. X can be either r or y in (A.22), and the sums on the repeated

i and j run from 1 to 4. The i = j terms cancel in (A.22).

After fixing the worldsheet metric as in (A.2), the bosonic part of the action becomes
S =35+ %Sl with Sy given in (A.4), and

[tdrdo) {~2X~ [0:(X* (2 = ) = 0,((X ) (2 = )

+% [X+X+ - (X+)/(X+)/} (T4 - y4) - (TTT - y’rr) + (TUU - yaa)}
(A.23)

Sy =

4o
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(we integrated by parts so that derivatives of X~ do not appear in S7). Since the variable
X~ appears linearly in the action S, we can integrate it out, and impose its equation
of motion as a constraint. Although this equation is no longer linear, it can be solved
perturbatively in 1/R?. Writing

1
X*(r,0) =X + ﬁXf’ (A.24)

where ng , are both of order one, we get
. 1 (.. . 2 _ .2 2 _ .2
0= X~ (X)" + 7 {Xf — (X" + 0, [XJ (T - )] ~ 0, [(X;)/ (T - )H

(A.25)

Since X satisfies the free massless wave equation, we can take X = z* + p*7. Thus
the (modified) light-cone gauge choice is

1
R?

To completely fix the gauge, we have to make sure that contributions of the form z{ +pi 7
in(r+o)

X*(r,0) = (2 +p'r) + 5 X (A.26)

and e , are absent in the mode expansion of X (7,0). In terms of the original

coordinate X' and the original 7 and o, this is a statement that

1 1 . .
ﬁXf_(T, o)=X"(r,0)— Py 3 eintrEe) /(dO'dT)X+(T, o)e~mrEo) (A.27)
™ n,+

The leftover piece X is not a new dynamical variable; rather, it depends on 7; and

y;. 1t is defined to satisfy

. 1
X=X+ gptor (" —y*) =0 (A.28)
The r* and y? should be taken as their leading order versions (A.11). Setting 7! = a,
and y’ = a’™ in the mode expansions (A.11), we find
L ipta! @ | =it — (uhyh — yh )]
2 TV @m@n [(@m + @n)? — (m +n)?]
it > @ (it = i) — (it = Fo)| (A.20)
2 2 T (@ — @)% — (m —n)?] '

Equation (A.28) is solved in Heisenberg picture; the operator X" is determined in terms
of the Heisenberg picture oscillators (A.13). Since (A.29) contains no explicit time depen-
dence, it can be interpreted as a Schroedinger picture expression (when the oscillators are

taken to be in Schroedinger picture), and used in perturbative calculations of energies.
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The action in the modified lightcone gauge (A.26) reads

1 .. .
S = 1= / (drdo) {(7)?(r* + %) = #its = Gl + rirl + vy
1 1 :
757 [ (Tor = too) = (rer = ye0) + 5 0020 ") + 207 X6+ 47) |
(A.30)

after integrating out X, i.e. after solving the constraint equation (A.25). As discussed
n [21], the first order correction to the Hamiltonian is minus the correction to the La-

grangian, 6 H = —JL. Hence the (modified-)lightcone Hamiltonian is

_ 1 2 N2 T DT Y DY /0 11 +\2/7,.2 2
H = —— [T {[@ra (PP + PYPY) + (riri + yiyl) + (020 + )]
1 1 .
bz (a0 = ow) = (1 = o)+ 50720 = ") + 207 X7 (2 4 9)| } (AL31)

with X" given in (A.29).

The conserved charges corresponding to AP;J and A — J are

2t dpt g2 1 (X{ =2
-P_. = do — | — A.32
& o + anal Jo Y7 R pt + 2 ( )
1

In terms of the (Schroedinger picture) oscillators,

P = 25{ o [Z I (V- N%)H (A34)

i=1 n=—00

Corrections of the form aa and a'a' precisely cancels between p1+ X and (r —y?) in
(A.32). For p*™ > 1, the worldsheet parameter p* is related to J and N as

o R E b)) e

i=1 n=—00

to order 1/R?. Here we used R* = 4mrgNa'?, and wrote (A + J) = 2J + (A —J). In

(A.35) the contributions of the y and r oscillators have rather different structure.

The Hamiltonian (A.31) is relatively involved, so we analyze it in more detail. The

leading order lightcone string states

lap, by, -..) = y;TyST .. [0,p™) (A.36)

with worldsheet momenta (p,q,...) and (p, ¢, ...) are degenerate only when the (p,q,...)

and (p', ¢, ...) are permutations of one another. Hence the only terms in § H relevant for
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computing the first correction to the worldsheet energies, are the ones which permute the

worldsheet momenta, namely akaLakaL and akalala;.

Such terms in {(r(m — Yoo) — (Trr — Yrr) + 5 (p7)2(r" — y4)} combine as

+)2

= ririrl it — yiyiyltyiT)
k

2
o (p+)2 + wrw; — kl i g i q
+ 2 < ) A AR ATV ALY AN

2 k£l WLt
2
o/ 2 — wop + kl
+ 2|5 ) = [szTlTTk —y;iy”y”yﬂ] (A.37)
2 k£l W]
and the term 2pt X7 (r2 + ) gives
o\’
- 2<—> > ikt = vt tyil]
+)2(wk + wl)2 j
RN R o Ut gt
ryrr et —
( ) k#wkwl wk-l-wz) (k_'_l)][kl 1Tk ykylyk Yi']
o 2(p™)2(wy — m)?
- it gt _ it, Jt A 38
rorirr yviylyity )
<2> k#wkwl wk—wz) (k_l>][kll e KLY ( )
Expressions (A.37)-(A.38) appear in +(5H with an overall prefactor of
1 1 1
T — = A.39
4o’ T R? pt  20/R2p+ ( )
and we find
1 o /{;2(p+)2 i
— = ipd, 31, 31 ity
pt 0H = AR2 p+)3 %; 2 (ykykyk yk Tkr Tk )
o —2kl(p ) o
i ity . Jt (APNVINVA
+ AR2 p+)3 ijz# Py Yy v Yi 7"1@7" riry')
O/ 2kl(p ) i, 07,8, 07T i JT,4..01
+ AR2(p*)3 ;kz# — (ykyk vy — ey’
+ (A.40)
The “...” stands for terms not of the form aa'aa’, as well as terms with more than two

distinct worldsheet momenta; we are also dropping corrections which are higher order in

1/R? and 1/p™. The second and third lines of (A.40) cancel if i = j.

In deriving (A.37)-(A.38), we have not been careful about the ordering of oscilla-

tors. This means that we may have overlooked some terms which involve commutators
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[yi,,yi 7] = 1. The only terms in (A.40) where this could happen come from the first line.

This means we could be possibly neglecting

7.~ () T T

If we were to keep track of the ordering of oscillators, we would find ( = 1. However, we

2

(NY" — NI (A.41)

have not analyzed the fermionic side, which can also produce similar terms.
Finally, we compare the results of this Appendix with what we found in Section 2. We

will only look at the y-oscillators. The difference between p* and 7 is

p-i-

1+ — Z Nyl] (A.42)

so the frequencies in the two approaches are related as

(A.43)

Wy = W

b SO 0(1/RY

mzn

Expressions (A.40) and (A.41) then change trivially as w, — w,, p™ — n at this order
in 1/R?, while

1 1 ; 1 n2NVi NI
pt n = = i 2 Tm 4
. Zn wlV' = Zn Ry ]XmIn o O0/RY (A.44)

Together, (A.40) and (A.44) reproduce the sum of (2.14), (2.22) and (2.23).

B N=4 SYM

Here, we give some details of the N'=4 SYM needed for the order g%, (tree) and g2,
(one-loop level) calculations of Section (3.2). First we write down the N'=4 SYM action
in terms of the fields we will be dealing with. When SUSY is broken down to N'=1,
things much more cumbersome, so from the very beginning we use the N'=4 Lagrangian
[27](A.12),

L = gt {~{FuF" +id" DA + ithy0" Dyt + Dy D'2 (B.1)
+iV2(N )7 — S5y, iz + V2N 2 — Seuld?, N2
+zj, wl (7, 2] — Lz, 2] [, 21}
we leave the fields z;, z' as they are, and substitute

5= 75 (05 +igjea), 7 = J5(dj—idjys), j=2and3. (B.2)
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z . " = 5 NAXY) Gxy)

¢, s o = 58 NAXY) G(xy)

Figure 1: Order g2, corrections to scalar propagators consist of a gauge boson exchange
and a fermion loop.

The rest of the fields (gauge bosons and fermions) remain unchanged, and (B.1) becomes

L=Ly+ L1+ Lo+ Lother (B.3)
where
Lo = o {00 + 100000 | (B.4)
gives propagators for the scalars;
L, = gT tr {—zA“[zl,ﬁ 7] — A"z, Oz +Z ) [Prs Oyuhr] (B.5)
+iv2 21 ([, 9] - [¢27¢3])+’m@ 5 ([ ] — [0, &3])
iy (A wa] + [\ 0] = [, 9] = [, 90']) + 5 [\ o] — [N, %] + [i6s, 9] — [0, "))
tigs ([N gs] + [N, 9% — [, 4] — [0, 97]) + 66 ([N ws] = [\ 0] + [, o] — [0, 47)) }
gives 3-field vertices; and
Ly — ﬁtr{—[/l 4,2 - 44, 4%, 0 (B.6)

—3[z1, 21 [z, 2] + Dz ol 21 0] + D 5[0k, D1 [, ¢l]}

k k>1

contains 4-field interactions. Finally,
Lower = g tr {={Fu " +iro" D) + it Dy } (B.7)

gives propagators for the gauge bosons and the fermions and their interactions with each
other (at order O(g%,;) these do not contribute to the diagrams we care about, and neither

do the ghost terms). The Lagrangian (B.3) has a leftover SO(4) symmetry rotating the
¢-s.

Feynman rules for the Lagrangian (B.3) are somewhat awkward, but the tree and one-

loop diagrams which involve only the scalars can be packaged in a convenient way. First,
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(R (R Zl Z1 ’ Zl Zl | > bob’ 2
= = = fapaf P B(X1y) G(X’y)
(pb (pb’ (pb (pb’ 7 b Z b’

] |:FJ ] ] ] 2 2
9 2, 2z, 2 e ,
- - = £ %% *PB{xy) G(xy)
b b’ b b’ b s
@ e @ 9 ¢ % %

Figure 2: Order g¢2,; corrections to two point functions of operators of the form
trz...¢'z...¢% four-field irreducible blocks. When scalars ¢ are involved, the diagrams
above represent the net contribution of all contributing Feynman diagrams, packaged in
a way to mimic the A’'=1 component fields Feynman diagrams. (Thick lines would corre-
spond to exchanges of auxiliary fields F; and D in the A'=1 formulation.) Diagrams with
zy are given for comparison only. There are similar diagrams with one or both z-lines

running in the opposite direction.

O(g3y;) corrections to the scalar propagators are diagonal in color indices, see Figure 1.

Fermion loops cancel in (¢%(z)¢%(y)) g2, because of the way the signs work out in (B.5).

Corrections to the 4-point irreducible blocks are more involved, but they can be related
to the corresponding diagrams involving only z-s and z-s. By comparing two-point func-
tions of the protected operators in the [0,2,0] of SU(4) written on the one hand in terms of
¢-fields, and on the other hand in terms of z-s and z-s, we get the diagrams shown in Figure
2. Comparison of two-point functions of the Konishi scalar >-9_, tr ¢*¢F = S3_ tr 2k 2*

produce the relations listed in Figure 3.

The “D-term” contributions A and B, and the four-field interaction “F-term” B are
defined by Figures 2 and 3. As in [27] [16], the A and B are not separately gauge invariant.
These must appear as the gauge invariant combination 24+ B, which vanishes in the N'=4

theory. So one only has to look at “F-term” contributions, which are all proportional to

2
. g N
v =1B(z,0)N = — 11\7/;2 log 2%u? = —flog 2 i (B.8)

computed for example in [7,27]. In this paper, we are using the conventions of [7]; in the

Lagrangian (B.1) we have ¢g3,; = 2mg.

We only have to consider planar diagrams since we are interested in the leading large
N behavior. Put differently,

4] o [t 4] = (g) [1+0(1/N%)] (B.9)
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Figure 3: Order ¢ corrections to two point functions of operators of the form
trz..¢'z...¢': four-field irreducible blocks. Thick lines correspond to exchanges if the
gauge boson and auxiliary fields F; and D in the N'=1 formulation. The diagrams above
represent the net contribution of all contributing Feynman diagrams, packaged in a way

to mimic the A'=1 component fields Feynman diagrams.

and SU(N) traces of all other permutations of the generators (other than cyclic) are

suppressed by 1/N2. To see this, one can use the “trace merging formula”
2 (tr At°) (tr Bt®) = tr AB — . (tr A) (tr B) (B.10)

valid when ¢¢ are SU(N) generators in the fundamental representation.

At one loop, all but the nearest neighbor interactions are suppressed. The relevant
contributions in Figure 2 have the form
a b a ¢
e I e A A

a bt ¢ cy

= 1(iN) " (2"} feor f% 1+ O(1/N?)]
= (3N ) " (7, 18 (27, £77) [1 + O(1/N?)]
= (3 ) [1+O 1/N?)] (B.11)
The difference between the orderings (ab) and (ba) in (B.11) is a minus sign,
a b ca ¢y b a ca ¢y
X [] == X | (B.12)
a 't a ¢ at a ¢y

Diagrams shown in the first two lines of Figure 3 have the form

a b c cy
@ || = L ) e [t ] [t
a b ¢ cy

= () 1 o) (B.13
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Only one of the two f f-terms contributes at this order; the other one is suppressed by
at least 1/N3. The contribution (B.13) is insensitive to a <> b. The contributions (B.11)

and (B.13) come with a numerical prefactor of
2
NG(Z, 0)7 12y (B.14)

with v = —Blog 2%u? defined in (B.8).
To summarize, the tree level correlators are

@ @

I 12

@

IN

= iGNy (B.15)

and the relevant one-loop contributions can be schematically represented as

@ @

- T =y x (AGN)IN B.16
9 9 v (2 ) ( )

when only one ¢ is involved in the interaction, and

e _ 7X(%GN)J+N, i # ] (B.17)

S
S
=S

=S
=S

. - = Sy X (ONYN if
Q

(B.18)

Finally, the diagrams which involve a zzZZ vertex can be read off from (B.17) and (B.18)

by expanding the z and Z participating in the vertex in terms of the two remaining ¢’s,

z z z z

_ =5 x (BGN), _ = S x (16N

(B.19)
In the results (B.15)-(B.19), we dropped terms suppressed by 1/N2.

28



C Equality of matrix elements: generic states

In this appendix we will complete matching the matrix elements of the light cone
Hamiltonian between the two sides of the AdS/CFT correspondence. In section 3.3 we
matched matrix elements for a subset of states. There we considered states with all
excited modes having distinct SO(4) indices i, and no mode excited more than once. We
will now consider states with some i; being equal. We initially restrict to the case with
no modes excited more than once, N’ < 1, but will eventually generalize to most general

case.

In contrast with section 3.3, O, no longer vanishes. In addition to (3.33), we now have

to consider off-diagonal elements between the states

V) =yt i), m#Ea, (C.1)
and
V) =yirtooyl iy, m £, (C.2)

which are given by

OD |~y 1 (R? ’ i i N7J 1 N
(V|H; |y>:j - mn/ Ni, Ni Nj' N3/ (C.3)

There is also an off-diagonal element given by (3.33), but we have analyzed all diagrams
contributing to it in section 3.3. Let us briefly explain why this is the case. Consider
O(¢°) part of the contributing two-point function, which we denote by (X X’) 0. (X X!) 0
and (X*’?? )g0 vanish, as there are no contributing interaction-free diagrams. Although
(X.X!) 0 has nonvanishing terms, they are O(1/J?). This is because X, is itself O(1/.J)
compared to O, and an additional factor of 1 /J will appear because phases in X, and X

do not match exactly. Similar conclusions can be made about O(g) correlator (XX") gl

Let us compute the off-diagonal element (C.3) in the gauge theory. The only contri-
bution to (Y ()Y'(0))40 comes from

‘ S (C.4)
G b O,
where the sum runs over all configurations of fields. No O(g°) diagrams appear in (YY) o,

(V') g0 and (5/):7’>go. Hence we have

RAEVACIIEESS

TS =1. (C.5)
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Computation of Fyy» is more involved. Possible contributions are

F@P Oy = =5 X || +(mesn)+(m'on)+(mesn, m'on')(C.6)
VT G s o
= ;:](QH m‘l'qn m+2)
which holds both for m" = n,n’ = m (off-diagonal) and m’ = m,n’ = n (diagonal),
o | udh = oy
~V@YV0)y = —5> >< \ | Hmen)+(202)+(mem, 263) (C.7)
2 Z zZ On
= — Lt tata),
S 2J

similar contribution from (V. (z)Y.(0)),1, and

2 Zmin @ik, 2
2P0y = % T T X +elhon) o o) ©8)

Z Zm+n Z nk

(¥ <z, Plk 2)

7
sz—l—nz rlck

+5 Z >< ‘ +(Z<_)ZM+N)+(Z < Zm-i—n)_l_(Z(_)zm—i—na Z < Zm-l—n)

— (2
ZZm+nZ  Pp

1
= % (— > (n, + @y, —2) - 5 (@mtn + @) + 3) :

p:npFEmM,n

(Recall that the subscript in Z,,, stands for the phase g7, which depends on the position
of the Z in the string of operators.) Combining (C.5)-(C.8) we have

Rr2\?
[T~ 'Flyy = _%(Qm+n Gm-n + c.c.) = 5 < 7 ) mn, (C.9)

which indeed agrees with (C.3), provided N} < 1.

Let us now turn to the diagonal matrix element. Part of it was computed in section
3.3 and is given by (3.57). But now there are other contributions both to ngg and to
Foo. To update the former, we must take into account
5 G
_ B B N;(N; — 1)
©.@0e=g ¥ ¥ |~ |~ | =375 (C.10)

ng

and

O D0 Db

OOy =g T ¥ -y MU ey

Nk
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which cancels (C.10) to keep Too = 1. The O(g') correlators related to (C.10) are given

by the sum of (C.8) over pairs (ny # ny) : i, = 4, with the substitution m = ng,n = n;:

=

0.@0.0)p = 3 % (3—z<qn,,+q;:,,—2>—§<an+m+q;:k+m>) (€.12)

(nk;énl):ik:il p;ﬁk,l

- (M) St

i k

1 *
_'_ Z {(an _'_ qnl - 2 + C‘C'> - §(an+’ﬂl _'_ an—i-nl) _'_ 3} ‘| °

(nr#ny):ip=i;

=

The O(g') counterpart of (C.11) is

5:(0@)0(0) = | (Z w>

7

k (ne##ng)uir=1;
(C.13)
The first term in this expression is a value of the corresponding interaction-free diagram
times the sum of possible phases, while the second term takes care of overcounted cor-
rections (this technique for computing O(g') diagrams was explained in more detail in

section 3.3) There is also a contribution which is a direct analog of (3.55)

~ = 1 3
(O@OOp=T 5 |Gy + o =2+ €) + Sl + Gy + )| (C14)

J (ne#n)ig=1
Finally, we should include the sum over pairs in (C.7) and the same term due to
~D @)V O+I@VUO) g = =% 3 (e + G+ ), (C.15)
(ngp#n)ig=1

Combining (C.12)—(C.15) we get

_ B
O[T 1F]oo = =57 Z 13, —ny Ty — 4y, — 4G, +44-c.c.] (C.16)

(nr#n) g =1
1 (R’
= —j (7) Z ngny,
(ng#np):in=1

which should be added to (3.57). In the case of N/ < 1, (C.16) combined with the last
term in (3.57) gives

1 [ R%\?
3(8)

where we used the level matching condition. Hence we again reproduce (3.35).

1 (R’ ,
S ot Y e :§<7> S, (C17)
k

(k,l):ik;ﬁil (nk;énl):ik:il
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Our last step will be generalization to the case of unconstrained N;. To see how (3.54)
is modified recall that all contributing correlators should be divided by

VNI INDING INZ NG NS INEING (C.18)

where . .. stands for other Nfl’z which will be cancelled by the number of possible contrac-
tions, just as they are cancelled in non-interacting diagrams to produce Tpp = 1+0O(1/J).
On the other hand, the combinatorial factor that multiplies all the correlators contributing
to (3.54) is

NUINIJINTINT Y (C.19)

The ratio of (C.19) and (C.18) is precisely the factor \/Ni NiNi’Ni,' which appears in
(3.54). The combinatorial factor in (C.3) can be restored in the similar manner.

In addition to (3.33) and (C.3) we also need to consider off-diagonal matrix elements
between the states

12y =y 'kt ), (C.20)
and
12) =yt Tyt ), (C.21)
which are given by
1 (R’ — ——
(Z|HPP|2)) = <7> n?\/ N (Ni — 1)Ni/ (N3 — 1). (C.22)

This can be computed similarly to (C.9). One should just multiply each term in (C.5)—
(C.8) by
NN - 1) N - 1)
Joo 2 2

The ingredients in (C.23) correspond to the normalization, the number of possible choices

(NI —2)I (NI —2)1. (C.23)

of a pair out of N! (NJ') ¢'’s ( ¢?’s), and the number of permutations of the leftover
¢’s ((¢l’s). Substituting Q &~ /JNNIINA!. .. and Q' ~ \/JNN;/!Nz'! ... into (C.23) one

recovers correct combinatorial factor in (C.22).

The expressions for diagonal matrix elements (3.57) and (C.16) do not change when
we allow N! > 1. However (C.17) changes to

% (%2>zzn2(N;;)2. (C.24)

,n

There is an additional contribution to the diagonal matrix element, which is similar to
(C.16) but with n; = ny. To compute it, one has to follow the logic which led to (C.16)
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paying special attention to combinatorial factors. We now have
* G g, s )
5(0,(z)0,(0 ZZ ‘ ‘ _ n 4?] (C.25)
in 1i 14 (73 in
¢n (bn Nk ’

and

5(O(2)O(0)) g0 = 0. (C.26)

since the diagram analogous to (C.10) with m = n have been already taken care of, and

absorbed in the normalization constant. The analog of (C.12) is

) * * 1 *
0.0, 0= 5 P = S (g, 2420w 2) o+ ) 3],
k

(C.27)

while the contribution similar to (C.13) is absent. The analog of (C.14) is

2 A 7 1) *
55(O(x)O(0 Z [4(gn + a5 —2) +2]. (C.28)
Finally, there is an analog of (C.15) given by
= - _ 1

—0(O0, ()0 (0)+0(x)O0,(0)) o = —— Z ) (qn + qy)- (C.29)

Combining (C.25)—(C.29) we get the following contribution to the diagonal matrix element
from the ¢! /¢! interactions

B NaVy — 1) Q2n )_ 1 (R*\* <~ n2Ni(Ni — 1)
jgf(élqn 5 e ) =517 %: 1 : (C.30)

Adding this to (C.24) and then replacing the last term in (3.57) with the resulting ex-
pression we recover the string theory result (3.35). This concludes the matching of matrix

elements between the string and the gauge theory.
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